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Righteousness

Recently, I participated in the meeting of a university committee which was investigating
the generally dull question of how to “employ” surplus Ph.D.’s. When I suggested that our
terms of reference (viz., “employment’’) were specious, and that a more fruitful framework
in which to consider the question was that of how to establish conditions conducing to “the
disinterested pursuit of truth”, I was derisively rebuked by a committee member: “It’s all
right to talk about beauty and truth and light,”” he said, “‘but we have to be practical.’

The implications of this assertion are staggering. On the surface, it appears to be a
denial that academics are concerned with truth. This (though no doubt often the case) is
probably not what the man meant: he likely meant that here, in the university, we study our
own kind of “truth”, which has nothing to do with reality; as soon as we encounter a ‘real’
problem, we have to forget about being ‘truthful’ and be something quite different, i.e.,
“practical”. Personally, I cannot comprehend how anyone can construct an antithesis — or
even a dubiety — between “truth’ and “practicality”. To do so is tantamount to saying “the
only way to deal with this problem is to do the wrong thing”.

Nevertheless, this type of dissociation is characteristic of much thinking (particularly
among the professional thinkers or ‘intellectuals’) nowadays: “truth’’ is regarded as purely
theoretical, abstract, and ideal; “expediency’” or “pragmatism” — however theoretically
‘evil’ — is the only way to get things done. Thus, for example, ‘morality’ is seen to be irre-
concilable with ‘progress’. Note, however, that this is merely an assumption, arising from
the (often unconsciously held) conviction that the universe is in its essence contradictory.
That is, what should be is very nice, but what can be — though not very nice at all — is
unavoidable. If ‘truth’ can be (indeed, must be) dissociated from practical consequences,
then it follows that the effective force in the universe is evil. What works is bad, what does
not work is good.

At the risk of seeming unconscionably nit-picking, I suggest that this is a ridiculous
position to adopt. Anyone who maintains — in the face of all the evidence of what he accepts
as effectively real — that “good”” or “‘truth” must oppose the way things are is not only con-
tradicting himself, but is also a sentimental fool, who can only reap destruction. On the
other hand, a reality that maintains itself by evil or untruth (?) — by ‘wrong’ relationships —
seems doomed to a similar end. If what is theoretically good cannot be reconciled with what
is practically good, then we ought (in all sanity, in all reason) to abandon our idealisms and
devote ourselves to the evil god.

If, however, ‘truth’ has objective reality (and is not merely a projection of subjective
ideals), then perhaps it does have embodiments; perhaps it is the only practicality. Perhaps,
in fact, what is ‘right’ does work — and what is presented to us as ‘the way things are’ is
simply a set of perversions which so palpably do not work that to accept them as a frame of
reference for either ‘moral’ or ‘practical’ action is sheer folly.
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Our Policy

SEED aspires ‘to fulfil a unique role transcending the
functions of other magazines and journals.

Our purpose is neither to propagandize in the sense of
promoting some fixed point of view or body of thought nor
merely to comment on current events.

Our partisanship does not extend beyond two considera-
tions. Firstly, we believe that reality does exist: it is not a
matter of opinion and will assert its authority over all
opinions that contradict it. All sanctions reside in reality;
opinion has none. Secondly, we believe in the desirability of
extending human freedom. Genuine freedom is contingent
upon our comprehension of reality, since to the extent that
men disregard reality, they court personal and social disaster.

In other words, far from conforming to the modern
view that value judgments are to be avoided, SEED will
intentionally consist of a succession of value judgments,
which will constitute the principal criterion of its success.
Man cannot approach truth without rigorous formation of
value judgments and perfecting of definitions. Discovery and
refinement of the correct principles for human action and
association will be the focus of our attention within the field
of reality. If we carry our investigation of the nature of
reality far enough, we shall illuminate the way to the for-
mulation of sound policy.

We have no delusions about the facility of the course on
which we are embarking. It is possibly the most difficult
course open to us. However, its value should be proportional
to the efforts it requires. If the distractions to intelligence
and will which characterize contemporary society are, as we
believe them to be, fundamentally unsatisfying, we are con-
fident that some seekers of truth will involve themselves in
the experiment that SEED represents. Such persons are the
only ones capable of responding to such an experiment.

We approach our undertaking in the spirit of making an
offering that will call forth latent creative capacities. If the
ideas that SEED disseminates have validity and settle in good
soil, they will grow. Moreover, their growth will be progres-
sive and cumulative. SEED will serve as a medium permitting
the cross-fertilization of adventurous intellects, thereby
diminishing the effects of the entropic phenomenon that
paralyzes development by compelling men to struggle to find
truths that they have lost sight of and had to rediscover
repeatedly during the past.

If our project is conducted correctly, it will at the least
generate a new conceptual vigour among a segment of the
community — and perhaps even result in the formation of
new men.
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Red Stew

The lot of those exceptional men who function as
""consciences' of society is fraught with vicissitudes.
Often they are tolerated, or even applauded, for a
certain time—especially when their criticism is aimed
at somebody else to whom we enjoy feeling superior.
However, it is the mark of such persons that they act
with m other thought than toreach and expose the truth.
They are always pressing their arguments beyond comfort-
able limits,challenging our assumptions and prejudices.
Eventually, they rouse the animosity of everyone who
has benumbed his own conscience in order to protect
some destructive interest or persevere insome unwhole-
some practice. As a result, their careers are usually
tempestuous, as they alternately evoke admiration and

hostility.

Interested Praise

Such is the case of Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn. In his
native land he was once lauded for his powerful liter-
ary representation of the brutality of the Stalin regime.
His writings were then consistent with the official line
of "de-Stalinization'. However, when that line changed,
Instead, he

became more insistent on extending his original work—

Solzhenitsyn would not change with it.

thereby rendering himself extremely bothersome to the
people holding political power in his country. Perhaps
he could have gotten away with calling Stalin acrimin-
al, if he had left off at that point. After all, Stalin
was dead. But to argue that his collaborators and
agents, his living heirs, should be brought to book for
their crimes was intolerable. Not only was Solzhenitsyn
no longer useful; he had become downright dangerous.
Means of disposing of him had to be found; and, since
the conventional Soviet methods could not conveniently
be used against one so famous, he was denounced as a
traitor and expelled from his country.

He has been accorded largely a hero's welcome in the
non-communist world. Here was a man who had personally
faced down tyranny and seemingly proved the superiority
of our society to one organized on the principles of
communism. Yet one wonders to what extent this is just
a repetition of what he experienced in the Soviet Union.
Has his arrival been celebrated out of sincere admira-

tion for the man or, once more, because he is useful?

(continued p. 6)
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The Cost of Production

This article, in two parts, is a paraphrase of an analysis first put forward over fifty years ago
by C. H. Douglas. The discrepancy which it reveals between the true and financial costs of
production, if true, is crucial to any effective approach to current financial-economic (and, by

extension, political) issue.

Most, if not all, of the economic problems now con-
fronting us can be traced to a faulty understanding of
the question of '"cost'. Obviously, in an era of acce-
lerating inflation, one becomes accustomed to declama-
tions such as: '"That costs too much' or '"That costs
twice as much as it did three years ago' or 'Buy a com-
pact car (or a set of garden tools) and reduce your
costs". These assertions generally refer to prices,
which reflect the financial costs of production; these
costs (and not, as Marxist critics would have us be-
lieve, 'profits' and the rake - offs of middlemen) are
the true locus of inflation. They lead to the dilemma
of economic enterprises: to remain viable, they must
be able to recover their financial costs. Built into
the financial system, however, is the necessity that
these costs shall always increase: faced with contin-
uously increasing costs on the one hand, and louder and
louder public outcry (stimulated by ''revolutionists')
on the other, private enterprises are forced to leave
the field of production to organizations (e.g. govern-
ment) which are less subject to accounting conventions
and have at their disposal more direct sanctions than
"money".  Thus, politically, the question of cost is
related to the problem of the centralization of power:
as usual, it is the political implications of the is-
sue which make it urgent.

And, inview of the fact that the problem of cost is
(at least potentially) the instrument of a policy, it
is worth questioning the <nevitabiiity of the phenome-
non, at least in the terms in which it is generally e-
laborated. In fact, the notion of increasing costs
(and their concomitant, inflation) is anomalous: ‘'we'
— culture, civilization, the productive system— have
presumably become more efficient. Increasing hardship
in acquiring consumable goods— hardship manifested in
inflation— seems a strange index of increasing '‘effi-
ciency".

Nature of Cost

This reflection leads to the necessity for a rather
close examination of the nature of cost— specifically,

the cost of production. In absolute terms (if one pays

heed to the law of conservation of matter-energy, the
first law of thermodynamics), there is perhaps no such
thing as the cost of production: matter-energy is not
destroyed or expended in production; it is merely trans-
formed into something else. Nevertheless, for practical
purposes, matter-energy is more useful in certain forms
than it is in others. Real cost might be regarded as
the penalty (measured in terms of decréased availabi-
lity of matter-energy in usable forms) resulting from
the process of conversion or production. The matter-
energy in a gallon of gasoline is not destroyed by its
combustion in an automobile engine, but the water, car-
bon monoxide, and heat released are less usable than
the original fuel. Similarly, the energy a man uses
working in a factory is merely converted, but it is no
longer available for him to play the piano. If music
is a more desirable pursuit (to him) than labour, a
cost additional to the energy he expends in either—a
psychological cost— is exacted from him by the latter.
This prompts a definition of 'freedom' as, perhaps, the
power to choose the penalties (or costs) that one is
going to pay. In terms of this definition, any kind of
constrained labour is a limitation of freedom.

But, to return to 'cost': in real temrms, cost can
be regarded as the matter-energy consumed (or changed)
in the process of production. This, however, seems to
be a circular statement in view of the first law of
it is axiomatic that what is consumed
is exactly equivalent to what is produced. The cost of

thermodynamics :

production is consumption; consumption equals produc-
tion in real terms: wupon what basis can we discuss
"efficiency" if as much as is produced will always be
consumed in that program of production?

Is, for example, costpurely psychological, that is,
can the 'penalty' involved in production be differenti-
ated solely in terms of human satisfaction? Obviously
it can. Although the amount of energy (say, to bake a
loaf of bread) derived from burning a Chippendale table
may be the same as that released in the burning of a
packing crate, the psychological cost attached to the
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consumption of the former will probably be greater.
Thus, there is an intangible element in cost— an ele-
ment which may be the most important of all. Moreover,
of course, certain kinds of production may entail con-
comitant costs which others may not. The same amount
of matter-energy may be used in building a good car or
a shoddy car: the latter will have to be replaced soo-
ner than the former; it will depreciate more quickly;
its "entropy'" is greater. If the first law of thermo-
dynamics suggests that consumption (the cost of produc-
tion) will always equal production, the second law of
thermodynamics suggests (at least) that there are more
or less conservative methods of allocating that con-
sumption.1 Significantly, it is at this point that the
human faculty of discrimination— of discovering and ap-
plying the correct principles of association— becomes
paramount.

Reduction of Costs

Human ingenuity cannot alter the fact that a certain
amount of matter-energy is required in, say, the manu-
facture of a car. It can, however, reduce the amount
of matter energy wasted (that is, expended in ways not
necessarily related to the direct objective of the pro-
ductive effort) in such manufacture: this is a ques-
tion of the perfecting of the various associations in-
volved in the production of the car. Here, many fac-
tors come into play— the administrative ability of the
factory manager, the division of labour, employee mor-
ale, and so on. Moreover (and this is surely the most
important factor in production), there is the accumu-
lation of know-how: the first car was the product of
thousands of years of experimentation; now, a car comes
off the assembly line every minute. Each time we want
to build a car, we no longer have to invent the wheel.
The increase in efficiency of effort resulting from
this accumulation of technical knowledge is tremendous:
the real cost (in temms of the expenditure of energy)
involved inbuilding last year's model is infinitesimal
compared with that invested in the first automobile.
We no longer have to start from scratch; we know the
principles involved. In other words, we can get more
directly to the specific objective of our productive

effort.

‘1See "Inflation: The Price of Entropy', Seed, 1:1 (Feb-
ruary, 1974).
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Not only is the real cost of production reduced by
correct knowledge of the principles of association, but
(in terms of human effort) it is also reduced by the
application of those principles to non-human sources of
energy. Thus, for example, if a water mill can be con-
structed to grind wheat into flour, there is probably
no absolute saving of energy: the same amount of ener-
gy is required to do the same amount of work, regardless
of the source of energy. But the cost of production in
terms of human energy has diminished: because a mach-
ine has been devised to utilize energy flows occurring
naturally, human energy is liberated from the kind of
labour which the machine can now do. This means that
the penalty for production in terms of human effort is
lowered: that effort can be applied to some other pro-
ject. If, for example, human ingenuity can be applied
to the problem of further increasing productive effici-
ency or reducing the human cost of production, then the
release of human energy by technology should allow fur-
ther progress. At least, it should allow human energy
to be applied to ends less onerous than grinding grain;
the psychological cost is reduced. Or, politically, the
sphere of choice of penalties to be paid is extended.

Cost of Capital

We should notice one or two other characteristics of
our example. One of these is that the initial construc-
tion of the mill leads to an increase in costs: that
is, while the mill is being built, energy is being ex-
pended not only to grind grain, but also to build a ca-
pital structure. Thus, in any period of capital expan-
sion, real costs increase. However, as soon as the ca-
pital structure is completed, the real costs associated
with its construction are met. The materials and ener-
gy that are the cost of the mill are used when the mill
is built: this means that they were economicaily avai-
lable at the time of the construction of the mill. The
point is that, in terms of real cost, there is no such
thing as debt: the real costs of building the mill can-
not be 'paid' after the mill is built. If it is fini-
shed, its costs have been met; if they have not, it is
not finished. In real terms, then, the cost of the mill
once it has been completed is the matter-energy requi-
red to keep it in repair— to replace parts as they wear
out, and so on. That is, after a capital structure has
been built, subsequent costs associated with it might
be subsumed under the category of depreciation.
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Clearly, capital appreciation proceeds much more ra-
pidly than capital depreciation.
built in one year may not wear out entirely for fifty
The fact that we do not have to
use all our energy building a new mill every year (or
grinding grain manually in the first place) is a real

A mill which can be

years or a century.

economic gain for us, and is the basis of all invest-
ment. We have, in any given period, a surplus of mat-
ter-energy beyond what is necessary merely to keep a-
live: by investing that surplus in ways that exploit
the potential of the principles of association, we se-
cure a greater surplus in the future— a dividend, a di-
vidend resulting from associations, an '"increment of
association”. Again, our mill does not obviate the ab-
solute need for energy: but that energy is derived
from a natural source (flowing water, resulting from
such 'automatic' processes as precipitation and the
force of gravity), and thus does not represent a cost
in terms of .human energy (other than that of operating
and maintaining the mill). In fact, the source of this
energy has nothing to do with human effort ultimately—
although human labour and ingenuity can be applied to
tapping it. But the point is that by far the largest
proportion of our power comes from non-human sources:
most of our energy is simply ''free' regarded from the
point of view of human cost.

This cannot be overemphasized: the human factor in
production is negligible compared with the increment of
association resulting from millenia of experiment, of
trial-and-error in developing technique and with energy
derived from non-human sources., The 'costs' of produc-
tion are met largely by non-human factors— by factors
which specific persons camnot even be said to own.
Who, for example, 'owns' the lever or Newton's laws?
To what extent can our 'capital'= our heritage of or-
ganization and technical know-how—be said to be com-
mmal? To what extent can the reduced "cost" of pro-
duction resulting from that communal capital be distri-
buted to persons as a dividend? These questions fol-
low upon any discussion of the 'cost of production' as
matters of policy: what are the political implications
of increasing technical efficiency? Who is controlling
the communal capital?

True Cost

The axiom upon which the foregoing discussion has

been based is this: '"The true cost of a given pro-
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gramme of production is the consumption of all pro-
This is

crucial. Our efficiency is to be measured in terms of

duction over an equivalent period of tijne"z.

how much production is consumed in a given further pro-
gram of production: how much of what has already been
produced must be consumed in producing something else?
Let us return to our example of the watermill, which is
designed to produce flour. The real costs involved in
this production (remember that the real costs of buil-
ding the mill have already been met) are the labour of
the operator, raw materials (grain), and depreciation
of the plant. (The energy used to turn the wheel is
"free''.) Suppose that the luman energy liberated by
the machine is now applied to the building of a new and
improved bakery: the total production of that period
is flour plus the bakery; total consumption comprises
the cost factors in producing the flour plus the mat-
ter-energy expended in building the bakery. The cost
of production (measured in terms of consumption) is re-
latively high, but it is met in real terms when the
bakery is finished. Note that there is an important
difference between the two products of this period of
production: flour is relatively ephemeral; it will be
consumed or converted into something else quite rapid-
ly, thus tending to maintain the level of consumption.
The bakery, onthe other hand, is "'consumed" very slow-
ly; it is designed to last and contributes to the cost
of production only as it depreciates. At the same time
—Dbecause it incorporates the principles of association
and probably makes use of non-human energy— the bakery
represents an increase in productive capacity. Thus,
once the bakery is built, the cost of production (in
real terms) should diminish.

Moreover, if we use the criterion '"the true cost of
production is consumption", we are led to the.remark-
able conclusion that the cost of production— in a given
period=is a fraction of itself. In a time period, twa
sorts of goods can be produced: consumable goods and
non-consumable goods. If, in our example, the flour
produced by the mill is made into bread by the wives of
the workers who are building the bakery, and is ea-
ten by them, it is a cost of production. Similarly,
bricks used in building the bakery are '‘consumed" in
the period of production. But the bakery is not: it

ZEZements of Soetal Credit (Liverpool: K.R.P. Publica-

tions Limited, 1946), 47.
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represents economic "profit' in that it is product sur-
plus to what is consumed during the production period.
If, then, during the period, bricks, bread, and bakery
are produced, but only bricks and bread are consumed,
the cost of the bricks, bread, and bakery will be bricks
and bread. The cost of the total production is less
than the production itself. Again, this situation is
the result of the multiplying factors which we have re-
ferred to as '"the increment of association'. Obvious-
ly, if a man had to spend all his time eating, and im-
mediately converted everything that he ate into energy
to allow him to go on eating, he would have nothing
'left over' to invest in improving the means of satis-
fying his requirements.

The point is that he does have such surpluses, and
has for centuries been investing those surpluses: the
result is that the communal capital has been apprecia-
ting over the years, and that the mean rate of produc-
tion is actually and potentially increasing relative to
the mean rate of consumption. The accumulation of ‘'ca-
pital' (including cultural capital) has vastly augmen-
ted our ability to produce. The result is that the true
cost of production (measured by consumption) is less

than the production itself.
¥ D.R.K.

{To be concluded next month)

Our psychic processes are made up to a large extent of
reflections, doubts and experiments, all of which are
almost completely foreign to the unconscious, instinc-
tive mind of primitive man. It is the growth of con-
sciousness which we must thank for the existence of
problems: they are the dubious gift of civilization.
It is just man's turning away from instinct—his oppos-
ing himself to instinct—that creates consciousness.

... As long as we are still submerged in nature, we
are unconscious, and we live in the security of in-
stinct that knows no problems. Everything in us that
still belongs to nature shrinks away from a problem;
for its name is doubt, and wherever doubt holds sway,
there is uncertainty and the possibility of divergent
ways. And where several ways seem possible, there we
have turned away from the certain guide of instinct
and are handed over to fear. For consciousness is now
called upon to do that which nature has always done
for her children—namely, to give a certain, unques-
tionable and unequivocal decision.

—C.G. Jung, Modern Man in Search of a Soul, 96

He knoweth nothing as he ought to know, who thinks
he knoweth anything without seeing its place and the
manner how it relateth to God, angels and men, and to
all the creatures in earth , heaven and hell, time and
eternity.

—Thomas Traherne
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("Stew"”, continued from p. 2)
In the answer to this question (which will be evident
shortly) lies the real measure of the degree to which

our society constitutes an improvement upon the one he
left.

Redirected Criticism

One thing, at least, seems certain: Solzhenitsyn is
not going to play the game of powerful persons in the
West any more than he was willing to play the game dic-
tated by the CPSU. Nor is he going to rest on laurels
previously won. He is clearly determined to force home
the truth, regardless of whom this may annoy or offend.
Already, some of his declarations must be searing the
ears of many of our local tin gods.

His first major public address since his expulsion,
delivered in Washington on June 30th, opened with the
following sentence:

Something which is almost incomprehensible to the
human mind is the West's fantastic greed for profit
and gain, which goes be{ond all reason, all limit-
ations, all conscience.

Hardly the statement of a man seeking to curry favour
in his new environment! If we expected him to confine
his adverse judgments to communism, we were mistaken.

He did not enlarge upon this shattering estimate of
our society on that occasion, but nine days later in
In fact, he had
been attacking—if not communism proper—the principal
props of the system. These, he said, consist of the
economic aid and trade advantages provided by non-com-
munist nations.

New York he made his meaning express.

When they bury us alive, please do not send them
shovels and the most up-to-date earth-moving equip-
ment. .... Our whole slave system depends on your
economic assistance.

His point was that, by taking the pressure off the
Soviet government to feed, clothe and house the people,
the Western nations have facilitated its concentration
on internal repression and external expansion. "Stop
Let them stand on their own feet
and see what happens.' Despite a certain amount of

""cold-war rhetoric', the West has continually satis-

sending them goods.

fied Soviet requests for foodstuffs and technology.
Without such aid, Solzhenitsyn suggests, the Russian

experiment with communism would have collapsed long ago.

Contradictory Policies

He is treading on delicate ground, for his argument e
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demonstrates the strangely contradictory nature of many
current policies. For example, while on the one hand
we participate in military alliances whose purpose is
to contain communism, on the other our businessmen and
bureaucrats are stumbling over each other in a mad rush
to supply the communists with everything they need to
modernize and strengthen their economic base. The West
has been building an adversary super-power in Russia

for over fifty years—and continues to do so today.

Tying Back Responsibility

Now, it is gemerally acceptable in our society to
assert that communism is inefficient or oppressive;but
to say that the millions slain under the system, or im-
prisoned in the "GULAG archipelago', are victims of
our nation's trade policies is another matter. However,
the validity of the dictum that, '"Who does it through
another, does it himself," stands; and the implication
in Solzhenitsyn's words that those who deal with and
assist gangsters are little better than the gangsters
themselves must blanch a good many countenances in cor-
porate and government board rooms. What a shadow his
information casts over the exultant speculation about

detente and new opportunities for international com-
merce.
Moreover, what potential embarrassment it creates

for those who are encouraging and profiting by the
What a different aspect it lends to the

government press releases:—

current trade,

Canadian companies will furnish the Soviet Union
with more than $20 million worth of lumbering equip-
ment, pipeline compressors, h%draulic pumping appar-
atuses, and tracked vehicles;

and the articles in business journals:—

Nearly a year ago, Occidental [Petroleum Corporation]
Chairman Armand Hammer announced with considerable
fanfare an agreement by which his company would help
the Russians build a $1.5-billion chemical fertilizer
complex. Hammer also signed a preliminary
agreement for construction of a $110-million trade
center in Moscow and launched a proposal to develop
natural gas fields in Siberia. Now the Russians
have bypassed Occidental to negotiate directly with
M.W. Kellogg Co., the Houston-based division of
Pullman, Inc., for construction of eight amonia
plants, the heart of the fertilizer complex. S
Bechtel, the San Francisco construction firm that
joined Occidental in the original proposal ... still
expects to help build a $100-million pipeliine from
the plant to Odessa. .... About 35% of the world's
ammonia is produced by plants using Kellogg processes,
and five plants are in operation or under construc-
tion in the Soviet Union by,a Japanese company em-
ploying Kellogg ’cechnology.4

(continued p. 8)
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To Those Who Share

Our Concern

The publication of SEED is an enterprise which we
feel is of cardinal importance to the revitalization of our
culture. This endeavour represents the concern of a few
individuals sensible of their responsibility to reverse,
where possible, what they perceive to be the deteriora-
tion of the ideological and practical bases of this cul-
ture, and prepared to make personal sacrifices in the
accomplishment of this objective.

However, our success can only be in proportion to
our resources, which — particularly in their financial
aspect — are quite limited. We are determined to pro-
ceed, even within those limitations. But we would like
to do more.

Therefore, if you respond to the challenge that
SEED has set for itself and would like to contribute to
our venture, we invite your donations.

If you know anyone who would like to receive
SEED, GIFT TRIAL SUBSCRIPTIONS are available at
a rate of $4.00 half-yearly. QUANTITY ORDERS of
any issue can be obtained at the following prices (post-
paid):

10 for $4.00;

25 for $8.00; 50 for $12.00.

i

Ousia Publishing, Box 3184
Sherwood Park, Alberta, Canada T8A 2A6

See

Enclosed is my cheque/money order in the

amount of § .................... for:
Canada & U.S. — y
[ Annual subscription ($7.00)
[} Semi-annual subscription ($4.00) ’
Overseas airmail H
[J Annual subscription ($9.00)
0 Semi-annual subscription ($5.00)

®
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("Stew", continued from p. 7)

It is hard to imagine any decent man, cognizant of the
connection Solzhenitsyn has established between trans-
fers of Western technology and material and the op-
pression of the people of the Soviet Union, reacting
with other than shame and disgust to such news items.
And starting people thinking about the deeper implica-
tions of policy can play havoc with large-scale econ-
omic and political maneuvres—as evidenced, for exam-
ple, by the recent vote by the International Longshore-
men's Association in the United States to boycott Ioad-
ing grain on Soviet ships until assurances are forth-
coming that the latest sales of wheat, barley and corn
will not increase domestic food prices.

Counter-attack Likely

The stakes involved in the commercial dealings that
Salzhenitsyn has denounced are high —so high that the
traffickers (whose lack of scruples is demonstrated_)
will give short shrift to any obstacle in their way.
Solzhenitsyn is endeavouring by every means to become
such an obstacle.
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This is why his experience outside Russia might,
in the long run, very much resemble that inside.
He could utter a million criticisms of the Soviet gov-
ernment and society with impunity; but he will not
so easily be permitted to force a genuine .change in
the established game plan for relations with the com-
mnists. Attempts may well be made to destroy his

reputation entirely: the rumours casting doubt on his

mental stability reportedly whispered by Gerald Ford's
advisers seem to foreshadow something of the kind. Of
course, there is nothing novel in this for Solzhenitsyn,
since the same device of questioning the sanity of per-
sons deviating from the 'approved' course is common-
place in the Soviet Union. So is demotion to the status
of a 'non-person': if Solzhenitsyn's name suddenly
disappears from the headlines, don't be surprised.
Fortunately, his past has so tempered his character
that such treatment would probably affect him little;
and, for thinking people in our society, it should
offer potent confirmatory evidence of his fundamental
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lTaken fram a translated transcript of his speech, which
was delivered extemporaneously in Russian.

2Cited in an article by Hilton Kramer in the WNew York
Times, July 10, 1975.

3Can.elclian Department of Industry, Trade and Commerce,
May 30, 1975.

ABusiness Week, March 23, 1974.

I had thought that Communists were calm, strong, de-
finite people, with very clear ideas as to what was
wrong with everything. .... But the troublewith their
convictions was that they were mostly strange, stubborn
prejudices, hammered into their minds by the incantation
of statistics, andwithout any solid intellectual foun-
dation. And having decided that God is an invention of
the ruling classes, and having excluded Him, and all
moral order with Him, they were trying to establish some
kind of amoral systemby abolishing all morality in its
very source. Indeed, the very word morality was some-
thing repugnant to them. They wanted to make everything
right, and they denied all the criteria given us for
distinguishing between right and wrong.

Thomas Merton, The Seven Storey Mountain, 147

Never in human history, it is safe to assert, have there
been so many actual and potential liberators as in the
last half-century, and so little liberation; so many and
so loud shouts for freedom, and so much enslavement.

Malcolm Muggeridge, The Green Stick, 175 o



