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PREFACE 

THIS book does not pretend to be original, and it 
is in no sense a professional book. It is eclectic. 
It aspires to the position of a middleman of ideas. 
The ingredients are, almost without exception, old; 
it is at a partially new synthesis that an attempt bas 
been made. Accordingly, I have not felt it illegitimate 
to quote literally ad lib. In most cases the debt owed 
to those from whom the quotations are taken will be 
implicitly apparent; but the amount of acknowledg
ment due in particular to two persons is not likely 
adequately to appear from the text. 

To the lectures and writings of Mr. I. A. Richards, 
and to the lectures and conversations of Mr. Mansfield 
Forbes, I am more indebted than I can indicate. 
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The Waggoner on the Footplate 

CHAPTER. I 

Introductory 

IN the past fifty years, two events have made impact 
on England, with elfects of the utmost importance. 
In the realm of productive engineering the human 
race has 6naIly gained the upper hand in its struggle 
with nature. In the realm of hellefs the Christian 
world has witnessed the decline of institutional 
"supernatural" religion. By the latter occurrence 
the Christian world has been iargdy deprived of its 
settled prospects of a richly compensating future life. 
By the former, the human race has been endowed with 
the basis for a much more abundant present life. 

The War of 1914-18 established both the advent 
of $e age of material plenty and the decay of organised 

. hellefs. Nobody, in the light of the evidence of the 
war, can deny that the human race has at its disposal 
as great a productive power as it can ever need • 

.. Few, if any of them, rcalised prior to the Great War 
the colossal productivity of modera industrialised 
nations in consequence of science . 

.. But then we had the spectacle for all to sec, and few 
will ever forget it, of the industrialised nations, com
batant and non<ombatant, working 'all out' without 
financial restrictions, producing munitions of war for 
mutual destruction. On the other band, what the 
public do not fully realise would be almost a truism '" 

I 
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a scientific man, that the same processes and the same 
machinery could be used as well, indeed the greater 
part was designed, for peace production.'" 
Simultaneously England's own particular problem 

(so often declared insoluble) of how to produce enough 
food to keep itself for ~6, da1$ in the year, was well 
on its way to solution:-

If with the flower of our maahood engaged in 
fighting and many of the remainder making munitions, 
we managed to raise our output of home-grown food
stuffs by 30 days' normal supply, it is certain that it was 
at any rate no physical ebstacle which had previously 
curtailed our home production.1 

After the war, the effort fell away. The productive 
problem had been solved for all time; but with the 
cessation of wholesale destruction a new problem, 
that -of distribution, had come into being. The 
pr<;>duct of British industry was no longer such as 
could be distributed free to an enemy; and it was 
clear to those in authority that it would be immoral 
to distribute it free to British citizens. The German 
infantry during the war did not have to pay for. the 
product of our industry. The British people, in
cluding those who had been the British infantry, 
could not, after the war, pay for it; they had not 
sufficient money-coupons. 

It was thought wiser and more convenient to cut 
down production than to give the British people 
more money-coupons. 

Production was cut down. Acres fell out of culti
vation; and England became able to support itself 

, Profeao< P. Soddy, Till 1_""" 0/ S"-,. p. II. 
Il' cr. C. M. Hattc<Siey. TiIh A&t 0/ PImI.7. p. al. 



INTRODUCTORY 

for only I1j days in the year. As production was 
cut down unemployment increased. Suicides of 
unemployed men rose in 193'. to about two a day. 
Authorities were kept busy, installing labour-saving 
machinety with one band, and devising schemes for 
relieving the consequent unemployment with the 
other. Labour-saving machinery, designed specifically 
to save labour, began to fulfiJ its function; politicians 
held up their bands in pained surprise. Eminent 
economists set themselves to find out how to "make 
work," ignoring the fact that work was the thing 
which, throughout history, eminent scientists had 
been at pains to abolish. Nobody seemed to be clear 
as to whether one worked to live, or lived to work. 

In the sphere of beliefs the change was not. less 
fundamental. The set of beliefs centring round the 
idea of some divertible God, capable of being per
suaded to interfere in one's own interest, was crudely 
dissipated during the years 1914-18; the claims to 
attention were too numerous and too conflicting. 

After the war, it was no longer practicable for the 
majority of people to tum to God for specific con
solation or support. Lacking the mutual support of 
a streaming loyalty to a Cause, as in war time, it 
became necessary either to become self-supporting, 
or to tum for consolation and support to one or 
other branch of the appropriately new-born drug 
industty. 

As a result of A set of causes, i.e. those connected 
with the advent of the age of plenty, the world is 
pursuing, as has been explained, two diametrically 
opposed directions. 

B 
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"On Mondays, Wednesdays and Fridays," in 
Professor Soddy's words, "it invents new ways of 
saving labour; and on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and 
Saturdays, devises new ways of relieving the con
sequent unemployment." 

As a result of B set of causes, i.e. those connected 
with the decay of institutional religion, people are 
divided between two alternatives; between trying 
to be as widely and intensively conscious as possible; 
and trying to spend their lives in a state of virtual 
unconsciousness. 

The two sets of tendencies are not unconnected, 
and will be found to converge conspicuously in the 
vital question of leisure. 

The reJDJLi.nder of this book will constitute an 
, attempt to scrutinise post-war civilisation in England 
in the light of the implications of A and B, involving 
a "sme1ling-out" of the Drug-motif in B and of the 
Sisyphistic "live to work" motif in A. 



CHAPTER II 

The Parable of the Week-end 

WHAT has· happened is implicit in the behaviour of 
the week-end. 

Consider, for example, our grandfather, and the 
mass of professing "supernatural" Christians like 
him. Even in "those" days the Saturday noon 
brought our grandfather back from the office, or 
from the farm, or from the amiable factory, and 
settled him in his chair that he might duly prepare 
himself for the rigidly formulated agenda of. the 
Sunday. For a day and a half our grandfather was 
rdeased from his meandering vegetable week-day 
routine; but that rdease did not mean that he had 
time on his hands. Sunday took him, in the prescribed 
manner, to church in his bowler hat, and brought 
him back to lunch; sometimes it had previously 
brought him back to breakfast, and almost invariably 
it subsequently brought him back from evensong. 
Our grandfather was one of the army of professing 
"supernatural" Ou:istians. There is, therefore, no 
good reason to doubt that the duration of his time 
in church was spent in devout requests to the Deity 
for things required, and in vague speculations on 
that assured future life which was guaranteed to 
compensate him for all the discomforts and dis
amenities of this present life on earth. He was a 
pl'tJj.uing Ou:istian. He had inherited his faith, II\. 

5 
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he had inherited the quality of permanent freedom 
from doubts. 

There were no vacancies in our grandfather's life
series, and his existence, to judge from most accounts, 
was not subject to periodically recurrent intolerable
nesses. 

Visualise, by way of variation on this theme, our 
grandfather the feudal landowner, sitting in his 
armchair, recalling with complacent compassion 
how there had always been the rich and the poor 
and honesdy assetting that there always would be. 
Because, if you split up the whole caboodle and gave 
an equal share to everyone, why I bless me, there 
wouldn't be half enough to go round. Which was 
'one way of saying that in an age of scaraty a really 
high standard of life was not possible for everyone. 
Which was plainly sense. 

And our grandfather the tenant-farmer, returning 
from his ",mfy-1I1tlfched struggle with the land, touched 
his cap to our grandfather the f'eudallandowner, 
himself believing in the legend about the rich and 
the poor. 

Consider now, on the other hand, us. Assume 
that we have, in the post-adolescent period, discarded 
our institutional "supernatural" religion. At any 
rate we do not belong to the so diminished and 
diminishing number of professing Christians. Us, 
too, Saturday noon brings home from the office, or 
from the mine, or from the unamiable factory, or 
from the lecture room, or from the laboratory. 
Us Saturday noon causes to percolate through the 
~ubes of London, to gush up into the streets of the 
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Black Countty, to jostle each other down Thread
needle Street, to flow over London Bridge. For a 
day and a half we are subtracted from our automatic, 
mechanised, staccato routine. We crawl out of the 
monstrOus apparatus of the new industrialism into 
the hesitant sunlight; regaining semi-consciousness 
only to become haIf-aware of the immanence of a 
cyclical weekly tiredness. On Sunday we shall not 
go to church. We have, therefore, a day and a half 
on our hands; a day and a half which has to be got 
through somehow, before we can lapse again into 
our anaesthetic mass-automatism. 

This day and a half, this vacant accidie, so soon 
to become intolerable, how are we to get over it? 
How best pass the time till we can "get to work" 
again? We can no longer forget it by losing our
selves in speculations about a future life which might 
compensate us for all this disagreeableness; we can 
no longer send up hopeful requests to the Deity to 
"call off" this sense of oppressive restlessness. We 
have fallen out of the habit of believing in a future 
life, and, in an orgy of self-congratulation, have given 
the Deity notice to quit. 

No assistance, it seems, from that side. How then 
to face the fraying restlessness and vacancy of the 
etemally recurrent week-end? The march of civilisa
tion (I> has provided us with two instruments of 
escape: something to lean against, and something 
with which to drug ourselves. We can go and lean 
up against one or other of the more elaborate and 
recent beliefs, or, sitting upon our own haunches we 
can lapse into a blessed week-end coma. Not till the. 
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last pint is drawn, the last American film seen, the 
last Edgar wallace read, the last jazz record heard, 
the last newspaper perused, need we despair of for
getting the fact of a vacant and intolerable week-end, 
the fact of a difficult interval between two periods 
of relatively painless automatism. The Deity ro 
whom we have so recendy given notice ro quit has 
yet put all the beer, American films, whisky, Edgar 
Wallace novels, .weekly papers, jazz tunes, opium, 
prostitutes, wireless talks, cocaine in the world 
between us and the necessity of facing the fact that 
we are alive and !herefore intended presumably ro 
try to live,· as opposed ro trying to suspend con
tinually the business of living. 

Visualise, as a variation on the same theme, us the 
banker, and us the busmess man and us the rentier, 
sitting in our clubs and, with an ill grace, making 
out cheques in favour of the Income Tax Com
missioners, and recalling, as our one remaining con
solation, how there have always been the rich and 
the poor, and strongly and with a creditably bold 
front asserting that there always will be. Which is 
another way of saying that in an age of abtmdann a 
really high standard of life is not possible to everyone. 
Which is plainly nonsense. And note, moreover, 
how we the miner, and we the factory hand, and we 
the engineer, returning each day from the superin
tendence of those machines which have both gained 
for us the mastery over the bounty of nature iIIIII 
made our own muscles obsolete, read in our evening 
papers of the Hames which rise from the millions of 

• pounds of colfee which is being assiduously burnt in 
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Bruil, and of the wheat which is being useeJ as fuel 
for Canadian locomotives; and obserVe how we begin 
to wonder why we \=all buely afford coffee at two-and
sixpence a pound and bread at threepence-halfpenny 
a loaf. And note, /inally, how we begin to consider 
why, with all this abundance in the world, certain 
people should be so loud in protesting that the poor 
will be always with us. 

A penumbra of uneasiness tending towards the 
conclusion that the twentieth century establishment 
has not achieved a net gain from its action in turning 
out the Deity, nor made the best of its· new-found 
abundance, must lead us to a. consideration of the 
reasons for that eviction and an examination of the 
way in which that abundance is, and is not, distributed. 



CHAPTER m 
The Age of Plenty 

T AXE first the question of the material abundanre. 
Man's struggle with nature is over. We have 
entered upon the Age of Plenty. The world cer
tainly can, and England almost rertainly could, 
produre as much as it can ,f;Ver want, no matter how 
much its population may increase. It will be as well 
to be sure on the matter of fact, and then to meditate 
on it, and to meditate on it again. The reader is 
referred for full figures to This Age of Plenty, by 
C. M. Hattersley, and Food Prodtt&tion ill War, by 
T. B. Middleton. 

First as regards food. It is astonishing how many 
otherwise ill-assorted parties unite to take refuge in 
the slogan "Gh I but we can never feed ourselves." 
Can't we? The figures of food production during 
the war, quoted in the first chapter, seemed to indicate 
that it was at any rate no physical defect which was 
preventing us from so doing. 

Prince Kropotkin, in his Fi.ltIs, FtZdDries and Work
shops, considered that, given intensive cultivation, 
Great Britain could at that time support a population 
of 90,000,000. Sinre 19 n great advances have been 
made in land cultivation and agricultural scienre 
generally. 

Those who believe that England has no chanre of 
~ecoming, if neressary, self-sufficient in foodstuffs, 

10 



THE AGE OF PLENTY II 

should glance at the history of Germany's home 
production since the end of the war. The necessity 
for restricting imports and gaining an export surplus 
to pay Reparations forced Germany, a country then 
as badly placed as England in the matter of home 
food production, to become virtually self-sufficient. 

There is no reason to believe that England could 
not do what Germany has done. In England in the 
few years since the war we have allowed two and a half 
million acres to slip out of cultivation, simply from 
lack of remunerative markets. 

Leaving the question of home self-sufficiency 
aside, it is blatantly obvious that, in the world as a 
whole, the problem, if there is one, is one of exchange, 
not production. 

As regards clothing, it has been estimated that the 
Lancashire cotton industry working to capacity for 
three months at the outside, could supply the whole 
population of this country with cotton clothing for 
one year. The same applies to the boot and shoe 
trade. 

In the building industry, the ability, the labour 
and the raw materials needed to produce a very 
surfeit of houses is manifestly present. 

Of food, warmth and shelter we have, even taking 
England by itself, a potentially ample supply. 

Man's struggle with nature is over. We can 
produce virtually anything we want. A new Plenty, 
almost incredible to visualise, is at our disposal. 
The Age of Scarcity is over. This should be the first 
lesson to be taught in our schools, this should be the 
text of our sermons, the headlines of our newspapers, 
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the legend over our doots. Each and every inhabitant 
of the·world should be made to meditate upon it 
till j1e has ilpprehended it as the excitiog and revolu
tionisiug truth that it is • 

. 'We.Can produce as much as we want. That is 
the first impltcation of the Age of Plenty. Yet 
orthodox Econotnics never rises above the hypothesis 
of a limited and iusufficient supply of the necessaries 
of life. The second implication is not less important. 
It is that,' from henceforth, we can produce as much 
as we want rvith a I:Onti_i!Y "creasing proportion of Oflr 

availableman-POlller. The reader is referred for 
evidence of this to This Unemployment, by V. A. 
Demant. 

Examples of labour-saving devices are everywhere 
apparent. 

A brick-making machiue makes 40,000 bricks iu 
an hour. It used to take one man eight hoUtll to 
make 450. 

Two men now do the work which formerly re
quired 128 iu loadiug pig-iron. 

In shipbuildiug, duriug eight years, 1540H7 men 
were eliminated by Rationalisation. 

In 19,,8, iu America, the farmers were usiug 
45,000 harvestiog and threshing machines and with 
them had displaced I ~o,ooo farm hands. 

Two facts, therefore:-
Firsdy, we have taken the jump iuto the age of 

Plenty. The iucrease iu the production of food and 
raw materials over the pre-war maximum amounts 
In 1950 to IU1 iucrease of "5 per cent. Over the 
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same period the population of the world has grown 
... per cent. 

Physically. the world can produce as much as it 
wants. There is likewise no reaion why· even 
Britain must always be pltlsiealfy dependent for .her 
food supply on foreign trade. . 

Secondly. we can produce as much as we want 
with an ever-diminishing fraction of our available 
man-power. 

Labour-saving machinery is intended to ·displace 
labour; and it does so. . 

Upon these two facts there cannot, at 'present, be 
too much meditation. 



CHAPTER IV 

The Twin Implications of the 
Age of Plenty 

''THE Age of Plenty, then, has two immediate impli
cation~, Firstly, we can produce as much as we want. 
We belong to an age that can produce practicilly 
everything, but buy practica1ly nothing. In other 
words, civilisation, in the material sense, is now 
possible for everyone; but very few possess it. And 
the years. since the war have seen the growth, in all 
types of English people, of a social conscience which 
is continually urging that the rendering of civilisation 
to all is the first and only immediately important 
job of work. 

The second implication of the Age of Plenty is 
that we can produce as much as we want with /I 

tonlinllllify tl.mtZSing /111101111/ oj 0111" alJllilabk IIII1n-p07ller. 
The productive labour of a quarter to a half of 

the population is, and will continue to be, simply 
unnecessary. 

The reaction to this second implication is two-fold. 
The usual attitude, blatant in the utterances of nearly 
all politicians, and latent in the pronouncements of 
most economists and preachers, is that the leisure 
which results from the displacement of men by a 
machine is something morally undesirable. Only 
work is moral. If the michine now does most of 
tie essential work, nevertheless work of some sort, 

14 
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even though it is rather less essential, must be found 
to be done. This Sisyphistic notion, a legacy from 
the age of Scarcity, is responsible for the grotesque 
antics of politicians in their efforts to "cure" un
employment, and it is an implicit and unquestioned 
assumption behind all Parliamentary debates 011 the 
subject. Unemployment is a disease. . 

The alternative, and infinitely rarer view, holds 
that unemployment is not a disease, but a sYqJ.ptom 
of health. The objective of human effort is to make, 
not work, but leisure. 

When the situation is looked at as a whole it is clear 
to us that there is a conflicting demand made upon 
industry. It is expected to perform its own essential 
function of supplying economic needs with the greatest 
possible efficiency with the most up-to-date scientific 
facilities available, and at the same time to continue 
providing people with employment on the same scale. l 

Disregarding at present the small body of opinion 
which explicidy advocates scrapping all machinery 
and starting again at the beginning, we proceed to 
examine the two outstanding reactions to the idea 
of Plenty: The principles of "Sisyphism" or "work 
for work's sake," and what, for the moment, we may 
call the "obligation to communism." 

The Sisyphistic idea has two component ingredients, 
the economic and the moral. Both ingredients unite 
in the practical aspirations and admonishments to 
"make work" U create employment," "set the nation 
to work." Moral Sisyphism proclaims that work is, 
in itself, good. Economic Sisyphism affirms that 

• 
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work is desirable because, except in return for 
work, there is, and can be, no remunention to the 
individual. 

"If ye will not work, neither shall ye eat," said 
St. Paul, half moralist, half economist. ''Work or 
starve," said the rulers of the age of Scarcity, not 
without a certain justification. ''Work or starve," 
implicitly repeat the politicians of the age of abun
dance,. unaware that their parrot-cry is as heartless as 
it is prehistoric. To about a third of the population 
there is, under the present system, not two alternatives 
but one only; because their work is not needed. 

There is no necessary work for them to do. But 
Our Sisyphistic politicians and financiers cannot 
devise any pretext for giving them purchasing power 
except in return for work. Consequently all kinds 
of futile and unnecessary work must be devised. 
Into such an absurd position has the Sisyphistic 
community got itself that it is now considered more 
moral to do any kind of ''work,'' no matter how 
futile, irrelevant or even destructive it may be, than 
to do no "work" at all. 

So long as men, whose services are not required in 
satisfyin~ the spontaneous needs of the community, are 
not credited with a share of the product, they will have 
to lind some service for which they can persuade others 
to pay thern.1 

Not only are the Sisyphistic ideas widely propagated 
from the pulpit, tacitly assumed in Parliament, 
inculcated in schools and universities, subtly fostered 
by the daily press, but the most eminent current 
.' TbU U_p"""""t. by V. A. Deman •. 
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authorities are disastrously, if often quite unconsciously, 
fettered by them. 

In March, 19H, Mr. J. M. Keynes, who has, twice 
at least, proved himself a prophet to be respected 
and has, in his Treatise on Money, lucidly described 
the ",itlllli", of the present system, prodll-ced in Th, 
Ti""s, not without a certain flourish, a series of articles 
entitled "The Means to Prosperity." This series, 
while probably contributing nothing else, did con
tribute a conspicuous example of insidious, because 
semi-conscious, Sisyphistic influence. Mr. Keynes 
claimed that his plan would put the nation back to 
work. Not that it would affect the problem of 
Distribution, not even primarily that it would aug
ment the country's wealth, but that it would- put 
the nation back to work. No matter how irrelevant 
or futile the work, apparently, the nation would be 
put back to it. So that, after production had got 
under way, and people had "earned" their wages 
(thus satisfying the grotesque moral demand), that 
after all that they might spend their wages, and that 
Ihm at last Consumption might begin to rise. A 
somewhat circuitous way, it may be observed, to 
increase consumption. Why ? Because the idea of 
remuneration otherwise than in return for work is 
outside Mr. Keynes' ken. Psychologically he is 
still in the age of Scarcity. In an age of mass p~o
duction and ample supply he can find no pretext for 
distributing purchasing power otherwise than in 
return for work. And, for the requirements of a 
universal high standard of plain living, the work of 
one-third of the population is not necessary. Ergo,. 
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unnecessuy work must be devised by Mr. Keynes for 
them to do before he feels justified in allowing them 
purchasing power. 

The profits of the entrepreneurs are, to Mr. Keynes, 
the trigger of the system. In order that profits may 
be increased, investment must be increased. Only 
after loans have been borrowed at a high rate of 
interest, only after industry has been put more heavily 
in debt to the banks, only after production has been 
initiated, and only after profits have been distributed 
in wages and salaries-<>nly then will the recipients 
of wages and salaries begin to raise their consumption. 
For those who are unfortunate enough not to be 
able to put themselves into a position to earn wages 
there will be no raising of consumption. That lot 
of men the machine has made obsolete. The ob
solescence of human museles was the intention of 
the other lot of men who made the machine. 

"Master," said the robot in a recent PlI1I&h cartoon, 
"Master I can do the work of s: .... men." "Yes" , ~'1' 

says the Master, "that may be, but who is to support 
those fifty men ?" A naive enough question, but one 
which, as far as the old school of economists and 
politicians is concerned, has gone religiously un
answered. 

The other main implication of the Age of Plenty 
is that which has previously been referred to as 
"the obligation to communism." To any fully 
conscious man surveying the state of the world, it 
is claimed, one fact must stand out and demand 
prime attention. The so-called paradox of plenty: 

.hunger amidst overflowing wealth. Milk being 
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poured into the rivers; millions of children unable 
to obtain milk. Calves shot and left to rot on the 
plains; meat too dear for millions of English men 
and women to buy. Wheat being used to fuel 
locomotives; economists piping that we are living 
beyond our means. Universal over-production; and 
politicians feverishly prattling of the . necessity of 
economy. 

To all this, the reaction of the fully conscious man 
seems to be: This is a thing which before tlf!Ylhing .Is. 
is _ must be attended to. It is the only question 
which has an insuperable first c1aim on the attention 
of all fully adult modems. Thirty years ago civilisa
tion was, in the physical nature of things, possible 
only to a comparative few. We were still in aIr age 
of Scarcity. Now we have taken the jump into an 
age of abundance. Civilisation is possible to all. 
It is the first duty of every man to see that civilisation 
reaches all. Until that is done, everything else must 
wait. The fully conscious man IIII1.fI be pre-occupied 
with the matter of repairing the material poverty 
situation. 

That is a very crude account of the kind of state 
of mind from which emerges the' feeling of the 
"obligation to communism." This obligation mani
fests Itself in two main ways which must now be 
distinguished. On the one hand we have those 
Socialists who would repair the situation by means of 
a purely external economic revolution. On the other 
we have those Socialists who feel that an economic 
revolution is not enough; that the age of plenty inIplies 
also an individual, intemal, spiritual revolution.. 

c 
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On the one hand, it Is held that the problem is almost 
purely a technical problem, involving a reshuflling 
of the ownership of the means of production, distri
bution and exchange. On the other, it is held that 
the problem is also one which must catastrophically 
affeet each individual in himself and in his relation 
to other individuals. Between the two modes of 
consciousness there exists a slightly nebulous, originally 
bourgeois type of consciousness which declares an 
obligation' to identify itself with the proletariat, to 
become one with all men in a kind of blood-brother
hood. 

"On the one hand," says Mr. G. D. H. Cole 
. (referring to the "Curse of Plenty" situation), "it is 
the duty of every man that believes that this· is the 
situation in which the world is now placed to do 
everything he possibly can to combat the reluctance 
of ordinary men and women to face fundamental 
issues, and to force this one really vital problem of 
our day and generation into the forefront of our 
political life." 

"On the other," says Mr. Middleton Murry, 
in The Adelphi, "to become a revolutionary Socialist, 
is to be revolutionised oneself." 

And between the two, the explicit evangel of the 
most representative of the modem poets, Stephen 
Spender's :-

Oh young men, Oh young comrades, 
It is too late now to stay in those houses 
Your fathers built where they built you to build to 

breed 
Money on money. 
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C.'Day Lewis':-
Let US bill them plainly now they haven't a chance. 
We are going about together, we've mingled blood; 
Taken a tonic that's set us up for good. 
Their disguises are tabled, their movements known in 

advance. 
We have round out who hides them and gives them food. 

And 6nally, and most explicit of all, Marx, quoted 
by John Strachey in The Coming SlrtIggk for Pflllltr :-

Just as in rormer days, part of the nobility went over to 
the bourgenisie, so now part of the bourgenisie goes 
over to the proletariat. Especially does this happen in 
the case of some of the bourgenis ideologues, who have 
achieved a theoretical understanding of the historical 
movement as a whole. 

On which Mr. Strachey comments:-
Incidentally, the last sentence of Man: sums up almost 

the whole duty of the honest intellectual of tcHIay. 
His duty is to master "the historical movement as a 
whole." H he does so he can have no possible doubt 
as to the necessity of throwing in his lot with the 
workers. 

In the next chapter we shall try to arrive at some 
more precise conception of ccthe annihilation of self"u 
of the process of "throwing in one's lot with the 
the workers," and of the commingling implied in the 
two verse quotations: the obligation to a com 
monism which is more than a merely economic 
revolution. 



CHAPTER V 

The Obligation to Communism 
IN the last chapter we divided those who were fully 
conscious of the "obligation to communism" into 
three types. 
. Those who think that rc purely technical revolution 
is all that is required; those who feel that the tech
nical revolution must be accompanied" by a revolution 
of the self; and a middle type, consisting of those 
who feel that the tech1!ical revolution must be accom
panied specifically by a transformation of the bourgeois 
into, or indentification of the bourgeois with, the 
proletariat. 

The Labour Party and the DailY H.,.akl are typical 
of the first type. Replace the technique of capitalism 
by the technique of "socialism," i.e. State or National 
control-4nd nothing more will, in their opinion, 
remain to be done. The Labour Party denies the 
need for a radical re-orientation of aim and motive. 

G. D. H. Cole, more radical than the Labour Party, 
desires a society based on "human fellowship," which 
seems, however, to be envisaged as an easy by
product of the economic revolution, bom, perhaps, 
of the system of working co-operation. Colc would 
appear in this to stand half-way between the attitude 
of the Labour Party and the attitude of those who, 

elike Middleton Murry, posit a molNtiOtr in the self; 
22 
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not a slow, almost incidental growth towards fellow
ship, but a catastrophic "tum" into c1asslessness. 
Somewhere between the two again stand those who 
are for "going over to" and identifying themselves 
specifically with the proletariat. 

It is not immediately important to examine the 
adequacy of the view that a technical revolution is 
all that is required; it suffices to point to the fact 
that very many people feel it to be inadequate. 
Very many people feel that there should be an over
riding of class boundaries other than an economic· 
over-riding. The class boundaries may have been 
set up chiefly' through economic monopoly and 
exploitation; but something more positive than 
mere economic community is felt to be due. There 
is manifested a wide-spread effort, ahp.ost a yearning, 
for an emotional equality, a living exchange which 
no class considerations can obstruct. A tearing up 
of spiritual hedges and spiritual "trespassers will 
be prosecuted" notice-boards. 

And it is at this crucial point that we shall see the 
man who is aware of the communal implication of 
the age of plenty, on the one hand, and the man 
who is fully alive to the insidiousness of the drug 
power in a post-Christian age, on the other, con
verging together upon, symbolically, the public
house. 

The first man, because the "pub" is imagined to be 
a convenient starting-place for his journey into 
identity with the working class; the second, because 
he has realised that a narrowing of his consciousness 
or a cutting out of any section of the community, 
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mar have the effect of a drug, and he is therefore 
determined to be as little exclusive as possible. . 

The mode of life of each of these two ty-pes involves 
for different reasons a rooting up of class hedges; 
involves, . more importantly, an effort towards it. 
On the degree of self-consciousness of this effort 
depends the chance of success. 

Let's go down to the "pub" and play them at darts. 
Good evening, sir. Good evening. Have this one 
on me. (Here is congeniality I) Presently the 
"sirs" are dropped. Christian names, first one-sided, 
then shyly reciprocaI, come into currency. Look 1 
we have come through 1 We have made contact. 
We have identified oursclves. We are at one with 
the world and our fellow-men. We have rooted 
up the hedges. • Here, at last, is fellowship. 

Is it, though? Is it fellowship? Or is it just dope? 
A kind of mutual conspiracy and "frame"? 

The answer is incapable of generalisation. 
But the question is vital. The nature of the next 

civilisation may depend on it. 
Mr. W. H. Auden's "Song" in the first number of 

NI1II V me, briIliantly pins and fixes the ty-pe of public
school bourgeoisie which, in its instinctive wriggling 
to escape from things as they are, is just sufficiently 
conscious to half-apprehend its motive in going to 
play darts in the "pub." 

I'll get a job ;,i a factory; 
I'll live with working boys; 
I'll play them at dartS in the public-house; 
I'll share their sorrows and JOYS. 
Not live in a world that bas had its day. 
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They won't tdl you their secrets, 
Though you pay for their drinks in the bar; 
They'll tdl you lies for your money, 
For they know you for what you are, 
That you live in a world that has had its day. 

The whole Song, like many of Lawrence's "Pansies" 
has a crude dogmatism and unambiguity which may 
detract from its value as a poem; but, documentarily, 
it is a classic. It appears to have at least two implica
tions which are directly relevant to this thesis. Firsdy, 
that a p'" commingling, over-riding cJass..distinc
tion, is to be desired. Secondly, that for the vast 
majority of the inhibited bourgeoisie, such a com
mingling, such an identification, is totally impossible. 

WhetC is the trouble ? 
It seems to lie in the fact that the devotees of the 

obligation to ext:ta-economic communism aim at a 
self r6-Classification. Whereas self Je.dassification 
seems to be the most that can (this generation), be 
achieved. Indubitally, the ambition of the generation 
of people of whom Auden, Spender and Day Lewis 
are the most articulate representatives, is to identify 
themselves with the proletariat; to be indistinguishable 
from the proletariat. 

Something akin to this fact has been sei:oed upon 
by Middleton Murry in The AMlphi. 

The desire of all save one in a thousand proletarians 
is to be bourgeois. On the one man in a thousand 
(perhaps one in ten thousand) who has the imagination 
and endurance to cease to be proletarian without be
coming bourgeois, the possibility of rcvoIution in this 
COWltry depends: for that man. who aIrcady bcIo~ 
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to the classless society, is a born leader of his fellow 
working men. With such men, the bourgeois who has 
ceased to be bourgeois in reality, and is therefore in
capable of the silly mummery of trying to be proletarian, 
is in natural alliance. 

Something has here been well said. But "the 
possibility of revolution .•.. "? What revolution? 
A technical revolution could take place without the 
leadership of the classless matt. It is doubtful 
whether one or even a dozen classless men could 
circulate the infection necessary for the revolution 
which is extra-economic. 

If self re-classification is impossible, self de
classification seems to be, in practice, too rare an 
-experience to justify the technical revolution's waiting 
for it to increase and multiply. 

Before turning to trace the reactions to the Decline 
of Religion, we may say that, with regard to the 
necessary implications of the Age of Plenty, there is 
a potential activity directed towards the ensuring 
of material civilisation to everyone. This activity 
is obstructed, however, partly by the self-centred 
apathy of the majority of people, and partly by the 
"all or nothing" attitude of those people who do in 
fact realise the necessity of ensuring civilisation to 
everyone. 

For these reasons the material abundance, which 
indubitably exists, is quite inadequately distributed. 

It is now time to fum our attention to the present 
potentiaIities of abundance in people'S non-material 
lives; and to observe in what ways that abundance 
tIso is effectivdy thwarted. 



CHAPTER. VI 

The Decline of Institutional Religion 

WE have to ""mine the twin influence: the d..,1ine of 
institutional religion. Start, if possible, from the 
essential idea of religion. The reader is refeued to 
Mr. William Brown's essay in SO-, &ligiotl _ 
Rulity, edited by Doctor Joseph Needh.m and 
published by the Sheldon Press. 

Religion itself, in Mr. Brown's view, is a stare of 
mind, a mental attitude towards the universe; it is 
an attitude which we take up towards the totality 
of existence. 

There are, Mr. Brown thinks, three main attitudes 
with which we may faa: existence. 

(I) A cognitive attitude, based upon the desire to 
know. We meet the universe and all its con
tents with a question, asking what it is and 
what arc we as parts of the universe. 

(2) An aesthetic attitude, based upon the desire to 
appreciate, to do full justice to the beauty of 
c:ristenoe, and perhaps to play a part in adding 
to that beauty, if the individual is an artist. 

(3) An ethical attitude, based upon the desire to 
achieve the highest good possible in individual 
conduct. 

The relevant question now is: "Is there a further 
general attitude remaining over after these three 
attitudes have discovered their appropria!e fields 0' 

27 
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activity? There seems. to be such a field in the 
experience of personal relationship towards the uni
verse, as that upon lllhiGb ~e ,;ompletelY depend." This 
attitude of complete- dependence may justifiably be 
singled out as the essential element in the religious 
consciousness. "And theJl': there are the further 
feelings called out in our. mind by that idea, the 
feeling of the infinite power of the universe, the feeling 
of the tremendous, of complete otherness, something 
entirely dilferent from ourselves, the feeling of 
mysteriousness, of majesty, and of fascination, in 
which fear and attraction are blended." 

These, Mr. Brown thinks; are the essentially and 
fundamentally religious feelings. 

And these feelings, for the last nineteen hundred 
years and over a good half of the earth's surface, 
have been associated with the idea of a Christian God, 
who was in the majority of cases perhaps imagined 
as being a Person. The pseudo-Christian idea of a 
personal God added to tI\.e primary essential religious 
feelings another feeling---4iso noted by Mr. Brown
that of creaturehood. The idea that "It is God that 
hath made us and not we ourselves." 

In the last fifty years the particular association of 
religious feelings and ideas known as Christianity 
has apparently lost much of its hold on the world. 

It seems, on the whole, permissible to tu.tllm, that 
at least numerically orthodox Christianity has declined 
very considerably in the last fifty years. 

This appears to be due partly to the comparative 
popularisation of scientific knowledge which has 
«Ieprived the earth and the universe in general of much 
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of its mystic "supematun.!:' quality; and partly to 
the habit lately developed -among civilised people of 
tbinking rationally an<l. for themselves, instead of 
accepting the prejudices, antipathies and largely 
superstitious beliefs banded down to them by their 
parents and by pastors and masters. 

It is perhaps reasonable now to ask the following 
question: How, in the face of the spread of rational 
thought and of scientific knowledge, do there manage 
to be as many veritable "supernatura1" Christians left 
as there are ? 

To be a veritable Christian nowadays seems to 
imply that the person iIi question has had some sort of 
revelation. And the fact of revelation must in
evitably put an end to all argument. If a person 
says: ''I know there is a personal Christian God (or 
an impersonal Christian God) betlllLr., i"ltiitiv.!y, I 
rll/ it," then it is not possible to argue with him, 
because the matter is no longer on the plane of 
argument. Mr. T. S. Eliot wrote in the CriteriDn: 
"Those of us who 6nd ourselves supporting what 
Mr. Murry ca11s Oassicism believe that men cannot 
get on without giving allegiance to something out-
side themselves." . 

It seems that the cause of the decline in the number 
of Christians nowadays lies in the fact that, whether 
or not owing to the spread of scientific knowledge 
and of rational thought, fewer people are having 
revelations nowadays. Or, to be more accurate, fewer 
people who have what we may call "revelations" 
nowadays, put these experiences down to the personal 
interest of a Christian God. 
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One cannot help feeling that the discredit thrown 
by late nineteenth-century thinkers on the idea of a 
personal God must .hav~ hustled the decline of 
professional OrristianitJi. "Certainly one's own grand
father who definitely J:hought of God as what Mr. 
Bernard Shaw has described as "a portly gentleman 
in white robes who sits on a cloud," derived great 
confidence from that idea. 

Thomas Hardy, who was in this, as in other things, 
ahead of his time, and who must, presumably, judging 
from Tess oj Ih. D'Urberoille:r, have called a good deal 
upon a personal God in.his youth without getting 
any change out of Him, had' no illusions as to the 
questionableness of the doctrine that God made man 
in His own image; implicitly observing that it was 
much more probable that all along the line man had 
made God in his own image. That throughout 
history instead of God having made man a replica, 
one size smaller than Himself, man had made God, a 
replica one size larger' than himself. That man, 
having created a God out of his imagination, proceeded 
to pray to that God, to Hatter it, even to invest in it. 

Most people, presumably, in their youth, ask some 
sort elf God of their own design quite blatantly for 
things in their telephonic prayers. And then, if the 
required things come to them, they praise Him and 
jubilate Him, not pausing for one minute to enquire 
whether it was, in fact, H. who, so to speak, answered 
the telephone. They as.rtlm, that God is the supreme 
telephone operator; ruling out of court the possibility 
that the telephone system may be an automatic one 
(cs CouC's system and the Orristian science system 
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and the spiritualist's system seem to be very possibly 
automatic). 

So far, so natw:al. It <is natural for the boy to 
accept his motheI's inheril!ed account of God, the 
objective idea of a peISonal Gol! who inteIests Himself 
in human affiUrs. 

But the time comes when he must begin to consideI 
the matte! for himself. There must be a moment of 
transition from the objective acceptance of God to 
the subjective speculation on the matter. There 
must, that is, be one liteIally psychological moment 
when this transition takes place. When the boy 
sees the whole busines's of God in a fresh manneI 
peculiar to himself. A manifest instance of this 
moment is provided by the story of a little boy who 
came down one Ou:istmas morning in a state of 
legitimate indignation at having discovered the 
deception of the Ou:istmas stocking and said: 
"MotheI 1 I've found out about that Santa Claus; 
and now I'm jolly well going to look into this Jesus 
Christ business." 

It is exactly this moment of subjective creative 
doubt in that boy's mind which corresponds to the 
sudden transition from the infant human race's 
acceptance of inherited prejudice to its paroxysm of 
creative doubt which took place at the end of the 
last century. 

PeIhaps it was the Great War that finally illustrated 
the ultimate futility of thinking of God as a peISonal 
God who inteIests Himself in human affiUrs. Because, 
during the war years, pseudo-religious men began to 
employ God definitely in the nationalist interest. 
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And the more miliWit Christians in England, applying 
the old formula of nmking God in their own image, 
talked of, and wrote o£. God as a superlative John 
Bull, while thei.i: Getman brethren talked of and wrote 
of him as a superlative-Kaiser. 

The position was neatly taped by J. C. Squire:-

To GOd the embattled nations sing and shout 
"Gott strafe England," and "God save the King." 
God this, God that, and God the other thing. 
"Good God," said God:. ccrve got my work cut OUL" 

And so the supernatural -nationalist God, having 
failed adequatdy to oblige any of the nations involved 
in the war, lost most of His prestige with all of them. 
By the last year of the war there was very little left 
of the orthodox Victorian-Christian idea of God. 
And the process of rational thought had not failed 
to leave its mark on the orthodox idea of Christ as 
the Son of God. Because, to the rationalist, the idea 
of Christ as Son' of God was more credible when 
God was bdieved to exist in man's image, than when 
God began to be thought of as either non-existent 
or vagudy accounted for as a "spirit." 

But if Victorian rationalists did not accept Christ 
as the Son of God there were not lacking individuals 
among them who regarded Him from various aspects 
as an extremdy,. to say the least of it, eminent man. 



CHAPTER.vn 
The Substitutes' for Religion 

IN the meantime we must take it as so far established 
that twcntieth-ceotury man bJIs, in Mr. load's ex
pression, knocked the bottom out of the spiritual 
universe and sent the Gods and their beliefs packing. 

The main difference, therefore, between twentieth
century man and his thristian predecessors is in 
respect to one particular belief: the belief in immortal 
life. The main and fundamental difference between 
a Christian and an 'agnostic is that the agnostic is 
concerned exclusively with this life, with life in this 
world, whereas the Christian is equally and sometimes 
even more concerned with a prospective life. after 
death. Or, it is possible to hold that a great part of 
a Christian's time is wasted in futile specu1ations on 
a future life, which, even supposing it existed, would 
be quite irrelevant to the business in hand, The 
business in hand being to live as fully _ as possible. 
To attain more life on this side of the grave, more 
life qualitatively as well as quanti1D:tive1y. 

Twentieth-ceotury man then bJIs sent the beliefs in 
God and immortality packing; bsd ''he bJIs still to 
come to terms with the need which' created them." 

It is possible to hold with Mr. ] oad that twentieth
century man is the victim of an unconscious need to 
believe. 

33 
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It seems important in that case to try and discovet 
why all through history man has evidently felt the 
need to believe. 

"Religious ideas," says Freud, "have sprung from 
the same need as all the other achievements of culture; 
from the necessity for defending onself against the 
crushing supremacy of nature." 

In other words, all through history, when life has 
seemed too intolerable to be endured, when there 
have been fiunines or volcanoes or pestilences, or their 
internal, psychological equivalents, people have gone 
and leaned up against the idea of a God, who was 
interested in the welfare of the human race, and who 
would, if bribed for long enough, call a halt on the 
volcanoes or fiunines or pestilences, psychological 
or physical. 

But now, in the last forty years, scientific know
ledge has shown that volcanoes, famines and pestilences, 
physicai, are not, .in fact, the irritated manifestations 
of a temperamental God, but the rational manifesta
tions of the inherent ordet of things; and psycho
analytical knowledge has made it clear that it is not 
God who is the capricious creator of volcanoes and 
pestilences psychological. 

And-and this is very important indeed-the 
world is now divided into people who are prepared 
to face up to these facts and those who are not pre
pared tb do so. The vital and fundamental division 
in the twentieth-century agnostic world is the division 
between those who spend their life stimulating 
themselves and those-the majority-who spend 

.their life drugging themselves. Once a petson 
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realises that those times when life is intolerable are 
not due to the whims of a God who can be brought 
round by sufficient cajolety, then from that moment 
that person must lither begin systematically to drug 
himself against the periodical intolerableness or 
vacancy of life, or he must set about living so fully, 
so quickly, and so freshly, he must stimulate him
self to such increased activity that the intolerablenesses 
and the vacancies do not obtrude themselves, he must 
live more abundantly, that the intolerablenesses 
may vanish in a fuller life. 

All the substitutes for religion to-day, all the 
pseudo-religion now fashionable, can be classified 
either as stimulants or as drugs. Stimulants or 
drugs used to comb.at the intolerable or the vacant 
periods of living. 

To illustrate the proposition in concrete form. 
It would appear that the drug or stimulant dilemma 
is most evident in the psychology of the average 
twentieth-centuty human being's behaviour on evety 
Saturday night of evety week in the year. Life, for 
the majority, seems apt to be on Saturday evening 
both intolerable and vacant. At any rate slIb(tJII

stiOIlJ!J this appears to be so. Automatic man, 
liberated for a short day and a half from the routine 
of the office or the factory or the mine waIks blearily 
out into the comparatively sunny light, and is aware 
first of the vacancy, and then of the fundamental 
intolerableness of life. Life is vacant. The past 
week has been rolled up and inserted in a ledger. 
It will be a full day and a half before he can get 
going on a new week. A full day and a half which. 

D 



36 WAGGONER ON THE FOOTPLATE 

somehow or other has got to be got thtough. In 
the old days of universal belief in God and immor
tality that day and a half could have been profitably 
used by members of "investment" religions in getting 
into communication with God and by meditating 
on immortality. 

The above remarks apply exclusively to that mass of 
formerly professing Christians who to-day have even 
fallen out of the habit of professing; the followers" 
that is, not of Christ, but of institutional Christianity. 
There are two ways in which institutional Christianity 
seems to have distorted the essential religious ex
perience. Firstly, by tenditlg to encourage people 
to use the religious experience not for stimulating 
communion but for support-for I.tllling up against. 
Secondly, by encouraging people to use the duration 
of commudion for purposes of speculation upon an 
immediately irrclevant future life, represented as likely 
to give them compensation for the ills of this life. 
Both these two" activities were indulged in by 
institutional Christians, perhaps espeeially at the 
vacant and otherwise intolerable; week-ends. 

To-day, what happens? What are the facilities 
most readily available now-a-days for "passing the 
time" during the vacant and intolerable day and a 
half? 

I suppose that perhaps the first substitute for this 
aspect of religion is the Cinema. The Saturday 
night "flick," a certain "full house" in every town in 
England. More or less in the same category as 
"the flick" comes "the Play" and "a show." In the 

.same category also the entertainment provided, on 
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most Saturday nights, by the British Broadcasting 
Company. 

In the second group of substitutes for the con
solation quality of the week-<:nd religion, we have a 
more honest and explicit species of drug. Beer, 
whisky and stout are all found to be efficacious in 
this respect; and who can fail egocentrically to 
sympathise with those who, finding themselves at 
live minutes to ten, still regrettably conscious of this 
little matter of life, drink up three successive ''bitters'' 
with, physiologically, disturbing effects? 

The third group of narcotics reverts to more directly 
mental drugs-the "programme of week-<:nd 
"reading." The writings of Mr. Edgar Wallace, 
of Miss Ethel M. Dc;lI, of the contributors to monthly 
magazines, of the editors of week-<:nd reviews
the explicit mild dope-tablets of the tired business-man. 

In the Iinal and miscellaneous class we may compile 
the various activities of ''Patience,'' ''Bridge,'' "Card
games" in genctal, "a Sunday walk," the contem
plation of pictures, and would-be narcotic sexuality 
as manifested in the pastime---traditionally supposed 
to be in favour among business-men-of "week
ending." 

It is of interest to enquire how far the substitutes 
for week-<:nd religion now available have the effect 
of stimulants or of drugs. Probably comparatively 
few of these substitutes are, objectively, exclusively 
stimulating or exclusively narcotic. But most of 
them can be used either as stimulants or as drugs. 
It appears possible from the nature of this catalogue 
that the case of the present day agnostic who ii 
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impelled to go and, consciously or unconsciously, 
drug himself each week-end (not to mention other 
odd times as well) may, on balance, be even worse 
than the case of the nineteenth-century professing 
Christian. Because, after all, it is improbable that 
even the most thorough Victorian-Christian's 
"prayers" were whollY taken up in investing or bar
gaining or in irrelevant speculations on an irrelevant 
future life. And so far as the Christian ethic con
cerns itself with this world it provides manifestly 
an efficient if unoriginal- stimulus to wholesome 
social activity. 

It was said a little while ~go that once a person 
realises that those times when life is intolerable or 
vacant are not due to the whims of a God who can 
be brought round by sufficient cajolery, then from 
that moment that person must either begin to drug 
himself against that periodical intolerableness, or he 
must set about living so abundantly, so quickenedly 
and so freshly, he must stimulate himself to such an 
increased activity that the intolerablenesses and the 
vacancies do not protrude themselves. 

Here it becomes imperative to define, as far as is 
conveniently possible, what in this book is meant by 
a drug and by a stimulant. 



CHAPTER vm 
Drugs and Stimuli 

How to define a drug? It is probably futile to look 
for a tight and absolute definition. It is easiest, 
perhaps, to describe a drug in terms of its eIfects. 
Thus, vaguely, and for a start: A drug may be said 
to imply a passive state of mind; a stimulus to imply 
an active one. Further, ... drug may be said to suspend 
activity (or "the business of living''); a stimulus to 
increase activity (or "the business of living'').· The 
"business of living". .• Already we are effectually 
bogged. Manifesdy the prime cause of the difficulty 
which we experience in trying to elucidate our 
definition of a drug as something which tends to 
suspend the business of living is the probable im
possibility of being able to put our finger on a set 
of activities which we can jusdy call "life" or "the 
business of living." 

What, ideally, to the twentieth-centuty agnostic, 
who is subject to the twin influences of the decline of 
institutional religion and the advent of the age of 
productive abundance, may be taken as representing 
the "business of living" ? 

We can amuse ourselves by attempting to draw up 
the credo of a representative twentieth-centuty 
agnostic somewhat as fo11ows:-

(a) I believe that the business of life is to live. 
39 
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(b) I believe that tbe fullest (not anti-social) life 
is tbe most desirable. 

«) I believe tberefore that experience is worth 
while in itself. (This aspect, of tbe attitude in 
question is well illustrated by a passage from 
Mr. Michael Roberts' preface to Nf1II Signa
ttlrlS. "The writers in this book," says Mr. 
Roberts, "have learned to accept tbe fact that 
progress is illusory, and yet to believe that tbe 
game is worth play,ing; to believe that tbe 
alleviation of suffering is good even tbough it 
merely makes possibl. new sensitiveness and 
tberefore new suffering; to believe that tbeir 
own standards are no more absolute than tbose 
of otber people, and yet to be prepared to 
defend and to suffer for tbose standards.") 

(tI) I believe that, while it is possible that physical 
extinction may be merely an incident, yet that 
tbe pre-grave period is tbe only convenient 
period on which to concentrate. 

(e) I believe, tberefore, that any speculation on, or 
investment in, any future life, is immediately 
irreIevant to tbe business in band. 

(j) Consequently I believe that stimulants in tbe 
above, ratber vague, sense (i.e. things which 
increase activity) are preferable to narcotics 
(things which suspend activity, i.e. tbe business 
of living). 

(g) I believe, too (tbough probably I am not yet 
sure quite what I mean by this), that I am aiming 
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at more life qualitatively as well as quantitatively. 
p~ I am beginning to doubt whether 
"abundance" is a quantity so much as a quality. 

(h) I believe (If I may be permitted to anticipate a 
little), that by having life, as Christ J'I'OlTIlmended, 
more abundandy, I may happen upon "Im
mortality on this side of the grave," as Blalre 
indicated; that, as Aristode suggested, I may 
be immortal, as far as possible, even in this life. 

The most precise, psychological, non-emotive 
description of the representative attitude is given in 
the chaptet of Mr. L it. RichaIds' Sa- IIIIIi Poetry 
called ''What is valuable." 

''We can then pethaps agree," says Mr. Richards, 
''though here more resistance from preconceived 
ideas may be enoounteted, that the best choice (of 
ways of living) would be the opposite of toIpOr. that 
is to say, the fullest, keenest, most active and com
plc:test kind of Iife." 

We shall return to this chaptet latcI, but meanwhile 
it is interesting to note that ''toIpOr' is an apt wold 
to describe the state of mind induced by dIugs. 

Mr. Mansfield Forbes has put almost the same dUng 
in di.l£erent tetms when be dmws a distinction between 
recreational IIIld RE-creational litetature. A drug 
cannot RE-create. a stimulus can. Aftet the applica
tion of a stimulus one cannot remain unchanged. 
Aftet the application of a- drug one cannot be other 
than unchanged. A reference to litetature makes the 
point clearcI. The litetature of escape not only 
leaves one unchlUlged, but even less than unchaogcd i 
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not only not added to, but, by a process of attrition, 
perhaps actually subtracted from. 

To change the metaphor: our overhead costs have 
been increased because our plant, while not precisely 
standing motionless, has yet been running on non
productive work. 

So much for the attempt to formulate a tight 
definition of a drug. It has, perhaps, served, at 
least, to show that, ultimately, the detection of the 
narcotic quality must be lefr to the personal intuition, 
and the elucidation of tha, quality to the individual 
analysis. 

Here we must examine m&re closely the substitutes 
for religion and define what we mean by drugs and 
stimulants. 

It appears that even after the decline of orthodox 
Christianity it is extremely easy to drug oneself. 
It will presently have to be investigated in what way 
it is possible on the other hand to stimulate onself. 
In what way it is possible to live the fullest life; to 
attain more life qualitatively as well as quantitatively; 
to attain what Blake calls Eternal Life on this side of 
the grave; to be immortal as far as possible, even in 
this life, as Aristotle recommended; to have life, 
as Christ suggested, more abundantly. 

In view of the fact that Christ must have been one 
of the most stimulating people that have ever lived, 
it is ironical that so many of His followers should 
have allowed orthodox Christianity to evolve into 
one of the most elab6rate drugs which have ever been. 

It is the latter-day Christian religion which has 
.tended to throw even more emphasis on a future life 
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than on this. On the other band it WlIS a.rist who 
said: "The Kingdom of Heaven is within yon." 

How, in the twentieth century, CUl this idea of the 
Kingdom of Heaven within us, in the sense ofEtemal 
Life on this side of the grave, he attained ? 

How in fact CUl the fullest, most stimulating, life 
he lived? 

At the time when a.ristianity began to decline, 
another belief hegan to arise. This belief, fostered 
by Rousseau and Blake and Bergson, WlIS a resuscitated 
belief in the inherent goodness of the senses. The 
idea that certain sensations were good in themselves ; 
that certain individual ~ons, provided they were 
not socially inconvenient, were desirable and worth
while, and of value in themselves. Obviously this 
idea is contrary to much orthodox a.ristian doctrine. 
.. At the end of nineteen centuries of Christianity it 
remains," as Mr. Mencken has put it, "an unshakable 
assumption of the law in all Christian countries and 
of the moral judgment of Christians everywhere, 
that if a man and a woman, entering a room together, 
close the door behind them, the man will come out 
sadder and the woman wiser." 

What ways are there of living as fully stimulated a 
life as possible ? How, when life threatens to he 
vacant or intolerable, CUl we induce such an activity 
and fullness in ourselves as will enable us to dispose 
of the impending intolerableness? 

The need for such increased activity is liable to arise 
at those times when we feel most inclined to use one 
or other of the forms of drug nearest to band, in order 
to tide over the intolerable hour. Obviously tho 
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first thing that is required is to objectify the particular 
intolerableness with which we are confronted. One 
of the prime achievements of the present century, 
says Mr. Forbes, bas been the secularisation of 
confession. 

The first of these things-,-the objectivation of the 
trouble-was done perfectly by Mr. T. S. Eliot in 19z, 
in his poem called "The Waste Land." That poem 
incidentally admirably objecti£ed the malaise, the 
accidie and the neurosis of the post-war years. It 
implied an attitude completely independent of any 
beliefs, any creeds, or any dtugs. It involved in 
the reader a getting of the phisonous facts out of his 
system, of facing them, and then of continuing to 
stand on his own feet. 

Mr. Eliot had got the facts out of his own system, 
and out of the systems of his generation as well; 
for three years he faced them without any apparent 
tendency to dtug himself because the facts were 
so unpleasant. Suddenly in 1930 he wilted, and not 
strong enough, apparently, to stand permanently on 
his own feet, went and leant up against a church 
system, and did "a kind of sleep-walking totter into 
the Anglo-Catholic family pew." In this his develop
ment appears to be the exact opposite to the develop
ment of another poet, Keats. 

Keats, who was fated to be, in early life, a chemist's 
assistant, indulged ,in frequent escapes from the 
intolerableness of the chemist's life by way of poetic 
trances in which he'lived in a fairy land of his own 
imagination. It was only shortly before he died that 

-he began to cope with the nausea of chemist's life. not 
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by escaping from it, but by using it defiantly as a 
stimulation. 

We have seen that Ouistianity bas been allowed to 
evolve into the supreme drug. We have yet to 
see that the supreme stimulant is available in the 
essential religious experience, the experience which 
is common to all religions, but which bas been 
abused by the orthodox Ouistian religion. And this 
experience depends entite1y upon the individual. 
The psychologist, the poet, the doctor and the lawyer, 
the new secu1ar confessors, can all help in removing 
the poisonous facts from the individual's system, 
but after that it is the ~dividual who must stand on 
his own feet, unsupported. 

At this point we may start upon our investigation 
of various current drugs and stimuli, beginning with 
the narcotic and stimulating types of literature. 



CHAPTER IX 

The Drug in Literature 

THE l.ITERATVRE OP RELEvANCE AND OP EsCAPB 

IN the past fifty years the very highest claims have been 
made on behalf of literature, and especially on behalf 
of poetry. So Matthew Amold, in a much-quoted 
passage:-

The future of poetry is _immense, because in poetry 
where it is worthy of its high destinies, out race, as 
time goes on, will find an ,ever suter and suter stay. 
There is not a creed which is not shaken, not an 
accredited dogma which is not shown to be questionable, 
not a received tradition which does not threaten to 
dissolve. Our religion has materiaIised itself in the 
fact, in the supposed faet; it has attached its emotion 
to the fact, and now the fact is failing it. But for 
poetry the idea is everything. 
So Mr. I. A. Richards: "The reading of poetry 

could and should replace for us the holding of religious 
and other fundamental beliefs." 

So Mr. Michael Roberts (writing of the especial 
contemporary problems) in the preface to N .. ,. Jig
naJtiru:-

These are not really logical problems at all; they are 
aspects of an emotional discord which can be resolved 
neither by reasoning nor by action, but only by a new 
harmonisation such as that which may be brought 
about by a work of art. The fact that each of the 
writers in this book has solved this problem in his 
own way without recourse to any external system of 
religious belief therefore opens up new poetic possi
bilities. 
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In view of the recent disintegration of Institutional 
Christian belief it seems of the highest importance 
to decide, firstly, what the kind of poetry is to which 
the first two of these quotations refer; and secondly, 
what is the precise function of that kind of poetty. 
What exactly is the need, formerly met by a set of 
religious beliefs, which can now be met by poetry? 
Is it merely the need of a support, a refuge? 

Something else to lean up against or escape to 
when life is vacant or intolemble? Another more 
"modern" kind of narcotic-is that what is meant? 
''Poetry,'' said Cardinal Newman, "is the refuge of 
those who have not the tatholic Church to flee to." 
Is that the kind of poetry and is that the kind of 
function which is meant by the authors of the first 
two quotations? The third passage quoted gives us, 
I think, a fair indication that it is not. "The fact 
that each of the writers in this book has solved this 
problem in his own way ",;/hotll ren)III'JI to tI1!1 IXImla/ 

fYJII", of nligiotU beliefs. • • ." 
Ocarly this "new" function of poetry is not that 

of a drug, or of a crutch or of a refuge. It is not 
something which will readily enable us to ignore the 
facts which we find less pleasant;· but something 
whereby, accepting the existence of the whole range 
of the facts, we shall be able to nso"" them again and 
again into a new harmony. The contemporary 
function of poetry and, in a less compact way, of 
literature as a whole, is not to give us a convenient 
means of escape from life, but rather to give us a 
means of living so abundantly that our urge to escape, 
or to lean, or to drug, vanishes in a fuller life. 
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On the one hand, therefore, there seems reason 
to jI>elieve that the reading of poetry filii be a function 
of the highest contemporary relevance, especially in 
this year of grace, 1933, when the process of the 
disintegration of religious beliefs is still going on. 
On the other hand "Poetry," said Cardinal Newman, 
"is the refuge of those who have not the Catholic 
Olurch to flee to." And it is clear that many dons, 
schoolmasters and reviewers have no doubts about 
the ultimate truth of this statement. Consequently, 
later on in this chapter an. attempt will be made to 
begin to distinguish between Cardinal Newman's 
refuge poetry and Matthlw Arnold's "relevant" 
poetry, between the literature which escapes from 
things and the literature which "faces up to" things, 
between the literature which ignores the inconvenient 
facts and the literature which, embracing the whole 
range of the'facts, resolves them into a new harmony. 

As regards the novel, to the eritmOll for April
June, 19~%, Mr. Orlo Williams contributed an article 
on the relation between the novel and life; to this 
he had been stimulated by one of the essays in 
Mr. Montgomery Belgion's The H"IIIIl11 ParrtJt, an 
essay which "aimed at destroying the belief that 
the novel and the play are vehicles of instruction 
about life." Mr. Williams is subsequently concerned 
to find an adequate definition of the word "life." as 
occurring in phrases like "a theory of life," "an 
attitude of life." Is "life," he cogitates, "most 
conveniently conceived of as the equivalent of 
'general forms of behaviour, objectively regarded,' 
or as 'the interior reflection of events accompanied 
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by emotions that ensues at every mom~ of human 
consciousness'; or 'as the system of the univetlf,' 
or 'the spectacle of civilised society'." 

Although he is not successful in finding a satisfactory 
periphrasis for "life," Mr. Williams does succeed in 
giving a refreshing emotive and metaphorical account 
of the function of poetry and hence, by implication, 
of the novel. 

The contribution of poetry to its percipient, he 
says, is twofold-stimulus and vision. 

It is • matter of experience that, just as gteat saints 
and gteater leaders, even in moments of complete 
tranquillity, can radiate anergy, so the artist, to whom 
power is simply a gift, can infuse it into an arrangement 
of matter-into the proportions of '" building, the 
planes of a seulpture, the signs that stand for 100rds 
--so that the work of art has an activity that penetrates 
the outer integuments of the mind to reach and energise 
its core. This is a matter of experience ;,it is no more 
and no less a mystety than electricity, its physical 
count~art. ... 

My VIew, at all events, is that works of art, in propor
tion to their greatness, are comparable to condensers 
or batteries perpetually charged with a high potential, 
contact with which, in proportion to receptivity, 
results in the energising of the receiver. • .. Our 
everyday life is lived at low potential. Few mortals 
can live continuously at high potential, as Aristode 
himself perceived. • •• One may regard the body of 
great novels now existing and to come as a very valuable 
and easily accessible accumulator of spiritual energy for 
a very much larger number of persons than will ever 
make good contacts with great poetry. 

The reader will recognise in the metaphor of the 
accumulators an emotive account of that increased. 
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activity which we have been positing as the desirable 
W3¥ of living. 

Just as the tonic high potential energy is more 
concenttated in poetty than in even a great novel. 
so the energy in most modem novels, as compared 
with the body of great novels, is diluted and diluted 
till it is almost incapable of any positive energising 
effects at all. . 

A provocative indictment of the majority of present 
day novelists, incidentally as failing in their duty of 
providing high potential for their readers, is to be 
found in Mrs. Q. D. Leavis' Firtion and the &ading 
Pllbli<. • 

The following passage is a quotation from a review 
of Mrs. Leavis' book by Miss Storm Jameson, 
appearing in The Nt1JI English WeeklY. 

Mrs. Leavis brings a number of witnesses, living and 
dead, in support of ber !;eIief that the novelists most 
read to-day have neither the will nor the capacity to 
fuIIil their dual function; to eriticise false and decaying 
values and to create or induce states oli mind in whieb 
more adequate values become acceptable .... Examine 
any best-seller, from Mr. Priestley down. Against 
what hard prejudice does it offend? What emotion 
disturbing to our complacence does it arouse? 

And again:-
They don't stimulate us to a finer control of our lives: 

lit worst they encourage us to believe that God's in 
His machine; at best they offer us an hour's escape. 
The words "stimuiate," "contro!," "escape," point 

the connection with the theme of this book. 
The charge, in fact, is: that novels, which properly 

<should act as stimuli, the agents of increased and 
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more harmonious activity, are tending now to become, 
and to be used pre-eminendy, as drugs, the agents ,of 
disintegration and escape. 

It is unfortunately difEcult to make a catalogue of 
the books from which the stuff of week-end reading 
is drawn. But we can hardly be wrong in assuming 
that the writings of Mr. Edgu Wallace, Miss Ethel M. 
Dell, Mr. J. B. Priestley, Mr. P. C. Wren, Mr. Edgu 
Rice Burroughs and Miss Elinor Glyn playa promi
nent part therein. It would take a great many pages 
to demonstrate with any hope of actual conclusiveness 
why the novels of 6ve out of these six authors belong 
essentially to the escape,' as opposed to the relevant, 
species of literature. It is impossible here to do more 
than to suggest to the reader that, with the exception 
of Mr. Priestley, the works of the writers men,tioned 
have hardly any bearing on "life" at all. A school
master of the present writer's acquaintance, when 
asked why he did not enjoy the works of Mr. Edgu 
Wallace, answered: "Because nothing ever happens 
in his books." It is suggested that that is a just 
answer. Nothing of significance, of relevance, does 
happen. The people in Mr. Edgu Wallace's books, 
and iri the books of most of the other· four authors, do 
not really behave in the same kind of way as people 
behave in "life." And that precisely is why these 
books offer such a sure prospect of relief to people 
who are only too anxious to escape, for an hour or 
two, from "life." 

The case of Mr. Priestley is different. Few people 
would imagine that the people in Mr. Priestley's 
books do not behave in the same kind of way as. 

B 
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people in "life." The cause of complaint here is 
more legitimately that they (Mr. Priestley's characters) 
behave too much like actual (as opposed to real) 
people. That, untouched by the kindling power of 
the imaginatioq. the "middling" people of Mr. 
Priestley's novels affect the reader merely as do the 
"middling" people of actual life. That, even ad
mitting that Th, Good Companions is a "good" book, 
the average twentieth-century individual bas tUne to 
read only the best books. That, accordingly, the 
economic reader will not begin a novel by Mr. 
Priestley..smtil he bas read every single book that 
Dickens ever wrote, on the bsumption that beside the 
crammed, rich stimulating fullness of a Dickens novel 
Th, Good Companions is impoverished and diluted. 

Against the proposition that one ought to have 
read all the "classics" before opening one of the 
masterpieces acclaimed weekly in the Sunday papers, 
it may be argued that certain contemporary writings, 
though ofIess absolute value than the classics, may have 
a greater ad hOG relevance for the twentieth-century 
individual, than have the classics themselves. 

But with this point it will be more convenient to 
deal after we have examined the question of relevance 
and irrelevance in poetry. 

THE POETRY OF RELEvANCE AND OF EsCAPB 

In his book Des«aiion, Mr. Geoffrey West traces two 
main currents in the stream of English literary 
criticism; the currents with which Mr. Middleton 
Murry and Mr. I. A. Richards respectively are 
concerned. 
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According to Mr. West's view die function of 
poetry is, in the eyes of the Mr. Murry kind of critic, 
to provide a series of implicit values, which the ctitic 
must make eXplicit and accept as the completest 
expression of personal experience; while in the eyes 
of the Mr. Richards kind of critic poetry may be 
regarded as a scries of organisations, which the 
critic may detect and recognise. 

The interpretative (Mr. Murry) critic is not con
cerned only with the discerning of qualities in litera
ture, but he must tend also to claim that one quality 
is of more value than another. The Md· Richards 
kind of critic denies t:ru:t such eliciting of values is 
possible and makes quantity the only criterion of 
value. To us the interpretative critic, whose fw1ction 
it is to make explicit the implicit values of literature 
and to endorse and incorporate those values, seems to 
be in danger of putting all his eggs into one basket. 
(As, at one time, Mr. Murry seemed to have put all 
his then eggs into the Keats basket.) The Richards 
critic, on the other hand, does not endorse and incor
porate the Keats life-experience. He uses it merely as 
one set of impulses in the totality of his organisation. 

"The nature of poetry for· Mr. Murry," says 
W. G. A. in a review of D,lI&a/ioll in Th, Granla, 
"is such that he is able to elucidate intellectually the 
values contained in a poem. The nature of poetry 
for Mr. Richards, on the other hand, is such that all 
he can say is either 'this organises me' or 'this does 
not organise me,' and the value lies in being organised 
rather than in being freshly orientated by the con-
veyance of a new attitude." . 
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The bearing of all this upon the matter of relevant 
and escape poetry is th2t it is soon proposed to 
examine some six types of "drug" or "escape" poetry ; 
and, in the view of the present writer, the drug element 
is best explained in three of the types by the presence 
of what may be called a "drug orgfJIJisatiOtl," and in 
the remaining three of the types by the presence of 
a "drug qtIIlIity." 

'But first it is probably desirable to illustrate a little 
more fully what is meant by an "organisation" in 
Mr. Richards' sense. • 

"It is not enough that many mterests should be 
stirred. There is a more important point to be noted. 
• •. The interests must come into play with as little 
conJlict as possible. In other words, the experience 
must be organised so as to give all the impulses of 
which it is composed the greatest possible degree of 
freedom." 

(It may be noted that it is at this point that the idea 
of integratiOtl is first introduced. An idea which will 
have to form the vital link between the simply full 
life which has been one of the main themes of this 
book so far and the idea of "Here-now Immortality" 
which will be one of the themes of the last section of 
the book.) 

"There are two ways in which conJlict can be 
avoided or overcome. By conquest and by concilia
tion. When it (one or other of the contesting 
impulses) seems to be suppressed it is often found to 
be really as active as ever, but in some other form, 
generally a troublesome one. 
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"We are in need of something to take the place of 
the old order •.• a new order based on conciliation. 
not on attempted suppression.'" 

It is proposed to try and assemble several different 
kinds of "drugs" or "escape" poetry. There are 
two main ways of starting on this attempt. We may 
adopt the, presumably, Mr. Richards approach and 
try to make degrees of relevance and irrelevance in 
poetry a purely fJIIIlIItiltzliw matter, i.e. we can say 
that poetry is more or less relevant according as it 
takes implicit account of a greater or smaller range of 
"facts." We can say, in fact: ''This is 'escape,' or 
'withdrawaI.' or 'shel~' poetry, because it involves 
a relatively tIIlITtJJII organisation." Or, adopting the 
Murry approach, and trying to make eaplicit the 
implicit qualities of poetry. we may attempt to decide 
that certain qualities are more relevant than others; 
that poetry may have qualities. which we can call 
intrinsically escape qualities. 

ProvisionaIIy, therefore, and for convenience it is 
proposed to divide "escape" poetry into that which 
involves a "drug organisation" and that which in
volves a "drug quality." 

Let us begin with the "drug organisation" kind of 
poetry. We take first what we may call "geogra
phically sheltered" poetry-poetry which specifically 
concerns itself ... </wlingjy with a particular locality, 
fitted with carefully chosen amenities. 

The narcotic effect of localised poetry-the poetry 
of a half<oosciousness-is comparable to the ef£ect 

I .-_ /Wiry. by L A. Rk:haaIs. 
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on an individual who goes to live on the Cornish 
coast or ~ a Shropshire parkland or at Cambridge
and so becomes completely unconscious of the 
existence of the Black Country and the Tyneside and 
the slums. We have dealt with this kind of poetry 
in the section "On a Week-end in the Country," 
with particular reference to Rupert Brooke's "Grant
chester." (Jee p. 86). Obvious examples of this 
kind of poetry are provided by a very few of the 
poems in Th, ShropJhire Lad, by some of Mr. Yeats' 
C,lnG T7Pilighl poems (e.g. "The Collar Borie of a 
Hare"), and by many of Mr. de la Mare's later poems. 
"To write, in an industrial'age, rural poetry which 
shall be fully adequate to the age does not seem to 
be the forte of contemporary poets." 

Emotional, as opposed to geographical, sheltered
ness provides another instance of what I have called 
"drug organisation" poetry. Poetry, that is, which 
concerns itself with a narrow range of emotions and 
impulses, comparable, in its narcotic effect on the 
individual, to the effect of living only among parlour 
or parish emotions. 

Apropos of this, "There are two ways," says Mr. 
Richards, "in 11Vhich impulses may be organised, by 
synthesis and by elimination. Although every c0-

herent state of mind depends upon both, it is per
missible to contrast experiences which win stability 
and order through a narrowing of the response with 
those which widen it." And Mr. Richards quotes as 
examples of the narrowed response poems, "Coro
nach," "Rose Aylmer," and "Love's Philosophy," 

'.fhich, he says, are clearly "limited and exclusive." 
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Another instance of this tendency of certain types 
of poetry to retire into a sheltered emotional area 
litted with agreeable personal amenities is Mr. W. 
Empson's theory of the Romantic poet's "tap-root 
into the world of childhood." 

"For a variety of reasons," says Mr. Empson, 
"they found themselves living in an intellectual 
framework with which it was very difficult to write 
poetry, in which poetry was rather improper, or was 
irrelevant to business, especiaIly the business of 
becoming "Fit to Survive," or was an indulgence of 
one's lower nature in beliefs that scientists knew were 
untrue. On the other lbnd, they had a large public 
which was as anxious to escape from this intellectual 
framework, on holiday, as they were themselves. 
Almost all of them, therefore, exploited a sort of tap
root into the world of their childhood, where they 
were able to conceive things poetically, and whatever 
they might be writing about they would suck up 
from this limited and perverted ground an unvarying 
sap which was their poetical inspiration." 

According to this view the escape motif in Romantic 
poetry was almost explicit. 

Affiliated to this kind of sheltered poetry is the 
nostalgic poetry involving a desire to return to the 
narcotically simpIi/ied world of childhood. This 
nostalgic quality has been analysed by D. W. Harding 
in the first number of SmIIi,!!, the feeling of distress 
for no localised isolated cause, together with a feeling 
that one's environment is strange, and vaguely wrong 
and unacceptable. 

The mention of nostalgia in poetry finds us_ 
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convenient transition from the discussion of "drug 
organisation" to the discussion of "drug quality" 
poetry. For whereas nostalgic poetry involves a 
desire for a situation in which the necessaty harmony 
of conflicting impulses may be childishly simplified, 
the very fact of the desire being necessaty implies a, 
at present, fully complicated set of impulses. Hence 
in nostalgic poetry there is implicit "drug quality" 
which involves a yearning after a "drug organisation." 
In order to try explicidy to elucidate the drug quality 
in much of the "poetry of escape" we must endeavour 
to follow in something like Mr. Murry's footsteps. 

A "drug organisation" p&m is therefore one in 
which the poet has had only sheltered impulses to 
harmonise; a "drug quality" poem is one in which 
the poet, finding himself, in fact, in a situation which 
is open to the full impact of all the impulses in the 
world, implicidy yearns for a sheltered situation. 

The drug quality in poetry is therefore the result 
of that characteristic which is an inability or an un
willingness to "face up to" the totality of existence; 
a desire to withdraw, to retreat, to edge away from 
the full blast of circumstances; a retreating attitude 
which itself affords a certain melancholy pleasure to 
the retreater. An extension of this attitude is found 
in the impulse to derive a bitter-sweet enjoyment out 
of painful circumstances. "In those who pursue 
unhappiness," says Rebecca West, "there is a pro
found Don Juanism; there is an incapacity to live 
monogamously with one tragedy; one must go on 
seducing events and getting them with fresh births 
oof'llgOny. " 
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The "drug quality" in poetry is therefore the 
literary manifestation of the u.p.l.ro III IS. Jr- lift, 
which is one of the themes of this book. It is c0n

sequently not to be wondered at that much "drug 
quality" poetry not only tends to try and escape from 
life, but also actwilly embraces the idea of death. 
There is a strain of this "drug quality" running through 
English poetry from the Romantic Revival up to 
the imitators of the Georgians. And in the modem 
phenomenon of j822 we see perhaps its latest offspring. 

But we find it, almost explicit, in Keats:
Ay, in the very temple of Delight 
Vcil'd Mebncholy bas h& sovnn shrine, 
Though seen of nooe save him whose strenuous tougue 
Can burst joy's grape against his J>&l= fine; . 
His sool sball taste the sadness ofher might, 
And be among her cloudy trophies hung. 

We find it, a residue over and above the explicitly 
dtamatic sentiments of the " Lotus-Eaters," in 
Tennyson:-

The Gods are hard to ra:oncilc: 
'Tis hard to scttle order ooce again. 
There is confusion wane than death, 
Trouble on ttoublc, pain 00 pain. 
Long labour unto agCd hIcath, 
So", task to hearts ",om out with many wars, 
And eyes grown dim with gazing at the pilot staa;. 

We find it, c:atefully nurtured. and elevated into a 
cult, in Swinbumc:-

I will go hack to the gteat sweet mother, 
Mother and 10""" of men, the sea. 
I will go down to bet, I and none other, 
Oooe with her. kiss her and mix her with me. 
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We find it, not as a cult, but almost as a life-mode, 
in Mr. Housman's poetry:

Comrade look not on the west, 
T'will have the heart out of your br""st; 
T'will take your thoughts and sink them far, 
Leagues beyond the sunset bar. 

Where the hankering for death far transcends, for 
the reader,the, intellectual Stoic determination to 
cope with life as it comes. 

Even when Mr. Housman's poetry seems most 
determined to stand fOUI-square to the gale of life 
there still remains a hint of a narcotic, semi-pleasurable 
melancholy. • 

The troubles of our proud and angry dust 
lue from eternity and will not fail. 
Bear them we can, and if we can, we must 
Shoulder the sky, my lad, and drink your ale. 

It must be noted that this kind of drug poetry will 
only infectivdy affect the reader if he tries to explicate 
its implicit ideas and attempts to endorse or incor
porate them. It will not infect him and render him 
a drug addict .if he merdy uses the impulses rdeased 
by this poetry as one set of impulses in the totality 
of his orgaliisation. 

For instance, a person who explicates the idea in 
Therefore; since the world has still 
Much good, but much less good than ill, 
I'd face it as a wise man should 
And train for ill and not for good. 

-the person who takes this idea as ultimate gospd 
and proceeds to graft it into his own personality 

"!11fl1' be well on the way to becoming a particularly 
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insidious drug fiend. A person, on the other hand, 
who accepts it for the impulses which it releases, will 
have advanced to a more complex and worth-while 
integration of personality. 

Finally, mention may be made of a kind of poetty, 
which is, properly speaking, hardly poetty at all. but 
which, being widely and explicitly read for purposes 
of consolation, must not escape ~omment. The 
ancestor of all this kind of drug poetty is the literary 
conceit just as the ancestor of all entirely relevant 
poetty is the metaphor. The conceit is solely the 
progeny of a relationship of literature; the metaphor 
mainly of Il relationship &£ life. The conceit permits 
of a novel arrangement of literature; the metaphor 
springs from a fresh view of, and provides a"·new 
slant on, life. 

"Literaty" poetty (Keats of the first version of 
"Hyperion," Tennyson's "Now sleeps the crimson 
petal, now the white," "Heracleitus," Bulwer Lytton's 
"A Night in Italy") invites use as a narcotic because 
it has no roots in life, only in literature. It is, 
veritably, in the Platonic sense, twice removed from 
lif4 ' ~. 

The tendency of all these kindS .;r "drug" or 
"escape" or "irrelevant" poetty has been, as we have 
seen, to facilitate the impulse to edge away from the 
full impact of life. 

The antithesis between Il supremely relevant and 
Il supremely narcotic poet is partly analagous to the 
antithesis between a dreamer and a visionary. An 
enormous amount of romantic poetty (first version 
of "Hyperion"; the later "Locksley Hall"; "Q~ 



6z WAGGONER ON THE FOOTPLATE 

Mab,',) is just dream poetry posing as vision poetry. 

We are the music makers; 
We are the dreamers of dreams. 

And Dr. Freud bas lately thrown considerable light 
on the nature of dreams. Hence the spectacle of 
Tennyson's wish-fulfilments masquerading as light 
on ultimate reality. Hence, too, the spectacle of 
hundreds of dreamers strolling about on the earth, 
fondly imagining themselves to be visionaries. 
Other poets, such as Swinburne, have been more 
honest about their wish-fulfilments. 

"Every advance to more 'complex integrations of 
behaviour involves," says Mr. Harding, "effort, and 
the tendency is always present to throw up the sponge 
and take things easily-to regress to the earlier and 
simpler organisations of impulses." 

Swinburne is continually throwing up the sponge, 
and falling back into a world of soundful words. 

Drug poetry caters for the desire to go and seek 
shelter from the unpleasant side of the world, or 
else for the desire to gaze at the world through thick, 
rose-colollr!!d lenses. We conclude that a drug of 
the literary V?-riety is something which lither produces 
an effect suCh that a part of the mind only is working 
on the whole ~ge of the facts and materials, so that 
(as often is the state of alcoholic intoxication) they 
all are seen through a rosy, musical-comedy haze, 
or produces an effect such that the whole mind is 
working on an arbitrarily and amenity-chosen 
s,l,dion of the facts. 
~e conclude further that, even in literature, it is 
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better to do without drugs, and to'live in the whole 
mind, not to lie about in parts of the mind. It is 
most desirable of all to survey, and try to reconcile, 
the "lllhok range of facts with the "lllhok mind. .As 
Thomas Hardy was prepared to do, and as Shake
speare triumphantly succeeded in doing. 

Rm.I!vANCB. AND MODERNITY IN POETRY 

What, then, we may now enquire, constitutes 
relevant poetry? We have seen that "escape" or 
"drug" poetry has almost always involved a greater 
or lesser degree of "sheltering." We deduce, there
fore, that the most intensively relevant poetry is 
that which is most unsheltered. In one idiom the 
poetry which takes upon itself to reconcile the 
maximum number of impulses; in another idiom, 
the poetry which has the quality of least wanting 
to forget or ignore any of the total number of 
facts. 

Hardy's poetry was of this kind. Shakespeare's 
poetry was the apotheosis of this kind of poetry. 
Hardy's perhaps pre-eminent quality was his facing-up 
to every agreeable or disagreeable fa,,!, and idea. 
The supreme catharsis of one Of Shakespeare's 
Tragedies, particularly of "Lear," or . "Hamlet," is 
due to the fact that at the back of those tragedies 
every impulse in the universe is implied and, finally, 
reconciled. 

The most relevant poetry, then, must be the most 
unsheltered. But there is a complication. 

"We may appreciatc," says Mr. Michael Roberts 
in the Preface to NI7II SiQlahlnJ, "the elegan~ 



6.J WAGGONER ON THE FOOTPLATE 

poetry written by men whose whole experience was 
diIferent from ours, but we cannot accept it as a 
resolution of our problems." An interesting remark 
in view of the common feeling that though "the 
Oassies" may be intrinsically more valuable than the 
work of any modem writer, yet that the work of an 
absolutely inferior modem writer may be; relatively. 
more relevant to us of 1933. 

The most re1evant poetry. acconling to this view. 
must not only be the most unshe1tered poetry. but 
it must also implicitly take full account of the c0n

temporary situation if it is to be fully adequate to the 
requirements of us, who 1ue participators in that 
situation. Therefore, Mr. Eliot's "The Waste Land" 
may be considered to have at present a kind of pro. 
_. boom value, which will evaporate with the 
evaporation of the post-war situation; and the only 
poetry which will be fully adequate to us in a few 
years' time will be poetry which will have taken full 
implicit account of the mortal sickness of eapitalism. 
"TIme and place," said W. G. A. in The Gr_. 
"do not aIfect literary values. but do aIfect life values." 
It appears, tbctefou; that in a diIferent way to that 
suggested by Mr. Eliot, an the past of poetry be 
alfected by the present. if ""The Waste Land" is to 
become less valuable as the particnlar. a1most topical, 
need that it fulfilled is snperseded. 

"There are, of course, some pieces of poetry in which 
not even the life values are alfected by time and place. 
"The poetry of "HamId:" is of this kind, being per
manently modem, and, in the ear1y twenrietb century. 

4l.'liillly a1most topical poetry. 
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Much of Donne is of topical relevance; some of 
Blake has a permanendy modem relevance. Keats 
is modem in the second version of "Hyperion" and 
(surprisingly perhaps) in the "Ode to the Nightingale," 
but he is not modem, he is mosdy only a period-piece, 
in the first version of "Hyperion." Wordsworth, 
when he was not topical, was often modem. Shelley, 
because he was so pervaded in topicality, was seldom 
modem. Eliot is almost topically modem. Hardy 
is immanendy modem. 

''1 wish," said Emerson, "only to read that which 
it would be a serious disaster to have missed." 

It seems as though tlie economical reader should 
choose his reading on a balance of conflicting con
siderations, and consider vety carefully whether 
Mr. Pricsdey, plus his bonus for having been born in 
this centuty, is, even so, of as great relevance as 
Dickens. And it remains for the individual economic 
playgoer to decide whether "Musical Chairs," plus 
bonus, is more relevant to him than "Hamlet"; though 
the economic playgoer, at any rate, should have time 
to absorb the relevance of both. 



CHAPTER X 

The Drug in the Theatre 

IT becomes necessary again to attempt a definition of 
"life" or Uliving." Does "life" or "living" consist 
in the daily eight hours of ignominious scufiling for 
the few pennies of which -the country has not as yet 
been deprived? Or is "life" or "living" something 
which /lappens, something \vhich we do, after scuflle 
hours ? 

"Unless one is unusually lucky," says Mr. F. R. 
Leavis, "one saves up living for after working 
hours." 

But a great number of people behave as if they 
regarded working hours as in themselves "life" or 
"living," and the period of un-business after working 
hours as something vaguely immoral which must 
somehow be got through. 

We go to work to earn the cash to buy the food to 
get the strength to go to work to earn the cash. to 
buy the food to get the strength to go to work. • • 

The activity known as "living" is marked with 
a cross. 

The point is II. vital one. 
Is the scuflle itself the only good life? Or is .the 

good life only ~ossible after the scuflle is over? 
Surely Adam, who was _Jill with an eleven

-mnrr working day, had not a fair chance of "life." 
66 



DRUG IN THE THEATRE 67 

He tolllJ only have "lived" for one hour in the 
twclve. But we, who live in an age of machines 
whose function and express purpose it is to provide 
goods for us without our effort, can, if we want, 
live for a good six hours in the twclve. The curse 
is removed. Adam is unemployed. 

Unfortunatdy, we don't want. Most of us vagudy 
dread leisure as a period during which we are in 
danger of awaking to the fact that we are alive, and 
therefore presumably intended to live, as opposed 
to trying to suspend continually this tiresome business 
of living. 

Saturday moroing, 1~ o'clock. Adam used to 
work his cleven hours even on Saturdays. But we 
are freed each Saturday punctually at noon. 0 
triumphant progress of civilisation I For a day and 
a half we are "free." 

What shall we do with this day and a half, this 
blessed day and a half which is the measure of our 
progress since the time of Adam? Shall we live? 
Or shall we suspend the business of living? To live 
is such an effort. Anaesthetics? Quick I 

Listen, you novdists, theatre managers, film 
~ors, newspaper proprietors, we want anaesthetics, 
and we want 'em potent. .... , 

What can you do for us all you theatre managers ? 
If you please, kind sir, we have a fine line in musical 
comedies with soporific songs about maybe and 
baby and love and dove, and real roses and real 
balloons gratis which will make you forget all about 
that ugly outside world; and then we have a very 
pretty line in farce, with an anaesthetic snigge~ 
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every page. We guanntee, absolutely guanntee, not 
to make you think, kind sir; and after your good 
dinner at your comfortable club and in view of the 
tiring week which you have had (and in view of your 
kind pennies, sweet, sweet sir) there shall nothing 
be seen in our ~eatre which might by any conceivable 
chance disturb your complacency. 

And what can you do for us all you film directors ? 
Say, you'll be O.K. with us. It takes money to 

make the strongest drugs, and, boy, don't we make 
theml 

We've wish-fullilment films for every man, woman 
and child, narcotic romanres for the fattest banker . 
and anaesthetic pulsing pornography to meet the 
most advanced taste. Boy, it's opium 1 

And what about you novelists ? Yes, indeed, sir 
and madam, we can do you a very palatable drug. 
Oh no, it's no trouble to us. We don't write about 
anything, you see;' we just write. Because we like 
it ? No 1 not precisely. Because we have to earn 
our bread and butter. Yes, it is rather an obscene 
subject, isn't it, bread and butter. But it's all right, 
we won't mention it in our books. We'll take it for 
granted. We always think that's one of the most 
delightful things about books, don't you, that one 
can take bread and butter for granted in them. 
V cry well, then, we will turn you out 4,000 novels a 
year; not because we rea1I y want to, or because they 
are in any sense good books. But we have need of 
your pennies and you have need of being made to 
forget, of being "taken out of yourselves?" Have we, 

-«iefore, struck a bargain? 
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AsSOCIATED OPIUM MANuFACTURERS. LTD •• 

WILL Hm.P You TO FORGET 

(I) The artist, writer or theatre manager has. in 
order to procure his bread and butter. to give 
the public what it wants. 

(z) The public, because it cannot bear. after office 
hours. to contemplate anything remotely rele
vant to this grotesque parody of a civilisation, 
wants something to make it forget. 

(3) Pinal Restnt oj the abOlil /1110.-The artist, writer. 
and theatre lIlllIlag« become, through economic 
compulsion, the dispensers in a gigantic drug
racket. 

The blame for this perverse state of affairs. it must 
be noticed, is attributed not to any individual or 
group of individuals. but to a fraudulent system of 
distribution which. by imposing destitution on a 
country bursting with plenty. makes the artist 
economically dependent on the public and the public 
ultimately dependent on drugs. The efficient 
viciousness of this circle ls only p~ed by the 
efficiency of money as a device for causing starvation 
in an age of abundance. Money conclusively strangles 
the material abundance; the non-material abundance 
is effectively choked by the penniless artist-drug 
addict public circle. Let us take first the paucity, 
the non-abundance of the contemporary theatre. 

Three facts:-
(I) When the Greeks of the fifth century B.~ 
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to the theatre, they did not shy away from the 
tragedies of Aeschylus, Sophocles, and Euripides. 

(z) The Elizabethans were quite equal to sitting 
through "Hamlet!' "Macbeth" and "Othello." 

(3) The average twentieth-century Georgian is 
usually divided between a musical comedy and 
a tattoo-like "show." 

''Bless me," says the tired business man, "when 1 go 
to the play after a good dinner, 1 like a good laugh," 
says he. "I don't want to-see anything melancholy." 

Perhaps what he means is that he does not want to 
see anything which distur!l\; his complacency. He 
wants to see a nice sheltered show, as far divorced 
from life as possible. Who's going to blame him 
for wanting something divorced from life? Why, 
no one. Even though someone is, perhaps, going to 
think how curious it was of the Greek audience 
always to be wanting more life, more life even on 
the stage. Perhaps that was the key to the difference 
between their brimming, and our thwarted, civilisa
tion. The pagan Greeks wanted life more abundantly, 
and we, the tail end of a "Christian" civilisation, 
spend our time continually trying to avoid living, 
trying to escape from life. 

''I have come that you may have life, and that 
you may have it more abundantly I" 

Perhaps of aJJ forms of drama the typical Musical 
Comedy has least, and the typical Tragedy most, to 
"do with" life. The Musical Comedy suppresses 
aJJ of • the painful, and most of the pleasurable, 
~es of life. In the full tragic experience, as 
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Mr. L A. Richards says. "there is no suppression. The 
mind does not shy away from anything, it does not 
protect itself with any illusion, it stands nn<X>IIIforted. 
unintimidated. alone and seIf~ D 

In other words, there is no tendency to go and 
"Jean up against" anything, or to seek to forget the 
less ag=abIe facts.. No attrmpt to drog or cmtt:h 
ooeself Musical Comedy is the apotheosis of 
chugging and cmtt:hiog: a forgetting of all the facts 
cmept a sickly rose-garden fngraoce; and a leaning 
up &g2inst the idea that all the world's a rose garden 
and .., • ..., all got a thousand a year. WhemIs, as 
Mr. Richards says. "the 'least touch of any theology 
which bas a mmpeosotory Heaven to olIi:r the tngic 
hero is &IlIl." In Tragedy there are no oompema
tioos, no evasions. Mosical Comedy is ODe gigantic 
mmpeoSOriOll and evasion. Tragedy tlIkes aa:nont 
of all the fads, aa:q>IS them, =luces them to order, 
"masII:lS" them. Tragedy &ces up to hunger, 
poverty. envy. jealousy. malice, etc. Musical Comedy 
fngrantly averts its fatle. 

We are a gcnerarioo of filce..averrers ; but the present 
prospect being wbaJ: it is, .., can perhaps hardly 
be blamed for that. But.., _ be blamed for not 

""'king any effort to change that prospeao and, for 
a start, an effort to disttibote the ""' ....... _1 abundance. 

Meanwhile, the drift from Tragedy oontinoes. 
From Tragedy to Musical Comedy. From Mosical 
Comedy to Non-SInp Variety. From Non-SInp 
Variety to the popular G_ 

At each stage of this rettogU:SSWIl the ~Of!, 
the effort clcmandrd of the -ndiener seems to be kSS. 
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There is an obligation upon a theatre audience to 
be prepared to be reciprocal to the players and the 
play. The acting of a play entails an act of collective 
co-operation. The relation between the stage and 
the audience is, as Mr. Tyrone Guthrie points out, 
"mutually creative." Something is demanded of the 
audience; and that something, is it proceeds from the 
audience, modifies the play in the very act of formation, 
subtly affects the timing and "meaning" of every 
single line. The theatre is collectively sociable. 
If the cinema is sociable' it is so only accidentally. 
The most sociable attribute of the cinema is manifested 
in the huddled sociable p:US observable along the 
wall seats of the majority of cinemas. It is noticeable 
that in the theatre far fewer people have leisure to 
sit "quietly sweating palm to palm." They are 
participating in the play, actually and in fact affecting 
the play. No audience, however uaIous, can actually 
affect a film. The film continues, constant, unget
at-able, unmodifiable. The audience lolls back im
potent, each in his several vacuum. 

We have said that the "long-period" trend in the 
contemporary theatre is away from tragedy. This is, 
under the present system of distribution, inevitable. 
Tragedy implies a yea-saying to the sum of things. 
But at present the sum of things (as manifested by 
people progressively starving and being starved in a 
world bursting with plenty) is so unattractive, that 
the impulse is to narrow the range of theatre subjects, 
and to cause a demand for plays which "look on the 
br~ side of things I" 
--this accounts for the streaming popularity of 
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"wish-fulfilment" plays and fi!ms such as "Service," 
which is so flavoured with the condiment called 
"warm humanity," that it must make a great many 
of the tired and defrauded people who go to see it 
think, for an hour or two, that even this thing which 
is variously named the slump, the economic crisis, 
the mortal sickness of capitalism, and the triumph of 
the machine, has after all a sunny, rainbow side to it. 

This accounts also for the success of "fragrant" 
plays such as "Autumn Crocus" and "Tobias and the 
Angel." The property of these plays is that among 
the unindustrialised faeryIands of the Tyrol and 
Babylon (was it?) the pllllygoer can find a three-hours 
relief from the world of machinery and over-production 
and scuffles for money and long hours on office stools. 

This accounts also for all our roaring farces, our 
musical comedies, our funniest shows in London. 
The property of the farces is to induce laughter, and 
whatever the function of laughter may have been in 
the past, it's function now in the contemporary 
laughter-theatre is simply and solely to drug. 

Wish-fulfilment plays, "charming" plays, "fragrant" 
plays, musical comedies, farces-one and all they have 
a common quality; namely the quality of fUJt fanng 
lIP to the prlSlnt siltlation. One and all they regress 
and escape, compensate and evade. Which brings 
us to a point of some importance. 

No play or other work of art (unless it be the work 
of a genius) can be fully adequate to the needs of 
penple at the present time unless it has taken full 
implicit account of the one vital contem..e.orary 
situation. What is the one vital contem~ 
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situation? It is that created by the simple fact that 
the world is bursting with plenty, plenty of everything 
except monetary tickets of admission to the feast. 
No present-day playwright can write a play which 
has a chance of being fully adequate to this generation 
unless he has already incorporated this fact into his 
imaginative system fllJt I/I",fy 4f a fa&! btd t1J a litJi"g 
frtIfh. 

This, of course, does not mean that no play is 
fully reIevant unless it deals specifically with under
consumption, or over-production. But it does mean 
that any fully alive person who is also a playwright 
wiII inevitably have been imected by the significance 
of this problem, and that all he writes wiII be tinged 

. by that infection. 
How many of our present-day playwrights can be 

said, by this criterion, to be fully relevant to their 
contemporary audiences? Do we catch a single 
hint from anyone of the plays of Messrs. John Van 
Druten, Ivor Novello, Walter Hackett, Benn Levy, 
Frederick Lonsdale, that these authors are even 
aware, let alone infected by, the one vital problem 
of the IIge? 

o generation of face-averters, who hath warned 
you? 

There is, however, one living playwright who can
not be said to avert his face from any of the con
temporary facts, however unconsoling. Playgoers 
who go to the theatre for shelter should not go to 
see Mr. Somerset Maugham's "For Services Ren
dered." In point of fact, of course, they don't go 
~ it. The great British public, which had so 
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long looked to its theatre for an opportunity of 
evasion and wish-fulfilment, escape and compensation, 
found itself confronted with a play in which there 
was no suppression of the less agreeable facts, no 
attempt to evade, no compensation. The great 
British public dubbed the play "morbid," and allowed 
it to come off after a, run of only seven weeks. 

The attitude of the theatre-going public, put in its 
simplest terms, seems to be as follows:-They regard 
happiness as the true end of living, and, not finding 
that happiness in "real" life, for their theatre they 
like slices of life out of which all the "unhappy'" 
ingredients are remove., thus leaving a residue of 
"happiness" which they would like to identify with, 
their own "life." An alternative view of the true 
end of living is "completion", ''wholeness,'' "inte
gration." The small public that believes in this 
should like, for its theatre, plays in which no unhappy' 
ingredients are removed, but in which all the. in
gredients are put in order, "reconciled," made, in 
fact, into a work of art. 

"I tell you," says Captain Shotover in "Heartbreak 
House," "happiness is no good. You can be happy 
when you are only half4live. I am happier now I 
am half-dead than ever 1 was in my prime. But there 
is no blessing on my happiness." 

1 take Mr. Hackett's and Mr. Lonsdale's and Mr. 
Novello's plays as instances of "happy" slices of life 
in which all the genuinely unconsoling ingredients are 
suppressed; and 1 take Mr. Maugham's "For Services 
Rendered" as an instance of a "wholeness" in which 
there is no suppression of any ingredients ~, 
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but a "reconciliation" of the total number of in
gredients, into a genuine work of art. 

I take Mr. Maugham's play to be ''better'' than the 
plays of those others because it is more fully alive 
than they; and because it seems better to live in the 
whole mind rather than to lie about in parts of the 
mind. Conversely, a fully . aqequate play should 
imply a world in microcosm, whereas most West End 
productions nowadays imply a drawing-room or bed
room in I",letIJ'o. 

But a "slice of life" is_not, except by a /luke, a 
work of art. The extreme realistic naturalism of the 
West End stage is, amongs' other things, very con
venient for the theatrical drug addict; it makes it as 
smoothly easy for him to compensate by identifying 
himself with his wish-fuliilment as manifested in the 
hero of the play, as for the cinema drug-addict to 
compensate in identifying himself with the young 
man playing opposite Miss Greta Garbo. 

Mr. Terence Gray, at the Festival Theatre at Cam
bridge, and Mr. Peter Godfrey, at the Gate Theatre, 
have made notable efforts to resist this anaesthetic 
"realism"; and to get the audience to exert itself 
and participate in the performance before it is too 
late, and before the theatre audience resigns itself 
permanently to the separated vacuum permanently 
inhabited by the cinema audience. 

But here again the economic limitation makes 
itself felt. The present demand is for plays which 
"copy life." (By which is meant a special drug
selection out of life.) Managers and playwrights 
muslfl1Upply plays which "copy life" or they must 
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starve. One of the things for which, incidentally, 
we should be grateful to Mr. Bernard Shaw is that 
his plays are an implicit protest agaiilst the "copying 
life" tradition; his plays make no attempt to be 
realistic, to make the audience think that they are 
"real life," to attain a maximum of illusion. The 
audience cannot lapse into a lolling coma confident 
that everything will happen exactly as it .happens in 
real life. There is always the ever-present possibility 
of an imaginative shock. 

Otherwise, the English theatre seems condemned to 
wriggle in the drawing-room among the oh-so-real 
cups and saucers. • 

Photography replaces portraiture. Accurate re
porting ousts the kindling influence of the imagina
tion. "Strange Orchestra "-photography and re
porting-lodges claims to be in the same class as 
"Musical Chairs, "-portraiture and imagination. Our 
imaginative consciousness becomes atrophied for 
want of exercise. We are content to lie about in 
parts of the mind. Living in the whole mind-it's 
too tiring. We have no time for it, anyhow; we 
have to earn our living. 

All of which can be reduced to one interesting fact: 
Because we have to earn our "living" we have no 
time to "live." 



CHAPTER XI 

Other Week-End Drugs 

.ALcoHOL 

ALCOHOL, a stock concomitant of week-end man; 
drug or stimulus? If we find it to be a net stimulus, 
then surely, if we are free of inhibitions, we must 
declare alcoholism, adroitly manipulated, to be a 
more desirable way of spending the week-end than 
going to Blackpool, and e.rdJPing into the country, or 
going to an American film, or to a musical comedy, 

. or to reading the weekly reviews. Is it, then, a 
stimulus? Our own apparent experience may tend 
towards the conclusion that it is a very precious and 
precise stimulus. 

"For my part," he said, "I've never been able to 
see why the art of the toper should be held in any 
less esteem than that of the poet or the musician. 
The same mixture of sensuous and intellectual 
pleasure which one gains by, say, reading the Injl1'fllJ 
or hearing the "Overture to Tristan," can be obtained 
-not by getting drunk ; that's mere bad generalshi(>
but by reaching the borderline, the crest of the wave, 
and staying there. One gets the same vertiginous 
sensation of new vistas opening all around one, of 
the beasdy gross, material universe becoming radiant, 
informed with personality and purpose. ••. J> William 
James was right. There must exist in the brain 
somA"pecial region, exquisitely sensitive to the 

78 
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carcoses of metaphysical truth, '\li:hich'only function 
under the stimulus of alcohol. The Absolute is at 
the bottom of the second bottle. "1 

In this account, "getting drunk" is plainly the 
equivalent of our metaphorical drug ; and the 
"reaching the borderline and staying on it" is an 
attempt at sustained stimulus. Whethel: this stimulus 
is, in practice, feasible, it is difficult to be certain. 
It is difficult also, to know whether, after the effect 
of the stimulus has worn off, the organism does or 
does not relapse into a condition actually inferior 
to the original condition. 

If alcohol can, in fact, be used as, a IUt stimulus, it 
does not seem illegitimate so to use it. McDougall, 
however, quoting a booklet published by the British, 
Liquor Control Board during the war, maintains 
that the effect of alcohol is soldy narcotic. ' 

"Later work," he says, "supports the conclusion 
that direct effect of alcohol upon all parts of the 
system is to depress or suspend its function; that 
alcohol is, in short, from fint to last a narcotic drug." 

An interesting, if un1ikdy-looking, conclusion. 
Finally, in the absence of scientific certainty, perhaps 
the most enlightening comment on 'the position has 
been made by Doctor J ohmon: "Sir, I do not say 
it is wrong to produce sdf-complacency by drinking ; 
I only deny that it improves the mind." 

SEXUALITY 

In dealing with literature we have posited as 
desirable a new order founded on conciliation~ead 

• DuiroIJh Y_ Mm_ by Patrick Carleton. 
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of suppression. The propagandists of organised 
Christianity felt impelled to preach the separation of 
mind and body and to teach the suppression of the 
body's impulses. It was inevitable that this doctrine 
and this practice should impoverish life. Qearly 
now, now that the decline of organised Christianity is 
coinciding with the transition from an age of sup
pression to an age of reconciliation and coinciding 
also with a significant advance in contraceptive 
science, the primary reconciliation to be eHected 
should be that between spirit and flesh. 

The inhibitions which obstructed that recon
ciliation and the lack of de~ioes to facilitate it having 
now been amended, how, we must enquire, do the 
majority of people avail themselves of this oppor
tunity for a new kind of integration. As a stimulus? 

\, dru ,Or as a g? 
The week-end scurryings of stockbrokers and 

army officers to Blackpool and Piccadilly and Brighton 
-are they the outward and visible sign of a new 
stimulus-or of a new drug-vogue? 

In "The Fire-Sermon" section of "The Waste Land," 
Mr. T. S. Eliot has twice suggested the drearily 
narcotic quality of the week-end sexuality now so 
fashionable, we are given to understand, among 
soldiers and tired business men, particularly in the 
account of the relations between the typist and the 
small house-agent's clerk. 

The time is now propitious, as he guesses, 
The meal is ended, she is bored and tired, 
j/oodeavours to engage her in caresse. 
Which still arc unreproved, if undesired. 
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FIusbc:d aod clrcidcd. he ..... uIts :It ana:; 
EspJoring bauds c:na>UDta: DO c!ekncr. 
His nnity requires DO teS~ 
And m:akes a welcome of indiffereoce.. 

Allied to this attitude are all the Casanovan, Don 
Juan attitudes which regard sex as an end in itself. 
This group of attitudes has been well described by 
Mr. Walter Lippmann. 

There is the art of lovc as Casanova, fur e:omple, 
l""ctjsed it. It is the art of scductioo, courtship and 
&emal grari6carion: it is an art which mlrnjnates in 
the sauaJ Itt. It CUI he "'p", .. ed with the same Iovcr 
aod with otbet lovers,.but it abaasts itself in the 
_ of ecstacy. When that IIlOIIIeDt is ..... cW. the 
wotk of art is done, aod the lover as artist "after an 
interval, perhaps of stupor aod vital '" "I .... rioo, .. 
must start all over again, unriI :It last the Ihytbm is so 
SI2Ie it is a weariness to start at all; or the lover must! 
lind oew lovers and ""'" teSistanors to conquer. 

A &ir descriptive acrount of contemporary sex
uality. the drug. 

Hear. on the otbet band, the words of D. If. 
Lawrence, who has, implicidy in his novels. done 
more than any otlu;r contemporary petson towards 
"rescuing the passions from helL" 

But DO man ever bad • wife uokss he sewed a g.....t 
pr<dominant purpose. Otbetwise, be bas a lover. a 
IIlistRss. No matter bow much she may be married 
to him, uokss his days have a living purpose, am
sttuctive or dc:sttuctive, but a pmpose beyond her and 
all she stands for; uokss his days have this purpose, 
aod his soul is r<aIly committed to his purpose, she 
will not be • wife, she will only be a ~d be 
will be her lover. 
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If the man has no purpose for his days, then to the 
woman alone remains the goal of her nights, the great 
sex goal. And this goal is no goal but always cries for 
the something beyond: for the rising, the morning and 
the going forth beyond, the man disappesring ahead 
into the distance of futurity, that which his purpose 
stands for, the future. The sex goal needs, absolutely 
needs, this further departure. And if there hI no further 
departure, no great way of belief on ahead, and if sex 
is the starting point and the goal as well: then sex 
becomes like the bottomless pit, insatiable. 
A superb emotive account of sex, the supreme 

stimulus of a purposeful. fife. 
Sexuality: drug or stimulp,s ? 
Statistics are not at present available. 
But we have our suspicions. 

MUSIC 

Music, an almost invariable condiment for the 
family week-end: drug or stimulus? 

"A musical education," says Mr. Santayana, "is 
necessary for musical judgment. What most people 
relish is hardly music; it is rather a drowsy reverie 
relieved by nervous thrills." 

It looks as though, for the musically uneducated, 
music is invariably a drug. Plainly, for the musically 
educated, music is capable of being a supreme stimulus ; 
a stimulus more effective than the most eJfective 
verbal metaphor, but essentially a stimulus of the 
same kind. The essential of the "great" verbal 
metaphor is that it breaks new ground; it pushes 
forward the borders of our imaginative consciousness. 
By a.JiW,w use of words it achieves a response which 
words, used in the old way, have never yet been able 
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to evoke. Pre-eminently, great music has this same 
kind of effect. Being unhampered by the constricting 
medium of words it can reach regions of our imagina
tive consciousness which are inaccessible to words. 
It can break new ground, and achieve a stimulus 
which is "beyond description," simply because it has 
advanced beyond the borders of language. 

Music is capable of being the supreme metaphor; 
it is capable, also, of behaving like the worst cliche. 

If great music is capable of thrillingly breaking 
new ground, a great deal of modem dance and week
end music is capable of going over old ground in a 
most sickly, sagging and.studiedly narcotic way. 

Everyone who has listened to week-end gramophone 
records or Saturday night wireless music is familiar 
with the faintly-detonating cliches of song and melody 
which constitute modem dance music. The cliche
character of the words of dance songs is more easily 
analysable than the clichC-character of the tunes. 
The formula is to bundle together words well-equipped 
with stock associations, and then to allow them to 
detonate against each other: Howers, hours, baby, 
maybe, mom, com, blue, you, roses, reposes. The 
principle is readily visible in some of the negro songs, 
e.g. "Carry me back to Old Virginny," where each 
word is loaded with fragrant associations. 

Carry: associations of languishing proneness. 
Me: the receptive, inviting, introversion. 
Back to: nostalgic, lost-content, yeaming. 
Old: nostalgia again, land of my childhood, etc. 
Virginny: cross between orange blossom Virginia 

and lily-like Virgins. -.. 
G 
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Or again, the words of some of the more "intel
lectual" dance songs may serve as a popular edition 
of the themes of the English poets. In this way we 
perceive "Old Man River" as the popular, dance-hall 
version of the theme of Hardy's Wessex Novels, 
and Noel Coward's "Dance Little Lady" as a contem
porary version of Herrick's "Gather Ye Rosebuds." 

Or again, the words of dance songs may uncon
sciously be designed as a convenient substitute: 
"Thtough the smoke an' flame, I gotta go where 
you are." Though the. traditional self-possessed 
Englishman would never perhaps make this remark 
off his own bat, he may be evnsidered to be not above 
endorsing it, as proceeding from the mouth of a 
nigger vocalist, by means of a casual hand-press, or 
a passing manly smile. 

On the whole, the tunes of jazz songs form a 
fitting and organic counterpart of the words. On to 
the tune, as on to the words, it is only too easy for 
the listener to "get up" and ride along in the saddle 
of a dual clich~, in a pleasurably melancholy coma. 
"Jazz, in fact," says Constant Lambert, "is just that 
sort of bastard product of art and life that provides 
so acceptable a drug to those incapable of really 
coping with either. As with all drug habits, one 
dare not stop for fear of the; reaction, and it is no 
rare experience to meet people whose lives are so 
surrounded, bolstered up and inflated by jazz that 
they can hardly get through an hour without its 
collaboration." 

So much for jazz, the clich~g. One astonishing 
excepftan must, however, be recorded. 
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Occasionally, from a jazz soloist of genius, a really 
effectual metaphor will emanate. Once or twice in 
the records of Bix Beiderbeck, Bix himself, in an 
improvised solo seizes into sound an intensdy 
individual pn hfll. state of mind. And the result 
is a metaphor which, in an uniqudy stimulating way, 
breaks new ground, and pushes forward the borders 
of our imaginative consciousness. • 

A WEEK-END IN THE CoUNTRY 
As opposed to, and with completely different 

implications to, a week-end at BlackpooL Quite 
literaIly, a week-end in th\:: country: 'a cottage, walks 
in the woods, cooking, conversation, the weck-end 
book, etc., drug or stimulus ? 

There are two ways of going into the country. 
There is the attempt to go and permanently hide one's 
ostrich head in the clotted atmosphere of a country 
parish; to live among church bdls and moss, speci
fically in order to forget the ugly existence of 
Birmingham and the Black Country and Wigan and 
the Tyneside and the slums of London, which is to 
do rather wbat Oscar Wilde called: "Living only on 
the sunny side of the garden." The cult of the 
backwater. 

On the other hand, one can go, with complete 
awareness of Birmingham, Wigan and the slums, 
into the country and thence derive an unique relevant 
stimulus. 

The first way is purdy a drug_ seeking to live a 
sheltered life, oblivious of smoke and dirt. _ 

The second way is a preliminary to the facing up to 
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a completely unsheltered life, and a tonic before 
turning one's attention to the smoke and the dirt. 
This second attitude is, I think, a recent one; it is 
essentially a reHex. product of the new industrial 
civilisation. 

There is all the difference between an old and new 
ci~lisation between Rupert Brooke's sheltered country 
drug poetry:-

But Grantchester I Ah, Grantchester I 
There's peace and holy quiet there, 
Great clouds along pacific skies, 
And men and women with straight eyes, 
Lithe children lovelier. than a dream, 
A hosky wood, a slumbrous stream, 
And litde kindly winds that creep 
Round twilight corners, half asleep. 

and Mr. nay Lewis's unsheltered and stimulating: 
Charabancs shout along the lane, 
And summer gales bay in the wood 
No less superbly because I can't explain 
What I have understood. 

In the world of the first of these poems, Wigan and 
the slums have no place. In the world of the second, 
Wigan has, implicitly, a very prominent place. Which 
indicates why Rupert Brooke is not, on the whole, 
relevant to us of 1931. And why Mr. Day Lewis is. 

There is another thing to be noticed. This pedal
ling into the country at the week-end, this striding of 
released schoolmasters and dons into the mountains 
is, from another point of ~ew, an essentially modem 
characteristic. It is reported that Petrarch was the 
first llJi!l to climb a mountain for the ~ew. At any 
rate the merging of self in spaciousness, either 
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architectutaI, literary, rural, or ideal, seems to afford 
the modem human being a particularly satisfying 
indefinedoess of individuality; as witness the 
phenomena of sky-scrapers, Virginia Woolf's novels, 
hiking and communism. The stimulating or nar
cotic nature of that "relief" depends as usual, on the 
individual. 

In point of fact, the ability to find, or to elude, life, 
either in town or country seems so to depend. 

Where then, in general, is "life" to be found? 
Is "where" indeed a relevant question? Should it 

not rather be "How"? Does locality enter into it at 
all? • 

It is customary to talk of the academic scholar or 
the country parson as being "withdrawn from-life." 
Withdrawn from what? From city life? From 
London? Is life genuinely most prevalent in London? 
In the ant-heaps ofPimlico and Battersea? In WhitebaIl 
and Downing Street? In the service Hats of Mayfair ? 
On London Bridge at noon? In Threadoeedle 
Street at lunch-time? In the Houses of Parliament? 
Who is daring enough to assert confidently that the 
Prime Minister is in any way "nearer to life" than a 
parson in a Dorset village? Was Arnold Bennett 
reaIly closer to reality than Mary Webb? 

Can it even be that life is no respecter of localities ; 
and that the important persons who go by aeroplane 
from capital to capital, in a frenzy of ambition to 
keep their fingers on the "pulse of world events," 
are reaIly more stuffed, more hollow, more essentially 
lifeless than the lusty villagers of, say, Ma T. F. 
Powys' novels ? 



CHAPTER xn 
Summary 

WE decided to follow up ·the theme of the decline of 
religion and its consequences. 

We started then from the fundamental, essential 
religious idea which we decided to take as the idea 
of communication with all the mysterious, majestic, 
tremendous otherness of the universe. 

Secondly, we noticed that for the past ",000 years 
this essential religious ide: has been linked to the 
idea of a Christian God, often conveniently imagined 
'as a ptrson who received these communications and 
answers them. We ttied to show how organised 
Christians had been apt to deflect the essential idea 
of religion, which is the idea of stimulating com
munion, by using their communion time or "prayer 
time," as they called it, for the purposes on the one 
hand of beseeching and petitioning this supposed 
person at the other end of the telephone wire, and 
on the other hand for the purposes of otiose specula
tions on an irrdevant future life. We suggested 
that Christians have been especially prone to do this 
when life has seemed trying or difficult. 

'Ibirdly, we went on to indicate the way in which 
the growth of rational thought and the popularisation 
of scientific knowledge threw doubt on the idea of 
a personal God who would call off the particular 
afIIicti_ or tribulation if requested to do so in the 
appropriate manner. 



SUMMARY 

Fourthly, we suggestOO that with the idea of a 
persooaJ. supematuml God abandoned, people had 
to begin to fiu:e the filet that life was ofim. for some 
reason or other, vacant and intolerable They had 
to begin to face this filet for themselves, and without 
running off to tell God all about it and without 
asking Him p1ease to make it better. 

Fifthly, that people's realisation of the filets as 
they were, caused them to act in one of two ways. 
To drug themselves into an unroosciousness of that 
distasteful knowledge, or to stimulate themselves 
into such a quickened activity that they were able to 
over-ride the vacancy an'd the intolerableness. 

Sixthly, we went on to indicate what we am
sidered to be the main drugs and the main stim .... 
lants in use to-day. We suggested that though 
cnganised Christianity had beoome in many quarters 
an eIabomte drug, yet that both the essential religious 
cperience and the essential points of Christ's own 
teaching were still among the supreme present-day 
stimulants. 

With the object of obtaining some idea as to 
how far the twentietlH:entury agnostic's weck-cnd 
activities were stimulating, how far uan:oti.c, we 
glanced at the habits of leading, the cinema, the 
theatre, jazz music, going into the <XIUD.tty, etc. 

It is now time to revert to the twin idea of material 
abundance. 



CHAPTER xm 
The Points Where· the Consciousness 

of the Age Shows Itself 
WE have now made a pieHrninaty survey of the 
implications of the Age oi Plenty (the "obligation to 
communism," and the choice between "Sisyphism," 
and the acceptance of leisure as moral); and also of 
the implications of a post-institutionally-religious age 
(the choice between drug and stimulus, between wider 
or narrower consciousness, more or less life). In 
this chapter it is proposed to examine the conjoint 
impact of these implications on the most sensitively 
conscious organisms of the age; on the representative 
poets ("the points where the consciousness of the 
age shows itself"), and on three representative and 
adequately conscious periodicals. 

In the representative poets there is a fairly clear line 
between aggression and regression. Compare 

AIl you that have a cool head and safe hands 
Awaken early, there is much to do: 
Hedges to raze, channels to clear, a true 
Reckoning to find. The other side commands 
Eternity. We have an hour or two. 

of C. Day Lewis, with this from Mr. Eliot. 

Teach us to care and not to care; 
Teach us to sit still. 

go 
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These lines wete published some eight year.; after 
"The Waste Land," a poem which according to 
Mr. I. A. Richards is entirely without beliefs. It 
may be noticed that in both the two above quotations, 
reactions to both the two sets of impJiations that 
we are examjnjng are involved. In Mr. Eliot, the 
non-aggressive tone is bound up with a more or less 
explicit resort to a Church system; in Mr. Day Lewis, 
the refusal to be drugged, the aggressive tone is 
bound up with an almost explicitly polili&a/ forward
lookingness. (Exercise: view the entire Conservative 
Party in the light of a group of dope fiends, assiduously 
averting their faces.) Day Lewis is moving outwards 
to the future; Eliot has recently affixed himself to 
the past. 

Even in "The Waste Land" the nexus with the past 
was detectable. 

The boat responded 
. Gaily, to the band e:xpert with sail and oar, 

The sea was calm, your heart would have responded 
Gaily, when invited, beauty obedient 
To controlling bands. . 

It begins to come appareot how a refusal to admit 
the "obligation to communism," a shying away from 
the jump forward, involves the use of a crutch or drug, 
and an edging back. into the past. The individual's 
reaction to. the Age of Plenty governs something 
more than his political creed; it affects the entire 
direction of his leisure life. In the brief intervals 
between ''work'' or ''business,'' a responsibility, a 
necessity of choice fastens upon him; he.p!.ust do 
one of two things; he must move forward or back. 
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aggress or regress. To stand still will have the 
effect of regression, because the scenery will begin 
to move past and leave him standing. 

In the work of Auden, Spender, and Day Lewis, 
the aggression is unmistakable; critics may even find 
it too protrusive, too difficult to mistake. In Eliot 
the tum into non-aggression is equally unmistakable. 
(One hesitates actually to say "regression" because 
his allegiance to a Church "system" seems to involve, 
astonishingly, in his poetry, a minimum of leaning.) 

It would be immediately"irrelevant to advert to the 
political creeds of these poets. We may pass on to 
the examination of three periodicals: Th, Ad,lphi, 
!Th. NIIlJ Stat,sman, and SfflIti'!Y' 

Th, NIIlJ Statesman and Nation is primarily concerned 
with all that is implied in planning, 'GOnomi, revolution 
(if revolution is not, indeed, too abrupt a word). 

It is interested in the application of technology, in 
a change of system; there is no emphasis (or only 
an incidental one, e.g. in Critic's column or 
MacFlecknoe's verses) on a re-orientation of attitude. 
Somewhere at the back of it Mr. Keynes appears to 
move on the lines of purely economic manipulation 
in the direction, not so much of socialism as of a 
planned world capitalism. Its obligation to make a 
~justment to the Age of Plenty situation takes 
pre-eminently a technical form; and a certain aridity 
sometimes noticeable in its pages is not improbably 
connected with this lack of humane emphasis. 

Over against The NIIlJ StatlSman set The Adelphi, 
hack of~hich Mr. Middleton Murry, who combines 
an individuality of theoretical interpretation with a 
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precise sense of what is politically possible, posits a 
pronounced ext:ra-economic emphasis. Mr. Murry's 
intuitive intetpretation is not without a cettain 
difficulty of apprehension, although there are things 
which are plain enough. The following quotation, 
from TI1I AJelphi, for instance, seems, in isolation, to 
represent simply a N"" Staflsmflfl attitude:-

He and only he really belongs to the revolutionary 
Socialist Party who has decided, once for all, that a 
radical change in the economic basis of society towards 
economic equality is urgently necessary, and that his 
own economic individualism shall not stand in the way. 

But by far the greatest" emphasis is that placed upon 
the conception of the "annihilation of self." 

"There are many ways to revolution, but everyone 
of them demands of the man who will follow it to the. 
end the annihilation of the self." 

It is difficult for the ordinary man to apprehend 
precisely what this annihilation implies. 

Start humbly by saying that it implies the necessity 
of pre-occupation with the economic situation of the 
world; but not with the economic situation only. 
Further, that it implies the necessity of allowing the 
self to be wholly a vehicle for the effecting of the 
new order. 

But after the new order is achieved, how d~ the 
self stand to the Community? What is the relation 
between the individual and the State? What is 
the relation between individuality and Communism? 
The question is crucial; and crucial not only for 
purposes of propaganda, nor because tliere is a 
certain type of self-conscious "professional" artist 
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who is afraid that when communism comes he will 
be brutally deprived of his individuality. The 
question is crucial; and we cannot, so far as I know, 
do better than follow Mr. Murry's answer. (Thl 
.AtJelphi, January, 19H.) 

Individuality is a patadoxical thing ; it comes to those 
who have lost all concern with it. But the artist, 
precisely, in so far as he is an artist, is one of these. 
He is, while he is the medium of art, selBess. 

Art is essentially a perfection of living. To s('ecial.ise 
it, to make of it a "profession," is to degrade It. 

(At this point we are rentinded of Blake's saying: 
Christ and His discip~ were all artists.) 

And finally:-
Art is essentially a new mode of contset, /irst in the 

man himself, whereby the profound sources of his being 
are brought to utterance, and a new dynamic and creative 
unity born within him; and second, between him and 
the outward world, which, by virtue of this new 
creative unity within him is brougbt into new and 
direct relation with the renewed and now living man. 

Here agxin we come back to the reacbing-out for 
contact, for at-one-ness. We recall the two types of 
dart-players in the "pub," and the protagonist of the 
Auden "Song." We remember also the futility of 
conscious effort. What we appear to need-and 
Murry has enabled us to see it more clearly-is a 
great magnetic objective external to ourselves, which 
shall draw us out of ourselves and in the pursuit of 
which we shall, incidentally, happen to find ourselves 
in anew eelationship with each other. In the course 
of which we shall regain "touch." 
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But this selflessness, this capacity for disinterested 
activity, seems still to be a little mira.culous, a little 
accidental. It cannot be forced or qlItivated. 

"Such communism," says Murry, "it need hardly 
be said, can only be learned by experience." 

Such experience can surely only come about by a 
happy chance. It is in the nature of a :fluke. It 
certainly cannot be reckoned upon as likdy ever to 
become a universal thing. 

Right over against those who proclaim that the 
Age of Plenty situation must be the primary pre
occupation, and that consequently there must be 
revolution-whether tdtal or purdy economic
right over against The N.., Statesman and The Adelphi 
stand those, such as the St:rtIti,!] school, -whose 
attitude implies either: "The economic situation has 
no justification in demanding prime attention," or 
dse "Even if it had, nothing can be done." 

"And those who, the plight of the world being 
what it is, are impatient of any pre-occupation 
with other than economic issues, would do well 
to ponder this: 'Don't think of me as a raving, 
impractical, vain individual. To be material at 
this juncture is hopdess, hopeless-or worse than 
impractical.'" 

The inner quotation is from D. H. Lawrence-an 
isolated example of a highly aware man who stood 
out for a non-<oconomic revolution-the restoration 
of "touch" -without reference to an economic 
revolution. 

It is possible to hold that the special aptitudes of 
St:rtIti,!], like the special aptitudes of D. H. Lawrence, 
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absolve them from the urgent necessity of pre
occupation with the economic situation. The attitude 
of S&f'tIti'!Y indicates that its authors suspect the 
devotees of the "obligation to communism" of basing 
their assertion upon the values of "the man who does 
things." 

The special aptitude of S&f'tIti'!Y is declared thus:-

The problem is, rather, not merely to save these 
essential elements (of the culture which already exists) 
from a swift and final destruction in the process that 
makes communism possible, but to develop them into 
an autonomous culture, a culture independent of any 
economic, technical or so~ system as none has been 
before. Whether such a rootless culture (the metaphor 
will bear pondering, in view pf the contrast between 
the postulated communist society-in constant "dy
namic" development-and any that has produced a 
culture in the past) can be achieved and maintained 
may be doubtful ••• if it can it will be ~ a concern for 
the tradition of human culture, here an now, intenser 
than Trotsky's (the Marxist excommunicate); a con
certed and sustained· effort to perpetuate it, in spite 
of the economic process, the triumphs of engineering 
and the Conquest of Happiness, as something with 
its own momentum and life, more and more autonomous 
and self-subsistent. And in its pre-occupation with 
this effort Smlti'!Y does not find itself largely compared. 

Now it is plain from other examples of S&f'tIti'!Y 
literature that the immediate unconcern for the 
economic situation on the part of the Strtlti'!Y school 
does not in their case arise from a habit of shutting 
their eyes to the less attractive facts. There is no 
question,gf a shirking of a responsibility. As two of 
the editors of S&f'tIti'!Y have written elsewhere: "A 
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habit of cheerfulness based on a refusal (which amounts 
in the long run to inability) to see things as they are 
is, it might be pointed out, a habit of cowanlitt and 
irresponsibility taking itself for virtue, and so more 
insidiously corrupting and debilitating." 

The situation seems to be as follows:--Wtllingness 
to accept the totality of facts presupposes ~ 
of them; whiCh probably implies a willingness or 
preparedness to "do something" about them: more 
specifically, about such of them as seem salient .,. 
about those to which the observer seems specially 
adapted. 

In other wonls, all thQSe who have no lq"'Ciolised 
aptitude must puade to cope with the salient, Le. 
economic situation. 



CHAPTER XIV 

What is Desirable 

WE have now completed Our analysis of the two main 
sets of reaction to the Age of Plenty, and to the decline 
of supernatural religion. The Age of Plenty, we 
have seen, evokes two opposing modes of thought. 
The one holds that "to be material at this mOQlent is 
hopeless, hopeless," and. proclaims the need of 
"education against civilisation." The other holds 
that, as civilisation in the' material sense is now 
possible to everyone, the economic problem is the 
only one worthy of prime consideration. This. 
school is again divisible into those who decIarc that 
an economic adjustment only is necessary, and those 
who believe that a more than economic,· a total, 
revolution is absolutely entailed. 

The decline of institutional religion in its tum pro
duces two main opposing codes pf behaviour. There 
are those people who, deprived of the support of 
religion, make an effort to stand upon their own feet, 
self-supporting; ready to make a "yea-saying to the 
sum of things." There is, alternatively, that vast 
mass of people who, deprived of the support of 
religion, have settled down to a wholesale use of 
drugs of one kind and another. Between these two 
opposin.l mod.es of life there is a third which, while 
professing an allegiance to something extra-human, 

98 
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claims not to make use of any buttress ot drug; 
claims, in fact, a willingness to support itself. 

Of the two sets of tendencies the concern fot 
efficient drugs and the unconcern for an efficient 
economic system are in£nitely the most common. 
4Jmost invariably they go together. It is not pure 
coincidence that it is so completely impossible to 
interest the film-going public in economics, any more 
than, conversely, it is coincidence that tbose most 
averse to drug addiction should be tbose who are most 
violently concerned for some sort of revolution. 
A maa's reaction to the decline of religion situation 
cannot but govern his flolitical direction, and vice 
versa. It is at this point that tbe two sets of influences 
become inextricable. 

The ebb of religious belief brings man face to face 
with his environment; but it also brings him face to 
face with the necessity of re-modelIing his environment. 
For unmodiJied by man the world is intolerable. It 
must be recreated, if not in fancy by the comforts of 
religion, then in fact by the band of man himself. 
Fortunately, by the inevitable intertwinings of cause 
and effect, that very growth of knowledge which bas 
robbed man of his protective cloak of religious illusion, 
gives him in compen.ation the power to refashion the 
earth. It is precisely because man is at last in sight of 
being able to control nature himself that he now can 
neither maintain, nor should he need, the illusion that 
nature is controlled by God.' 
Unfortunately, tbe majority of people in England 

and the world bave selected for tbemselves tbe meagre, 
negative pair of alternatives-<irugs, and vicious 
apatby to their surroundings and to the coJ¥l.ition of 

I John Stnchey. rlw c....mg S""",, for PoMr. 

H 
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theh: fellow men. Unprecedented opportunities for 
abundance, material and non-materia!, have been 
offered to them; but they have assiduously elected to 
be poor. What will future historians find to say of a 
generation which looked on blandly while poverty 
was perpetuated for long after the physical need for 
it had vanished? And what will future psychologists 
have to say adequate to an age to which every chance 
of a full and abundant life was given, but which 
preferred to spend its time inventing means whereby 
the tiresome business of living might continually be 
suspended ? 

From these two pivotal f'oints, the Age of Plenty 
and the Decline of Religion, the world, and England 
in particular, bas taken the wrong, because the 
poorer, turning. What now is desirable? 

Ideally: a total revolution. Ideally, a fundamental 
adjustment, economic and also humane, to the Age 
of Plenty. An economic adjustment, because it is 
only sensible to use the plenty which bas at last been 
made accessible. A humane adjustment, because 
with the end of the age of scarcity there must logically 
evaporate the conception of civilisation as a "slavery 
of the many designed to set the minds of the few 
free for the nobler works of leisure." 

Ideally: a total revolution. A fundamental tech
nical change in the working of the system, and a 
re-orientation of attitude; a new relationship between 
human beings. But we have already seen the difficulty 
of this new relationship, this "revolution of the self." 
The mog> conscious one becomes of the need for it, 
the greater effort one makes, the more fatally inhibited 
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one grows. People can attain this new relationship 
incidentally, almost accidentally; at present, however, 
it is a rare accident. It may be many years before 
the capitalist climate ceases to have this inhibiting 
effect. In the majority of cases probably only a slow 
apocalyptic education will ever achieve the result. 
But there is no sensible reason why the· technical 
revolution should wait until such a. time. . 

Ideally: a total revolution. 
Practically: an immediate technical revolution, 

followed up by a gradual education toWatds com
munity. 

Practically: Abolish material poverty now. There 
is no obligation to wait until sufficient people are 
revolutionised in themselves, or until the workers are 
in a position to take over the ownership of the means 
of production. Poverty by a simple technical device 
could be abolished to-morrow, if enough people were 
sufficiendy interested. It might take years in England 
before the ownership of the means of production could 
be reshufBed; poverty can be abolished in a month. 
The revolution of the individual in his attitude to his 
fellows must needs take place over generations; the 
technical revolution is capable of instantaneous 
application. 

Man's struggle with nature is over. The prj_my 
implication of an Age of Plenty is not a total revolution 
but the necessity for some law which shall arrange 
for the distribution of a crop, kill or other pro
duction among IIIJ the members of a tribe or other 
community, when only a few of.th~ can take 
part in the harvest, hunt, or whatever it is. 
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The technique for that distributive reformis known
has been known for ten years or more. The tech
nical revolution can be accomplished to-morrow, if 
~ough people are sufficiendy interested. 
If enollgh peopk tlf'e slljjident!J interested, or, alter

natively, if enough people are sufficiendy disinterested. 
For it is probably true that, as Mr. Ezra Pound ob
serves: ''Not one man in a thousand can be aroused 
to an interest in economics until he definitely suffers 
from the effects of an evil system." 



CHAPTER XV 

How Poverty can be Abolished 

(I) "Production is done by machines, but consump
tion is still performed by human beings." 

. MtlSso/ini. 
(,,) "Master," says the Robot of the Pllfl&h cartoon, 

"Master, I can do the work of fifty men." "Yes," 
replies the Master, ''But who is to support those 
fifty men ?" 

(3) "Is there no one now in the State to regulate its 
bits of paper and metal so that people Who can 
and do make things can buy them ?" 

Professor Sotlt&. 

To all but those with vested interests or those 
£inally saturated in the idea of scarcity, the solution 
should be already blatandy obvious. Production is 
now done by machines. It used. to be done by men. 
Men used to "earn" wages in return for what they 
helped to produce. These wages were spent by 
them on consumption goods. They do not spend 
wages now. Because they have no wages to spend. 
Because they take, many of them, no share in produc
tion. Because production is done by machines. 
AnJ tbl tlIages of tbl maehinu are not tiistribllted. 

Result: ProtillGtion lllllimifed; mLfIImption limited. 
Production unlimited: The difficulties of making 

people reaIisj: this fact to the full seem,oat av rate for 
this generation, to be almost insuperable. 

103 



104 WAGGONER ON THE FOOTPLATE 

The world in general, and Englishmen in particular, 
are still hopelessly tied to the hypotheses of the Age 
of Scarcity. What seems to be needed for every 
adult Englishman and woman is an hour a day's 
compulsol;Y meditation on the idea of Plenty. 

Production unlimited: Those who took part 
in the war should not find this meditation very 
difficult. 

Consumption limited: Those who live in London 
should not lind this twin idea very difficult either. 
Almost every street in almbst every town supports its 
little detachment of ex-soldiers trailing along in the 
gutter, ill-shod, ill-clothed aM underfed, begging for 
pennies while time drains itself away from them. It 
is not thought worth-while, or even possible ("the 
country is so poor") now to see that these men are 
properly clothed or fed, not worth-while even to let 
them. produce the almost unlimited wealth of which 
they are capable. In the war, the case was altered • 
. In the war it Dlas thought both worth-while and 
possible. Worth-while and possible to feed and 
clothe them up to· the high military standards, and 
simultaneously to keep them supplied with the most 
elaborate shells in the most colossal numbers. 
Production manifestly unlimited. Production un
limited, even though it was carried on solely by the 
women and girls and physically unfit men who were 
left at home. 

The authorities saw £it to lind the money tokens to 
evoke this prodigious production for destruction; 
but prodactioll. for consumption was another story. 
"The grim goddess of finance exercised, as she 
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always must, an inexorable power." After the war 
it was found to be more convenient to restrict pro
duction than to print the necessary money tokens; 
tokens which had been printed with such liberality 
during the war years. Two and a half million 
acres fell out of cultivation; the streets of the towns 
echoed to the tramp of three million unemployed 
men; and we had once more slipped back a little 
further from learning to adjust the money supply to 
the market instead of adjusting the market to the 
money supply. 

"Is there no one now in the State to regulate its 
bits of paper and metal '0 that people who can and 
do make things can buy them?" 

Production unlimited: Consumption tragically 
limited. If anyone wants further proof of this latter 
let them go for a walk in Lancashire; or, should 
that savour too much of crude realism, let them read 
by their own fireside Mr. Fenner Brockway's HlI1Igty 
EnglantJ. 

Item: Why is consumption limited? It is limited 
not, curiously enough, because people don't want to 
consume more, but because they haven't the stuff 
to back their want. 

It it tin kul: of ,ffe&live "manti .,bkh makes protiM&tion 
anti erm.rNI11ption .to grollSfJ1l8!:1 lI1IeqttatuJ. 

There are only two ways of equating production 
and consumption. 

(1) By cutting down production. 

(2) By raising consumption. 
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Number 1 is the present lunatic way, leading logic
Ally to unemployment, hunger, war, starvation, etc. 
etc. 

Number z is the Social Credit way; the way origin
Ally advocated by Major C. H. Douglas, the first 
economist to look at the situation from the con
sumer's point of view. 

We are put, then, to raise consumption; to make 
demand/Tully effective. The only way to raise 
co~umption is to finance consumption. InBation 
(the financing of production) will not help. Deflation 
(the cutting down of consumption) will not help 
either. The only way to .raise consumption is to 
raise consumption (vide the brilliant NeTJI Ef1gli$b 
Weekly). 

The only way to raise consumption is to put into 
the pockets of consumers enough money tickets, 
i.e. enough coupons, to buy the whole product of 
industry. 

Tbm i$ plmty of tIInylbiflg ,,,tlpt jJefI1Iiu. ErflJ: 
Ib,,., mll.fl be more pmmu. 

("Is there no one now in the State, etc. • • • ?) 
Item: Why is there too little money? For three 

main reasons. 

(I) Since 1920 the Banks have been pUIsuing a 
deflationary policy. All attempts to improve 
the situation have been efforts to re-shuffle the 
quantity of money inside the ever-dirninisbing 
circle. 

(z) LaboUI-\aving machinery is meant to displace 
lab~UI; and it does so. But the men who are 
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displaced get no wages. The machine that 
displaces them can't spend wages. Therefore 
the total spending power in the countty is 
reduced. 

(3) Because of the defect embodied in the A and B 
theotem of Major C. H. Douglas, whereby, 
through an inherent flaw in the present system. 
there is a &hrrmi& deficiency of purchaSing power. 

This latter needs some further explanation. ¥ajor 
Douglas divides the payments made by a firm into 
two groups-the A payments consisting of wages, 
salaries. and dividends •• 

B payments for other charges, raw materials, bank 
charges, depreciation, reserves. Both A and B go 
into the cost of the article, but A is the only payment 
which creates putehasing power with which to buy 
the whole of A and B. Here is the root cause of 
the chronic deficiency of putehasing power. 

Orthodox economists and bankers have wrangled 
and boggled over this theotem in attempts to prove 
that the purchasing power generated by industty is 
automatically sufficient to meet the price-values 
created. They have attempted to show, for ClCIlllple, 
that bank charges and charges for raw materials do 
in fact eventually create putehasing power. But no 
one, so far as I know, ever has proved or ever will, 
that the sum which goes into cost to cover depreciation 
ever appears as equivalent purchasing power. 

"This amount (depreciation)," says .Major Douglas. 
''which is added to the cost of the 8Jlic1e represents 
overhead charges in their simplest form &lTd in many 
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modem productions overhead charges are between 
zoo and 300 per cent. of the direct cost of the product. 
It is not pront." 

And again: "The simple and vital fact remains 
that the wages paid during the production of the 
article are less than the price of the article by an 
amount large or small, which is added to the cost 
of the a,rpcle before the article is sold, representing, 
at least;.·:~depreciation'." 

n.us' the deficiency of purchasing power to 
buy the total amount of consumable goods is 
chronic. 

There is one exception t& this rule. In times of 
,considerable capital expansion (such as the railway
building period of the Victorian era) the money 
generated by wages and salaries for work done on 
non-consumable goods implemented the deficient 
purchasing power generated by the production of 
consumable goods alone. The war is an example of 
another type of period of which this is true. And the 
present outcry for the "creating of work" on Public 
Works is probably largely due to this sense of a 
deficiency of purchasing power. Only, as these 
Public Works would at present be financed, the 
consequent burden of debt to the Banks freshly 
riveted upon industry would be intolerable. 

P,..tbKIiOll II1Iiimihd. ConsfllllpliOll IimiteJ. COlI-
sfllllPlioll limited betllJl.fe of " latA: of effettitn tkmflflli.
betllJl.fe of " tkfoi"'fJ of .. m01l!J" in lIN potkets of 
nJIUIIJIItrs. 

Item: What.is this "money"? 
Who makes it ? 
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How does it get its value? 
Where does it go ? 
What is it? It is the sole means of distributiog the 

wealth which the nation produces. 
In England it exists in the following proportions: 

Paper note issue, in round figures £400,000,000 
Gold £16~,000,000 
Bank money £2,00'0;000,000 

,'" 

Who makes it? By far the largest propbitiqn of 
money in this country is therefore Bank money. 
Money malla by the Bank of England and the "Big 
Five." It is simply inaecurate to go on pretending 
that the Banks can only lend the money placed with 
them by their clients. Thl Banks male ana "4eJtroy 
1II0111.J as they phas,. "Every loan creates a deposit, 
and every withdrawal of a loan destroys a deposit," 
says Banker McKenna in his Post-War Banking Po/if). 

The Banks create and destroy money. The Bank 
.. of England," curiously enough, is "not responsible 
to England, not even to Parliament. It can and does 
create money with no regard to the production of 
goods. 

Undoubtedly the most insane feature of this present 
lunatic age is that it allows the sovereign power of 
coining money to rest in the bands of an irresponsible 
private company. 

How does money get its value? Money is of no 
value in itself; it is only of value for the goods which 
it will buy. There is a certain relation beloved of 
"orthodox" economists between go~ ~d money, 
i.e. ollHr things being ,qaJ the value of a unit of money 
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moves in 'inverse ratio to the quantity of units in 
existence, e.g. if there are a hundred goods in existence 
and a hundred units of money, each unit of money 
will buy one good. But if there are a hundred goods 
in existence and only fifty units of money, each unit of 
money will "be worth" two goods. 

When tIoes money go ? By far the major percentage 
of money comes from the Banks. It is created by 
them at practically no trouble, saving or sacrifice to 
themselves. It is sent out on loan at a healthy 
interest. Eventually to the Banks it returns. The 
major percentage of money in the country is being 
continually pushed out by.the Banks and returning 
to them again, with interest. A classic example, one 
might imagine, of "easy money." 

Production unlimited: Consumption limited. Before 
redescribing the means for the raising of consumption 
there is one important idea to be grasped. 

Man's struggle with nature is over. It is con
sequently impossible any longer to found an economic 
system on a basis of rewards and punishments. It is 
no longer sensible to say "Work or starve," because 
for a huge and ever-increasing p=ntage of the 
working population there is now permanently no 
necessary work to do. 

Leisure can no longer be considered immoral, 
therefore. And then mNSt, ill Q mll&hine Qgr--tI'hen the 
mll&hillls do thl major parI of th, IIImsary ,.,ork-hl 
nmll1llranon othet-tdr. than ill nI1lT'II for ,.,orlt.. 

''In an age of ample production and cheap supply," 
writes SiJ HIliOld Bowden in a letter to Thl TimlS, 
"thousanas are deprived of purchasing power; not 
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through any fault of their own, but beCause our 
statesmen, politicians and financiers cannot ~d any 
pretext for giving it to them, except in return for 
work. And their work is not needed." 

There mIMI be remuneratiod other than in return 
for work. 

Otherwise, "supposing," in the words of the 
Marquis of Tavistock, ''we can perfect ~chinery 
until tOO persons working an hour a day can' do all 
the work for the whole country, only those hundred 
-through wages and salaries-will be entided to 
purchasing power, and the rest of the world must 
starve while the remaindet of the goods must rot." 

With this principle in mind we proceed to the 
Social Credit (Major C. H. Douglas') solution. 

It consists of three main propositions • . 
(a) That the Nation, through its lawfully appointed 

representatives, i.e. Parliament, take command 
of the means to buy all that it can produce. 
That is to say, that the Treasury dictate to the 
Bank of England with regard to the coining 
and destruction of money, and not, as hitherto, 
vice versa. 

To allow the Bank "of England," a private 
firm, to coin and destroy the Nation's money, 
for its own private profit, is to usurp the King's 
prerogative; it is to put into the hands of 
moneylenders; irresponsible to the Nation or to 
Parliament, a licence to starve the entire com
munity. And indeed one does onot ,pave to 
look very far to see how the money system, as 
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at present administered, bas proved itself, as a 
device for creating a nation of half-starved C3 
men in a world bursting with plenty, a thing 
of AI efficiency. 

(b) It is proposed tnat, as there is at present 
&hroni&aI{y too little purchasing power to purchase 
the whole product of industry, goods should be 
sold at their real cost of production, i.e. at the 
just price. The real cost of production is 
suggested by Major Douglas to be consumption, 
i.e. the cost of goods actually used up (consumed) 
during the process of .production.' 

It is proposed that the retailer should sell to 
the public at the just price, i.e. below financial 
cost; and that the remainder of the sum owing 
to the retailer be refunded to him in new money 
by the Government. In this way the purchasing 
power of the public will go much further 
towards buying the whole product of industry ; 
and at the same time the manufacturer and retailer 
will be assured of their profit, a state of affairs 
impossible under the present system. Major 
Douglas: "As one might say, the industrial 
process provides 100 penny buns, but only ,0 pennies with which to buy them. The 
remedy is clear, and that is to sell the 100 buns 
for ,0 .penoies, that is to say, one half-penny 
each instead of one penny, and to make up the 
capital charges at the point at which they are 
allQateci, by issuing to the allocator of capital 
charges the other fifty penoies." 
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(G) It is proposed £inally that th~ National Industrial 
Dividend be accorded to every man, woman 
and child in the country. In Major Douglas' 
words, that financial credit be made to reflect 
real credit; real credit to be based on a eo""t 
estimate of the community's ability to deliver 
goods and services as, when and where required. 

Briefly, that the amount of money in the 
pockets of consumers be equated to the amount 
of goods coming on to the market; that, to 
this end, as much money be put into the pockets 
of every man and woman each week as is cal
culated' to evoka. the maximum desirable 
production. 

Along these lines, and only along these lines, can 
consumption be raised to meet the vast potential 
production. 

By these means material poverty could be abolished 
to-morrow. 

If enough people were sufficiently interested. "No 
economic system," says Mr. Ezra Pound, "can be 
effective until a reasonable number of people are 
in/errsh" in economics; interested, I should say, in 
economics as part of the problem: what does and 
what does not hurt others." 

To the plain man the system of National Dividends 
would appear to provide an adequate answer to the 
Master of the Robot in the PlIMb cartoon. 

TIH Robot: "Master, I can do the work of fifty men." 
TIH MfJJM : "Yes; but who is to pr~vide for those 

fifty?" • 
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"Pontifex" otTh, NI!1JI English WeeklY: "A dividend 
equal to the selling-price of the product, besides 
effecting the sale of the product, would have the 
additional advantage of substituting fifty specimens 
of man the gentleman of leisure for fifty specimens of 
man the beast of burden; a transaction which should 
give offence to no one, with the possible exception 
of a few dog-in-the-manget hereditary rentiers, whose 
daily nightmare is a shortage of lackeys." 



CHAPTER XVI 

The Futility of Politicians 

PRODUCTION unlimited: Consumption limited. What 
is vitally needed is to raise consumption. To raise 
consumption there must be greater purchasing power 
in the possession of consumers. More money in our 
pockets. 

How do our politicians respond to this one vital 
need? 

They respond, we may say, most characteristically: 
by taking more and more of our purchasing power 
_rg from us. 

The logic of this remedy is not immediately apparent 
to the plain man. 

The irrelevance of Parliamentary activities appears, 
accordingly, grotesque. 

The only thing that is immediately imperative is to 
raise consumption. But Parliam~t has no time for 
that. It has to procure for itself a "favourable 
balance of trade"; it has to "balance its Budget." 
Its statesmen. the slaves of a ffimsy internationalism. 
almost invariably find themselves obliged, at the 
crucial moments, to go and seek an obscure entente 
at the house of some foreign personage or other. 
When they do have a moment to consider the present 
plight of Hungry England, they are incapable of 
anything more original than the pitiful graptophonic 
slogans: "lnBate" or ''Deflate,'' "Balance the Budget" 

ns 1 
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or "Let's have a favourable Trade Balance," "A Ten 
per cent. Wage Cut," or "Public Works." 

·It is worth-while to examine the irrelevance of 
these stock proposals in the light of what we have 
decided to be the one vital need. 

What is needed: More money at the consumer's end. 
What politicians propose: Inflation. 
Inflation consists, as has been pointed out abore, in 

pumping more money in at the producer's· end. 
This manoeuvre would in any case be irrelevant to 
the need for more money at the consumer's end. 
But the fact that the money has to be borrowed from 
a bank, and repaid at inter<liSt, and that this cost has 
got to be recovered from the consumer in prices, 
not only does not alleviate, but actually considerably 
aggravates the situation. 

What is needed: More money in the pockets of 
consumers. 

What politicians propose: Deflation. 
Deflation consists of a reduction in the quantity 

of purchasing power in circulation. Provided that 
the stock of goods remains constant, prices will fall, 
and those consumers who are still fortunate enough 
to have any purchasing power will find that it will 
"go further." In a very short time, however, manu
facturers will find that they cannot recover their costs 
from the fallen prices; they will discontinue production, 
and wages and salaries will become non-existent. In 
this way the quantity of purchasing power will be 
further decreased. Deflation, we conclude, is no 
cure for # sitpation in which the one vital need is 
greater purchasing power. 
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What is needed: More money in the .pockets of 
consumers. 

What politicians propose: The procuring of a 
"favourable balance of trade." 

The irrelevance of this proposal has in it an element 
of the ttagic. It is a fact that we produce more than 
we can, under the financial limitations of the present 
system, consume at home. We cannot consume more 
at home, because we have not more purchasing 
power. The plain man would think that the solution 
was to distribute "credits", i.e. more purchasing power 
at home. Our politicians think differendy. They 
prefer to distribute theb credits tJbroaJ. There is a 
surplus of goods. Some of this surplus is exported 
to pay for imports. But very often there is .. con
siderable amount of this surplus left over. Present 
political opinion holds that it would be immoral to 
distribute this surplus "on credit" at home, where 
some eight millions of English people are in bitter 
need of it, but it holds that it is very excellent business 
to distribute that surplus "on credit" abroad. It is 
this latter manoeuvre which produces what is 
mysteriously known as "a favourable balance of 
trade." 

Note well that this extraordinary antic is not in the 
least exaggerated. There is a choice between dis
tributing a net surplus of goods abroad or at home. 
In whichever place it is distributed it will be necessary 
for the exporting body to provide the receiving body 
not only with the goods, btd a/.ro witb lbe 1II0nlY m 
Jig for IhI goods. England cannot hare an excess of 
exports over imports unless she also pr~des the 
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importing country with the money to pay for the 
balance of her own exports. Whether the surplus is 
distributed abroad or at home the owners of the 
surplus have got to provide both the goods tmtI the 
wherewithal for the other party to purchase them. 
England hast preferred to distribute her surplus 
abroad and provide the foreigner with the money 
to pay. 

It will be noticed that this "favourable balanCe of 
trade" fallacy has made the lives of some eight millions 
of Englishmen a great deal less pleasant than they 
need have been. 

The "favourableness" of. giving away more than 
you receive is not, again, obvious to the plain man. 

What was needed: greater ability on the part of 
British consumers to buy. This need is not met by 
the fashionable habit of increasing the ability of the 
foreigner to buy the British goods of which the 
British consumer has been defrauded. 

Of course, there is a reason for the preservation of 
this balance of trade superstition. England has to 
supply not only the goods but the· money to pay for 
them. This latter, which goes by the name of 
foreign "investment" is supplied by "the City." 
And on this latter the City procures to itself, with no 
great sweat or sacrifice, a fat yearly interest. 

Which is, of course, all very jolly for the City. 
But the impartial observer might doubt whether it 
was worth the price of the starvation of eight millions 
or so of English people. 

What i\ neqled: greater purchasing power in the 
pockets of consumers. 
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What is proposed: a 10 pet cent. wage cut, aod 
ao increase in direct 't.xation. 

Comment on this proposal should be, even for the 
benefit of politiciaos,. superfluous. 

What is needed: greatet purchasing power in the 
pockets of consumers. 

What is proposed: a balaoced Budget I I 
A .balaoced Budget: one of the most fundamental 

aod probably the most insidious of the canons of 
"sound finance." 

The present system of budgeting rests on the implicit 
assumption that there is no way of paying for State 
Services otherwise thao oftt of the pockets of individual 
citizens. Taxation of the individual citizen bas 
proceeded at such a splendid pace that the very ·source 
of taxation is now seen to be dwindling. If, there
fore, thete is no other source of payment for State 
Services thao the pockets of individuals, it is obvious 
that from now on the State Services must be pro
gressively aod intensively cut down· to keep pace with 
the dwindling cap~tal resources of individual citizens. 
Woe betide the salaries of State paid officials, teachers, 
civil setVaots, soldiers, sailors, policemen, in the 
next few years; woe betide all schemes of public 
health aod education, if thete is no othet source of 
payment thao the pockets of private citizens. 

Is there no othet source? Chancellors aod Bwers 
join in the parrot chorus of denial. They are wrong. 
There is aoothet source out of which the State Set-
vices can be paid. • 

The Govetnment bas only to draw.up .. National 
Credit Account, based upon ao estimate of the 
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Nation's ability to protist&e tbtring thl &fJ1Iling ",Ilt' (to 
produce that is, unhampered by a financially restricted 
market), and then to translate that National Real 
Credit Account into temIs of a Financial Credit 
Account, to find itself in possession of an almost 
unlimited fund out of which to pay State Services. 

Procedure, therefore:-

(I) Call a meeting of industrialists and draw up an 
estimate of the country's ability to produce 
goods when working to capacity in the coming 
year. 

(1) Point out t:1w: a Natil5nal Dividend is about to 
be declared, and t:1w: the whole product of 
industty will be assured of a sale. 

(3) Deeide in what precise relation Financial Credit 
is to be made to reflect Real Credit. 

(4) Declare a National Dividend, i.e. a sum sufficient 
to provide effective demand. at the desired 
price, for the amount of goods which the 
industrialists are bringing on to the market. 

There is one thing more. Hunger in the midst 
of plenty, anxiety and attrition in an age of leisure, 
are not the sole components of the alternative to the 
raising of home consumption. There is another. 
more final item. 

If a nation's "surplus" produce cannot be distributed 
at home, then it must be distributed abroad. A foreign 
market must 'be obtained and assured to it. If the 
sUIplus prodace of all the industrialised nations 
cannot be distributed at home, it must likewise be 



FUTILITY OF POlITICIANS IZI 

distributed abroad. Foreign markets must be assured 
to each and every one of these industrialised nations 
which are tnmb!jog oVer each othel to give away 
more than they receive (the phenomenon known as 
"living on one's exports"). 

With the spread of industria!jsation and the export 
of mocbioeIY from England and America, such foreign 
maIkets become inaeasingly rate. The logical end 
of the struggle for the few foreign markets which 
remain is war. 

Politicians go scurrying to foreign capitals, making 
solemn and velbose pacts against war and dIafting 
sketches for proposals. for schemes for ,reducing 
armaments; with comic irrelevance, since the causes 
of war are to be found at home, in their own domestic 
system. 

So much for the geneIai futility of politicians; it 
is necessary now to make one or two comments upon 
their particular impotence. 

We may pass OVeI the basic pIinciple whereby an 
admirable manufacturer or landoWDeI is liable at any 
moment to be promoted, and to be expected to become 
inslllOllIOeously an equally admirable Chancellor of 
the ExchequeI or First Lord of the Admiralty. We 
may pass OVeI the fact that. as Sir Oswald Mosley 
obseIVCS, when a man is adopted for a constituency, 
the question asked is not "Will he be a good member?" 
but ''Will he be a good candidate?" We must 
necessarily ignore the almost pexpetual irrelevance of 
Parliamentary debates. (a. the Aprll. 19H, debate 
on the new Indian Constitution. Aftel Mr. Churchill 
had said his customary say, and· a dmservative 
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member had retaliated with the aid of shrewd selec
tions from Mr. Oturchill's personal history, an 
exasperated member enquired of the Speaker : "Are 
we debating the future of India or the past of Mr. 
Oturchill ?" To which. according to the DtJify 
Exprus, the Speaker replied: "I thought we were 
having a debate.") 

But we cannot pass over and we must emphasise 
again and again the fact that our real rulers are not 
the 600 or 6,0 persons periodically elected by the 
people of this country as their appointed and respon
sible representatives. 

In the vital matter of finaneial policy the final word 
is not with the Treasury, the instrument ofParIiament, 
but with those who control the Bank "of England." 
At least since the war, the obscure but potent Governor 
of the private company to whom the sovereign right 
of creating money has been pawned, has virtuaJ1y 
directed the national and international policy of 
England. What chance has an ordinary unpro
fessional Englishman, however admirable he may 
have been as a manufacturer or as a landowner, 
against the professional banker Mr. Montagu Norman? 
The professional manufacturer or the professional 
landowner, embarrassingly promoted for a term of 
one to five years to the post of amateur Otancellor 
of the Exchequer, will narurally only be too glad 
to "take the advi~" of the experienced and pro
fessional Governor of the Bank of England. The 
Otancellor has, of course, the advice and support of 
his TreasurY '~experts." But that it is the Bank· 
which di~tes a single quotation will show. 
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In 19z5. before our retom to the Gold Standard, 
and on the occasion of one of the changes in the 
Bank rate which were arranged prior to that event, 
an interesting conversation took place between 
Mr. Snowden and Mr. Winston Churchill (then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer). 

Mr. Snowden: ''With reference to the proposed 
change in the Bank rate, 'Will the hon. member tell 
the House whether the Treasury has taken into con
sideration the possible effect of the proposed alteration 
on trade?" 

Mr. Chnrchill: "That is a matter for the Bank of 
England." • 

Mr. Snowden: ''While agreeing that this is im
mediately a matter for the Bank of England, I should 
like to know whether the Treasury has been con
sulted with regard to it." 

Mr. Chnrchill: "& the hon. member knows per
fectly well. it is not the habit of the Treasury to be 
formally consulted on these mattets." 

This conversation should destroy the last vestige of 
the illusion that we are ruled by our appointed 
representatives-the Members of Parliament. 

Dictatorship could hardly wish for more absolute 
power. 



CHAPTER xvn 
On the Abrogation of Sisyphism 

WE set out to analyse the existing reactions to the 
Age of Plenty and Decline of Religion situations, 
and to find the right means of adjustment to these 
situations. In Social Credit we claim to have found 
some sort of preliminary adjustment. 

Social Credit makes full munediate provision for 
an Age of Plenty, i.e. it arranges, immediately, for 
the distribution of the whole of a community's 
industrial product among tJiJ its members when only 
an increasingly few members of the community are 
being required to take part in the production thereof. 

Does Social Credit meet the implications of the 
decline of religion and the danger of a consequent 
drug era? 

We have observed how the universal drug trade 
has been called into being from both the supply and 
the demand ends. 

There was a spontaneous demand for drug products 
(wish-ful6lment films, novels, plays, music) because 
the material conditions of the world were so ugly 
that people could not bear to contemplate it for 
longer than necessary. They therefore demanded 
cheap and plentiful dope. 

There was also seen to be a spontaneous and 
independe"nt s:;'PlJ of drug products. "Find work Or 
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starve:' is the commandment; and as .. the essential 
work is already being done (i.e. the work necessary 
to give everyone a high standard of plain living), 
inessential work must be found; and what more 
convenient and inessential than the various branches 
of the new· drug industry? 

"Work or starve I" So much, under the present 
system, for the man in the street. 

"Prostitute yourself or starve I" So much for the 
woman in the street; and precisely so much, also, 
for the artist. 

The flaw in the present system makes it necessary 
to produce new ines*ntial goods and distribute 
purchasing power in respect of wages for those goods, 
in order that. the existing essential goods may be 
bought at all. 

"I do not regard it as being a sane system," says 
Major Douglas, "that before you can buy a cabbage it 
is absolutely necessary to make a machine-gun, 
whether or no you want a machine-gun." 

In this way has evolved the current mass prejudice 
to the effect that it is much better, i.e. more moral, 
to "do" something, however futile, to make some
thing (however destructive), than to do nothing at 
all. Only work is !?,orai. Practically only leisure is 
immoral. And so the man of leisure, whether 
voluntary or forced, comes to be considered as 
indubitably more despicable and disreputable than 
the man engaged on futile, irrelevant, or actually 
destructive work, i.e. than the life insurance agent, 
the advertisement man, orthemanufaCjurer,Ofmachine
guns. 
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Only work is moral. 0 wicked, wicked scientists 
and inventors, whose time and labour throughout 
history has been devoted to the abolition of the sole 
moral thing I 

Social Credit, involving the abrogation of Sisyphism, 
is likely to kill the drug industry at both its roots. 
People will no longer be forced to tkmflllli drugs, 
because the material condition of the world will no 
longer be intolerable to contemplate or endure. 
Moreover, there will no longer be a spontaneous urge 
to .rtIJ>p!y drug products, since the necessity to ''Find 
work or starve" will have been abolished by the 
National Dividend. No ofle will be obliged, as 
now, through sheer economic pressure, to make 
anything which he knows to be inferior or tawdry. 
The writer will be able to afford Itot to write anything, 
unless he happens to have something to say. A wide 
return to a plainer and simpler standard of living 
(of food and clothing and behaviour) will almost 
certainly accompany the removal of the motive to 
make masses of tawdry, superfluous goods. 

Consider the revolution in, for example, the theatre 
which Social Credit, involving the destruction of 
both the drug supply and drug demand, would 
effect. 

Those few people who still patronise the con
temporary theatre do so for purposes of "shelter"
somewhere to come in out of the rain. These few 
people, although they have extraordinarilyfew pennies, 
yet have more pennies than have the playwright or 
the complliY. pemand therefore governs and deter
mines supply; and the playwright and the company 
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are forced, by economic siege, to supply "sheltered" 
plays. Consider the revolution in this sphere which 
would be brought about by the institution of Social 
Credit, and the distribution of the weekly National 
Dividend. The playwright and the management 
would no longer be dependent on the public for their 
bread and butter. Supply could govern demand. 
The playwright could give the public what IH wanted; 
and, jf he was a good and alive playwright, he would 
presumably produce plays as much alive as possible
unsheltered plays, and plays which would take account 
of the maximum number of impulses. On the 
audience, or demand, side, the National Dividend, 
bringing with it leisure and a subsistence income, 
would remove much of the motive for wanting to 
escape, shelter, forget. From the audience's side 
would come the demand to be not drugged any more, 
but actually stimulated; to have the scope of its 
imaginative consciousness not narrowed but actually 
extended. A desire, that is, even on the demand side, 
for life, more and more abundant life, instead of the 
present desire for the suspension of living. 

We have now described the means to the technical 
revolution which will cause an immediate expansion 
in the material lives of people, while simultaneously 
removing the present causes of the paucity of their 
non-material lives. 

Ideally, we decided above, a total revolution; a 
revolution of the whole man. 

Practically, an immediate technical revolution, 
followed up by a gradual apocalyptic; ed,\cation-for
plenty. 
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The technical revolution has already been described ; 
it remains to indicate the direction of the gradual 
education. No better suggestion of the dangers of 
a "higher standard" civilisation exists than that con
tained in CIIIIII1'I and EIIViron11lffll, by F. R. Leavis 
and Denys Thompson. . But that the placing of 
material civilisation within the reach of everyone 
brings with it various -dangers of irresponsibility 
and exploitation, cannot be hdd a valid reason for 
withholding that material plenty. 

"The rise of large-scale-advertising, popular maga
zines, 'movies', radio and other channels of increased 
cultural diffusion from with.ut, are rapidly changing 
habits of thought as to what things are essential to 
living and multiplying optional occasions for spending 
money." 

But the important point is that this vast trade in 
advertising and sdling inessentials· is not an attribute 
of a plain "higher standard" situation, but of a 
higher standard situation created by the Sisyphistic 
commandment: "Find some work (however in
essential) or starve." 

In America at this moment the American Rdicf 
Committees are desperatdy trying to keep off the 
market a new road-makiitg machine that can lay 
down 8 miles of 6-ft. wide pavement in one day, lest 
it frustrate their efforts to provide work with pick 
and shovd for the great army of the unemployed. 
The British Member of Parliament, Sir William 
Wayland, is reported, in a recent speech, to have said: 
"Unempl~ment is due in large measure to the effi
ciency of maJunes, and it will be a very dillicult 
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thing to avoid that. We . cannot arrest the progress 
of efficiency, but I think some agreement might be 
reached at Geneva or elsewhere by England, America, 
France, Japan, Germany, etc., not to grant any more 
patents for ten years. That would tend to stop 
the progress of machinery." 

The movement to "make work" (and, therefore, 
to abolish leisure) has also we have noted innumerable 
1IMOtUmn.r supporters. And this, moreover, although 
"leisure mattered much less when work was not, as 
it is now for so many, the antithesis of living." 

We must realise that there can be no going hack. 
We must agree not to s<np our machinery. Implicitly 
we agree that leisure, and not work, is our objective. 
We are to keep the machine; but we have to find 
some way to avoid becoming dedicated to it, to 
avoid a continuance of the "progress and the higher 
standard" situation, described in Culltin'tIIIIi Environ
mmt. The disintegration and dissipation of this 
"progress and higher standard'" community is there 
seen to manifest itself particu1arly in such things as 
the advertising industry; in the thrusting of superfluous 
and inessential goods and debased and corrupt 
standards on a servile communitY by a centralised 
caucus. The machine 'has made mass-production 
possible; it is essential, if we are to avoid death by 
mass-producrion, that both mass-producers and mass
consumers should be educated against "Progress," 
as described in ClJItIn tIIIIi Environmmt. 

The practical Sisyphistic flaw, exposed by Major 
Douglas, has already been noted. 

"The existing economic system c!iSttib?'tes goods 
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and services through the same agency which induces 
goods and services, i.e. payment for work in progress. 
In other words, if production stops, distribution 
stops, and, as a consequence, a clear incentive exists 
to produce useless or superfluous articles in order 
that useful commodities already existing may be 
distributed." 

It is unnecessary to underline the connection between 
this practical flaw and the growth of the advertising 
industry. 

"The material prosperity of modem civilisation 
depends upon inducing people to buy what they do 
not want, and to want wh2&: they should not buy." 
-The Criflrion, 193%. 

With which it is interesting to compare the following 
passage from Douglas' E&OIIolJ1i~ De1110ml&Y, 1918. 

The cOmmon factor of the whole situation lies in the 
simple facts that at any given period the matctial 
requirements of the individual are quite definitely 
limited-that any attempt to expand them artificially 
is an interference with the plain trend of evolution, 
which is· to subordinate matcrisl to mental and psycho
!ogieal !"'7""si~ ; and that the. impulse ~d unbridled 
mdustrialism IS not. progrcsSlve but react1onary •••• 

''We must beware of siiiiple solutions," say the 
authors of CN/fllre fl1IIl Environment." The abrogation 
of Sisyphism is not proposed as a solution. Probably 
only education can ever begin to so"" the "industrial 
problem." But under the present Sisyphistic system, 
education can hardly be expected to make much 
headway. The limitations upon education arising 
from suet p"rogressive economic pressure are 
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obvious. At both production and consumption ends, 
relief from Sisypbism is essential: a removal of the 
incentive to make, or to assist in the making and 
advertisement of, inessential goods, and a rendering 
of the consumer sufficiently independent economically 
to resist the rapes of the advertiser. 

Theoretically, there must be an acceptance of the 
principle that leisure is not immoral; practically, 
there must, in a machine age, be remuncratj.on other 
than in retum for work. Otherwise the vicious 
circle of inessential production, fraudulent adver
tising, economically dependent consumers, is set up. 



CHAPTER XVIII 

Conclusion 

WE bclong to a civilisation in which there is a super
abundance of every single thing except money. Of 
money tickets there is a gross and fraudulent shortage. 

Most of us have to spend nine hours of every day 
of our lives doing futile-and attritive jobs to "earn" 
as many as possible of the few money tickets which 
still exist. • 

This scuflling for pennies is an exhausting business. 
After scuffie hours we do not want to have to exert 
ourselves, we want some sort of pleasant dope. 

The artist, the writer, and the theatrical manager in 
common with the manufacturer are forced, through 
economic compulsion, to provide dope products. 
With the artist, as with many others, prostitution is 
the one alternative to starvation. 

The present state of the contemporary theatre 
horribly manifests this prostitution; and provides 
various and subtle' examples of contemporary dope. 

The money monopoly, which keeps money, alone 
of all things, in short supply, is indirectly as 
responsible for the paucity of our non-material lives, 
as it is, directly, fOf the poverty of our material lives. 

"I have come," said Christ, "that you may have 
life and that you may have it more abundantly." 

But at,lhe i"te of custom, at the fatal bottle-neck 
between production and consumption, sits the 

13' 
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banking industry, batteaing on the very shortage 
from which the world is dying. 

Social Credit is not a scheme which will benefit one 
party at the expense of othen. There is no question 
of taking from someone to give to someone else. 
In an Age of Plenty it is simply unnecessaty to rob 
Peter to pay Paul. 

Economists and politicians are never tired of 
protesting that if you pooled all the mon!} in the 
country and shared it round, there wouldn't be 
enough for any single penon to live on: about £15 
per annum per head, apparently. All of which only 
goes to prove the gig8.lltic nature of the &aud at 
present being practised on this country. Of the 
money in the country, if it were pooled and divided, 
there would not be enough. 

Of the goods and services in the country, if they 
were pooled and divided, there would be a super
abundance. 

E"go: the country is being defrauded through a 
shortage of money. 

The amount of money which happens to be in the 
country at the moment does not ultimately matter 
one jot. It is at the mercy ef· the caprice of the 
private mint. 

What ultimately matten is the country's ability to 
deliver goods and services, as, when, and where 
required. 

It is on this latter, not on the fonner, that the 
National Dividend is going to be declared. 

But the distribution of the Dividend is only the 
beginning. As Mr. R. H. Tawney sirs, if'is necessaty 
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to hurry towards the distribution of material wealth, 
"not because such wealth is the most important of 
man'stteasures, but to prove that it is not." 

With the declaration of the Dividend and the 
consequent abrogation of Sisyphism the jump into 
the leisure age will have been taken. 

Douglasites as a whole seem to shy away from the 
idea of the distribution of work. "Let those who do 
work do, so as engineers, or as artists, because they 
feel iinpeIIed to work. 4:t the others be com-
pletely leisured." . 

The present writer doubts whether this system 
would be preferable to one whereby anyone who felt 
like working for four hours a day, should be allowed 
an opportunity to do so. It is probably a minor and 
administrative question. 

But, in any case, whether work is distributed over 
the entire community, or whether there is a new 
completely leisured class, there will bave to be, as 
machine supersedes man, a progressive reduction in 
the hours of labour. 

"It is as idiotic to expect members of a civilised 
twentieth-century community to go on working 
eight hours a day,· says Mr. Ezra Pound, "as it 
would be to expect the shepherd to try to grow 
wool on his sheep by hand; the farmer to blow with 
his own breath on each buried seed to warm it; the 
poulterer to sit.on his hen's eggs." 

It is not claimed for Social Credit that it will be a 
panacea. What is claimed for it is that it will provide 
each human being with a decent standard of plain 
living and :s m~ch leisure, virtually, as each can want. 
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Leisure which, because it will not involve, as it does 
now, a perpetual anxiety, will involve no need of 
narcotic drugs. Social Credit will not be the fU pINs 
"'Ira of refo~. There arc other monopolies beyond 
the Credit monopoly. Social Credit will not remove 
the prospect of death, nor reStore the prospl'ct of a 
compensating future life. By its assurance of leisure, 
unattended by anxiety, however, it will provide the 
basis for a full and integrated present life. • Social 
Credit will not restore the chances of an immortality 
endlessly extended throughout time. But it will make 
imminendy possibility an here-now Immortality on 
this side of the grave. • 

Mr. H. F. Hallett, in his book Aefmlita.r,1 has 
admirably pointed the antithesis between the ·old 
idea of Immortality and the conception at which we 
are trying to arrive. ''Nevertheless it is surely clear 
that no one really desires an immortal existence 
thought of as an infinitely extended persistence 
through time. . .. For us, temporal life is largely 
repetitive and accumulated, with but few periods of 
that triumphant consciousness which is our reality 
and our highest good. And what we really desiderate 
is always more reality and less ';f the idle repetition 
that belongs to mere time, and, with accumulation, 
is still the characteristic even of our duration." 

The full leisure life, therefore, is not going to enable 
us to arrive at Immortality by any form of extended 
persistence through time. The connection between 
the full life and here-now Immortality is simply this: 
That continually in the course of our,.leis,..e life we 

1 Clarendon Praa. 
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shall seem to tread as it were, in a secret trap-cIOOI, 
and to .ttep ollt of time altogether. We shall experience 
that timelessness which is of the essence of ''Immor
tality on this side of the gmve." And we shall do 

< this precisely at the moments of our most complete 
int'gatiOll. To Spinoza, as Mr. Hallett has pointed 
out, reality and eternity are the same as completeness 
and individuality. 

Such integmtion may be of two kinds--extema! 
and intemaI. An instance of extema! integmtion is 
the essential mystical experience, the integmtion of 
the individual with the extemaI universe. The 
modem psychologist regar~ integmtion as primarily 
internaI--a successful reconciliation of potentially 
conflicting impulses into a harmonious life. An 
instance of intema! integmtion is that brought about 
by a response to a poem or to a work of art. 

People in a state of creative integmtion are, as 
Mr. M. D. Forbes has observed, essentially unaware 
of time, while people suffering from disintegmtion 
feel that seconds are minutes and minutes hours, 
hours days, days weeks, weeks years. 

The essential rel\gious experience is !he extemaI 
integration or mystical experience. The essential 
pagan experience is the intemaI integmtion ex
perience. As Mr. T. S. Eliot has written: "Those of 
us who lind ourselves supporting what Mr. Murry 
calls Classicism believe that men cannot get on 
without giving allegiance to something outside them
selves"; and, again, the real issue is between those 
who woltid '~e man the measure of all things, 
and those who would lind an extra-human measure." 
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It follows from the essential religious belief that 
"the visible world," in Mr. Brown's words, "is part 
of a more spiritual universe from which it draws its 
chief significance; that unison or harmonious relation
ship with that universe is our time end, and that 
inner communion with the spirit thereof-whether 
that spirit is called God or "law" -is a process wherein 
work is really done, and spiritual energy flows in and 
produces effects, psychological or material, within 
the "phenomenal world." 

The mystical experience, which is the essential 
religious experience, divorceci\. from all beliefs and 
creeds and dogmas, sec;ms to be also the supreme 
stimulant. 

The mystical experience which can only be approx
imately described by saying that it is a feeling of 
union with all the otherness, all the tremendous, 
all the mysterious, all the majestic of the universe, 
a union which transcends time, a union which even
tually gives a feeling of having got beyond time. 

It is the communion with the natural universe which 
is the essential part of this kind of stimulus; just as it 
is the feeling of isolation from nature animate and 
inanimate-which is what mainiyinduces people to 

resort to drugs. 
The essential characteristic of all natural stimulants 

in forms of mystical experience is the feeling of 
timelessness. 

So much for external integration. The intemal 
integration is most commonly brought about by the 
creation of, or, failing that by contact with, a work of 
art. A work of art, by its infecti~e l!IIrmo~g 
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and orgairisation of the individual, claims a response 
in tenns of Eternity. To those who live in con
tinual contact with works of art eterna1life is veritably 
a present possession. The experiences derived from 
a work of art are not constricting experiences. They 
involve, in Mr. Forbes' words, an expansiveness of a 
"fluid and attaching type." They are experiences 
expanding and overlapping each other in terms of 
time. And the continuity of these experiences gives 
the sense of Eternity. The work of art. becomes 
pro h1ll. a cosmos, and the concentration on these 
perfection items involves a pregnant timelessness. 

"I a1ll the resurrection anc1 the Life," said Christ; 
and Immortality is, potentially, as a present possession, 
ours. 

Education for leisure, and against drugs, must 
begin to operate immediately. It is more than likely 
that the first generation of the new age of distributed 
plenty will be gross; that they will spend their 
dividends on much beer and much food and a surfeit 
of material comfort. But it is possible that at any 
rate the succeeding generation will have been educated 
towards a sane use of leisure; to a full and integrated, 
unservile life. • 

There are also some intermediate implications. 
The conception of a civilisation founded upon the 

slavery of the many calculated to set the minds of the 
few free for the nobler works of leisure, will disappear. 
There will be an absolute shortage of domestic 
servants. Professor Soddy has written at some length 
actually su~gesting this as the semi-conscious reason 
for which certa.iL people are so ef!'cctive1y obstructing 
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the advent of the Age of Plenty, i.e. the fact that it 
will no longer be possible to say to anyone: ''Do my 
housework or starve." 

Similarly, the relations between the sexes will be 
fundamentally alfected. It will be much more 
difficult than heretofore to capture a wife by process 
of economic siege. The incentive to make money 
in order to purchase a mate will be removed. 

Social Credit, the communal system of distribution, 
is the first step to real Community. There are 
occasions on which Major Douglas and some of his 
followers profess their satisfaction with the present 
technical, i.e. producti¥ system. Marxian Socialists 
attribute the utmost importance to the taking over of 
the ownership of the means of production; whereas· 
the Social Credit view holds that the main interest 
of the individual should be in the apples, not in the 
ownership of the orchard. But the Marxian Socialist 
is indignant at the rent gained by the owner of the 
orchard. ''While the sedentary Marx saw the millions 
of capitalism as producers robbed and wronged, the 
engineer Douglas saw them as defrauded consumers," 
writes Jack Common in The Adelphi. 

Immediately, there can be no~uestion but that the 
vital physical need of the millions is for the apples, 
not for the ownership of the orchard. Yet many 
Socialists still hold out for the ownership of the 
orchard or nothing. 

One of the ablest exponents of this view is Mr. Fred 
Henderson who, in his recent Fotmdatiott.t for the 
Wor/J's N"" Ag, of Plmty, makes, in this connection, 
a specific criticism of the Douglas sc!b.em~. 
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"A Social Dividend," he says, "implies a Social 
Estate from which the dividend arises." And he 
ridicules the idea that the "production side of such a 
social (distributive) change can be ignored by the 
community and le& to the old property methods." 

The first thing to be said about this last sentence is 
that there is no obligation to ignore the production 
side. The obligation is to make an illlllleJiatl reform 
in the quarter where an illllll,tliatf reform is possible, 
i.e. on the distributive side. This does not obstruct 
the way of a subsequent (and necessarily more gradual) 
reform of' the productive side. On the contrary, it 
clears the ground for it. '1P criticise the Douglas 
scheme for not breaking· the productive. monopoly 
is .!X> criticise it for not doing something which it 
never set but to, do. The Douglas scheme sets out 
to break the monopoly of credit. The institution of 
the Douglas scheme would immediately abolish 
poverty; it would not in itself reform the present 
modes of production; but it certainly would not 
preclude such reform. Certain Socialists reject the 
Douglas scheme because it does not happen to be a 
panacea. What the Socialist position boils down to 
is, in fact, a refusal to'hllow the poverty of the millions 
to be abolished, and the necessity of a daily suicide 
among unemployed men to be removed, un1ess and 
until the feW thousands who possess property rights 
can simultaneously be deprived of them. 

Nevertheless, a final caveat must be entered here. 
Social Credit is only the beginning. Social Credit is 
concerned with seeing that no one shall be poor: 
i.e. with m~ney·as the means to bread and butter for 
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ail After the introduction of Social Credit the main 
concern must be to see that no one is servile: i.e. 
with money as power. Monopoly, privilege and the 
laws of property, implying as they do servility and 
the relish of servility, are fatal obstructions to the 
non-techqical revolution, to the new relationship 
between men. 

But the reshuflling of the ownership of the means 
of production has, in England, no chance of taking 
place instantaneously. The first prtt&titabl. communal 
reform and the institution of a communal system 
of distribution is capable of immediate adoption. 

Social Credit can h$rdly. be other than the thin 
end of Community. 



Epilogue to. Politicians 

POldTICIANS, honourable members of the Mother of 
Parliaments, custodians of this other Eden, here is 
something for you by way of epilogue. 

It is time for you to realise that you are intimate 
spectators not only of treason, but also of suicide. 

Of treason, because you have acquiesced in the 
criminal pawning away of the sovereign power of 
coining money to a privafe company. 

Of suicide, becauSe poverty and starvation is being 
prolonged for long after it ndd be; for long after the 
cure for it has been discovered. 

Criminal negligence is the smallest offence of which 
the historians of the future will convict you. 

In Chapter XV you will find outlined the technique 
for curing poverty once and for all. The means are 
simple and have often been stated; but since none of 
you attend, it is necessary to state them again; and 
again; and again-until you elect to pay attention. 

You must either accept the scheme, or you must 
reject it. If you rejeft it, you must show a reason 
why. 

If you accept it, you must put it through. 
"Christ in His time overturned the tables of the 

money-changers. They have got their own back 
now." 
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"A Social Dividend," he says, "implies a Social 
Estate from which the dividend arises." And he 
ridicules the idea that the "production side of such a 
social (distributive) change can be ignored by the 
community and left to the old property methods." 

The first thing to be said about this last sentence is 
that there is no obligation to ignore the production 
side. The obligation is to make an ;111111.dian reform 
in the quarter where an ;111111.tlian reform is possible, 
i.e. on the distributive side. This does not obstruct 
the way of a subsequent (and necessarily more gradual) 
reform of the productive side. On the contrary, it 
clears the ground for it. '1;p criticise the Douglas 
scheme for not breaking· the productive. monopoly 
is to criticise it for not doing something which it 
never set but to· do. The Douglas scheme sets out 
to break the monopoly of credit. The institution of 
the Douglas scheme would immediately abolish 
poverty; it would not in itself reform the present 
modes of production; but it certainly would not 
preclude such reform. Certain Socialists reject the 
Douglas scheme because it does not happen to be a 
panacea. What the Socialist position boils down to 

is, in fact, a refusal to~ow the poverty of the millions 
to be abolished, and the necessity of a daily suicide 
among unemployed men to be removed, unless and 
until the few thousands who possess property rights 
can simultaneously be deprived of them. 

Nevertheless, a final caveat must be entered here. 
Social Credit is only the beginning. Social Credit is 
concemed with seeing that no one shall be poor: 
i.e. with ml:ney"as the means to bread and butter for 
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all. After the introduction of Social Credit the main 
concern must be to see that no one is servile: i.e. 
with money as power. Monopoly, privilege and the 
laws of property, implying as they do servility and 
the reIish of servility, are fatal obstructions to the 
non-technical revolution, to the new relationship 
between men. 

But the resbuftling of the ownership of the means 
of production bas, in England, no chance of taking 
place instantaneously. The first pt't8titable communal 
reform and the institution of a communal system 
of distribution is capable of immediate adoption. 

Social Credit can h3rdly be other than the thin 
end of Community. 


