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ON BELIEF IN ECONOMIC DETERMINISM

By Karu Poranyl

My main thesiz i3

() that econumic dsterminism  was pre-sminently pineteenth centiury
phenomenon, which hags now cemsed to operate in the grenter part of the
world © it was effective only under a markel-system, which 1= Tapidly
disappearing in Huropt ;

(b} that the market system violently distorted our views on man amd soolely |

() these distorted views are proving one of the main obstacles to the golution
of the problems of our vivilization.

[JEETRLITON OF THIL PRESKRT PHASE OF OUR (IVILIZATION. Al historian shoald
find no diffieuliy in defining the stage ot which we have arrived. The tour is called
industrial civilization. The first stage of the tour ia over, and we are em barking on
the second. The machine age, or industrial civilization, which started sometime
in the eighteenth century, is still far from being over. [Its first phase has been
callad by meny names, snch as liberal capilalism, or market-ecunomy ; the next
phase will be called by some olther name, Wi can not yet be cortain by whal. The
point is to distinguish between the technologieal aspect which pomnprises the whole
of the machine age or industrial civ iligakion, and the sociological, which differentiates
the phase which is already behind us from the phass which i still Lo come.
Tug prescnt condition of man van be described in simple terms. The Tndustrisl
EBevolotion, some L3 years ago, introduced o oivilization of & technologioal type.
Mankind may not survive the departure ; the machine may yet destroy maun ; 1O-0RO
is able to gange whether, in the long Tun, man and the muchine are vompatible.
Pl since industrial civilization can nob and will not be willingly discarded, the
tugk of adapting it to the requircments of human existence wust be wolved, if mankind
ghall continue on earth.

SpuH, in common sense terms, is the bird’s eye view of our tronbles. Meanwhile
the first phase of the new sivilization iz, us we saw, already hehind us. It involved
a peculiar social organisation, which derived jis name Tom its cemtral institution,
the market. In tho greater parl of the world this market-eeonomy is dizappearing
in onr days. But the eutlook on man and soviety, which it hequeathed to us, persisis,
and obsiructs our attempts to ineorporate the machine mto the fabrie of a stable
homan existence. =
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TepusTiIAL eivilization unhinged the elements of man's. being,  The machine
intertored with the intinwte balanee Which oblained between man, nature and
work, Whether our distant aneestors were tree-climbing ereatures or whether Ly
gquntted in the undergrowth, the ominous faet remains that not until & few LenEra.-
tions ngo was our habitstion phyeically severrd from nature. Though Adam’s carse
made labour sumetimes irkasme, it did not threaten to reduce our waking hours to
meaningless jorks alongside of a moving belt. Fven war, tor all its horrors, was o
means of decision in the service of the sontinuance of life, mot o universal death-trap.
Tt is not. possible to forctell whether sach & civilization can suceessfully T adjnated
to the abiding needs of man, or whether man must perish in the attempt.
However, as we saw, man's present condition s set by a further fact, not of a
technological, but of 4 sorial order.  For his prime difficulty in grappling with the
problum of an industrial eivilization arises from tha intellectual and emotional legracy
of market-cennomy, that nineteenth century phase of machine civilization which is
rapidly [uding away on the major parl of the planct. Tés banefal inbweritsnes is the
bulief in economic determination,

Ouk gituation is thus peculiar to the wbmost, In the nineteenth eentury the machine
forced an unprecedented form of social organization, & market-economy, upon us,
which proved to he no mors than an episode.  Yeb so incisive was this ox peTieno,
that our eurrent notions are almost entively derived from this short period.  Tn
my opinion, the views of man and sgnviaty induced by ninetecnth eenlury conditions
were fantastic ; they weore the cuteoms of a moral brauma a8 violent in ita impaci
on the mind and sonl as the machine itaelf wns foreign to nature. These views
were broadly based on the conviotion that human incentive can be olassed as
‘material * and “ideal’, sand that in everyday life man mainly acts on the
former. .
SUCH u proposition was, of course, true in respect Lo u market-economy.  Hut only
i respoct fo sweh an economy.  1f the term © ceonomic * 15 used ng synonymons with
" eoncerning production | we maintain thal there do not exisl any homasn motives
which are intrinsically * economic ’: and as to the so-called * sconomic © motives
it should be said that ecconcmic gvelems are usunlly not based on them,

Ture may sound paradoxical.  Yet the wnfrary view was, as we said, merely o
rellection of the peculiar conditions which existed during the nineteenth century,
Tuw 1iLusion or ‘ mooxomTe” sorives, 1 will now, maost relictantly, have to
ntrade upon your intellectual delicacy and proceed to disenss eoonomics, However,
L will restriet myself io draving your attention to the crude ontlines of the cconomic
system of the ninetecnth century, ealled market-sconomy. Tnder such a system
wer ean nok exisl unless we buy commodities on the market with the help of invomes
which we derive from selling cther commoditios on the market. The name of the
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inuome varies according to what we are offering for sule ; the price of the nse of
labonr power ia called wages ;: the prive of the nse of the land is called rent : the
prive of wse of capital & called inderest ; the ineome oalled profiv derives from the
ale of commodities which feich a higher price than the commodities nesded to
produee i, Lhos leaving over a margin which forme the income of the entrepreneur.
Thus sales produce incomes und all ineomnes derive from sales.  Tneidentally, produc-
ticn & being laken vars of, and the consumers” goods produced during the course
of the year are dislributed smongst the members of the comnmunity with the help
ol the inecomes they have carned. Such a aystem ean not fail to work as long as
every member of the community has & valid meotive which induces him to earn an
incorne.  Buch o motive aetually exists under the aysiem : it is hunger, or the fear of
it, which those who sell the nae of their labour power, and gain with those who sell
the nse of capital, or land, or make: profits on the sale of other commodities,  Very
roughly, the one motive sttaches to the employed class, the other to the smployers’
clugs.  Binee Lhess two motives ensure the produetion of material gomds we are
used to eslling them ' economic ' moiives.

LET us stop and consider. Is there anvihing intringically economic about these
mobived in the aense in which we ppeak of religions or msthetio motives being based
on teligious or methetic experiences ¥ s there anything about hunger or, for that
matter, about gam or gambling which may have their attractione, but again that
attraetion is not intrinsically ‘ eeonomic ®,  In other wordz, the connection between
these sensations and the activivy of production iz nething inherent in thess sensations
but 1 contingent upon social organisation, Under the markel organization, as
we saw, sueh a eonnection most definitely exists ;. hunger and gain are linked here,
by virtue of thai organization, with production. That explains why, under a markel -
gystem, we eall these motives * seonomic ", But what about other social organisa-
taons, apart from market-economy | Do we find here alse hunger and gain linked
with the mwroduetive activities withous which sovicty could not exiat ¢ The snswer
i decidedly in the negative.  'We find, ag a rale, that the organisation of production
in human society iz such that Lthe motives of hunger and gain arc not appealed to
indeed, where the motive of hunger is connected with productive activitics, we find
that motive merged with ether strong monives, Huch a mixture of motives is what
we mean when we speak of social motives, the kind of incentives which make us
conform. with approved bohaviour,  Seanning the history of buman civilisation
we do not find man asting so as to safeguard his individual interest in the acquisiticn
of maderial goods, but rather so as to ensure his social standing, his social claims,
his social asscts. He valaes material goods primarily as means (o this end.  Man's
HEODOMY, 85 4 rule, is submerged in his social relationship.  Some of you mighl have
been wondering on what facts T was basing these assertions. Firsl there are the
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fundamental results brought to light hy research dome by eocial anthropologists
in the field of primitive seonomies. Two names are outetanding, Bronislaw Malinow-
sl and Richard Thurnwald. Together with some other scholars they made funda-
mental discoveries on the place of the productive or cconomic system in society.
The legend of the individualistic psychology of primitive man is exploded, Neither
vrude agotism, nor a propensity to barter or exchange, nor a tendoney lo cater
chicfly for himsell is in evidence. liqually discredited is the legend of the eom-
rnunistic payehalogy of the * savage *, his supposed lack of appreciation of his separate
pergonal inlerest and 8o oo, The truth is that man has been vory much the same
all through the eourse of history. Taking institutions not scparately but infor-
relatedly, we find him behaving in a manner cornprehensible to us. ¥et as a rule
the productive, or economic system is arranged in sach & manner that no individual
is moved by hunger (or the fear of it) to participste in produciion. s share in the
sommon food resvurces is secured to him independently of his part in the productive
wiforts of the community, Here sare some briel quotations : Under the kraal-land
aystemn of the Kaflivs * destitution is impossible ;. whosoever needs assistance receives
it nngueationingly * (Mair, L. P, : AN AFRICAN PROTLE [N THE [WENTINTI CENTULRY,
1934). No Kwakintl “ ever ran the least risk of going hungry © (Loebh, E. M. :
THE DISTRIBUTION AND FUNCTION OF MOXEY. TN BARLY S0CIETE, 1936). Or this—
“ There is no starvation in societics living on the snbzistence margin ' (Herskevits,
H. J.: THE EQONOMIO LIFE OF PEIMITLY E PROPLES, 1940). Az a rule, the individual
in primitive society is not threatened by starvation unless the communily as a
whole is in a like predicament. 1t is the absence of the threat of individual starvation
which makes primitive society, in @ sense, more humane than nineteenih century
anciely, and al the same time less economic,  The same is true of the stimule of
individual gain.  “ The characieristic feature of primitive economics is the absence
of any desire to make profits from production or exchange ™ (Thornwald, K. :
HOONOMICH IN FRUIMITIVE coMMUNITIZS, [982). “ Goain, which is oflen the stimulus
for work in more civilized communifics, never acls as an impulse Lo work under Lhe
original native conditions 7 (Malinowski, B. © argoNa0rs oF THR WESTERN PACIFIC,
19307, Nowhers in uninfluenced primitive society do we find Tabour assoziated
with the wdea of I,H-l:,-']’_l’_l,l’jﬂ‘t. M {Luwie: HOCLAL ORCGANTEATTON, H.E.Sce, Yol KI‘TJ.
THuRR ia, :'-Im‘.ﬁml]}r, unhbraken l,mnt-inui‘ty ot primiti'l.rﬂ smﬁctF with civilizmd tipes
of society. Whelher ancient despotis civilization, feudal society, city state, medieval
urban society, mercantile soviety or reculstive system of the eighteenth eentury
Western Europe, everywhers we find the economic system embedded in the social
gyatem.  Whether the actual motives fall under the heading of civie costom or
tradition, duty or commitment, religions obscrvance, political allemunce, legal
obligation or administrative regulation, issued by state, municipality or guild,
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makes no difference,  Not hunger nor gain but pride and prestige, rank and status,
public praine and private reputation provide the incentives forindividua) pariiviparion
n production. Fear of having to foregn malerial necessitics, the ineentive of gain
or profil. need not be absent, Markels are widely spread under all types of human
aivilization and the ascoupation of the merchant alsy is fairly general,  Yet, markets
are sites of trading and merchants are in the nsture of things expected to act on the
motive of gain, But the markets are mere jsolated patehes which do not link up
inte an economy, Never before the nineteenth century did they hecome dominant
in society.

TemwnLy, there is the suddenness with which the tranaformation ocourred.  This
ia not & matter of degree but of kind, A chuin-reaction was i nduced, and the harmless
institution of the market flashed into o suciological explosion. By making labour
and land into commodities, man and nature had been gubjocted t0 the supply.
demand-price mechanism. This meant the subordinating of the whole of socicty
to the institution of the market. Tnstead of the coonomie aystem being canbedded
in social relationships, social relationships were now embedded in the economic
systom,  Inalead of inecomes being determined by rank and position, rank and
position were now determined by ineomes. The relationshi p of atatus snd eontractus
was reversed—ihe latter took everywhers the place of the former. To speak merely
of an *influence * exerted by the econeinic fastor on social stratification was a grave
understatement. The sides of a triangle do not rightly spealing * influsnee ” the
angles, they determine them,  The working of a capitalistic society wos not merely
 infuemeed * by the market mechanisn, il was determined by it, The social classes
were now identical with “supply * and * demand * on the market for Iabour, land,
capital, and a0 on.  Moreover, sines no huaman communily can exist without a
functioning productive apparatus, all nstitutions in society must conform to tho
requircments of that apparatus. Marrisge and the rearing of children, the OTEAniAn-
tion of seienee and eduestion, of religion and arts, the cheios of profession, the forms
of habitation, the shape of seltlements down even to the methetios of evory-day
lite, muat be moulded ascording to the needs of the system. Here was ° ceonomic
society " ! Here it conld truly be said that society waa determined by ceonomics,
Mot signifieant of all, eur views of man and society wore vielontly adjusted Lo thia
most urtificial of all social settings. Within an almost incredibly short time fantastic
viaws of the humnan condition boesme eurrent and gained the stotus of axioms,
Let me explain. ;

Tiri every duy activities of men and women are, in the naturs of things, to u large
extent related to production of material goods. Sinee, in principle, the exelusive
motive of all these aelivities was now cither the fear of starvation or the lure of
profit, these motives, now deseribed ns * soonomic *, were singled ouf from among
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all other motives and eonsidered to he the normal incentives of man in his cvoryday
activilivs.  All other ineentives, sueh as honour, pride, solidarity, civie obligation,
moral duby or simply 4 sense of common decency were regarded as boing motives
not related 1w evervday life, but of & rare and more esnlerio nature, fatefully summed
up in the word “ideal . Man was supposed to consist of two components : Wios
akin to hunger and gain, and those akin to piety, duty and henour, The first were
regarded a8 ' material ', the lather as “ideal * Productive aclivities were oncee
and fur all linked with the material. Man heing strictly dependent upon mwuns of
subsisience, this amounted to s materialistic morality,  All attempts to correct it
in practies were hound to fail, since they rew took the form of arguing for an equally
unresl © idealistic ' morality. This is the source of that fatal divorce of Lhe matorial
and the ideal which is the erux of all our practicsl anthropology : inslesd of the
“mixed molives ® in which man is st one with himeelf, his divigion into an wllegod
“material * and ‘ideal ’, man was hypostatised. The Paukinian dualism of flesh
and spirit was merely a proposition of theological anthropwlogy.  Ti had very little
b der with materialism. TInder market-economy human socicty itsell was organized
on dunlistic lines, overyday life being handed over to the material, with Snndays
regerved for the ideal, .

Now, if this detinition of man wers trie, every human society would have to posseas
4 separate econumic system, based on © ceonomic motives’, such as existed in
ninateenth century sociely, That's why the marketing view of man is also s marketing
view of socicty, Under the influence of nineteenth cenbury conditions it ssemed
obvions that separate economie mstitutions must oxist in every sociely.  Actually
the characteristic of human societies is precisely Lhe absence ol wach soparate and
distinet ceonomic institutions. That the economie systern i2 7 embeddeod T m the
sowtinl relations means precisely this.

Tms explaing the current belief in cconomic determinism.  Where there is o Arparate
economic gyaien the Tequirements of thai system determine all othor instifations
in society, No other allernative is peesible, sinee man's dependence upon material
goods allows of none other. That economis delormination was the characteristio
leature of the ninctecnth century eociely waz exnetly boeanae in that Anviety Lhe
veonomic system woe separate and dislinet from tho rest of sncivty, hoing baacd
on & geparalo set of motives—hunger and wain.

Lot me procecd to some conclusions.

Tur task of adjusting the organisation of Tife to the acvtuality of an induabrial civiliza-
tion iz atill with us. Our relations Lo men, work, and nature have to he re-ghinped,
The atom bomb has made ihe problem nwerely mors urpent.

ThE civilization we are secking i3 an industrial civilization on which Lhe basic
requirements of human life are fulfilled, The market-orgamsation of society has
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broken down. Some other orgunisation is developing. It iz a tremendons task to
integrate society in a new way. It iz the problem of a new eivilization.

Bur do not let us be intimidated by the bogey of economie determinism. T nal.
let uz be mishad into & notion of the nsture of man which is poor and unresl —the
dualistic fallacy—aceording to which the ineentives an which production is organised
spring from one sel of metives, the incentives on which communal effort, good citizens
and high political achievement iz organised derive from a different set of modives.
Do wov imsyine that: the economie system must limit our achisvement of our ideals
in society. Only the society which is embedded in the market is determined by
the economic system. No other society is.

Tauw the problem of freedom. Much of the freedom we cherish—the civie Libertios,
the freedom of speech and 20 on, were by-products of capitalism. Need they disappear
with eapitalism ¢ Not at all. To imagine this is simply an illusion of seonomie
doterminism—which is valid only in o market society. Hayek's fear of serfdom i
the illogic application of economic determinism of a non-market economy,  We
ean have more sivic liberties—indesd rxtend civie libertics inlo the industrial aphere,
Mr. BuewEaM hae alan prophesized a great deal, on suppossdly Marxian lines,
about what clugs 12 to rule, ste.—all on lines of seonomie determiniem. Vet e
agaumes the end of market-ceonomy, in which alone such delerminiem applics.
THE Lasciate ogai speranse of econnmic determinism is laft behind us. Together
with freedom from enslavement to the market, man also gaing & more important
freedom ; his imagination iz free agsin to ereate and shape his aowivty, confident
that he can possess the fullness of the fresdom which he is prepared to plan for,
to organize and safeguard,
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APPENDIX I

WHITHER CIVILIZATION ?
By Kart PoLanvr!

ATLTHOTER in its quiet way England has staged o social revolution, he would be o
eomrageond man who wonld asserl that any ponscions process of thonght accompanied
it. The English prople have an almost innate relaetance to formulating aoninl ideas
in worda,  Their own, time-honcured semantics have taught them that words mors
often divide than unite. Thus, there is no English scheol of sociology. But there
s an longlish method of secial action, which snbordinates thought to lifi;, and seelss to
find solutiona in life iteelf. Tf one only trics long enough, questions may spontanesusly
resolve themsaelves, the lnglish seem 10 say—and in any case one avoids the mistaks
of making them insoluble by attempling to foree a solulion wher: none 18 yet possibile.
T'his method reigns af those summer meetings which eombine the: stimulus of & holiday

~dn the countryeids with the contem plative seeluzion of ashrsm. Tt could be scon atb it

best at the first postwar Confercnce of the [natitute of Sovivlogy held at TReading
University, July 26 to August 2

Trus, the methed seems to leave all too many factors to the inscrutable working of
chanee—yet gond care is taken not to allow the mills of the intellect Lo ron out of
grist. TProducts of first.class thinking are put 4t the disposal of the gathering, which
i loft free to react to them or not—as eollective wisdom dsems {it.  This permits the
very stuft of thought to be tested hy the only valid test @ the reactions of seriously
interested persons to stark facts of the mind. Of course, thore iz a prepaved pro-
gramme of leetures, open forums, symposa, and disewssion groups ; yet the Holy
Choat is allowed to move freely.  No provision is made for the systematic treatment
ol & hody of recognised knowledge ; there is no eovering of the ground, nothing
but the rare phenomenen of a conversation earried on hetween differing aod
separate view.poinks — hurling of shalis of light across none-too-well-defined
provinces of human life, leaving the spectator to choose hetweer the varied hints of
truth.

ONTx to those who walch the Conference developing and moving warily from one
subject to another does the underlying stream of thought reveal itaclf. The andicnes
is largely composed of experts in their own fields, who still protend to ba merely an

Lrphia aceoumt of the Annusl Contercmee of the Inavitute in 1946 was ficsl published in the
American Monthly COMMERTARY (Amsrican Jowish Cloramaitton, New Yark) sad is reprodosed
bere by kind permission of the Rditor of COMMENTARY and of the author, Dr. Karl Polanyi,
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interested public with no special qualifications to judee the productions of the wall-
known speakers wha pul forth their views. Aclually, it is the andicncs which picks
up one thread of thought and drops another, presuing for elarification of ane aspect,
and letting snother fade out of vigion, The apparently random fits and jerks by which
the proceedings move forward merely cover up a dialectie which ultimately is com-
ditioned by the meaning of the total situation.  In this easr, the atom homb was the
lrue object of concern, Vet apart from ome single address, which wag devoted to
the subject, and invelved important, enunciations, hardly anv mention was macfe of
the releaze of nuclear energy. The collective mind, in its silont rumination, had arrived
at the conelusion that no mores could be done about it conscguently, the less sajd
the bLetter,

Ix effoct, what Approximates to a state of dente diztress over the internationl sitiy-
livn was one of the invisible poles of the Confercnee, Proof is the tact that the question
of the relative contributions of America, Russia, and Brilain o the rroblem of
Present-day industrial civilisation was nol even mentioned, Tor an ¥ disenssion of i1
would have hrought up the issue of Soviet, vomimunism in all its breadth and depth,
That in turn would have catalyzed thought npon the world situntion, the Puris
Peare Conference, and the olher intraciable maladies ol the hour, A taeit eonvietion
that nothing sould he Znined st this juncture by treating these crucial questions by
the clumsy method of public disemssion made the eon Ference pefrain from luakling
the obvionsly contral fsaue,

Tr inrwsae though silont pititicul concern waz ane pole of the meeting, the other pale
was the religious isave, Willl the atorn bomb hardly mentioned, the Jewidh.
Christian tradition moved into (he foreground.  The repression of politice rean lted
i an over-emphasis on religion,

Trrs connection, though never mentioned, was probably apparent to all.  That may
be the reason why neither the differcnces Ietwesn the vorions religivugs poaitions,
for even the unbridged Enp Beparabing veligious s non-religions opinion, prevented
the mesting fram proceeding with its job.

Troven the fach was nevee brought inta the open, the gathering was deeply split on
the gquestion of religion, The Founger genceation, on the whole, rejocted the traditional
lead given by the older members. 1t was this ffl which made Professor Hodges’
contribution on the failure of philvsephy =0 poignant ., Though porsonally belonging
to the younger generation, he depicted the tragedy of non-roligions thought with an
almost passionate vihemenen,

O the other hand, the main religious  enrrents in England represented in the
Conference struck an uneompromising note, as if 4o meel, the ehallenge of the hour by
an extreme formulation of their lenets. Youth, inereasingly indiffepent towards
religion, wag 4los confremted with sbsolate stalements of the varions Christian
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positiong,  The immediate issue of the dag, the atom hom b, was dealt wilh in an in-
formal, but authoritalive fashion, The recenily formed Atomic Selentista® Associo.
Livn, comprising o eonsiderable part of British nuclear physicizts, was reprosented
by its president, Professor N. T, Mott of Bristol University, Fellow of the Royal
Bocicty, His address, chaired by (. W. Scott Blair of Eeading University, was felt to
be an important event.  Professor Moil declared that ho, lke his colleagies in
America, wished to sddress himself to the public not as & scientist but as o eitizen.
* Sefenee cannot floorizh behind barbed wire—in (he atmosphors of ten years” prison
sentences,” he said, alluding to the recent conviction of the King's College physicist,
Dir. Kurm May, England does not fear the spirit of fricndly rivaley sither with the
eeientists of the UHA or with those of the TSI After these introductory remarks
he warned of exaggerations in regard to the military effects of the use of the atom
bomb under present conditions,  As long as atemn bomba eould not be pndnced
by the 10,000—and this certainly would not be the case within the next yeara—the
bomb was not a war-winning weapon.  Trs destruclive effect was, on the whele,
comparahble to a raid of 1000 bombers carrving ordinary bombs, Vet obliteration
boarmbing did not eul. short the German war efuct.  Tn lest, German war production
continued to inerease right up to the end of 1944, Now. both the TIRA and the
USSR possess numerous industrinl centres, the units of which are dispersed.  Short
of siveral tens of thonsards of Bonbs, nothing in the way of o decisive military defeat
could be inflicted on sither of them,  “ T cull apade a apade 7, he said, *© the Red
Army would not be stopped on its march on Caluis,”  The Alomie Hefontists’ Assooin-
tiom hased its practical poliey on the Lilienthal Eeport, which he called * one of the
historical dosuments of the age 7. Ho sapported ite proposals to set up an Atomie
Development Authority to own all uranium stook piles, and 1o become the prime
body of atom research in the world. Dutlawing of the use of atom bombs would be -
mere eye-waeh,  An internationsl police foree armed with stomn bwornbs could not
averl wars, Would you agree, he sgked, to the atom bomb being used az o poliving
mensure, for instence, in Palestine 2 Or to stop Argentina from misbehaving ?
A slrang man can be restenined only by fighting him.  Punitive measures slone could
not prevent any powerful nation from making hombs,  The use of the atom bomb
muet thercfore be cnvisaged in g large-seale war of Crest Powers, Therefore, he
sadd, we rst teach the natinns o e togither, beeowse fhey mwst, The Atomic
Svientists’ Association does not combine iis proposals with the demand that the
“wveln 7 should be dropped in the Seeurity Counedl.  Toven though the Russians
are overdoing Lhe use of the * veto ™, UN without Russia winld no longer
be an internationul unthority in the true sense of the term. What we need
15 an aceeptanee by the Russians of the Lilienthal Feport.  Tnspection on
buth sides of the frontier wonld then start, We must peg away until this
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happens. Russia hae changed her poliey more than once in the past ; she
may do so again. The Atomie Scientists’ Associstion is determined to keap
this realistic view before the public Y.

Tomw audience gave an ovation to Professor Mott.  And st the close of the Conferenes
the following was unanimously adopted as part of the resolutions -

Thore was a progressive decline of moral judgment during the war, as evidenced
by the widespread weceplance of obliteration bumbing, and earried » big stage
turther by the nse without warning of the atom bomb.

The Conlorence weleomes the initiative taken by the Atomic Seientists’ Aseocia-
ticm of America and of Great Britain in bringing these issnes before the public,

It calls upon its fellow citizens to urge the grvernment Lo give full support o
the Baruch plan for the control of atomic energy and to support similar provisions
against the uae of ull weapons of indiseriminate extarmination.

(The chairman of the Comferenc: session cmphasized (hal the resolutions were an act
of the Conference and did nov commit the Trstitute.)

Ow wuw theoretical level of politics, two leclurers offered original coniributions :
Prolessor George Catlin, late of Cornell University, and Professor Hasun-Cheng Shan,
oft National Tsinghua University, Teiping,

I their addresses, an orientalized West was being confromted by en oecidenbalized
East. Professcr Cetlin said : * When we see the new teaching ol psvchologists,
educationaliste, philosophers, political seivntists, anthropologists all pointing in the
sume direetion, we may be sure that somelhing will emeroe us & new caat of thought,
ar sigmificant in its day as the work of Adam Swith or of J eremy Bentham (or of Karl
Marx).” The problem of power consisted, it was invreazingly realized, in superseding
ite deminative forms by its cooperalive forms.  This passed into o problem in educa-
tion and even of religion.  lere the jssues of telecdogy, thatl is, of the momma and
values of the required sociely, became all Impeortant,  Profesaor Catlin had taken this
position in 1929 and found no reason to withdraw from it i 1945, A galaxy of minds
was moving in the same direetion.  Novelists such as A, Huxley, 8 Mangham, A J.
Cronin, depicted the © good man  of Leibnitz’s Perennial Philosophy. Writers such
ag B Gill, J, Middleton Murey, J. Macomnrray, (3. Heard, and B, M. MacTver, had
developed and deepened Lhe iden of community. Edneational pevchologisis, such as
Tsanes, Andersun, snd Horney : psychoanalysts, such as Buttie, Harding, Ranyard
West, or lover | social anthropologists such as Ruth Benedict, Tollard, and Malin-
owski ; all had made important diseaveriss pOnecrning man a8 a eooperative being,
Niebuhr's unalysis of pride, Russell's disgnosis of power, gave substance to the
" remediul upproach 7 broadly followed by Albert Schweitzer, M. K. Gandhi, and
Aldous Huxley, Asza practical matter, Catlin said, we need & great incroase in the
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power of the religious spirit. He called for an ungualified support of organized
religion, preferably of the Roman Church, for only in that way can the right
pavehological training be translated into political terms. Tn a eonversation which he
recently had with Gandhi, the Mahaima told him that  no religions man talks about
rights and political guarantecs ; he is never a * minorily °, beeouse he feels himself
o be with God **. This faced Catlin with the guaestion, “ Muel we, in the name of
Christianity, abelish all police and all courls €7 Bub if so, what zbout Tiussia, the
enemy of the Roman Chureh 1 Should the USSR go unrestrained ? No, the medieval
soholnstics were sound when they established © the later churchly daovtrine ™ on the
yubordinate and lmited nse of the © gemlar swonl 7 O world  tribunal is TN,
and its armed executive is the seeular sword.  Nothing should atop us in our deter-
mination © to enforee without finching the decisions of the world Lribunal against
the malers of all dizerders,” Catlin comeluded.

WiaLr Catlin was ealling on the myztics of the Fast to help us in righting the halanee
of Weslem pelitica, Professor Shao offered a remarkable upplication of the most
rational pelitical seience of the East to our problems.

TranrzioNat, political thenght in China is often falscly regunled as “ philogophical ™
in the conteraplative sense of the term, and s moralistie *, that is, as an approach
through the question of right behavieur. Acinally, Chinese political thought is
based on stark realism in respect to the deadlock which is at the heart of political
and social problems.  Far from regarding that deadlock merely as o matter of ignor-
ance [as Soorates might have put it) or of man's moral inadeguacy (2 view lowards
which the Christian tends), it accepts it as real and bosie.  Consequently, Chinese
iradition i3 suspicions of © sohutions 7 that would direetly interfere with the dead-
lock or supprees one of ils factors. Time is often neoded for any spontanecus shith
in the underlying forees to work itself out and permit of a direct solotion.  Again,
the gaining of time is nol a mere matter of patience and tolerution—although ihe
{echnigues of these virtues are highly developed—but of a conerete understanding of
Lhe nature of the balances involved. Professor Shao's conclusions in regard to the
present world crisis were, acoordingly, eonerete. A waorld state i3 not yet possible |
to bulieve in its proximity is therefore dangerous.  On the one hand, it prevents us
from facing actualities, on the other, it leads to the Futile (and undesivable) attempt
to climinate differences by ignoring them, Here lies the danger of a4 ntopian oos-
mopolitanism.  Hyen in view of recent scientific sdvances with their {hroatening im-
plications, existing differences cannot be blunted. Tu the future as in ihe past, such
differences pan contribute much to man's eollective existence as long as they are
rationally controlled, not eliminated through a process of levelling. Admithedly,
the present bi-polar power constellation of Anglo-Ameriean democracy va. Soviet
communism may well lead to catestrophe,  But it is not beyond the range of the
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possible to introduce such medifientions as wonld make it workable and safe.  The
prime need is for the ereation of a nentral helt or additional * poles of power 7, inde.
pemdent of the two dominating poles in the world today, thns forming & multi-polar
gystem, Tn Burope, Graesco-Latin civilization shonld be fostered and organized under
the moral and culbiral leadership of France, as one of the nentral poles.  In Asia,
China wonld have o bear the hoeden of heing the neatral po]n_ A.]L-hm]p_'h ahe may
have to go throngh a tragic proeeas of teansfurmation before achieving reeovery and
prosperity, she will prove equal to the task of blunting the edmes !

A% PVEN richer orchestration than for the diseussion of politics was provided for thal:
of religion, Professor H. A, Hodges, of Reading University, opened with an address
o " Philosophy and Civilization,” which asserted that philosophy had ceased to
provide any basis for the nse of resson,  © How long can aueh a civiliwation etand 7 7
he azked again and again, The Boman Catholic thinker, Monzsignor Ronald Knox,
amaged the Cemference by his anawer, which wae to the effect that Christianity was
mdifferemt to the future of civilizabion.  Donald MaoKinnon, of Keble and Balliol
Colleges, made it, on the contrary, the crueial test of Christianity, whether it = or is
not able to esve civilization. He called this religion™s * total engagement in
pociety . Confronted with the schizm between agnostic snd Chrstian, TProfes.
sor Flowlpes demanded o new eonecionsncsa in which the two cen meet.  Withot
such an ¥ understanding of understanding ” the disruption of oor eivilization
wod final,

Huvrxwram, the self-conscions civilization of the Greeks, Profesaor Hodges said, ia the
only valid eonecplion of civilization known to the philosopher. T4 postulates man
as the ratiomal animal, who Tulfils his purposs in & citv-state community ruled by
reaaon. He is capable of an intellectual eomteanplation of the univerze, becanse the
universe itself is rational. Im ihe 1Tth contury, this basic concept was enriched
obaorvation sand experiment led Lo * progressive methods 7, employed in exploring
a developing world.,  Jeason now meant, Enlightenment ; deliberate purpose replaced
intuition and cmotion, Selficontrol offered itzellas the conbend of the ides of frecdom,
Atill, man and the world had a purpese, sud man was rabional in o world of resson.
The fatal farning of the serew took place in the 19%h century.  Positive ssicnes and
pevehology nndermined 1l rational ides of the world.  Civilization was seen as the
rezult of aneomscions lrends ; lhe world, ag an gecident. In Marx and in Spencer,
this was #till sccompanied by o humanizt outlook and confidense in the futurs —
“an optimism without canse . For survival—the hirhest value in the new evelu-
Liomizm—udepended upon factors none of which waa “ civilived *°.  For steength,
aunning, amd cooperation may well rench their peal in violenee, applisd aeienes, and
the herd instinet, reapectively.  No longer was an appeal to the coneept of man as a
rational snimal fmplicd.
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Maw cannoot understand a universe which is not pnderstundable, said Profassoer
Hodges. Nor would understanding be of valae onee survival doss not involve
givilization. Philosophy has eritivized iteelf oul of exislence. Thers is no longer any
hagie for the use of reason.  © IHow long can such a civilization ptand ¢ 7 On this
note of uneualiied despair Professor Hodges closed.

Monsiowor Knox disowned civilization in the name of religion. The work of the
Church is to colonize Heaven, the work of the reformer iz to hreed for Ttopia.
Religion thrives when civilization is sich. 1t 18 weal where civilization is strong.
In the Athens of Pericles, religion was mere Inkewarm municipal piety ; the Angustan
period and the Renuissance were low points of religion. Beligion and civilization
were inimical— excepl where religion gained strength by revolting against rivilization,
or oiviligation advaneed religion by persecuting it,  “* Am 1 hauling down the flag of
religion, and handing over,” Knox said, “ tg the poet, the artist, the seientist, the
philosopher * *° No, eivilization, ean exist without them,  The Vietorians had no art,
the High Middle Ages ne science, the Augastan age no philcaophy. These adorn-
menle of life are in truth parnsitiv on the general well-buing of society. ''he criteria
of civilization are seourity of life, seeurily and comfort, Yet civilization must deaay
if the age has lost the ingtinet of living dangerously. That precisely is happening
in our time. The modern state, il it can keep elear of war and palace revolution, is
cmnienmpetent 1 man exists fur the staie, Behind the “jrom curtain 7 the last
remnants of democracy are being stamped out.  And it i not much better in the
West. Artists, acientiste, philosophers, divines, should unite against the stale, to
averl the debumanization of humanity, True, there arc raarrels between Lhern,
but all musl coneentrate on Enemy Nomber 1, the menace of stalc-eneroachment.
Private guartcls can be seitled later,

To so views did the eonference react mors strongly than to those so brillinntly
expresaed by Monsignor Knox.  His intelloctual nihilism was all the more clearly
realized to the extent that it was praclaimed in the name of religion. All koo
obviously his  Eerasez Dinfume " was hurled against the State with the intent of
entheoning  the Church.  Donald MeRinnen rajaed the religious issue with an
incisiveness reminizcent of Soren Kierkegaard's dialetic a century agoe.  His responss
was both global and total.  Heligion enfered into the bitter battles fought in Indis
and Palestine today. The Nazi creed confronted the Christisn world,  And in the
clash between Bussia and the West an essential compoment was the: inberaction
of Marxist doctrine and the fervent Christisn belief of un unreformed Church,
“ Christians are becoming self-conscions, perhaps for the first time,” he said, © that
their religion involves a total engagement in the life of the soviety in which a Christian
hae to live.” FEventually, in Nazi Germany, Christians overcame the Lutheran
split between Faith and State.  Besisting on the religions izsue, they were driven
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{0 resist, o the political plane as well.  Religious thinking reveals itself by ils cruciul
quality ; for unless it is erucial, it is nothing. * Russia can attack the demoeracios

smecessilly,” he said, * on one pont @ on the izsue of imperializm, Tndewd, how far
do the achivvements of democracy depend dirsctly on imperial cironmstances

e eomscienees are still troublod by Hiroshima, Nagnsaki. By its power to gain

ilumination on the relation belween Russia and the West, our religion will be

judged.”

CLuARLY, in spite of the transcendentalism he shares with Knox, both the theology

anel the politics of MeKinnon were radically apposed to those of Monsignor Knox,

who had preached the tulal disengagement of religion from sivilization.

ProFEssor Lewis Mumford's address (entitled @ The Nature of the Age in which we

tive, involving the problem : * What action ahall we take to snit the time and the

place T ') was chuired by Sir Alfred Yimmern, late Professor of International Alfairs,

Oxtord Uniwersity.

Tar problem of our eivilizalion, Sir Alfred said, arose on three distinet levals = on

she mternatione] plane, which involved the rule of law and the control of nuolear

energy ; om the plane of the good society. which demandsd planming for welfare aa
well nw social equality ; on the philosophical or religious plang, which required the

understanding of life on its deeper level.  In all threo he regarded Mamford as a leader

of our time. Tewis Mumford is a great namne in England.  His cuLyTRE o OTTIES

and coxurmoys oF Max ressucd for Britain the inheritenes of Patrick Geddes, the

Seottish gening, snd made their suthor perhaps the strongest single influence in

forming the revival of urban eivilization here. With Ancorin Bevan's hoosing

aohemes and Lewis Silkin's New Towns Bill in the limelight, Mumford’s ideas are
far from heing of merely academic importanee ina couniry which is in the course of
rushaping its whole national existenee. Profeszer Muamford has what is needed fo

transform theories and vistas into a dynamic message. “ The task before me,”

he began, ** is an impossible task ; but our age has to altempt to fulfil the impossible.™

The firat hall of the sentence accounts for the facts the srcond arouses our slimber-

ing meral faculties, The call is not contrary to roason ; vot, in order to be heard,

it demands a re-interpretasion of the funetions of reason. This iz attoined by virtue
of o fundamentslism which erects the idea of man’s communal achievements into
an absolute let our ideals be subordinated to the single aim of saving the seurcce

of higher lifs, Ultimately haman civilization is a unity ol ite parls and fancticns,

none of which ig 1o be allowed to turn into an act of self-destruction against the idea
of & meaningful common life. Tar from being & cometr uet of mere wish-fulfilment,
anch an idesl of eivilization has a hard core of realism. It does not make absolutes
of knowledge, efficiency, or even peace ; @ sels the content of Tife above lije dtself.
W must forego our culture ag it is, our civilization as it stundy, our personality which
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we secretly idolize.  We muat, as individuals, strengthen our weabest sides, and weahen
it strongrest.  Thus only ean civilization be o nnity, and live on.  As fur as the English
mind iz concerned, the seeret of Mumford’s appesl iz twofold.  The hint as w erueinl
experience makes him an authentic wilness o zorme ; to others the dethronement
of nbaolutes transeending common human existence rightly appears vs a restatcment
of the case for reason.

THE present writer delivered a talk attempting to estalblish man’s freedom to shape
his own vivilization. He called for a rejection of the very concept of economic
delerminizm, which wounld limit this freedom,

Mar's dependence upon material goods—the economic fuetor—is wot translated into
an immediale ineentive,  What has been thuz identified during the pust century is
nothing other than the working of the market-economy, which existed during Lhe
19th centary bul which—with the sxeeplion of the United Stutes—is in our Lime
rapidly disappearing. [ts peculisrity was twofold : First, it included markets for
labour snd land, that is, for man and nature ;: consequently, the whole of society
wad embedded in the coomomic aystem.  Secondly, motives for participating in
. production were Teduecd to fear of hunger and hope of gain 3 these incentives were
rogarded as being © economic ¥, Actually, in no other human society of which we
know, are hunger sand gain motives for participsting in prodnetion.  On the contrary,
aich molives are of that ™ mized © charwcter which we nsually assosiate with civie
dutica. The seonomico system in therelore cmbedded in social  relidions—uthese
determine the form of economie institutions,  No © economic determinizm ™ exists
under smch eonditions. Tear of the road o serfdom in a planned economy was
proof of an uncritical belief in the validity, in general, of sermomie determiniam.
True, rouch of what we have eome Lo cherish ag freedom was a hy-pradioct of market-
ceonomy.  In the futore we shall have to plan for such freedom in a planned economy.
The hill of rights will hawve to be extended into the industrial field, protecting the
individual against abnses of the PUWEr aggl{,\m,ﬂl'u-ti—:rl in the hands of ,f:"‘.]\-"‘T"-.I'"T!'lﬂ”t-H-I
or trade union authorities, "'hers is no reason for our not hawing as much freedom
in a planned soeiety as we wish to possess, T is human ideals, not economies, which
are determinative oulside o market ooty

THE educational problem waz lwought to the fore by Dr, John Bowlby and Kenneth
Richmoend, regional cducation officer of the British Broadeasting Corporation.
Bowlby offered a most instructive account of educational experiments in the TSA,
while Tichmond argued for a more cqualitarian system of general eduecation in
EBritain, combined with & reform of teaching method.,  Neocel F. Neweome, late
editor of the European news service of the BIC, o pelioy-making member of the
Liberal Party gave a forthright and embracing presentation of problems of freedom
in & planned socicty. Montgomery Belgion speaking, as invited, sbout pocley
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and  other literature, diseussed  whether the cuanticy and quality of their
prodnetion at any time provide criteria for civilization. or whether sucial conditions
necesgary for the production of poetry and literature of the highest quality, conld
be laid down. Discussions were conducted by Alexander Farquharson, Searetary
of the Tnetitute of Sociology. '

Tni problom of the three civilizations— American, Russian, Dritish—was, as we
enid. mot touched upon. Coneern about the day after tomorecw Look precedence
over the freedom to sean the far horizons.

APPENDIX 11

RESOLTTLONS

Tams Conforence, callsd to congider * Whither Civilization . the Atomic Age ¥ und baving
pervirwed veligioud, eronoinie, edneationsl ard meligious teends, rec weilz the Fallowing resnhabioms =~

1. TaE primery task facing civilization i (o anderstand  bhe limitless potrmtislivies ffered
hoth for soein] Tetternent amcl For the deatrueticn of hitnosn W worality and life, el there-
fore to discover means of clireeting ull Torms of power to aocinl purposss and of proventing

hes wbuase of power whethor by privats interosta or Lhe Stote.

3, Fani aetaul abuss of power Tosinla 4an  clepadeningg af BraT sonsi vty , 8 growing eallongness
amd a perveraion of muoral uond pelitical judgmend amtil Lke sinse b recosnized and ThpATH-oDn
aile. .

4. Tt is an ceeentinl choracteristic of Uhe demaceatis woy of Lifts vnah vitizens do nat divest tham-
anlves of the reaponeibilily for tho ues of power in favour of goverfma. I'ovwer with it=
reapunabilities nltitmolely reaides in the whinle adult populistion. All governmeul by ulict

e order sl be viewed in the light. ol the sl primisiple.

4, DpmocpaTic government deponids wpon the wiclesl, possible disssminslion of pesnrate sl
many-sided information,

5. A primary cause of the abums of power by individuals is to e Sound in oA faults and oue
wided edneation which exalis the trnining of the intelleet sl leaves the omotions nrtenined.
e Comferenes weleoros kigns of the development of a more balaneed carricilon based oo

u deoper underetending of the pevehology of the jreson,

G, TOERL wes n progreasive deeling of moral judgment during W wie, @5 avideneml by the
wiglspread ArGEpianCe of ulliterstion bombing sod careied lowge Az farthier Ty ther e

without warning of Lhe aton btk
e Confurance weleomes the initiative taken by the Adomic Hejemuints' Asaociations of
Amevicn ancd of (Oreat Brilain in bringing thees igsnod bfare the public.
Ly calls upon its fellow ritizens to urg2 the governmonl to wive full aupport o the Baruch
Plan for the sontrol of atomic energy anid o support gimiler provisions against the wse of ull
woapens af indiseriminale exlyriinntio.

7. In the presenl age che sontral of pewer involves the DIOETUHETVE limikation of navional

anvATelEny.
e Donferenes, therefors, wrges suppert for Lhe govermment in any pxplorarions which it
ks ta thet el

1 Theas reqolutions are cireuleled by desive of the Conferency, Thay nave noal boen congidersl
or adopted hy the Coaneil sod members of the Tnstitute.
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