¥. The 19608
1 g

As part of the general questioning of all the bases of our contempor:
culture, including those which socialism has taken ober from capital:
I returned to the study of Marx's 1344 Manuscripts anf to the critiam
of science from Galileo to nuclear fission and the driving of a shafi
into the world of the particles. More and more I felt that the reali:
ation of what was implied by Marx's analysis of alienation had not es
bepun.kexhexundersiped Mechanistiic guantitative science was exactly
paired off with the extension of the cash-nexus; one depended wholly
the other. To get rid of all the thingifications induced by the cash-
nexus meant to overthrow the grip of mechanistic thinking in all sphe
The criterion that a thing is true?gﬁgause it works and that every
exploration or application of the way things work must be carried on
merely because it ui?'pussibla, was the direct result of the elimdnai
ion of humanity from science, the surrender of humanity to the mechar
istic principle. In the early days - right.into the 19th century »» -
it was easy to maintain the illusion that thus men were gaining maste
over mnature, over thi¥ngs, whereas in fact the things were gaining mas
ery over men. In the early phases the extension of human controls, tt
growth of the power to manipulate aaspects of matter, could easily prc
uce the illusion; the controls were still gsomparatively small. The we
in which guantitative methods enabled men to grasp and manipulate
matter in various stable states gave the effect that man was really
the master and that the whole universe corresponded to the stable
states in question. Questions of the structure of development and of
the critical points of change could be ignored ot treated in axzkix
abstract ways which totally ververted their nature. Action and react:
could be equal and opposite only in a dead universe where in fact the
92s no action and reactuon at all. In all post-Galilean thofizht, inel
ing that of Einstein, all processes are ideally reversible; for with
the elimination of all the qualities that constitute humanity and
organic life, Time has become a ghost of space and space itself an
abstraction born from matter-in-stable-states. Einstein indeed made

important step by thinking in terms of space-time, not of space and
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time; but the crucial step was to realise space-time in concrete terns
as structural, = consisting of nodal points of revnlut&bnarr change as
“ell as of levels of stable states which could be grasped in mechanistic
terms,

The post=Galilean mechanistic world had as its subjective aspect the
drive to find ways of actualising blast-power. The notion of blast-power
goes back to such things as the sun-box of the Australian skeri witch-
doctor, in which he can cencehtrate heat-power and direct it at a
victim flar away, thus achieving "action at a distance." Egyptian dreams
of hell conjured up mechanisms of blast-power, and in the transitional
period between the ancient and the medieval worlds, Syria-and-Byzantium
devised Ureekfire; then with the growth of new concepts Q}TEEEEEDGr
(John Philopones to Buridam and on to thinkers of the 16th cenbiity)
there Wis botn both ballistics and gunpowder proper., Hereim lay the
preat emotional drive of destruction that made Galilgo and Newtonm
possible. From one angle the Newtonian theory of gravitation id a ball-
istigal theory. Gunpowder, steam-power, and nuclear fission are the
landgarks along the line of the mechanistic approach; all the cocepts
of energy can be reduced to a form of power-madness, of blast-power.
&his anal conception of power ties up at every point with money, a faecsl
symbol, but I do not want here to complicate my thesis with the psychol-
ogical aspects of the fundamental bourgeois ideas.)

To say that sckence and its methods are neutral and that what mattere
is only the use made of them, is to shew a blank ignorance of the ;
formative process. It is to introduce into the heart of the moral probler
the very system of alienation against which we are protesting. What we ;
need is a radically new approach, which drops the m:chanistic principles
on which all post-Galilean science has operated, and seecks a quite diff-
erent set of principles. iihyte with his formative unitary principle,
in which the ceaseless emergence of asymmetry leads to a struggle to
reassert symmetry on a new level, gives us important clues. The Soviet
astr&hmer Kosyrev, suppressed by the pnwef#?%uslear physicishs,
|

with his thesis that Time itself is energy, and that the zap between |

cause and effe¢t#an be used an anergy-source, apain seems to be pointing
in the required directiom. =Rut before such new ideas can be prasped and

applied, it is necessary to work out the critique of mechanist science ir
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order to ffﬁirmen's minds from the spell,that the devastating preconcept
ions, which_ sent them huriling along certain grooves of thought, unable
to }ift their eyes and see anything outside those grooves. If you c¢an on
look for a certain type of pkenomena, you could only find evidence thmt
further verifies the rigid ideas with which you began.

In the situation where we find ourselves -- in which the constructive
side of the quantikitive analysys of stable states of matter has reached
its end, and the irrational destructive side grows ever more dominant --
we must ask outselves afresh what the concept of Prorress meabs. We mus
be profoundly sceptical of all concepts born from the era of capitalist
accurnulation and mechanistic extension. And sure enough we find that the
cpncept of Progress as an indef¢inite expansion of factual knowledpe abd
of technological application is the counterpart of the idea of indefin-
itely expanding capital-accumulation. Aganst it we must set the gbal of
a stable and harmonious equipoise with nature - a goal that could only
be reached when everyone on earth has all that is necessary for an exist.
ence free from malfﬂhing deprivations. The aim of c¢olmuniem is to free
man from alienation, not to clog him with a wealth of consumer-goods,
which in fact have the effect of increasing alienation. The way of
communist man must be to see how to live a full.life with a minamum of
goods, gadgets, and property-paraphernalia. Just how development will
g0 on under communism we may leave to the people of that epoch; but what
we can be sure about is that the notion of progress which is an autmatic
reflection of capital-accumulation will disappear andf?ecognised as an
aspect of alienation.

A deep misfortune of the socialist societies so far come into existence
is that they have had to qg;;g;iaut in a world where imperialism still
rules half the world, centred in the U.5.A. but dominating one way or
another all the advanced industrialist countries. This has meant that
as a prime basis of survival the U.5.5.R. had to develop heavy-industry
at breakneck speed; and that fact provided the rationale for the Stalin
system. But this also meant a largescale distortion of socialist plan-
ning so that a gap appeared between genuine social ptamnim consideragion
and the system evolved under the war-threat. The idea of plenty (in Q

the capitalist sense) was thus dangled before the workers xs like the
carrot before the donkey, to overcome the resistances to the sacrifices
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required by the construction of heavy-industry. With the postponement of
bourgeois plenty into the indefinite future, individual freedoms had to

be postponed too -- and not "individual freedoms”, in the bourgeois sense,”
but 1:1 the ma of spantqa’ous and orpanised initiative ceaselessly

coming up from below. As a result a true socialist morality could not :
develop except sporadically and in limited ways. (The Stalin epoch =mam *°
was in one ‘'ense an epoch of hercic construction, but the heroic element
was at every point entangled with the authoritarian pressures; the extr-
emely complicated result of fre=dom and unfreedom haséﬁgfined to some '
extent in soviet literargture, but not with full comprehension of the
entanglement and its sources.) It inevitably comes about that, as in |
such a situation the creation of a true socialist morality, which f;nlvesh
a full release of socialist freedom, becomes ever more difficult, the |
carrot of consumer-plenty has to be mat®m more and more dangled before the
donkey. The goal of socialist society is seen as achieving more plenty in
the bourreois sense than bourceois society itself can. All the talk ahout
overtaking the U.3.A. (which was one of Khruschev's weak sides) derives

\a) from the war-pressures and (b) from the surrenfer of the attempt to '
achieve a socialist morality. That morality can be achieved only by a '
full living up to Leninist norms, of which the first axioms are \a)
nothing whmtever must be hidden from the people, all deliberations of fi
the party, at all levels, must be in thelopen and must be presented with- |
out any equivocations or reserves (b) the primary aim of the party must
be to stimulate and release the energies of the people at the level of I

the local =BzxELy, soviet, the factory, the farm (c) the officials of

the party and the government, whatever their level, must accept the ']
position of Marx (stated in relation to the Paris Commune) and of Lenin
frepeating Marx's views in his &EEEE_EEEEEF} that their wages should be !
on the level of the average earnings of a skilled worker. (Unce enmcnomic
incentives become central -- and they can do so only when there is imc- ]
reasing differeé%tinn of wage=}evels g then socialist morality is lost.
At most we get appeals for a civic spirit and so on. Individuals may
discover the nature of socialist morality and live up to it, but the

collective cannot but be dominated by money-values and by a worsening

alienation,
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The failure of the U.5.5.R. to solve the problem of socialising ag
-ulture is closely linked with the issues raised above. Certainly thex
are many difficulties in that socialisation; but they are not imsupera
if there is full Leninist freedom and initiative in the indudtrial are
and iietﬁ§°BEiQEnysst out for w_hile by ﬁguschev} of reversing the
tenfdency to build big towns anﬂ?&eveloping small urban areas of some
25,000 people as cultural and industrial centres for the surrounding
countryside.wexe It may be remarked that China is in its own way taking
the line T propose, of developing rural areas with various additions of
industrialisation instead of indefinitely expranding industrial qreas;
and as far as I can make out, this is indeed so. But it is so hard up
to the present to get a coherent picture of what is going on in China a
just how stable are certain aspects of its development, that I prefer t
leave the matter here at a blessing upon it in so far as it is taking
this line, and a hope that it persists consciously in %mss avoiding the
gap of town and country. (The one thingfahiah I find it hard to forgive
China fer }s the virulent abuse of the U.ES.5.R. Even if all that it
alleges e true, the tone is still hopelessly Hrung.%ﬁggi&list country
e muct mxzxk find its own way forward, in terms of its own traditions
and its understanding of Marxism; other socialist countries may critic-
ise the way things are done, but they must refesin from mere abuse; they
must maintain a fraternal spirit in the internaticonal sphere, even if
disagreements are deep.)Mao's penius as a revolutionary leader finding a
way forward for the lands with vast peasant populations eannot be gain-
said; but I can see only contempt for people in the inculeation of an
unreasoning worship of any leader, however great his achievements. I bel

ieve that the people can be trusted to find their own way forward in a
a dialogue with the party which maintains its leninist standards. But

against the wild glunﬁifinatiun of & leader (however good), we musi set #

the fact of Mao's extraordinary courage in calling on the masges, espec-

ially the young, to take things into their own hands, in the Cultural Rev:
nlutinn;fﬁh%%ﬁ shows a tremendous faith in people, in the revolutionary
élan which will carry them along and preserve the country from a break-

down despite the many ruptures in party and povernmental structures.
Exwkax Cuba appears to be & socialist land where it is understoed that
the idea of human dignity is what must come foremost, with all monetary
matters siabordinated. Castro further seems to understand Tenin's insist-
ence that the people gust be taken fully and unreservedly into their leas
ers' confidenmce. (4 find soviet novel of the Khruschevian period of the
early 1960s, stressing the Leninist pint, is Kazekevich's ? iokahoalk. )
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One tragic effect of the failures to achieve a socialist morality,
which implies a way of 1life leading as fast as is historically possible
into communism, is that the accerbance of the bourgeois notion of progres:
involves also the acceptance of technology as a sort of sbstracted force
with its own laws, to which human needs must be submitted, not the other
way round (whatever meaningless talk about man mastering nature is indulp-
ed in)., The fact that the objections to mechanist science which I briefly
set out above Ik not in the least an academic matter is shown by the
whole issue of environment-destrgction and pollutihon which has come up
in the last few years. We have reached the point where practically all
large-scale extensions u?r%egiﬁ ngﬁﬁ whether Imzui bringing about
supersonic aeroplanes, vast dam-projects which upset the shole ecology of
regions or irritate the earth's surface into fractures and gquakes,

‘i;tankers that foul the seas, nuclear-fissiom. projects that beget
incalculable hazards B2 with their wabte-materials, insecticides %khxk and
other chemicals that more or less permanently poison the soil, in fact
all big chemical production or usage, vehicles and enginEE that send out
toxic fumes, and so on. We cannot expect a decisive ﬁig%ﬁi in scient .
-ific theory or a reversal of tendencies that would undermine profits
to be Brmughkkxx b oought about in a class-society; but we can. and must
expect a socialist society +to do precisely these things. %ﬁsﬁthe -
capitalist concept of progress aéngﬁf%%%eﬁnun of teghnology and of the
production of emzmyx consumer-goods inevitably inhibts any fundamental
thinking autside the scope of mechanistic science. 86 we reach the stran%-
and depressing situation where the socialist societies seem even less j
aware than the class-socitkies of the danpers of pollution. To some
extent this lack of awareness may be attributed to the vastness of
space in the Sogiet Union and the fact that many industries such as #ee .
chemicals have been less developed than mnder capitalism. But Khruschev '
gave a strong impulsion of soviet cﬁhﬂmical production, and there has
been more than enough unfortunate experiences of the destruction of the
environment for the lessons to have been learned. Tn the early postwar
years Leonow has to his credit the nobel The Russian Forest in which
he exhaustively set out the disastrous nature of the forest-destruction

begun under the Tsars and continued under the soviets; more he effect-
ively used xhix the implied attitude to nature as an emblem of the
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treatment of human beings as economic units with all the aspects of ali
“ation thus involved. (The one flaw in the novel is the conclusion. To
express an ultimate optimisim he has his professor-hero, the champion o
the forests, suddenly justified at the end by mome unclarified decision
from hizh-up -- that isy from 5talin. He should have shown him arrested
as a traitor to the people.)

To reverse such a situation as that created by Stalin xxx was and i
no easy task. Khruschev certainly had the will tc do so, but he lacked
the philésophiic =nd poylitical understanding. He was too much the produ
of the very thing he had come to detest. More by character than by any
Lenimist conviction, he blurted out his thoughts and in this way to a
considerable extent did allow the people to eavesdrop on what was being
said in the corridors of power. Many of the trends he sought to ingtiate
were exgellent: for example, his attempts to decentralise, to encourage
afcrcgégs (#8e country.. town-eentres), to stir up activity from below.
But his inadequate grasp of what was at stake introduced indedﬁinns,
confusions, errors, which brouzht about his downfall. His wvirtues sk
provoked opposition from the Meirs of Stalin, but were not clear or

=
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strong enough to create a situation where ey wese displaced. However,

with all his weaknesses, there was an important movement forwards of

soviet literature, indeed of sowiet calture as a whole, during the
: ; weifiley  SalihtoiHye o adveed poradle
period of his dominationy It was with a deep sense of shame that I read

#

the words of a soviet writer,whom I have found a likeable and intEIIige;
person, at the party-cemgress of 1971. He declared that in the period i
up till the last party-congress in 1966, soviet writers were in dire
need of "c¢clarity in certain important ideological gquesticns;" they had
had enought of "voluntaristie turbulence." Thus he éﬁﬁéﬁiﬁéﬁ the phase
of revived creative energies, in which a genuine penetration into the
conflicts and needs of sowiet society was being achieved; thus he
acclaims the obstructions out in the way of creative release. I recall
how I sat inE&?EEEiﬁEtnn High Street a few years a o with this writer,
Looking out at the passers-by, he remarked, "You can talk as much as
you like about dehumdnisation and alienation and all the rest of it,

but put a group of our people in this scene and all they would see
would be the glamour, the goods to be bought, the surface propperity,”



We see there a total lack of faith in the soviet people, a lack of faith
which sadly has its element of truth because of the failure to develop in!
any adeguate way a deepgoing socialist morality of the kind I have disc- °
ussed. Instead of insisting that the strugprle for the extensfion and
stabilisation of that morality muet be opened consistently and unceas-
ingly, kh® so that no sowiet citizen would be dazzled and de¥eived by
Kensington High Street, the defender of the status gquo praises the
hardening of the situation which inhibits the people's moral growth: the l
creed that they have to be told from above what is good fxm for thenm.
Such an attitude however is inseparable from the wrong attitude to con-
sunption under socialism. In that attitude consumption is considered as
womething passive and purely individualistic. Though in many ways the :
position is the opposite of that in our class-society where all possible !
pressures are brought to bear on the individual to create "artificial
needs" so that as consumer he is the exact reifex reflactf%f the comnu-
odity-man as producer; the pgovernmental institutions regnlate the
way in which the prudﬁ%iun—system operates, and lays the least possible
emphasis on indipgvidual consumption - with the Pesult?ghmwndity—man is
idealised as the creature of an earth of careless plenty. That is why :
the ordinary sowiet citizen in Kensington High Street would see himself,
not in the hell where he in fact is, but in the utopia of cnmnudity-man@sq
The Stalin peripd was prolific in chatter about Bourgeois Survivals &3
to explain everything that went wrong; but the real Bourgeois Survivals
~=divigion of labour, the State, money, alienation in its myriad forms
-- were hnzﬁdg discushd at all except in terms of some indefinite future |
The problem of starting to do something about them here-and-npw was never &
even remotely raised. Socialism has in fact the huge and pressing prob-
lem, from the first moment, that it has no choice but to carry om with
factorieQ:Imachine-pruducticn in the forme that cYntinue, and esven ex- ;
acﬂafate, the division of labour which Marx always d-nounced as central
in alienation. How is this division (which in one sense goes much deeper
than class=division, since it operates at the crucial point of the pro- 1
ductive act) to be dealt with by a socialist society, which has as its
prime goal the ending of alienatiom? True, revolutionary elan and a gen=
eral gense D?Ewning the productive system may do much in the first phaq%
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- *Another anecdote which I may add here deals with the visit of a group of

soviet industrialists to one of the big monopoly-firms here. The man who
acted as their trahslator told me that the first halfhour or so of the
discussion with the manaﬁgﬂﬂnt was slow and guarded. Then one of the Engl-
ish high-ups made some/remark about tie workers and production-problenms;
at once the soviet eye@ lighted up and an animated conversation began.
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to alleviate and 1ift the sense of alienation; but to give this emotion
2 golid basis there must be a speedy development of forms that can suste
ain it. Pirst of all, on the Ieninist principle of tellins the whole
fruth, there must be no attegpts to gild and falsify the situation. The
Workers must be helped to realise the contradiction between division of
labour and the communist m&% goal. Nothing could he more disastrous than
RikEx efforts to hide or blur the contradietion out of fear that +the
truth would create discotentsand resistances. There are many problens in |
clarifying the situation, but in the long run the really dancerous dis-
ceontents and resistances come from the continuing mystification. Trom ;
the outset the powers of in%;tive and among the pople can be st¥mulated
in all directions, frmmxike and people can bepin to feel powerfully that
they are in charge of their own lives -- at the place of residence and
its surroundings, in the local sowiet, in the place of work, in all
spheres of education, leisure, and culture. The more that indivi€ual act-
inity and respombibility uanﬁﬁi released, with a continual raising of
cultural levels, the more g&%%ienple feel confidently that they are mov-
ing to the full socialist freedoms, and what elements of their life and
work still remain outside their direct control will correspondin-ly lose
the aspect of being set ober against them as alien powers. The here-and-
now becomes genuinely free in a concrete way and the vistas of a poly-
technical education securely involve a steady breaking-down of the

limits zxiw to human potentiality which are raised by labour-division,
There is thus no need to posit the problem as all-or-nothing, a total
casting-off of alienation in terms of some anarchist utopia or ax a |
passive acceptance of the vast burden of alienation, centred in the pro- '
dictive act, which is inherited from capitalism. The act of social apnro=- E
oroation of the epheres of production and diastribition is the first nec-

essary step i but by itself it merely opens the gates to a solution which'

*

is forver denied to alse-society.

Perhaps I have always felt this issue with extreme force because of
my early anarchist refection of any kind of enslavement to the wages-
system. I have always felt that I'd rather live at subsistence=level ﬁoiﬁ
roadwork than enter a factory or office of any kind, where one was up

aga’'nst the alienating-pressures in a mdssive way. Yet T came to realise



the enormous importance, both political and ﬁEiritual, of the gathering of
large numbers of workers inside capitalist enterprises: not only the power
thus generated on their side, which alone could enable them to stand up
against the power of capital, but also the qualities of comradsship and

loyalty, gradually shaped into a new kind of social consciom@ness in the

course of struggléagainst the ever-greater weight of capital. This new kind

of social consciousness, given specific and comerete force in the exper-
ience of the workers, was what I in my turn was secking to express in my
::;&; All that I had learned of initiation-ritual, of Greek drama, of

the mass-image of the earthly paradise which had emerged at great moments

of erisis in the past, nf‘;@tia transfermation, was linked in the last

resort with the mass-movemenis of my own day, and whabever was concrete and

significant in my wkxx writing could not be sepmzdted from elements of
fraternity developed in the factories and enterprises I had shrunk from,
and given organisation form in the trade-unions and other working-class
bodies, and released finally into the political struggle for socialiagn.
The statement that thén 5§ﬁrﬁ%£ulass hag lost the cultural traditions of

peagaat-days (which nan roots far kack into tribal times) has a certain

truth -- though one that has to be mod1¥%£&f%§lge£%£1n regions, as I found,

in 1 Spring: see also my remarks on the guestion of popular speexh

n After the Thirties. Buot even with the worst evaluation of the extent

to which the industrial workingz-class has been submitted (in Bxxx Britddn
for the last hundred yeare) to the most debasing of commercimlised press=
ures in ehterBinment and the like, in the strugcle for socialism with all
its ups and downs that classrggiﬁgﬁgigsthe pattern of death-rebirth --

and in the most significant of all situations: that where the breakthrough

into the classless society happens.

S0 T had to find out that in my lonely course, in so far as it became
significant, I was going the same way as the workers under imperialism,
and with the same goal, the same life-pattern. To the extent that I fought
against alienation and sought to unveil it, defeat it in terms of the
imagery and patterns of the life-vprocess, I was entering into the ranks of
the workers at a defferent level. And so T suddenly rezliged that what I
felt as death in the factory, the office, was not the work itself, but the

alieﬂ% ing reduction there of men to things. In a socialist society, at
all phases of life -~ and even now in my seventies -- T should have no
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mpER cbjection to taking my share in inddstry or work on the land. What T

i

could not accent wag to be paid for such work. So I thoroughly accent and
welcome the sgstem, used at times in Russia and much stressed in China, &f
intellectuals playing their part in manual work.

kx It followed that with my effort to reject a way oBuwdwienm in which
division of labour is central, I should find myself driven to try to live
up to Hegel's deféinition of the educated men as one who ean do anythin=.'
I have always felt the need to do manual as well as mental work; from my
teens I have kept on at carpentry, building (including bricklaying), and
craftwork like printing in all its appects (from type-setting to press-
work). I have run (small) publishing %i:fféwguing pradically every joh
thus entailed at sometime or another, €ewe.a fair amount of politiecal org-
anising work (in the cultural sphere), worked as an army-clerk, done se®ip
script-jobs of every kind, lectured, writien just enough music and &nﬁ:%
enough drawings to feel that I would work also in those disciplines,
strugrled with a larpge nugber of different fields of thought and study,’
from philsoohy to anthiropolypy and history (including the theory and hist-
ory of sciencq} written novels, drama, poetry. As well as using archaeol-
ogy in my writings, I have worked as field-archaeologist, discovering sev-
eral new Roman and medieval sites in my Essex locality. And so on. At
least a range wide enough to make me feel that I could tackle any sort of ,:
Jjob or task that came my way. But it is not the number of items in this
list that matters. What matters is the extent to which they all express a
unitary viewpoint -- to which they are not and never have been mere
hobbies, but have been activities inkwhich to the best of my abilities I |
have always struggled to put my whole self. So I feel that T can claim L
they represent, however modestly and imperfectly, the an effort to
realise in myself Marx's pmxX human goal: the breaking-down of the

limite set up by the division eof labour.

2
A brief account of my bork during the 1966a will give some idea how I

tried to follow out the new trails in my thourht. First the novels. Im
The Revolt of the Sons I took a family with nonconformist money-minded
father (based roughly on one I had known in Kent); the sons are kept

working in his timber-business at low wages by threats and promises conne

ected with his will. The theme was the ﬁﬁgﬁﬁus forms of resistance found
in the sons, one of whom becomes truly-conscious of what is at stake. 24
murder committed locally a U.S. soldier supplied another theme. The variou
stravds came together in the death of the father -- the day-of-judsment L

by the sons. All on the Never-Never took the EER&ES“uf a woman trying
tﬁf:‘hnd incedentally findings

to prostitute herself to meet hir;;;;ymen

that it wasn't so easy. Thus prostitition was used a symbol for the

consumer-eociety where all things become commodities. T chanced later on
-
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a newspaper item stating that =mmxx most of the amateur prostitutes in
provingial tiwns consisted of women tryinﬁﬂgg;;::tﬁﬁire—purghse payments.
(A film was made out of the book, live Now and Pay Later. I was asked to
write the script, but refused; the ﬁan who 1cok it oveé swang the thene
the consumer to the sell#ép end.) The thought for The Vay the Ball Bounce:
came from the film Hirpshima Mon Amour. I came away with the feeling:
Everyone, even the greatest monsters of politicians, agree that the aton-
ic bomb is foul and mad. The problem then is not to show its foulness anc
madness, but to ask: How is it that people can forget the existence of
such an inhuman things? how can they put it out of mind and go about thei:
daily work instead of demanding as the first axiom of a iz civilised
world that it should be abolished? So I came on the story of a young
fellow, a provincial solécitor's c¢lerk, who has bee&f?;ﬂghe Korean War,
then has returned to his dull round, apparently having put all memories
or thoughts of the war out his mind. The agitation brought into his life
by a lodpger, a young West-Indian nurse, forces him to let go the censor-
ing controls, he lives again through the days in Korea, and emerges as a
human being ready to face his fears and begin to do something about themn.
Masks and FPaces took again the deathsof-the father as a moment of stark

e

judgment, with the setting of a county-family. The father has been a

high-ranking officer in the First worldwar; he has three daughters, who
have married respectively an atomic physicist, a Foreign Offive official
and a German industrialist. Chloe, the main chawvacter, lives through
certain aspects of the family-past, cspecially their holidaying on
Ischia in Mussolini's days, in a restless effort to find the truth of

all their relationships. Choice of Times deals with two families in

Chesire, both of the new-bourgeois Jorking-class, who become soint-
leszly entangled; as a background-contrast there is the old Tancashire
of Uncle Harry. the Choice of Times refers to both the choice of ways- 1
of-life and the dilemma hefore Time as a principle of human integration
and Time as the repetitive tick of alienation. In the dedication to a
fri:nd through whom I had come to know the old Oldham of Harry, I wrote:

S0 many different things must mix,
goncordant discord; 'ere we make
axd a book and all itls bag of tricks.



In slighter forms than in the historical noveks the theme of the death-

I never would have dared to krickz take
this theme unless I had at hand

your Oldham and its blackened bricks,
its brave and terrifying scene,

its warped and splendid lot of folk,
its chapping mills, its years of smoke,
to pose against the TV screen

of flickering vullity, to stand

for something strong, persisting, grand,
despite the stereofyping brand

that dwarfs and maddens still our land.
50 please receive the thins you gave.
I've tried to show th= costly grave

of all our hopes, and then as well

the spieit reviving out of hell,

the contradictory fbrce of things

that at the heart of winter brings

the hawthorn smell of spring and hreaks
the ruthless iron spell, the threat
darkening above us as it seems

fixed in an everlasting pain,
an irrevocable loss that aches
and mourns the death of all our dreams.
This paradox makes the adage true:
Each life, newborn, is born anew --

the ancient curse comes down, and yet
the chance of resurrection too.

rebirth of perscnality appears in these works, together with the theme

of the worsening falseface of our lives in a decaying society that cannot

confront its reality and has recourse to ever more

agant disguises and lies. Finally in Thunder Underground I returned to

deathly and extra-

the heroic form of these themes in a novel set in Nero's Home, dealing

with the Pisonian conspiracy. The main narrative was in the first person/

but alonz with it go four lesser streams in the third persong, dealing

with the poet Lucan, the philosopher Seneca, a soldier, and a senator

L

comcerned in the plot: the character of these ‘T& in turn defined stylist:

ically in terms of the four elements of ancient thought -- Tuman as

fare, Seneca as air, the proflipate senator as water, the soldeer 2s

earth. (I wrote portions of these at first partly in verse, to gain a

rhythm expressive of the element in question, which in turn linke with

certain philosophic or scientific concents in ancient formulations.)

To date, there have been some million copies of my novels printed im
R. in translation.

the T.5.58.
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I had for some time been studying the papyri of Graeco-Roman Egypt,

which enable us to see the life of this provimece of sncient life with a
a fullness of detail and character that is incomparable, Because work on
the papyri only began at all seriously near the end of the last century,
and publication of new texts and clarification of old cnes is still going
on in a score or so of learned periodicals, the finflings have only imper
fectly been absorbed by historical scholars. And indeed, pxxak apart from
a couple of early books, I canclaim that those I now proceeded to write
are the only effopts yet made in any language to summarise and generalis
the world that has been revealed, T began with Daily Life in Roman FEgypt,

then turned to Lﬂpsure and Pleasure in Roman Egypt (in which the Dionys-

iac cult =g in its late forms provides a unifying element). Men and Gods

—

on the Roman Nile dealt with the ideas and rituals surrounding the Hile

and with what we km learn of the ships and the peocple journeying up and
down -- including the tourists to the Valley of the Kings. The Origins

of Alchemy broadened the picture and required a general critique of anc-

ient science and the crisis which issued in alchemy; as Egypt was the
scene of most of the early developments in alchemy, the book belonged
to my series. I had now found that I had to move back in time as well
as concentrate on the papyri, for old traditions had deep roots in IZgypt.
A connecting link between Leisure and Pleasure and ke Alchemy lay in
the two chapters in the féin: former book on the S5th-century poet, ifonnos
of Panopolis, in whom I showed a pervasive concept of alchemic transforp-
ation, (All previous criticisms have treated Nonnos from the anpgle of '
the classical past and failed to grasp anything of hies method.) Exam !
Next I wrote Origins of Astrology as a companion piece to Alchemy. fere
the main ingr;;ients were Babhylonian mathematics and Greek thought, but
the Bgyptians played a part in the final formulations. &
These boolks on Roman Hzypt had thus broadened) into studies of the
whole of Graeco-Roman culture with its eastern and Sgyptian infuaions,
and with its flow of ideas at certain points from below; with the new
forms tkken by old mythological ideas and images to meet new stresses,
new dewelopments. The deep split in culture represented by Plato, the
answering notions of an organic commos, of total interrelationship, of

pneuma as a continuous dynami€ tensional field of force. The strugzle
6f new forces to break the social deadlocks of a slave-society and build
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up dialectical concepts of transformation. The point of breakdown in anc-

]

ient culture was thus, in scientific thousht, the exact opposite of the
point of breakdown in our own society. The intuitions of a conerete univ-—
erse of living gualities in alchemy and astrology: the systems of abstract
quantitative measurement in science after Galiled. Thus the eritique of ¥
ancient thought and science turns into the criﬁqie of modern postulates

and precohceptions. In Leisure gnd_£;§§gggg I show how the unifying
Dionysian concept of enjoyment of the here-and-now, with its dreamp of an
earthly paradise, failed because it could not zather the emotions of
revolt in the suffering mastes -- so that the Christian concept of enjoy- -
ment in an hereaPt8F B585uE853t 842 1inked with a total rejection of thc”
existent State, won those masses over. ILater, in thﬂggtra I showed

this sort of comflict of ideas and choices at work in the revolutionary
wpoch of Caesar, with the opposed opropagandas of the Roman world € =2
highest expression in Virgil®s Fourth Eclopue) andfg% Clecpatra's easterm

world, expressed through the gpd-masqmings of herself and Antony, plus
the mass-demand for a bpotherly world of peace, without money, uttered in -
the Sibylline poems. These Mes® hopes and aspirations of the cricified
masses give depth and boundless significance to the drama of Octamian-
Augustus against Antony and Cleopatra.

In The Clashing Rocks I tried to explore the origins of Greek cult- °

ure, starting from the vre-Homeric epdsofie of the FPasirimm Rocks in the
Argo's voyage of tests and trials, and showed that it represented the
moment of shamnist entry into the spirit-world. (The culture-hero of earlyF®
legends is a reflection of the shaman in ite adventurous dancessong ritesq

On this basis I explored the function of the shaman in the phases of L

tribal breakdown as poet, prophet, at times as leader in a violent strug- ©

gle against the forces disintegrating tribal unity; then the link of sham-
anism and the Déonysiac cult, especially in the person of the dith rambic
poet, and the light thus thrown on the origins of Greek drama. In The
Ancient World I gave as much particular colouratiofds of life as it was
lived, as space permitted, while outlining what seemed to me the key-
structres in Greek and Homan society -- the persisting tribal elements,
which were transformed at various stages of development, withont certain

important ideas and forms being altogether lost. Despite the differences
brtween Greeks and Romans, both societies at crucial points threw off
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the twin yokes of the kingship and of a professional priestly caste.
Hence the mobilities, social and intellectual, which they variously were

able to generate. In an essay ¢ ntributed to Hommages a Marie Delcourt I

attempted to reopen the question of Totemism, pointins out how all anal-
¥ses had blankly neglected the question of the historical phase of the °
tribes considered, and cffgfed a new set of criteria.

I translated Ciordano® Cause, “rinciple and Unity, with a long intro-

duction seeking to show his crucial place as the last meddieval tibsiser

: Hindes, ; =
and the first modern owe, stressins amohg other thinps his strons influ-~ |

' ;
ence on Done and our 17th-century (Metaphyswcal) poets. The conceptsof

& e

Time abstract and Time concrete I have mentioned above in relation to my
novels of the 1930s; I now tried to anglyse how Time was treated as an
integral element in the exprescion of Proust and Joyce (in the Pestschrlfi

to Lukacs) and in that of Thomas Mann in the p#t issue of Sln und Form

b
devuted to Mean in 1965 . But I had less luck with some attempts to form-
ulate the views on Marx at whiech I had been arriving. I drafted a book |

on the impasse of mechanistic science, and pthar on Alienation; but the
two or three publishers on whom I tried them gere not interested. Cne i

of my hopes for this book is that by giving the general background and

perspective of my Marxism, I might have a better fate if I tried again

on such themes, revising my theses in the light of such clargifications
as I hope I have pained in the last few years.

Besides the hooks here described in a very sketchy max and compressed
way, I also carried on th?iinea of thought opened up by The Death of the
Hero, writing lLives of Turner, Ceézanne, and Courbet. I had been asked to
5;;;-3 smaik collection of Turner's verse for a small publisher interesté&
in the poems of artists. I had written an essay on Turner and his verse
in Life and Letters far back in 1947 3 now I tried to make a more
systematic inquiggﬂintﬂ his writings, and on.y a few glamces at hisz aodg-

/

b
sketcbooks in the Print Department of the British Museum was needed to 1

show what a wealth of material had been neglected by art-critics. So, at
the sugpest of my friend Adams, who had been instrumental in é;£3zig'the
suggestion of the verse-collection, I embarked on & Life. T found all
sorts of clues in his verses and in his response to other poets like
Thomson and Akenside, and thus wes able to reconsiruct the poetic or
symbolising systems at work in his mind as he stu?died nature. Cézanne was |
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also, in his ewn way, a recluse with a mind hard to read, but"hﬁ%k:h% ose
relations with Zola in particular help to elucidate. Courbet ms the first
great artist who was a consistent (Proudhonian) socialist made the decis~
ive breakthrough, crashing through the whole structure of academieism and
opening the way to complex hmew forces (of which the art of Lezanne was one
of the most posit?&é??ﬁﬁ;nggﬂfﬁr%ﬁ; st u;:g“;f all these three artfists

was to bring into a unified focus their personal life with its deep psychi
stresses, their social relations, thé?%istorical situation, and the -
new aesthetic they achieveds- without any element of reductionism. A dia=
izftical interconnection of all the fundamental aspects of their livesﬂ |
s their aesthetégtfgggibility issuins out of the inner core of their
being. gﬁ%gethree,‘aingl%u&nd;aa the representatives of the vanguard-
sensibility of their age, come together to reveal th.s basis of modern

art, its full posentialities as an integrative and disinterrative force.f\

3
If Marxasts had had an adequate knowledge of Marxism tigey could long ago

have forecast the conditions of the postwar world, the corrosion of all
coherent sta%&gshy the cult of the abstract individual, the disingegratiox

of art by the concentration on some =mall isclated aspect of the aesthetic
faculty, the cult of pornography (that is, of sex as a mere mechanism 5
-- with all stress ofi masturbation -- since, once we drop the idea of |
integrative sexisl experience, there is no need of a partner, any odd

bit of mechamism that irritates, excites and provokes orgasm is as good
as another). All these trends— super-objective or super-suhjective —- arel
one-shded expressions reflecting one way or another the final triumphs of

alienation, the thingification (reificatgon) of man through the cash-nexus

y the reduction of all things, including man himself through the sale of
his labour-power and the growth of ubiquitous commercialisations,
narcisms, consumer-manias -- the vast creation through the nature of
capitalism of what Marx called "artificial needs and imaginary appetites.ﬂ
To carry on this analysis would mean the writing of yet anothet texthook
on the 1®44 MSS and the application of the concept of alienation in all
Marx's later-worke. The point to he made here is the way in which in the
last couple of degades the alienation-principle, steadily at work over

the centuries, has suddenly got quite out of hand. Such a wild efllores-



r(hne of the aspects that interested me was the a;;;gi of dynamic timespace
in both Turner and Cézanne (though differently expressed): Turner discarding
accepted forms of cOmposition and developing his vortex-systems which treat
space as made up of fields of force;amdxwhizk Cezanne with his construction
of space b}y means of vitally linked and contrasted colour-planes - each
e swlfly peurive

artist thus adding to his space-defintion r dynamic of time: stable

structure and inner movement being fused in new integral ways. 65

(* i ing ¥x root at Castle
(* These are the years I should add of my final taking _
Haginghnm, my nairiage with Meta (of Dutch peasant stock and a fine potte
and the birth of my son Philip and my daughter Helen.
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cence must surelyhﬁﬁken the final stages of capitalist inner-contradict-
ions, the naked emergence of alienation from its central lair, the econ-
omic sphere, into open and universal celebration of chaos, of abstract '

individualism breaking through all restraining social bonds. In turn the

=

extreme disorder of this extension of alienation midst surely be linked !
with very deep perturbations and dis&?ilibria in the eccnomic pphere it-

selfy vk e Crmnd et Gualinals -

e

Roughly we may say tat after 1945, with the defeat of Germany and the §
emergence of the Soviet Union as a great war-power, there was no longer

the possibility of a major war between rival imperialist powers. !e?hilm j
forces which had made for the two worldwars were internally at work in
the capitalist world, indeed operating at an incomparably greater intens-
ity. Part of this inner strain was relieved by the cultigation of the
home-garket through hira-purgﬁﬂ;a and various forms of consumer-credit,
increased overtime and the drawing of women inte full or kx3}f part-time
jobs, and so on. Hence the sharp turn from the old capitalist ethic of i
thrift and savings to one of reckless spehding, vast expansions of advert-
iging, the growth of the supremely passive mass-entertainment TV, and so 3
on. But though nobody '"willed" the moral or immoral results (emeept in so .,

far as they wanted to make money, the core of all alienating forces),this ;
g it v
soon involved the systematic extension of all the worst elements in comme

* i
ercialimed culture, segnsationalism, terror-themes, sadism, muder-fantasiys

and (masturbation) pornography. We thus reach the bedrock of the culture
of commodity-man. By a neat trick of the dimalectics of reality, the cmpit-

alist ethic inverted itself from ascetic thrift to wild melf-indulgence.

In this context scwence-Tiction and its actualisation in space-Tlights
appeer as the final expression of aliemation from the earth. Amusingly
the otherwordliness of religion shifts over to the scientific sphere
which had been supposed to be its enemy; the fear of the earth and the
inability to be at home on it -- &an at-homeness which is a counterpart ufr
socialist freecdom and fraternity -- is projected into the deszire to get
actually off the earth and away from it, inte humanly meaningless time-
apace., The efforts to find excuses in certain pains of knowledge and so !
on iz a mere rationalisation of the mad impulse. Space-flight thus exem- ;

plies in supreme form all the anti-human aspects of technology got loose
and acting as an ubcontrollable force to which man must submit, even at
the cost of suicide of the species. Tl "aluw b " o JSttwc-ficfirn = ar
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abstraction of the alienation=-forces dxabnllcall

¥ at work every moment
of the night and day .

The response £o this set of images is based in actual experience;

but the *ar* nf - ant
 wkasczhtation remoyes the images from the earghly reality
and def;nﬂs t“e situation as ﬁne cf
8 i
] JIWE& ﬁq'u'.‘.l ' I"l.-j EMM-‘ — a Suduafi. HEd }ba..rn
qf Wi e Biverstie bf- E’c{hh:Jﬂ -wﬁn b By il ) 06“"‘" C’""’"‘!"f“‘f""'"""E"'!FE“-’,.;|I ]é‘“""’
There is only one xxp point I fhould like to make. lMarx, dealing with

aliention, pointed out four consequences of the basiec political-economic
situation of capitalism, Man is alienated (a) from nature (b) from him-
self ,kthatxixx from his own activity (c¢) from his species-being, from
his being as a member of the human species (d) from man, from other men.
I should like to draw attentidn to the third aspect of alﬁﬁnatinn and its

on earth: eut off from men and agbstractly opvosing

]
P

war, with the enemy as external th:n~s-

e

effects on culture. Ik Among the freedoms claimed by tlie deeply alienat-

ed artist is freedom (alienation) from tradition, from all normal modes
of communication, from the effects of his work on other men, from the
time-process altogether (in the name of a spurious immediacy or spontan-—

eity). Such an attitude has been contrasted with the position of the

classical artist with his ulaigs (or hopes) for imrmortality, for ceiseless

rebirth; and it hﬁf b?fn cizimed that here we have a truly democratic art:
since it makes no "aristocratic' survival, to a unique power of individ-
ualitys Its abstract-indévidualism is indeed essentially faceless zand

evhememal, the act of self-creation being conceived as an act of selfs

e

destruction. But the smxExl¥®d apparently arrogant claim to imnortality E

iz in fact the individual refraction of a ecollective belief in the
endless life of the species; the artist can be imnortal only if the
species is immortal itself. The artist, like the shaman, has taken into
himeelf the collective initiationerite of death=rebirth, and his
inddvidual expression, in all its truly creative aspects, iz also a
tollective act, drawing together past, pPesent, and futhmre in the
aestnetic unity of the here-and-now. The abstract-individualist, by
severing himself from the species, cannot sustain any faith in such a
procedure; for past, present, and future are all alike obliteba®d by the
abastract moment of his faceless surrender to the naked alienatiap

pressures.
There are of ¢ourse in our world toflay, poised hetween the atomie

-

e
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bombs and the ruthless forces destroying the environment, bhgrgété:reaagn
indeed to doubt survival. But to give up hope while there is still any
ground left for the strugsle to become human, is to aid the forces of
alienation. To act on the basis of Bfrvival is to do one'- best to ensure
that np-survival will triumph. Thus the Lfﬁi#ﬁk who recede from what T
have called for want of a better word the“EEE'siSEE“Eki"Eiﬁif; glgggﬁgff
ating an emotion of death (suicide) into & wish to see the species-end.
The need in our world to realisze afresh species-membership is thus at all
points linked with the need to strugple for world-socialégm in which, not
only is the dangerous copner turned, but the consciousness of universal
humanity #8 securely one with the sense of species-membership.

This sort of analysis might be indefinitely continued, takingz each
fielff of expression or behaviour in our world, and continuing from sugh
generalisations to a detailed examination, with almost cverywhere the
same depressing results. Yet among the young there is in many large
sections, especially among the students, = widespread realisation that
our way of life is wrong and destructive of all human values; they see
above all that® tReSrdFnd"5¥ ¢RERLREI0Ra" 2y 90at BN S8R nodi ty-nen (a1l
in our societies who do not consciously revolt against the dehumanising ]
cashnexus which azlienates man at the very heart of their life-process, .
productive activity). At times this emotion leads to an understanding of |
the root-causes of the perversion; but often it is sidetracked or disper-
sed inte a blind desire to break or injure the hated system anyhow, any
way, or into an effort to contract out of it in small communal groups.
Between these extremes are all sorts of blind-alley triv{iisatinns of the
revold-impulse, ranging from esexual promiscuity to drug-taking, andx
dxyerrinxxinks nomadic rootlessness to orgiastic excitations at big
pop-festivals. Thus the xx¥® revolt turns into its opposite; the revulsion,
from a#ummnﬁﬁty-wnrld at one level recedes into the glorification of
that world at ancther level. The rejection of bourgeois marriage leads to
the treatment of sex a matter of mere phyeical stimulation and release --:
that is, as an external thing, the final form of sexual alienation. The !
rebel thinks he is expressing a sharp dissidence by turning to drugs,
when he is in fact expressing even more crudely than his parents a sub-
mission to the drug-world. (The mechanistic stage of medicine, now at its
extreme, together with the chemical industry and its vast drug-manufact-
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ures, had created a drug-society, with t anquilllsers aﬁé:ihg:i:h% as the
characteristoc form of poisoningz people.)

e
And yet with all its abersations, which turn revolt into a final state

of deliquescent submission to the alienating pressures, the 3nuth-£;;;$5r.f
is one of the most positive factors in our world, linked as it often is '
with a thorough-going protest against the imperialist war-machine and with
& demand for grass-roots democracy. We must not however think of it as a i
revolutionary force in itself, anf contrast it with the working-class's
general subservience to the commodity-werld, which it challenges only
when it feels it is getting an insufficient share of the cnmmad?es. In
the long run the working-class, the mass of the people who are involved in
prodiictive activity (albeit alienated productive actibity), can alone cun-r
stitute the force sepable of oberthrowing capitalism. The problem is to
bring together all the sroups rebelling in some significant degree or anot}
~er against capitalism, and to link them with the working-class, on whom
the full weight of the increasing capitalist crisis cannot but fall. le
need to give the gravity of the working-class (its solid specific relation
to the central economic situation) to the more volatile rebels, and give
something of the broad and enriched sense of total revolt, found in the
advanced sections of the young, to the working-class with its narrower
outlooks.

I think I ecan claim, and my story to have substahtiated the fact, that
I have suffered often enough from sectarian attacks -- at times not my=ed¥
guiltlesétg?qhavinq provoked the attacks through through confusions or
overstatements of my own. And so ¥Rae%t I ghould be fairly sensitive to any
sectarian atmosphere. I feel with deep conviction that the 3British C.F.
under Gollan -- with excellent work on the cultural side by Jamez Hlugmann
-- has steadily through the 1960%s gone on liquidating the elements of
sectarianism in its heritage. COne crucial point is the role of the C.F.
as envisaged in the transiiion to socialism and as set out in The aritigy
Hoad. In the earlier years I always felt that the strategy could be unternri
:;;;d as the setting-up of & popular front in which the party, téking the
lead, swallowed up the other parties. But certainly that is no longer the
case, whatever exactly was the earlier line. The party has leabned the less

on of demccratic tolerance, and the need for a evuntry like Britain to
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accept the existence of, say, parliamentary representatives n?hny party

than can conti ue, at any phase, to command the necessary votes. The one- °
party system, which d:veloped in the U.5.5.R. largely as a result of a e ¢
number of historical accidents, is no loanger seen as setting any necessary
or even adnbrable example. (WWhat is less developed in the conception of ;
the Bribish Road is the need to develop demccratic forms and activities
xxlat all levels as an accomplanyinz part of any decigviva advance btowards
socialism at the parliamentary level. Without suoh = development, the r
parliamentary transformation could never cone about, nor, having come abné;

i
cnut%ﬁt ensure a future without bureaueratic ossification.But suech a k-

conception is in the key of the whole changed attitude to the party's [
role and the use of political power.) With changes that have been going or
in France and the French party (1970-1), there thus emerges at last the
chance of effective common action being built up by the western parties
on & genuinely dempcratic peXimy basis for the achievement of socialism
in Western Europe -- asz a counter-move to the plans of the Monenolies for
an anti-socialist union most nakedly expressed in the Common Market. =
The tone of discussion inside the party has quite chanped from that which
ruled in immediate postwar years. It is true thaﬁf%he breckdown of dogmati
-ism and sectarianism something of the old powerful drive goes as well; i
but that state may well be merely transitional. As the new concepts gﬂner-d.;
ate their own inherent energies and find their outlet in a situstion of
expanding EMBEXIEE possibilities, we will find, I believe, that the idens
theme of degocratic socialism (socialism in which central controls are €
from the very first modified and dialecticakly inéérlinked with free
initiative and organisation from below) can stimulate a devotion and enth. |
usiasm greater than the old simple proletarian ripidities of outlook. €
The test came in 1963 withpminvasian of Gzechoslavakia., It was perhaps!
all the better that Gollan was on holiday in the wilds of Scotland, so
that the announcement of complete opposition could be made by the party's
national organiser -- showingz that in such a matter the party's principlﬁf
Were so clear there was no need for a worried leadership to confer. i
Jespite pressures it has held to its position, while at the :ame time !
ﬁﬂgﬁgﬁhﬁ for united action of all parties against imperialism; and early ..
in 1871 it look the lead in =xpr® bringinr about a prelimfﬁry conferehce .
of Western Parties to discuss united action aﬁinst the Common Market — |




or comnon socialist pelicies within the Market if England yet Jjoins.
Looking back, how do I feel about my development since 19367 From f
that year 1 have seen myself as Marxist whose place is in the perty; and ||
this conception has never been ever seriously shaken despite all my conf-
liets inside the party or the various rude shocks adminkstered by the g
U.845.R. Years ago, | recall Iatharine Raine, hming tolf I was in the .
C.P., remarking with commiseration, "It must be awful to be in a party
where you're told everything you must think." I merely smiled. I feel thar-
my development would have been imconparably poorer than it has been if
I had not had my long dialogue, sometimes too fierce-toned on both sides, .
I would have fitted into the established cultural scene as I never have
done; but my aim has not at any time been to fit in and gain esteem. I
think T can claim that by being in the C.P, and at the same time fighting
for my point of view I have maintained an individual standpoint as I
could have done otherwise. And perhaps it is a proof of this that I have
been in general ignored or atfacked since 1936-7 by the establishment in
its various forms, and often been similarly treated by the party-organs. -
(An example that sticks in my mind was in the days of the Marxist Quart-
erly, Dona Torr, a fine and generous character, suggested that an essay
should be written comparing a novel by André Stil, recently issued by L.a
;ﬂ;ﬁ& in translation, with my Rising Tidec, as there were certain simil= d
arities in material and theme; the essay duly appeared, dealing with 5til
2xixx but forgetting my book. In my ullrty—fézfupdn years in close conn-
ection with the party not one single essay anumy—uark has aypye been writtes
on any aspect of my work, though in the U.J.J.H. many studies of my
novels have been published.) I do not make these points out of any resent
-ment but to stress the question of my '"independence." But this ind-pen- e
dence has not heen gained by withdrawal or standing-aside; what virtues |
it may have cannot be separated from the rich and fertile intellectual
and political life of the party. That rigid and seciarian elements have
been present, and no doubt are rea&?hrevive under favourable circumstangd
iz no disproof of my statement. Those who are prepared to engage in the |
rigantic task of creating an unaliemated societly of socialist frecdoms |

have simply no sense of what is involved if they demand that all the pro=_
blems should be cleared up before they accept the struggle. To accept 4

the struggle in all its cogplications, imperfections, confusions, and
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harsheesses must be the first and steadfast decision. After that one ecan
proceed to do the best one can to direct things along the most effective e
and humanly valid lines; and in the process one will make one's own mis- ©
takes as well as the others.

That statement of aim however is again all too simple. I rempember ask%!

Aliek in 1956 what he felt about the disclosures. "As if the source of
all good," he said, "had suddenly shown the face of sheer evil." And in-
deed unless one felt exactly like that, one had dearned nothing. One was
in the immoral and indefensible position of those who arpued that even the
sun has spots and that the errors and crimes of Stalin were merely periph-
eral matters that could be shruffed aside with a few meaningless remarks
abopt learning from the past.The revelation that a society founded for
the purpose of eliminating alienation conld set about deepening alienat-
ion and breaking down the free partigipation of its members, meant that
a new sort of vigilance was required of all Marxists. Nothing could any

longer be taken for granted. fWECEWauw This point applies besh to the
inner life of the party, .where Democratic Centralism, excellent for heold-s
ing a party together in difficult conditions -- the purpose for which
Lenin devised it - can lead to complete bureaucratic controls from above
and enable the leadership to impose its line in almost any conditions. —
alee fo X ) " . . i
and @I matters of general policy, whether a part?é is strugrling to buildl
a united front for soeialism or is enpaged in playing its part in devel-
oping a socialist society. The great advantage of the upheavefs of 1956
and the disastrous intrusion of the Zoviet Union on Ceechoslovak politice
P % > ‘F-J"
in 1968 #s that the dopmatists and doctriacires have long been'on the
defensive and there iétgh barrier to any kind of discussion or activity #
inside the pariy as long as it is nd conducted in an obviously disruptive
way. Every organisation mést have its rules and methods; the question is
to see that they are applied, modified, and recohstructed accordinsz to

the needs of a changing world by free discussion.

—— = — _—
———

=
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But to return to the diSoncerting glimpse of the face of evil emthat whict

ie the source of all good: after all this contradiction was whniiy in the ke)
of my lifelong drnunciation of arrcst ahd aaytraution as essential evil --
of my whole vision of cosmic and human development as formulated in terms of
Blgakean prophecy. Evil may derive from abstraction, but is not itself abst- _
ract; it is the arrest and perversion of the good. Man must become both
better and wickeder, said Nietzsche, meaning that every new creative potent- _
iality must beget its characteristic evil sf or point of arrest and invers-
ion. However frightening, what had happened was t¥h¢in the key of my world-
view, not counter to it. If true to my own ideas, I should have plainly rec-
ognised that socialism, precisely because it made the good more concrete,
also increased the possibilities of arrest within the new dimension. The
socialist state, because it was BkX protected against such impacts or mod=-
ifying pres-ures as market-forces, was able to develop bureaucracy in the
purest form possible; and bureaucracy by its very nature gathers together

all that is most ossifying, deadening, and dehumanising in any social gituat.
jon.It cannot be reformed or vitalised from withink ; its /essence lies

in the destruction of communication between levels and in the creation of

an endless series of power-strugsles at every point in its structure. The
true task of a socialist society is to treat with the utmost suspicion the
bureaucratic furméf?% inherits and must make use of for some time -- all the
while seeking to break them down and transform them into systems of volunt-
ary democratic activity carried out by the people t lemgselves. And so a
bureaucratic socialism could not but show the crowth of evil forces at the
very heart of the new good, of enslavement at the very heart of the new
freedom. (I am not here advocating the use of market-mecahnisms to relieve o
bureaucratic impasse, though they may have a temporary value in the efforts
to reverse the centralising trends. The solutions here are not economic at
root, but are political, social, moral.)

A word now on the problem of cultural relations hetween socialist lands
and the capitalist areas in their present stage of cultural and moral delig-
nescence. What is to be gained by a socialist culture from the Jargescale
influx of artistiec and #loral forms based on the fimal n-gation of the human

essence? Yet the people of a socialist country cannot be“pratectad by the

e

mere building of barriers;



- 2Lope

that is more likely to defeat in own aims in the end by giving the exclud-
ed elements a romantic guality of the forbidden -- just as we saw that
the wrong kind of contrels over commodity-production work out as glamour-

ing commododities ané m}mmudity-man:@ﬁot that T am advocating the indiscr!P~
£

d=-

~iminate flooding of mxwmx any socialist country by the products of imp-
erialist: cultures in their final} stages of corruption. But the only
sure barrier against the contamination of such imperialist davelopments
gg'%he prowth of personal initiative an: participation in building social.t=
ism at all levels, togethher with the creation of & true soccialist moralit; !
as the natural concomitant of such a growth. b
I have had some hard words to say about the Soviet Union in the course
of this narrative; and yet I remain wholly optimistic about developments i
there -- though the throwing-off of Stalinist consequences is not going F&°
to de an easy or rapid matter. I feel that when the worst is said there °*
is much more genuine socialism among large sections of the people than :
general analyses might seem to alleow. Hore, I feel that with every extens.
ion of the forms and methods whereby popular initiative (whe“ﬁ' in local
sogiets or in the unpaid taking=-over of local-authority work, on the
factory-8loor or at manarerial levels) is releesed, the effects can be
remarkable. They é:ﬁ 1ndeed make my comments on the slow bace of reversin
Stalinist systems turn out to be quite incorrect. I was briefly in Noscow |
for the Gorky Celebrations of 1968, and spent a month with my family at
the Writers Home at Gagra in the summer of 1869, with pauses before and
after in Moscow; and though I now sew baskwardnesses which escaped my
eyes in 1949 or even 1954, I again had¢ the feeling all the time of being”
in a different world, a genginely socialist world.This exjtraordinary e
mixture of confused, vacillatinz, and backward elements with true social-?
ist convictions and ways of living (often now become second-nature]nruvi%
a theme impﬁffectly grasped and developed by the writers -- perhaps bec- ;
ause too many of them lack the grasp of fundamental pattern which uuuiu
ﬂ%ﬁﬂnfhe two aspects (and the * endRess transitions and fusions between

thevixpxeiznents)t them) in their true relationship and significance.Such ’
a grasp implies both an understanding of all the damage done by the Stal-
in period and an intimate knowledge of the ways in which the socialist

spirit recuperates ang reasseris itself, the entangitmintnF good and
evil on new and surprising ways.
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rdiﬂﬁzjigﬁzrrather ridicukous example I may cite an anecdote, 1969, of the
young folk (middle administrative level) who thought it wonderful to get
hold of a crate of American "coke" and have a k% party for its consumpt-
ion-- "Coke" having a high prestige in comparison with their much supari:

fruit-drinks.
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Now, some final regarks a:uut what I feel to be the pattern of my Iﬂvzr'ii'n’.:11:}1;:-r
ment as traced in this book. In a way my 1919 decision appears as that of |
the hiprpies of today, & contracting-out of the system of money and commod-
ities. But it was linked with an enthusiasm for the 1917 Revolution as

well as a fierce antiwar position. Though it had no clear political posit-
ion it was ready enough to welcome any allies against the system. Then

came the entirely aesthetic (in the Nietschean sense) interpretation,with
the ImzgexxEx creative imagpe seen &s the embodiment of the whole man, 1
By the end of the 1920s the idealist element broke down and T sought for .i

solid earth without relinquishing my faith in some sort of creative strugg.

le aimed at achievéng wholeness. This, via poetry and history, brought me
to Marxism. What saved me from wandering down some side-alley was the
stress on activity and the notion of wholeness. The dialecticp which at
first had seemed the prerogative of the creaf(ive act was found to belong
to all formative process, to history as well as poetry.

My line of apppoach to Marxism, with all its complicated zigzags,
brought with it wertain confusions, a readiness to jump to spontaneous
conclusions on partial evidences or situationsy But it also had its t
strenghh, forcing me to be satisfied with nothing less than a universal
dialectic concretely apnlicable to all issues, all forms of eperession --
am not just a dialectic that could be seen at work #n selected emamples
and moments, but rather a guiding principle which would be actively real-
ised in living, in thought, in emotion, in all disciplines. This line of
approach, with a strong existential element, made me responsive to aspects
of Marx which were almost totally ignored until recently and which, when
revived, seemed a i%%& idealism to the Marxists nourished on selected
-spects of Marx. Thus, when I found him speaking of the need for '"the
complete emancipation of all human senses and attributes, and declaring
that man is "affirmed in the objective world not only in the act of think-
inz, but with all his senses," I knew that his philesephy was as aesthetic
as it was scientific and that the continual harping on its scientific

nature, to the total exclusion of its equally important aesthetic aspect,
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amounted to a fathomless distortion by its one-sidedness. For one- '
sidedeness is the essential characteristic of metaphaﬁacs and of alien-
ated positions. The disceévery no doubt went to my head in some respects.
and I rushed into expounding my intuitions without safficient clarpific- .
action of the many issues involved. In a situation where it would have
been more sensible, and ultimately more effective, to tread warily and
tenkatively, I tried to say everything at once, indignant at the
straitjackets that has so often been forced on Marx's thought. Consid-
ering then the difficulties of the issues I raised, and the incomplete, o
Aggraéggsimplifi&d ways I used, I was not sc badly treated.

The consciousness of alienation that enables one to detach oneself '
from the situation, oprose oneself to it, fight it, and, in fighting,
attempt to transform oneself is not {o be mistaken for anunallenated
consciousness -- that tne consciousness of someone who 11ves in a world
where the primary sources of capitalist alienation (State, money, law,
economic compulsion of any kind) have been eliminated. And yet there
must be a vital relationship of some kind or there could be no connect-
ion between the struggle against alienation and its goal. But just what
this relationship is, it is hard to say. But I feel sure it is there, ‘
and is glimpsed in the creative act, in productive labour in so far as ‘
it can be realised mpart from its simultganeous}Py effect of alienation, {
in the whole nature of human freedom. Freedom is not an abstract ripht
to this or that; such freedoms are an aspect of the alienated situation.
That is why personally I alwaye felt that I have no rights, and have had
no wish to claim any: such claims bring pne right into the situation of
alienation. But the collective £truggle for a freedom which can be seen g
as a step towards the full freedom beyond alienation is another matter.
As Marx says, freedom is an "inner necessity." It is self-fulfillment
in the self-determined and externally unhindered exeecise of human
powers; it is an existential positive need of self-realising human
labour. That is, of one's powers and labour beyond alienation. |

Cnly as I have_arrived at something like & elear and full undarstanéa

Mi.uu.é ﬂd-g .
of such terms of Harx do I understand what has driven me on all my life. |
My vath refusing any allegiance to money, my devotion to poetry as the |
power integrally opposed to money, my refusal to take a job for money
were all efforts to live in as unalienated a way as one can in a
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society of alienation -- or rather to muster daily as strong a sonsciocus-
ness of that alienation as was possible without actuwally existing in an
unalienated world. When I exalted the creative image I was in effect
declaring that this was the only unalienated object in our society -- a
claim with a fair amount of truth; for #® such an image, to the extent
that it tears off the falseface of alienated man and sets up an ideal of
free enerpgy (realised to the extent of the concreteness and fullness of
the image, and thus robbed of utopianism), is indeed such an object -
not the product of unalienated man, but the prophecy of such a product,
its prelude, and closely akin to it. It reflects or expresses the

preoductive activity of labour with as great a [distance as is histnrical?
possibke between it and the intrmeive zlienation. )
Eithout the possibility of this sort of distance intarveﬁng there
would only be totally alienated acts in a totally alienated society, and
nothing could change there. What the movement and clash of contradictions
do in the actual world, evoking in wvarying degrees a consciousness that
goes beyond a merely quantitative evaluation of the forces on each
side and grasps the possibility and nayture of an Aufhebung (a transc-
endence or overcoming of the conflict on a new level), that is done in
the creative imape by the degree of intensity and realisation that is
brought about %; the internal clash of intellectual and emotional elemeni
in the artist's or poet's mind and his power of objectifiying the
2 clash and fusion., Thues, in a deeply significant wmoment of political
strugple and a truly urea@; image, there is an intuition of the transc-
endence, the mé;ent into & new and more human unity.

When we grasp this truthy we are saved from the mockery of our strucd
gles which always sets freedom and fulfilment far in the future and
makes the present an act or moment of self-sacrifice on that altar.
Productive sctivity in all c¢lass-societies, in varying depgrees, has alie!
-nation inextricably entangled with it; but it is also &k productive act-
ivity, the self-renewing human force. Aumanity and inh@imanity, all that
is most concrete in th¥ought and act, and all that is most abstract,
here meet, merge, separate, comfligt. If there was complete eguilibrium

at any given historiecal moment, we can imagine this process halted at a
point where the concrete and the absiractiare interlocked in a deadly
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absense of strucgle., But I doubt if such a complete symmetry upéarts has ev
ever happened since clags-formations, though some periods seem relatively
gtatic in comparison with others. In any event, while there is disequilib-
riug, struggle, discontent, resistance of any kind in and arcund the prod=-
uctive act, there is more than an sspiration towards freedom, there is a
realisation of it. Marx recognises three possible forms of freedom,which
have to be considered in relation to the existing property-relations:
Freedom from natural necessity, freesdom from the interfering power of

other men (all forms of othernsss from the State to the owners and manag-
ers of production), and freedom in relation to a fuller exercise of one's
own essential vowers. /And he denies that capitalist property-relations

make men more free in any of these three senses. His arpuments are irrefut.
able in their denial of freedom in the alienated producéive mct; capital-
ism as & system cannot advance any human freedoms in the senses defined by
Marx. But in so far as the system is resisted, attacked, or demystified,
there is an assertion of freedom, which, however insecurely, takes over |

the denied potentialities of the situation.

50, in this sense, all history is the story of freedom; for the signif-
icant events are those Bf expressing the disequilibrium and conflict in-
side the system. As Moo Tse-Tung has said, "The history of mankind is one
of continuous development from the realm of necessity to the realm of

freedom., This process is never=ending." (This attitude is the opposite of

Croce's wdealist notion as history as the story of freedom.) The artist, [
the poet, the musician, who matters,; is he who catches and defines this
moment of freedom,of #k Aufhebung (transcendence), in the concrete here-
and-now. Utopian ideas and aspirations to definite goals ®mf in the future,
may wel! play & part in his syhhbhesis; indeed in some degree or other

they cannot fail to be present; but the essential thing, the aesthetic
cbre, lies in the concrete apprehﬂﬁ%cn of the living moment as one of
freedom, of the three freedoms defined by Marx, The definition is tied up

with the concrete humanity of the particular moment, but in emBodying the
e e ™ e ha) o

dialectacal structure of the breakthrough, the Aufhebung, it assumes an
eternal ¥alue -- that is, its structure is recognisable as that of &
moment of freedom at any later phase, however the specific aspects of the

situation have changed.
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It was my insistence on these aspects of Marxism -- what one may call
its existential aspewts, which resolve the conflict in both Herel's
idealism and ;;istentialism proper -- which often brought me into c¢collis-
ion with my fellow-Marxists. Hotl, that I always expressed the poats clear-
ly and correctly, nor that I for lonz realised that T was only stating in
my own way principles alweady mmEx enunciated, if only in a bare form, by
Harx. Marx set out the B issues I am here gx¥»¥ sketching in his
statement that all necessiis ig "historical necessity," that is, "a dis-
appearing (or wvanishing) necessity." Mes= #long these lines.reintroduced
the concept of goal, of teleology, after having purged it of all abstract,
clos%éfiggiﬁtherwnrldly elements. We here approacl, alongz more complex
lines, the idea of purpose as inherent in the mk totality of the situat-
ion, imvolving conscious or declared aims, but in no sense narrowed-down
to them. The goal for Marx isi%ﬁ%nfgmiﬂeﬁgamﬁfoﬁuman development as the
the realisation of the human essence, of the specifically human elements,
the universality and freedom of man. Man as the Self-mediating Being of
Nature must develop in accord.nce with the most fundamental objective
laws of kimxesEexktiaixmziwre ontology, of the essence of all reality --
with his own active self-mediating rele playing a key-part. The goal
is thus not an abstract fixable point in the future, with a system that
can be worked out beforehand ; it lies in the essential nature of man and
his self-realising movement. ¥

The core of freedom lies in the prndtgive activity, where also, in |
an alienated society, lies the core of enslavement. Scientific thought
and asethetic definitiony when truly ereative, lay hold of this inner
conflict and concentrate it to a new depth of realisation, of canalised
energy; th-y thus express a specific situation, but at the same time
embody 2 ¥ the human essence, the human goal. The complexity and
vanishing-nature of the Aufhebung-moment in turn help to illuminate the
issues of developinz a socialist society into ever-greater freedom.

Marx made it clear that the transfer of the controls of production and
distribution to the community as & whole does not do more than make that
community "the universal capitalist." Such a soviety, he declares, pre-

supposes "labour as a state in which every person is put ahd capital as
the acknowledged universality and power of the community." The problem is
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k hy Solzhenitsyn is a great soeialist novelist, the greatest so ghr*gwbl-
uced, is not because he mefely deals with the situation ander stalin e
with a powerful realism, but rather because this r&alism &ertves froﬁ a
full grasp of the Marxist concept of frecdom.
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then to liberate the productive process from "the universal capitalist,"
by remeying.,as fast as circumstances permit, every force or institution
which stands over against production - the State, money, plans imposed
from above, XX bﬁFei&3§£§?3PE%%tems of any kind, sz@d-eny-Lkind, The# the
pressures and mystifications of alienation are steadily diminished; and
at the same time the freedom grwwing at the heart of the productive act
is linked with a steady raising of the cultural level, the breakdown of
the divisgon of labour, the crowth of the all-round or whole man "who
can do amything." Such a priramme can only be a very prolonged one, in
Which aMarxist consciousness of all that alienates is active all the
while, probing the situation, finding the points at which advance is
possible, enmguring that ossification does not set in for any reason
whatever. In point of fact, the emerpence of the situation where the
community is the universal capitalist could never happen -- though it is
necessary to isolate the possibility from a logical viewpoint. For only
revolutionary forces could thus break the hold of the individual capital;
ists and their vast entangled system, and so XX they could not but drive
fast beyond the point of balance expressed by the logical equation. In
so far as the revolution established any elements of initiative and
organisation from below it would be moving past that point into the =iz
stages of socialism making for enhanced freedem. 5till, Harx's point is
important, to keep on reminding us that social ownership is only a first
abstract step, which becomes concrete only to the extent that the ziienk
alienating forces are dislodged from the productive process. There is a
nrofound sense in which there was greater human freedom in the U.5.5.R.
at the height of Stalin's excesses than in any capitalist society at the
height of its liberal expansion. We can make this point without in the
least palliating any of the crimes and distortions brought about under
Stalin; on the contrary we see thewm all the more glaringly set out
Precisely because of their contrast and conflict with the socialist free
~doms inherent in the post-1917 movement of the Soviet Union. ,
There is one more point I should like to make. The structure of art-
ritual in the totemic tribe cannot be tragic; for it sees a death-birth

birth-death cycle in which the emergence of the new forever goes on.

(It is true that in groups facing something like extnction we can find
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qualiﬁiaﬁ‘ Here is the strhgrle of life and death céncentrated in the reactien

to the moment: a struggle that is of primary 1&?@4;3nce for art. (Th;s probleu,
raised in idealist terms by Bergson, has been of central importance for the last

death=-triumphs defined, but these chanres represent a breakdown, not a
forward-movement to more complex grasps of process.) Trapedy proper pre-
supposes & strong intrusion of alienating forces, which have set a deep
contradiction at the heart of the life-process; the species-member is no
longer simply and directly a part of the species. A multiple series of
conflicts, inner and outer, are opened up. The aspect which has always
been strongly present in my thoughte is the time-gap between event and
consciousness; we realisze the truth of ourselves and our situation by an
experience which the realisaticn is too late to direct or modify; in the
last resort we £ind the way forekrd throuzh what destroys us. From anothé
Angle the tragic conflict operates *n the owjualt on betwaen the 1ere—and

and ‘sbstract time with its blind rey&titlan of moments that lack all |

masters of the bourgeois novel, such as Proust, Joyce, Hann,as I tried

to :i&gixn in the essays mentioned above.) For the socialist writer the
probdem is to grasp this conflict, but not in a merely analytic way; he
must find how to express both the vonflict and its resolution. This con=
cept has been one of the guidins principles in my own nowels, and on the
theoretical level it lies behind much of my other writings. It moves in
turn into the problem of redeeming science from the bourpeois limitations
and distortions. ind thus Marx's formulation brings mé back in certain

respects to the best elements in Nietzsche's Pionysian positions, with

which I began in the maxX first stages of my revolt. Marx states, "To be

sensuous is to suffer. llan as an objective sensuous being is therefore

a suffering being -- ané because he feals what he suffers, a pas ionate

being. Passion is the essential force of man energetically Went on its

object." .ind again, "Sufferinc, apprehended humanly, i%.EEHEEEEIEQEE_Ef
gelf in man." TBecause these declarations are linked with the key-
concepts of freedom as self-realisation, of the productive act as the
human core, and of man as self-mediatinz with nature, they are robbed of
the subjectivist and ultimately idealist element that persists in
Hietasche. But the connection that I can thus point to between the inner-
most intuitions in Dionysos and the jarxist aesthetic does, I think,
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bring out the element of continuity in my positions as well as the move-

ement, erratic but conkbant, into & fully Marxist aesthetic.



