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an issue in one of the  greatest crises in a century,  and  to fol- 
low  this  with  other  huge  government bond issues necessary t o  
bal’ance the budget, t o  say nothing of possible issues for relief 
or  construction, presents a very  formidable  program. T h e  
effect on public confidence would’ be a  serious one if any of 
these bond issues were not completely  subscribed for. AS 
heavy gwernment bond issues will be unlavoidable in any 
case, the chief problem is to  reduce  their  volume as much as 
possible. One  way to do this i’s to  issue  currency  and not 
bonds against the assets of banks  seeking help. This  method 
has  the  further  advantage of saving heavy inters,t charges. 
rnstead of paying ou t  interest  on bonds, die di’scount bank 
wodd be receiving interest on the  amount of the  loans  to, 
banks whfch  the  currency represented. This interest would 
be used partly to pay the administration expenses of the bank 
and  partly  to absorb possible losses on bad  loans;  anything 
above this  would be government revenue. 

T h e  emergency discount bank wouEd1, of course,  discount 
at “penalty”’ rates-that i’s to say, the banks would be  callled 
upon to pay  slightIy higher  rates  for  currency bans than 
threy w e e  receiving for the paper  or bonds they  were dis- 1 .  counting-and these  penalty  rates’ would’ assure a retirement 
of the  currency  when  the need for  it had’ passed. While  the 
new  notes need not  be directly redeemable in gold, any more 
than  the  still-outstanding national-bank  notes or  United 
States notes (the “greenbaclcs”) are  directly  redeemable in 
gold, they  should be kept  at a parity  with’ a11 other  forms of 
currency. They  would, of course, have  exactly the same. 
physical appearance as other  currency,  just as a five-dollar 
greenback l.ooks to  the  casual observer exactly like a five- 
dollar Federal:  Reserve note. , 

It cannot be too  emphatically  pointed out that  what is, 
here  suggested i’s in n o  sense a proposal to-  create  wealth by 
the prtnting-press. It is not  put  forward  in  the  crude belief 
that  the depression, is the  result of any general, “money’” 
shortage,  or  that  the  new  currency  would raise prices directly: 
In brief, i t  is not  intended as an  “hffationary”  measure;  its 
purpose is, rather,  antildeflationary.  Its aim is  not  directly 
to increase the  amount of bank  credtt  (though it would tend! 

to  do so indirectly),  but  to  transform “deposit currency”  that 
might be destroyed or lucked up  i’nto note  currency that 
would circulate.  Its effect, in  short,  would  be to s u b s h i e  
unquestioned  government  credit  for the temporarily ques- 
tioned  cred’t of individual banks. It would be a form of cur- 
rency, it is true,  that would lack the ideal  elasticity and  the 
unquestioned  soundness of Federal Reserve note  curzency;  but 
it  would be far  more  elastic  than trhe national-bank notes, and 
incomparably  sounder  than  the  existing greenbacks. T h e  
emergency  noteswoul’d be retired as rhe banks paid1 up  their 
borrowings,  or as ,the  slower assets were liquidated. T h e  pen- 
alty  interest  rates  wauld  eventually compel this  paying  up  and 
this  liquidation. T h e  life of the emergency  discount bank 
and of the notes  could, as an  additional  safeguard, be limited’ 
by law to a peribd of not  more  than five years, when,  note 
issuing could  again be l e f t  entirely  to  the  Federal Reserve 
banks. I think i’t in  the highest  degree  inadvisable, that  the 
kind of rediscounting  and of note issue here proposed be 
turned: Over to  the  Federal  Reserve banks, not only because 
this would not  serve the  non-member banks (in)  which by 
far the greatest  numbel o i  faclures. have  occurred),  but be- 
cause  the emergency nature of the  measure  would  tend  to be 
forgotten, and: if the bars were  once let down i t  would  be 
next  to impossibIe to  get  them up again. 

This  suggestion for a n  emergency currency is no8 put 
forward  entirely  without reservations. It may  be that  the 
National Ciedit  Corporation  and  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation, between them, may be able to  take  care of any 
situation  that  may occur. But  if these do not prove  flexible 
enough or adequate, then an emergencyimnencyi  plan of this - 
type, seems the only supplement  or  alternative. W e  must 
mobilize our banking resources to keep all  solvent banks open, 
and to enable depositors to get  as  much’  currency as possible 
immediately  against the  actual assets of- banks that prove to  
be insolvent. T h e  possible deficiencies of an  emergency  cur- 
rency of the  kind  here proposed would be as nothing  against 
the consequences of a possible wholesale  closing of banks and: 
consequent  prostration of ]trade  should a particularly hysteri- 
car  panic develop. 

By EDMVND WILSON 

s 0 far  as I cam see, Karl Marx’s predictions are in 
process o l  cornling tme. H e  did  not foresee the  Russian 
Revo1,uItiom; he expected revalution  first in some mcae 

highlp  industriahed  caun,try  like  England. Bue the tenden% 
cies lie was able to. observe ilm the, m~d&le of tthe last centnryi 
have  gone on, just as he said1 they-would, and axe appzreatly 
producing the) results. whlch he horetold. 

W e  have hzd m,p!oym.ent made mu= and  more  uncer- 
tailn by th,e changes. in mechanical methock and by the more 
and, moxe  ei?icieni rnanagernen.t of. industry;. and firrally mme 
and mow people thrown oua of urarlr altogether in propox- 
tion as business has become mares ceDltralbed an& manufactme 
more ingenious- We hme  had, the progwssiw  acmnlation 
e4 wealth and pornex-means of. pmductiorr and! natural  re- - The swth of a series o€ n t ~ & ~  m tlus s ~ e c t  by well-known men and 
women Others  wlll appear ~n subsequerrt  Issues “EDITOR THE NIATIOA. 

sources-in the  hands of a very few people, who will  not 
turn theii- profits back to  the  public  or  use  their  power for 
&he public good-who a re  such barbarians that they will not 
even collaborate on a plan of sensible sel8-government among 
themselves, hut o d y  pray each t o  the. god 05. Business to 
bring hack heir viktcmies; again. W e  hme the:  unwholesome 
SepamfiQn af the city and them country  into, “kwo hostile 
camps,” as. Man, quotingUrquhat, .  said, “of clownish boocs 
and emasculated  dwarfs,” with the  city  dwellers  cut off from 
the  sod  and  the  farmers  caught in the toils, of. the; bankers. 
W e  have overproducti,on due to capitalist greed8 and  the lack 
ah national? o r  imtexinationd control;  and we have had peri- 
odic depressions, due to the same, causes, culminati,ng  in this 
abysmal and  world-wide bzeakdown. We; have# the oxganiza- 
tion 01. bdusttip into huge units too. unwieldy  for  private 
mte~pxise- ta. h d l e  and ripe to be taken over by  the  peqde. 
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One phenomenon predicted by Marx  we  have  not  yet 
developed in  America  to  the  degree of acuteness that   Marx 
contemplated:  we  have  not  even  after  two  years of depres- 
sion seen the  general  cleavage of society into a conscious 
bourgeoisie and  a conscious proletariat-we  have not  yet seen 
a  general conflict between these two classes. T h e  aims  and 
ideals of the bourgeoisie in  America  have seemed to be absorb- 
ing  the  working class, ’and this has made us inclined to  scoff 
at  the  Marxist bogies. But i f  we consider Marx’s specific 
predictions  about  America, we  shall  not be so sure of a 
bourgeois salvation. He pointed out  immediately  after  the 
Civil W a r ,  when  the  work on the  great  Western  railroads 
was  scarcely begun, that  “the flood of emigration  from 
Europe”  was  throwing  “men on the  American  labor  market 
more rapidly  than  the  current of emigration  from  the  Eastern 

-States  to  the  Western could carry  them  onward”;  and  that 
as a  result of “the  handing  over of an  enormous  proportion 
of the  public  lands  to  speculative companies for  exploitation 
by means of railroads, mines, etc., the  centralization of capi- 
tal” was going  forward  “at a headlong pace. No longer is 
the  great  republic  the promised land of emigrants.  Capitalist 
production is there  advancing  with  giant  strides.” T h e  
Beards  in  their  “Rise of American  Civilization”  have  shown 
how  the  industrial  strain  in  the East-the labor  troubles  and 
radical  movements”of  the  pre-Civil W a r  period was relieved 
by giving  free  Western  falms  to those who  were squeezed 
in the  capitalist vise. Horace  Greeley,  who  had become a 

Bnt  today  the  whole of the  United  States  from  the  Atlantic 
to  the Pacific is clamped in the  capitalist  jaws. When  times 
are  hard everybody  suffers, and even the people who  work 
the  screw,  unable  to get any  more money out of the squeezed, 
are in danger of going  bankrupt. W e  should  probably  have 
come to  the  end of our  rope seventeen  years ago if the  war 
had  not opened new  markets  for  our  manufacturers  and 
bankers. And  now  that  capitalism  in  Europe  has come to  
the  end of its rope,  too, we have  no may of lettin,  out  ours. 

T h e  result of this  tension, if it  continues  long, will cer- 
tainly be to  create  even  in middle-class America  the social 
conflict which Marx  foresaw. T h e  farmers and  workers 
will  combine  against  the  capitalists  as  they have periodically 
tended to  do in the  past,  and  they may carry  a good many 

c of the  white-collarites  with them. How much  this conflict 
will  have  the effect of breaking  down, on the  part of the in- 
surgent  groups,  the  American middle-class psychology it is 
impossible now to know,  and  this is, indeed, the  great problem 
of our  future. Is a genuine  revolution possible inside that 
middle-clas3  psychology? Being myself a bourgeois Ameri- 
can, I have  tried  hard since the  war  to believe so ; but I have 
lately  had serious doubts. 

‘The  great  advantage,  the  great  superiority, of Marx  
over  other economists was  due  not  to his being  more  learned 

’ or  more  expert  at  managing  statistics,  but  to his psychological 
insight. People  talk  about economics as if it  were a science 
of the  behavior of money, and as if dollars  and cents were 
entities  which  had  an  independent existence and obeyed laws 
of their  own,  like electrons. The  t ruth is that economics 
is merely  the  study of how people behave about  money,  and 
Marx,  though  he possessed the  true scholar’s temperament 
and  had  all  the  statistics  at  his  fingertips,  never  lost  sight of 

--xhis fact. His  great  strength  lay  in his imaginative  grasp of 

1 Socialist, changed  to  the  slogan, “Go West,  young man!” 

of which he writes  are merely the instinctive workings of 
human acquisitiveness, selfishness, and self-deception-the a11 
but  universal  instinct  to  sweat, bleed, and keep down  other 
people whom  we  happen  to  have  at  our mercy, and  either  to 
rationalize our predatory  acts as policies adopted  for  the 
public good or  to  manage  not  to  know  about  them at all. 
This  is the  kind of idea that  one comes by, not by mathe- 
matical  calculations,  but by looking  steadily  and deeply into 
one’s heart;  and this is something  that  few  are  able  to  do 
and  remain to tell  the tale. But  Marx, like the  other  great 
Jewish prophets,  was one of those  who  were able to  do  it, 
and  it is to  this  that  he  owes his great  authority. And  the 
place to study  the  present crisis and  its causes and  probable 
consequences is not in  the  charts of the compilers of statistics 
but in oneself and in the people one sees. 

I propose therefore  to give a short  account of myself. 
Marx  showed-I suppose for  the first time-how people’s 
theories of society and economics, no matter  how  well  rea- 
soned or sober,  have a way of turning  out  to be defenses of 
their social position and  financial  interests;  and  it is probably 
true  that in order to be able  to  value people’s opinions prop- 
erly, you ought  to  know  who  they  are,  what  their income is, 
and  where  they  get  it  from.  And I shall thus  supply to 
Marxist criticism the economic facts  about myself a t  the 
same  time  that I offer myself as a specimen of the  current 
American bourgeoisie. 

M y  family have, then,  on  both sides belonged for several 
generations  largely to what used to be called the  learned 
professions-my mother’s  family go back to the  New  Eng- 
land  Mathers. M y  grandfathers,  great-grandfathers,  father 
and uncles were  all  almost  without exception doctors,  lawyers, 
college  professors, or  ministers.  They  have  all been at least 
comfortably  well off, varying  from  ministers  in  small  country 
parishes to  doctors  with  profitable practices-but they  have 
none of them, by modern  American  standards, been par- 
ticularly rich. M y  father’s  and uncles’ generation  were 
obviously alienated by their old-fashioned  education from  the 
world of the  great  American money-malting period; they 
managed  to do pretty  well  in  it,  but they  never  seemed much 
x t  home in  it. And  they  were  indifferent  to money-making 
beyond a  fairly  modest  standard of prosperity which  provided 
them  with  travel, a good table,  and  private schools for  their 
children-even  when  their  opportunities  for  cashing  in  on  the 
rackets and  speculations abroad  must have been consider- 
able. M y  father,  for  example,  was  a  lawyer  in New Jersey 
and a t  one  time  Attorney  General of the  State;  but his love 
of independence  and his distrust of big business were so great 
that  he  stuck  all  his  life to his miscellaneous  local  practice 
and resisted all  temptations  to become a corporation  lawyer 
in a State governed by corporations. He would  not  even buy 
the stock of the  corporations,  and  after  one or  two  unlucky 
speculative  experiments  early  in  his  career, used  simply to 
invest his  money in  the  stock of the local bank. 

One of the  results of this  has been that I have  grown 
up in modern prosperous America  with a sIightIy  outside 
point of view, due  not  merely  to  the professional tradition 
in  the  family,  which  had  something  in common with  the sci- 
entific tradition,  but also to  the  fact  that  my  family  have 
never  really  departed very far  from  the  old  American  life 
of the  countryside  and  the  provincial cities, with  its  simpler 
habits  and tastes, and  have  never  really been broken  in  to  the 

human  history;  and  the  real  “laws of capitalist  production”  life  of  machinery  and  enormous profits. 
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However, in spite of this, I have inhabited  the social 
territory disciplined  by that  machinery  and  dazzled by those 
profits ; I have been put  through  about  the  same  sort of mill 
as all  the  other  young bourgeois Americans of my  generation. 
At boarding-school and college I used to  react  violently 
against  this  mill,  but except by expressing heretical opinions 
I never tried to revolt  against it. When I got  out of college 
and began living  in  New Yorlc with old friends of my school 
and college days, I became more  profoundly dissatisfied. I 
had hoped to  get  away  from college when I graduated,  to 
find myself in a more varied world  where  my  keel  would 
strike  on basic realities  and I should  go  ashore at  last;  but 
though I was  working  for  the  first  time  for pay, it seemed 
to me that  my  life in New  York  was college all  over again. 
When  America  went to war, I enlisted-not because I cared 
much about  the  war,  but because-aside from  the social pres- 
sure-I wanted to get  away  from my old  life ; and I enlisted 
as a soldier  instead of going to an officers’ training camp as 
most of my  friends  from college were doing, partly  at  any 
rate because I wanted  to  get as far  away  from  that old life 
as possible. T h e  side of school and college that  had  really 
given me  satisfaction  and  that reconciled me to their de- 
ficiencies had-been  the  “culture.” I was  fond of culture, 
which I believed at  that  time  to be the possession of the best 
people and one of the reasons for  their superiority. As time 
went:  on,  however, I t  began to  dawn on ~rne that the best 
people were  content  with a very thin  grade of culture,  that 
when you tried  to  go  into  the  adventures of creation  or  the 
exploration of the causes of things, they  didn’t  follow you, 
and  that  the aristocracy of the  intellect  and spirit-in Amer- 
lica at  any rate-existed only  in the stacks of the college 
library. M y  life  had seemed to  me both  false and  dull;  and 
though I disliked the  army extremely, I got a good deal of 
satisfaction out of it. M y  relations  with people, whether 
my fellow-sufferers,  the officers over  us, or  the people we 
were  thrown  with, seemed to  me  real  now in  a way  that  my 
school and college relations had not. In  fact,  when one day 
in  France I got sick and  had  to  go  to bed and go’t a chance 
to  think  about past and  future,  it seemed to me  that I could 
never go back to the falseness and dulness of my  pre-war  life 
again. I swore  to myself that  when  the  war  was over I 
would  stand  outside society altogether. I would do  without 
the  comforts  and amenities of the con-ientional world,  and 
I would  devote myself to  the  great  human  interests  which 
transcended standards of living  and conventions : Litera- 
ture,  History,  the  Creation of Beauty,  the Discovery of 
Truth.  

But  when  the  war  was over, I did come back,  and that 
is where I am today-though I have  found  various ways of 
letting in light  and  air,  getting  heat, and arranging extensive 
vacations. And I know  that I have found  out  something 
about  that  world  that most of the  inhabitants do not know 
-even when they are  better  informed  than I am. I know, 
from  having  shifted at: the  time of the  war  out of the  group 
with  whom I should have been supposed to  function,  that 
class antagonisms, conflicts, and injustices are real, that they 
rarely  get any publicity, that  the class on  top  virtually con- 
trols the organs of publicity, that  the capacities of  human 
nature  for  remaining blind to  the consequences of its actions 
where  its  comfort  and prestige are concerned are so tough 
that  it  cannot usually be induced even to notice what  it is up 
to widlout a pretty violent jolt  from be!ow, and  that  there is 

no hope for general decency and  fair play  except from a SO- 
ciety where classes are abolished. And so when I hear  the 
Communists  today  rousing  the  working class on the basis of 
assumptions of Marx’s which  are  thus confirmed by my  own 
experience, I pay  a good deal  more serious attention  to  them 
than  most of my bourgeois confreres do. As I talk to em- 
ployers and  workers today, it seems to me that  they  are as 
far  apart as officers and  men  during a war,  and  that  the 
people whose- labor makes industry possible and  the people 
who  merely  invest  in  without  participating-in  the  manage- 
ment of industry,  are as far  apart as combatants  and non- 
combatants. Even  though  the  owners  may  be’benevolently 
disposed and  devoted  to good works,  and even though  the 
working people may  have been cherishing the best intentions 
in the  world of getting  to be like  the bourgeois, the  capitalist 
system is such-so it seems to me now-that any effosrts on 
the  part of the  owners to alleviate the  increasing  strain on 
the  workers is likely to  lag  fatally  far behind the  severity 
of the need f &  them. 

At the  same time, even when I was in  the  army I was 
never really so far  from  my  bourgeois connections as it some- 
times seemed to  me  that I was. There  were officers’in the 
unit  who  were  friends of the  family of one of my  old  apart- 
ment mates, and  he  was in the  unit,  too;  and  my  father 
toward  the  end of the  war  was  able  to  get  me  transferred 
and promoted  to  the  rank of sergeant.  And since the  war 
I have never been uncomfortable-though I have  never by 
prosperity  standards  had very much money. I have  worked 
mostly for highbrow magazines ; my top salary  was~$7,500 
a year, and I didn’t  get  that  very  long. I have  always  man- 
aged,  however, to  live  slightly beyond my income, and  have 
been rescued by small  family  inheritanceswhich  have allowed F 
me a margin  for classical reading,  liquor,  and  general  irre- 
sponsibility. h - d  as I have got used to these bourgeois luxu- 
ries, I naturally  shrink  from  the prospect of an  era  where 
everybody will have  to  earn  all he gets. 

In spite of this  fact,  however, I always felt so little  at 
home in  the  American prosperity era,  though I made  earnest 
efforts to  enjoy  it  and  to +believe that it was beneficial to 
other people (not exercising  enough insight  to  know that it 
was bound for- the  rocks),  that I am  nut  sorry  to see it all 
go glimmering,  and the  well-to-do  bankers,  brokers, bond 
salesmen,  stockholders, and business men,  who  always seemed 
to me to  live  fatuous  lives  and  yet  to  call  the  tune  that  the 
rest of the  country danced  to, no longer  able to be fatuous 
on  the same scale. I feel-convinced  that  the-money-making 
period of American history  has definitely- come to an end. 
Capitalism  has  run  its course, and  we shalI  have ‘to  look  for 
other ideals than  the ones that capitalism has encouraged. 
I don’t know  where they are  coming  from. T h e  owning- 
class Americans seem to me half-baked  and  half-educated 
people, who  deselve the worst  that  Mencken  and  Sinclair 
Lewis say about  them.  Yet  the emergency may produce  its 
leaders,  and these may come not  out of the  world of middle- 
class psychology a t  a!l-not out of business or professional 
politics or even reform politics, not out of bourgeois journfal- 
ism-but out of a new type in American labor. One  finds  a 
new kind of man  today in the  radical  labor movements-he 
belongs to the  younger  generation  and  he differs perhaps  from 
any of the  young  American radicals we  have  ever  had  in  the 
past. T h e  older men who have gravitated  to  the  left  after 
long experiznce with  American  labor,  and-who  have  kept  the 
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radical movements alive  through  the post-war  period when 
most people deserted  them,  are  today being reinforced by 
young  men  who  start  their  career as convinced and cool- 
headed revolutionists  with a clear  idea of their  relation  to 
American society and of America’s relation to the  world. 
There  are  not  many of them,  but they are  important.  They 
have no  illusions about  general prosperity based on the pres- 
en t  economic system, such as  sidetracked so many of the 
Socialists and  the  American  Federation of Labor. It is hard 
to imagine  them  abandoning  their present principles. And 
as a matter of fact,  they  are  not likely to be tempted to. T h e  
longer  hard times continue,  the  more convinced of their posi- 
tion they will be, and  the more young  men of integrity  and 
intelligence  who come to  maturity  in  the working-class world 
will  take  the  same  road  as they. 

Such  men  are  not  democratic  in  the old  American sense; 
they do not believe in  the ideas of the  average  man  any  more 
than  Mencken does-they do not believe in votes. They 
look to Russia,  in  spite of all  the  differences between Rus- 
sian  and  American conditions, as a  model of what a state 
should be-because it is as yet  the  only  example of the com- 
munistic society they desire. They  want, in fact, a working- 
class dictatorship. Some of them assume that  we  shall pres- 
ently see a business dictatorship  when  the  bottom has defi- 
nitely  fallen  out of credit,  and  they  count  on this stimulating 
a radical reaction even in  middle-class-thinking  America. 
And I, though I am a  bourgeois myself and  still  live in and 
depend on the bourgeois world,  have  certain  interests in 
common with these proletarians. I, too, admire  the Russian 
Communist leaders, because they  are  men of superior  brains 
who  have  triumphed  over  the ignorance, the  stupidity,  and 
the  shortsighted selfishness of the mass, who  have imposed on 
them  better  methods  and ideas than they could ever have 
arrived  at by themselves. As a writer I have a  special inter- 
est in  the success of the “intellectual” kind of brains as op- 
posed to the acquisitive kind,  and my present  feeling is that 
my  satisfaction in the  spectacle of the  whole  world  fairly and 
sensibly  run as Russia is now  run,  instead of by the acquisi- 
tive  bankers  and business men  and the  shabby  politicians who 
now  run  the  greater  part of it, would  more  than compensate 
me  for any losses that I might  incur  in  the process. And I 
appeal  to  other  theorists  and  artists  to be careful  how 
sthey play  the  game of the capitalists. It is bad for  their 

, theory  and  their  art  to  try  to  adapt themselves to a system 
which  is  the  enemy of theory  and  art. Their   t rue solidarity 
lies with  those  elements  who  will  remodel society by the 
power of imagination  and thought-by acting on ‘life to make 
something  new;  not  with those  whose work is done and whose 
grip  has failed and  who  are  now being carried  along merely 
by the force of a slackening  momentum to which they are 
unable  to  supply  fresh force. T h a t  vision was  naive  that I 
had  during  the  war, of science and  poetry as great  independent 
entiti,es superior  to social institutions-it was  the  product of 
having come to  know  them  in  the isolation of school and 
college. I did  not  understand  then  how science and  art  are 

-always  entangled  with  the  institutions of the  particular 
social world  which,  for  its good reasons, provides them  with 
leisure;  but  there  was  this  truth in it-that art  and science 
have been straining since the  beginning of history  to deal 
qot with  the  individual  or  the class or  the  nation  or  the race 
but  with  the  whole of humanity-with the comprehensive or 
the universal-and that  the  true  satisfaction of their 

I 

impulses comes only  in proportion a5 they are  able to do so. 
These,  then,  are  my present opinions. I have opinions 

about  other  matters, too. But  I believe that  the discussion 
of other  matters  must  wait  until  the problems of the social 
classes, with  the political and economic questions  they involve, 
have been definitely  settled. 

I take no stock  in the idea one sometimes  hears that be- 
fore we reorganize society, we  ought to be sure of the “values” 
which we are  sanctioning.  In  the  first place, we could 
scarcely at  worst get anything  worse than our present values. 
In  the second place, society never gets  reorganized  until  there 
are a great  many dispossessed people who  have a powerful 
interest in reorganizing it;  and in such a state of affairs the 
“values” are  the  primary  and insistent  ones of food and 
shelter,  survival itself. Until these little  matters of property 
which  are at  present  poisoning all- classes and occupations are 
finally  cleared  up, there can be  no “values1’ in general morals, 
aesthetics, or metaphysics that  amount  to  anything. 

These views do, however, as I have stated  them, involve 
certain deeper beliefs, certain  fundamental assumptions, 
which  are  not self-evident to  many people, which  are in- 
capable of being finally  proved, and which I can only state 
without defending. I believe, then, in human  evolution; I 
do  not see how it is possible to reject  the evidence that con- 
temporary  humanity,  with  all its faults,  has developed from 
beings much  lower,  or  to resist the hope that  we may be 
destined to develop into  something  higher still. I believe 
in  progress  as the  eighteenth-century people did,  and I believe 
as they did that  the development of machinery  is  part of it. 
I do  not, however, believe in  progress  in the sense in  which 
the  nineteenth-century  capitalists used the  word,  taking  it 
over and  making  it  mean mass production,  capitalistic profits, 
and  the  triumphs of colonial trade-a conception entirely 
different  from  the visions of the  earlier philosophers, who  had 
not foreseen that  the  rising  middle class would be able to 
seize upon machinery as a powerful  instrument  for  human 
exploitation. It seems to me as foolish to talk  about machines 
as if they were ogres which have arisen to  devour  us as to 
talk  about  ,the  counters of credit  as if they were substances 
which expanded or  contracted in  accordance with physical 
laws, or as if they  were  migratory birds which crossed the 
ocean at  certain seasons. I believe that  it  is  the  capitalist 
use of machinery-its use by a class of owners  for  private 
profit-which has  made  it  such a formidable monster. And 
I should be glad, as I have indicated above, to see a society 
where such a class was abolished. It seems to  me plain from 
my  reading of history  that  the tendency of society is progres- 
sively  leveling. When  the  middle class  upset the  feudal 
landlords,  and  ,the  serfs  and  the  slaves  got  free, we had the 
modern bourgeois-governed world;  now  there is only one 
more step to go. 

It seems to me necessary either to believe something of 
this  kind  or to accept the creed of one of the churches. I 
know  that some people manage  to combine the  two,  but  for 
myself, I am convinced that  the  traditional religions, how- 
ever valid or  inspiring in the past, were  made possible only 
by ignorance,  and  that  all  the  Western  churches  are obso- 
lescent-in power  over the  minds  that  count if not  in  actual 
numbers. I do not believe that  there  is a hereafter  in which 
what happens on earth  will be justified  and  the  whole  human 
situation given  a  meaning. I believe that  any  meaning  it can 
have  will have to be given to it here by ourselves. 




