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The Village of Unicon is &n intricate thing which F. has now
seeEn . rThe first Village was an utter failure and neobhing happened,
He was teld: we don't understand it, it isntt voluntary and how do
you run it without coapital? Are the éorhers allowed %o eupley
themsclves? What would happen te thelr carnings? Owen never admit-

ted that it was lmpracticable and doessntt work at all.

The Peoor Law was a mechanism of the Parlsh or Uniem eof
PaPiEhE%EHﬁ was earrled on by Unions of Villages. For exampla;
Pickoring can't earry uncmploymont insuranee aleone. In England

¥ ]
there were Unioens of Pardishes, P. has p stotistle of 52 Unions in
the Nerthwestern ecunties.:rfhe irst plan turns to the parishes.

He will capitallge the ratee and remt or buy the land and taks over

the paunpera and include the unsmpleyed in 1L, 3ut nothing happeoned. |

~ He had no responss and then he pul forward something enbirely
c¢ifferent maintaining the first plan. P. takes it that Owen reversed
hils position gnd not for the given reason that the [irst plan would

bo so marvelous.

Spode agriculture elaimed the imagination of mere than one
pﬁrnan-nf the timc. Also social enginsering was & grast fashion of
the time. {(cf. the G.T.) Owen thought he had a 5uitahie idea but it
doesntt strike P. that way., That isn't the way real money 1is

invested in new ventures.

The 1992 depression was nothing bis the first year of the

outbreak ef the War and after that thsrs was & war beoom,
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!ﬁa haven't given eny picture of Uuenls selflesshess, his
lack of venity, the lack of uny touchlness and abundance of gener—'
osity. He had a type of pride which was pecullarly noble. He
reTused to accepi a valuable business offer because 1t was eone-third
‘instead of one=half. I had unlimited patience, utter ingsensitivity
to unjust blame, physical courage and boundless strengih of mind,
He had an impersonal detached falth, absence of snger or fear and was
unimrressed by King or Emperer. His autobiography is that of a
eaint who would have boen shocked to be referred to that way. No ane
wis mere dactful or reserved. Thess are the characterlstlcs of the
selfless person which execept in some novolo (e.z. Dostolevckl, The
Idict) doesn't ogour anywhere, He was wtbterly dmpervious to lagicall
arpunent and thergﬁfcr@ the llinks were missing from hié dlscovery

vhich wasn't e discovery, to the conclusions thal didn't fellow. f

We will have thersfore to make mueh more deliberate polnis
taking them from our need to¢ stari on Marx, but this is net difficult.

It simply means that the points will be scwewhers in the Ouen chapler.

Owen was enormously &blo but his abllities were far surpasced
by the pecularities of character. Thess are summed up under the
rare hending of selllessnecs and being obezssed by p?actical aims of
gel fless eharacter, F. thinks Cwen personally was irresistible and
ne one could speak with hin without being won over, and this wes dus
to thé selflessness. He wasn't intereated in his person and thig is

soretbhing very attractive to everybedy.

F. sees the Owen story 1n & diffcrent light and we will also

have to collest material from Harxt great admiration of Owen. He woo
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the only one of the utopisns he thought highly off. According %o
Landshut Marx almost iunvented the proletarisn ~ ghﬂ only force fu
be ragardéd 83 a mover. It is not one of the postulates but what
he repords as the reality. In Open there 4s no idesliring of the
preletardiat ot ell end in Marx there is an iﬁfintte eapacity to
idoclime the proletariat.

-

EHG will hawe to guote faur-lines irom Owents avtebliography
written at the age of &5 thzt the work he did will undoubtediy change
the plcture of the world, on this planet. He hadn't the shadow of
a doubt that hi§ﬁgqu was cutstandiagly successful in epite of its
apparent failurq;ujﬁwnn's autoblography should bs known in a dif=- :

ferent way frem Cole's prosentabion. T didn't fake 1n Owernls auvtom

blography., P. wes very much taken wilh the antebieopraphy this time.

His entobiography P. 144 glves the two pestulates undsr whih.
everything can be resolved., P. ?5_-.he regards his work ss uttedy
su¢cessful. You are amnzed frewm ling te line, This comes from the
modesty which doesn't roally eceur anywhore. P, 22 he recapitdates
his belief on being a child of nature. To abandon all beliefl wase
Owen's religion to be tmupht ﬁo man. His real desire was te do good
to the humen race and he thought that religions were not only wrong

but caused all the evil,

Man ian't responsible for his falling charactor #ud hers ha
never ¢laberates the positien. This is o kind of abourdity which
gEves far to explaln the whole man. It 1s like an obsession and he
discovers the thought anyénn mlght have had, budi he has only this

ore thought,



L

+
With Calvinlsw (Grace) man isn't responsible for a thing.

wen must bave thought of semething whiech he doesn't say.

In hig school he must have produccd o cruwé of ehildren wﬂinh
amazed the world: well-behaved, chearful and loveable gnd this was
so mach & Legend that Queens eams to visit and the schoel strikes
one as even surpassing 4 ¢ ommon sxpariense of modern times.

| Dwen discovered capitelisnm through unemployment and was not
prene to regard soelazldism as Lhe solubion., vwWhal doss gapllalism
eonslst of and why does fighting unemployment lead you to & furiher

digcovery?

The answer was the trudes depresgion, The sensahionithnt
ﬂtﬁﬁgﬁ?ﬁd.thﬂ country was bthat they had a victoery in the war and
then found themselves in 2 depression. Thls wos an ubterly perplex-
ing thing and Cwen dascribed his reception when the Parliamentary
comraittee heard him., JIL was the: Flrst time bhere was a greal depres-—
sion at ali end the sentenee indlcating the dlscovery of ecapitalisn

was more shocking almest than America. f

Owen pat forwsrd & theory that the nmachine was respencibple
that he sald that the war is over with its great scurce of demand

and that thore were no marksto.

Falthus at the tine dldn't provide muchk in the way of ecopomic
theory and Hicerde was only famous on the bullion oguestion in 1809,
Lalssve~faire does not have a strong representative and inscfar as it

has one, it is Halthus, Feor hir poverty ls one of the preventive checkc.
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in indiesation of what Cwon was up against was Lhe térribiﬁ
waey he was heounded znd attacked and in thls wey learncd ﬁbout.C1&SEﬂﬂ
and the extent to whieh they make themselves felt., Why wore weges
low? They wore low on mecount of the unenpleoyment. In some gense

this was & diszcovery of capitalism i.e., not that it iz low wapes

L¥]

bat he iz conscious that uvnemployment was a phenomanon distinet from
the pooer. When P, was a boy It was thought that the rcascon [for unem=
ployzent was that they didatbt try and find werk. The mailn objection

to my draft iz that it isn't serious,

Owen noticed the bitter egotisw of the ¢lass war and ws may -,

need this for the Marx chapter. woenla gonglusions howsver, ware
g i

completely different from Mars:,

There is no mention of Bellers whose problem wmust deal with'

the unemzloyed in the Lrameweork ef the Poor Lav.

Owen said that he wanted uséeful things and he called tho
markot Wertilicial®. His heterodoxoy is expressed in the varbificisl
and uwseless goods!, This must be mesnticned in his nead-on cellision

with ceplitalisn.

Owen zlso wanted to get rid of the Speenhamland thing. Thers
world be no supplementation of wapas bat thare is hara.a éubsidg to
the capiifalist through cheapﬂﬁ labour and a prowmise of shorter hours.
It is & grandicss massure of shorber hours although no evidence is

available. That would explein the whole thing.

1”Th¢ Lozgic of the shilt froem the first plan is uncaploymsnt.



s s Kt

MMharg A
_% /’ |
O, dets pur »’M}LJ
Z%-EL B¥ et ?'{:-t-:,
i



R T

The Villaze would ativacht the uvnesnployed and one would have io have
sinllar uniens for those whe werk., In that way the ildea was bo
prchnt wnenployment by imwebllizing labowr. Today for exanple, we
have the Five year contrect. The general messure for the soelal
welfare of the working class during a depression which was cutside
the depression made no sense gt all, Tiae first schems would attract

moras paupers to the Parish. 5

The sezeond ascheme would atabilize employment in & depression.
This 1s very nesar to the 18th century view, when village workers

had bondad coliages.

The real éifficuliy is elase three, as Lo why they zhould go
into this. The properbyless verkers would go inte 1t if Lheir
enployer did, Actuzlly number thres had no practlical lmpertance at
all. They are craftsmen egnd arbissns sud Lﬂesa are not in danger

of unemploymanit at all.

xundar the first scheme They were subsistence farmers and it
meant that they would actuzlly grow their.own Toed and nothling
would eome on the market. If they earned in spite of that, it would
be for the benefit of the ccmmunity. It was pretty much the sames
2% tha BZellers plan. It uegnt that the pguardlans would sebbtle the
paupers and the unemployed on the land and the ratss werz capitalized.
It never worked becausa ib reeds capital. And sleo the uvaemployed
wonld be stabilised permanently, but Yeuw are actuslly trying te getl
rig of them, This would institutionslize them znd the poer rates
would persist. He d&id say they weunlkd be werbkling for the benefit of

tho community bul you cantt have that with coampulsery organisastions.
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The first schzms therefore would increase unepployment instead of

decprgasing 1t. Owen couuldn't answer Lhe old charge of creating

paradlises = oasce. |

There was ne Poer Liw reform and the poor héusas were nice
little bulldings <~ slmshcuses snd there unight bs six or éight paupmfs
in them., There were ususlly ne work houses and people werentt .
compelled to work. Othorwise thci weunld be overrun and the Act of

Settlemant aste, wouldn't be effective.

ilse how weould tihe worklng class grow up, Thils is under the
Spesnhamland regime and thalt was pretiy wldesprecad although it was
b
not entirely general.
Hote in the Lole aditicon of Cuwesn: p. 151 - artificial law
of supply and demand, p. 219 - goaded by mechaniem ete., p. 227 -

veelferators for frecdom.

The main features were that these were real depression
measures. Lt wes &ll laeter done by Rovsevelt e.g., 0.P.i., C.0.C.,
W.F.A, This actually ssved them frem starvation and degeneration.

-

o Tha firet plan meant something like the obvlous -~ the Bellers
plan to let them keep themselves on the rates. Bubt the second is

& far-rsachlng anti-deprecsion mogeurc of employment stabilization
to provent uncmployment from brosking down by flooding in of the

new unemployed. At that time 1T unemployuent measures were succasy—
ful it would incrsase the poor rates and ﬁake it more difficult

to get rid of th&fpuor. Thare must be very high safegvards and they
would only embark on this sgeheme I7 1€ would ba cheaper to keep the

PAUpETE.
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The probles is anclent - mhking the poor w&rk, sanding then
arcund to the farmers as roundomen ete, The Parigh would agsums the
burden of the interest on the capital. These arc the typical problems

of socisl institutions and soeisl leglslatien and rerket economy.

- Owen refuses to discuss Lhess. He says that if these are
80 successful the whole of society dould be in it. Instead, he would
have lmmobiliped the population. fTha workers would be indentursd and
thers would be no new enterprices and that would be the greatest loss
to the geoncny and you can't get workers if you teed them {thﬁl

narket ),

This schome gives stabilliy at the cost of effieciency, prode
uchbivity and change and thatls why the econonmists werﬂ_againﬁt it.
It went head=on ngalnst this scheme which enlminated in 133#4 He
sald the caplitalista were conspiring to do just the opposite end he
seye he thought 1t was vevolilng. The capitalists instcad of planning
for employment plenned for unemployment and to force weges down and

he found it revelting. 3 % 4

After receliving 1C0 or 200 pcﬁndﬂ, it meent that the class

would csess to be a proletarien cloos.

P. had the conception from the beginning but he didntit see
thut thore were 3 different kindas of Updene whieh I peinted out, and
now he sees thé smeaning of the whole thing.-iﬁxmept for the fact
that the werld waswmoving toward a labour market syaten 1t would have
- made a1 lot ol sense especially since competition for labour among

the cepitaliste would have mads wages rice (this was in 2 boom). f



On pe. 251 he diccusses lebour notes snd that thers would be
markets for everything. Thats vhy lie sald that the basic institutions
needn't change. This could be called liberal sceialism where Jou
hawve markets (Abba Lernsr), %his is not an end ﬁn profits, obhasrwlese

hos would they pay the 100 or 200 pounds.

‘P thinke 1 should read ths autebiocpraphy carefally and the
eruclal passages and the works. P. feols thab we have gol sonewhore
on the Villags of Unlon and it is sound. OQae-half of the chaptey
iz sound, lntereﬁting and Ee the point from our angle = not from the
point of view of the usual Hebort Ouen reader. There is a lﬂt.missing
however, In the writing of things that are relevent to our uppfuﬂﬂh
to Uwen. This might be writien later, What ig his rulatianmhip to
“the individual ond sooiesty? Thu don't have the passagss on {recdom
nor the meaning of his goclal doterminiam nor are we eriticizing it

either. ¢

Fo will have to road this agein on account of the Marx then
It will be qﬁits obvious that we cen't niss pomo of this. Tﬁg might
have for ianstence ths passaps where.iﬁ Owenlg view those who are
writing on these subjecis have no practical hnawledgi,[ This hsso much

relevance to Marx,

One should not risk miﬁaing understanding to the full ihe
ﬂwcn.uituation1 He realipsd the problem if his first plan werc a
succasg. The pruﬁlum of the Poor Law had insoluble vontradictlons.
If you make it a2 success it breaks down and Lt gelbs flocded. Evary=
body knows that. It would break dowsa undexr the rates. Even people

s ;

with eiploymeont would prefer 1t. It dida't get started for this ressch.

You would never pget rid of the poer,
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The fact that you would have to invest the money 1l not in
contradicllon with Saying Lhat it cuan only be done on & bigzer seczle.
That's thoe answer, - thoy would stabiligze gmployment of thope who
have 1t and end up like imerleac looks today e.p. bhe long=range

Reuther ceontracts.

The workers were promised enormous swas by the capltaliat
to stay in for five to ten years. The workers would have housss and
land to keep CLhesselvos, {allatmantn) ani this is the solution which
saved Gerumsny and Austria in the 192015 and England in 1%40-53.  The
people survived by having lend end this takes only an hour or two &

day with spade gardening.

ALL this makes a lot of sense from the capitalist point of
view — cheap labour, no 2trikes and no troubles." In 2 non-depression,
this weans high wages and flourlshking markets efe, America in 1957.
With communal kitchens and nursery 1t 1s a liberal sociallst utopia.
There is stability, security no unemployment, no revelution and it's
done gradually. Thera iz neo Hcﬂﬁrthyism and the people congregate
according to their seets and partiss. My understanding of asects and

parties is correct.

There is no contradiction that it didnt't work znd you need

a bigger scale. BEvery scelallst says that it would be gradualist.

What would the LOD poundg be paid out of except the profits

by capitaliets? This is & matier which showe in more than one Way
- hew far Owen was forced to pensirete the whole prublem.{ Thers is no
but :
'unemploymenh,ﬂaunumulation of capltel, disbrlbuticn of ecnpiltal prade

ually, stability of employment, subsistaence farming which is subsidiary.,
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There is no arbanizablon,fa return to village lile, fleuwsishing
mardebs on the purshasing pover prineiple., The high wages tean
good marxeus and addsd te this thers is no totalitaripn devslopment
1n elvil libertisa and there iu complele toloranes throagh recdon

of asscclation., This makes it possible to have pauperisn separated

out_and to generalise the principle of the Villagze of Union.

How P. understands why Marx was so eppreciative of Owen and

he must have undsrsitood how wany problems hs was tryiaz %o solve.

-

The labour aocies would have replaced the gold standard but
he didal't undersland thal getting the labour houre on commoditicee 1o
inscoluble. EHg was misled by the labour theery of walvo that Blcavdo

had been toaching.

=

Owen was 2 man of s¢normous practical ablility end he Lhought
it oub, He would heve gol sround the wvhole obstructleon of the chureh
if 6.5, the Catholice 211l kept together eic. They probably taunted
him to find an answer 1o the sectarian guestion so he said let them
wave thelr sscts. It has nothing to do with the question and was for

exanpls like female Ffashisng,

ders are few cases of humeur. On the other hand having that
Beny sccts and paritles ip en the seme level as a whimsiczl thing and
it moans you can't bake it ﬁeriu"ély or know why it wee thers. 14
was an znswer to Lhinzs Le waa.bathured about on all sides. e,
leb them have 1¢Itwhhndﬂd and rlzhi-handed ¥Y1llagass of Unioen cte,
Wo might say fop inﬁbéﬁca that one shoalda't pet confussd 5y Lhe

walmzioal thinge = {hems wars 2h anower Lo fhe voclierators lor
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frogdon, the freedom cryors and we dontt know ete. We noodnit
follow thils up in a4 convenbieonal, trivisl fashion and we arce not
permitted to this or that coupletenssd. VWe are ealled upon to

undorstand what is baing suzgustad.

I overlooksd that thig is in the {ramework of tho market.,

In the First plan there¢ &re no markets only exchange between Unions.

P, made the mistake of net noting that thers are separate
end distinet types of villages and that he would have all the elasses

in Lt. That was o very realistic objection.

The guestion is only what pointes do we make on the reality
of socloty. He aceepted the challenge that if more cannot be done
Iman would have to accept the unaveidabls without whining., le never
accepled marketless planning. Dut with this he seld there would he
: i unless
roe basie Insbitubionzl change £ necossary.
On ths spade, he was talking about it undsr the wrong heading.

He meant England's 60 million seres.

I don't know what to dec with the Villapge of Union becausc it

wasnlt tacught through.

Lven though the trade union movement znd the Rochdale ploneayrs
came very muca later, he really sald govd~by to socialism with this

plan.

He didn't make any statemsnts nfter 1821 ap importani as the
ones between 1813 and 1821. But in hls sutobiegraphy he had one
retatement of the world being transformed more and more, Of course,

he could know nothin g of Hac=Tze~Tung.
e



Capitalism mede gquite a success of 1t 3¢ years latcr,

It is a simple idea bo include all the points (2 or 3)
where he was stopped = the owners, the churceh, parishes and the
eircumstances oi the Viilagﬁ of Union, Apart irom ﬁmariuﬁ {which
doegn't prove anyihing) their atteck should be regarded a2 & con=

glstent pattern. Thir

b ]

nesdn't kBe snld but it would give tho paper

4 more meaningiul patlern.

The writing is too smeoth and one shouwldn't allow the readerp
te ekate ovor without Laking it in. I{ is inpertent for such a rlan
that one makes it plasiic so the resder rezlizes the Village of Union
is & planned sebtllenent. Otherwlse one iuwagines that in soms old
village people arve simply more fdendly. ]

We should uge our iusagination to map out what Owen mesnt and
do it freely. Boare bones are misleaddinz. This vwesn't g bare hone:
affeir. 1t 1o quitechvious that it is &n employment stebilization
mabisr. That 1p why 1% is impuagible to persusds them. They are
svafortable. There is & distribution of eapitzl. (ef. Chestarton)

and properity ds more widely distributed,

From the second ¢lass people woull move into the third class
gnd this 415 2 typleal distributivist ideg -~ that everybody should
end up with eapital. If you take pscple Ltoday ec. Levitbtoun Jvou pot
a pieture of ths Village of Union or some snormous Kedak or Eastnan
plant of 2000 to 600CG. Thers arc alse Lhe deuther sontraests and
educatlon and insurance schemes, P, doasnlt know whers I see the

inportance of the book.
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Po. has the feeling that we ghould taka tﬂﬂ line that the
Lirst vllisge planm muet be corrected, The polnt is thet the nuﬁbcr
of poor was lnerecsed by those out of work, I should get more
matoricl eu the poer law questlons and those wers noi new ap#rt from

the Bellers propusals.

Ho actlon wasz taksn and sinee the depresslon contlnued unsrme
ployment eontliuouvcd to grow. Broaaer setlon pesusd {o be called for
that helped to stabilisze uasnployment and rsduce the unsiiployed. It
waa logieal to snlavge the zction and ons should crediq him with the
intenbion of muking the first plan possible by relieving the thread?
of furiher unemployment and at the sarme time he Lay hg?e haﬁ in mind
an anti-depression meagsurﬁ. Purchasing power would be raintained,
markets ereated and demand inergased. This grew into a maaﬁsura af
general scope and would have Intreoeduced oh entlirely new n?ganiﬁed
devalopmendt and thia-ﬁisht have served wll the purposes. Nobody knew
how enormocus wae the scope of depression. This wouldn't be In thé

realnm of naivele, although nothiing came of it.

TEhis waps however, sxiremsly prophetin and.a ﬁﬁmber of fﬁmﬁﬁfaﬁ
140 years later (today) became features of capitalism é;g. the indentura
featurss were carrled into the long-range contraet and anti-deprossion
feutures of today are thoght of as th% dispersal of capital hoidinga,

dlstribativion,!

We must say therefore, that these are some of Lhe features of a
much latsr develeopment., He wes vight, that all this would happen

withoul bagic institutional translformation.

Por workers whe ares at present working and whe are in danger



of being distdssed, why aot help ilier fto Y& partly self-subilctent en
lend and then bave thew coemmit themselves tc remaining there and if
thay premice Lo stey they would receive 2 beunty. In thic way pur-
chaving pouer ig upheld, unenployment i1e net ineressed and at the
sere Llme 1life g contimied and people are nol unemployed and soeisl

hyglenism proved.

The CGwen will give ue o booly for the Marx, and because 1t

wag ubopion It deoesntl mean Lhet Lhere was ne Interesi.

F.'s Speeniamlznd direussion wap vitiated by the faet that
thers were patches abeve the Speenharland scale. There was a
Speenharland law but it e2pzlied ouly if tﬁa Judges of the county
degided for it. Under the Eligabeilhun Poor Law thére wag ne subasldy
to wages. This wus contrary to the Elisabzihan Peor Low. You were

poor only if 36u decided to go on the rates. It is not like today

where everybody goes to claim the penslon or peyment.

It werked only while employment was on th2 inerease and
English trade was on the iﬁaraaﬂs for sunturles. They also couldntt
have national insurance. Speennenland worked only begsuse not every-
body went on the rates,., If they had, wages would have fallen to zere.
Even ﬁha crployers didn't wani the werkers to work for nething. In

thet case they wouldn't work.

Today by eomparison thero is General Hobors and Ford Corp.
and Destman-Rodsk znd he AL L. and C.E.0. ete. Thers were no trade
uniona behind Dwsnl's plan. Such. eonsideratlens ara eritirely parinip-
lsibla LT one knows tho matter well enocugh. It was bhis optimisn which

was the subsititute for General Moters and it would have weorked 1f the

Institutionshed rationalised than.
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roiamrks above. It 1e lese elezr than he thought what the writings of
Ower really say abont the relationship of these twe Villages of Unioen,

There is no doubt Lhat in the seccnd scheme the firet remailns inltact
as the Foor Law. But when ho ¢ams oub with the f£irst, it is not clear

the extent to which he had the sscond in mind, | ' !

In an 1213 paper to nilz workmer he sald that he would come

baek %o this subjaet (1024). Already there was & depression and

o T hd
*
i

thie s importan

In readineg his flrpot report of the Villare of Unilon alihough

he had the unenployment in minﬁ he devsloped the subjeet of the
nachines and the new crisis of mankind which conaists of two thingﬁ.
That ls the whole ezrly ecapiialism conditiun and the genzrally
wratechaed condition and thle merpzes as the problem ef tha.unemployed.
It wae noithsy the depression alons nﬁr the unsmployed alone., In .
apibte of the faet tha®t hisz first Village of Unionws a Poor Law
Villzze the uvnemployment ls there. le says b poor and unemplejyadh,

fthe uwnomployed pnoer adultis", or "ihe uwnempleyed poor',
3 I

-

Why iz this lweportant? It gives you a hendle Lo o uwneh more
sariong treathent of Ovanfs outloo:. We héve said that he discovered
the nachine and ity produeetivity but we do not say that the machine

was Lthreatening the whole of sociaty.

[

e sofd that the conditlon of the werking claasg i muceh worse

i

and thils is catastrophlo. Here the erdtlcicnm of socieby is mads

exrlicit in two plaess: what would happen Lf Yhe machine goos on .

"prnducing boundlessly and that it should zo on producing boundlessly.
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Ve sh%ld glve this procleely otherwlse we haven't developed

the problen. The fael that he pave gqiite wrong answers must be played
down but not left out. .The great misery caoused by the maghine 1is
becaunoe labour has hqcoma worthless., However he lidked this with a
different matter, thet only work on the land will help. He says it

mush be on the land and that means subsistence. A Village of Unien

coes mean subsistence. In the 1920's in Vienna and im the 19L0t's in
England there was a tremondous allotment movement, Everynnﬁ want
working over the weekends and evenings and everyona had food. Feople
had enough food bscansze there wap se much wéﬂtﬂ. {The allatﬁent problen
ig in The Gyreal Transformaiion. The pouires were against allobrents

in Speenhamland).

Four or five things are now important. One gan't leave out
Christianity and he ssld he wasn't & Christian but in charity and
morality he was a Chriatian (or perheaps he might have bean & Hindu

with the charity),

F.'s assunption ie that ndthing happened between the firsi
and sscond report l.e. Harch to Septenber. The New Lanark Report
rust be regarded as an elaboration of the September report. There is
ne proef that he didn't have the whole Flan in mind in Mareh. Our
prbhlem however is not exactly what happened because the schems of

the villages dld not depend upon the mobtivation no natter how sbrong.

Already the first plan had bsen put forwerd in ancwer to the
general problem of the machine wilthoud institutionsl change, and bthe
plan is stronger with the second plan. Tt was Tfofmulated in erder to
et the capltallets in and he couldn't say that they would be =lawly

extingulshed, and so there was ne financdzl harw to anyono., (Viz. his



tobal menbality).

His Qnswer on rellglen is 1lleglnzl, ”Eankind has alwvays had
a gsoclety and people z2re generally impatient intuluraﬁt, irritable
and wreteched. One understands this but how was this error incorporated
in all the roligions? How is this the cause of man's misforbune?

Py dosegnlt underatand 1t.

i g : . : _
| We must be explleit in presenting Owen's essential contribubtion
te the problem of the machine in scelety and in our psper there ars

only vogue references bubthe thing is lefli out.

HPhe new era hagLnﬂ“ is another connotation = g pessimistic
one ., If.tﬁe maciilne goes on it will becoms even worse ~ there will
bs a cataelysnic revoluiion. Thio is very imporient with regard to
Marx., e prophesied that this is oaly the beginning of what we salled

meghanien,

The condition Ef the workers was qulte independent of the
wnenuployment, ¢f. the G. T, vhich showed how 1t was 2 problem of
unenployment at 211, This was in tha dislocation whiech occured with
more people boing brought in and more sent back and becomlng uprooted

et homs.

 Suddenly unempleymant ¢ ame il &5 & Poor Law question (see alsﬂr.
the paessage whora he sayo that the Poor Law ne?er.nould work) and he
was sncwering Malthus {p. 192%) iHle said that the problem was not on
azcount of lalthus discovery but was on account of the social dige
locatlon, That setiled Halthus, and everyons would grow his own food.
Yhat is why he talls them half o dozan tinss thet Lhe land is the enly
golution, The ?illagejof Unlen ies not a nsw settlement but 1t ia_tﬂe

land . |

i)
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The effcel of mechandsi g the lowsring of standards all the
way. iHe says to the wannfacturers howevey, that we ecantt drop Lho

smashkine.

The social catastirophe caused by the mechine needs an ansuer.
He says thebt 1b is in low wapgews and the worker cannot bo restored
excaplt on thu land. (We don't play up his eeonomics bl Juat under-

stand it).

Unenployuent was growing and the fivsbd btype of Village had to
be protectsd agalunst the avelonclie and antd~doprosnion on neagoures
haod to bu institabed. He may have had no responss to his First Village

of Union plan.

We den't know i the second plan noans & gront covcesslion and
a chayw of nind. There is meothing Lo go upcn. He wips secretive and
was 8 very groat man. He tould go bun years withouit saying & word
sbout Lthe subjecst. This ohstasle with ﬂhfistianity ho saw for 17

yeare und he kuew he would havs to come oub with 1t one day.

Altheuzsh the plan for gect and party was whimsieal, it was
espential to the peneraliszsation of the plnn-bﬁuduae ona asuladntt
disregard an important feature of the situction., In the first plan
voluntariness didn't arlise and in the seeond plan 1t stood in the \
forefroat. The Parishes would do it for the flrst group bub.na one
uwould for the sseond. That is why "voluntary" comes in. For the
patpers you could Aaterpret il es compulslon beceuss he gets no food,

i

but you c¢an®™t move beyond that for the worker who Ls threatened by
@

|
unemploynent. ' Ho had te bulld on econcule cléssss ag erpanic to ihe

whole plan and he really hid the sterk fact in this way that elasces
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were besle to the whole thing. H; thought that epart from the
quaetioﬂ of claspes people would conbine in the Villagegfl The
function of tho classes 1s very differcnt from scaot and party. He
was diabolically claver {cf. e 2*?} becouse he eveoided disaussinn
of a Tacth. Lothlng CORGY up in the first ?4173 ge of Unlar Pldﬂ of

forcing people tozether. chevcr, on bhe broader gchone...

¥e leave out the moral implication of this matter. It didn't

turn on sect and party bui on e¢less. He never had any other cconcept.

The idea thial he now had to maks his peace with reallity is a

mistelon ides. liot ever & single step can bes taken and he must hevo

seen it when he had the earlier conceph. It 1p essential to the plan,

Oven planned for production while he referred to those ercnomists
whe don't. F. tends to the theught that tha impﬂrtant mattara ware

there, while many imporiant kaiters were left undecided.

The Villapze of Unien is uted in conbtreat to the term "individ-

valized” whilch dturns cub to mesn the gobttage. The basic feaburse that

Uwen suggosted is that people should live together in communities,

in Villages, not in cottages.

There is novhere any sipn thaot Cwen noliced the ambisuit-
o &

snd itwo~-sidedness of hls use of the teprn %iocdividualizedh,

They might have abundance in Lhe fuature but in the meantime

at least they wouldn't sharvo.

\‘The whole problem of transition iscuntailned in his attitude
to graduazlism when he sa¥s thal even the best measures unless pgradn

applied ars worse than the woerst condlticns, e.z. The CGotha Propran

=11y
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The very fact that these idesas go boack o Uuen ig siariling bubt feor

edueated people it is indcresting. They oughl te know about it.

The Owen chapter will bs mueh imprnvad by his not being treated
go much 25 an odd fipure, His was & superb lack of vanity and

wonderful gooed izate.

At Gotha there was bthe Union of the Lasallizne and the Elgen-
aehians. It is the basic law of what the Hussians rogard as the

program for the fubure.

Guen doctrines whiech the Trade Unicon movement took up ineluded
the wvery different forms of sell-help and productive aszcciatlions to

preduce a Village of Uniohn.

On the machine, he smald that a new age was buginning ocnd that
it cannot be dropped on account of the natlional interost. There was
a necessity of allowing for this being an Infinite development and
there was the ncged of doing something actlvely. He paid it would teake
the haavy work from all. He didn't say thal the machine would producs
any anmouhd of anything but thers would bs an abundance of all Lha
pecessaries, which was possible. This was 1n tsriss of markets. .Each

of the above can be gubgtantiated by a fomous passage.

One must bring cut the herd toughcharaster of the thought.
Thers was the certalnty of a new age and o now epoch with incon-

gzivable things happening. 4s to zeclety that is our difficulty.

At the present tims the Owen chapber is dlvlided oo feollows:

there iz the intvoduction of tuo pages, then Owen the Kan, four and

a halfl pages. Here add the pimplicity, modesty and selflessness of



~ Z3 -

ide charastor. MHls mind wac a waalith of paradoxy. Then thers is

the Yew Lanark sseticon, ssven pages, znd then the Phileosophy. At

this point we give ths machine and digoovary of poediebty. Yilth the
machine give the epicods with Colguhoun and then that hs felt res-
ponsible for the machine. Its c¢onmenguences had proved disastrous bhul
its possibilities worxe infinlte for the geed. AL Lhis polnt add [five
ur.sc things on the machine te the materlal. (This 18 not gestures -
write gquletly). The rezder deeantht believs Lhat somesonse saw the
mnachine foy the flrst tims and recognized it for whaf it waﬁ, Dén't
procent this as a confuging pleturs, He knew &t had dnfinite possibil-
ftiss and terrible evils but it could be dealt with. He said that
unless government actlion would be tealesn, "pesrmanent avils will comé'.
about”, He wasn't a Tolstoyan ocne day, and a Technocrat Lo next. ﬁé
had a steady view. What makes hilm so ntterly amaszing is that peculiar
obsesslon. He was full of Ygpelety" but if ons makes this & function

of his obsession you pet semsthing unsound.

Then thers iz sogietly. He dlscovered all the things iﬁdividually
thal opsrationzlly rake up ﬁﬂeie£ﬁ¢ Start wiith ¥ew Lanark and glve the

obher things aftarwerds.

Yhen Owen wroete Psomething would hevs Lo be done® he wrote Lhe
brief of his dtdnerary through 1ilfe, HNe ¥new the machine had to be
edounteractad, There 1s the ides in The Great Transforaation that

unless senething is done 1t will destroy scelety. That was the market.

_Dontt distinguish between the disecovery of capitaliesm and soclety.

Socloty was capltalist end capliialism and unemployment come here.

In the end soclety is graduwally, patlently and completoly trans-
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formed ond we don't know i% we solve a2ll of nan's complaints. Only
someone who deole wlth reality in thic fashion can cenceilve that there
are limits. He is faced with thlas rll the time, Add es well Owen's
sogial peclfism. At the end give his philoesophy, a censcleus and

delibverate formmlation.

Our senclusien is that his pesition was expressed thrdugh his
life and not hig wriliting., He nsedn't treuble thaet Hs philoseophy isn't
convineing becaunse the known stery ol his life boars cut our conclusion.

But there ic o limit to what soclaty would pesralt.

A naturaliszbie ides was abroaod al the time. In Halthus the
porpulaticon presees on the reans of gubeistenze or_tﬁe lavy of diminish-
ing returns of the soll sre both nazturelistic nhot humsaistic. An
egonomlet called Anderson pointed to this., Only with Ricardg's rent
theery did it bocome known and aceapted as valid and there ﬁﬂu have

a prico theory that acecounts lfor rent.

{ywen entirely and conpletely rejﬁcted the polnt of view of the
~religions, alihough ke gave as his grounds sokething irrelovant. Mo
ehureh was as Intelerant a8 he, yot hé thought he gauld.detarmine

right ideas. His ldeoas of mantVsa duties were dogmatleally Christisn te
the polnt of rejectilng any kind of punishmmnt.which is 2e far as Christ

went and he ween'™ roesponsible for New Lanark.

Ths socialistic influsnce in leglclation and the seaial detsr-
minism wag supported by statistics., In Queteletls work there was the
idea that crilme, divorce, prestiiution, wsre detezrminsd by seelzl

changes. This was prophetle although how and why this veuld make hinm
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an exponsnt of the reality of soclsty beocamo of desioiru Inportancs
for hic ethiscal oriendablon {and anthropologzy). Owen suvs that what
he 1s teaching could nover have been done balore {y..lll). Lilke
Harz he wanted to unite all the separates principles whieh ds a highly
Harxist ldea.

The point whiéh wesn?y in Owen was that the Gotha Progran
had a distinction from each a¢car&ing to hio ability.' The Getha
Program vas mads by the Disenachians (ﬂﬁahhnuaht and Lebol, and the
obhiers wora Lasalle ete.) The eritigue by Marx mekes the distinetion
between soclallsm and communism., hater on BErfurt retaincd this
distinctien. From Owen comes fhe idea that there will bz an intﬂrf
medliate stiga and human beinpgs will be sducated. ﬂe anticigpates the

Gotha Progran.

This will bo an authentle vlew. Noliher Cole nor the Busslans
nor Marz rofer to Lt. Ve have scouired the wrebehed habits of the
eld system., The naturel death of the 0ld system will not be lingering

fp. 274).

We must get gome of the pedesstirian stariing voints of the
latept Marxlst pesition inte Qwen. Perhape we will bring in the

trade unien movemsnt, Chartiam,

- I gould mentlion Chartlcocm snd mentloen that Cwen was absolutely
enth-political., The idea is Lthat he hed a twlst of mind which ls nol
al all usuel. This is not an economic twist cof mind: +Ho produce

goods because rart of it wonli de it.

It was only 1in 1891 that ths text of the Gothe Progranm was



(] —r 2,5 -

publiched beeanss thabt was when the eritigue wss publlshed altheugh

it happened im 1875. 1In my texc the wérd doombined® with the fourth
elass is & bad word and [ should wge precize werds Lo desgribe saﬁial
orpaninotion of economic sharacter. Ouen's was a gripping imaginalive

pONGY PLI 0

On “Lhe speds" 1t comes in in guits a.diletantia way and the

inpression is Lthat it lsntt serlicus.

The ecenories yom the house and communsd arrangements shold
not be put fogether with abundunce bsecsuse this ig impernlzsible,
We must take the mabtter gerlously fros our own angle esnd Judge L.
To call the thing an econony of abundoace f{rightens P, becaqﬂo it has

a definite meaning. Than the task of the writer is Lo make it clear.

The sentence! profiis are not reduced, :is curicus. It is not
a8 desceription of the Village of Union. Thiz falls under grave

criticism. It zhould bes in the general section.

The reference to graduslisma belongs where we develop thils
concept earlicr. ‘The passaege on "ths sachine would be his backer and
21ly" should be pub 1o with the machlne. Here it is desbructlve, and

loose. It should all be bualll as a mopuiend, :

He was rerarded as the feander of the Labour movomenl even
= B

though he became the lsader agalnat his will,

The labour tilie was o work of utter genius. He thought that

overyons would hand it all bthe goods that they producsd but thess

gocds deterloratz and only the piek of them is scleabls. In & markel
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pebition Individuala take Lhe losges. Hape They
can't take the losces and the crgeniszatlons go bankrupt. There
nizklt ifor exanple ke produced 240 lampeshades bub ne lempa. Things
thorelfove Bocoe dirty and stale and out of fashien. Ik seme placcos

in Lenden Lhe nctes were mcecepbed without diffieuwlty. Proudhon tried
o

the eewse thing end he imitatsd Owen.
Hote rational: p, 1LH abundance for zll at 21l tlimes.

{Sze¢ also The Early Marx for points in comnon, snd Frosdonm

and Technology.)
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{45 BARLY HARY

There is a new edition of the sarly writings ol ¥Marx. The
original sdition wap lssued in 1932 edited by Landshut and Ea;er;
It contained ®political econemy and ﬁhilaanphy" in 1932. The work
of th; Chriatizn léft in England was in 1938 and no ong in Englgnd
knew about 1%t. P. was greatly influenced and thought it threw a

flood eof 1light.

In the intreductlon Landshut takes up the subject of the
world of thought of Harx in the ldight of the 1932 publication and
ghows his thought in an entirely new light. It was written as &
sample of an outline of sn all-round view of philosophy with pelitical
econeny as a sample. It is5 the first time we have an Indiecition of

the things that Marx thouzht of up to L8LL.

There has been a pleyinzg down of these writings by the

Russiens end others. s

When Marx grew up and atbended Universlty from 1817 to 1822
religion and philosophy were tha only subjects arocund which theuzht
revolved. He joinsd in the admiratlﬂﬁ of Hegel but he did not say
in his eriticiem that thiz ¢r that partieular thing was ﬁrﬁng but
reacted to the philegephy as & whole. This mezant that he acespted the
Hegelian philosephy as *philesaphy® but he {felt it strongly contrasted
with thingzs 23 Lhay are #nd hé was_lnnking for some gzneral position
whieh would comprise Lths posliion of phllosophy as Hegel developed it.
Ingtesd of the criticim£ of religion and the Statz as was the fashion
with the young Hegelians he would pa2t up the pleture of the ac£u31 .

world which would be capable of beling unified with Yphiloscophy as
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philosophy® (i.e., as undsrstood by the philosopher in the narrow

BENSE ).

At that time the firet signe of technology made thelr appear-
ance eﬂpecially.in the business fleld {jolnt stock companies, banks
etc,) and also in trangportation. There were new developmenhs éf a
gignificant sort. 9Things scemed to be pregnant with great consegquences.
arx! hunch was that the key to Lhe development of the real actual
world whicgh w&ﬁ so differsnt from the Hegelian ldeallsztion was to

be soushi here.

Landghut then discusses the main stages of Harx philoaupﬁiﬁal
developmnant — his eriticism of Hegel and Bauer and espeeially hie
Jeining enthusiasticelly with Feuerbach and F.'s great achlevement
in setting up & humanlstic interpretation of religion as a.rﬂflﬂﬂﬁion

of man and mante unlversa.

In the courssa of this he already met Engels who was already
writing on political economy andrwhnae experiences were those of
Manchester and the {extile induubrf (the condition of the working
¢lasses ete.). They bacane clese collaborztors and the thesiz on
Feuoerbach in 1845 is the presantatioﬁ of the philesophiecal position.

He wrote the political econony pifce as an introduection te a general

hileosophy coiprising oblher branches nanely law, siate ate.
P g ;

Harx general eriticism of Hegel az a philmopher of the
State wasn't understood but P. understoed 1t clearly. UMHarx had
- reached the point whera he theught the statements of Hegel oughﬁ

-
to be reversed and thenm they arc the key te bLhe human world,



W S it
i feng) 9{ ﬂz,f,,,jf,'a_. e

3 the, o) Wt ¥



- 30 -

He sald that iﬁ philosophy the thingé.which are predieates @rﬁ

ma&e into subjocts fer exanmple, if you gaid that the manifasﬁatiwn

of the iden of scciety is the family {i.e. biological) the family

is the only thing you ean talk aboul, It exists but soclety dossn't,
Kew if instead you paid the famlly makes up soeisty partly, then
famlly is & subjeet and you have saild seuefhing about 1t as regards

society

Hepgol had made idéaﬂ and modalitles ete. the whole of t-hu.
human world., Therzfors it-#aﬁ wnat yuu:aaid about man and soclsty.
But human beings, classes elbe. are Lhe real subject and the other
ig the prediecete to makes up the concept ef society or history. Harz
had a sentence in his doctorls thesis that al) philosophy nakes
-prﬂdicates out of subjeets., It was ambigucous and he may not have
meant subject as the acting individual or gyoup but he did moam it

when he wrote to Hegel.

Harx? phllosophy of the state is only part of the philosophy
and Law. It weeg meant only te Yastify the Pruszlen State and tells
nothing about the real werld. Everything was derived fron theology

ato.

Reversing the form of fthe illegelian stalements is an example
of Marx' leogiczl method. It was a first elass achilevement of HNarx

to cxamine the whole thing and why it leoswves oubt the real world,

Hegal wrote & book on the phenemenclogy of the spirit which
mekes lovely reading., Most of Hegel is unreadable conbaining words
that he nade up himaelf. (Fhenomenology moans ths genoral tregtment

of the elements which come up in it}).
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HMarx said what a dewep ahnd brilliant idea ef Hegel teo think
of man as a preduct of a proceas and here he hite something of
universal iwmportancs Lo man, labour. Alse man has a hilstory as &
result of his development. _Then Harx, said that Hegelts limitation
came because he knew only the intellectual kind of e¢ffort and labour
therwfare he Justs refleets his own thinking. It was thought,
making itsell the object of liself. Hegel lignored other efforls =~
the physical efforts, ©Shoes for example, don't start thinking about
mahn. But man is moye alicnsted if he makss shoos to sell. He is
more.aﬂ if he never makes it. It is the effort whieh links the shoe

to man. Man is what he is as a result of this process.
Hegel produced the concepts of alisznation and identification.

Hegel does what Parsons dees = he developed categories and
sald that men and things are disbtributed in thesse categories, Wae
do thls too in snciclpgy. . In Hepgel's theory of the State and family,
peorle sre digtributed seccording to thz manifestations of the spirlt.
But Harx started from human beinéé and we don't need tha wystification.

In Parsonian soclology you have sn element of the Hegelian.

P. had baen right in taking up freedom and technology but noi
enly in Owen is the machine and socizty the two poles bubt also Harx.,
Soclety is the subjeet of Hegelly philésn;hy ﬁut_as far as the machine
igs concerned there is no twehnology to speak of in Gerwany and he
wasn't interested in the economy. He wes nelther a eveislisi nor

an econonist but a philosopher. :

P. is enormously ﬁuppéruad by the Landshut thesis and sccepls

it completely. While F. had separate reasons to bring in the esrly
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HMarx he did ses that it links with the Owen.

In F.'s panphlel ®ite Eprly Writings of Karl Harx" the

appendix on Horxt' life was done by Kennsth Muir.

Landshut says that the eenirpl problem ls one of anvhropology,
the nature of man and cthics: In whal sense is man free, F. accepts
that the basiec trend of his problem must cencern ltself with soclety

and the machine.

In the total philosophy of Harx, scclety gained & reallty
whieh made it a possible starting peint of the econcimiutic devalop~
ment snd he never returned to phllesephy agemin. It is proof that
the effeet of pa¢hinary coused gocial eriticism and soeialism even
though 1t was 3@ years aflter Owen. Thip makes Marix the most inpert-

ant thinker <¢loser te cur lins of argument.

The main idsa is te present 1t as ;imply es pocssible even
though 1t is one of the moﬂh.difficult subjeets. F.'s ldee of
presentetion is memething very coriginal, otherwise you fell into the
old ruts. Even if yeu run the other way, you won't pet out of ithem,
P. thinks we should fix seme points of Owents whiech wers charaecteristic
and prophetic of Marx and aleo where tkey differ sharply. It would

allow an entry inte Harxism net leocksd by & hoeet of prejudices.

hocording to Landshuat the way te socialism was simple. Binco
Hopel regarded the heman mind as the form of the splrit 1n hiztery,
Mars apriled this to the rewl world and its lnstitutions and scononics.
He would then get socislism as the ratloenal way of dealing wlth

production, This is alse what Owen meant: the raticnal and not ths
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religious way of dealing with things. When he critiecizes the
economist and the statesmen he says what are the conditions of

paximum produclion. Harx meane the sane as Owvon by irrational.

We should find three or four points chavacteristic in Qwen's

thinking that we need lster on.

First therse was his inslotence that he differed from the
ecenomlst and he knew the practice and they didn't, He says this
thres or four times. In Marx it 1s the actual wmeuns of preductien

and net the theoretical interpretation of the siltuation.

Secondly, Cwen turns head=-on on religion. Mavrx doeg the
same. The chureh is the ally of the owning ¢lasses, Iﬁ Marx it
‘e the ally of feudalienm and avistoeraey egainst the republiec and
derieeracy. Thirdly Owem was aboolubtely convinced thai he posseszed
the science of seociety and that everythlng falls into place., This
phows a cortein naivete and onec cannot believe it. Harx beliesved

that the study of sosiety is required and will make us masiers.

In Marx what he ealls the human is dletinceily personal:
the relationship of individuslcs to individuals. But he is far
from regarding soclal characteristles as corvect or admirable. He
was full of fashionable prejudices on Lhis score e.g., anbi-semitlsm
in 1340 wien the Jewlsh bankers cams wup. #Hut thers iz not ous lsft.

Do I know of a Jewish banker of any isportancs?

The idea thal he did his life's work lu conditions of humili-
ating destitution is absurd. Bvery bilography of the last 30 years

ehous that they lived on the fell bourgeois level and spent terrific
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ancunts of money and didn't earn sny. They lived in Haupstead dn

B villa 3 times bLoo iarge for thew, Hig wife couldn®t dsal with
monéy and Harx refused to earn any. Yilson says Lthat Engels loft
7,000 pounds to Harxts daughter. They lived on it and killed ihem—
selves whena it wes pons. AXL the Hery peorished in terrible waya.
#nt the Marw had servants ond whe has servants? They shnﬁld have
lived in the countryside and hadn't the faintest idea of whab to

do with monoy.

b

Enpgels wrobe thoce arileles for Awmerica in Harx name and
Marx was impatient if they weren't roady. He had no human qualitiaﬂ
but he was a devoted servant of the proeletarian revolublon and never
nade any congessions In this regard ever. 4Gtherwice he wes feroccious, umn
just, insensitive, tactlecss and never Look any notice of the woman
with whom Engels lived for 30 years and didntt shake hands with her
because she was from the working eluss. This was especlally true
of his wife whoe was cthorwise a wonderful person, beantiful, couragecuos,

outstanding brave. ALl the bourgsoils were thus in thelr instinchts.

Ine Marx work would restore decency, ﬁanity and integrity ie
Kurvopean thought. The Busslans would haie it butb one neednli

.appeass the Huaslans

The oppoesite is 193L., That ies z zhaneful gvent and we nust
reclbore scme unity. The kind of Marxism which the Bueggianas fane;

is vhat the vorld regerds ag poor. Thal's ne pracileable foundation.
Iy

Our lnterpretation follows Landshut to a polnt: Harx was

primaprily a phileozopher and hig passlien was 8 philosophleal one.
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In his fawmecus letter fo hio faiher ab age 17, there is neothing
eboul jJustice or improvaement of aceclsty. It is an intaliectual
passion &nd mo rercerds anti-zemitism it is superficial and time~
bound. As far as his personal development it is of the grﬁateﬁt

importance .

There 1s his attaehment to Westphalen and when ha.knew old
Westpahalen he showed the peculiaé Jowlsh attitude coming from
being a foreign peopla; nourishing a brsgiec eyniciam in regard te
ideal valueg, It is purt of the forsiznexls role and tﬁci*cs to
regard these values as fraud and hypoerlsy. It is the opposite Gf.
the ldeslisltle role., When he saw btheas values were internalized
and the role was valid ke learncd that Zdealism was a trutll and

realityr.

F. thinks that the nhezning of his arti-semitiliswm waé that he
resented the dnplieafion of his ehildhooed that much of the uplift
ﬁas hypoerisy and he discovered that he was thoroughly misled #hout
thie. P. iz guite clear about this, P, meniloncd tﬁia mattor Lo
poreone and it wos lnstably regardod zs being ol the grealest

irportence and interest.

If Oven was pressed to become & pocislist becnuse of the
children snd the unsmployed, Earx didutiy ses the unemploﬁed or R
factory and he was pushed bo socisliom vien he wanted to produce 2
unified body cof {heugh®t, He hed te mesesnre fthe distonce bﬁﬁwﬁﬁnlthﬂ
gpeculative ideal and roallty. DBut there you nved the piecture of ths
nature of man that ls ealled "anthrnpnlnﬁy“ in thsology. It dis a

philosophical diseipline., What dees one assume nan Lo be? On this
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anthrorelopingl ihberest he developed a new cuncept of man. Thal
is es distant from the gooleglical or Lhe materialistic as anyihing
can bz ~ thal man mast eal and drink to live ig nobt moie pessimictic

then that he ls born out of original sin,

Adams points out thubt Harx calls money extorierizatlon (alien-

ation) whereby the human being becomes enslaved,

Adane didn't ovon suspecl Lhat Marx! problem was the reality
of poclety. Tﬁiﬁ Has derlved from the teehnologiecsl factors and
the means ol productieon and the chief sublect was the preletariast,
Marx took socletly as real: as real as the individual. The only
palnt is that P, haé te aulm abt simplicity and lusidity. Either we
have te start from ocur subjeet znd go to Marx or stert from Harx and
¢ to our subject. We alsuc hove to pubt the faﬂultﬁ dewn in simple

gentences po Lhot oene can werk up to Lhose sentences.

F, once saw an anncuncement in a Hungarian paper that was
evidence that Marx never sew the anti-Duhring before publication
(just the utopian part}, beecause they found the envaelope in which
it was reburaed to Engels. But this éentenae in the novopaper was
never repeated aud perhabe It may be fourd in the Dunparian mwscun
in Budapest., F., read this in 1919 in the Red Gaseite belors he
lJeft Hungzary and 1% ought to exist in bths museun and it might be
in Moscow. The rezins in 1919 lastzd from the 2lst of Mareh to
tho 4tk of Augzust and i3 would bo possihla to zo thrﬁqgh Lhs
150 lssnes or ge. P. can still visualilze it on the laft page in
the right column just belew ths middle. It consiste of enly 6 or

8 lines. It can only be got held of in lUungary.
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P. know beforchand that iarx would revor hove thought any=
thing of such:inssnse (diazlectical moterialism) anﬁ Engels lnew
no Lhilvéuphy although he was a brilliant historien. He made Marx
consclous of the technolozical eiviligation, HMarx on the other

hand, was & brilliant phllosepher and would never heve done this

[

dislectical materialiesn,

The Adams chaptor is & wemarkable achievement of great
inportance for our work. He succeeds in summlng up in cleay and

simple sentences snd that is escenbtblal in that diffieult paper.

F. wmay take up the phrasz he found in Harx of "Reforw of
gonselousness® and glve as I1ts content the acceptance of the reality

of sealety.
My quectient Whot did Morx mean by 87

He trisd o be less confuased and ke was e.g.,, "reasoh has

alvays existed but not alweyes in a rational form”,

This book shows that MHarx durlng the Paris exile ~ the end
of 1343, he was turning to scelslism, Up to that time there was no
gsocialiam present im his thought and thal's when he Zaspalrs ef

Cermany and turils towards France.

The Landshut iz thoroughly Hegelisn and any abltempt Lo gat

mere than & foeling of anderstanding i

I

hepeless. 14 passs shows

that Harx hadn't beesn 2 soclalist to 1343,

By question: What is the role of the soiemy in Marx?
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With Herx it de an exploitation theorem = elass war., With
F. it 1s a market theorem - not a elass war. In the G.T. he carried
1t to 2 philesophical polint of freeden in a complex society. le

aan continie whers he left oflf in 1943,

This is all pre-szputnikian idyllics. Positively, the guesbion
is where docg 1t coms up in & necessary way. In what gense l1s

socialicm 4 reality and in whoet senwe is it & problen?

This one must now lvave to tho clarification of the whole
preblom raised by Narx. Wob that we have to now make up our minds,
but the boolk becomes a peyious propoeition on how far Harx philesophy
takes up in the reality of socisty in this light. One shouldnlt i3y
Yo anticipate that as if the guestilon of writing dowm Lhe obvious or
that it's just out of cne's mind. One nmnakes the unwarranied assumption
that ono knews. While werilting the Greast Transfermsblen Po pove 3
revelatlicons and then Lt wes unsatisiactory and hg rewrote the chapter

and had to work ilL oub.

The new contexbt ipn whiech Marx now stands may yleld nuch mora.
This will be a different eriticien then all tho ones brought up
which were pre-sputnik, This was produced by seecialict sceiety and
the question zs to whether gocielisim ie o preoblem of technologicald
bafhariaminm Lg oul of detz. ALAlso thewe is Khruschev's sgeech on
freadont, Ve shouldn't miniaise it by the prodlsms of the 1590'z eor
thé 194L0%s,  The rost is uaderrating the problons with a kiﬁd o[

sllent complacency vhieh 1s wprovincial = that In Toronto and Honbdreal

people know. PF. dogcsn't tiink they krow in London or even Parie.

44

This is a genversation with a Spubnik on equsl tewyms. Th



beat thing is to keep ten or [ifteen lines in the preface thot we
heven!t met the problem befers. One meets 1t only in the form that
wel is steprped in the fisht spgainst unemployment and smspistance

to bhe unenpleyed in the first Uilluge.ﬁf Eniun. In the second
VYitljage it is o f£ight ﬁbklnqﬁ the wnenpleymnent in general. One
shouldn't shy off hexre =« the realistiec zud correct coning to grips

with things and if we shy off it leses interegt. This book ansemeces

,_|..

evelry reeder khows copitalisoi, the tirade ¢rele, unenmployment ete.

The Bepgelian jarson Ls the mors renaable becauss He gal
invented the werds and Horw uses them. It is like Parsons oxeaph
I

Hegel's words are all philosophiesal not sociologiczl. GSote of ib

AT

ig extremely nodern and is used by copy—writers for sdvertiseionis

¢.5. alienation {entfrendung}.

To vhe existentialists and the commmnlsis this interpretation
of Harx is an absurdity and ls a -cowmplsie ignoring of the philozophies
of HMerx, VWe don't propagate ib buu ause il was inadequate, but it

WED & sbeg toward the acceprance ol the reality of soceleir.

What Marx did, the misztake ons seess, was that he sceepted
the reslity ol sogisty as primarily expreszsed In histoery -- we have
history to serve. Thoalt's nol true. We can't know hiﬁtufy and thore
{6 no scisnce of seociloly bo know future hissory. If we served it

Wz beeoms funciions of history, the person would ceate to

e il £
GALDU .

The individusl is unlnpordtand.

.
It is the person, and personallty sxists only as the contaet
betwaen hliaan beings. That would bz atoemism whieh is neaninglcss

and P.-accepts the Christien position of the persen. As an individuel



you ean'i exist in isolatien. Thia is Marx which he has derived

frem Christianity.

After all, the Hobbesian individual is 1ike the wild ass
erying 1n the wlldserness, I, I, I. Hobbes said it wasn't freedonm

of the wild ass, but it is  ths fraedem of ths wild ass.

Religlous and philosophical que*ﬁle.ﬁ doalnated 4he poried
through the activitiss of Kant, Sehiller, Gesths, Hegel, S¢helling.
Engele in his uld.agm degoribsd Harxiet theory as the product of
German idealicm Eﬂd‘whﬁb he meant was the concept ol the autonemy of
the frec man, the free solf-determination of man.huing the eriterion
of maralitﬁ. This is one of the problems, Reasen relabed to faibh
and religion wiith tha phileosephical undsrstanding of ihe tr;a deétiny
of man. Dvreryonz had baen brought up under the sway of thes
thonghta. ZFEwaeryonc took part in genoral Indtdllectual 1ife in vhich
Marz had grown up. ALlse anether force however began o show ibself.
It was & pewer thabt fow suspecied for demonice strenpth it would
reloase laber on. Yot in its first manifesbtabtions one could alreadﬁ
feel its presence such zp the Lirst ralluay, stesm boate, credit
benks and removal of curtoms barricrs - & change in the whole ceoncmle
struciure of 1ife of the past. It was a decisive change of ths whols

histeoricsl fate of man whieh wap in the air,

In MYarx the idea oawe te fruition thel thore twe opposite
worlads cught to boe spenned. This was so that the self-detersinztion
¢f man would be brought to inmsr connection with the industrial
doveleopnent and producs & common denvﬁin&bur to unlte the ﬂuntradicf—

lons of the age. The vhole powvar of his mind, passicn and erotiensl
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life was directed to this ene world hlaterdesl tasnk starting from
religieus end philosophieal guestlions wvhien domineted the peried

through Kant, Schiller stec. (Abtove trenslated [reom Landsint p, LT

Harx had the famouns remarks in the first volume of Capital
that they were themselves cogueblting with s Hegelian way of expresslon.
It was however, the Megelian pelhod (not the expression) that linked

him wish Hegel. In ecur tims Hegel was treated oo a dead dog and we

didntt zgres.,

William dJames oays thet Hegel wenmindg him of & eircus por=
.‘

fermance with trap-deors where thiugs change Into one ancther. This

is the character of pure thought vwhich noves in negations.

', tiinks we should say that the whole btreatment of Harx

is pased on a misunderstanding.

P.'a gnleuleation 4= that £he fudslans will Lall back on oa

philesophicul ¢onbekplation and therefore on the Terly larx.

Owen diccovered scalety but he didn't think it was a problen
of hunan freeden In any sense. MHerx hewever, was conecrnod wilth the
enaneipation of the huwmen reece and he thought that the cnaneipation

ef the preleitariad wos the enmapcipetien of the human race.

(See also Freedom and Technology).
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FliniDol AND TECHEOLOGY

The content to the answsy is the freedons, but this answer
dozesn'i stand on its eown feet., How do you become the persen for

which this is the answer? That lo the same thing as the answer.

¥hen P. was a boy the workingz ¢lasc was in misery, desiitute
with uncertainty, without culture and immoral. The syctem produced

froedon, noraaley and degency enly for the ruling class.

But teday it is not so. Tha problem has shifted znd the
whole thing hese to be looked at agaln. Almost all our concepis cole

from that peried which was entirely diffsrent.

That iz why it is pricelsss that Owen called supply and demand
artificial: because it nseded en elaborate, crefully construsted
instltuticnal system to producs it: Bubd this doesn't mean that there

shouldnlt be artifesets. Like the Spuinik Lhey hwe thelr advantages.

¥e sbart frox freedom as the preblem of our time =~ why we
secam Lo have less and less freedom and complain of its loss. There
is a thesis and it has scmething to do with a technologiecal eivilleziion

(the mechine) but what on eorth dees it have to do with it7?

Owen discovered the machine, (This.has to be showun nore
deliberately with greater pfccisien). He thought there was o loit
wrong with soeiely. He didn't discover the sclence of secleby butl
he just pul the blame for immorality on lt. Tt is onte of the preatost
climabic changes in the history of humen consciousness. lan had sald
God, devil and man, but nobody had ever saild society. Tha woird

wosnlt uned dn this fashion.
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F.'s idea of the presentation is to have iIn ithe Owen chapier
s few fairly inconspicuous thinges whieh turn up in Meyez, and are
net inconspleucus thers. There ls ipractical business 1ife" - they
know nothing about practice. There is alse the bitier out-burst
apainst e¢lass and the econcpiracy of the rieh, Owen knsw less

acongicios then the ceceononilstes and he was wrong all the time.

There wasn'i the sligntest interest =t the $ime in the goings~
en in Hanchester and the ciiy hadn't even existed bafore 17506, HNo
persen of repute lived in Hanehester., YThesa things dontt oceur in

Jane Austin for dnstenee.

P.%s idea of presentaticn is to besgin this wilith a therough
anti=climax. That 1s 4o mention sonme of the thlnges that Owen had
ranarked on but the future of which lay in Gernany, and were heard

of only very wuch rLater. That ls the reform of Hegel.

F. thought of tha importance of the practieal side of factory
orzunization, then elasses and tﬁa roele of classes as an inmediate
preblen of legislation agd seod governuent bseause thess Lhings
didn't coms up again in Englend nor bsfore the left wing of the
Chartists was there anything of Hhils kind mooted. Tihie Charitlsts
werz not socialists. The sveialists took no interest in the no=class
povenent snd the no-¢lass movenent took no intersst dn the socleliatba.
That iz how the Owenlies and the Chartists are related. The radienls
in parliasmnent werc snti=peecialist and bhat was Englend fronm 1800 to

about 1860. Yhe sociallsn came from Hurepe.

When Harx in London organiszed ar lodernatioenal, the English

Trade Unlon movemunt gave money and theought that the continent should
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have such o movenent =~ Appleton ete. regarded Marx and Bakunin as
¢lever people, Mot before the Fabilazns hoewever, was soeialism heard

ﬂ‘f agi".in "

The chapter thus begins with a thorough anti-glimax. We then
show how the rediscovery of ths memchine snd soelely took pluace leading
to the Marxist proledarisn working class movenent. This was the
cutcome of & kind of hunanistice and idealistic philesophileal movemsnt |
of the wtmost intensity and the vehemence., It is énlj then one can
etert like I do saying Uuen wos pretiy mueh unusual., HMHarx waﬁ also
pretiy unusuasl. Hess said that there was Sainv-8inen, Heines, Fourler,

Hepel ete., rolled into one.

In Marx this word Ypoclety" become a byword, He used it for
everythlng from sausapes to the moon. Everything woas Ysoclalt from

the social individual te social labour.

What ars Lhe nmaln pelnis here from the developmenl of the
argunent of the book? FP. doesn't know. He will have to get the
kay to Marxz., Hew did SDﬂialism_and “he werking elass gel golng at
all? It will lead to freedom and teaﬁnﬂlagy and man's destiny which
he formulated as a humanistic problem of man and hlps technology.
Othervise how do you gel te the means of produstion? It is not

econonlatic or materialistlie = cowpelition, price ets.

Where doeas 1t lesves P.Y It leaves hiln wilth an unresolved
gueatl on ~ how and why sceletal preducstion? TYThis soeialism should

safeguard the zutconemy of the individual in socisty.
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Harxz misged this problem. He thought that. the only limii
to the humanistile iddeal is private property and prefii, But there
is seonecthing inkerent in a ftechnoloegical eivilizatlon which he over-

looked .
My guestion: Yeas this in his reslm of interest?

Hle preblem was, how does a4 soclallet organization fulfill
the desciny of man? (the fulfillimen: of hle human naturo). UHe over-
looked that the technelogicel charceter of clvilisation may ba the

greatest obetacle.

The absolute Ldes of Hegel fullfills itsel{ in histery, and
Harx pute society in its place. This fulfills itself in higtory
and thet 1o why the Communlst regards this as sbsolute =~ to serve

the purposes of histery.

Marx overlooksd what the technologleal characier of socliety

would imply.

From our anpgle, fHerxism leads Yo 2 maximum criticism of
soeiety while there is 100X insistence on the human slde of existence.
Theye is & meximum of opitimism on human desilny andit is a foregone

conclusion that hungn existence will changs all the way.

The A.d.HM., Smith poem on the ntom explozion 1s near our motlo.

It was written in 1952 and we hnd ten yoars of the atoem bomb,

My quastimn: Can wa say thab the Hazl is alse pursuing his

Frecdon?

Kant represents tho moral sutonony of the personslity. The .
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peroon is respensible to nerms he himself has freely scoopted. If By
guesticn is whether in Kant's visw all human belops possssa the
capaclty for freedom, the answer is yes. They posssss the capaclty

for felloying the commands of tho lawe they hove themselves accophad,
i 1

In diseussing the destlny and nature of man Harx wouldn't
start from freodom but frem anfhropoelosy that reletes man to mankind,

insofar as he has conscliousnecs of the human race., {Theue e

Feusrbach's Lines of sbarting frosman and not from God).

It depends on the content of the parer as te whethoer we repgard
this as humenistic. Marz argues that art, law and cultunre of man
arg aa typical as hls econemy. Harx did not mailntain this position
heyever and he put the preference on the means of preduetion en which

our theughts d4id differ.

Harx measures man's achiovenents as a human cheracteristie.
This rakes him a humanist end 1f-T sy that there is no speeific
inslstence on frocdom then this ds true. However, accordlng to tha

wey he argues the ldeal state, he wmakes freadon importent,

Like the Greesk polis whieh sdentifies the individual and the
eitigen and alpo Howsgseau's volonte d#teus, Harx isn't intsyested in
the individuel but in persconality. This is the individual censclous of
his humsnness and his relationuiilp to his fellows. (This is alrecdy
very Marzlst). Thioc makes the Andividuul more clesely related Lo
gociel rolatlions and in Marx there i1s & stronp insisctence on scoisl
characteristics. "The individunasl dozsn'i have a langunage or & coneeph

and the whole of the individualts intelleet s reperded as social.
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In Owen there is only one way in whiceh wman's character is
shaped by sceeiety. This is s sirenp peoint of contact betwsen Cwan

Pe agrees with =0 that the problem of frecdom is not ssli-

evidont.

The ides that Marxz, apart from dlalectics) mateériplism, is
materialistlie has me vwalddity end iz only one of the points whieh s
explained by strong and deep-seated partiaslity. There iﬂ ne person
of any sericusness (except perhaps the Pope) vho says that Harzism
ie waterialistic., It ie the materialiﬁ£ic interpretation of history

in which Harx gives the decislve Inlfluence to the means of produchtion.

Freneh kmoterialism denied the exislence and valldity of etihical
values or an interprstation of man's parsonality and nature in terms
of morel values. Here &t the posinliate of men, self~fuliill=zent is
made in the extrewe idealisiiec terma. Absiract value norms are
dominant in the analysis., French philsosprhical materialism staris
in the vecond half of the L5th contury. There ie lHelvetiup end part
of the dneyclopsadistss which denled ﬂfﬂaifiﬂ phenonena of conocouncss

and regarded them all ap malter.

In the ters materiallst interpretation of history the vord

in this gcase mesgns ecconomis,

Today it iz ecasy Lo avgue the whole positien., P, deesnlt
agree with Marx and ip net prepared te defend his position and can
say he did have specinl views on & number of gusstions e.z., the

organizallon of socialism. This would not be true of Bngela who thought
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that the labour theory of wvalue should be the organliszing principls

of the econcny., There is not much sense in that.

The troubles which developed in secialist society (Hussla)
mey not have a connection with all this and P. wouldn' be able to
say whers and how the Communlsis developsd the idea of idaolugical
discipline. This change came very suddénly in the Russian Communist

Farty from free intellectual life Lv the eppesite.

P. would writes the Herx chapter snd we would bring the Owen

up Lo the mark gradually.

(On the Marx guestion, for the first time in 20 years Kari

gobt excited sbout something that P. was doing).

F. never found the Hannhzinm book (Rsconstruction of Sccilety).
There is & definition thers of demveracy and Marx had it = that humen

beings becone activated.

Behind the econplalints of the critieciem of soelety there is the
abssnce of freedom. If we take the compleints and investigale them
the ectual trouble is tha loss of fracdom whieh is net reellzsd, That

would mean that our book has z substance.

Freedon le delinec 1ln 2 way in which it has neothlng to do with

Justiece. The freedom guestlon 1s something utterly different.

The argument then runs that after thils period of the criticism
of soclety there is an getual stopping of the critiediom of seocletly

and then there 1s a pessimisticceritleien of human exlstence.
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It is worth considering how the criticism of exlstsirce is
linked with the stopping of the critleism of scelely. Whal kind

of simple link is there?

The nresent very ?mcai eomplaint apgainst existences 1z that
it is impossibla becanse of ths freedem problem, This is 2 econtin-
uation of the compleint ageinst a technologleal civilization, It
iz £his thesls ghich coring frﬁm £ha socidists, induc;d us to take
up the subject of the beginninga of both the technoleoglical eivili-

gation =nd soelalisn e.r. Owen. (It ic not ths Communists who

don't complain of the loss of freedom).

The whoele thing is like an investipgation and is net sufficicntly
clarifiad and 1s reclly a kind of intuition that this is B0 It is
alse very interesting and more than striking that there is no freedon
at 211 in a complex seocdiety. This is Owen who saeld that man is sinply
compelled to beliovs what he is teld and has ne chance of bringing
forth his own views. In Eociﬁty; the newly bornm has ne chance of
forming a chazracher of his own. Owen almost went mad over this and
said thils was delermined by sceial condiiions. Up te a polnt this
has relevanes, but how mueh 1t aectually has, only the total investi-

pation will show.

ﬁe are discovering all the tine what the positlon really was
and it seems te F, that the grester part of whet we are saying is
new Lo uzgghe grecter part of what we are going tﬁ gay about Marx
is new. The intreduction im the Landshut is tremendously exciting

where he says two things: that for Marx the world was full of phil-

psophle Interest whiceh coriginated in Germanie ildealism eocncarning
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mzn's auwbonenmy, while 2t the same Lime there was a guspicion of
somebhing new. In Owesn you get that somelhing new and Harx was

born practically in the year when Owen sharted (1L815).

P. has the ldea bthat we shold have a big intreoductory chapier.
1 vrote a new introduction whieh isu't en intreductlion but a minimunm
show of an introduction. It nay bﬂcoﬁﬁ 8 full end laang first
chapter. The firet chupter ceznnol be written before the mztorial

is thers. It would be helpful if it developed Lhe thesiz completely.

P. 15 clearer in how he would keep the beoek in hand and not
go ovey our heads. FP. would do the main passages and develop the

argument and he thinko I would urgently taks up the Uwen.

The 1%32 Landshut was a greatb cvgnt zind now somethlng should
come of it, what wlth the Spuinik abouﬁ and the Russians having the
worst ceonseiencs in ths world eboul their own deeds. Previous to
this evary word would have baen %asted. They have the worst consclence
in the world and encrmous preblems on how to educate what with MHarxzist

indoctrination beinz bad while thelr selence is excellent and

phillosophy childish.

With the West somevwhat stacgersd by the dimensions of its
idlotic complacency and cheap thoughis zbout sverything it's now tlie.
The great thing would be to write it in the most cool and me & sured

way 8g if one wore a pure ldiol.

To whot extent is it tenable that the criticisam of soccliety may
have cecocd bocause the market delivered the goods and the worklng

elass ceassd to be the lsader of mankind, Ceommunism did ke &



trenendous cese agalnsbt capltelism but now preblems of soclzlism
colie up and our book willl inelude & ¢riticism of this kind of

ecciatism,
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ROUSSEAT PARATOY

P. hao a passing idea of the resclutldon of the Roussean
parodox. This would be throuzh using his broetherts ldes of
commitnont -~ personal comaitment and socisl sommitment and how

they are defined.

That was a strange peradox of Houssgant that man is born
fres and sverywhess in chulns. Thet wes the top of absurdity
besause man was chainsd In bonds of living flesh to ensther humen
being end by chailne he meant you found him in sooiety.

Kant took the sutonenmy of the perconality direetly [ron

guided by
Eoussasu, bhot freedom consisted of belnggnoelhing but your own laws.
If a person says 1 do what I wanb he peyos I must follaw the loew
which I have laid doun (Kant}. Cermon idezlistie philosophy never

moved from that posltlon,

F, secephs the Eant pesition and the nore you think zbout it
1% ig the only meaning you give to fresdon ~ you do what you think

ie right V

In Aristotle Ffroodoenm io the right way of civing tips = the
Nichomaclhlan ethics = 4% is liberalism mnd Lhe attitudes of & pontlo-
man {Chapier 47) = oleutheria means freodom. Thers is ne other

!

froodom. So whore does it eoas from? Alsp Bemans angl Paul -~ he

thought thaot we ave released frem bondage.

F. points out that ne one seers o know what 1t¥s 2ll obeut.

He knowe as much as othors.

A1l these quesbilons (the existential ones) were daslt with

in the Horxzisn peried - the problems of Gopman 1dealiomn).
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One seels an emplrical not o concapiual or metaphysicl
explanation., It is not mevely a L&ttar_mf intérprﬁtatiﬂn. H g
gconceptual ens means that one consbructs s concopt then others, but
you den't knew hew things happen then bﬂfb;ﬂ¢

review
In the Parsgonlan way (the way Ayroe)tulke about Parsons) you

gel epceielopy with pﬂ‘"ﬂnJWLLV structure determined by valucs and

the valuse sre alsc deterained by mubtuel role expectabtions, Bab then
hov wre the pergons sslecled to fill tie roles znd vhere do the people
cone from who ere generels, pointers, casretakers ele. Tor thabtts not

the guestion of rolom or personallty struciure,

But, this 1is tls third cusstion, if P. has a diffarent form
of integretlon {met enly the market, atatus traders, bene tradlers,
kinship traders) vhore doss this come in in Hogel? The soclety has

itz roles bt the reles prs thers vhoever plays thom.

Hepgel seid that the sbecluboe idezl is eloborating itsel{ and
the stule hae developed Into ¢ﬂn¢l¥vu; coriupitises while the perzong
angd nouces are plven from the sutslde, They are reetusl., Faemily
iz one typo of erganigation but lster thore is the eliy end the state,
Hegel sald the 1doa haz lis transfersation and rojJuvenstion. He
doesnlt cmre whore you bake the poeple. Lils Porsons you get peroons
independent of roles osnd persenallly struchure. Hepel had a concopt

of soclaty that flret you have ths psople and procreocie children and

the fanlly princlple 1s filled with parents and children.

sato

L5

Thers le = dsep esnslogy hera. Xf Ayreos ssys that Parsons

avey from the otonlstiao and so deeps Hapgel, he in organigletic and

gorporatlabic.



Marx ls ageinst this but gots into zxasily thé game diffdculty
85 lNepgel, Marx was a demccratle scgialist aﬁd an atonist and starts
from trune democrecy. Marx hed a complete Lheory of fzoclenm end it is
& eriticism of the Hegel ithaory of Fascism (Hedieval and pre~
eapltalist). Marx has a criticism vihiieh is a eriticisn of democrany
bu£ it ien't based oa the individusl. It ie 2 theoretleal eriticiam
found in his critiogue of Hepgells £haar3 of the state. MarxTs vork
is aboul 200 papgso (tritik der Hepclschen Stautﬁ?hiloﬁophiéj 184142},
This also shows Harx vory ﬂ;i‘.usiilsb:lf;:aily inelined. This wrork dates
from 1846 « two years befers V43, P, plways thoughit that he should
write thiz up and it should net die with him, Thare are many
peagseripts he has whish he didn't publish. 4lso he didn'i-like to
eriticise Harx and involwvwe himself in writding a Marx eritique all
his life., His instinet told him I isn't this kind of criticienm

on whlch things depaad.



The third fipgure in additicn Lo Owern and Harx 1a Shaw.
P. developsd the following picture of his desling with the world
of wvalues: partieular human values =~ wvalues ﬁf personal existencs.
He eritieleges the supsriiclal pleture of fashlonablo conventionzl
lieg which are the surfzee phencrena of waluss in social life ﬁnd
psgerts against this the traditionzl basie wirtues all the way
against which these zre hypoeritical lles. But he never asserts
them in traditional form: patricotlsm, thrift, loyalty but goos
behind and bslow haéausa they are the traditlonglly distorted form
of busle elements of exlstence, These are the pedesirian values,
not the ones that are pglorified bub the basgle operational reliable
elenents of mants being. Thera is for exanple, being accuuinm&d
to sometling, preferring the known to the unknown, a secreﬁ hobby
which you cherish. He says there is no diiference in what is part
of your integrity or secret happlness., There is the ultimate safe-
guardé of the sanity of soclety and traditional vwirtues. Thal is
why you can't catceh him with his paradox when hs arzues zgalnst
the traditional wvirtues, He shows up the glamourous Gisltortion
but plays up the traditicenal everlasting human situstlions which
are the fuundatipn_uf recognized values slthouzgh he dozsn't aceept
them 1n thair receognized form. e.g. patriots, good husbands, good

ehildren, parsnts, pgenerals, snlreprencurs, beggars ete.

¥What makos thies entroprencur or that wife ouccessful or

effoctlve 1z that that perscen 1s o seint. YWa deny this as a hyman
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Fossibility but there are such people as a matter of fact and
this makes them effective in unsaintly situations., He seems Lo

establish almost anything and then contradicts himself but thats

only & semblance. e is not contradicting himeelf at all.
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CAYS

In the book The Fall there is & Judga. We are all Judges
and he 1s a penitent, othsrwise ho would be & eynle. The communist
party has an angwer on abscluie maral-uﬂndamnation. Without penitence
there would be no story. He is not successful and uliimately he
diséuvars his frilends really dicn't like him. He is & supreme cgelst.
Ho is dissatisfied wlth the outeome, He wants to explain thie
pesition but hig purpose 1ls ko confuse the worid and ultlimately his

audience is cenfused.

It is the uncempronising postulate of freadom whiech 1s
entirely compatible with egotism with which you subserlbe. As long
as he insists on nhaoluté freedom, on inﬁar 1ife, it ip bero praas=
ented as compatible wlth complote egotism and he triess %o show a
person who produces this., The pesnitent hae so high noral atandafda
he cen only be penitent. He was Judging all the tinme and the myth
may be that he was censcious of the fact that he was successful in
an inadequate world. Therefors his insistence on his absolute
frecdom is not & euccess., It is & world he condemns and there is
thought to be no way out, Tho persﬁﬁ ie theroughly inhuman and the
anthor szays it 1s thc“inaistance on ebsolute freedom., This 1s
wonderfully compatible with the existence of intellectual freeodom,
superlority and moral sensibility which are tremendous. But in
order to produes this it is quite ensugh te inslst on absclute freedon

as his integrity and he for one will be an egetiat.

To P. such a person is not pessible in any sense and this
ihe author wishes to convey. Therafore to the reader he 1ls such

a scoundrel possible or imposslble.



There &s a book by Sterner, Die Einpipe (the only one) nnd
his conelusicen is that the only true thing ls to aceept no universals

= no language, no thinking and therefore you cannct be.
Myself: He has not taken & decision {o llve.

Hamlet behaves like a cad bscause he refuses Lo take this
deelsion to live, When P; was 11} L2 years ago he rémambers he knew
sxactly when Hamlet was saying somsthing and when he was mumbling
‘nonascnce for example, with Pelenious ®more than kind and less than
kind® ete. also "words, words, words", dossn't mean helsz belng

philosophical just hets sick.
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THYERDISCTIPELINARY PROJECY

Sylviz Thrupp says she conslders having a speclal issue with
artieles from F,'s preject. It might contain 5 or & articles on

MoOney .
Hy questicen: Why not 2 book?

F.* W®What kind of a book would this he? It wouldntit make
& book. PMTrads and Harket?® is a book but that is the resuwlt of all
kinds of ecircumstances including ten years of cooperation of these

people.

These articles btogether woulda'*t be & story. Hach would be
about 30 papges and they have sufficlent content for that. In a
pericodical it dees net get lest., F, does not think they have the

strength for 2 book.

P. thinks that the artiecler are broadly en one subjoct by
different aufhors. They don't support one sznother., F. doegntti think
he will take such rigke publishing a beok from thees srticles. With
ATraede and Market" P, thinks wo hawve Juct mlssed ranning on a sand
bank. The publisher lef{t go much time to rawfita the papérﬁ that

they rewrote all of thenr and so it became one aubiectk.

There is an artiecle by Rosemary Lrneld on The Dahomey Honay
Material and 7. ¢ould write ohe on all the differant things that
are discovered: elite girculaticn, monetarigatien. ¥e would need
anobther empirieal paper and twoe thecoretiesl cnes and thot weuld ma ke
alx papers. BSuch a sorics of artilcles would establish the whole

thing as o new influence.



AR

Je are introducing this fechlen of conparative studies by
glving several cases. It is the only monmegraphic work whieh apuzars.
‘That is what we ars deing in Trade and Markel (ecomparative) and is

the oppusite of u case otudy.
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HOTEE

P. had this ldes on money uses — Lthe effects of monetarintien
thet the next imporient gquestion wno the effects of using meney on
the socliety around it. These could be answered in terms of noney
useg « thalt the effeets of maﬁey a8 & means of payment were utterly
different from money &s & stendard which depended ugon stuble finance.
and a8 & mseng of exchange whieh was st1l) different zgain. One uee

might go on for o theusend years without any other uce.

Knics of the German Hiestoriezl Echeﬂl sald there were three
stares, barter, money, and credit today ls the highest stage, Hut
this needntt be so and could be reversed. Credit existed with debt
bondage. Todey there is an Incresasing amount of frade done with

barter. There are no stages implied in F.'s view.

Frevicusly when economiets had discoverad that thers were
two kinde of economies, prinmitive economy without money and with
monsy, nothing cawme of 1t beeausge thers was bound to be meney in

kind (%),

(ibove section from memory).

SUMMER

Surner nurtured the presont fathers of American thought. He
sald that the trouble with primitive men wss that he was lazy, and
gave ne forothought and was greedy., He had all the bad qualities of

the economlstic premises and no good onesa.
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Mant's original sadowiesut is poverty - 1t is nature surviving
in seciety. Therefole pauperisn and the needy require no explan-

stien. ?This view was valid unill 25 years ego in America.
It waas only lizlinowskl who followed up the epposite.

The New Denl was a haad-nn_calliﬂiﬂﬂ with Sumner of YTale.
Therefore, the Great Transformation was banned from FPenn. State
(it was removed from the library} and o nuomber of men wore made to
leave, ineluding the hoad of the department. Keyes then published
a reader, and put F.'s Commentary artiele inte it. Keyez appelnted

two of P.l's students.

AMERICA
The humiliztion of the U.5. by the launching of the Russian
satellite wos a cheap price., It mipght have taken 200 nlllion lives

to achieve such a result., The U.5. has lived in abysmal superiiclality.

Also when it set lower etendards it sheuld abt least win...
{from memory)}

The orliginzl U.3. Atom boab policy (thrsatening a preventive
war) forced the Russlans to £nha over strong control of the satellites
a5 & glacis. This wos impertsant for the several hundred milee 1t
would allow ther in case of war. This in turn foreed the U.S. into
spreading out its troups in Jepan and even today it retains Glkinewa

withoul any besls.

The Yalta decision satting the P.5. s&and Russian spheres of

influence, meant the gradusel liguidation of the colenial powers,
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THE GREAT ToANSPORMATION
The G.T. is out in Englard, This ralsas the guastion of
its current tosical intersst. Now thare is no war ressen and then

thare wore dogens. How Lhers is a war danger not & war reason.

The G.T7. attracted no atientlon in England but it might

attracst intersst now bazeczuse intarest shifts.,
Hy guestion: th is it that it attracted no attantion?

If 8 book producss new faebs 1t canned be dpgnored buw 1f

it producss new visws it can be ignored.

That is why "Trads and Harkei® gannot be ignowed. Some ons

wrote in Annals that the book appsared to be seml-Bolsehevik,

P. was asked to write reviews for Coumentary un Mises bouk
on Ecenoumics and Histery end Bener's beek on underdeveloped countries.

"He thinks he will.

o ———

Canada's history 1= the hisbory of the fur trade. This is
saparste trads end merket. In 3 years "Irade and HMarket" will be
yesd in overy Caradian university. It 1s an imstitullonal thecory
of the ecenony which is the right theory of Canadian economie history.
There wlll be 12 people, esch a semi~genius who will say that this

is Canadiusn econemie history.
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CAMADILY PORTS

0f the =ix Monuwreal posis on bhe Folkways record Dudek him-
self doap not so mueh appeal $o F. It is not hils owan line of
greateat intersst. Layton is admirable, rich, powsrlul and
beautiful. Cohzn has some very fine poems espacially the one wlth
the faliing sparrows. Seott showe shaypnzsy, povwerful clarlty of

thought and the poom on tha dhield is very Canadian,

The hoens are very different and so many show the Eliot

influsness bubt thie dessn?t mean it Lg secondary. It is a ragreation,
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