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SHAW

——

P. thinks that the Shaw chapter should lead up te the postilate
of the reform of human cnnéeiousness. That 1s what the chapter would
be based on. It would be at the end and pernaps this could only be

done by a post who was 100 years old.

The Shavian consclousnsss is based eon the consclousness of the
reality of scciety. One would have teo wateh oub for the Eastern

philesophy (The Simpleton of the ¥.I,).

Shaw wanted us to know Lthat he haﬁ taken his wisdom from Marx.
Is that sof He wasn't & belisver in denmocracy. Marx believed that
the workers were a majority and the question of a minerity or particular
peraons doesn't enter. There was also hiz implicit belief in the
ordained course of social development, For Zhaw there was also
evelution but.it was some development higher than man, Man is not

geod encugh {the Nietszche idea).

The great difflculty for man 1s to live up to his character.
People dontt want te live up teo tﬁeir character and if they did,
things would be simpl&. Man canlt live wilth a false view of his
character, For example, in The Devila Diéciple, the minister ought
to be & scvldier, and then he would be & good man., In Candida, the
trouble with clergymen 1s that he deesn't know whabt kind of a p&rson

he 1s and the weak peet isnlt a weak poot at all.

The key te¢ the 3aint 1s that he 1s an utler realist and takes
things as they are e.g. Androcles. This is the questiﬁn of character

and hew character is related to suuiﬂty.

Shawls anti-depmecracy may be a step  towards the reality of soclety
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He dropped demeocracy bscausc the reality ol society dossn't seem to
respond to demecracy, I could have this idesa under political eorganiszatign

but human soclety is more than political orzanization,

There wae alseo the family an%marrLage. He was happily marrled
and thought highly of marriage. Candida, You Never Can Tell, and

Getting Marrled are arguments for marriage.

Captain Brassbound!s Conversion is against a romantic inter-
pretation of cnets life. It is like the Devills liseiple and. Arnes

and the Man.

Lady Gicoely is & BSalnt and a realist. She is selfless and
can see socleby as it is. ©She is capable of action far beyond the

capabllity of average peoplejalse Joan and Androcles,

Shawls uhdarstanding of scelety ie nearest a Thomist position.
He 1s a realist (universslia and realis). If for example, you are
uncnnvantiﬁnal and allew things to happen inm an unconventional vay,
dadls ereation will assert itself. There igs no reason to fear human

soclety will go to pleces. It jJust dossnl'e go to pieces,

This thought ig foreign to the natunralistic (i}a. Darwinist;
Kalthusian) concept of soclety and the conventional spiritualistiec
one - unless you cnnventianaliae gociety 1t will go £n pieces. Tﬁe
naturalist safd it would go te pleces anyway. Shaw is an optimist

in regard to Codls intention being realiszed.

He thinks it is absurd to disregard the rezality of soclety

€.&. Boebuck Ramsden and the Bulgarian war here (4 end M, or Vivian
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in Mrs. W.'s Professicn or the patlent in 7.T.T.B.3. or the author's

position 1n Tillage Veoing g 0ne of hls leveliest playé}.

With this goes a kind of anthro;ulugg in the tﬁaﬂlﬂgiﬁﬂl sense,
that every human being existe on threc levels: +he ﬁhfﬁical, the
psyohological and the splritual., This is 'anthropology' as the
thﬁaiugianﬁ know 1t. He deoesnlty think thal anyons is higher than
the other. This is beautifully shown in his Androcles and the Lion.
There is also the Giant who can't Est himself martyred and desplsed

all the (Gladiaters. -

He regards man's character, the genuine character, as reality.
There is no use imaginling you are better or worse than thgtf You
must relate yourself to how you are, {Tﬁis is the maln point in
T.T.T.B.G.) This is almost a comedy of that one thought. This is

also the greatness of Candida {who she 1s and what kind of person

she 18 and what she means to others),

F., doesnit take to the political thinges s& well e.g., On the Rocks

The Applecart (how the great statesman is a great realist).

Rapoleon is & fake but he lives up to the legend, and is utterly
reaslistic. He is the only persen who doesn't believe in the Hapoleon

legond but acts up to it and this provides the laughs.

In Caesar and Cleopatra, the greatness is the absence of
selfishness and vanity and illusien and a complete acceptance of
reality. Then you can be courageous and de anything but it only

works 1f you have these gualities, Ged!s creation being based on realities,
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In Major Barbara a radical sceialist would say that under
capitaliom only the capitalist is right. To imagine that.ang cther
vyalues and ideais can be poasible is & delusion: Undershaft is
right and to imagine that he ie wrong ls e paradex and revelting. In
a'capitﬁlish soclety 1t is the capltalist who is the leading figure,
boneal, right and has lntegrity and only he. The amazing thesis is
upheld that he is the only decent, honest, reliable, human man and
this is bscauss it 1s a capifelist soeiety. This has never baen put
that way, Idesals which are in contradiction with those bases are
uﬁrcalJ ineffectual and make out of pecple, liars, cowagrds etc,

Christianity ie ineffeciuasl in sueh a soclety.

The play shows what P. s4.d with iumense powey and that is why
3t 18 sueh a beautiful play. Unbelievable daring 1s neoded. This
girl vhe is a hero sides with her father because of her integrity.

It is her integrity that makiz her do sao,

The thesis that poverty is a basic crime is the cenelusion
ef Lthis absurd postulate that in ; capitalist scciety ecapitalism is
gaod and if you ave poor you arc Wrema, =k i & very great way eof
putting the reality of soeclety. In that soclety, what we think are

. the false values are the basle and lgading nnes.

The reality of soclety asserts itself againct all participants,
realist or not, s.g. Getting Married, Whatever ctherwlss ones might
sxpect of marriage %ts menistic claim aseeris its91f even if one

has other ideas. Mo omne 4in the play is ﬂcﬂually a realist and there

iz 2 comic fipure Soames. The Bighop is & free thinker and a liberpal
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and Soames keeps the law for him, He éayé the silliest things beczuse.

he keecps the prayer book.

In Village Woolng the wcrking.girl dogzen't relinguisk her
inferior Etutuﬁ; In Man and Supernman, Etraksf is a2 Trade Unlonist
and wen't be called-by his la=st name_beuause the other iz a gentleman,
He Inulsis o1l being & Trade Uniuni;t'and woentt hg honaured by thiﬁ.
gentlenan (he would lose his position if he lost his status). We
inelnde all this under realick and include the inference that the

reallity of society limlts human wants and wishes.

Often the rcalist turns ocut fo be unrealistic e.z. te be eynleal

rlone turns cut to be unrealistie, There are many sueh eases in Shaw.

One would way thai his comiec figeres muy be Idealdist or comic

because they lznore the reality of ceeiety, while the Saint doss not,

The reality of scelety alweys ineludes elamsntary facts of
exlstence, e.g., Androcles assures the eamperor tha: he shouldn’t run
: . the g :
‘because tnenﬂlinn weuld be afraid and sab him up, Lions can': help

gatbing up peoples who run away - one of the slements of axistsuce.

Mo one else made thig hls subjeci. He gets if through the
Marxlst approach and expands it through a Thomistie approzech. &t.
Thﬂmas‘,analysis of sogiety is based on thils kind of acceptance. The
~ relativism of good and evil is not acceptsd, Tt is used only to
stow that there are absolutes: e.p. Integrity - man's relation to
hig own character and to his ﬁoaition in society. For epxample there
1s the feminist mother in You Newver Can Tell who imaginss she is

above soclal comventions. It all turns out not to be 30, sha iz only
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;above some relative values whieh are nob valld, bul she ig not above

absolute values il.c. the relation of inlegrity te onals own position.

shaw coustructs the situation in which semeons net true teo

his characher¢ cannot fail <o be found out.

Gnncerﬁing the Marxist and Themisi iﬁfluanﬁa, the Marxilsi
posilion implies the reality of coclety azainst the sel f=delusions,
wiskes ele. bul Shaw transceands the fear and delusicn of the ¢onvent=
ionalist about human society under the elesentory realities underlying
baﬁic humer instiiutions e.g,-marriaga.. Harx wouled mever have deone
that. MHe would have said {that it dépands on wiat daland you are in,
whai peried, whal colour ete. az an explanation of the marriage
instliution. Shaw wounlé have said that these supersiecial elemgnt;.-
are valle but they are not basle, The Thomioh wuld agree Lhat
elass status ete. are valid but natural law and divine lavw {wri11)
are inherent in humsn sociefy. Sieh elements may be pressnt in Hegel
but Merx hés accepied the llegellen dislectle. There is niot much in

¥arx which would stand in an undisleatic wWaT.

Gaptaln Hrasshaunq ia miétakgn ﬁhat this or that position would
relieve nin from the honour of requirenents etec. They dou't. The
so—called uncenventionality of Hamsden falls under conventionalityr,

Y. always thought thaeb Shaw had rediccuvered Themism, The LApple Caxrt
for instanca, maltes no difference whether the men is king ¢r not or
whotlier he 13 csupposed Lo be an ass or betb, Honzrehy willl asserd
itself (he can threaten %o ctond as ecandidate in Lhe elections ).

e

Thomism iz basic to on understanding of Shaw althouzh there nay be




some plays which do nob contain this olemsnt and are exceptions,

e.g. Napoleon, which is on charscber.

P.ls interpretation of Major Barbara is absolutely sure and
it is the baslec meaninz of the whole Pley whieh makes it a non-

baradox and gives the truth and meszning of it,
Llonat +the play is on povwer, -

In a capiﬁalist soclety the capitalist viftues are the true
virtues. Because this 4o a capitaliét gociety poverty will ersate
inconsisteney, bad sharacter etc., What makes i% a capitalist scﬁiaty
ig power, éhe capibelists give embloyment, remove poveriy, ete.
Howhere ts the reality of socieiy brougnt out in stronger terms,
recognizzd and driven hoams. To the reality of socinty belongs Lis
'stru;ture where it ls concrately mesnt andg coneretely shown. Tt
means service -~ the funeiionazl consept of power, a service Lo soclety,

doing the essential whieh soclety needs.

Undershaft is the only upright persen in that Play and thatits
vhy Barbara gives in. Undsrshaft in his position car bz frank and
epen becszuse it is a posiition nf.poﬁar. He provides employment and
2 stoadfast 1ife without lies and hipoerisy. That is what a ruling

‘¢lass means and that is why he 1s 2 leader of society.

The total ldea is expressed in Marxlss teyms, that 4n g
copltalist soceiely only the ecanitaliss ideologles have wvalidity.
Therefors to idealilre pnferty la ridiculous, a crime or despicable,
{Imagine the soclety whers everybody wants to.he poor). Underphaft

is also shown to be courageous and he takes the risks (dynsmite ete,)
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&nd thereforec in such a soeledy he 1= the hara. Mz jor Barbara is

basic to Shaw.

Jhaw has a book on Ibsen where he didnit writs ﬁhe opposite
of what he thids. I% is breathtaking what he sags'abaut the pleays
and how he exhausts their possibilities. E,z. in "Chosts” he exhausted
the content ef the play. That gives o model of how to describe what
& play ¢ﬁntainﬂ. It shows Shdw'g ﬁipd working in the ﬁusitive gnd nob
in a paradoxicel way., I should read Shaw's comnents on the one where
the son bocomes paralytic becausé_af the sins of the fathar. P, is
abnazed at the améunt of content whish Bhew says happens in ths play.
Ibsent!s conversailons changs the situation cvntinuallf and show it

fromn all sides,

In the Shaw chapter I should follow those thoughts whish are
essential to the reality of scociety becszuse the problem of Trasdom
énmés up a8 & mattzr af in%egritﬁ‘ He shows that & mant's basie
charactsr is ﬁ reality thet he muéb'ralate himself to and to dis-
regard 1t leoazds to fallure and emptiness. Ha relates fate to the
way we rﬂlatcxauraelves to oar choraster, That is what we are.
T.7.7.8.G, is an outstanding example of that. BShaw thinks that 1t is
only the poei and saint who can do this entirely because he is selfless.
Thers is Marchbanks and Joan and Androcles. It is fha relation ol the

person to hils own characber which shapes his fase.

That is the problem of freedeom, what kind of choless we have
in view of cur charscter and our position in soecietry. Frasdoenm
consists 1n agecepting onr position in regard to soclety and character,

but then ws must live up to it and thatls a different maiter,
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- (Re: paseage with pinnacles ete.:) Tou build so high it catehes
the light of the rising sun and ce there ic no guesticn of realiem

of scceptling thinge as finzl,

On the principle of growth the poat is'tha_nnly creator,
hecauses only in imaginalion does man grow. He thought imaginatliegn
was the ereative organ in man and therefore the post was Lhe leading
uraator.. Ho accepted Bergsconls evolubion creztriced - graation has
not been concluded but is everlasting and eontinuous., That is why
dcterminism is excluded. In a gonverzation like ours there is Lhis
creabive dlement. Shaw'thnughb that proereation ls of the sare

nature ag lmaginsiion,

In & peculiar way he also thought that Supsrman 1z neesded - a
persen who accepbs his character and position in socisty and Ffrom that
point of vantage is e roformer. Man should live up to his charactep

and have no dsluslon as to where kis sirengih lias.

Comparing LR T idea of Shawts threze planes with Edmund Wilgoen's
(£, hic Eight Essays) K,F.Vs refer to the art net the argument. One
of the Thomistic slemenis which is shown in the T,T.7.B.G. iz that the
obsession with the denial of éumﬂthing 15 no l#ss a belisf then iis

affirmation., Pegopls only imagine thsy donlt balieve. .

The thlings we look for should be related to thé reality of
sncietf in & simple fashion and also relate to charamcter. This ie
taken as Yreality¥ for the individual. Theré is an analogy between
thq reality of soeisty and the reality of character *-a person's

character and hils relation to it, whebher he accapts it or nol,
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E.T.T.8.G, that the slements of reality are immutodle 4s o Thomistic
anprazeh.  Let the Nevil have fair wlay ete, is basic Lo Shaw. Ne

dossn't believe thet institubions arae baseqbn eonventlons.,

L

In no artist 1s there such =2 deep conviciion of the nasure of

things, He shows the superficiality of conventlons but this is

bansd on & convictisn eof the basic renlity.

Recording to Morx the sconomic is the reality of swiety. In
Major Barbara if we give the paredoxy the whole appears revolting,
€L, Marx "ghs idoes of the ruling elass zre the riling ldsas®.

My first drult on Shaw is wostly cn eharactsr. We need a
teot in Shaw of what we have in ihe Marx ehapiter. It is the verrecied
Marx which would bave the reailty of society ng an answer Lo the
proolem of freeﬁdm. We would have something WG raa11y mean at the
end of Marx, whieh is %o be tested in Bhaw. Without a aacoﬁd_chaﬁtﬁr
it is not eaéy te show that Shaw iz & result of the reform ¢f human

conselounanoss.

It would Ye a zood point to say whot exactly ig PShavian',
That might contain alt element of what we are afteb.. ¥e need a
paradigm of = passage eor Shavien humour, Foop orample, =11 thaet
Cresar dovs and saye is obvlous. The vanities aré concentrated on
not dealing with reaiities; Thie is bocavse 1t might make us appear
too simple ¢r not what we pretended to be. Therelors tue humour
concsists of cﬂntrazting the real element with Lhe shaﬂ'cﬂmplaxiticﬁ

of sham doings.
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It 1s alse the realiiy of enels trac character and gifts.
Since he 1= a2 dramatist he deals with character and this is not

datached.

Una'a_felatian to society and to charﬁctar ls whaﬁ one is.
Apart from this P, doesn't know if there are real things. There are
also institutions like mar:idge and monarehy and what is esglled love
and avthority. This is not soms ébﬁtract soclety, and thege Instltutions
are the representatlions of the reality. The institutions might be
marrlage, autherity, parenthood, childheod, onsfz soclal status,
{1ike ths Reverend in Candida or Hoebuck). It may be conbtrasted with

other scoelal status e.g. Straker. : = ot

If we exomine the Marxian ¢riticiam of idecleopies which zre
the fatiunalizatinns of selfighnass, Shaw had.huth selfishness and
unselfishness and all other human posslons. He had aﬁ obsession
with rellgious ideas, e.g. in T.7.T7.B.G. ths father wants the son

to be an mtheist and wants to disinherit him when he beeomsqﬁ minister.

The caﬁaﬁ of character should bs separate from the definite
structure of the reality of society as related to bqsid'insﬁituticnﬁ.
For examnle, marriagze and autﬁﬂrity are nob relationé toe his character,
- but he may be mixing these. It makes 1t amusing throﬁgh shunting froen
illusions about himself and abeut his situatien, e.g., the General in
- T.T.T.B.G. and his illusions about being & water-colonr artist, In
the Lople Cari the pretenze is that the monarchy i= an abuse and the
King éught to be ashamed. Bub he is mistaken and the Xing is prepared
to give as many civie liberties as he wants. This is the realidy of .

institutions that he plays up - man cannot exlst without these things
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i.e. some status and authority.

In marriage it is the sacrament alone bhat counts, the powers

- glven to them by marriage which they can't invest in one ahather.

In the sacramsnt idea he is thmraughly-?homisfic: The peint about
hsing merried is that you are marrled even if you don'!t like to be.
It is not a relationshlp that lasts cﬁly as long as you wish it.
Otherwise it:wuuld do ﬁothing for jou, The meaning of the sacrament
is the recognition of the condition that adds to it. That human
force alone can't add. The mind phconomsna are not psychological
phencmena, e.g, the multiplicatlon table dossn't depend upon my
remembering 1t. We underrate the mind phenomena. They may thinlk
that they withdraw the things which undsr religion ar3'¢unfarred

by the sacrament e.g. baptlism and the confirmation whieh you cantt

craate yoursell.

Shaw uses this ¥ind of ceriticlism of tha person who dossn't
rnderstand e.g. beﬂﬁusé'ha's_confuseda It is his way of dealing
with religion and he would say that all religiﬂns are pretty much
the same. Life consists of being born, growing up, beng responsible
for children, 1iving.alﬂne, dying and religions can't deal with

anything elsae,

One mast decide whothsr to include charaster in human faith
or as something exiranscus. Shaw deals not only with the reality of
society bul with the rsality of the person, (churacter) which he
aceepts. In that case 1t 1is only important teo see in what form it
appears, There nay be sacramsntal authority, marriage, engagemsnt

etc. The basic institulions consist of institutions similar to
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marriage., Thore is also dedicatien to one's caresr, the guestion
of where you get your income., Both income and its source are part

of your status.
!

There iz 3haw's peculiar way of taking man on thfee levelﬁ
and moving from pna to the other without any warniﬁg end doing
this wi?h any kind of person. This is the source of his poetic power
and it makes the charaﬂters-sa raﬁl,' Anybody could have a tooth
ache or be a Saini or get nervous or bored to death (psychological),
Theae are the three states: +toothache, bored and the third is
spiritual and mental; a person belng a fallurso or hawving leost his
integrity. These are in three worlds where there is no similarity
at 211 bvvpl Shaw doean't recognize that e.é. You Mrer Can Tell.
This is part ﬁf the poebic vision. PFor example, Shakesapeare or
Moliere make people real in a different wavs. In Heliere for
instance, people are nmade comic by their "fables" e.z. the miser, the
hypochondriac or Tartufle dr the hypoerite. Shaw hoever, makes his
characters all-round in thils peeuliar war. ¥o one iz a here for
.mnre than three minutes and then he has a toothache or he goes to

the barber.

Uyself: Shaw'!s continuous precision on character, and with
speach always exactly to the point, seems almost inhuman and this

in itself is almeost an unreal description of eharacter,

If anyons says lhree or four words in a play that are not to
the point then suddenly you ear't stand the play snymore. You generally

cannet stand one line whicech is irrelevant. -
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Edmund Wilsonls appreciation of 3haw as an artist is super-
lative. He compares tﬁe Avplecart and the Merchant of Venise (Wilszon
cavils on sociﬁliam}. Shaw was arguing in a wiltty way as an antl-
.dgmncrat and was absolulely counsistent on these pﬂinté {which Wilson
doesn't understand). Wilson doesn't undersband Marx! econcules and
the labour theory of value — the real meaning of it, and this is
YOory rafe for Wilsoen.(F. thiﬁks I should imitate Edmund Wilson

- to know 211 about it and then to make cne or itwe pcinté].

P.'s theory about the three levels is his own and it comes up
on %he questlon of what makes Shaw's people so rsal ~ the shifting

up and down on man's substance.

I might bring in the revelation of death inte the chaptoer,
Sﬁaw hns only bwo revelations and deesn't put it =8 eternal deaih
but it is likec Christianity. Hind is shaped by these revelations
but it is the strucbural andé not the content. I% hapdly The mind
funﬂtieﬁs differently. BShaw is not interested In death. It hardly
oceurs in his plays and is nob relevant although there is the Doctor's
Dilerma, Devill!s Disciple and in Joan it is Dutsﬁanding. She does
prefer physieal and ﬁsy¢hﬂlc§ical to #piritual death. Then she is

canonized.

. The formulations in %he Great Transformatien are nearest and
very ﬁuuh applied to Shaw. We accept ebsrasl death and build our lives
upon it and we accepl eterual death and build our freedom on it and
. accepting the reality of soeclety as Shaw has IL on character. Then

wo lose Lhe freeden that was illusionayry while the residual freedon

we gain is real, Weothing is nearer Bhaw'!s result,




S 15%

We gain freedonm if we accept character o positien in Enciaty.
We may.c&ll'it fresdom or happineszs or salvﬂtidn and this is nearest
to what Shaw argues incesasantly and he really has nobthing else to my.
We shmuldlaﬁctpt as resl and final whal in ﬂuﬁan institutions is
the same is true in rcgafd to character. Otherwise

underlying it and

onte has an unreality and vapidity of 1life,

The humour lies in showing that almest all couventions are

unnecessary and fictitiocus.

The Saint is selfless. To be selfish is illusionary
because the #elf for hirself doesn't mean a thing since life ls

living for others.,

Majtor Darbara is a devastating criticism of any criticism of
capitalism. Short of abolishing it it iz futile weral supericrity.
You then haven't underatecd that under eapitalism only the eapilalist
ig right and everyone ¢lse is wreng. This 1s actually a definition
of any systém, that anyihing not Eﬂlonging is wrong. Therefore Hajor

Barbara iz not an idealist bul an dllusicrilst,

Neobody has ecver put together in the way I have in my draft
whet Shaw said on character and with the reality of soclety one gets
a new piecture of Skaw, One gets a positive inpression which is rerer

agsocialed with Shatr.

The cutlook on e¢haracter and nmorality is pesitive - it is

another Horatio Alger bub bebtier written and braﬂdar in BCOPR.

In T.T7.%.B.%3. Lthe elder is an atheist, the sergeant a

theslogian, Sweetis is a whore, a selfless sensualist, Aubrey
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is a preacher and the point is to act up to 1t. There is the pre-
tended personality and beyond it is the valid character ideal bassd
on idealized elements, not operational ones. (eheck this guobtation

frem ene of KE.FP,'s eards gopied),

Personality is fate. There 1z the internalization of values
Vefsus rolos. What bthey are is intarnaliasd.but_foles are given
by chance and convenbtion and mistaken igeas éhﬂut themselves. There-
fore we have internaliszed values versus rolea. {Frﬂm KE.P,13 card):
Behind the pretenses of fashionable eonvention lie the enduring
walues, . These are misphrﬁaed abstractions. If they would be
eorrectly phrased and not abstracted we wonld sec they are concrete.
a.g. the Prime Minister in On The Rocks is underneath an Bazlish
Frime Finister. His great qualities are not the ones whieh the P.k,.

ias aupposed to havo., Ther are quite differcat gualiiies.

Shaw has a double protection against beinz called ddealist,
The.padcatrian gualities (the sterling equalities of sutstanding
people) are never.given in this f@rm in art and literature in
abstractions. We never recognize a great man as he is shown to. be
but he is covered up with ecérventional lies. ﬁut when you see through
tem i% is only cheap Lliterature and it doesn't make you trustful of
thess qualities, The real qualities are psdestrian e.z. like high
;rt which Dpsratss With & sinple means. HMisplaced absiractions are
platitudes and we get ﬁhese in e.g. the Szint. Shaw describes his

gople concretely and sc you instantly reoopnize it for what it is.
PeorT ¥y 3 _ ¥ B

Aubrey is a desert preacher and preaches when nobody is present

and this is the rizht description of a preacher. In the desert he
[ ) ; a
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gozs on balking untii the:sanﬂ itzelf runs away {they &ll run away).
This proves he ia a'preacher, There ic rlee the Epglish lady with a
fashionzble cenvention of leoving her daughter whick econsists cof
:incpﬁasiug ﬂer dieﬁ. Underneath are the valués ﬁtich-we dgoenft trust
aﬁd we don't recognize theose who dqﬂnrihe thenm who have no resemblance
to actuzl facte. Tﬁey are abstraeticns in the sénsc that thesc
abstractions are bud. They are bad in the senso that the noble

gesture is bﬁd.

Everyvwhere Shaw shows ihal Lthere are two different natters,
the cenventional pretinses and }ife goes on in bterms of these, but
it hirnges en underlying pernanent valucs of human exicstence which wao

don't trusti. Our poeta, artiets, etc. don' penebrate them.
; a 2 F

hew 18 doubly coverad and thal is why it d2 not a simple
satire of conventionel mornlifr. it is at the sane time & vositivs
argumeni for the geteblishnent of the gﬂrmaﬂﬁut glerments of the
creation. It is epasy to shey tha; under these cheapr pretenses we
get svay from doties and real 1ife but it J2 a bigger thing to zhow

what is rezl life znd whoet 2re ocur duobiles,

Most of Shaw!s plays sre characber plays except Kajor Parbars
and Joan, The play Getting Married goes desper showling bthat the

parant-ciildren relationship is Yhe real Lhing. PFarents are paresabs.

opil ig on history hat is, on eotiety whieh is historical
o i histeory, that 3 ciets 1 hisbtorfical
and 2 Christican contionwealth., It iz Lthe birih of a naition and how

it is impnsaihle.to gvade ths tragedy.




F. doesn't kxaow I the problem of the Baint cores up at all,
but it is primarily the problem of eharacter. Ewery peréan has a
funetion but Lf scciety cannotl eonfinue at ell yﬂu nead a saint with

B new funeckticn which didon't exist.

I may have to do what I tried namely to have an introduction
landing on the secret of all Lhis. What was it he knew and never

gaid®

We might sax ihat Shaw never had nuch to say on Freedom and

technolozy.

Whnat makes him 50 funny, dramatic and sericus? The invisible

reality deternines fate which is character and the reality of scoieby.

I would have to work oul the paradex that he Jls cur aunthor
even though he seems superficial, buit it may be nearer the truth that

he was the prealtest thinkesr of the ¢century. F. thinks sa,

After I raised tﬁe gucstion ¢F his being such a suecessful
bulfoon, the secret was thab he was She greatest thinker of hia age.
He want along the Thomas Agalnas line. Do not Lreat this in bthe |
cheapest way, It might be easfer to introduce the reality of soclely

end the reality of chargeier,
3.8.5, 15 on the sams level with the exlstentialists at least.

The difficulty in having the concept of the reality eof soclatly

here iz that it takes one cuv of the technolopical range.

Myzelf: The historicel plays ars pre-industrial revolution,

6.2y Caesar and Joan.
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Even Hajor Barbara which 15 capitalist keeps off bechnolopy
largely. Therefore in a waﬁ, it is not sc clear how ithe subject fits

in.

'If one thinks of existentialisa it is striking how much it is
a vounber-zoaition, EBxlistentialisn doesa't bring in the technological
charactsr of civilizmation aud thelr poinbd is thabt existence is

unliveable, For Yhaw every one of thelr characters would he comic.

Myzelf: Ferhare we nheedn't have coniemporary maberial to

illustrate z contemporary nroblem e.g., Camua! Sisyphus.

For us il 1s a “hie Hhodus, hic zalta® {jump now - the man

who jumpsd over Colessus}).

If nol even Shaw apd the existeutialists present a case of a

life problem where on earth will we find cone?

Gontarning P.'s comments on the cover of Hajer Barbazra, he
tried to sum up the introduction on what we mean Wy maladjusted,
nazely that he ip perfecily adjusted to the world which deesu't exist,

Gracicusly maladjusted refers to ovil e.g. lying.

Concerning Shaw's comwent in the play Major Barbara on being
forced to punish, P, alvays sald the test of fresedonm was not belng

gompelled tocompel,

You only gzet the full meaning of KHajor Barbara if you read it
and think aboulb it and read it again, but it runs on twe or three

arguments: integrity, social reallsn, cmsisteoney even when this haso
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nothiny to do with integrity (i.o. consictent in conventionslity)
" and the itch for the absoluie {a relabtive value). e.z. Lady Britemart
has &n upper class attitude which means in a way that she would get'

awvay wibth anything.

With Shaw wa will deal with existentialism, He i3 the man

o put existentiasllem in its . place.
Hyself: le put the anawer 50 years boferc the guestion.

Hyselfy I thdnk that the cne geuneral forrmula for Shaw is

moral change 4in a framework of pealisa and maturity.

Thefe Wag aleo cﬁarqctc? and fate. Sﬁnw gatd that we do Know
human paerscnaliiy, life and £a£E. The science of seciely doesn't exisi
but deesper insighte are possibls, Owen didn't have these and ceme out
enpby on seecount of his ratdeunlisn., With Shaw there was the irrational-
fan which he took for real i.e, zmonz the facts. Shaw took irratlionality

- the stunted, the emotional, the artlstic, the spuntaneous l.e. not

the ubilitarian.

You don't need the ntiliterian agale -~ Jjust any scale and z et
rationally on elbher valuss., It is nowever a aguostion of living up -
te these values g.0., Joan, Lhe water colour painter in TeTeLaDelre And

Meok. Or the passionate desire to be & walter in Wi.C, Tell.

Meal hos the same modeasty and kurility as Joan. She is religious
and apart from her so is Androcles, Feek is a genins.aud thg walter
is a gonius in his profession. 4ll have this mabturily through realism.
and Tor fhis wa nued ¥@al modesty and real hopility and the rest of us

just stumble over ocur weaknoss.
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I1f a person is & soecialist and m hard-bibtben realis? he woald
gone Lo the Shavian appreclation of personality. There shovld be

hard shori sentences.

M nestlon on the introduction Lo Major Iarbara pn. XIXY on
¥od J H

- HFoney.

Shaw!s ldea on the impﬂrtanﬂé of money F. accepts. It is as
jmportant zs speech or weiting for cur eivilisation., But the idea of
poverty being the greatest of sins is only true on = funchtional
dafinition of sin, (harm, damage, nulsunce to socieby). ‘hat iz noik
the same as gin. Witheut this kind of money life doesn't exist, All
sltnationsz are separate, Tou can't distribute power, glory which go
with money and you ecan't distribute them without meney while you ean

wlith money.

P. once understood Ghe poverty toing but hé has forgntﬁcn. To
be siﬂk or 311 is usnleés in a.acciety where no poor man is suppoaed to
exigt. It i= not a sin buh highty regative, evil or sinful obut that
iz not the same'thing. It is a funcbienal definition whieh is a play

on words, Poor means vou den't take part in tils society alt sll.




PAUL HEDOY

1

Paul has used Schumpeler's second chapter of his theory of
econonic¢ developmenl and applied it to twoe neo-mercantilist countries,

Japan and Ruszla.

- In &his second chapter, Sehunpeter explzins his hesic theory
of develepment. It is a bread theory of innovations and he apulies

it %o a markel system with institutions kaoown to capitalisn.

Paul applies she theory to pon-market eeconomics, namely Japan
and REvszia. There the developnenl was guleker than in the markeb
econonics,  He shows thet it could be done in &.ﬂcn—narket sconony buﬁ
this is ouly ihe beginning. He shows a differest cthic in invﬁlvad.
Fe uses Fromm's work as 2 bridge to ihis nor-egotlalic ethie. Eis
interasﬁ is mainly afro-asian development which shevld be a nop-narkat

Oe. - "

In ethies he wanbts tc use Fromm snd P.ls position on the market

and in economics he wenls to establish Schumpeler.

P. is convincwd that he underrated Schumpster. lNedow also
~eonvinced A,F, Burans ol his imporbance. A.F. Burns in ths Ruﬂkefﬁllpr_
report wses thﬂﬁpcturian ecuncmics.whicﬁ ls an economies of growth

frow beginning to end. AL F. Burns hUWE?ET; is on markel lines with this
new kind of theory. Scﬁumpeter tool vy the Marxist ides that capital-

ism was a historiecal fact aud therefore 2 develonmendt and this- -

develorrant explains its working. Farx dic

this on the exploitation

theory but 5, did 1% om grewbh bheery, AP, Burns passed on to the
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8. basiz from an earlier one,

Sehumpeter was pasgssiopately involwved in.the.markﬁt ard thg
Entrepreneﬁr. He gays thatchveiopment ié thf;ugh-re—crganizahian
and this is ﬁanﬂ vin insiitutions which ¢hange aud becoune different
ones. s, deaan't regard as da?elﬁpﬁent, popﬁlat%nn growth and a
greater availability of means. Development is a jun? and is a real

change,

F. doesn't swallow this hook, line and sinker, for this
approach l2aves you with insoluble prnhleﬁs for earlier egonumic
history. Thils is Lha great wsakness of this thaurj? otherwise it is
quite a good thzory. Schmpeﬁer’s starting npoint is thal a porfasetly
compebibtive darket syoian doeun't praduce.prﬂfit g=d interest. Harx

gaild that expleitation exclaina it and thoal while 8. drops thal, he

poaises bipg diffiecvities for Lthe pre-capibalist econcmic historian.

Prul sees socinllsem g a moral Issue and the Asiatic pecplas
don't accoept the idez of our amoralism. Thas Gresd Transformotion

or 28 gocialism &8 A ¢ stion 4f humanisn,
forrmlat 2l g n onestion of humanis

It woe Adaw Sudith whoe followed up the idep of private vices
leading to public good. It comes from Handewilles, the bees, who
takes 1t fros Hobbem with kis welwvas. Private vices work oul as

public gooed and bthe wolves, bees ete., are the bowrgeois capitalist,

Yhe Ezst doesalb aceept this, Paul lirks his thought tfor
egoronice growth with the G.7. and with Fromm. P. didn't see this

before and didn'i see iis reaslistic imporbunce.




The abeve idea seems lo offser a falss neolion of freedeou.
This however, is a delusion and swxoral beganse it rakas us aceexnt

egotism as alirulsm by this triclk of pr&tending that it is amoral.

P, thinks this 4s & very good conlribution of Paul's to the
basic diseussion. Paul seess the sbtresgbh of the posibdon in that
i5 takos an extrems moral positions  P. is very much Lnfluesnced bj
Pﬁul z=nd if one ftakas the whole world development F. gesa [or the

first time that Schumpeter was a substantiasl thinker.

What Sehunvaster took from Marx wag that eapitalisn is a
historical developmsnbh.  You can'v oxplaln it as & svatic systen for
there is no profit, ne inbsroesd and ne trads cyele in such 2 oysbenm.

Tt 48 actnalls a sysicn ol spoatanecus bursis of iuprovenant which

explain »rofi%, intarsst and the trade cyela. Dul thls in tura

takes capibaliam to its death and this is a Horx idea. Ifapx however
based it on exploibatieon while Schumpeter bases it on inrevation.
The both say that it bopgins, rises, and ceases and Schunpeter says

that socinlisn is coming.

Sehunpeler however was an adoirer of ihe entreprensur and whe
eavitalist system, This therefore allows Ioul to use bhe second
chapter of Fhe.thaary of caplinliat developzent on the subject of how
_1HHDVMtiﬂna explain the capitalist develepment., Paul shows how other
iﬁﬂtitutiﬂﬁs explaln the rapid devel&pucnt of Japan and Russia which

i¢ baged eon ianovabiong.

One tsm broaden Schumpeter's concvept of narkebts. F, sald that
the whols strueturzl part of soeciety becomss a merkel e.p. risz-bearing

end froight ete.
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Faul showg hnw.thﬂ's#mu happens without a mariedl by direéecting
iﬁfes?ment and Lhat is why Jdapan and Hussia had ﬁ more rapid rate
of growth Lhan America. He ﬁlsﬂ shows that a differcent moral world
goes with.it. Thus hs shéws a different institutional level and a

dif ferent moral level and Eroad:na S. who is bhound to capitalisu,

Owen was prophstiec in this whole business. Unless thers is

‘m diffeprent mar#lity uiiech esechews p;.-{:wf:l'i:.?1 vou esnlt buii& the -

social sector. Hea storhed bﬁ using profit in the Village of Union

but then it wonld po and thls was the only réully inpeftant thing

we had discovered. ¥. said that it assumes profits., A new #alu&tional

existernce ia brought dn. He deoesn't want a changed séciaty-

. Paul stresses im the G.T. the moral ehiange ffum tie profit
to the huvaan meiive. The oither thiﬁg Lhat Feul is stressing as
ths world is jJust now is Lhat two things are Aumportant: firstly
Schunpeberian écanmmiua and segondly that tﬂis is a moral ¢hange away
from the profit mobive of the market system. Panld however ia rizhtly
polnting out whe is goling to du this, the Asian pémplas and this i 3
a point where they sharply differ from the Wast: profit egobism and

evil motives of producing the geods. He points to who does Lhis and

this_sinplifius trinzs preatliy.

Paul sgaidg Lhat one of Lhe.Rusﬁian journals of the acndemy was
disecussing the Friée sraten., There was & discussion by Wovy, Wiles
and Schlesinger. The Hussian acadsny hﬁd'a fuli scale article on the
price sfstem being restored and wvsed nen—clasnigal gconoemies. It 1s
nothing but the theory of impuiation. There ig no labor theory of

value etc., and this was roeoing on thease lasl iwo yearaz.
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Faul is far advanced ln his thinking and in spite of having
~a number of falss notiens, there is a unity of thoupht which is much

greatar than ¥, Lhought. He has a tremsadeous capacitiy for learning.

His strength is that he missed Marxism and is therefore
anti-Marxlst and Lherefore missed a great deal which is no help to

have.

His position towsrd the Hussians is sublvalent and amounts to

a double lack of objectivity.,

ﬂq ié s very effective porson bacaﬁse he is Etrﬂnglf oriented
to definite Eﬁlubions; He i3 an extremely likeable fellow., Ee is an
emizre and s8¢ hs van declds what he is %o be ~ and so hs is 2 husaian,
His children speax Russian, He apent 3 to k evenilngs with K.P. and

is & tremendously original fellow.,
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PREEDOH AND TRCHNOLOGY

One i1s thrown back on the realily of scelety. Hoth the
freedom guestion and the technoleziecal guestion invelve the gnestion

of what 312 sﬂ¢iety.

The reality of it runs over the recoznition that wa caannoct

contract oub.

F. would not stress any more the precaricusness of the
tachnelogicsl elwllizatlen because actuz) factors do not arzue for
procarisusness or the subconacious asecrneptancs of 1t, There is an

amazing anount of foprgetfalrness on the precarisusness of the world

L G. thf} H': Bﬂm]].

Jaspers gives supbhort Lo the idea of our civilization being

techtnologlezl but doesnlt link this to freedos.

Our argument runs over thes inecherence of our value system
in which the absolutes enter and tear a hole In the sack and are a
denial of the realiiy of socisety. He night well have a chapter under-

lining what the teochnological character of society means. Owen's idea’

is not the reality of socleby but this is a new feature of our civilization

The reality of seeciety transcends industrial civilization., Sovciely
always had some reality, but the degree is new. It gi#es to the

‘reality of soclety a doainant teopleal interest of luportance.

¥, would Yike to ume the Jaspers bubt Lthe ecurdiocus thing 1z it
haré¢ly comes neer our subject. It is all abastract and waguo. On

the seeial history of the machine, he fthinks that technology is
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mankind®es second bresth and will last for ancther six thousand years.

F. helieves this.

It would have to be written that the technologieal eivilization
canﬁoﬁ go on as 1t is forever and we noed a seccigly which can s tep
Lechnolopical progress and sciences. A market system cannobt de this
and is utterly hopzless, (One must be caréful not to cut acress
the next.fifty to one hundred years and go on fe tvo hun&raﬁ and

£fifty vears, We should kaep our feet on the ground),

The guestion i where these theughts take you, BEBvan today,
such idess za Konnen's také you to setiing limits te the technological
eivilizgstion, e.g. Bhe idea that it's okay for the Russians te proesed

on this line but we had enough.

The idea of the Haaﬁ saying something to the rest of the
world and hovw to industrialize would maks éﬁmc senge for 1958, Owen
never got heyﬁnd 1838, We egnnot carry our idéas too far in any one
direction bscause then we w&ﬁld pot bo able to have the total asrpgument

of the bock whick would be wsighty.

One would certainly hope lhat the Aslatic world would build

better than we and advance by one step.

P, scas that thse G.T. is one of the few books of an enlightened

character for nationaliam.

Wo regard sccialism as & matber of humanism. This 1s thoologiceal,
but Owen expresses it with tremeadous force although he is a rational . .

atheist. Also Farx takes the samoe position and so does Hippolyte.
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‘Bumanlsm howsvery, is muelh broader than scelslism and might even be

conservative.

P. would like, in the Marx chavier whieh he is writing,.tn
mike e¢lear the world imporitance .of Lthe present situation: fresdom
and the rezlity of society and the relatlionship to technclopgical

olvilization. .

a incident ifie he Qwen, Hego farx and Sha

This 1 tentally clarifies the Owen, Haegel, I d Shaw
positicons as having a2 relevance te frecdom In a technologiczl civile
ization, while the connectiocu of these great thickers is presented

in a sirvle formn,

That G.H.S5. was a soclalist is_fnrtunztﬁ, but it was prinapily
juatice ke was after, and a genuine full life, He_thinka you mipght
have 1t mnfe gasily 1in a'differeﬁt type.of socioty. P. dossa't know,
It 45 & good idea to have & pgreat poet artist and writer to shew

what one is talking about.

With Earﬁ, history evé;utiﬂn and selanee is the ezzence of
evorything., The tirmetable of sverything is the history of the future.
Karx imagines that ihe onlgxthing he knows ﬁomething about is= the
next step 4n scecial developasnt parallel to the French Revolubion.

In Shaw no eone caan do anylhling about 3%, HMawn ecan only be born.

Uwen keeps to the machine and posbulates a di fferent soelety,
morally and ethieally. DBut he postulotes tremsndous dangers. He

was prophetlec én the issue of tha transition and example,

At this point Marx comes in and we relate him to the reality

of scciebty uot o 1efse breadth.
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In what sense doegs Marx ﬁartly élahcratﬂ and partly comtradlet
Owen? He included Owen iﬁ his-Hagelianism which is how he got to
history. We would end by proving in the early Marx that he was
abtenpting a réalﬁtf’uf socia;y and this leavesz ithe guestion over for
Shaw ete, DBotween Owen and Harz (who added Qwen to Hegel) we hﬁ?e an

argumant.

We do nothing but exploit our Owen and fix Merx in relation
to it assuvming that he sdded Owen to Hegel. We must find a place for

the important things we want to say,

Ouwen's otronz side is technology rather than {reedom so we
take up techneloegy: In the Marx chapter wo would %teiie up the ides
that it is not roalized how much the 19th century owes to Quwea, He

was prophebie when he said the mechine might eguse serious trouble.

Bui it is less elesy how much Harx owed to the nther slda.
Owen had serious ideas on the natures of the transforsation and the
roglity of soclety hinges on this and it 3s ne contradiction to say

that Owen was wvague on fresdonm.

in Marx freedon is sirong. Oermsn idsalistic philosophy was

about nothing else and he used ilegal.,

This permits us to take up the social history of the machine on

the one hand and freedom on the other.

Owert did have wvaluable ideas on the soclal transfermation,

namely the trensitlen and the change in Yhe value sysbem.

Koving 4o Marx there is the human eontent and he linked 1t
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to Hegel. 1In Harx the t:ﬁnsfarmatiﬂn of soclely is resally based om

2 religion ¢f humanisw and society becoames humen in the distinetive
serse of the word - in the wﬁg the humanness of man could be defined.
This ig the essence of the sarly Harx:. Freedon is s0 ingrained in
Marx and 2zl the German ﬁhilnsmphcrﬁ Lhat philosophy in fact means
freedom, Dub the meaniung is so vazie that unlessa Fou rqmind peopia

of this they won' know what Harx is talking about.
Engele! iden of necessiiy is fram geveral angies a guibhle.

Marx never realized that ithe working olaes might be a minority
and Lenin also thought %there would be an overwhelming mﬁjnritf for the

revolublion., Obherwise there would be no revoelubtionary situation.

Kerx put everybthiang on hisbory end gave the ass a kick %o the

furthaest noprizon.

Has fresdom hoon safely transnitted by him in turning over ito
histery? This is vagne. This allows us te show whal %Lhe early Harx

doas mean,

The Borkenau book on MHarx {in German} only goes Lack to Lhe

theses of Feuerhach but theyr blnck_thiﬁ problam,

We mizht start from CGwen and hls prophecy on the machine that
he had meore teo sav on socinlisn and the working class mevesent than

most peenle realise.

The problen of seoclnalism is kipgh on the topiecsl 1iat and the

].-I-

capacity of Nerth Amories (U.3. and the €.C.F.) not to have enything

to say about it was perhaps the grealest weakness of the Amerlcan scane.
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Owen proposed soclalisu without teaars., lHe raises two gquastlons:
btochnology and the moral questions It shows what big gestures we noed

to leave cut the econemics.

We starti with the technelogical ocivillazatlion which is sunobhing
concreds and how noar it is to incdustriziization, ihe economy, morallty

and motivation.

Fe. ean't zive any ra%son ﬁhg he hite on teehnolozy. As far as
techrology is ﬂéﬁ#ernea, some ecomel may have passed by, parhéps nearck
o Bnpland than to the othor countries and infiamad the mind of a feow
huskiex, Some ask where did thlugs go wWrong? Was it the resaleasance?
The reformatlien? It uever cccured tomyone te improve production.
Actually whabt a mess of troubles game out of it. The machines had 1o

be cmashed - 1£10-12 Hostingham ete,

Owen sald "soeledy" snd that is a meral change and the machine

foreess 1t.

To Hegel Marx added British soclalism and the working class
movement. (Owen means somcthing in England. Lere nothing means

anything}.

We drew a portraift of Owen becnuse what he had Lo say would
‘nevar ccne out. Owen leads up ho @ very sharply peinted noral

guestion ef how far we can £0.

We aye safe as loasp s the problem of soclalisu is broadly and
quistly treated, If we parrowly tock up the reality of socleby 1t

would be acedenlsc and extremesly boring., Life comes through as 2
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history of the last hundred and fifty years. For ex:mplo, if it

hed nothing to de with ¥arx cne weouldn®™t know what it haa,té do with

P, brinzs Lenir in, He savaed the pesition End krought in thﬂge
Fagtern peoprlesas But the Zastern peoplas brouzght themseolves ia Cafey
Sun Yebt Sen was o scclal democerat 50 ysars ago., He becams a socialist

in 1932 in London,.

=

Owen wasa't intereated in “reedom bedl Hary was, Show wasuti
interestad in either tachaolegy ner freadom. Yet if you give the
history of Lhe 19th esatuvry you Dbebiter give then, 12 we argue that

E
oL

he whole preblem of human zecielry begins w4l Lthe inductrinl -

[

uLlon

we peed sewxzelhing to fall hachk wpen.

The specific metaphyeical problam Df.frﬂedﬁm and bechnology
ig a philegephical thesis and 1%t is not sasy Eo afgua beyond the
intuitive frnth 1% asseris, It is neo% easy to show its doctrinal
development, I% would be a beok of philesonhical argunent but the

diffieunlty is nobv only a convinelug exposition of {his thoughit of

freedomn.

The reality of soelely has dif{ferent meanings and the meaning
‘rolevant to Chrigtian freedon is not nocezmzarily the one people fael

most strongly about, Bubt it is diffienlt to 1link up with this.

The problem has no hizh degree of relevance to the situations

recognized 28 hirshly problemadicel . 14 may Lurn oot thalt Shaw and
Harx are nuch more topleal than we thought. I cne writes a

1

philomhlicel~rellgicus itrestless thls naterial is not easy teo it in

and it ie not clear how mueh it has Lo de with the subject,




s cene up walch make thelir appearencs. The
purely eilkieald dof on of the markst theorom as developed in
the Great Transformabtion mey be mueh more teopical than we thouchb.

It ¢ldn't =zeem topieal.

Inzofer as we can davelap the subject, allenation and reification

¢can be pecsented in & far almplier fors — goeimlist hunanilon.

But the brogsd im
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dicztion 1s Indevendernt of detail - 4t i3 the

3

hunanistic apprench ic the whole guestion of eccnemy aad society. Bub

at
Bhe englegwhich ths wlole

(iH]

w

at the same tine It 2pocars whis may b
thing may ecwe up bebween Zast pnd West, 1T is worbikh céﬁsidering
whether thie ian't cruelsl for Shawls underatanding of charscter and
fate. ¥e move gway from Leeknolezr as the main subjoed and move te
the place of the seonomy in sociely. The East dis not dealing with

technology in society bubd with it's Introduetlen into sceiety.
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problen it zhewid be considered. Ths ubtborly fatal morsl coaplicatlen
in the Westi ocgurs bhetavse in a thoroushly industrialized sypsten, the
maritet syotes iz belnz malnbained, The fuwo bLegethar are doubiiul,

We could d=al with indusirinl scclety alone or nmarket society alone

but tire twe togsethsy are boo much.

The BEast moves {oward industrislizeation withoul the profit
s

aystem whereas wa might rid ourselves of Lthe profit motive and

intepgrate sofist)y.
1

How do we deal with the economy where Lhu econumy ls not

dominant yek it shapes character, life end fate %co narrowly?




~ 35 -

It doee mean that if we started from the malaise in Hestern
civilirzation and formulebed 1t a3 the questién of freodem we find
that the_technclagical civilization raldes philesophical aad relliglous
guestions of a grave kind. Here Lhe thought enters that we cannot deal
with our econnhicxsyﬁtam and might be able to deal with it in a more
intagrateq saclety. Bastern socleties do think that thelr natienal
life éhauld daclde the problen but wé fe}l complately helpless in

this regard.

Otherwise F, Eﬁya that it's only possible to write the two
subjects tozether: one is réstrictaﬁ tu.a phllosopkieal~religious
thgsis and the other wnuldiﬁﬁge on the political East-West issuss
en which we don't have wuch to say. Dul if we take the planetary
problem and the guestion of how far they are meving to a restricted
industrialization we can see how far this raises Lhe queation of East
and West. While they want industrializatioa they are susplclousn of
eur culture and vivilisation. The way our ecﬁnumy ig placed in sociely
makes the questiéh of industrializing an intolerable risk. Their

attitude is to indusktrialize without the profit metive.

We offer them the kind of freedoms which are more possible and
to get rid of the robten antiguated scclal institubions. Tt is not
clear how they would get rid of them 3if freedom has no meaning and

purpoae at all.

P, foaps that we would get sueh a grand acluiion that every-

thing 13 solved and history might end.

This would be much more a rerort on the condltion of man today

and wonld not genter on the one thing we know., The rezlity of soclely
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would be a permanent element in the pleture buil what is surprising is
that it would be an exposition of the meaning of sccialism under new

anpgles.

- "The moral argvement for scclalism was discredited First by the
eapitalisté end also the soclalisbs. This differs in conpletely
eutting loose from both. Hob thal one can be doﬁmatic bat there ars

inferences of esnornmous praciiesl importance.

fhe difference betwesn the Russian-American contentlon which
is just now centering eon the muterial race may be utterly different

with China. Bhe may nevar enter this race and take a different line.

1f ﬁhiﬂ iz egarried cn in the way of esn investipation iﬂé_
different from the way an insight is given which has intuitive

recognition - & revelation which isa't an emplirlcal fact.

P, says don't get rid of the nachine - cnesk and centrol 1%,

but gel rid of the cammarcialumethnd ~ that takes you to hell.

I1f you take that podnt of ¥lew you cean ask whal to do with the
Karxism? Hers freedom enlers - the moral meaning which is the

necessity of Tollowing history and ils coumands.

In Shaw you get the realistic picturs nf life and tﬁat depends
on a pleture of life in society where the prefit motive has di sappeared,
(This is what we say about him -~ he nevﬁr BrEues this}. lle doos say
that larx opened his undersﬁﬁnding of the ﬁorld'but that doosn't

amount to much.

The Asian revolution 48 in P.'s view the most important thing
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in this natter; le got this from Pausl and he got this conclusion
independently. ﬁaul came.tu the ecncluslen that It 1z Schumpeter
who 1s varf sympathetic, had a ¢onceptual systenwhich transcends
the market and seems a bebter economic Lheory than the other and

better applicabdble to Bastern e:nvpires.

The 1mpn;tant Lhing is thal one ean write the book because
it is highly topieal.. The Fast shounldn't unly.take teshnology but
there shonld be the seeunlaprizaticn of old feligiun. This gets away
from bthe tradition-oriemted society i.e. religzioh. This nust go with
“the destruction of their ghastly soelsl systen .z, The Indian easzte
aystem, The last thing that we should dp i3 Lo idealize 1t. Also.
the utteriy dogmatic roling idea ¢f ocur culturé 1s docmed and it

ie a kind of matter eof the paat.

The Facts of tﬁe ¢ase aye really very simple and F, didn't
see them, What have we to say on the position of mankind as a whole?
How do wé have s bridge te make the Fust betber to live with and the
Wesat the rest of the world can better stand? Of c¢ourse a reform of
eonscicusness is dinvolved and we resizn curselves to the realily of
society and drep the profit notive and have the iustitutiﬂnﬁ whiech

do nol Incapzeilate us for life dIn an industirial scciely.
Yy questlon: On what grounds do we drop the profit motive?

With Owen it was humanlism huﬁ it was short of the econonism
¢f Hari. Marx was not at all éafm against the ecgonounlistic interpre-
tation of industry. Thars is no warning in Karx ngain},t the material-
istic. In Shaw there is warning and no doubt the econcmist would

never accept this,.
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The Egsb lived lor cenbturies with theolir great famiiias whrough
usury and great class Bxéiultﬁtiﬂﬂ;iﬂfﬁﬂgh:ﬂsuxy and a feudal syslen.
Therefore we should have no ngnsensé sbout the East representing
equality and justlee. But tﬁe institulions should be based on
ecnoperation and duby and ned on persenal profit. We had to have the

latter =o we had it, and now we say gocd-by.

¥y guestion: Would P. rovise his stand in favor of a mixed

egonomy?

¥o, the dangsrs of o 1003 planned econcmy include the disregard
of individual espherss of freedom. In this regard it would be reversing
the Bolshevik trend., 4 Lotally planned sceclabty is utborly rejescted.

The Russians have Lrled this,

In a mixed econony, if we need a rumber of pecple with a
.profiﬁ rotive we shouldn't ideslise them., Itts Jjust ovns of the things
we wouled have to mubt up with snd there should be an niche so that

they are pernitted to collect thelr nillions.

The Introduction must be different and conprise the wholsn
‘aprumernt. It should be pessible Yo stard with Owen and go on to

Marx and Shaw.
Hy guestient  Will we include the HNousseau problem?

It is very peeunliar Lhat here the economy ds mlssing and it
is not wissing in Owen, FEarx and Shaw. Rousseau sizght open up the
fourth part where we go on to the reform of conscicusress and part el

the Beussean problem and the reform of consciousness would be something
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the West and Basi try to accept. The VWest would drop the nrefit motive
and the Bast accept the democratic and individualistic implication of

the Rousseau problem.

-
To put fresdon as 2 Christion priblen 48 very dangerous. The
peint is that the West sulfers so mach from loss of freedoms because

it is. freoedom—-oriented,

P, doesn'lL mind leading up to open:questiana s long as ithey
are well grounded &nd as long as the formulation of the gusstilons
impllss an achlevement, F. deesatt need the key to world history in
his haﬁd. P, sees the problem of socialisw simplifisd and takes 3t
back to Uwen &nd Harx, but leaves ouil thea Russians wWho ars a worlid

in between because the thing dozsa't pelarizs that way.

The present prefacc 1s & cold war prefaco on Russia and America,.

That is a mistake. Ther can sithor have a war or not and bthat is all.

But more enn bs paid about the relaticon of the Aslan ravolution
to Western civilization. The stﬁrting roint isg the industrial
rovolution, The dAsian revolution is the awakéning of pre-industrial
“revolution forces. Their activization ie the hAsian revalﬁtiﬁn. They
ara cnt for industrislization and therefore the faet that the induatrial
fﬂ%ﬂlutiﬂn did spread to Asia is & guperfdeisl element in the Asian
revolution. Tt doesn't memn the industrizl revolutioa spread (like a
disease spreads} and this explains why it 1s there., The onestihing
that didn't spread %o Asia ip the Asian revolution. It weas berae there.
Some imazine that the Asianz want to be like us, This 48 a nis-
underatanding.' Tﬁcy anly want the waapaﬁa we possass to beat us over

the head.
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- Cur subjeest, if yﬂu_rglafc it to the world scene transcénda
Russia and the UsS. but it has a éreat deal ic do with Hast asnd Hgat;
It id2 noi Ruszilas That i3 behind this, bub in order to undarstand
what ia-guiﬂg el we have to gsl her out "of the way. .Frﬁm Lhls angle
it 4a goed to have s broad philesopnical problenm which no one iinks

with t he guestion of the U.5.-U.3.5.H.

Soeiziism is breuvght in on the grouad flecr. The definiilion
would be thal implied in Uwen and would be & new definition of enormous

importance. It dis technology and an etiezl organizztlon,

It iz not seo much humanism. There is a theologieal ﬁrnblem.
If you Etart.atnnn yOU are soon ab God (men writ lasvge} if you atart
2t God you =oon are at Kan. Thorefore P. is not sure that humanism
i the Desh and Shresh kesis LI6 bu uoed by averyone from the counber-
"revolution to Lths parky reformors. The bouwrgeolsis zaid vhey were
socialist in ihe ethical sense. That is exaclly what thesy were not.
The acceptance of the reality of soclety and its Drgﬁnizatiﬂn has to

be ethical, This is exactly what iLhe bourpgeoisie ﬂﬁh‘t accept.

When ¥. wrote thn.Cummantary article, he knew he was going far
beyond and in taking ﬁp the tauhnulugicni eivilization he transcended
the problem of capitalism. Unl2ss we do we'canﬁot discurss the Weast
and Bast. P. dovpn't have in the realiity of soclety section in tho
artiele that technelogy glinches it. P. hadn't declded for it at

that tine,

The market systen was the only means by which machines could be

used. This fatefully distorted the pleture of man albhough we beliesvad
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it wae a pleturs of market nociety. The Great Transformaticn theorem
ja repeated liere in a more toplecal way. The necessity is related to

technology wiieh he eccepls.

£

e ihe Ticiine Lhat b wen cniiils e Guderatoed ShAt g
technolozical eivilization is_taugh and restrictivo. But to say fréedam
Bs Ghristian mctéphysical fréadﬁm, i; more diffieunlt to underataﬁd and
accept beeause nel everybody need apree. -This is =& ﬂhifting away from
ﬁhc'eriginal thesis. This shifbing has been gﬂiﬁg.ﬁh for o long time.

=2

Yhe thinz is net te be excessively dogratie but to leave roon for the

preparation of fact.

The strengest argumert is the Cemientary Article:’ the markeu
terrs foreed us to think in a2 distorted pieture of pan. Thia moral
question has more mesbt than Owen. He pubs It down to Christianity

and the maricet {both).

The moral preblsm is rajsed by Lhe market parspective of man.

We mean by the moral question to change to & different wview of zan,

My quesition: Do we give sawstanbive conbtont to the new view?

That 1s wheare QOwen, ¥arx and Shaw come in. What we need 15 an
anchor for the technolozy elerent. Bul we can introdace it when wa
decida that tazhanlogzy mads it aore relevant, It was the mariel

nachanisn that oreduced this pleturse of man.

Whan P. wrobte the €. article 12 wveare aze he said that we are
¥ g5

faced wibh the technologics) elvilization and 1t seszed then very

daring. Today starting froa a dogmalically circumscrlibed interpratation
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makes it sasier than the meobtaphysical whieh is "a prendre or a laisser!

and ie nel easy Lo see if one moves to the widae word d.

P, would include the socialist position by saying that the
narket econony was the first phasse and now it.iﬁ not just a phase
but we are faeced wiﬁh a technological civilimation itselrf. The C.
_article is rmeh more prophetic in retrospect than arseared at tho
tiwe. This leads P. to 2 somewhatb different phrasing for freedom.

t“he C. a2rtiile was somewhabt evasive. Ib says freedom was part of

& bigger provlem as 1f freedon didn't arise in soeialism wiieh it did.

What P, doesn't like is the material and ideal motives which

gean nob relevant.

The fact that we are going to hell indicates tﬁai science is
.part of a larger probleam of which Lhe market was ths first phase.
fhe second phase should now be taken up and there is now an Bast and
a West., If the market svatem has nade man confused about himself
that is an excellent way of raising the predlem of maral change. The
picture of man introduced Ey thc zmarkot ceonony may be a tremendous

“hindrange.

On freedon and tecknology there is not encugh to say except
sopething intwvitive. ¥You ean say something about technology and say
sonething aboub seeiallsm which comes up as a ehange in bhe market

systen, This wmeans Owen, Karx, Shaw and the kanut.

There are no specific econcmic metives., Moore quoted this and

P. thinks that the Fareons is also saying this.




LR hj g

The chronology of ?ha problem is that the induestrial revc%ution
is the beginning of ithe complaints abeut sociely. The moral.changu
is breaking away from the profit motive. This change dees ralse Lhe
question of whebther Lhis is compatible with human societ#. This

quastinn implies the accentance of tLhe reality of scciety.

"P. doesn't tnink that we should jdentify moral chanpe with the
reform of consciousnes: which we idenlify with the reality of svdiety.
The problem of reaignatiﬁn should not be raised undil the fourbh part

of the book, the total confrontation of man and his pesitien.

The introduction would start from teechnolegy but would instantly
proeeed to the idez that zdjustment to this invelves peshaping, human
conscliousnesa, The moral part is introduced Hj par eriticipe of the

marketb.

The freedom problem must be dealt with as only one aspect of
the general probles of a btechuolozical ecivilizmation., I{ should be
added that 4t will be sasa that frééd@m was never ahsent amcong the
problems of society ever since the machine entefed, With Marx, freedonm
grine up as a fundamenial moral problem. For larx it was serving
history aw salvation, for ebhers it might be civie liborties. For
K.P, the condition of ran is the consciousness of the infihite value

ef hiz own scul.

Freedom is 2 symbol of sumething being thoreughly wreng. In
the fourth part 1t will be e¢lear that this has to do with a total
balance and while we have bto endupre the technelorical civilization we

cannot epdure it in Lhe market form.
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fhe institubicn of the econony moralizes it (carries values
into 4t)., One can't use this term just as one can't use ethicising

it.

In our introduction we must have a clear idea of what we mean
by ethical motive. Thia is more honour stafus and prestige than
. anything else. It iz not being selfless. There 1s nc use bsing
pelfless if bLhat maxes vou a foul (i,e. a useless person)., We might
iniroduce Pleiturgies’ - self-assumed honorific duties, They are not
nucmsﬁarily.self—as$umed. Secieties may iqtrpdune Lthen wihetlier the

rich like it or nﬂtg
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In Merx wa stop at his idea of ¢he humane socieby whieh is,
'45 or *hhk. The limitabtiorn which scciehy seis wp disappearg and he
moved to history -~ we rusi scrve hisiory. Tho reality of society

digappeared into the rsalily 6f hisborlical developmant.

I+ is even more difficult to amgeertain what history denands

than what socisty mipght require. History might demand that we

 oseemingly fly in thoe face of the requiremsnts of asciety, There is

here a much greabter radicalism than Owen. History would justifly
disregarding the laws ef seelety. It is the far linit of History which
stops us, This wroves bo be only a limit for the anti-soelalist,. That
je why the Kerxist becomes inihmman, Serving histery is 1ot sarﬁing
society. It is a master one removed. Fﬁr example, wo ﬁight say that

we don't need eivie liberties, since sorving history is itself fraédﬂm.

This 1s a nuibble.

The sarly Harx ﬁnderlies the Great Transformation altogether,
since the charge azainst the market economy is the dehumanizatloen
of humanity. This is broadly developesd in the Poor Law chapler and

the charze 1s wade againsi 3psenhawland and the Foor Law of 1834,

Farx introduced the idea of history with the aim of erealing
& human sceiety with everything serving the personal and human
community. He theught that this was the condition of what socialism

would he like.

The purpose of such a chapter is te show that Eolshavisn, when

44 falle baek on humanism would have to incorperate the ideas of the
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Early lHarx., These should be correcied buil L he Bolsheviks Find an
impreved Marx and we doen't loese a century twice over. We have lost

it once,

The freeﬁcm cmmés up in.the way bthe Gerczan idealist philesophers
forauvlate freedom, and ¥arx saW man making his own history and
Junping inte the poalm of freadom. This would have to be huran.
Harx nses gociety in a very speecific sensec of the term, man belng
a different anjimal fron obhers. Thues we pget the apecific meaning of
t e term human ~ the iﬁea for examﬁla of "man alene® in Julian Euxley's
book. This could take the sukject teo the brinE_nf the atonic world

where we ere now. (The Beﬂial'histmry of the machine),

P, thinks that it sheuld lead up to thas pestulate of the reform
ef human conscleusness and that is what Lthe Shaw chapter would be

booed on.

The reallly of socleiy in Harx coemes from Hegel: that Lthere

are laws pgoverning the wholas tﬁing,'as woll as tha idea of nistory.

. One could show how Harx, without culbing leose from Owen, developed

- mnd transfﬁrmcd this positien, He transfcrmed 1t by taking history

as that which 18 reasl Iin socleby. ' 8

Marx added Owen to Megel. HMarx was not an Owenite but =

Hegelian. He introduced nistory, but bobth the machine and the

human motivation come in throuwgh Owen,

Twoe things zreatly simplify our prepesitions and make it much
easisr to write the Harx. DBoth refer to the relationship ef Ouen to

¥erx. Farx added Owen to Hegel; but because fegel cut hisiocry short
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Marx added thé_future. It was however Uwen's perspective: parﬂlﬁ

the machine and partly moral chenge.

Uren was prophetic on the machine, but on moral chnange he saw
that there would have to be & cumplete moral change and this would

be the trunsition from the present to the future,

Dwen thvught.thab the force to achieve this iﬁ.axample and
this weuld take the world to recdalism. Herx added to ltegel the
vehicle ef ihia transitien, that the workive class weuld de this. Dut
by'thia Varx really accepted particﬁlarly Lhe part Lthat Owen has

m

stressed, morsl changee. That was ono parbt of socizlism although there

were obthars.,

Elenents in the esrly ¥arx cowe frou illegelian origins. The
analysis in the ezrly “srx distinpuishes between relfication (object-
ification) and alienabtion, Lukags says that Hegel mixed up the two.

Every ocbhjectification is an alienation. Hippolyte whe foullows lLukaes

a srezl deal says that Horx wasn'i right ecither.

A1l this howWever seems nobl necessary te undersntaand Owen. who
sald that a comploete moral change is needed, Uwen dldn't understand
the markeb systen nor any economics old or new but Hegel did fifty

years earlier. ' &

The insight of the moral change is whalt Owen contributed and
Karx aqdepted and he added Ghe vehiclo of the working class, Uwen
however nad gone to the Arehblshop of Canterbury and the capitalists.
The second point on the philoscophical side is that Paul says that the

important thing ia the change to ethlies from egoiism and crime. Paul
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sums up the G.T. position which is in the tradition of Owen and offers

& vehicle whieh is the Afro-isian revelution.

Harﬁ never.cansidereﬂ denying frgcdﬂm to the individunal, Today's
Russian preblen hﬁd noetl cmme.up. Therelore what we would have to
rﬁﬂﬂnsiruﬁt is what his pesition would Le in the face of things as they

REATLY : '
have developed, =: :

The wmain questioﬁ 15 that there is nothinz on the social history
of bLhe waehine and the guestien of what %ind of neral change. Owen
ends up with the pesuliar moral paradox that you can't koew the Ylimits

s an awgsouwe thouzght, Bul Harx never

|=ts

of the reality of scclety which
thought of this and this is beside the point, He carried on UOwan,

namelry bechuology, nachine soodl ety and moral changze.

In Owen thz thought that the reality of sceciely mey Limit all
thiz iz only Iintroduced &l Lhe verj vind. He ends up with = peeuliar

noral challengs of an exbtrone paradoX.

Owen was right en techncelegy aad on transition. Harx never
knew anything about socialism buft this -~ and enforcement through

examples.

Karx wss anncryed ab Hegel eand when he added Owen he also added

something new - the working c¢lass, as a vehiels.

The moral ehange on whieh F. wll)l land, Owen postulated and
Harx zgcepbad. P.'s main point is what kind of c¢havge and what iind

of humanisn, instead of the market econonmy?
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Bringing in Afro-Asia in & abriect parallel to the iHarx

consbructien and F. saw how daap his eoncepiion ef the matier is.

 Moral man achieves frecden Lhrough bthe service of history.
Neither Yesel nor Owen had & rellzious conception {the rabionalistie
£ E

ia nob & religiecus concepbion). Harx! hupenisne is linked with Feuerbach.
u ¥ -

We hawvs not much 5o say on aliesnatiocn and objectiflication

because Owen got it rizht « moral change is needed, and therefore we
: : ; e,

don't need this conplex scciology.
k o)

il

Earx didgn't solve the problem beocause he was opbinistic on the
machinz and the technology. He didn'4t have the.nunvicticn on &
nonumatﬂriaiistic approach beling posﬁib16¢ Then he had this blind
confidence in Lthe working claaé and sefence. (le didn't suspect science

of beinz erasy).  He also thought cne could bank on history.

These are prebty big chunks of weakuess and there was an

enormous ameunt ef optimiom:

i} that bhe majority would be for the slvational line
2} that materialisn would Lurn Juto its cphoaita

3} +that science could.Be trusted

It dida't cecur te hix that this would ba a planetary trans-
formation. Owen sald that this was internationzl and any one eouniry
cannot stay behind, When Marx said Frolelariasns of the World Unite,

he meant Ueraany, France and Zritain.

P, droppod out of the Hungarian student movenent in 1908 bocause

the movesant lapsed, HMarxisn becane less attraclive to inteliacliunals







because it was out of touch with the latest scientific bnouwledge.
Sscondly Harxisn adﬁared to oriheodex ec¢namic§ and the new economies

Wi s ﬁipin; out bthe Ricardian foundatlions. Thirdly the Soclal Democratic
mavemgﬁt wag becoring irade unionist and losing its insyiratiaﬂal
character, All this was between 1905 and 1%10., Marx treated bthe genus

man while Hagel hed the "unlversal man'.

Hegz)l knew Adam Huith which had vesn translated in 17%6. Hegel

and Marx ware out of phase.

Lukzes is the leading Harxian living thinkor. "Ber Junge Hegel®
will be compulsory raoading for German philesephy in 20 4o 30 yeavs

frem nod.

P, read Rosencrants at 18, He wag the first sditor of Hegel.
There was no Begel wdition for 100 years and then thare was thz Lasaon
edition., (And lloffmeister). F. found Rameau's Nephew. He collected

many Hegal editions in 4% New Tork.

The Luddites were right. They slowed down prozress while
everybody else spsedad it up. Thes Harxists and Socialists said that

heosanpe somelnins wonldn®s lasi in the long run it shouldn't ba used
L=l

=

in the shert run. Gverryore was imbued with prorsress when P. was yong.

For Farx, [lreoden wag ran's natﬁre. He pressed forward to
eliminate the shackles of private properiy. The law of technology,
not only its origin bul alse itz fubture devclopmonb is innsrent in
society. For Harx the law of sovuleiy was with technolopical advance.
Alse Landshubt said that tﬁc édvance of the machire ws the dizlsctic of

social progress.

Leninism mipht be brought in. It was so complenentary to Xarx.
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The hiatory of the reality of soclety nay be combines with =
e

downright eritlcism of Marxism which may include delusions in regard

to histafg, the working class and selencea. ALL three were delusiens.

Fe read the Hlppelyte, the Xarcuse and Lukacs and he has the
Tesling that ours is a ﬂrer;'r much simpler pdsitinn than gaing into the

‘hiztoriography of these thinkers.




HOBERT OWEN

Cne canncot overlock ths Goitha prograsn affair. M.F, has an
~article in Incounter and 1t is on the Gotha program - the distincticon
of conmmunism apd socizalisu and the transition., The wiole is Cwenlte

and i=s of the grestesy lnterasi.

The discowvery was overloeked Lhat 1t was his thoughts that
datﬁrminqd th& ideolopy and program of the sociszl denmccratic world
and passed irto commnien asnd msde 2 realistic ides, That wes Lhe
transition. There ie the thought firsbt cof the Lramsition Lo cocialism
for soelety as a whole and sccondly that the sucecss ﬂﬂuld hingze on
that part which was seclalized. That hiuges on the ?;1lagﬂa of Unicn.

Kobody thought of this peaning of 1t and thils musi be sald,

We =ttach a very graaw importaﬁce tn this 1dea. It is oune of
the ideas that was most fruitful 4in the history of socizlism. It

connletely goenbradicts the discussion of Uwen as & Ulopian.

Guen said that Yhz maghline would have tc be carofally wateched -

how mueh wachine and what kind of peehine. Ferhaps we could svart
with Lhe sontence cn baing faveurable toward ihe machine aud at Lhe

same time not latting it pged outl of hand,

On the fréednm guzgtion one cannct come up with Owen, He
thought that Ghristianiby was dandividunalising man.  Bul toeday we see
that we havs to individualize man up %e & point. e can'tb foliow Owen

" there., Owen was diszusted. The ehurch sald thzt ithe poer were
reszonsinsle for their own situatlon., He kuew whad unemploysent was.

They hadn't the faintest idex what it was and he said that it was absurd
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to put it on the poor themselves. His sernse of justics reveltad,

Owen will set the easentialliy of direction for the nexi
100 years. I would sees this if I were at home in the history ef the
soeialist movemsnt. It is the transition whleh has nover ceamsed to

diég the movement e.gz. Lenin and the Erfurt program. This hinges en

. the Owen and connat be treated In an elliptie and aphoristic way.

F. haz dafinite assumphbicns on whare the Uwen leaves us. This
is ap owe-inspiring tesl - that the only way totest the reality of
scclety is Lo carvy it te its limits. Lt is an idez of extraordinary

daring,

buda

Paul says that socialism is a moral issuc and the Asiatic
people don't sccept the idea of our amoralism. The Great Trans-

forzmation fermulates soclalisn as a guastion of humanism,

It was Adam Saith whe follewed up the idea of private vicas
"being public goods. He got this frox Pandevwille, the story of the .
bees, who took it from Hobkes with Lhe idea of the wolves. Private
vices then work cut to be public good and the wolves and bees represant
the bourzsols capltalist, The Dast dossn't accept this. {Above

i1dea included in Fanl Fedow).

Harriet Martinezu said that Owea can'i explain his position,
noe hagnft the zift. But she wnderstcod he woan't =saying whal he

b

really meant which 's sees.

1f one says Hhat Owen was a friend of both the machine and
humaniser it is the starting point of Harx, He favoured the machine and

g human stcicety.
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Then hew will we come to the éﬂcial history of the machlne ang
technologsy? Perhaps . ¥will stort whepa Gwen leaves us. He sald that
great avils would cone of the machine, P. would start from ﬁhis
thlng in Owsao and add that he saw in sosialism the answsr and thesc

n

iwo togelher were scxbronely prophebic bubt P, would go on on the

nechins,

The asseond ghavter nigsht well be how dseizive Uwan was 23 a

prophet,. Gwen steod bath for the machlng and a2 human socieby.

Cwen ﬁhﬂu;ht that there wers twe noveltiles - not enly the
machine bub the markeb. OCapitalism came with the maehine, There
ia the difFieulty. Uwesn said you have ithe muchine and the infornal
syaten, The machine should be stonped and the gysben sﬁnppad. Owen
could not have prﬁtustcd about both unlesw they came together, the
machine and capitalism,. Ouwon dealt with the uncentrolled developmant
.nf the machine and 1ts cﬂmmar¢lai use which had started in businass

life, Commsrcial orgzanizatden weuld have to change in Its moral

foundabions.,

The second plan was never uniarséﬁod or aﬂﬁlyzcd. e tfue
when he said thare would be no change of syasten iavelwved (ne basice
changa needad) it wmade nhim appear as eithsr a fool ﬂr.linr but he was
neithor one nor tho other. Hia preoposals were in ihe [rame of whet we
call'caﬁitalism. They have the sipgnz of hard thinking not smooih
phraﬂing. The efifeect of the lattcr is slickness and it is passed over.

There is no wisdom without fears.

It is quite certain that ¥arx took 1t from here when Ye was
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.caught out en the Gﬂtha.pragram erd didn't know how to denl with £t and

sajd there must be a transition. {Towards Communisan). In tloing that
ke showad a great understanding of Owen, He ig out and out rationals

istic on the point of view of the laividual.

Everybody was sure sbout his inecwe, whather it pays or doesn't

pay Bnd all this comes oub of profits.

: an o
I can gorplete the Gwen_ind&fternonn or evening.




INTERDISCIPLIKARY PROJECT

Y. has roceived a long let’er frow Swesat at Chicago. He hﬂ$
Pﬁdd 7,200 ducuﬂcnbu aﬂd indicates that an case has been found wherd

profit has been nmade on price differentizls,

¥, '5 Enzlish student here nas él?ﬂﬁ #.Dava to Lineal B, the

Gretan writing resolved by ?antr¢a ard srought up a serles of immensely
important matters that we can solve with esse, F. will suggest that

she give a report bo Lhe pfﬁjﬂct.iﬂ ﬁ#w York at the end of Hay., They
say that thare Ls no sign of money here, but they don't find it becauss
these are monsy uses. (It §s5 Like going inte the Fedaral Reserve Board
and saying that they still haven't found monzy). They have sophisticated
monsy Tses here. Hrs, Wineh sees that th&ﬂ ecperabional approsch is an
effoctive ovnes . (She is really bripht with lobs of daring ideas waich

oceur to her and much imagination).

Swaet in his letter shows th#t silver, with rare excopiions
waz used as a standard, Thiz was slmilar te the Old Testement whers
i£ was token 2 valwe, In Babrlonia thers are very big problecs which
rernzin eneelvyed, They will solve these ecocmplebely in the course of

time.

IL{ seems that.Linaal.A. is guite different. Tre thought is
to prove that tuers wers comnon rontes o £he Akkadian and the Creban
They would publish a 1ist of statutopry eanlvalenclies. There were zlso
ratinns.faf Yhe alave girls., We hknow tﬂis sethod of econony fron |
Bumeris. It i% not & Lribal society of Greece, BRoms, Ysrasl. The

raticovs came frepm Babrlenis.
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F. surnisea that the "pations® [or the slaves in Hycenae were

darived from Crefte who 505 it fron Babylonisa.

In Bumeria the citizens have land.fluts and we have lanyg lists
ﬁf rabions. But these ure for the touple mervants. Slaves exiubed
but they warc fow and @hﬁy wore in the Lenple. The.bem;lﬂ wa s
governing tha noenwbtenple populstion but fthay had lau& of their own.

(Temple of B, Lagash is the sccoad Sumerian).

Silveor is used and actually it sars "welghed out and landed
ever', e thoupght trst 'z standard enploys prices, DBubl then how
“gounld they use it zo a standard? This never aceured to anyone sxceph

K.P., with the sscepbion of Thurnwald, 1% may be the source fr prices.

P o

. = :
The standard precedes exchange. Lt witl take some Lime before this

penetratas.

The sllver is heardes net by private perﬂmné but by the palace
and the tenple and fthese were the enly pevpnle whe could have silver,
Small silver howewver, wWes ussd Yo pay taxes, But for forsign trads
vou need silver and this was a gﬂ?er;maﬂtﬂl funetion., Gold wes sacred,
1t dopsn't mean that there was no gllver bul it was nob used by the
privates, 1t served as a standard. HWe have a nunmber of docunments
simiiur to 8 testament or wiil ﬁnd'there is no siiﬁgr put when there
is talk of silver it is anlj for adding up. You can't Letal up other-
wise., There was a4 relationship ef barley, sesnma; éil, wine, wool,
ané cloth aad bhers were all under eguivalencies. It was poid for with
whal & perscrn had, This was azlso aneang the Greeké. There wWore various
troabies eon what the obther could zive, bui im prineciple he hud only a

right te the correct sum.'Tney needalt have silver and didn't accept 1,
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They couldn't eat it. The idea that silver should be handled, owned

or possezsed didn't arise.

In Dahomey the gamze role is play by eoﬁrie while in Ashantd
4t is the gold dust. The gold occurs vory rarely and if they dic
find scuwe nuggets they gave 1t te the King. The wvﬁen stood in the
water and_paﬂued gold in the river Volta or Lthey may have dug a deep
hole (perhaps twe yards decp) and there the water congregated. IF
‘strangsrs ecaue by they ducked and didn't want to give away even where
thess mud hﬂlﬁﬁ-Were. Some thought that these were ghosts, but they

“weren't., It was the women wbo ducked.
Ky questien: Were there equivaleacles in gold?

These were noi ﬁublished and ehanged espeelally belween goid
sud silver. Many docunenis say that it is to he paid in ilhe towm's
equivalence. There waé no squivalens in a2ffeet of zold and silver
and coppor and it was fregueatly coangingz. Sweel says that bolwesn
1721 aud 1693 therc were scrne ten to fifteen fold-slilver prices. e
don't know how it chanzea bub thore is a definite refesrence at the
gate to the equivalence of metals. We heven't the gates docurenta bub
we have rafercnces. Metals aré differeat frowm wine, wood, bil, barley.
F. thinks it mnst have fluctuated in olher parts. Hﬂt.gald and silver

but copper, tin and lead, at the gate. This was 1n Lhe HEabi Hahirum

which was the ehicef of the pudblications.

F. thinks that with the kind of work 3wset is deoing one
becores a University Frofessor. There are few people who can riwval
this kind of knowledga.: la spent two years on ihe Akkadian dictionary

ef which Gppénheim is director. Sweet is his pupil.




The Babylonian was a happy and prosperous world while the

Assyrian was very cruel.

¥rs. Winch has read the HMichel, the Hascbroek, the Iliad and
the Odyssey and wenl through all the money mabtter., For anthropolegy

she was doing the Tiv,.

Ps» may ask Pennet of Frinc&tcn_te the meeting., There may be

a refcrence to rations in early freaece,

The point of vatlons is that it indicates it is a redistribuiive
econuhye. Lo 2 market cconomy you caz't have rations e.3., 3 self-

supporting peasant coumunlty with markets to link them has ne rations.

Fharachnie Egyrt had leitergies at all levels, Faul says that
instead qf the prafit motive onc would have oblipations. We could use
this werd instead of Veontyaetual" which means in Tinglish negotiated.
Paul meant a_shauldaredlobligntimn and te  Llive up to it, P. would

say 1t 1a an assuned aﬁligation and the rest is rule of law.

P, applisd this to Syriz. The psrson who trades there for the
government doesn't gel orders or shilt fesponﬁihilities. ile 1is f?ac
to be a trader or not opr axpand his business but he must not break the
taw: to sell for cash, or for prices statnated for commisscion. The
law is he nuat have elther goods or cash or scone sbiigatian coveprad by
a pledre, 3Jut his incoune, that's a difforcnt natter. He may Dbe paid
on the bturdover or his statuz or he may get 2 vlllage with peasants in
it, His income is repulated by law but he needn't accept thils positlon,
{see Trade and Markei, Riskless Trade). Fouul didn't kpew this paper.

and here the concepts apre develops=d which he needs.
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There is a difference bebweoen the transactlonal and the
dispesitionsl e.g. modern nanager in a cﬂrpmfatiun ls dispositional
5 onchaidéd, not Lwo peopla. To spouk of contractusl is two-sided.
F. ﬁould say obligaticns freely assunod-rand performed uvnder the law.

Acting under the law he always knows what he has to do .

Lippmann says that thare #ra_twm basiec institunbions: private
property and the fulfillment of contrach.’ ﬁhaﬁ the ﬂbata.doﬁs is
upheld private prepérty and fulfillnent of coﬁtract npder the law,

This is exciting because it is & nininum state funchion MaZe ¥YOU

punish anyone who steals wyour shaep aﬁd ¥you jtake hin hand over the
sheep When you have paid for tlewm. Thus thaere ape enly two caszes where
the stats is an executive under Lthe law - the defence éf.praperty and
the ﬁnfarcamgnt of coﬁtrach. The two words sre the content of the role

of law.

This concept of the rule of law was highly developed in
antiguity., The individual had two directives which ecams from Lthe law
and not from officials and this waz a gnarantee of freedom and no one

could order hi=m around.

We might have the undertaker {entrepreseur) underbake for the
corporation to deliver for iﬁ a carisin nunder of shoes in 3 months.
He then gets material from the corporation, This is not on the marketl
and theferore this is mno risk. In the early Assyrian system there:
Wﬁs na risk on prices siance tharo were no Ehauge in prices, (e risk
wat carried by the governmnant). There were no bad debits and ne defanlts
beecause oblirations bo be walid must be fully covered and arbitration

awards are gelfl~executing.
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This ia what Pauvl has in mind wheﬁ lie says that business is
vader othical rules,  PBusiness is undar ethieal rﬁlaa and there is
no private property entering nor compulsion to specnlate. Therefore
these sra no£ coptracbunl obligations hu} Wiresly assumed™ obligations.
Cnce you assume them however, you are under the law and don't wait for
orders or commands. This is a kind of neo-mercantilist system which
‘thess countriss inbtroduced, e.gz. Russzla under tLhe Bolsheviks and
Japan in the sscond half of the 19un canﬁﬁry, What Paul meang by

ethical rules are norrmal rules internalized by the person.

A repartition of a sum ié nelt an aguivalency {cf, Venbrls).
We should.ba careful aod to mix up causaiion or origln with lopic
and implications. The guestion of a standard in the Enossos is Lhat
you round figures but the meros sre missing., The poini of having a

standard 1s bartcr and budpgeting.
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METAPHYSTICS OF EYERYDAY LITE

In the old days it was useful to exclude mefaphysical terms of
" everyday life from physles and chemistry'wheré_these termas were nob
empirical, Fowever teoday, science haa become so ccmﬁlicatcd thaﬁ
nobody can mnderstand i, There is therefore a casce for returning

to metaphysics,

When the physiciaﬂﬁ torms cvancsce by mathematical formulae yon
ceantt understand, then the original cﬁse.against mectaghyaicas is lost,
What physics has degtroyed is not causality ete. but the netaphysics of
everyday life. .
The term enteiechy: e.0. you go iutcﬁthe garden and thé explan-
ation of what things are going to he there;igﬁ we say that this green
gten dg & 1lily., It is an explanailon and we accept this all the tine,
Also thore iz no explanation of it. It is not causality and science
calls it nmetaphysics. When you explain purpcée that is the hypostatization

of a theological idea. (We assuwme that nature has a purpose).

The guestion is justified as to fﬁr exanple, what nakes a flower
cpen at night or what makes a person sleepy, It is net becausce you nced
ﬁ nightls rest, .Dne mist accept the principle of teleclogical explanation
. on pragmatic groumnds 1f we are to have an cxploanation at ail. To exclude

teleological priuneiples from nature is unjustified.

For everyday life - psychology ete. the ebaphyzical explanation
is the ohvious one - meaning and purposc, This iz an inmediate and
satiafactory meaning in everything that helps te carry on life., The

whole point is that In this view of life it is guite reasonable te look
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for the"meaning of.thiugs. That ie nqt sccopted by the posdtivistism
 or the behaviourist's iogié and that is what P, is dirvecting his eritieism
.against. The essence of religion is the acceptance of thinga being

- meaninglul,

For prngﬁatism the proof is that it works., Thias is the truth
huf truth 1s not a cleoar term ip Eegard to lifé and what do you mean
by ®works", It is only if there is an acceptance Hf inner life as
evidenec, Whal does "works" meapn in the context of 1life? It depends
upoil the ultimate convictien of what life_ig. TL is nltimately a valid
inner experdience that détermincs that it works., Tnner life iz decisive
and saying thal you come tﬁ 1) ultimate_- is whét you gee or experience
of dnner light, The pragmatist says it iz not a matter of ultimate
conviction but just working. :
But P. is nob interesbed ia this criterion of bruth, just in
neaningful statamentg and tﬂé meaning of things, Sclence denies that
cand it's thoughtless. Dut in everyday life we use these distinetions
e.g. real and semblance, cauwsation and determination ete. We know

what they mean but we cantt define them. But you ean't define ped and
green edlther., A1l thiag is the theory of ﬂnowledge on the Tringe of
philozophy. Tho metaphysics of everyday life consists of the terms that
we use all the time includiug the term "meaning™ and "1ife® and the term
"everyday! which is unscientific. D.bs cpposition againsi positivigm

is very old and very well grounded. ?. said these things before the
uncertainty principle was advanced. It is nonsense that thig principls
ﬁakes an end te¢ causallty. The answor ia that these arc the cuswers to

different intercsts of man,

Man wants to lnow whatly going to happen in his eavirenment,

Thin is dilffcront from man whe wanta to know about meaningfulness of




hig existence. There is nothing common to ihe two,

P, had this ddea that aatural science has lost ils anthority
' because it has beecome so complicated that the metaphysics of everyday

1life are restored. lig had this idea 40 years ago.
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-Comttents an my "Heat By Crganization Alones", - Draft £ 4,

The idea iz to hring.mub that thiﬂ.iﬁ public opinlon, Lopatkin
. is not able to say what he ig strikieng at, The question is where thé
conformity 1s located, It is clear that this kind of confermity is

bas=d on dpininn. Unless I can show that such an nﬁinian ig prevalent

in Russala, 1 realiy havout t proved anythiag.

Public ocpinicn exists in Russiz, but opinion formation on
topical issues ie quite different, This alsc exists and such an

opinion-fornation is moerc decp-soated than the first.

I had subordinated elegant and smooth wrlting to precisicn on
an important'ﬂattef. But it isn'é elegant because I wag afraid it

would lack precislion, P, is cven more for precision,

The emphagis deoes net 1lie on thcxpnint that I am aiming at.
Soneone might.say that. one cantt gpeak of the same Xind of opinieon in
both cages . We called it “cnn?ormity" becauge thisg is the broad term

on which the whole matter reasta.

I dent't neecd to Tollow Whytels argumasnt closely but only ny own.
I should convince the reader that when Whyte talks about "soclal ethic®
he mneans couflformism,. Perhaps I should say that Whyte seens to try to
avoid the term conformiém becanse it ds fazhionable, But he rezlly goes

to the rocts of it.

When it comes to Duddntsev it is gufficient to show that both
works touch on the problem of the inventer., In Russgia the DRObIEm.can

be shown enly. negatively, It is not terrer or the police, las it
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nothing to do with the institutions? It has, but the institubtions

are lased on opinion,

Yerhaps I can distinguish between values and behavicur, I
might bring the values under opinion, and behavior under organization,
Whyte describes organization and says it is caused by pecople believing

in the Social Ethie.

Also in Rumsia they do it threough the collective and show that

pecple believe in it and that's the value and opinion,

Conforming is discussed by Whytc under Torganizationt and by
D. under working in the tcollectivet, Onc aays it is cause& by opinion,
the beliof in the sncial cthic, nnd.D. shows there is a strong body of
opinicn believing in it, By opinicn onie moans gone kind of values that
underlic the way people talk cte. I sghould ghow that in the Russian
book it ig nol really bureaﬁcracy or administrative methods - then X
would have lost my poiﬁt,l In this rezpect there seens to be az much

bureaucracy ete.

Poople behave gimilarily for similar reascons, In that case I
have taken conformdsm both os a behavior pattern and as an opinion

-

patberan,

I should have a semblance of scholarliness. Using the terms
behaviﬂr.and motive is simpler than ideology and ig a good distinetion,
Tiie values vhich are internalized (i.e. nctive) correspend to this.
This ceculd be called conformism while the behavior is conformity. I

could have this distinetion of conformity and confermisn.
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This is cenformdty for counformityls sake. You conforz because

you value conforming, I conld say this is excessive and dldentifly it

~with confermity for conformity's sake. That is what makes it excessive.

My fquestion: The objection ids always raised in digcussions
of this kind of tepic, eof earlier societies whieh were much more

. conTerming in character e.g., the worid of Janc Austen.

These weare traéﬂitioﬂ—bcuud aocieties, We are not a traditinn-
‘bound gocicty. American society is an indlviduasl one, larpely

organized ou the principle oFf uoa-couformity.

{From nemory:) We can then realize the possibilities of this
soeiety and needn't be bound by rigid ecenfeormity, It is a different

kind of zociety.
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- HOTES

HTHE CAPTITALTISY MANIFESTOW
(My comments concerning the Kelso and Adler bock and the

connection between Freedeom and the market}.

If capitalism delivered the goods thes it has a strong case, but
if the same thing is achieved by not universalizing the market ethic
thei the market is not important. ITts justific&tien iz the 1ﬂ¢ﬁeaéing
praducﬁivity. Howaver, the Russian rate of greﬁth is now duabie the
Amépican aside from the fact that it is ncw receding, (CF. speech by

Alien Dulles recently in the Now York Tirmes).

P, is ready Lo accept a mi%cd economy fto have the benefit of
both worlds, That is, capitalism would be retained for the moral aspocet
- the residue of Trecdom in it, Capiltuliam however iz in a poor condition
if some of 4t will be retained for the moral aspects. {(Its classic

- strongpeint wasg its productivity - oyself from nmesmory).

ABSCLUTES
My question: How do we account for this perdod of greowing

absolutes?

It ia a dezcending tralt of the baurgenisiﬁ.. It deesn't poeur in

the ascending phase when there is coursge etc,

My Commont: This general growth in ahsolute domands scems to
be related to rdllenial thinking, e.g. it includes the utopilan soeialists

as well as the bourgesisie,
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ADAE SHITH

Thers is the line leading from Hoebbes to Mandeville to Adan

Suith {wolves, bﬁﬂé, private vicea).

Adar Spith and his aﬁonomics starfcd from private e%ils but
in his moral sentlrents he didn't. The twu-hnﬁﬁs ﬂuken tﬁéether are
a philnﬂopﬁ}' but thay are on _oppc.mité prinlci‘ples. {P. doesn't remember
teo well). A Catholie whﬁ was deing his Ph.D. at Colunibia said that
Adam 3mith choae a market 51.'9.:1:-9-:; begcange i*.b.w-::u]_d establish fresdom in
£ha modern seanse. This ds the Hiﬁéavﬂayek argument and he imputed it
to Adam Smith., {(P. was present at the defence of tﬁis thesis and

protested againut this line of thought).

Hayes shows what the dritish got from Indiz threugh the

mononoly of tfade'..

i e
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