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COMEENTS O MY "ROBERT OWER", DRAFT WND. 5.

It does tremslate to accopted imterest forms. It 1s the kind ;
of appréach that could be applied to a dozen figures or scensa. It
ig the first time this set of ideas is applied to the accepied subjeet..
The problem is mlready there. The life end work of Owen is not somethling

which we invented.

My comment: I thipk that the chepter does not entirely fulfill

the promises nade 86 the beginning of it.

I wouldn't lodse by adding or chanaoing suything vhieh I feel
does not fulfili the promise. There 1s however a hﬁﬂk end therefore
it 18 the book as a whole which fulfills the promiges. T write for ﬁn
audience wileh has heard ebout Owen. There mipght be an additional
paragraph where it shoys that he d4idn't undersiend the econonmy. He
hada't realiaea.thnt & hundred years of the market was $o come. The

‘market would show its rover in the future.

I could say that wltimetely he 4id £ind hinmself a scelalist end
wag out for & pew world =nd & changed ethics. P. doesn’t sey that this

is actually lacking in the draft.

Perhaps there cgould be an inerease ipn the coherence of the
material and P. marked & Cew things in the draft but nens of them
essential. DBut to bring out the fact of.the inportance of Robert
Owen and hic person I have ﬂﬂﬁe, and this is not essy to raise to
a highex level. Ferhaps there would be only sddlang at certein points
and patches but the melin tagk which the paper sets itself haé been

done.
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The gresinese of thé ﬁun, rare, noble and prophétic I have done
by heaping these ecstatic characieristica of the men and keeping his
concreie &cﬁivitiea paripheric. F*lfhinks-l ﬁa*u.soived'thé artiétiﬂ
proh‘em and P. thinha it's very gonﬂ and vould not essenti&lly gein

by B strnLe haere and there.

"This 1z a soul piecture and not & portraii of his 1life. The
English ¢an be aphamed not tn hava written enything that cones near
this, e.g. that he was eruzy &nd utcpian. But How many such peagle.

does Engliah history produce vho ere men of action?

P. marked certein places where I shvulﬂ check the figureé and 1f
- in doubt to ﬁnderstate them. They muat be abaulutely right. Snme
repetlt¢ﬂnﬂ will have to rﬂ and That ia dome Iin about 2 heura ﬂf ninoy

editinzg.

P. slso thinks the introductlon to the chapter Is very good.

It makee it clear that the machine and society are the $wo things.

Thet he was o deeply rcligious person 1 a $rite phrese snd wve
vould have to show vhet is mesnt here. He vas what is understoogd by
a mysbic. This only cvame out leter when he started & raticnmlist

relicsion.

The peculiar unity of his parsonality made him practieal, but
thie is charagterlstic of mystics. He dldn't produce mystiec literature
nor wag It the way he related to sciion or the external world. He

iinked himzelf fto internasl cources.

It was utterly 1ilogical how his bastie doetrines relzted to hie

conclusions. There isn't the glightest bridge there. The reader
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wants to know what we think of hia theories and logie. His theory
was elliptic and there Vag 1o logie there. These are facts of

recngnition and help the reader but this doesn't hely what we have to say.
The chapter is amesingly brief and has pulled tegether so much.

P. doesn't know where ke took this ﬁicture; but éwen reglected
his vife completely as ii she hardly existe&. Thefe.uas ﬁﬁ ahaénce
of years from his wife ﬁut that is wha£ Bvery peréan with & miesion
nuat d4o. Jesus went further in this r&gﬁrd Wwith ail his family ﬁraiﬁing

behind hkim.
There ie pot much more te say. It 1s & very big plece of work.

Tlona: The draft is highly recdable after page 6 and T.  Till
then it is too brilliant and has brllliant spurts that start over end
over agalin. When it starts putting the stulf it moves. The gquotations

ere put in beautifully and it is well written oversll.

Ilona diasliked some puperfieiasl formmlationhsz of Bentences. There
is one howler with Germap soclal democracy- The end, {ziel) wvas dropped
and didn't hold the attention of the movement « the superiority of

conmnunist soclety.

Ilopa thinks that one point doesn't ecome oubt and remalins mystericous,

¥hat 1s meant by individuasllem and why was Owven prainet religiop?

Jlona cennot judge the validity of the picture, not having read
any other., It aets on her hovever, ag & beautiful description arnd
ghe would go far to read 1t aﬁd 1t is extremely moving. Sonmething like
the first paragraph is sctually needed hx.writteq with an avoldance of
adjectives. The finest technigue is bringipvg ln the quotations. It

Juet heeves me along.
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- At some points it would be nice if I ell the stripze tegether:
e;g; yezceful revolution and things to remain ag they ars essentially,
so¢ialisn only in communal living and the advantﬂbas wﬂulﬂ be g0 great
that the rest of saciety wvould follow the examplm. Thﬂre is no

contradiction on his aesunptions.

':It'wvula be an achievement ta.jull together the threads whﬁcﬁ
fun in_ﬂifferent difectiﬂns; In the plaﬁe after the Unions - while
_hié'econnmiea vere poor (he éidn't understaad vhat could be_unﬂérsﬁcaﬁ}
he &réw the concluslons r;ghtly end time has borne him out on curreucy
end on Halthus. Times has clso Lorne him out on the development of the
soeclalist movewent and én”tﬁe lngg—term confiracts - that stebility of
labour may be nore important than explaiﬁaticn. The weakneﬁs of Mﬂrﬁism
hinged on explaitatiﬂh; ﬂwen e&ld let the rich go, buu ¥arx pre;erreﬂ
to explaein the vhole movement on exploitaﬁiﬁn. Todey the Bﬁﬂialibt
movement doegn't zay to ahnlish exploitetion. They want to abolish
unamployﬂent and the strong point ia the diffurent vay of life. That
ie vhere Dwen was right from the atart. dwen allowed exploitaticn to
g£c on although bhe thought it made penplg coardge and eruel and childiah,
He didn't idealize the working cl%as. He sald to be sny good it would
.be ehanged. I should show the logic o aome of hiag proposals. Hig

roints have survived.

Freedon 4idn't come in here at sll. He was wary of freedom. The
employers were ageinst social légial&ticn arguing frecldonm. He dida't
believe in the workers doing things on their own like the Karxist idea.

The workers themselves would be changed.

However including all the above things wight meke the chapter
lose ite slmple outlines and mlzght lead to confusion. P. thinks this

might be done later I1f we wigh to,
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F. regarle the Oven chapter ss worth while, good readiﬁa and
an introductionr to the world of thought reflected Lo cur reading of

Oven, Marx and Shav.

“Abstraet rationelnations are not interesting. The thing must
live. It will therefore be a thought-stimnlating book. (1% amounte

te the last part of The freat Trevsfoziation (7)),

Ky cheracterication ie what Hdinund Wilgoa woulé do. He read sund
thought about it end yrites with 8 definite iden in mind.

-

Most of the wrltings in Epglish present Owen 28 a puzzle. He

vasa't & puzzle st &ll.. : ; R

Nobody moved on anemployment. Ye ssid therefore that he will

roorganlize soclety. He didp't level elzsseoa. He accepted thea.

An intelligent breaking up of the article wonld increasgse the

effectiveness.

I have corrupt elements in my character. I assume a low-type
reader. Edmapd Wilson doesn't do this on Mirchelaet. I know abhourt
Owen vhat Wilson knowe esbout Michelet. I do not believe that the

reazder 15 interested in the ssme things asg I

Cwen moved from the support of the poor relief to unemployment

to prevent unemployment.

Ee never insigted on collective productlion but emphasized collective
consumption. Ne was the flrst to polot out that communal form of

conauzpticn would cheapen life.

On the ides of the transltion ozne might say that socialisz and
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the communist party was born uut of thia idea. Also Harx' dlgtinetion
between soclaliam and cummuniam Mary sai& that &5 1535 ts man hasn't
g0t over the Lapitaiiat tralte you can't go on %o cummunism.- 1
brought in the traﬂitaon of example but 1 didn't 68y that this ie the
line that the Bolsheviks 400k end to this day Chins is run on this

thought. I+4 would need only & few lines but very intercsting lines.

The lmportance to the Comnun;st muvement ie the movemeat Dy
example idea. Btalin when he reversed thc kolkhos; thou*ht that the
people would accept it by the succesez of it. Also in Hungarian

-

egriculture the kolkhoz hinges on exanple.

Owen suld he wouldn't touch the poor law bpt would take up the
?111& & of Union on s Lon-gconpulsory hﬂais. Thos vho Jﬂinad would
be indentured. This was & loglc for thu capltaliat end for the worker.
The Poor Law Ualons hﬂwevar vouldn't sgree to the Village. They would
risk thoe fight t0 the rates 1f they used thie as & fund for buying
land, They wouldn't teke this risk. The rates were an Elizabethan
law (the first poor law wus in 15346 -and n@t elaborate. The l&ﬁt
consolidated ﬁaﬂr law was in 1563). Thﬂ pariahea wouldn't giva Lp
that right. He meant make ryour penpla carners and make them more

hopaful.

I diﬁn t mention Lhat there eprouted out innumersble salf-help
nrganlzatiens of worhera who all wanted to start Villazes of Union,
Artiaana etarted subseribing and the parpose of the go-oporative

shops wes to start Owenite communlties.

The consequences came from o comnerceial society. The mechine
vill change society and therefara svclety must Le deliberately

organized 50 that the machine shouldn'ts destroy it.



P

- -

Owen's theorles by eome illogical twist made him a free thinker
turning apainst the chureh anf all constituted religion. ﬁgy;hing
vhich would do that would be very essentiasl for mental =pd moral
development. In Cermean there 1s the term "revenled religilon™ whieh
ig wsed for doctrinal religion. That 1s what he would relect, tba

revelations.

Evengelical Chrlstianity wae very mich on the line that he
deprecates. An important thing which I d4idn’t put wes that he thought
his discovery of soeiety rules out Chrietinnity hecause Chrigtianity

P

ip preaching the opposite.

The Church of Eaogland says the opposite - that the church is the
institute of galvation. It isn's evﬁngelical yutting the individual
in dlrect contact with God. It says that Christicnity is institutional-
iet. It is really the evengelical ecstatle Proestant who doesn't

believe in the chureh e.g. the Quekers.

Yot everyone would agree with Owen, e.g. Catholic church. It ig
cceupled not with ereating eonscliousness of sin, but reﬁaving it. That
ig the difference. In the two parts of.antreal, for exanple, one
part 15 8 bad Cethollc and the other 45 a bhyrucrite {?rﬂteatant]. Thay
ere Protestant in bcliefing_in original sin aﬁﬁ personal sinfulness and
doing nothing about it. They heve & bad consciencs, while with the
Catholica it 1z not origlnal ein but they are told to go to Lhe

confesslonal.

Owen'e understanding of Christianity was Welsh and local. Wesley
kad turned Protestentism into an intense emotional movement of evan-

gelical character and made the poor people accept the Christien epsver
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o thsir sinfulpbess. This could be seen in the mines, and that wes
nlso Hannah Mosre: helf & losf is better thsn none. Most Protestants

‘would not agree with this Xind of interpretation.

.Hn oﬂe.ﬁuuld undé;sﬁﬁnd how thia folloﬁs from the effééts of
soclety's roality ond 1s it true, the conplete release of the ihﬁi?iiunl
from ali regponaibility snd conmon sensel On the other hand whaf he
eV Vap the.ﬁagra&nﬁion of humanitylaraupﬂ him end the church pre&chiﬁg
that it was thelr own Binms. It wonld never lmprove and Ghe ganiry
were doing that Jjust Lo keep thely psace with religion. _ﬂnglshqnl@

express in one sentence vaere onz stends wvith this peeuliar philosophy.

He put it in one sentence, that es long as individualizetion
continrues, Chvistlenity ig geparsated rom mankind. No one answered
that tha chureh should turn to society for helpful lezdership and reform.

He didn't 5uggeﬂt that the church shouwld pupport social legiasletion.

He was deeply convinced thset all these reveiled rellgions were

untrue 1f they are oot & direcet {raud.

The reality of society ﬁas the denial ond rejectian nf inﬁivi&ﬁ&lm
iz&ﬁian i.e. that there wﬂﬁ.anly inﬁividﬁala - Hobbes and Lﬂcké'éﬁd
Hune and the nascent logic.ﬁf gelf interest. Net only tﬁe chufthﬁu"
were the problen Sut the afomicsiic énncePﬁ of Eaciﬁty hccmma éehefhi;
It exiéteﬁ in Hobbess in one sentence and in'Smitﬂ it was the ﬂéif-

Interest of ths butcher and thﬂ-baker.

Oven was moved by glinpses of B deeper insipght - the nmechine and
pociety go together. He saw that man A% the wechine is doing something

gtronper and dapgerous. He has t0 fall in with the machine.

-
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Fe only took up two polnts the relatedness off which he could
hnt analyze, but it 1s the subject of our fisguisiton. He said thab
&8 long &b individualization 13 urheld then notﬁins can be done, i.e.
&5 long as the reallty of society 1s denied. Individualization ia
the process of the concept of atomlzed soclety. IFf you assert that
goclely cousiste of inﬁividuals you get the pieture which suppﬁftn

that. ' ,

My gquestion: How 4o we explain the growth of this idea with

Hobhes?

The digiantegration was far sdvonced of medieval corporate aoéiety.
Also the religious vars almost destroyed mankind. In 154%0 there was
Protestantliem and Catholicism, also 1in Germany and in 16LO in Holland,
Elght years fron the end of the Thirty Years War Hobbes had had enough
of it and was for s dietelorskip. In order to have a strong seculer
- governnent to atop religious wars he started with mankingd gz wolves
vho eat one andther unless prevented from doing so. Wothing eould be

gillier. A bebter plcture than wolves is sheep.

Yet there was hardly a sign of the market or market economny, but
Juet the growth of commercial nractices on a large scale, international

trade snd other f{rade,

It vae these merkets that Adems Smith diecovered 140 years ofter
Bobbes. They were foreign marketn, trade posts. The primacy of trade

over market is startlingly true in history.

One would like ap much explanation s ean be easily provided.

This Is the first draft I have which I canr nov comnplete.
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Myscll: The paper shovs in gengral, vhy the utoplias wh;ch were

proposed ecouldn't start wvorking &t all,

fea, this is nn importont subject which was never taken uyp

R £ B g K e

The thought thet nobody should be punished had a tremendous
impact on Huropean covris. No one gulte kwnows what the comnectlon is.
The foundation of our penal systen ls m?ﬁtariauﬁ- {(Algo the idea that

bad ehildhood is the respomsibility of parents ete.)

¥We could improve the Oven chapter. It must be thought and
written in ore style. There is nod much room here Tor more then
what wo did. In the Pirst part 1% is not clear vhot the reader ip

following .
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THE HEW WEST

. The Hew West wouwld be post-Bussian. If one restriets the old.
West to 150 years (nothing epsential of 1t heving been there dbefore
1800, nnly-antecedents} then Soviet Russila makes up for 40 of these
ya&ré; That's guite a bit. U0 yesars of Huropean history eannot be
conpldered without Buselisa and the reactlon of the 01ld Weest to Russis
iz spowmething which forwed the West and changed 1t 4o what it_ia.huw.'

The New Weet is already post-Eussion.

P. got more eclarity on having to use several terms, otherwvise

there is wo equipment. There should be a structure for presentations.

The terms congilst ofr the leiticai ¥est whieh is tha Western
great power group; Western eivilizatfon which is industrial eivile
izetion; end Western culture, the loug-process which erented several
civilizetione:  antiguity, medleval eivilizetion, the enlightenment
and industrial clviliszation. The latter is the last inportant ereaztion

{(the past 2 centuries).

Qur prodblen 1s Western culture and wherever you stert it, whether
£t the Jewlash=-Christian point, or vherever else, it'e older. The Hew

¥Weat 35 2 turn in Western culiure and consists of three subjsots.

The problems are those ¢reated by industrial civilization, auct by

ite feilure but by dis success - its continuing BUCCCSE -

Wow two prohlem groupé come up. How has the ldeaniification with
the pover group affected the culture? It hes diminished it. Also
there ie pow the chellonge 0f the indugtrielization of Asala. It is the

neyw challenge.

Vestern culiure was affected negatively by the 1dentification



with the power group- The world loat confidance in it and tnét is
the prestige loss. As to Asia, the dangef is the paréﬂhialiéﬁ of
Western culture. It is not a danger which we should get over bub
we should accept it as e parochial ome in & world not limited by

the West.

The guesticon 18 then what 4o we do and what ere our tasks -

with reference to the power groups and to Asisn industiisl civilization.

1+ i3 clear thet the subject metter of what P. would call the
erisis of the West stems from its enormous growth and spread. In
particulay this is sclence end technology and economic organizaticﬁ

vhich is & result of the i1zdustrial revolutlon and 1ts sucecsas.

¥hat does 1t mean 1o rebel againgt alignnent vith the H;ut?
Western culture itranscends the momentary straleglie and diplomatie
position of the West. [The point of the third category 1s to meke our
experiences avallable. It is not to universalize Western culture
(which 1s u contradietion in terms). We uqe&ﬁt the parochialism,

i.e. thaet we sre net the %Hast.

It is quite clear that in such an outline one can precent the
vast scope of the problems for & Western culture which believes in

lteelf.

P. only now started putting it down. P. hadn't decided vhere ls

the maln emphasis.

The problems of the old West include s referm of the relations
of power in the West and to the Fest but culture is the blgger subject.
It can't be done the other way, &5 Paul wishes %o do it. You are

logt in polities and it ean't - be done at esll.
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Wow the quesation 1s where does Kussia come im? It started Jjust

40 years ago. Is it a matter of the past? I{ ig & whole epoch.

‘The move of the Arab natlons at the U.N. {Aug. 21} to azettie
their own affeirs makea it easier to write. China and the drab would
epd Indis keep Russlia out. These are three very important concentrating

points 1n the East.

P. has started to write a sugpgestion of an outlime $¢ a publisher
in order 4o have someone to address. It is easier to address o publisher

than a non-existent group of thinkers.

Qunee you sceept efficiency as an arbitrator then everything elae
is out and you are down to & monolithie syetem of & deadly character,
In capitalisn profit allows an eccouniting of efficienmey. FProfit is

made on efficicncy mnd efficlency meesures profit.

P. tried to present this ss & birdseye viev in iwo snd a half
pages. It has much more_lire and sir and 1s not just e conceptual
dietionary. With this organon one can 80 & great deals 1) take
goelalism into the West. 2) Make Western culture the progenitor and

therefore respounslble for 1t.

Phere 15 no quection heve of what a ¥ew West should do, becausze
1o 2 of some 12 people in this New West group would egree. F.'s 1s

the common startlnz point but mot the conmon end point.

If the project is & success 1t should be published for expnple,

in both Czleutts and Boston and both in English.

The aquestion whiech P. hasn't solved 1s in what sense is the
Tew West keeping to this side of the borders and not moving over 1o

Caloutta and taking over there. The East would not regard thile asp
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hopeful. It at once lends itself to power politics to ﬁuy for it %o
organize friendly opinion ian the vhole world. Power politice would
expropriete it end compromise It and thaﬁ vould ba the enq if they paild
fﬁr it. ¥e ¢ounld cnlf éﬁaﬁ the U.5. étate.nep%rtﬁant from takiﬁg q?er

Er iﬁciuding.aucialiﬂm’in it end that stops it. JThe econgmic qrganiz&tion
1£¢1uﬁeﬂ both c&pitalism end socialism. The East rever thought of
;npiéﬁliﬁm ﬁn& therafore not of soeialism. What kind of socislien do

you heve which dozsn't agsune capitallism?

These are the lmnportant festures without which the thing is

hopelese. Bome kind of "priends 0f The Eest" is nonsense.

The West created industrial éivilizatiun and sclence, teehnaingy
end econonie orgsuoizetion. If you took up tﬁe values of technelogy,
seicnee and economic ﬂrﬁﬁnizatiun they are all domipoted by efficiency
and thzt is deadly aﬁﬁ 16 the operative one. That excludes 2ll moral

velues and Yakes ita place.

To what then is science subordinsted] Do we allow paychoanalysis?

Put there is a formuls for sll this.

The last part 1s what are the problems that Western civilizatiﬁn
hes reised and not ansvered? And how does this relate 10 the scene in
Aeia¥ These problems of Asia are varisnis of the irdﬁleu of industrisl

civilization today. 1988 is not different from the pericd before.

¥hot contributlon has ths general gutlook of Western culture to

nake to the new natlons of Asial - i

In the outline there are two things to conasider, the lnvelveunent
in the political West and the problems of the Asien revoiution‘ The

first 1is negative and we should disentangle from it. The second should
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nake some posltive contribution to the Yew World,
Vho ie speaking to whom about what, for what reason novl

Western culture is. the mind vhich ereates thought and wvalues
and created the in&ust:ﬁql givilization., The problems ean be resolved
only by those who think and stand out for values, (P. uges culture
to cover philosophy and the ethies. Civiligzation can be regarvded as

naterial end structural. Ope 1g spreading while values are discorded).

My guestlion on the appropriateness of the terminology, e.gm.
civilizatdion 1s often used &5 & general or uwmbrella term that subsunes

the others,

*Industrisl peoclety” was lnvented by Spencer sand he meant merket
society. Also the French and the Germaﬁs differ on what they call
eivilizatioen. The English crll this culfure snd the anthropologlstes
nbali#h the term poelety and call 1t culture. Therefore P. usss hip
own terms. For thipkers, P. better define culbure to subsume under
it phileosephy and ethics. P..tnkgs in the mind of the people. For
industrisl civilization P. takes things from the outﬂr_wpri&:gnﬂ BayE
that $they spread in & statistical way'- a pretiy superfleial waﬁ éf_

life. By "powers” are meanl the foreign offices and defence ministries.

Vestern industrielism ie apreading in Asis but Western culture
1s discarded. The "powers” are ome day good and one day bad but they

speak 1n the name of Western culture os if they had kbought it.

Principles and values come under culture, e.g. freedom of thought,

belief iIn progress.

P. doesn't belleve in the Asiun position. The West should remain

true te its legacey and inherdtance. P. falls on this point with



industrial civilization. The politics $hat were sympathetle to 1%
vere reslly individualistic., It is untrue that they were_“democrgtie“
in vieﬁ.nf Englaudiﬁ record in fhe 19th'ﬂenﬁur3. Iﬁ ﬁaé then still s
word of opprobrium. For exemple, Cerpenter had o book "Towards
‘Denoeracy” which put 1t on tﬂe BAmE iefel es free love and free love
was on the level of the devil's tlmetable. Thie was the same generatiun.
&5 William Morris. It repf&senteﬂ.the rovemaond tawarq-emancipatioﬁ

that eppeared e.g. about 189%. This vag grading up to vhat in ﬂmarica 
Enerson means by life reform. The word democracy was & word of
opprobriuva 1in Englﬁnﬂ aoff the 1890‘5.. it Was 9nly an uneducatéd”perﬂon
ﬁha-helievc& in &eﬁﬂcrauy. Oﬁly aévﬁnced Shavians-heli&?e.iu &éman%ﬁcy
é.g. iﬁ equality, thara vas Tanner or the lovely girl in Widower's

Houses. The chauffeur for example says Mr. Straker.

There is no word.far Westera thought either. There is Platﬁ,
ﬁristoﬁle, Aquinas. Are they Western thoughi? The term shuulﬂ bé

8 definiticen of waat the nind c¢reates in ternms of thoughis and values.

When we cone to the tasks, we must have the same terms, otherwlse
the tagks are no good. We mipght esll 1t Western thought instead of

Weatern culture.
The whole plece ﬁight he 5 f£o 10 pages long.

How can we safegunrd efficlency without making it dirémpti?e?”
Ve mest include 4 or % other values cueh as besuty, Juetice and-harman?
of the whole. These would conpete with efficlency but efiiciency slone

kngeks everything else out.

P.'s eriteris of progress include 1) effictency in life and

2) harmony of the parte. This 1a£ter brings in all the other valustions.
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Yegtern eivilizetion is on the wereh, therefore whon aré yo#
feaily eddressing?y If it i5 those whe belleve in techknology and
progress then these are pothing but a success.  In thot case America
and Russia are the protagonists. ALl of America's ideals ere the
industrial ecivilization. Americs thiﬁkﬂ ner éharge of the 1lndustrial
eivilization justified her power polley. Americe sells her powver policy.
Hhét should tﬁglﬂaﬁ ﬁgat_he?:'If i# sﬁfpn?ts U.5. fnfaig; pollicy
thep we can use the usual terna and why_dfag in.Heatgrn thnught? .Whaﬁ
ie 1t that hae lost etature enormously? Industrial elvilization has

bees gaining,

Culiture is sn sabipuous and ?&gue'tarﬁ and if there iep & better
ope to express the continuilty and dignity inherent In the Western

position then it should be used.

If we are sddressing the leaders of Western thinking then we want
to provide a pletform for Western thought. Put then how mld you 4o
it by taking the West to mean industriel eivilizetion? You would have

nobody to address.

0u the market ecoumomy {which is faul'ﬁ éreatest concern) tﬁere
are dirferent lines of attack. The line of the anclent Grecks was
that it is fraud. The Christian ehurch in the medleval period said
thet no merchant can get into hemven.” The Emst cannot be persusded

to start on 5 oriminel eareer.

‘Paul says that the line of Adam Bmith is one from Maodeville thet
out of private vices, public good comes. {Therc 1s also the New
Yorker cartoon calling on publiec duty to buy CGeneral Motor's new car

with fine or there would be mass unemployment.)

S -
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P. doean‘t address Asia but the West. We muat separate off
he Etate Bepartnenta. They claim to speak in the pame of Western
vnlues aLd prineipleﬂ ta sove them but these lose by such aupport.

Pauple stop short of clear thinking end don't know.

P. is cancefﬂéd thet Hésﬁern influence will be at n 1aﬁ”pﬁiﬁt
in Asia. fhey think iﬁ is & debaa&d crowd. 'Wha fb?ﬂ&&.tﬁé aﬁ%m?
¥ho hid it nnd refused ta tell the Ruasians ahout it and ﬁxpactcd the
world to be built on a new basis? The ﬁhﬂle is ‘so low that it is Juat

sapped by the Russien erimes of Stalin (internally).

.The ﬁussians were haive in forelgn ﬁﬂiicy. They thouﬁht that the
Weet ?ould be ruled by the peace treaties. But the world canaot be i
ruled by treaties cspeelally in the sngulsh of the one In which the
Yalte ﬂrimenn Conference met. (It was the only act of serioue statesm&nu
ship in the vhole pexicd). It is peculiar that Stalin ﬁhsu*ht that "
thease treatles would kﬂ&p-. But history moves on. He thought that 2
thE-HuEBiﬂEB conuld géﬁ'a ve&y vig loen from tﬂe v.8. and that.wauli

be a safeguard for America. The Russians cownldn't be enemies durlng

the duration of the loan but would have a peasce poliey.

1f the Asian revolution had never happened and if the power

confliet had mever risen we would be faced with the pame questiﬂhﬂ.

P.tg task is to relate the throc worlds of problems to ope another,
‘4o get them eclear and not to confuse them.

The Americon confliet with Russia 1s put on the same historical
" level as the Asien revolution. P. will treat the mess we nade out

of the Busslan problemn.

How silly the old argument was thet we had t0 break with Soviet
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Fussioa in the:ﬂefencé of gelence and tecﬁnﬁlﬂgy {advanced after ihe
revolution. Twenty years ago we vere prepared to fight to sefeguard
soience from ﬁuaﬂia'ﬁnﬁ'we wvere convinced that a planﬂe& ecOnOmY
ecannot produce. (M.P. tokes. uhe line that Rucsis is & capitaliat

e £ONCRy with some deviatinns.] The terribla erimes of Russia are naz_
}oke. P a difficulty 1le ta Lnﬂludn a criticiﬁm of Ruﬁai&n suciﬂlism '

on a 1evel kasie tu ‘the Hew H&st..'-

4 civilization is in the ecgnamiq,'social'anﬂ technical field.
If the Ancricans made peace tomsrrow'yefhups the wnole prﬂhlem would

beconme intensified.

Some say that the Justification of what they are deoirng lles in-
‘their conjunction with & power bloc and that you can't eliminate
hllegiance to & power bloc. This makes thinking suspecth, Tﬁoae nin&a
educated to think.in the nape of & culture; can they continus as they

keve been uithout_heiﬁg discredlted and having nothing to sey?

There are thinkers however, who dpn*t think that Waestern culiure
ie behind the power bloc groups. . It haz the responsibility to be

independent.

In Vorld history for exemple; in the time nf.thé C?usadﬂﬂ,_yﬁu
would not eccept fhe Crupades as part of a.austifieﬂ reaponsibiliiy;_
P. kpowe of no Christian thioker who wos opposed to the cruaaﬁaa on
lines of principle. There was also for example the Frenah Eavalutian
and 211 the thoughts accepted conmitment to polities and commitment
to the state as part of their ovn philbﬁﬂphy.. Thus yaﬁ.ﬁauldn}m be
& Chrlstian who eontractas out of {he Crupades and you couldn't hs

8 man of the enlightenment and the French Revolution who contracte

out of the French aray and liberation from feudallism.
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Ilona: You had no choice to be peutral.

Dulles says that i1f you are p nan who loveg freedom you should
pubordinate your strategy, diplomacy, end teectical interests to the

group of countriesz led by the U,S5.

-If oume really vanbte to do anybthing onc must have the concepts
that grip the aitustion unﬂiafakeably..-lan’t this & responslibility

t¢ Western culture?

‘We must be careful what we are talking about., Some gay: we don't

fency the industriel clivilization end the Esst has s lotto teach us,

Others say: ve don't accept American leadership. Others sey: I don't

etand by the church and Western Enlightenment and Mezzinl, so what is

in and what is out?

The really ioportent thing is how.ﬂne cnuﬁt;_iﬁ Rué#ia and rgmains
fealistic- Also how one definss the Russianwu;s..clash as more fhaﬁ
ar Inperlielist struggle thﬁt arises out of a vaéuuﬁ. F. thinﬁs it hasz
sonethling to do wvith capitalisn and sacialism._ We cﬁll itlan econoni e
d&ﬁger if ehe produces cheaper goods. This shows degradatien zand is
diggusting. ' Anyboedy who tsalks like tﬁiﬁ is not the New West buf Bo

old rﬂtter .
The following should be accepted:

1) It is either the Jewloh-Christien background or else you
decide it 1s of no consequence vhere it cones from but

exigts for & long time,

2) Unless you say 3t's the mother ¢r the creator of industrisl

civilization you can't ﬂiﬂtinguish it from 8ny other
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| eivilization. If it is not the parent dDut identicel
with it then.vhat.ﬂfe wve telking ebout, something one
hundred snd fifty years old? VWhet kind of legacy Is
it end how do we disentangle it from inﬂustrial_ci?il-
1eatibn? UVUnless it 1s Kant, Roussean and Splnoza then :
vhat are you talking sbout? No one wlll identify with
-indusatrial ecivilization and the market econony. All

regerd this eritieslly.

Jaspere assumes that there sre mesumptiong of Westernm civilization
thot everyone shares. He turns out some k0 to 50 points, one mors

gubtle then the obther which raise dozens end dozens of probléms.

FP. put thls ides to Bledsoe, to find 5 or 6 writers and in tvo
years perhaps another 5 or 6 end then the thing would be out in twvo
years. P. iz keen onthe thought of Western culture emsneipating itself

from the Western power group.

P. must analyze this out elearly. P. must organize this to a few
siuple fields of discourse and formulate the problems and show the

connectlone.

Aplan industrislization walts for our ansvers to lodustrimlizatlion
in general. Their soecialiesm is walting for our enswer to the Stalin
cace. Unlees you distinguien thie why should Asis listen to the
Hevw Wéﬂtern thinkers? PThe Japanese and in-Bengal they are suapleious

of us « nothing but liars here.

F. hasn't heard yet a single person take up the problem. FP. will
clarify his thoughts but noet while he is raving will clear ideas zlip

into his pen. Otherwise 1t becomes cheap essaying., The G.T. sorted



out its problems and it was never sceussd of lack of clarity, P. is
bound to burrow the problsm down to its elements, It doesn't matber

that you use nev vords if you keep to them,

The Americans telk in our name of tho Americsn way of life,
Cenada says that the free countries saould gtand togsther and pow is

not the tize, But there pay bhe ne time.

Asin is waiting for onswers but is noﬁ gold on them as we are =
"You heiiave in gffieiancy but we don't., We want ths vater.pnwer .
and the hydro but we don'™t think we will go West". Each of the 80
naﬁions has aifferent reservatione (religlon and euiture} and tha£ is
the hope of mankind. We don't have them and we are sold on ite The

Eest learns our way of doingz thinge but doesan't bocome that way.

P &ﬂesn't thivh thut e hawmhuch Lo lezrn from the “aat, but if

we do we &an + be¢nme the Fast.

Hy qu&ﬁtlun. cuuld ¥e érav an ensalogzy simllsr to the ﬂrréad pf::_

the influencc of Hﬂll nimui

~P. wouldn't make this en idea beckuse others wouldn't recept it.
B ﬂgreea that the prﬂhlem could be foraulated in terms of the Hestern
gtate ﬂf religion nnﬂ canmunity. We are neot committed nat to think

beyouﬁ the constitution of the U.8.4.

What themee and subjects reha%g? whet about Max Weber? He
broadened thé problem. We canonot bLe sbsorbed by this or that power
grouplng. Some hovever say that it was slways so - every center of
thnughﬁawaa identified yvith & church? gu11¢ ;te. Eut Spinoza didn't

define his position with the Dutch state nor Eent with a Prusslian state
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nor Rousseau with the ancient regine ur-the French natian. He.can‘t et
Heatern cuLture aff at 1??6 et the tiwe of the 1ndustria1 ﬂi?ilization.
Fcr the. madus vivend; va go bgck to Grotiusﬁ' (Same say tq go back

to the 014 Testament and the New Pestanent),

When the market bagnn to move under its ovn ateam the ?est thought
up sncialiSm. ﬁa Easterner thought Df socialiam.' Thus the H&Et
1nc1udes & number of things. F. hes difficulty on demanrany an&
1ndividuslism. P. hesn't mode up h;a mind if Rugsin ie Western. Tﬁe.
ensver lies ome wey If 4t Iz, and if nat,'tha aﬁswer lies another way.
With re*ard to soecialism, a big rars of the 'world erguea 1t is scelolist,
Will we argue no, or say it is the trouble. We won't arﬁue.anything.

We keep to our own problems.

An Acien development includes a d#nger of paroch1aliBﬁ{“bu£ we

accept thatb.,

Soeislien 1s & point where the West's aaqieveﬁeﬁth are blocked
by tremendous obatacles. P. 1a not panlégiptie. 'wﬂ've'hﬁd'éxﬁeriences

of 100% soecialism whieh were unexpeched,

By baving the two departures from inﬂuﬁtrial'niviliéatiuﬂ, ve get
the experience (the Russian and Asiatie). The American view of the
New Deal is that 1t is capitalism, but P. thinks it 1$fan Engwver Gfxita

.ﬂ'ﬂ'ﬂi



P. thinks I should et once do Shaw. T should reed his inportant
plays but there 15 no point in reading thewm ail, 1. .e. to find perhaps,
in mn uninportant play three interesting linpes. It would be important

to write about plays that everyone knows.

. The idez is in P.'s view to bring out a morslity book of Shaw's
aafings{ The whele paradoxy 1s that there was po paradoxy at all.

Phat'se all there would be of paradox.
I.shaulﬂ take up for ny chapter on Bhaw the following plays:

:-l} The Shewins Up Blanco Posanet (& person must be nble to
~stand up to his own cherseter, a horse thief).
2) The Millionairess. .
3) Back To Methugelah,
k) The Applecart (Politles)
5) On The Rocks.
6} Androcles and The Lion,. (The Saint)

7)  Joan

-Shaw the morallst 1s what we nead. Bhaw leg betiter to gquote than

Owen. We can do Shay on guotes and paople won't recognilze 1%,

With Shaw it 1s not the reality of aociety but the reality of
chafaﬁter - what you are born for. Whether you resign yourself to it

1 the key to living,

The best formula 1s Too True To Be Good., It is all good. Meck
“is Lawrence of ;rnbia. The K.C.B. is strewu gahout but not indis-

eriminately.
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My question: I thou#ht that I read sumuwhere that Shaw had
had ﬂHEn in nind vhcn he created the" charauter of Unﬂerﬂhaft in

Hajur Harbara.

T+ is 8illy even if 4t can be proved. Shaw thought that 1 moral
goclely 1s restorad theﬁ l11fe beeomes liveable.  The réalities are_.
the "eality of soeinny and the reslity uf cur uwn.character. If.aﬁyF
thing is contrary ta Shaw 1t is ﬂwen a fnolish exaggeratinn that I
evﬁrythiﬂg wag formed by human society. 3Bhaw thinks that on the

essence of the matbter this is untrue, ﬁlthaugh aouiaty présaes.hiﬁ |
to disown his own character this is only 8 canventian- Iﬁ is an .
1liusicn to aisregard the realitr af anciaty- Thia coﬁpulﬂion of

pgociety MERE“ a tragi—comedy of our 1ives.

The solid pedestrlap faects of 1ife are sovered by misphrased
gbostrecetions and we don't ftrust them. If thay ware rightly phraseﬂ
ve would trust them., Bub they are misphrased from the 8011id and

immovesadble truth.

Personality is fake Jjust as society is recality. The Sergeant

18 & th=clogisn, Sweetle i1s a whore, Aubrey 45 & preacher etc.

The internnlizaﬁlon of values i3 vhat ruﬁ &re,uéhilé.the”roigﬁ
gre the lines and convenbions thet socliety has plannéd oﬁt.fur you.
Beyond the pretended personality is the valid identity. It should de
bnse&.un operatiouzl elements, ncoct on ideallzed ones. This 1B the
characte;ulugy of Shaws There is the pretended pafﬂanality end fayoﬂﬂ
- that is the valid iientity. It is not on operatiomal &1ement£ but

ideolopgical ones.
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Te reject & thilong passlionately heans there 18 5 ome element that
we reject and we insist on all the others but not on the one wve feject.
The denial proves it is important. DPut hov can it be impdrtﬂnﬁ unless

it has & relevence of trubth. We deny it and we affirm the rest.

Owen hadn't the falntest interest in personel life heéuuﬁé'
everything wsas mede by soclety. Shav says thet's superficlial. A
personality in response to the conventional doesn't keap. Your fate
i to relate what you were born for. Few people had a lese dramatic
interpretation of life than Owan. He represents thexeampléte absendé
of a personal dislectic. Ke listened and then went on as if he hadn't
heard & word. Oven cones in as & monumental bore and as a suint.‘

He 1s selfless and doesn't kuow the Impossible. That is why he was

pever shattered by his fallure.

Shav touches selflessness but this 1s loyalty to your true self.
Life and nrappiness is fulfilled by loyalty to your true self, and then
being heappy you eré selfless, whlle the. unhappy deoes nothing Lut ildolize
apd nourlsh himself. He acespts the Christisn Ides that the wvay te
be happy 1B to be selfless {moralizing) but operationally the way £
be happy is to be yourself. Thet is ﬁhy people who are selfless by
being happy ere full of themselves. For exeunple, Candida setarts out
not by belng seifless bubt by belng herself, but that permits her
gelflessness and devotion to her aurruundimﬁs.' Urdershaft 1s sueh
& grend figure because he wss true to himself while Barbara followed
certiln ldeas she didn't really bezlleve herself, e.g. the lzst scene
reveals the sescrets, Darhers says she never ﬁnulﬂ haye married him

if etc,

Shaw has & grand method to show us thlis. ihat prevents people
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from dolug this ia the cheap prizes and conventional pressures of

life in our society.

These are comedies be¢nﬁge'that.which 1é.exp10aéﬂ and refuted
is the conventional personality., The person is shatteréﬁ tut is
actuslly returning teo his actual character, e.g. Village Woolng,
T,.7.T,B.G. The Tragi;camed}f'reauces themn to a level of true

exlstence. (Thia_i; very much so in Yillaege Wooing}, -

Hov does Shaw come in? P, thinks it is the reality of scelety

but is it norot

Industrial soclety is hardly touched upon. Just that the
vorking class 1s wretched and hapg a 1life of its own. Bhaw didan's

think thet technology Is & prire problem of exlistexnce.

But the problem of life snd hov to make a success of it 1s central,
and svclety and personazlity afe the two poles. What we shovw snd guote
links up with the thesis. Techuologienl eiviligation needs ethierl
reform to basic morality. That morality is of the Iimmediate viriues
of moral existeucg- In our scciety, the sssunption that they are
1n?a11datéﬂ or pot effective is a basie ervor. Hither we should follow
the pretenees of conventional existence or the alternetlve 1s the
fundancntal facts of everyday life. We don't believe 1n them because
thease are formtlated in ahstrﬁction and don't correspond to everyday
life. They are distorting abstraciiens but the facts from which they mre

abstraected are solid, sound and enduring.

All the time there ig a dual criticlem. There is & eriticlsm of
conventionnl morality that we are infused with. Those who opposed
this are hanpered becausse the venereied current moral formulations

lack precision and don't pleture life in 1ts pedestrien simple Torm
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but in some elevated &bstr#ction which isn't true. The faet turns out
that the maxims ol mﬂrality are valid but not in the Vittcrién form.
These are fatefully inexset. In T.7.T.B.Q. they break with conventional
morelity and don't rely on 1£, but it is based on pedestrisn gvaryday
down-to-earth man. 1t ie for him that the cabegories are eolid, not

the advertisement of maﬁ, besause he doesn't resenble man, 'Iﬁ nreeds

g poet to draw man in his simple unglﬁrified peﬂestriﬁniém.. He may

be a pzint or & supermar.

Shawvmdravs maﬁ as an actual psrson and ;he eanventiqnal pnsﬁulate
16 immoral or au unaubsﬁ#ntial being that notody believes in. What
pcople try to revert to is the abstract ideal wvhich is Incorrectly
dravn e.g. the Gencrel ian T.T.7.B.0. He 13 supposed to be 2 gentleman
and he hits an elderly person over the head and that geté her right.
Her trouble 1leg the convenitlonal preterse apd when it gets down to the

real motherly being she doesn't know what it is like.,

The great pszeuliarity of Shav whieh makes his strengih 18 that
he hag three levels for the substance of the world, man the animal,
the payeholcéieal heing aund the splritusd being. That permite hiﬁ to
do without violence and reduce pure séeiszl pretences to the effort to
revert to ideal character. He doesn't trust it. But sctually it is
misdrewn. F. bas 4in mind here T.?.T7.B.G. Then there is the girl in
Cundida who is in love with the Minister and she thinks it's terrible
and can't own up. He tries to bhelp by explaining te her that wvhern
she speake frankly ete. When she 13 ponventional 5hé s no persoL at
all, and che is o poul who could live on her real character soundly
and safely and shé dossn't trust this aﬁﬁ believes it's only & fraud.
Map 1s a morsl being but doesn't truat himﬁalf as oue and livealin_
cornventlional pretenses and doesn't dare to revert to rock botion

pecnupe he doean't know it.



Pecause actusl life lies in the tenslon between these spheres,
we are mll the time exposed tothe tension betweei the ievéls

{conventional snd moral).

Between the c¢ther three levels there is no tensi&n.a Ean.is
egually human on all fhrge_levels and there is e rapid move from m
toothache to sulclide ete. The conventional asﬂumptidn that these arc
different worlds is untruz. Man is theré, all of hin ‘on God's level.
There are no three levels, we arc Just bhuman., There is the tension
betweeﬁ #hétract mﬁrality end man as he'isﬁ pédeatriau in hﬂﬁnﬂ.;cliﬂ
everyday life. Let £he devil have free plﬁ? and he viil rehuiid'snﬁ's
vorld because Ged bullt 1t on man as he 15, not on & &istnréed 4

abetraction. When man is undone he is buiit'up ﬁlrea&y.

The Dector's Dilemma 1 one of the most marvelous dialeciics.

(Ilona mextioned it and she has a grasp of the plays that P. never had).

Major Barbara has all the socl el implications and T.T.T7.B.G. has
81l the character distances. P. alweys understocd Major Barbera to
say that under capltalism = Bociuiiat is wrong and the meaning of tﬁe
morelity of the ruling elass is thet it serves Bociety to exist as it
is. Onply the capitalist gives employment and only the caplitelist can
follow ideals without deluding himgelf. The others eerve nobody aad
ehest themgelves. For example, Major Barbara digeovers that she 1s a
hypoerite and this takes the Marxist position to i1ts extreme. It is

eloo the same idea s Mrs. W.'s Profession.

- One of the things thet occured to P. is that the asalnt hes mo
sense for convenbionasl vulues} Apdroeles has no sense that thisg iz
the enperor, Just thet 8 numan being will be destroyved if he ien't

careful. Alsoc Joan has no understoanding for conventional wvalues and
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she doesn't know that she spenks to the King. She opeaks to the King
a5 1f he wvere anyone else. She wants to help.

The Saints include Androeles, Joan, Candide {selfless without
vapity) and Lzdy Cicely. The heros include the Mimnster im Devil's

Dieciple.

Elanco Posnel mepta a saint. Ehe is the virgin and he puta her
on his horae, He cannot own'.up tu tha fact that he h&ﬁ given thia
voran the harae. Heek 15 more o supernan anﬁ EtraREr is & auperman

and g0 1s the waliter, in YOu HE?Er Cun Tell.

The saints accept thelr own character'ﬁnd'fﬁ& réalitgﬂnf'aﬂciety

end bYeing sslfless they:can do elpost snything and work mirascles.

The Saint and the Superman indicate two solutions. (The Supermen

is the Nietszche ides).

The peculiar thought ls dosa lifa resenble the Shavian scenef
Hbat is Shavian? It is scomething cnec smells and szenses at once and
one can't mistake, e.5. Meek in T.P,7.B.G. It ghows up the weakneses
of the conventional situétien.in & fashicen vhich involves much more

then the conice.

Hﬂ.muﬁt take two or three examples of thé fa;lity'of éﬁciet}. There
.ia Widover's Houses and Mrs. W.'s Profession whiéh"afe uriﬁic#l plﬁys
in this way. There is the féminist lady'in-Yuu Hevér ¢an Tell. .Euf
it is really Barbara that is impcrtﬁnt. TﬁEﬂa three ﬁre'raally soclal
eriticisms while the greast charsacter plays nre Candida, and then Joan
and Androcles and the pure charscter comedies., For example, Village -
Woolng, T.T.T4B.G.. This gives a different grouplng ef the Shaw playe.

Then there are the politieal plays like the Apple Cart and On The Rocks,

then there is Map and Buperman.
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Shav confronts us with the psychological and sccisl conventions.
Most people believe 1# honesty snd hard work but don't rely on it.
There is honesty if you look under & microscape. ¥ork, hobbies and
heroian sre ﬂiff&rent- If ycu look at it close ¥ou have the 1de& that
1£is ﬁ.shﬁm- Yo, it s solid peﬂestrian humsan nature. Like CEZ&BDE
aﬁ& fhé impressionists we look at the trees, take them to pie¢e§ and
pqﬁ them together sgain. (They ignored ﬁhg_acé&enid ides of the thing

and put it together mgain).

Shaw has a double ciiticlsm #gaina{'céﬁventionalism- The élhésic
n¢$denically~driwn t&aﬁltidna and idéalafaf human behaviour lack
precislan and li,e-ljkanEﬁs end that's vhy people diﬂtrust them. Look
ai then more eloccly and ycu would think that they fall to pieceq, but

see hou the; stand Lp.

The history of our culture is like thet, first there were the

Jéws, then the Christians, then the Greeke, Romens ete. Our words are

0ld and our asﬁﬂciafioﬁé &re.ai& ﬁnd it-ﬁdé-all to be rearaftéﬁ; There
nﬁa.thé ehurch nndlphiloséphy eto. Faf'exémpic, what ﬂn'wé ﬁean by
ﬁﬂurageT Compars this with the coufaﬁeoué ian; Thﬁre is no aimilarity+
ﬁe doea#'t do thé things hﬁ is cxﬁeatéd; He does different things,

e;é. Arms and the Ken. The Sviss was courageouE. In an artistic va} ;
he had a purlty of dAraftsnanship cantaining saméthing of tha-élaasic -

& new shape in art appears with a naive clarisy.
The Job 1s to collect positive Shavian quotes.

Take up two figures or plays. One would be on the reality of
soclety level and the other on the reality of charscter. He argues

thet life cannot be lived otherwise than by the acceptance of that,
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He deals with men's Ffailure o meet his rgel gifta in the sane
vay in which he falls tq deal with the reali;y of suciety e.g. Mrs.
W.'s Profession and Widower's Houses, end Gettinﬂ Harried where
marriage ies based on huran nature. Is eapecially 80 in the Eaint Bod

Supeormnan. The ucceptance cf the ruulitieﬂ iz the real thing

.Myself: With the Bnhut there is an expert knowleige ef uhﬂ'

e

re&lities of life,. , : e Ve -._";'. 'u:.

Eomahaw the saint 8 salution is selflaaﬂness anﬂ the uuperman &

is selfishress of o qlarified charactﬁr, his real self. Both cumnriae

i3 f

Eelfleaﬁnesa and salfishnﬂgs and rﬂate to reality.

That is & key -~ taking a paradoxlesl form that resolves the
raradox. That is why he was alwasys able to puzzle the yeaple who
dont see that the BEllehnEEB of the a&irt 13 aelfleesneaa- E& ia B

Balut.

With hin the diﬂtortian i1z oh two 1evels - the superficial and
nanventianal faghions; and the nther is our attempt %0 fnrmulate -
true marality on o different level which is mnot cnrreet on the ﬁsa;
eription of actusl man. It is based on 1iterary and hiatorical

traditions whieh mvust be ifgpored.

But these gre Lwn different soureces of &rrﬂr, one error ﬁf
cunventlcnylity and the other, the desp- seate& veakness of philnsnphy
Bnd ethiesa. It shows with the terms szelf and eelfleaa that we don't

got through.

A community is basiecally ethieal, and morality ig the understanding
¢f life in its essence. Jesus promised fullness of 1life -~ the sbundance

of life. That 1s vhy Shav hed never any quarrel with Chfiatianiﬁy, Just
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the empt?'faahiona pandering to evil which is #hat conventional
Christianity is. There was no criticism of Chrictlanity in Shav.
Wiy should he imagine that what the'Christigﬁ church produces is

chfistianityf
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FEERDOM AND TECHEOLOGY

The whole book would be on soclalist lines, but post-Russian
aecialisﬁ. There would be however, a cnmplete'avnidmncé of the
first-line i1llusions — that's gone. This comes near Lo the Few West

which would be post-Russian.

This book on Freedom and Techuolopy vﬁich hinges on the
condition of man today is thée cpame 23 the development of the idea of
the reality of society. It is there from Robert Owen o the.praaent;
and the exlstentieslists and these bresks are tho history of the modafp
mind. This P. puts &8 & &iaquiait;nn on freedom. It 1s pot easy to
deny.that freedom is & much ugei phrase. Foxr example, théra are the
freedon-loving qountri&s. ¥hat ﬁn_they lovetl SQmething they ﬁnﬁ‘t

have.

Buch a ﬂigquisitiun.ia only &8 paraﬂﬂxicai thing. It 18 something
everybody asserts, that the problem of our tinme is freedom. The point
ig they don't knﬁﬁ what they arve talking about, buf thats no reoson
not to explain. It is not aaﬁethinﬁ obvicusly accepted or if accepted
vhether it wnﬁld be effgcti?éf_ But %heae.nre not regquirements of
sumething true and importani 1n.thia éphere. It.ia excugh 1f in the
course of time it is understood that thiﬁ ia the kind of trouble ve

have,

If obhne vrote in & pﬁilﬂsﬁphi¢a1 vay 1t mighﬁ Ye boring, but in
an illustratlive wvey sbout & recognized sudject ia differcent. For
exenple, there ls the world of thaughtﬂuf ﬁ&mund WHilson, and he
preeente 1t by writing.aboui a nuwmber of pubjectz. He has no very
particulear fheory of his ovn but there 1s something 1n-anﬁ ahoﬁt

Edomund Wilponm thet 1is helpful. - ) .
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My gquestion: Does P. think we should have s separate chapter

on existentialism?

By the time ve come there it would have been dealtd with end

this makes 1t unpecessary to deal critiuallﬁ with it.

Phe idea of the reality of soelety is the emphasisz on the most
anclent point of a scciallst position. That is vhat was celled heing'
a socialist ~ looking eon things not from the polnt of view of the

individusl but society.

For P. how doés sucieﬁf affacﬁ'everything else? He ig much
nearer Oven than for exsmple, the welfere economics outlook. P,
doesn’t understand welfare acqnuﬁinﬁ. It's Just a pﬂéitiﬂn of. the

unthinking. It isa't an economies, ITIt's & view paint.
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UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO PAPER HEri o

P. went -back to histary and uaed historical examplea &s Bh
illuatratian Qf ‘his method. The method is utterly_meaningless and
is a kind of & puzzle unlesa i gan be understood in its bachground

and pnssible use.

It Beens th&t ‘bhe pnptr d.-:-es E';et thrcmgh s.nd there are excellen‘,
reaatiens from the top man._ If thia poper can be underatﬂﬂ& it wﬁuld
be & mudel for a cﬂmpletﬁly new line of work in which these cﬂnccptual

&?ancaa could be used for an anﬂlcﬁs nrray of history.

These problems of history ere in terrible condition. Thers

gre only two kinds of epproaches, orthodox Narxism which is restricted

~to half a doren eliches, each of them out of date. It mighf poesibly

be enployed If Marxisnm got moving mgein. The others are pire Iiber-

tinletie. These are mogtly psychological and are called culturel,
pieking up a pattern here and thers witheut any hepe of dealing with
it on other then & conversablonal level. For exnuple, there 1s

Epenglexr, the Decline of The West, & vork on a mopumental scale which

- appears only onee every thirty or fifty yesre. It can't be 1m1tuted

without genius. There 15 hnﬁaver oo elemernt of & me thod and the
chances npre that 1t i?ﬁtterly wrong. The first methoed, the Marxian,

is poverty &1l over.

Otherwise there 1s nothlag else, except perhaps Mare Bloch for -
the redieval period and perhaps mercantilism, but here Heckscher

didn't get beyond Schmoller end in some waye was scveral steps behind.

“XIn antlguity nothing hes happened and since ancient mutigulty decides

on modern antiguity thnls forms the fﬂundu;iﬂha of our outlocok. Thse

laat grest work was thet of Rostovitasff but he wasn't able to sunm up
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his work. He was caughﬁ:ﬁ§ iﬁ'§ne thing: the market. He wasn't &
muderﬁ;zer but thought of the market ia the'oli way and this prevcnted
him from harvesting, summing wp. He vas & genius but he went the
his@&rignfs vay, pot the couceptiual vdy._ Tnis is the appgéite method
to K.P;fs who wasn’t werking on the primary sources or Lhe inmedliete

- evidence or on finding new facte but on SCCondary sources.

ir P¢'hga the time he might ﬁrite'anuther such aﬁuﬂx for ;hé'_1
Thrupp Faper. He wants the thing to go on record i.e, the nppli#aticna
to actﬁnl history of the conceptual innovetions. Otherwise the

others remein on the other side and the scholars do noet understand.




MY THESIS

My'éueatiaﬁ:" Would 1%t be possible to camﬁlete ith s M.A. thesls
on "The Two Eeaningé of "Economic" at the pregent time or could P,

' mdvise some other subject?

b

Bchn-Bawerk had two meanings..

I night get in touch with Professor Dorfman and do some tople
in ingtitutionsl economles. 'Harry Pgarsnn'iﬁ vorking with him and
hes made hie main.sthect_COmmnna. P. thinks thet ny thesis might
prove & more difficult_suhject than sppeared at thet time. 4s &
ready distinction it is not &s simﬁle a5 1t eppears. Befors 1871
there wes no consclousness of economics being based on the gcarﬁitf
qéncept. Bafore 1871 there were the classlcé. Whet ohe does 1is an
impuﬁatinn ~ to what extent the scarcity concept is involved and to

vhet extent the substantive concept.

If the two~thirde of my essay which I have completed previously
stands, then the actual work is not very bif. Teday I could deal

with ‘a subject that at that Sime I could not des) with.

The later work on the two meanings of economiec {at first it was
economlce) worked on the economy. We raised the gueatlion of the

econony's place in soeiety. Economice is the theory of the market.

The first 5 pages of P.‘# Chlcago Peper recapltulete the meaning
of the econdmy belng an instltuted proccse. The distinction 15 betwesn
process and Institutions. 1t has nothing to do with the formﬁl and
substantive menﬁing of econconice. This Is a uceful study in énthropnlngy
and history. The anthropologlist uses the pubatantive méaning but in a
confused way. In sociology it is the fashion to confuse the tvwo asnd

that is Parsons.
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Our method 1s utterly differeh;.ﬂnd the peraon“whé wrnte_ii is
Terry Hopklins in Trade gnd Morket alsg Harry atfagkad the_thing_iﬁ ]
new.way an@'weﬁt to the t#c treatmenté of Ecunnﬁfcs. Qné i? fﬁilauing.
the fate of rationality in hunau affsirs and thé_ﬂfher ié thé_ecﬁﬁomyﬂ'
Earry said that taese two approaches are the maln nnes; Ratianaiiﬁy

is very near_ﬁhe scarecity cancéptT

Perhppa I aheu]d Eeep off the aubjeet~_ In the fielﬂ nf anntrine
there is acareity and under ianstitutions there is the aubatantive- But
uhnder each falls for example, the subatantive theory ol population;x
rept ete. and if X want %o sort out in the dectrine what is farﬁal_-

end what is subsfantive Lhut might prove very difficult, The queatlon

exists whether one night mix the mew lines up.

¥y question; Does P. think 1 could take up the Euhject ﬂf the

“Internatianal Hadus vivendi" 88 B subieet fcr a thesis? _

I could see Paul pbout & subject wilth ﬁurkae and Internatiomal

Trede and how c¢lose this theme wbulﬂ be to him,
- Torfman hes no hesistancy in taklzng up P.'s Bubjectsl'

Werner and Fuchs heve taken up the tvo meanings of econcmic.
P.'s Comumentary article hes been ineluded in the Celumbia Contemporery

Civilisation Course,

In Harry's snd Terry's pepors the formal end Euhstﬂntive run

right through. Dipcuseion erticles wlll be written on this subject.

Where does the séaraity prinelple enter? Hith'ﬁobbes'nnd Huﬁe.
there was the idea that there is not cnough to go around. Hume made

it basie end that's'why there must ke goverhﬁent. But the prineiple
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ap nek in Ecnnpmicé pﬁﬁper} :Tha;*a iiffgrent. There we'wﬁﬁiﬁ'ldﬁk
at a2ll the principleé,-Riéariﬂ etc;, and what goes to marcity. The
nﬁhject is in a wﬁy philosophic anﬂ_in_n'way pure method and I ﬁoula
get stuck, P. doesn't thirk thet 1%'s my setrong side. If these

terms mre all the time meshed them 1%t 1s very mesay.
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POLITICS

_f. feéls ihat_everg_%lement éf self—feépeeﬁ has gone in the way
j%he.State Dep&rtment curriea oo foreign policy. The world has no
cuﬂfidence end so no peace policy can be carriea on., .The V.5. slone
stands ﬂvt. Other gavernmenta have not f01lamcd thla line. Acheson

was the flrst toc practice this on a large saale

How ﬁe&prséat&d the euletdal tendencies of mankind ere, become
obvious from ths smbarassuent all-round at thé Arab recovery (thE 
Arnb anenimous decision of Aug. Plst at the U.H.). The misgivingé,
and ambiguoua rss ponse which . lelOWéd Lﬂd the generel unwlllingness

are like the person who doesn't went to relinguish his disease..

' Thursday night, August 2lst, wes o great event, The Arab ﬂmpiﬁe,
emall powar though it is, will have very gread neutralizing effeéts.
The ney Arab empire will have great influence snd prove how important
neutralism is. FRussian diplomacy 1ls very clever snd kept in the
beck-ground. At & certain poelnt there was & threst of war. Thais
preve;tc&.the Anericans fron exp;ndiﬁg to attack Irag. That's vhen the
varolng ceume out. They had & summit conference and Elserhover waa .

there poit K. was oob.

The Russiens try to dov everything %o prevent a world war fronm
developing. That is why K. went to Peking., The situation heoame
dangerous. One wouldn't be sure what is gﬂing to happen. Fusasla

mobilized 24 divisions in Turkestsn.
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ECQUDHIC MOTIVES

There are no éeandmic mntiv&s. Thia has becn taken'ur hy.ﬂngo
Parsons also. tht makes a motive éﬂﬂﬂﬁmiﬂ? There is no motive whicu
would directly make you wurk an& accarding to the situatiaﬂ yuu might
do differcnt thiangs. You might ateal or rob, Hunge' is £ physialﬂg;eal
state. . :

It ia tha same idma as there mre no pclitical motives. You ﬁéy :
be Jealnuﬂ or furiﬂﬁs but you ¢an't D pﬂli*ical.

What we mean by econocmic motives or political potives is that
you relate yourself fo & definlte institutional sphere, namelr to

some moiivetion or other and eet in that sphere{

Even sex may be culturally determined, not in the physioclogical
rapge aud not even vhether the motive cex exiete ns n motive. It
depends on Boﬂieﬁy 85 to whether the aiiuation is one whetner the

behaviour in oxe pocicty would ba repeated in anuth&..

Eut for economic or political matives tbere is no snci&ty where
BOTE ¢f the notlves that are regarded by us as economlc would have

& dlrect relevance to the ccononie process like ocurs.




REEIFRGCITY

My questian on racxprﬂcity and ethlcs.

‘Reciproeity in the economy ia onlf'thé'prinaipleluf community,
Aristotle's philia. It is not Christian love and has nothinog to 4o

with 1t. It iz the good will that holds béﬁve#n menbers of mny group,

We wuald say that there are groupa with no gauﬁ will tn ﬂna anﬁther.
a.g blacks and wh ea in n tnwn but Aristuﬁle aaiﬁ that they aren't
& group, B ccmmuniuy. By gﬂﬂﬂ will he didn't mean‘anything emotiun&l
or ethical. There 18 no ethics 1in & eomunlty where the hgmmﬁﬁitx is
a fact. Wont I call ethics ig the ﬁdx they live. My idea of ethics

iz for an atomiatie soclety.

I should sce the Nichomachean ethics. Our modern ethics 1s°
B histcri&al concept whieh éxiﬁtﬂ'ﬂnly in & defintte type'of society.
Jesus' ides of love iz not ethics but ab understanding of life. It ig

a different category.

Ethics %s a theory of scnething. It 1s & theory of right action
and right value and it 1s not necessarily 60 that there nmeod he &

theory of it &t all.

REQUSSEAD
Ky comrent: There 15 a new book out on Rousseau attemptinw to
ahnw the denoccratic eharncter of his gr;ting and disprove the

toteliterisen aspsets,

Rousseau wus the founder of both the individual and the totol-

‘itearian schools. Aleo thelintélIEctual end enti-~dintellectual lines.
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GEORGE WOODARD

" Woodard is fr;ting & Dook on Amerlican humanistie aﬂcialism'cn_the
ffea_peraanﬁlityr_ Ee_uﬁes.the'language iﬁla peculiar halting way
_aimuﬂt like & woodeut wr;tipg.in e gothlie way. Woodard also believes
he 1l 8 Marxist gﬁ%_fha;'s'ﬁecpllar} It is an utterly genuine kiﬁq

of thing.

FICHETING WORDS

F. haﬂ;nrticipatei in a taped prograu with Euasel Kirk Rohert
McKenzie; and Heedlea4 FCKEEEie is a very effective ﬂisputant. They
deh#ted dizengegenant, ﬂnd the Kennan prohlem._ Also whether the
EEancipatinn of enslaVEd sueietiaa 1n & reaaonable aim of B fureiﬂn
pellicy, aleo liversy frum totalitarian regimEE apd private apd publie

morelity (the Aﬂams ease).

F. 4id not think 1t was a.very intereating program.
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