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LCOMMEENTS O "HOBART OWENY, DRAFT j#2

This is aﬁ.impartant.haais and begihning. All the facts are
here without whieh one can't move &t all. jWé-have to add some
sentences bu; this is not a question of rEéonstructiun_and rewrit-
ing. They have their definite place in such a text and there is

room for them.

The great tragic perSPectivaé of é ﬁerscn to whom it was
meeted put that he.wﬂuld run the gamut of the following century
through a simple consistency in a simple endeavor 1s not clsarly
Put. So his groatness comes out more as a personal greatness than

it should. But that doesﬁ'; natter, it's all here,

It is5 an interesting account for someone who doesn't know

much abowvt Owen.

In the sentence where we discuss "a replica of the whole
of society™ in the Village of Union, it is only later that he had
to accept a realistic understanding of the structure of society.
.He had to discover what class means; there was not a single
industriglist to seconﬁ hié notion! IHnwevar, he continued to

reject thne class struggle and the machine would pay for it.

There is too much eulegy of his person and too much harmony.
What interests us is the inner contradictions of 1ife which must

be realistically met. Fut these are easily added,

Why did TAmeriea' fail? Decause the capitalistic discipline

of firng didn't exlst.




--0n this level there are perhaps a dozen things, but now
that I have written it it should be raised on a differsent level
- through elarity of purpose in writing it. It ig not possible
to produce good writing by making things dﬂctfinaife. That's
no good., But I have not made out a case that this life story is
an illustration of how this visionary dic mest face to face the
~reality of soclety in its limitations and bitterly sol He dida't
want to know a thing about class nor the necessity of running
the Unions with the hcip of tha rieh whom he thouzht unnecessary.
We must make up our mind sbout the meaning of the chapter. Good
writing and irnteresting detall don't make up for the meaning. We
should decide which of the things in the brown "Notes" doss [it
in and go in. The main directives are not iﬁcluded explicitly
but since they were implicitly there, they don't present a problem.
One neads these clear powzrful sentences that ring like a bell and the
rest is a reverberation of it, This is no difficulty but it neans
we have to have the depth of the understanding and express it.

This 1s an entirely different piece of writing {from the first draft.

Owen tried to discﬁver that tnere was an economic system
and then he had to formulate the system in ths second Lanark., This
_inﬁenests the reader and shows that ke couldn't get around the
reality of the situation. No villazs was ever estahlished except

one vague attempt.,

¥y quastion: Why was there no class structurs in the first

outline of the'?illaga of Union?
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He made the plan part of tha administrative Poor Law and
he missed the point that there would be no numan community. He

thought he would mobilize the communiiy without communion,

In America the comrunity was veluntary, but dissension
would break up all except a parfecl community. Dut tas point is
+ why did ne take in imto tle Report to the Goun%ﬁ}'ﬂf Lanarx all’
the essentials of a capitalist community waich he wanted to
abolish? That we can explain only'if his being rade to discovsr

socliety was an ovsr-all idea.

P. thinks that the writing.is entirely adesgquate and there
is no intimation of superifluity. DBut it is clear that something
is missing aqd this is purposefulness. FPreceding this chaptef
the Introduction would supply it on Owen (myself: and perhaps in

the conclusion],

I haven't said a word sbout fre¢dosm in the draft which
will have to come. IHe started the expression "freedom to starve™,

gnd talked about ®vociferstors of freedom".

~ This book is supposed to be about freedom. The way this
book is written,; freedom 1g a desideratum, the gbsence of which
is a eriticism of society. Dﬁen himgelf aidn‘t think he needs
fresdom at.all, That is a faect. Under fresdom he didn't take in
primarily civic liberties, but Creedem of the individual, that he

has the freedom to starve. Owen introduced this tarm.

Owen himself had to Introduce the discipline of hunger in
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the Villags of Union- the indsntured debtor of a worker who can't
leave. We must go inte this. We must limit ths points that we

make.

Frobel deals with the kindergarten. Pestaloszai does not.

Owen is pre-Frobel and this is very important,

Hélthué is.a specuiative thscrem; wi£ﬂgut'a.baéié-ip fact.
On this question Owan.is also-spacﬁlativc; IDHEn means tha capacity
£G grﬂﬁ food bu; it dqéén'ﬁ ﬁean the food is available. Theré is
no proof.&t ail in Malthus tﬁat the food increases Gnlf in arith-
metic proportions. If tha wheat multiplies 80-fold, which is:
possible, than way does he assume its only two-fold., Way did
Malthus assume that plants only double in 2 generation and human

beings develop much more? e.g., look at the weeds.

Owen told tne Prime Minister that he dida't wanﬁ to tell
him too quickly. (It is when he first met the Prime Minister).
”Ail we have to szy goes beyond the.ennveﬁtiﬂhal and conditional.
What is Peﬁlly lacking is the SPecifiaity of the tragedythaﬁ would

1ink it with the book,

A weakness of mine is thaﬁ I more easily express the
general. Here it is not the gquestion that it is not specific from
the point of view of facts but from the point of view of meaning.
We have all that we need on Owen's person and general career. What
Qe do not have is a ¢lear indication of ths specific reference of

hiz concrets fate to our thens.
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The youngzer Fitt (1795) was very Swithian and wanted to
reforn the Poor Low, He was the Priie Minister of the French

Wars.

We wust be careful aboul Lhe DBullders Guiid which was a
tremendous movement but failed forever in England., However it
continued in France., Allcne bmall caﬂtractsrs said Lﬁab they
could supply the labﬂu“ and material and make a cautraat to ohtain

the caplLdl oL & piace- meal ha31s,

We should say more about his idea of the old world and
new world sxisting side-by-side. Also, we must find the right

place for socialism. We can cnly do this if there is an overall

idea. It doesn't watter if the chapter becomes longer.

This draft definit el; assumas that something went before

it and there is a place in ths book for an Introduction.

For us tha chapter begins with the discovery of tha Bignifi—
_cance and-portent of the machine, The idea which we didn't fellow
up is that at the hand ol this insight and wision, and with
sympathy for the children and the unemplﬁyad, he followed the line
of action which rade him discover society. This pushed him on.tc
it @nd broke his nose. If we have this idea we nsedntt have a
second-one and that is wiy we had all the tiings he discovered,
That is also why we have the sequence > of the scenss. The idaa
that he had tq'accept the reality of sﬂﬂiety-ﬂnly lies_in the
tragedy of the contradietions, but the disccvary'of soclety -~ that

is his story.
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We must have a'hegiﬁning. Somewhere I must say what
story it is that the réadar is to expsct now. We shéwed that
this is complicated by his fear of revélutiﬂn, his obsession of
graduzlisu and his utter dedication unto death. This comes oub
énd needn't bz repsated. .ﬁll we need is that one point and.ﬁnu
can't have mors than ons basic thouznt and thiﬁis givan by'ane

basic personality. We won't build up a théary of Owen's lifs,

We might eall it "Robert Owen Discovers Snciatf“; but P,

said this of Aristotle,

1f the idea we want comes through strong and clear than
very little else is neededs In the Draft the idea comes after
paze 1 but page 2 is underdevelopsd. After tha first paragraph
we should leave out a thing cf two which spoils it. 1t should
all be rewrittun, Péga 3 should begin as it is. The sentence on
machine and soclety uizht be at the beginning. The other two

“paragraphs misht have to £0

Almost the whole of ths structure is omltted. There
is scenery, events and material, tut on the other hand it hardly
says anything - it isan't meant to convey anything., One should

have as much to say as one had here to recount.,

Neither is ths l1dea expressed that he was pushed onto
these experiences. lor what later did evolve! In wnat sense one
can say that the baslic idsas of the soclal democratic world

originated with Owan,
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i Reall? tﬁo.thinga afﬂ'miﬁsing:
1) Why Robert Owen? That is the proposition which
i carries the whols. : 5 : |
2} Thak rust be born out by the problens in the

cnntent which comes up.

There must be a transition which banks on socialist
efficiencey for peaceful penetration of the whole of society. The
two societiss are capable cf existing side by side. He made
trenendous concessions from his utopia in order to proceed to any
practical thinz., These two things come up under the heading of

being pushed on.

Then thers is the question of the future - all those
thoughts which later came up. He was definitely prophetie. We

should give two or three cases e.g. the Factory is most apparent now,

%o get me in the mood of propsr optxmlsﬁ for this, P.

is prepﬁred Lo work mors at this than till now. He quite realizes

it is not so simple, To the axtent to which I can come here and
work he will devote himgself to this. It 1s difficult for me, on

my own, to give the kind of intensity and devotedness which was

“needed., It may be difficult for P, to pull his weight. P,'s other

work is first, but this is second. P. finds no difficulty ia taking

the thing on by a whole step and thinks he could do something of

the kind alone.

ily taking on long steps of research aﬁd writing wﬂuld

slow the thiangzs down.
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It 15 a basic conception which wants to be brought out
and no number of chapters and quaniily of materlal would make up
for elarity of thought. The structuring of the material as the

vehicle of an 1dea is all-important.

Now it is not a question that we have only thé Owen,
pericd. The question is what will ﬂe hawve under Dwenf For
exanplea, whan Edrund Wilson had finished the chapter on Michelst
he had the whole book, and by then he had said what the book
contains, We must do it and it would speak for itself once ths

thoughts are expressed.

In the draft, remove the reference to the Archbishop
of Canterbury (it was the Prims Minister). Also the reference to
the population of New Lanark as criminals ete, is too absolute.
They did bhave 500 childre; but one couldn't count on the adults and
after a while Owen had to take care to keep them. Only the children
were the labour force and the others were transiant..'There'ﬁas'no
“recruiting ffom Ireland and P. doesn't think there were enclosures.
Fut the caildrsn first, they were not the minor feature. Owen képt
the children of ten years and up which showad taat he couldn't avoid
it. Livtle children were the given thing and they had to crawl
around, We know the concrete posiﬁion from Dale and Owen didn't

think that Dale did as much as Cols scems to think,

I hava the definite task of editidg and structuring and
transforing a straight-forward zceount inte an argument. An argument

- is always interesting if theras is an argument. A description is




ik
i

../\f’ u.

O -

nice to read - but what I have is raallv too heavy and full of

thnught to be called a deacrip*lon¢

We have left out that which should he carrjing the Owen
ctaptar, He was the formulator of almost averyching that came up
undor fha social guasstion in the century. This was nat becausa
he waz an excellent ohservar, but because he wWas in his practical
endeavors pushed frnn one thing to Hdﬂtuﬁf, ewen to Lne propaecies
of whas & socialist society would look like. e hihSElf only wvery
ralucbaﬁfly was able to laok at such a thing. Unless we dramatize

the EDCl&llSF thera 15 no connectlan betwaﬁn Owen and our subject,

This must be writien while one sapans the argument and
then it would mattsr if the argument bacﬂmes eunspiauous. If the
whole thing wers to bacone implicit only, it would take a lot more

woris It is a bit hidden by the faculty of good writing,

% e The Eeport to the Country of liew Lanark was entirely

different from the original plan that society should drop min and

the profit motive and take the opposite attitude. It would take

& very long time. He still didn't look to politicel means, and

it is as if he had all the time gurmissd taat he would have to change

his. time-table completely and it would not happan in thirty months

but thirty years in order to absorb society completely, That dida’t

tnange his plan but thare wnuld b2 no vielence and no strife and

although he himself seemed iafjnltaly impatient, he seemad 1n;1n1tely
|"‘

patient at the szme tirme. He must appear as a crank and caray unless

you Lake Iinte account that he was enti“ely ready to wait a very long
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time by making these coucessions. He had a very umusual tempara-
ment and was prepared to sacrifice his own life and yet was patient

angd ready for compromise.

In the Factory lsw he didn't give in and refused to

identify himgelf witnh the 1819 law - that was the only cass.

But he may not have veen half as crazy in expscting such
thanges. We have a case of an idealist capable of envisloning such

compromises in ths stretches of time required.

. My questioni &Row do ws handle the time elsment in

Robart Owen?

: In his radical plans ha spaﬁks of everything dons in
ﬁn time. Eis later plans don't contain the pracipitating element
- thare is no quick success prophecy at all, Concéasions pceur and
if he didn't make concessions he would have a cﬂuﬁter-révolution
and wealthy people would have wiped them all out. He accepted the

two socicties permanently side by sids.

This was precisely the program of Erfurt ﬁnd in the
course of Lime the socialist sact would attract ths non-socigliss
one and collecilvination would not preceed by violence. Tha Eolshsviks
used this, only Stalin pevarsed iﬁ. ¢f, his speach 'dizzy wita
success’s The .pardy was moving at a raté of collectivization which
was uttsrly unreal and they had to decollectivize ENnOrmous araas

: again.
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?T We must bz ready to bo both surprising and original

}f”-and say the things that nobody had seen because it was tqicbvious.

We are toosmooth and go out of our way to travel on the hizh road
and the short-cut would bz mumch simplier. Good writing consists
of, in & way, being plausible but unless one is paradoxical it is

not worth being ﬁlausiblﬂ.

If you considar ths logic it is differsnt from what
it appsars on the aurf&ca.. e was &bleast ag ready to compromise
in his patience, &s was hig refusal to comprnﬁise. He reflused to
compromise with the Christian religien which was peculiar. Atheism
wasn't rampant In these clrcles. These were millionaires. He
wanted a purely ethical religion. The French "moral laique™

derived from hin, also numerous ethical ToVernents.

Owen refused to drop the machine and saw no innsrent

limitation 1in it.
Myself: He saw that it would bring q@agima of abundance.

Abundance would follow the super-productivity. It was
a questlion of distribution and he said so. He called it "artificial®
and ono can only call it that if one c¢alls the market artifidal,

i.€., the lavw of supply and demand is only a market law.

What we need now is not a text but what Qwon's life
shows in regard to macnine and society. The discovery of sociely
by Robert Owan takes in all those problems and phenomena which wa

listed. He procescded from the conditions of ths factory to unemplﬂf-'




2

ment, to the Villége of Union, aﬁd the adaptaﬁion of'thé ?ill&ée
of Union plan and fhe discovary of ca?italjam anﬂ its laws
{uneﬁploymentj. The discovery of socialism and.tha transition
which is peaceful and gradual, is vet a ﬁatter of an ultimate.
transition to something else, This is what wa call the discover?

of society.

The other.idea is that his caﬁprﬁmises, aﬁd'hia
putting up with long periéds of timé in spite of his impatience
and passionate dedication we can regard as his acéaptamme.nf the
reality of scciety} {Thié is not ths ulﬁimate form of this

thouzht ).

¥Yle have in the Owen chapter, & vary strong beginning
for a book that Is called "Freedom and Tecimology” and is set in
& technologleal civilization. -That needs definite proof. It
is partly too obvious and partly quite improhab%%l Sueh a recent
beginning (two hundred years) is_faraly givan to & basic problem
of human existence. That is wiy there ls something inherently
lmprobable iﬁ the position and that is why this is a goaﬂ beginning
with & man who 13 crasy about the machinc.and gsocliety and to a point

is the originator of the soclalist hope,

And then it 1s a good method of showing that somsone's
fate telescoped the fate of the century undar the simple heading
of the discovery of society. This may be roughly there in the

preaent draft.
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There I8 a seventy vears criticism of soclety and the

same tecknological civilization pushes us into a dsad end.

The great difficulty wita this kind nf'philuaaphy is
to ba ralevant, otherwise it becomes too gensral. But keeping te

the machine keeps us relevant.

At the beginning tﬁarﬂ should be a definitiﬂﬁ of.this
fipure and wa need his figure and fate and its prapheticiéharacter
for the development of socialist thousght. There was hardly any-
thing of a technplogiesl ecivilization, capitalism, or Boﬁialismﬁ

which he had not mat.

Where do we leave tha Owen story, and wnaere does it
leave us? 1t leads us to the conclusien that he was really rigat
in seeing that the machine would play us tricks no end and nore
-and more, Saccondly, in the coursé_cf this, the need to adjiust our
- —Adves and reorganize socliety and the need for the knowledge of
_8ociety would be greater and graater. He thought thaﬁ it is the

knouwledze of socisty that shapss our nind and thoughts,

He then said that we have to eliminave gain and commer-
cialism and base the economy on opposite principles. He thought
that it is a sociologicsl insight to make others happy. He was
pushed on by a vision {youw might say "hzart"™ orVcompassion®) which

hs never reslinquishad.

The socistiss turned socialist through the superiority

of their producinz methods. Adam Smith didn't notice machinas.
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The division of labour didn't involve machinery.

He did make a cortain number of steps (i.e., progress
-~ 'eun grano salis'] but from our anﬂle ha dalved dEEper and
deeper., His prcpos&ls became more and more nmdcrate, but for us

this is ne CDHtP&dlCulDH.

His labour notes and latour exchangas meant articles
for barter, HMarx was enormauql; 1rpr3551d WLt this schehe bus

it wouldn't be difficuilt *D snow that 1t was impractical,

Contrast the first ?illagﬁ of Union with the second
schene, ¥Who wmulﬁ have financed the firat Villapre of Union if
there ware no capitalists. The capitalists would be attracted to
the new Fillage of Union by chesp labour partly bacause the man
already has land, znd partly bascause he is suppﬂrted from the poor
rates and ths peopls are not allowed te leave but they are indentured
to the group, It thus became a business proposition. Bach of the
g oups had'théir own council. This retreat and coneretization is
that of a social engineer. {cfe; Pe 228 - 232)., In the first
village the unemployed are kxeepling the paupers. They w&ﬁld sell
things to the other commnitiszs. ({(This was not thz mar<et, thera
was a depression). This was an dmpractical proposition because
the pauvpers wio got maintenance would take it instead of working

¥ and conmitting themselves for a numb sr - of years Eo? that they could
get & sum of money &t the end. They would thus loge their rizhts
to the dole. The first plan i1s a subsistence place and it was

intended for the parish poor only (p. 156 ete.) The second Viliage
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of Union was an inﬁéﬁtured labourer's villdgé. The second plan
formulated six months later and was a completely different plan,
In the gradual transition the people are still weighed down with
a remnant of capitalist.morality and you can't go on,to zecialism

bafore thia is let dovn.

He showed bad judgement in conming to the County Council
and saying ‘'drop the plow!] However it is the idea of intensaive
agric¢ulture and the English climate lends itself to this because

it is so damp.

Under the Demchinsity system of growing whaat intensively,
it bears 100-fold through using the spadse and has a number of

stalks on it.
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WFREZDOM AND TECHNCLOGY" ~ General Comments

When Eweet Fulvanoy read sowething that we had written he was much
taken with it, because these are the basle moral prubleﬁs and they are not
discuesed. He thought of it as the basic moral problems of owr times such
as ethics, not as a topical analysie, He thought these were the general sub-
Jeets of ethics belng brought wp. ¥, thought thal this was very‘encour&éiﬂg;
That ﬁhc guestions of risht and wrdng and of walues are put seemn to Tnmeb
to circumsuribe the subject, For us freedom stands out, but for hiw freedom
didn't =tand Enut. Fu was st-ru‘él& by this and 1t is en_cmiraging because it is
bronder and more permanent than any single subject could be. Underlying that

was Emmet!s readiness to take freodom for pgranted as a subject,

The strongest peint which stands up in e¢onversation is owr inabllity
to wlthstand compulsion, - to compol others is the eriterion of cur helpless-
ness in an ewergency. Hvery other ypeint is more uoﬁplicatcd'ur renoved and

this has much more relevance pa well to a Christian position,

Why ¥s freedow a prime prohlem of raligiﬂnf YWhy is it relevant to
the world religions? We heor it sndd that freedom is the prime postulate
of Christianity. He who doean't believe in God can't accept the postulate
of freedom and he who doss must, It ic one ;f the great fashions of our time
and it is cften added that inﬂiviﬂualiam is rooted in this., Or they might
possibly call it the dignity of the Iindividual e,g., Kantdlan philesophy -
autonomie der personlichkeit, Man iz free because he is only coupelled
: by 131-:.5 set, up by himself, Kant took this from lioussean, The Amerlean

senators wight rot know that they are brought up on Garman philosophy,

“?— The chances of deoing the book on the level we thought lashtice are

slim, Dut it will in any casze be delayed, It may just take much mere tina,
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Therefore we should arrange to make surs not %o gel into something impossible

o1 to make sure that what one does is sufficlently good to be worthwhile, P. -
hasn't chanred his mind aboul the importance of the matter and the little
he did, is mostly what he would de. 'Time 1 pot the first consideration and

the first consideration is whallmppens in that time,

It hinges on how interesting this is. The broad thesie is that the
machine in our type of civilizaticn has some kind of correlation - that thia

has sorething to do with the surprising and inersasingly peculiar impact of

"the machine. There 4s first of all the discovery of soclely, then the

eriticisn of society and thirdly the criticism of existence which comes with
Metzache ard Freud when the eriticism of soclety ceases and moves on to

existence,

Fver the socizlists don't accept the realiiy of soeiety, They only

discovered its existence but den't accept it as a limdting answer.

This is a satisfactory formmlation becanse 1t leaves very lmportant

qucsticnﬁ open - what kind of fPEGdDﬂLlS 1t which remalnsv What kind of

'1initatioﬂﬂ does sueiety set? Why are we not allowed to resipgn ourselves

to the rezlity of society and to the loss of freedoas? (It 1s the free
institutiona which are meant here). These renain the open guestions and
this is a sispler way of lookinzat the problem than one which doubts the

vzlicity and value of existence.

The other waoy leaves tho eblilcal system of man in chaos while the
recognition of the reelity of ﬁociety peruits the reduction of absolutes

and the extension of relatives, This is the kind of result of Lthis




ratiocination, The emphasis thus, is not on the revelation but on the

centant of 1t.

P, is cager to have the main thing sald and to farmulaté By next
step, It Is important and T, likes ths idea and up tn.naﬁ we couldr't do
much else than what we did. If anything untoward hér$nna wet should advance
the matter so that we ean procesd in any case, The whole thing must have

a dynanie which is more imporient than reporting or surveying.

It is a wonderful thought of Jesua — don't Judge. If you can do it

that's fine. He certainly didn't keep to it hinself,

The abeelute postulate of Justice, freedom and morality can only

lead to the utter rejection of scciety and all its institutions.

In "fhe Fall®, that is what the person rapresents, but such ldcalist
ef fervescence cannobt be disticguished Ifrom all the stinks of hell. Such
postulates are an impliciﬁ denisl of the reslity of soclety becouse of their

*

ahzolute character,

'I--_r\-'ll-

There is a well-ceﬁsidered thousht Gﬂ:HhE£ iz wrong with Lhe present:
the effect of the machine on the texture of snciety is unexpected and different
and sudden. It is reflected in the criticisq that the machine did change
ﬁncicty. A hundred years from Speehbawland and unemployment was noticeable
{that_ﬁas dﬁfing the war). In the fifty years from {wen starting his
activities we have the soeial criticlism of éociﬂty ( and the place of the
écﬁnﬁmy). Then there ig a kind of being fed up with it and it begins with

. Fietzsche and Freud and that is thirty years 1880 to 1510, Thenthe soclal

eriticism stops and thare is this inereasing gop betwaen the ideal posbulales
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and poseibility. That is the same as saying that it is the condition of
man, and is life possible? This exticlsm of soeiety leads ﬁﬁ to Ibzen and

in eastern Europs to Tolstoy,.

For thes deduction on the inevitability of being caﬁpelled, it dﬁes
asaume the fear, power and technolopy triangle, With technolozy goes the
metaphysical fear of annibilation = fesr of thé ynknown, It assumes thaﬁ
powef is not lﬁﬁitéd to guvernmént but puﬂlic-npininn. .That is the first
pfamiSQ. This meaﬁs that we have therefore (1) public ﬁpiniun resulting in
governmental pover and (2) the power is but a reflection of fear and involves
us in the creation of power and {3) this means that we cannot. renove the
threat of our being invelwved in the gompulsion to compel which is ﬁrecarious

existenco.

The [irst step is the identificatlon of gﬂvérnmcntél rower with public
opinion from thds angle of being compelling, The second ls the involverent
in the creation of powsr through fear, and the third is that in a technologleal

eivilization existence is precarious,

If you go the other way, slarting from life being précarinus, then
vhat carnnot be eliminated is boundiess pﬂwef-and the things that are involved
in 1t, Here we have things for the reélity of sccisty which deatroy our
_ basie freedom. We mean Lhat freedom which is postulated in our existence
~ 4n the fear and hope of eternal 1ife., (We might mean the integrity of the
humnan sowl - "eterpal” 1ﬁ the sense of being independent of time, not '

everlasting).

Then there is the rosidual frecdom or nubive freedom problems This
originates through the insipght. Firsl there is ithe Insoluble paradox of

the volonte” generale and the volonte’ dz tous but this has an cmpirical
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resolution althouph we don't know exactly hows Is it un emergency which ia
the answer? The individual zcts as & membsr of the group and functions that
waryy Bub thera is a counter-emergency and he aets in utter Troedom when his

salvatlion and integrity are in gueslion., In this PHE&FdISGGiEtf CEeASES,

This is the only way to put clearly tﬁe ineffable horror or the cummﬁnist_
madness of the trials, .This.was the sacrifiecing of basle i;tegr&ty and every-
ene feels the ineffable horror that cne ean't even put into words, There is a
point whore aman's integrity requires thal he use his freedom as an individual

end he rajeﬁts societyls claim,

This was what the Communists got themselves inte. They introduced a
metephysic of history arnd since the pariy embodies history the party nesber
sacrifices the very values for which he dies. He can stil1l do that in the

name of the party he serves. This was at the bottom of the trial confessions,

The cthor rosition is the anarchist one - that soclety has no clain

because ha iabnutaide af it. Thot iz the cnerchistls self-contradiction.

The enpirical resclution is not 1like Rousseau who gives all kinds of
conceptual tricks, IHe doesn't say it's an eﬁergency; P. gives tuwo energencies
at both ends. Fnr F..it 1s 2 matler of degreef Certuin strategle pointz of
moral organization of sceiesty are protected in definite regards, As soon as
they are in dangar of disintegration soelety enforces itsel! through opinion,

. Tha mechanian fanit c]ear._ {wé needn 't have 1his in the book hut need to have

thought about it).

There are parts whick need more clarification e.g. what do we mean that
the value system is incoherent? Ve operate with absclutes and lose the

relatives. The absclules imply that these relstives are valucless and not trua.
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The secret of this lies in the paradox of society and the Individual,

There is a concelvable emergency but zpart from that polarity there

wauld b= no eohesive systen. It is sither absulubes of an emergency kind

or abs?lutes of individual freedom. HNeither is abaclute but relative to an
encrgency or a stratezie point., This is ;ut'a different point.. Iﬁu have the
threat, ﬁut otherwlse ihﬂre'are points in the social system which are Etraﬁegic¢
.Thﬁse are protected, The nearsst we come to it is that there are two points

where the paradox iz resélved:

1. In an energency, either to society or te the individual's

inner life as a whole,

2, Orgsnizatienally distinet sbrategle points. %hese might be
in both personality and social orgunirzation whieh are protected
€.g2., persenal self-respect ebte. (In soeciety sex and hunger etc,

gannot be permlitted to be thpown out of functioning).
This formmlatior nposs a whole step beyond the rrevicus ones
¥y gquestion: TP, spoke of society sxisting on several axes,

Un every axis it includes one value or other, It is a monifold systém,
but Lirmited. Man has a 3imited number ﬁf Fhysical senses and this is exsctly
the samz with society, Soclety has also 1§mitcd phnnﬂmenﬁ. It ie rot too
abatréct a tern e,z. some degree of ﬁtahility is needed, If it wae too

mstable or too ripid il coddn't oxist,

How is the soelsty safeguarded apainst the miﬁtéhes of pullic epinion?
who will wateh out whether tho unanimous view of all isn't obselete? {c.f,, F.'s

W.E.A. pamrhlet). There must be an appropriste machinery of watehing and
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“throwing out. The best answer lies in free institutlons, These conclusions

can alsc be drawn from sese principles of sociology (¢f., the abuve pamphlet).

We should pot resign curselves to the foality OfIEOCiEtH hacanse we
don't know the 1imitﬂ.anﬂ in trying to do our best are Lhe linlts discovered,
¥t is the.everlasting paradox of action that needs faith., What does realiiy
mear if ié‘. doesntt mean limits? This is the opén probiem of the book. cf., .
"The Great Transformation®, the last paragraph: "it gives ua all the certainty

that we needh,

The cartuinty is based, not on an analogy with death and eternal life.

This is a faith position.

Why do we rot resign ourselves altopether? It is based on Lhe argument
that rlamning and power are inherently eremies to the institulionsllized freedoms
and yet extend our institutiopalized freedoms, We do not accept pover or
planning if they work for justiee aleone, They may abolish freedom, (e take
enuality and jJustice to mean the same thing)., This is the fundamental problem

of political science.,

How is i£ roasible that a socicty of jnﬁividuals.nrganizedlan two
different principles is able te maintain itself? The iudividu#l maintains
hirmself and at the sawse itinme soclety doesn't need the survival of the individual,
it ray cordinue with other individeals. At the sawe time the individusl duesﬁ't

need seciety — he may join another seelety, And yet this is net what happens.

 In "The Great Transforration® P, said that Mhe problem of fresdom

grizes on two levels", F. ic not Eatisfied with this formalation. Ye can

celezrly yecognize that sceiulisa Is robt necessarily an answer to the moral
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problem of freedom, We are now clearer shbout what we mean Ly the reality of
sociaby and its Jimdfing charaeter. P, wausn't elear at the time and was
pethapa in a way argﬁing apainst this being a valid dilewma. He is not now

arguing that he is developing the position of "The Great Transformationh,

There is a ﬁtriking parallsl with the cortainty of death - it isn't
sure how and when a person is going to die. Likewise, his integrity canuot
ever definitely be safepuarded and zay fuil at the very last, The same is
true of the renlity of soeiety and we don®t know what kind of ideal postulates

catmot be fulfllled., Only when we try does it become apparent.

It is the same as the situatien in reference to doath and eternal life,
If the threats were definite we couldn't live, If we knew exactly when and
how we were going to die, or whether salvabion ﬁus secure or not, we couldn't
live ~ we wouidn't be us. Thus, everyone will believe us, that we éannnt knoﬁ

the 1iundts,

There I8 a yractlecal argument in the W.E.A. pamphlet with reference to
roliticsl propaganda which follows the same lines - what is the last ounee of

courage that will take us over the hump?

The ethie of inner 1ife and szalflesscness are not susponded but insuffielent.

There is this paradox - that the freetdom we possess we never loose, and the

freedom we gain is real.

If ve pgive in detnil the position of man ﬁnd what it1a like - the
validity of the ansuer lies in the recognition of our situation., We kmow

as mush about 34 as anybody and theore arc no experts.
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. ¥y ouestion: Iz there some ontogenctic parallel between this
philesophical apprnsch and the development of the individual-e.g., the
1nf1ﬁence of £he realization of deﬁth ﬁn the child, the search for ideaia
duripg.yngth, and maturdty anﬁ thﬁ_aﬂaptatibn to sdaietﬁ which utﬁurrs in

»

pdult 1ife?

.Tha realism of the technoiagical civilization Exéludgﬁ g1l this kind
of inherent, immanent, inate, smuéth snalogies., Tt is impoasible that ;
sﬂméthing in the naturs of a technologiesl Cact sﬁuuld enter at the égé ef 20,
L0, or 60, It has nolhing Lo do with the process of life, This is an :
extraneous event, It is the technolegiecal civilizatlon we are tallking about
which makea.the socicty have this peculiar charaﬂtcr; A1 one can say is
that man changeé and in that regard is adjusted. Bub when he gets old, he

nay petmladjasted.

There alwa&a was.a sqciety and 1t always was limitiné but perhaps it
was only nﬁrm&lly limiting. But it wasn't so precarious in the sense of our
gcing to hell by mechunics? eonnveyances, If someone malntains that thas
reality cf sﬂciety was always there and that it iz only a matter of deéree,

then 7, docanlt mind,

Fo says 1t is physicully precaricus. Life was always precéricuﬁ bLut
‘the cenditlons of soclal existence did not make it more so. It 3is 2 new kind
of preocariousnsess, The socialists always said that it is technology that
leads to bifger and bigeer units, Owen sald so and was trying to ccﬁnteract
it, His Village of Union was much more than a return to the land. - The
.dirremptiun between tovm and eountryside is resoved. Unless the unesploysd

Ec back to the land we are in for it Therc are no markmté.




¥ point: The socislist teok up the dirremption betusen towm and
F P

country on different grounds,; wbanization and factory life,

That society may be unjuat; may be argued by religious people. Bub
tﬁey never argued that there may bo ;he unenployed who starve. Only the
unenployed are untiecessary in soclety, not the person who starves. The pcrénn
who starves 1s rnot superflusus., The nass unemrlnyment in Eoglant in the
1920tz and 3073 iﬁplied that all these individeals were superfluous, That
was the:graat couplaint, There-wére 2k millien permanently uncmployed,

Keynes shawad.they wera‘and this was a great discovery,

! :
A compulsive clement of a new kind enters, Even if you take, for

exanple, the need for irrigation which existed previously, thers is still
something new. The machine is not based on your being reasonabls, and unless
yoa run along with it it won't work at all., It ie not the same as the discovery
of the hyﬂrauiic prinelple or irrigation which always assumes for it;a operation
that you are reasonable e,g., that you cocrerate with othera for drainaze ete,
But serving the machina ard running through it's paces - it is a different kind

of Mnustt,

Even since the machine compelled the worker who served it to run
H{'through these motions, the worker had to keep running thrﬂughﬂ these paces,
This is mechanical compulzien and mechanical threat. There are alternative

kinds of conpulaion which might be organic, payeholosical or social,

The purpose of the Owen chapter is to rehearse our whole thesis, (ur
thesis is thal in a bechnological civilirzation such as curs, tho problem of

Ireedon neecessarily ardises.

in the introdaction, thers must be laid down the problem of freedem




on several levels, Is it the loss of freedon or the growing conformity which
seema Lo be p matler of dégrﬁe? This is a problen thet arlses iﬁla technolopical
eivilization and to socme extent it is due Lo the asepis of the machine and the
use of machines in sécinty. This.is rotnt cnnhnf the thesis Hhiéh s;ys that
the toplecallty ﬁf the less of freedom is linkgd with the tochnological character

of our civilization.

e nesdn't po farihker and say thet the way oub ds 2 racopndtion of the
reality o saclely becauss thsve ls somo busic incoherence in the world of
values which prevenits us frommintaining and extending sur freedoms, Absolutes

are a denial of the reality of socelety.

ALl this is indepesndent of the Hobert Owen chapler, Hg comes in zb the
heginning and not at éhe Yxter stapges. Here we Just show that he was the first
ong ¢ say that with the entrance of the machine the problem of society would
be ralsed in a new way., This would be dramatized in his fipured fate, The
other things, such as the two emergencies ete. basically appear as an insoluhle.

paradox. But we don't accept it as Insolubls.

Insofar, as man has entered new and pew forme enormous dangers arise,
These are exprosaed as a eritlelisn of soriely which later Eecu$es é.pasaimistic
critlcism of hwman exlatence ilself. This is the loas of frecdom and the

inpoasibllity of achlicreing hwsan -idenls which is life,

We need the chapter on Owan oniy Lo shos that the fipure and fate of
this man represents for the firct tize and in a final way the probler of society.

It entera in an utterly hew way.

The insistence on absolubes involves an Incoherence of our moral eyatenm,

Then it is net a systes anymore. The absolute values which imply a refusal to
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Vf accept the reality of soclety undsrmine Lhe ¥;ment of commi?fhent in the

moral world, You can't be cosinitted since it isan't related to the realily

of ;uciety arl you pet accustoned Lo empby telk. The Incoherence of the value
syster implies 8 rejeciicn of Llhe reallty Uf.suciety and that's ﬁhy we can't
have canﬁrete freedops, It would involve a tolerance which we don'l jossess,
because it is implied that teolerance waters down the sericuspess of a coauiiment,
The essential thing is that P, halﬁn an £c the thought that we can't relate

values in a coherent way,

To apoak of rezlity is a normatlve term, namely, you should know reoality
and accept it. The plane on which reality exista differs {is hicher) fron mere
aetuality. Reality was a meaninzful, significant, valuastion dirmdity in
ﬁhilnﬁophy and metaphysies. That sosetiing Is readl, dossn't mean 1i%s herely
attual or even only factusl. Actual events are events, factual dataae not

eventa, just facts.

. _ . : :

(ef., Heckiend XITI pe 24 - delusions, at the bobtem). It is not values
and neras but wishful thinking in regard to human posslbilities in soclal terms.
It means one is not prepared to pay the cost of ecuality in terms of freedom

or tho price of other things in terss of Iresdon and eqiity.

- g
The soecialist does rot aeccept the'necd of puzrding spalnst eriminslity,
(This ie ot a weaknass of every socimlist).

o

- ¥yeelf: How do we agcount for the enormous inecrsage in ldealiatie

thinkine st the beginning of the 1%th certury?

Fote that Quen was prepared te pey the price and that is why the

Septembar 17th plaﬁ is so important, This is a mew craze which is definitely
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acconpanied by a recesslop of freedoms which are sacrificed, especially %o
the absolutes of freedon. For exauwple, in América, a forelgn policy is the
gboolute to whieh efvie Iibephies have been sacrificed. In Russia it iz the

reality of society in the name of the cooperation of values,

There is an entirely unnecessary lowering of standards in regards to
universal valuss like Justice and freedom. There is almost a rejection of

the need for individual freedon., We need more clarity than we have now.

The basia for conerete freedoms was leid in the 17th century and these
G :

' F
7-were the religicﬁé freedozs with minorities safeguarded.

N There must be scaething teo compel the reader ard thatg all summed up

in one or two words. It has sonetbing to do with a technoleogical ¢iviliﬁatiun
and the reality of socicty's conditions. Free institulicons ere relatod to

the reluctance té accert the reality of ecciety and this iz the deoedly weakness
of our outlook. The question . is vhether we cen prove it. DBubt we can try to
prove it and thalls interesting, even if we don't ﬂrcve it, If we did we might

locse the form of tho vivid experiernce,




WIRADE AYD CARYT

The book 35 now being exanined and noe chaster i5 resarded 23 bad.
There iﬂ ruch praise for the Berber and Aztec chanters and the sociclozisis
would be grateful for Tm‘r;;‘.s article on the sociology of the suhstaablve .
econosy. There Is no Information th‘-]:t one or ancther of the chapters falls

Aowr.

Yy question: Docan't it ssem thal the basic quostion to which Puts
work is carried is a question of capltcl acecwmlatdon and its relation to the

yariomes fnstitutional franmesrorkas?

The foundation has heen laid by the distincfion hetween surglus
ang surplugses. It is denied thal ﬂ'ma coonomy has necessarily a surplus, baob ;
surpleses resuli from instliuting the econory BGF that 2 surplus meles its
arpesrence (of. Waryp's article). The question of how surpluses acewmlate
under a rarkel system is nont enr joi, In non-market geonomies the answer

is tazstieon and booly ete.

~In g market therc is no answer beeauss there 15 no sabisfactory
theory of profit. EBehwrpeier sald there can't_be yrofit - it¥a a draamic.
P. dogsn't think that hets right. A simplor thoory Is noessivle which is the

reward of entreprensurial performances.  And thereforz there 1s no need for

s provit theoryr.

Tt ean interest be exmlained? - Thoars E-chmpﬁt.ux‘ is .r':T'.ght and
interest camnat he explained Trom & static roint of view, Hore intercst
%11l disarpesr except Jor the nze of land and entreprencurdal sorviecs. .‘E'.
18 hesitant = he nevwer seally —ade un R mind whether irtevent is c.nnsist-

cnl with the assenection of the norfect marbet. Tor a while he was sympathe

ctie to Schumpebter, that it wps enly dynamics.
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P.t What ia vy theory of intorost?
Fy=clf: Interest is the reverd Tor the prodvetivity of capital.

Pt IT the productivity of eaplisal iz subject to the competitive
process wouldn't interest disappear? The marginal productivity would tend

to becone zero. Does the ansver lle in the scarcilty of capliial?
HMyself: T ihinl oo,

Wonld that be wiy wazes are above the subsistence level? They
would vise ghove this lewel in compebifion bt would they fail below 147
Yo, beecouse no ome eould sfford to work below the subsistonce Im'i_sl and
in the 10;"1:;.1'1111 Hazen would h ve o rise o the pubsistonce level, irr-
egretive of trade unions cio. Orthodt:;: classical theory wag thal wazos
woeld fall to the suhsistence level, but there is no reason for that if

you donlt accert the Malthusian poztulates. Wages would rise abowe the

Csubteistence lovel an? in faclt thoy actually do,

My answer oz the rewards to the factora of productisn 1s an
ex-lanation of th: revenve ond therefore Schummeter 15 not »l-ht with
Hs woolanabion of tho dynamic thoory of interest. (P, ig not sure of

thiz).

P. heg onz A ffieultr. 8o rreat is the imporiance of subsliste
ence i‘ﬁ:rrﬁin_:_: in history “hmt he ghould have raintaiced the householding
.cai'.egdr}f. It seensd pedantie znd he pave 1t un becnuse It wms similar
to redistrituidon. Mt it is needed fer an cnormous pavt of history and.

P. i of two minds whebther he shovld or shmlsn't keep it, In prin-

efplc 1% can't be dietingnished from a foracnic (7) system comprising

Em wh:sle.._
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F. doczntt want the patterns to ¢lassify an econnw@n They can
éu together. i . .
Tn "The Great Trarsformalion® P, includes autarely and scifw-
sufficieacg. Althourh this ﬁight to redistribution, tlere is some degree
of inconsistenay and P.should take 1% up teesuse there iz an enormnously
wide-spread role of the peasant holdings which is very dmportant. The
Marxists sg@rlthat theso are always mnarketeoriented., Thizs iz ﬁet true.

They arc mestly self-sufficient, (That is in Ancicnt Babylonis grd

Egynt, not to-dayl.

This would certalmly necd a foob mote, something as followss:
¥ ¥
Among the redistrituiive economies there should be special

mention of the peassnt houschold,

P, thints that the distinetion betwecn trsde and marfet will
remain Torever.
We ouzht o keve a bread papcr on monsy. The 'LY paper is

commlztely sbsorbed in chaplcr 13.

He i1l iallk atewt arprosriational movenents - how _br-'oad
thesa érc. They oceur in every choober an? the relations of rersons 1o
goods is invelwed here.  (That is, the r:h;n.n-;-;e in aroroprintlonal movenonts),
Yor cxarmle, 17 #mc passes then clothos becorme raps - Lhat ¥s 2 change

in spovonrlatiensl sitvation, the Lime passing.
¢ 20 L] F I
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THE MARKET

Walter Wexlets srticle on the muoket 35 a very useful article
tut it 18 on the whole not adequate treoretieally. Ome would h'-'L.TE
thought, that in order te contrast the market as theory uses it, and
ag an inatitntion as Tound Hostorieally, one wonld have to sharply
contrast the two. In Mealets artlcle fhis is ﬁt;{- it in the simplest
torms especiallﬁ.r with reference to a syslem of price-maldng merkcts,
He explains the functlening off a market of the nodern fyme with

1) meney as purﬂ‘tmain.g; palviin: 4]

2) a suprly

3) madmizing profit.
Actually Fu's vieww is that it misht hawe been ciqne nore masgively end
gimply as hetween the market mechonisn of theery and the markets in
history. Yot it secms that readers are gra.tei‘ul Tar the article and
both the anthropolopists and the historlans sce the twe rdetures uhich

are so different,

Discussicn on ry lectures in econonle YWstory (Sir Ceorse) 1t
the theory part iz KWehly sophlsticated and yrecise ard deesn't start
fron the saprly-demandeprice mechanism, The dmportant thing 48 the

exseriosce with the readings.

My roint:z I menticned in ry lectures that certoin contenpe
orary imstitutions are not orgafizcd on the market e.g. clmrotes, schools,

art uSsunE.

The churclies are comnetitive in the morket scuse - thoy atiract

the elwrchooers by offering a wnrm eélnreh, first clzsa msic, first class




preachovs, and nlee conforishle swrroundings. On the whole while

5

religion is not traditionally orpganisged on a market basis, we

o . A L i . r = o \.)‘h’o [
amprovinste zrt and eduestion in this wey - although not"holy.
One can contrzct i34 with the pure asrket orpanizatdon, but also with
the soclietlies vhere these funclions are of an enlirely redistribe
utive choracter. OF course the paradipgin of the narket econowmy in an
extreme tose, it that everyilhing is supplied by the mared. We famve

reversed everything.

¥y questionty The d@ffdcully in explaining the market to
studenis vas thot thore are difforent kinds of martets and differcnt
market elements., VWhat are the essential JdentiSying elements of the

marketl’

A market exists whore there 1s a supnly crowd and a demand
crawd.  On the other hand, a naybet-tyre inacliution exrlsts where
either cne or the other ic proseat {e.z. an awcticn), Coth are ealled
market Institutions i.e. marlrets nromer, and wartcet-Uyme instituﬁmm
Tho Sp{:{:ﬁfic clomonts of the sunply erowd aind the demand crowd,  P.
distinuishes vrice-naking narkels fron non=price-nabing markets.
Price-n=liny nortels are the novelty and the other are not.  Varleus
equivalences zome Inio 1. This iz 211 in chapbor 13 of "Trade and
Harlet! alitkouszh rather EO?fI_r.\I‘t.-T!SSE{.!+ 'fcf.. nage P57, first paragraph
'1'_‘1{,-.11-1{{;1; Institniions not coterminus™). lieale didn't uss this form-
vlation znd his presenﬁﬁiﬁn iz not slmnle, Thsre are too many dinh.

inctiong. : ; : e e

-

Tn the vport of trade, trade ls adeinistcred !’J:'rld arpued between

two povermaents., There is no compotition, no sanply crowd, no demand
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erowd. There pre three kinde of trades gift trade, adainistered trade

and rarhet trade and they can be distinsnished snd Jusily so. In & cete

- price rarvel how would the price he oob wnless 16 is treaty frade? You

ncedntt eall it aduindatered - 1% mi;ht.be sob=price arket. A traﬁs-
itional forn may have aceurred in the 17Lh centwry and in the colonial
times, The treaty trice may be valld in a market. Those cases ewsot
twt P, neglectis them. There is mo compebition 25 in a market. There
sre adninistered prieas negotinted bebween officialz, There is an
exclusion of competition which Is the ebucial element. It neans that
there is neither a swmply ecrowd nor a demand crowd., Sutlers for the
gray are compotitive, There is no reason wiy they shouldntt be. PS

didn't go into this but he thought of it and it stands up,
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LATERNISCISITIARY tROJUCT

At a recent econmic history convcnﬁ.nn; Carter CUoodrich
sﬁd in conversation that the relcvance c:lf cconomic theory depends an
markets =nd economle histery situdlies the suxtent to which narkets are
prnseﬁt.. Carier Goodrich thus lor the first time wenl over io our
position, Previonsly he would have safd thol econowic theory is the
theory of %tho cgonowies gnd that our position was ml’T;hEcri‘::‘h‘ical and

pannot hd maintained.

Syivie Thrupp i= sarting a new periedical on corp-
srative s‘udies on socisties, | Since we ore writinz a syumozium an
noney she mizht arproszch our croup to publish it in ker Jeurnal.
With reference to ounr hnds "Prade and larizet" she snid: Tihis

ciwllenze will have to be metW,

There are alse the Greck and Dahemey survey ariticles
and onc of them nl-he o into the symoosium. We arp doing the surveys
in any case and we have three whlch sre dons and gre doing 2 fourth

on operationgl Jevices.

n ey brom Notes cne fools a kind of szsurance with
which the stuff is haodled wlhich P dogsa't feel in the sociclozy of
coonote institutions, ¥We have gob 4t eon money tut it is not there

throuzhont. Thore are &hill too pary aliternate formulations suinmmwing.

P. thousht that the young peorle should press Tor a
eontinuailon of the project 3n case cordtain hoalth considerations cone
up Tor Km. The surgeon howover, says that P. should go ahead with
Wis work and 3t moans that P, will continue the same work and doesn't

lenve it o the next peneration, Thy are Loo Jounz to earry ensush




welight.

If P, writes the article feor 3ylvis Thruppls new Journal
he won't go out of hig way, but w11 contimme on the main lina and

glve that,
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. SAHTRE AkD CAVLES

1=z Mausee (Sartre) seems to be the strongest formalation of
his pﬂiﬂﬁ of revﬂit. That would mean that, his point of rebellion
35 out and out libertarian, If that is so we are justified.
Terry started telling about La Chule begause he reproduced
‘f{ the whole argument of the judge—ponitent who is ths hero. ;ﬁﬂa P.
comldn't guite follew it. Terry is a socciclogist and meets with
the pgreatest of ezse in the abstract realm of social relationships.
He agreed with P, that it waé an attack on Sartre, and a logical
W ;iﬂﬁ. ~The hero claims hls rights to revslt on goeount of hia oub=sndm
out criticisn of everything that owr socleby possesses In the name.of
justice and ‘Treedom. The claims arc made absolute and once you mske
these elaims absolate society stands condewned. There is a chaom
between ideals and anythings pessible 2nd P. thinks that_this is the

essance of Sartre., In Lhe nane of freedom existence 13 condemneds.

nLe Chute" iz worth reading from our polnt of wiew. It is

. a masterpices bub of whak? That is why it is so intripuing,

The basic idea in La Chutc is thut if we all accept absalutes
we are in for a poraansnt rebellion apgainat our existence where we

gre hopelessly Crustrated and one i In nothing bul revolt,
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PAUL SCIRIITZER

5chweitzer locks as Af ho has strong gifts, but It is doubtfid,
There is muéh enerpgr and personality, but th%s izn't a ﬂubstitute. The
first thing is the personality and the directedness of 3 person's inierEEt.
He is limited by a.type of fanity that is farw'limiting and rarely ot rid.
.of, FPart of his strength lies in his own gifts which he overrates, and that
is hidden by a false modesty. It 13 not a genﬁine ﬁﬂdestj and wvery easily
misleads him., Theres is something in such = philosophy which linits the
davelopment of a deepar personnlity. Iﬁ 1e rourded off too gqeiekly like'a
child, I would be misled, because the centinental finish ﬁialﬂads the

-

Anglo-Sawon buk this is premature...

He was thunderstruck that P. tqok o socialist view of things. He
didn'™ wndarstand that "The Great Transformation" was not simply heterdox,
but a philosophy of life was expressed., He didntt see that "Trade and Market?
was a direct outcome of P.'s faeling that #The Great Tranaformation® needs a
substantial suppnrﬁ. At the same time he very much underrated thﬂ.aﬂtual
corselous constructive methodologlesl effort. It is 1ike thirking that the

. other fellow wrote it in his drean.

He calle thia belns on exbreme individu:dlist - but he has neither the
ebhical culture of the cld individualist cr the modern e-nservative or the

non-dndividualist,

P, thoupht that I ripht overrate hls qualitles, but there 1s not very
mich. There is a lack of humility in a sense of & readiness to Jearn. (Hot

of gathering information or that kind of thing).

At the same time he is a serious, decent and reliable type of person

who perhaps ﬁight be able Lo make a contributivn if he got rid of his baekground,




il

so Lo epeak, He also perhaps knows culte well what a young yprofessor ia,

but not what is an old professor.

There are the nbove points, and I should know then, but on the other

hand theres is the positive appreciation of this young man in his serlousnass

and study,

Hi# personality 1s too strongly built up by a relationship to othars.
It 35 a dungerous form to build up personaldty if it is based on the ability
to withdraw from comﬂunity, You then have a kind of loneliness which you
maindain for greatness. Pat singularity doesn't pive you significance and

singleness doesn't give you pled de stal. (ﬁr in FEnglish ﬁedastal].

And there is anobher tray: He iz provincial in a provineial vurruundJng.
A small towm recﬁbnizcs and adaires it's smzll svns. When he wlsited the
iinited States, Dickens told about bhr fact that everyons in a samll town pointed
to their resarkable mans e.g., "Have you met Major snﬁgnd—so or Captaipn so-and-so.

" pemarkable man®, Tt wasn't like that In Ehgland where no one was remarkeble.

Speaking of pecple in genoral, thers is usually more chance of a simple
persan havine a strong substance leading to achievermert than a sophisticated
person who is misled by his own sorhistlcation. If we look ﬂul for pecple to
back, we should loock out for a aimple porson and it is amazing to what extent
one finds substance including originality in simple rather than sophisticated

people, Originality is very rare anyway.
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THE N&s FPHILOGUPHY

In an artiecle In Harper's Magazine of Aug. 1957, Feter Drucker puts_
together all the holispic and prscess tarms; and.ﬂrgues that this is the
end of the Cartnsian.view.uf life. 200 yesrs are over. He miinly menblions

?{‘ Smuts {holism) hl‘hiihﬁaﬂ afd Cussirer. SJomething new comes up which hasn't
been forrulated. &s te which philosophy wonld actually emerge, itls muinly

what P, said above. There are two or three negative irdicatiens but the

positive Lhings aren' striking,

The matter of philesophy which iIs that of ethics, epistemclogy and

~theory of knowledse 1s guite different from cur fisld of interest.

Drucker is not on ethics at all. bNo one minds an epistemclogy if it
is that in keepinz with tho advances of scicnce. Hé makes Lhe poinl however,
that zl11 the advances of science are too diffieult to understand. This ie
proof that ocur philosorhy 1is antiquated because, its adapted to different types
~ of vhenemena, which is a very good point,  After all, the points mude by Galileo
T and Copernicus-we don™ find difficult tu'unﬁﬂrétaﬁd at all. They werepeople

brought up in the Fiolemaic syatem,

Who is pralised highest by Druker? Doulding with the theory of images
{holism), Ther are a differunt kind uf.images, but, thesze imggesﬂfﬁrﬂ obviously
near the platenic idea which works ns an entolechy — an sctusl de*elﬂpmﬂnt.
For exa.:nple, why does a 1ily develop as it does? MAnswer: becsuse it's geing
.ta be a lily, P. believes that this is entlrely selontific and that final
ﬁﬁfnausas have no scientific value. As a matter of fact we haven't thaﬁe'caélall

factors fer any biclogicsl process. For example, why do I move my pencil now?
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Becsuse I am writing rother bhan because of chemical processes, nerve centers
etc. Yo are very far from being able to pive causal explanations that ave

fl

conplels,

Hovever, the metaphysies of every day life shouldn®t bz dropped i.e.,

giving purposes as explanatory.

If Prucker is anti-eartesian and hollstie then P, is for Drucksr,

P, has beon holistic for years.

K.F. PrRGGAL
P, translated the first chapler of Chesterton's YHeretics" into

Hungarian, #flso Mach. Mach and Chestsrton were the two most powerful

influences, aslide from Tolstoy at a certain pericd of P.'s life,

Mach represents sclentifie thinking, espirio-eritlclsm, and episteno-

logieal momism. In American terss this is instrumaptalism,

It is-amazing how paople are a p¥nduct'nf thelr own times.  For exaﬁple,
P.ls approécﬁ was born in the "ilzsenachaft sozliologie’ of iabour. But this ia
Marxian. Harx shewed how thoughts and concepis developed. Also Fegelts [lstory
is a History of concepts. He thought that battles were only the commas and

punctuztion marks in the sentencea in which the spirit wrote ita own history.

The pamrhlet "The Citizaﬁ anﬁ Forelsn Folicy" (W.E.A.) was %-'5 othér
?fhigeon. He went on lacturing on the International System {ﬁgt on abstract

politics., ) Frum-1925 omrdard he was fﬁreign'editur and in the course of that,

developed an undﬂrétanding and even did some theoretical writing on power and

power syshens.
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He took up Ecmomic history a3 a teaching Job in 1937, He was out
.tu.get a t-g:uchiﬁg job and Lhin was offered so he tock it, It wan offercd
in the sm.:ial seiences comprising primarily economic history. P. continued
‘L»l:} teach both economic history and intﬂrnatir.:nal ai'.i‘air.s anid he has a number
."of syllabuses and an sutline of 3 thres year cotrse {72 lectures) on
intematic:na-l affairs, From 1937 to 1947 he spent thres yoars in Ameriea
and seven in Zugland but before that frn:él 1934 to 1937 ke had been lecturing
in international affairs not in econorde history. He was foreizn editor
since 1724-35 and lectured at ‘t-.-hia Royal Institute of Internutim.ual Affairs and

spoke thersa in 1931 on Austria.

SOCTALISH

Tne discovery of the reallty of socisty went under the heading of
Socialism in the 19th century. It referrsd to anyone who sadd don't look at
things in the indivicdual view bub from the soeizl outleok, There are obher
things sueh as the reorgunization of the mearns of productien and that this

“weuld resolve all complaints caused hy the machines This was a delusion,

It iz the machins thot enforces the hierarehy and discipline in a
Pactory. Also another point where it was 2 delusion was that Il was not the

property systes but technology.

Myaelf: P, onee delined socialisn as stopping the iecinological

devel l:.‘rp‘TJt‘nt- -

Po: (nly socialism could slop the technological traze because the

market can't Jo that.
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CRELIGION AND CAPITALIS

In Tawney's "Relipicn ard the Eise of Capitalism” a generalization of

Weber's thesis?

Weber held that reliﬁiauﬁ morality in economic life, which went with

: Ffpé%itanism (ﬁe snid it was Calvinism} invalveﬂ an ascetic position with regard
to secular existence, and was a powerful psychological element in eapitalist
development, It lod to the accumulation of capital. The ascetic element in
Lutheranism =as not very differemt e,g., the religious ehiies of Meallingal,

Calvin spoke of the ethics of predastination and grace. This leads to extreme

dedication of everyday work involving thrift and self-indulpence.

The tﬁesié is not verr true, since when Calvinsim first started (1520),
no religious ethic of business 1life existed and capitalism was a much later
development, Under purltanism such en ethic did develop, bubt it is not proved
yhether eseonanle 1ife induced such an ethlc. Weber's explanation of capitalism
docsn't start from an econonic causaticﬁ daveloping a relipion causation, bub
starta from a religious 1ife affecting capitalism in the modern world. But

_perhaps both phenomena stem fron common Sources.

Why is Tavmey so immensely popualar? For ten years this was the hook
around which saciclory was taught, Hardly anything else was taken in econaric
histary, P. read both books and also Hobertson (Protestant) who protested

apainst Weber and showed thot 1n the Catholic eountries the same thing hippened.

Tha cthical casuistry developed to the same purpese, alleowing caplitalist business

ethics to spread.
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RCCR MG MOTIVES

My question: Can we dissoeiate economic mobives from institutional
patterns? For example, Tawney and othara defined capitalism simply according
to the wotive of gain, %What I1s the relationship of this rotive of gain to

the economle institution of the market?

F, is neot imterested in motives, ‘In the market cpe wight be altruistic
ant not work for one's oun gain. To make the market workable it would be
sufficient to represent the supply and desand just to buy as cheapily as

rossible and to sell as dearly as possible,
My question: Isn't this the sane thing as gain?

Thie iz nol necessarily the epotistic motive at 2ll, If your orders
gre to do this than the motlve is not gainful but duty e.g.,.the mansgerial
structure, Cainful motives are rot assumed here and yet prices, wheﬁ such a
demnarncl inareasés, would go up whether the motives were galnful or not (1se4,

persomally gainful ).

RUESS51A
P, thinks that ths rehabilitation of Trotsky is the guestlon which i=

prerequisite to moral sanity and recuperation in Kussisa
Po thousht that Trotsky openly conspirad with the Germans.

They have already rehabilitated Tukhacheveky. lere Stalin was involved
and the story is that the Nagl ambassador trapped him and produced faize

docunents azainst Tukhanhavaky which Stalin needed,

Stalin was a person of very shaky worality. The same thing happened

rreviously to Bluchar (1939).




IRDN COETATY LITERATUEE

. Every cne should read recent literature from behind the Irﬂn_ﬂur;ain
beecause il is so pad., It iﬁ an ﬂutstanding csricaﬁuré af affaerts which

are made in this S5talinist world where writers hﬁve rovolied and don't write
at all and so the regize must write instead., The cantenf_is abourd (thio

is not in Russia but in langary where there 1s a battle on).

TS TRANSITION FROM FEUDALIZY TO CAPTITALISMM

The publication fgruan phanphlat puhlished bty Scisnce snd Society)
is a plain horropr, Froa the angle of what ﬂarxism represents today, it's
= worth knc:rn*;.'.-rimf, that such attempts towards a contributien to gencrally-acccopted
preblems nay be an ubtber fallure, It is finnlly amd definitely cenfusing the

.th"mg and it stops traffic for a generation,

*ESICHOLGGY ATU TDSOLOGY"

P. worked hard in MNew York on the sceleclogy paper with Terry. It is

a real Ei}ciﬂlﬂf;}-' of idecloyy end has much relevance to institutional eociclegy,.

AAFRICAN THLUSNCE TN ERITAIN

There 1s an inercasing desree of Americun influence in Britaln. This
ia mostly due to Anerican literature, beczuse fmerdcan 1iterature is pernine

ard vital.

NTEE NATION®

The Naticn was an excellent publication some 30 years ago, but to-day

.

A o
it is a several tines over ,ﬁ phony micconstruction under falee pretenses,
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HISUED T ANBCIS

One thing that P, likes akout the modern world is the an'éi" of

artificial light.,
Malthus had the pseundo-realitlies of acoioby.

: Note Weskend XIIT, j:-age 24, the second parapravh and you will getb
"3 kinds of points; things which she:ld be corrected, those which need no

correction and those whieh we should corrset but it is not posslble,
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