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unchecked lead of his scientific brilliance.

One of the surest signs that science was having
its way is seen in the shifts taking place in this
period in European social theory. Social science,
as we know it today, was very slow to develop
in Europe, where the tradition of classical learn-
ing and the effects of elitism on cultural life
combined with the effects of the wars to slow
progress toward modern social science. Between
1945 and 1963, European social scientists were
still learning from the Americans, still necessar-
ily borrowing to pay off the deficit in cultural
capital created by the wars. But in the human
sciences, it was a very different story. In France,
in particular, this was another age d'or—this one
in the study of human culture. It was what one
commentator has called the Age of Structural-
ism.

Claude Lévi-Strauss, the French anthropologist,
is generally considered the founder of struc-

turalism. Borrowing from linguistics, including
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the ideas of Ferdinand de Saussure and Roman
Jakobson, Lévi-Strauss proposed the methods he
thought would establish a science of the mind.
The Swiss psychologist Jean Piaget (1896-1980)
was doing something similar based on labora-
tory observations of small children. Piaget was
one of the founders of modern developmental
psychology; but Lévi-Strauss would become, as
Susan Sontag put it, the intellectual hero of his
day. He argued that cultural life had many of the
same structural features as language. It was well
known at the time that all languages were con-
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stituted as infinitely complex reservoirs of gram- the

wing matical rules and semantic contents on which Na
1 this the speaker or writer draws while producing Bo
ence, competent communications. Lévi-Strauss used vie
velop this model of language to explain human cul- da’
2arn- ture. Culture was equally a vast, enduring social its
1 life contract. The philosophical implication of his | the
slow turn to linguistics was, in part, directed against . cat
ween the postwar philosophy of his day—existential- S
were ism in general, Jean-Paul Sartre (1905-1980) in Ro
'ssar- particular. sal
tural Structuralism, as a political theory, rejected thi
iman the notion that the meaningful life was entirely , ch
ance, dependent on real life choices made by responsi- ' 19
s one ble individuals. This was equivalent to suggest- ol¢
t one ing that linguistic meaning was solely derived an
ural- from the existential utterances of the individ- to!
ual speaker. Here, the linguistic model brought | Tt

>gist, home the dependence of the individual on the ! in
truc- social group. The speaker cannot say whatever us
ading he wants because communication works both m:
man ways. He or she who must listen can understand m
ds he what is said only by sharing a competent grasp | | pa
nind. of the whole of the language spoken. T herefore, ' m
.980) structuralism in its simplest terms returned Fr
bora- the study of culture to the issues outlined by , of
. was Durkheim before World War 1. The important : fre
ental difference was that Lévi-Strauss was able to be ' ' ov
1€, as much more precise than Durkheim about the re- Lé
f his lation between the individual event and the total f ev
f t‘,he L1 structure. His advance over Durkheim was due, ': ; as
5 =1 inlarge part, to the use of a linguistics model. ‘ ea
:3 fREITREEEE | | It may have also derived from his own look at fir
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the war years. Sartre took one turn from the
Nazi occupation of France, Lévi-Strauss another.
Both had their reasons. Their two philosophies
vied with each other in France. But clearly the
day was won, for a while, by structuralism and
its variants. It was more a time for rebuilding
the structure of culture. There was less evident
cause to resist an occupying enemy.

Some might pause on seeing the names of
Roland Barthes and Robert K. Merton in the
same group. This because Merton has remained
the structuralist sociologist, while Barthes
changed many times over until his death in
1980. But between 1945 and 1960, when soci-
ology came into its own in the United States
and structuralism into its own in France, Mer-
ton and Barthes were not far from each other,
Though in different ways, each was propos-
ing a structural science, and each proposed to
use science to uncover the latent dimensions of
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manifest and latent functions in social life is
particularly interesting because it derives much
more from Durkheim, even Marx, than from
Freud. Barthes's outline of the structural science
of human sign systems (Elements of Semiology,
from which the selection is taken) belies his
own debt to the Durkheimian tradition through
Lévi-Strauss and Saussure, Later, Barthes would
evolve into one of the first public proponents of
a social theory based on sexual desire. But in the
early 1960s, when Barthes’s essay on semiology
first appeared, he, like Merton and Lévi-Strauss,

@

wi
ter
th.
be

ele

D
sir
hi:

les



SOCIAL THEORY: THE... (1)

1 the was proposing a structural study of cultural sys- Bel
ther. tems. They all relied on variants of the principle ter
phies that the latent meanings in culture could best | the
y the be derived by a rigorous analysis not of their | By
1 and surface appearances but of their deep structural ' ory
lding elements. | rat
ident In a way, Louis Althusser was doing something at
similar in his structuralist attempt to revise sic
2s of historical materialism as a science by recon- - br
1 the structing the intellectual biography of Marx. Al- dis
ined thusser took from his teacher, Gaston Bachelard, - S
rthes his famous idea of an epistemological break in Str
h in Marx’s writings. This was not so much a nar- _ in
soci- row scholarly argument as a general theoretical | th
tates claim with political implications. If one could ' mi
Mer- show the break in Marx between the younger | | cu
ther. ' philosophical Hegelian in the 1840s and the ma- of
)pos- ture scientist of Capitalin the 1860s, then it was co
ed to possible to justify a post-Stalinist Marxism. Why _ pr
ns of ; theory? The answer for many Western European | Su
ween , Marxists in the 1960s depended on finding some ! ou
ife is key to unraveling the various strands in the his- Il re:
nuch , - tory of Marxism. Theidea of a structural breakin | fac
from ‘ g a cultural or theoretical tradition permitted the ! : C
ience - leap to a Marxism that could be pure theoretical ’, ' cu
logy, ' practice. Today, this seems an entirely circuitous tel
s his l route to a rather straightforward position. But Ur
ough - in the days of Althusser’s prominence, it was a _ Ne
ould | tricky path to tread between a Left social theory | na
its of ' and the threat of being tainted by Stalinism. In ~. be
nthe L _ his way, Althusser was using science to clear a ' | led
Jlo — |  legitimate place for Marxism in the Cold War era. wi

au American social theorists had no such struggle. | : bc
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| sys- Before McCarthyism, the revelations of Stalin's des
«ciple terrors early in the Soviet regime all but cleared we
best the way of any manifest left-wing social theory. ani
their By the time Althusser developed his famous the- An
tural ory in “Ideology and the State Ideological Appa- lika
ratuses” (1969), his structuralism was, at once, Fr¢
‘hing at the pinnacle of the scientific analysis of clas- on
evise sic concepts in Marx’s writings and just ready to wa
xcon- break open the scientific structuralism that soon be
x. Al- dissolved into post-structural social theory. Ste
lard, Still, all the structuralists of the time—Lévi- of
ak in Strauss, Barthes, Merton, and Althusser—were, wi
nar- in different ways, seeking to accomplish much an
atical the same goal. They sought a new, deeper , cri
rould method for defining the science of social and ' an
tnger cultural life. They had learned well the lessons | cia
» ma- of the inter-war years. The individual, left alone, ‘ ne
t was could not account for social action. They each | SO
Why pressed social theory beyond the merely visible. cia
pean Surprisingly, they each were still positive in their ] we
some outlook, and their method. They believed in the , th
2 his- reasonable discovery and explanation of social | th
akin facts. Others were less optimistic. SO
d the One of few positive consequences of the Nazi At
atical curse in Europe was that so many European in- pil
itous tellectuals fled Hitler's terror to settle in the me
. But United Kingdom and the United States. Today's
vas a New School for Social Research (now regrettably Re
eory named New School University) in New York City
n. In became one of the havens for European intel- In
eara lectuals at risk. Lévi-Strauss spent time there, W
re T where he encountered Roman Jakobson, and | of
Tt both of them were associated with its Ecole libre m
pe
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alin's des hautes études. Then too, of course, there the
sared were the German critical theorists in exile at en
eory. and around the New School in New York City. ms
; the- Among the many enduring effects of writers res
\ppa- like Theodor Adorno and Max Horkheimer, Erich ab«
ance, Fromm and many others was a chastening effect lin
clas- on American social theory. Though the post- as
dy to war home of the critical theorists would again | mc
soon be in Germany, they left behind in the United - de
States important theoretical ideas. Their critique me

Lévi- of mass culture, their method of borrowing fift
were, widely and reworking traditional social theories, tor
nuch and perhaps most important of all their deep aft
>eper critique of the traditional structures of science '_ ! eri
. and and knowledge never after were far from left so- | - An
;sons cial thinking in the United States. Much later, , of
lone, nearer the end of the twentieth century, critical | of
each social theory would be a staple of American so- : | dit
sible. cial criticism as, in turn, the German thinkers ; po
their would borrow from traditions like pragmatism } : dis
n the | . that were more indigenously American. After th
iocial the brief American Century had run its course, f to
social theory would increasingly become a North | th

Nazi Atlantic practice as the confident American em- | ter
n in- piricism would yield, slowly but surely, to the A
1 the more native European theoretical approaches. ' an
day's ch
ta‘.’ly Reservations and Objections de
: City ide
ntel- In America, remarkably soon after the post- | l Se
here. , | World War II vision of an American century | 4 m:
a . of unparalleled brilliance, there arose another, - rej
¥l more traditional social scientific trend that was, ‘ iny

perhaps, less severe but just as concerned as
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the German school. One of the first and most
enduring leaders of this trend was David Ries-
man. His Lonely Crowd appeared in 1950. Al-
ready, Riesman was rethinking received wisdom
about modernization. He took for granted the
link between individual and social character, just
as he accepted the premise that the world was
moving steadily along the path of economic
development. Where he differed was in his judg-
ment about what turned out to be Rostow's
fifth stage of mass consumption. Although Ros-
tow had reservations, nothing he said ten years
after Lonely Crowd was as deeply critical of mod-
ern America as was Reisman. Riesman believed
America had lost its original character. In place
of the inner-directed entrepreneur, the ideal type
of modern man, instead, Riesman saw an Other-
directed conformist dominating America in the
postwar years. He was one of the first to force
discussion of a topic well understood today. But
then, in the Golden Age, it was yet another shock
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to have to consider, on top of everything else,
that Americans had lost the very moral charac-
ter that had set them apart.

About the same time, Erik Erikson's Childhood
and Society (1950) outlined a theory of social
character based on studies of the psychological
development of youth. His argument that an
identity crisis was developmentally necessary
seemed to some to lend further support to Ries-
man's claims. Ten years later, when parents were
repulsed by the politics and culture (to say noth-
ing of the attire) of their children, identity crisis
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took on an even more explicit social importance.
Edwin M. Lemert’'s 1951 book, Social Pathology,
set forth the radical theory that social deviance
was a consequence of the deviant’s reaction to
how others viewed and treated him. Lemert's so-
cial theory of identity formation was, thereby,
clearly in tune with the ideas of Erving Goff-
man. Goffman’s first writings contributed to the
growing suspicion that older beliefs in the moral
integrity of individuals were no longer entirely
satisfactory. His first book, Presentation of Self
in Everyday Life (1959), gave popular culture the
expression “impression-management.” Goffman
held the view that individuals in social interac-
tions were engaged in the artful management
of what others thought of them. In contrast
to Erikson and Riesman, however, Goffman said
little about the personal and social politics of
his times. He wrote as though suspended in
some transcendent observational space. But he
introduced the radical idea that, far from being
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inner-directed, human beings in society were by
nature oriented more to social others than to
pursuing the dictates of some inner moral self.
With Goffman, in the 1950s, William James's
ideas—that the individual has as many selves as
there are individuals who recognize him-took
on a different, more historically acute meaning.
In the 1890s, this was an interesting idea. In the
1950s, it was a social critique.

At about the same time, in Paris, a little-
known psychoanalyst, Jacques Lacan, was al-
ready rewriting traditional Freudian theories in
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SOCIAL THEORY: THE ...

order to establish a similar notion. The uncon-
scious life could only be the interplay of natu-
ral desires in the discourse of the Other in the
other. As with his structuralist contemporaries,
Lacan saw the powerful mystery of language as
the field of human action. Not an easily decoded
idea, but obviously one not entirely at odds
with Goffman’s social theory of the self as the
management of the expressive order lying be-
tween social individuals. Later, Lacan became a
celebrity in the cultural Left, which had no defi-
niteshapein the 1950s.

But in 1949, the notion that seems so hard to
translate from Lacan was made perfectly clear
by Simone de Beauvoir. In The Second Sex (1949),
the classic text of modern feminism, she left
no doubt about the ways in which woman was
Other to man, nor how the whole of Western
culture had been built on and around this prin-
ciple. Here, for the first time, was a feminist
social theory that explained the situation of
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women with reference to Western civilization
itself. Others, like Anna Julia Cooper and Char-
lotte Gilman, had begun this effort. But Simone
de Beauvoir was the first to complete such a cri-
tique in the language of the culture she attacked.
Not much later, Césaire and Fanon, who were
among the first postcolonial writers to be read
seriously in the West, did much the same with
respect to the colonizing instincts of European
cultures. It would be easy to overlook the fact
that Martin Luther King's philosophy of nonvi-
olence was itself borrowed from the first great
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1con- social critic of Western culture in the twentieth the
1atu- century. Gandhi's ideal of Satyagraha, nonvio- the
1 the lent force, was defined by his first-hand under- ter
aries, standing of the violent impulses of the European an
ge as colonialist. King's use of that theory is therefore of
oded an implicit social theory of the colonializing in- sar
odds stincts of the white man in the United States. im
s the By the end of the period, Fanon was already pla
g be- read in the United States and Europe. In 1963, sa\
me a the year JFK died, Betty Friedan had given words lib
defi- to those millions of women trapped in little cic
suburban houses in the 1950s. She gave the of
rd to problem a name. The Feminine Mystique (1963) sib
clear immediately became the locus classicus of Amer- ' an
949), ican feminism. The year before, 1962, leaders of - tic
y left SDS began to circulate copies of a social theory i of
| was of democratic society. The Port Huron Statement | im
stern was, in its day, the manifesto of a new political | we
prin- generation. Its ideal was a participatory democ- ! liti
inist racy in which the social structures of political | po
n_of life would be consistent with, and supportive of, u. L {]
ation the deepest aspirations of the human individ- l en
“har- ual. In this, the Port Huron Statement reflected f Ur
none the political and social philosophy of C. Wright l | in
a cri- Mills, who was a source of inspiration and ideas ed
cked. for many of those who had written the state- - th
were ment. In 1966 The Black Panther Party Platform ’ C
read represented a still more radical version of a new j
with social order of freedom: “We want land, bread, ; Nt
pean housing, education, clothing, justice and peace.” 3 '
» fact Though the Black Panther’s terrified white liber- L | Pag
. by
als, they in fact wanted much the same. hi
In 1959, Mills’s Sociological Imagination was Pag
ul
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the embodiment of the tensions of the age. On
the one hand, he caustically denounced the pre-
tenses of social science—mindless empiricism
and abstract theorizing. To this day, his parody
of Parsons remains the standard for sociological
sarcasm. Yet his actual idea of the sociological
imagination inspired student radicals from a
place well within the culture of liberalism. Mills
saw the sociologist as the new model of human
liberation in that time—the individual whose so-
ciological knowledge of the historical structures
of society enhanced individual life with respon-
sible awareness of the links between personal life
and public action. Though his earlier books, par-
ticularly Power Elite, were sharp critical theories
of American society, his ideal of the sociological
imagination still held out hope that if knowledge
were wrenched away from the pretenses of apo-
litical social science, it might find its way backas
power in the lives of ordinary people.

In 1962-1963, just before the Golden Age
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ended, the most radical young people in the
United States, in the former colonial world, and
in Europe still believed in the power of knowl-
edge. This faith would have a troubled time in
the years to come.

C. L.

Notes

Page 218: The Jeffers poem, “Shine, Perishing Republic,” isused
by Walter Russell Mead as the theme and source of the title for
his Mortal Splendor (Houghton Mifflin, 1987).

Page 220: The idea of linking women’s experience in the sub-
urbs to McCarthyism is from Elaine Tyler May, Homeward
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2. On Bound (Basic Books, 1988). !

 pre- Page 221: George Kennan, “Long Telegram,” National Security | .
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The Golden Age

Winston Churchill (1874-1965) was born
at Blenheim Palace, Woodstock, Oxfordshire—
thus, and obviously, to an aristocratic family. His
younger years were given over to military ser-
vice as an officer in the British army. He served
in India, Sudan, and South Africa. But his true
career was in politics. From 1940 to 1945, he
was the Conservative Party Prime Minister of
Great Britain. Churchill was, thus, with Franklin
D. Roosevelt, leader of the North Atlantic forces
in the Second World War against Nazi Germany.
After the war, he became Leader of the Opposi-
tion upon the defeat of his Conservative Party.
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As he had warned of the dangers of Hitler's
Germany before the war, and after he warned
the West of the dangers of Stalin’s Soviet Union
—most famously in his Iron Curtain Speech on
March 5, 1946 at Westminster College in Ful-
ton, Missouri. The selection here is from that
speech, which warned of and defined the endur-
ing Cold War breach between the Atlantic pow-
ers and their wartime ally on the Eastern Front,
the Soviet Union. Churchill continued to serve in
public life, again becoming Prime Minister from
1951 to 1955. Though a stroke in 1953 slowed
him, he remained a force to be reckoned with,
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especially as the author of a six-volume memoir
and the four-volume The History of the English-
Speaking People, which cover the long story from
the Roman invasion of Britain in 55 BCE through
the beginning of the First World Warin 1914.In
1953 he was awarded the Nobel Prize for Litera-
ture for his writings and public oratory.

The Cold War*
Winston Churchill (1946)

A shadow has fallen upon the scenes so lately
lighted by the Allied victory. Nobody knows
what Soviet Russia and its Communist interna-
tional organisation intends to do in the immedi-
ate future, or what are the limits, if any, to their
expansive and proselytising tendencies. I have
a strong admiration and regard for the valiant
Russian people and for my wartime comrade,
Marshal Stalin. There is deep sympathy and
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goodwill in Britain—and I doubt not here also—
towards the peoples of all the Russias and a re-
solve to persevere through many differences and
rebuffs in establishing lasting friendships. We
understand the Russian need to be secure on her
western frontiers by the removal of all possibil-
ity of German aggression. We welcome Russia to
her rightful place among the leading nations of
the world. We welcome her flag upon the seas.
Above all, we welcome constant, frequent and
growing contacts between the Russian people
and our own people on both sides of the Atlantic.
It is my duty however, for I am sure you would
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wish me to state the facts as [ see them to you, to
place before you certain facts about the present
position in Europe.

From Stettin in the Baltic to Trieste in the Adri-
atic, an iron curtain has descended across the
Continent. Behind that line lie all the capitals
of the ancient states of Central and Eastern Eu-
rope. Warsaw, Berlin, Prague, Vienna, Budapest,
Belgrade, Bucharest and Sofia, all these famous
cities and the populations around them lie in
what I must call the Soviet sphere, and all are
subject in one form or another, not only to Soviet
influence but to a very high and, in many cases,
increasing measure of control from Moscow.
Athens alone—Greece with its immortal glories
—is free to decide its future at an election under
British, American and French observation. The
Russian-dominated Polish Government has been
encouraged to make enormous and wrongful
inroads upon Germany, and mass expulsions of

millions of Germans on a scale grievous and un-
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dreamed-of are now taking place. The Commu-
nist parties, which were very small in all these
Eastern States of Europe, have been raised to pre-
eminence and power far beyond their numbers
and are seeking everywhere to obtain totalitar-
ian control. Police governments are prevailing in
nearly every case, and so far, except in Czechoslo-
vakia, there is no true democracy.

Turkey and Persia are both profoundly alarmed
and disturbed at the claims which are being
made upon them and at the pressure being ex-
erted by the Moscow Government. An attempt
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is being made by the Russians in Berlin to build
up a quasi-Communist party in their zone of
Occupied Germany by showing special favours
to groups of left-wing German leaders. At the
end of the fighting last June, the American and
British Armies withdrew westwards, in accor-
dance with an earlier agreement, to a depth
at some points of 150 miles upon a front of
nearly four hundred miles, in order to allow our
Russian allies to occupy this vast expanse of ter-
ritory which the Western Democracies had con-
quered.

If now the Soviet Government tries, by separate
action, to build up a pro-Communist Germany in
their areas, this will cause new serious difficul-
ties in the British and American zones, and will
give the defeated Germans the power of putting
themselves up to auction between the Soviets
and the Western Democracies. Whatever conclu-
sions may be drawn from these facts—and facts
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rope we fought to build up. Nor is it one which
contains the essentials of permanent peace.

The safety of the world requires a new unity
in Europe, from which no nation should be per-
manently outcast. It is from the quarrels of the
strong parent races in Europe that the world
wars we have witnessed, or which occurred in
former times, have sprung. Twice in our own
lifetime we have seen the United States, against
their wishes and their traditions, against argu-
ments, the force of which it is impossible not
to comprehend, drawn by irresistible forces, into
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these wars in time to secure the victory of the
good cause, but only after frightful slaughter
and devastation had occurred. Twice the United
States has had to send several millions of its
young men across the Atlantic to find the war;
but now war can find any nation, wherever it
may dwell between dusk and dawn. Surely we
should work with conscious purpose for a grand
pacification of Europe, within the structure of
the United Nations and in accordance with its
Charter. That | feel is an open cause of policy of
very great importance.

In front of the iron curtain which lies across
Europe are other causes for anxiety. In Italy
the Communist Party is seriously hampered by
having to Support the Communist-trained Mar-
shal Tito’s claims to former Italian territory at
the head of the Adriatic. Nevertheless the fu-
ture of Italy hangs in the balance. Again one
cannot imagine a regenerated Europe without a
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for a Strong France and [ never lost faith in
her destiny, even in the darkest hours. I will
not lose faith now. However, in a great num-
ber of countries, far from the Russian frontiers
and throughout the world, Communist fifth col-
umns are established and work in complete
unity and absolute obedience to the directions
they receive from the Communist centre. Except
in the British Commonwealth and in the United
States where Communism is in its infancy, the
Communist parties or fifth columns constitute a
growing challenge and peril to Christian civilisa-
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f the tion. These are sombre facts for anyone to have by,
zhter to recite on the morrow of a victory gained by so Bel
nited much splendid comradeship in arms and in the sol
f its cause of freedom and democracy; but we should ' po
war; be most unwise not to face them squarely while . —
rer it time remains.
| Th
y we !
'rand | Da
' Daniel Bell (1919-2011), grew up on New York
re of o . . Th
. City's Lower East Side, the son of working peo- )
h its . . . mi
B0 ple. He finished high school at age sixteen and be
entered City College, where, like many young tw
New York intellectuals, he was part of the anti-
Cross _ : ter
Italy Communist Left, After graduating from college acr
d by in 1938, he studied for his Ph.D. at Columbia th.
.Mar» University, then taught briefly at the University o
. of Chicago. From 1948 to 1958, he wrote for : of
nyu— Fortune magazine while maintaining ties with : | at
one the academy. In 1959, Bell joined the faculty , th
S | of Harvard University, where he has remained ; ' br
Laidl . until the present. Bell has written numerous | -
b | ' books and articles, including The End of Ideol- Q :
‘h in ' . . ) i tic
will | ogy (1960), from which the selection is taken, 1 e
i . and The Coming Post-Industrial Society (1973).
wum- ) ) . th
ety '5 Though Bell defends the scholar against the in- an
' tellectual in “The End of Ideoclogy in the West,” {
1¢col- . . i . | hc
many would consider him every bit the intellec- | .
plete - . ) , m;
. , tual by another definition—a serious, informed, 1 :
tions | A ) ] ) l Wi
T | . and intelligent general social theorist of modern [ v
nited _ society. Obviously, by the time he began to write | : ph
. | for Fortune in 1948, Bell had already relinquished | s d
"1 ) TR the leftism of his youth. Yet as one can see from | in
ik | EEEEEE | this text, the more centrist, even conservative | M
|

instincts of his adult years were still informed
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by, and directed against, Marxist social theory.
Bell's writings are taken seriously, for good rea-
son, by social theorists from many points in the
political spectrum.

The End of Ideology in the West*
Dantiel Bell (1960)

This age, too, can add appropriate citations—
made all the more wry and bitter by the long
period of bright hope that preceded it—for the
two decades between 1930 and 1950 have an in-
tensity peculiar in written history: world-wide
economic depression and sharp class struggles;
the rise of fascism and racial imperialism in a
country that had stood at an advanced stage
of human culture; the tragic self-immolation of
a revolutionary generation that had proclaimed
the finer ideals of man; destructive war of a
breadth and scale hitherto unknown; the bu-
reaucratized murder of millions in concentra-
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tion camps and death chambers.

For the radical intellectual who had articulated
the revolutionary impulses of the past century
and a half, all this has meant an end to chiliastic
hopes, to millenarianism, to apocalyptic think-
ing—and to ideology. For ideology, which once
was a road to action, has come to be a dead end.

Whatever its origins among the French
philosophes, ideology as a way of translating
ideas into action was given its sharpest phras-
ing by the left Hegelians, by Feuerbach and by
Marx. For them, the function of philosophy was
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to be critical, torid the present of the past. (“The
tradition of all the dead generations weighs like
a nightmare on the brain of the living,” wrote
Marx.) Feuerbach, the most radical of all the left
Hegelians, called himself Luther II. Man would
be free, he said, if we could demythologize reli-
gion. The history of all thought was a history
of progressive disenchantment, and if finally, in
Christianity, God had been transformed from a
parochial deity to a universal abstraction, the
function of criticism—using the radical tool of
alienation, or self-estrangement-—was to replace
theology by anthropology, to substitute Man for
God. Philosophy was to be directed at life, man
was to be liberated from the “specter of abstrac-
tions” and extricated from the bind of the su-
pernatural Religion was capable only of creating
“false consciousness.” Philosophy would reveal
“true consciousness.” And by placing Man, rather
than God, at the center of consciousness, Feuer-
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bach sought tobring the “infinite into the finite.”

If Feuerbach “descended into the world,” Marx
sought to transform it. And where Feuerbach
proclaimed anthropology, Marx, reclaiming a
root insight of Hegel, emphasized History and
historical contexts. The world was not generic
Man, but men; and of men, classes of men.
Men differed because of their class position. And
truths were class truths. All truths, thus, were
masks, or partial truths, but the real truth was
the revolutionary truth. And this real truth was
rational.

Thus a dynamic was introduced into the anal-
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ysis of ideology, and into the creation of a new
ideology. By demythologizing religion, one re-
covered {from God and sin) the potential in man.
By the unfolding of history, rationality was re-
vealed. In the struggle of classes, true conscious-
ness, rather than false consciousness, could be
achieved. But if truth lay in action, one must act.
The left Hegelians, said Marx, were only littera-
teurs. {For them a magazine was “practice.”) For
Marx, the only real action was in politics. But
action, revolutionary action as Marx conceived
it, was not mere social change. It was, in its way,
the resumption of all the old millenarian, chilias-
tic ideas of the Anabaptists. It was, in its new vi-
sion, a new ideology.

Ideology is the conversion of ideas into social
levers. Without irony, Max Lerner once entitled
abook “Ideas Are Weapons.” This is thelanguage
of ideology. It is more. It is the commitment to
the consequences of ideas....
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can do three things: simplify ideas, establish a
claim to truth, and, in the union of the two,
demand acommitment to action. Thus, not only
does ideology transform ideas, it transforms
people as well. The nineteenth-century ideoclo-
gies, by emphasizing inevitability and by infus-
ing passion into their followers, could compete
with religion. By identifying inevitability with
progress, they linked up with the positive values
of science. But more important, these ideologies
were linked, too, with the rising class of intel-
lectuals, which was seeking to assert a place in
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new society. or

e re- The differences between the intellectual and na
man. the scholar, without being invidious, are impor- | th
1S re- tant to understand. The scholar has a bounded ; Ja
jous- field of knowledge, a tradition, and seeks to , gl
Id be find his place in it, adding to the accumulated, ha
t act. tested knowledge of the past as to a mosaic. - frc
‘tera- The scholar, qua scholar, is less involved with / on
") For his “self.” The intellectual begins with his expe- ; ge
. But rience, his individual perceptions of the world, an
eived his privileges and deprivations, and judges the F
way, world by these sensibilities. Since his own status ! ca
ilias- is of high value, his judgments of the society en
W Vi- reflect the treatment accorded him. In a business ! ha
civilization, the intellectual felt that the wrong be

;ocial values were being honored, and rejected the so- ' Fe
sitled ciety. Thus there was a “built-in” compulsion ‘ j pl:
uage for the free-floating intellectual to become po- | ' co
nt to litical The ideologies, therefore, which emerged | Co
from the nineteenth century had the force of the ,_ ro:

ish a : what William James called “the faith ladder,” [ int
two, which in its vision of the future cannot distin- r | a\
only | guish possibilities from probabilities, and con- 5 po
orms verts thelatter into certainties. | | ica
eolo- | Today, these ideologies are exhausted. The l ag
nfus- events behind this important sociological i A
1pete change are complex and varied Such calami- *' | th.
with ties as the Moscow Trials, the Nazi-Soviet pact, ' . tel
alues’ - the concentration camps, the suppression of the | ris
72 1<) ) ISPV | Hungarian workers, form one chain; such social | ne
nt [ changes as the modification of capitalism, the i oW
ce rise of the Welfare State, another. In philosophy, __ ’ tri
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one can trace the decline of simplistic, ratio- | ani

and nalistic beliefs and the emergence of new stoic- ! tw

\por- theological images of man, e.g. Freud, Tillich, ! po
nded Jaspers, etc. This is not to say that such ideolo- of
s to gies as communism in France and Italy do not nir
ated, have a political weight, or a driving momentum _ _ ist
ysaic. from other sources. But out of all this history, , - ide
with one simple fact emerges: for the radical intelli- str
:xpe- gentzia, the old ideologies have lost their “truth” : dri
orld, and their power to persuade. , eq
s the Few serious minds believe any longer that one im
tatus can set down “blue-prints” and through “social der
ciety engineering” bring about a new utopia of social A
iness harmony. At the same time, the older “counter- 5 be:
Tong beliefs” have lost their intellectual force as well. 'i ex
e SO- Few “classic” liberals insist that the State should | ety
Ision play no role in the economy, and few serious ' th!
e po- conservatives, at least in England and on the | ul:
arged Continent, believe that the Welfare State is “the | pe
fthe - road to serfdom.” In the Western world, there- ;_ gre
upon ! fore, there is today a rough consensus among E i ad
Ider,” intellectuals on political issues: the acceptance of . ev
istin- a Welfare State; the desirability of decentralized l | no
con- ! power; a system of mixed economy and of polit- . th
ical pluralism. In that sense, too, the ideological ' " mu

The age has ended. : . It

sgical - And yet, the extraordinary fact is that while . , ec
lami- the old nineteenth-century ideologies and in- cai
pact, tellectual debates have become exhausted, the ' an
rising states of Asia and Africa are fashioning | po

| new ideologies with a different appeal for their i an

| own people. These are the ideologies of indus- : sa

trialization, modernization, Pan-Arabism, color, ' th
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‘atio- and nationalism. In the distinctive difference be- elit
stoic- tween the two kinds of ideologies lies the great . ; isr
llich, political and social problems of the second half ten
eolo- of the twentieth century. The ideologies of the ' frie
> not nineteenth century were universalistic, human- | on
itum istic, and fashioned by intellectuals. The mass ing
tory, ideologies of Asia and Africa are parochial, in- ; | to
itelli- strumental, and created by political leaders. The j wh
~uth” driving forces of the old ideologies were social | ' im
equality and, in the largest sense, freedom. The col
t one impulsions of the new ideologies are economic 5 ' col
social development and national power. an
social And in this appeal, Russia and China have = int
nter- become models. The fascination these countries . fut
well. exert is no longer the old idea of the free soci- 5 | T
would ety, but the new one of economic growth. And if : ' dis
rious this involves the wholesale coercion of the pop- | ; int
1 the _ ulation and the rise of new elites to drive the ! ne
“the _ people, the new repressions are justified on the | i of
here- . - ground that without such coercions economic f; bu
Nong g : advance cannot take place rapidly enough. And ; | wi
ice of _ . even for some of the liberals of the West, “eco- | ! rej
lized , f nomic development” has become a new ideology | | lyi
solit~- that washes away the memory of old disillusion- | ‘ “ci
)gical ' ments. _ ' th
It is hard to quarrel with an appeal for rapid f '
~hile ' economic growth and modernization, and few | W
d in- can dispute the goal, as few could ever dispute —
, the | an appeal for equality and freedom. But in this wl
powerful surge—and its swiftness is amazing— ml
L. any movement that instates such goals risks the :;

sacrifice of the present generation for a future - .
that may see only a new exploitation by a new

.
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‘e be- elite. For the newly-risen countries, the debate 19
great is not over the merits of Communism—the con- in
| half tent of that doctrine has long been forgotten by - 19
f the friends and foes alike. The question is an older wa
man- one: whether new societies can grow by build- tar
mass ing democratic institutions and allowing people Pre
1, in- to make choices—and sacrifices—voluntarily, or _ of
. The whether the new elites, heady with power, will Te:
ocial impose totalitarian means to transform their ing
. The countries. Certainly in these traditional and old me
omic colonial societies where the masses are apathetic Co
and easily manipulated, the answer lies with the sel
have intellectual classes and their conceptions of the | tia
itries future. me
soci- Thus one finds, at the end of the fifties, a ' ect
ndif disconcerting caesura. In the West, among the an
pop- intellectuals, the old passions are spent. The _ ! tio
> the | new generation, with no meaningful memory | ’ ect
1 the '. of these old debates, and no secure tradition to | . wi
omic | - build upon, finds itself seeking new purposes ' - ica
~_And | within a framework of political society that has | =
“eco- ;_. rejected, intellectually speaking, the old apoca- |
logy lyptic and chiliastic visions. In the search for a | -
sion- ' ! “cause,” there is a deep, desperate, almost pa- ’
' thetic anger. | ‘ Tl
R o
e W. W. Rostow (1916-2003) studied at Yale, 5_ | ci¢
 this where he received his B.A. in 1936 and his Ph.D. - | w)
e in 1940. He was also a Rhodes Scholar before 1 pr
<l serving in the Office of Strategic Services during I 1 pr
World War II. From 1950 to 1961, he was pro- ' W
fessor of economic history at MIT. Rostow was
special assistant to President John F. Kennedy in ' be

g
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sbate 1961, then served on the Policy Planning Council fevw
con- in the Department of State for five years. From ble
'n by 1966 to 1969, during the worst years of the T
older war in Vietnam, he again served as special assis- ho
uild- tant in the White House. After his service under exc
eople President Lyndon Johnson, he became professor ex|
ly, or of economics and history at the University of oft
, will Texas. Rostow has written many books, includ- int
their ing Process of Economic Growth (1952) and the - pre
d old more popular Stages of Economic Growth: A Non- im
hetic Communist Manifesto (1960), from which the er)
hthe selection is taken. His superior academic creden- | fac
f the tials, along with his years of service in govern- : ing
ment, lent particular weight to his theory of . he
es, a economic modernization. He was one of the best '; po
g the and brightest to join the Kennedy administra- an
The tion in 1960, bringing with him a philosophy of ' reg
nory economic history that was perfectly consistent | B
n to with Kennedy's goal of reinvigorating the Amer- | '. stc
J0ses ican Golden Age. | en
t has | , | wi
:;gia; Modernization: Stages of Growth® | | Ei
W. W. Rostow (1960)
t pa- J 5 up
The Traditional Society i -~ lin
First, the traditional society. A traditional so- , :;’1:
Yale, ' ciety is one whose structure is developed [ 1 of
Ph.D. within limited production functions, based on r ]
. ) . th
efore pre-Newtonian science and technology, and on | i
ring _ pre-Newtonian attitudes towards the physical | an
o) [ _ . world. Newton is here used as a symbol for that . C
A : riradl watershed in history when men came widely to ' th

believe that the external world was subject to a
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uncil few knowable laws, and was systematically capa- an\
from ble of productive manipulation. agr
f the The conception of the traditional society is, 5 sys
1Ssis- however, in no sense static; and it would not tur
nder exclude increases in output. Acreage could be - $CO
essor expanded; some ad hoc technical innovations, ! cor
ty of often highly productive innovations, could be | zat
clud- introduced in trade, industry and agriculture; ! ger
i the productivity could rise with, for example, the | rut
Non- improvement of irrigation works or the discov- '- rar
1 the ery and diffusion of a new crop. But the central . dre
den- fact about the traditional society was that a ceil- on
vern- ing existed on the level of attainable output per . by
ry of head. This ceiling resulted from the fact that the | wi
rbest _ potentialities which flow from modern science , leg
istra- and technology were either not available or not ; his
hy of regularly and systematically applied. for
stent Both in the longer past and in recent times the ac(
mer- | story of traditional societies was thus a story of . tio
endless change. The area and volume of trade _ far

— = ‘ within them and between them fluctuated, for .~ A
example, with the degree of political and so- ! or

cial turbulence, the efficiency of central rule, the s eti

upkeep of the roads. Population—and, within _ rej

, | limits, the level of life—rose and fell not only I 5 ge

with the sequence of the harvests, but with the th

il so- - . | !

oped incidence of war and of plague. Va.rymg_ degrees lar
d on of manufacture developed; but, as in agriculture, ; pr
the level of productivity was limited by the in- pc

d on LG . . . . ‘ .
accessibility of modern science, its applications, se

and its frame of mind. i co

Generally speaking, these societies, because of ; '- I

the limitation on productivity, had to devote dr
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a very high proportion of their resources to
agriculture; and flowing from the agricultural
system there was an hierarchical social struc-
ture, with relatively narrow scope—but some
scope—for vertical mobility. Family and dan
connexions played a large role in social organi-
zation. The value system of these societies was
generally geared to what might be called along-
run fatalism; that is, the assumption that the
range of possibilities open to one’s grandchil-
dren would be just about what it had been for
one's grandparents. But this long-run fatalism
by no means excluded the short-run option that,
within a considerable range, it was possible and
legitimate for the individual to strive to improve
his lot, within his lifetime. In Chinese villages,
for example, there was an endless struggle to
acquire or to avoid losing land, yielding a situa-
tion where land rarely remained within the same
family for a century.
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or another—often existed in traditional soci-
eties, transcending the relatively self-sufficient
regions, the centre of gravity of political power
generally lay in the regions, in the hands of
those who owned or controlled the land. The
landowner maintained fluctuating but usually
profound influence over such central political
power as existed, backed by its entourage of civil
servants and soldiers, imbued with attitudes and
controlled by interests transcending the regions.

In terms of history then, with the phrase “tra-
ditional society” we are grouping the whole pre-
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35 Lo Newtonian world: the dynasties in China; the eig
tural civilization of the Middle East and the Mediter- scit
truc- ranean; the world of medieval Europe. And tio:
some to them we add the post-Newtonian societies in .
clan which, for a time, remained untouched or un- pai
gani- moved by man's new capability for regularly cot
: was manipulating his environment to his economic the
long- advantage. the
t the To place these infinitely various, changing so- We
Ichil- cieties in a single category, on the ground that sta
n for they all shared a ceiling on the productivity of res
ilism their economic techniques, is to say very little cal
that, indeed. But we are, after all, merely clearing the pr¢
> and way in order to get at the subject of this book; T
yrove that is, the post-traditional societies, in which evt
ages, each of the major characteristics of the tradi- en
le to tional society was altered in such ways as to by
itua- permit regular growth: its politics, social struc- lite
same ture, and (to a degree) its values, as well as its cie

economy. th:
form wit
socl” The Preconditions for Take-Off alt
cient st1
ower The second stage of growthembraces societiesin l T
is of the process of transition; that is, the period when ;_ pr
The the preconditions for take-off are developed; for ‘ is
ually it takes time to transform a traditional society in l ju
jtical the ways necessary for it to exploit the fruits of ; va
*eivil modern science, to fend off diminishing returns, l fo
sand and thus to enjoy the blessings and choices ‘ br
ions. i opened up by the march of compound interest. t er
“t! The preconditions for take-off were initially in
o | EEEEE developed, in a clearly marked way, in West- in
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eighteenth centuries as the insights of modern
science began to be translated into new produc-
tion functions in both agriculture and industry,
in a setting given dynamism by the lateral ex-
pansion of world markets and the international
competition for them. But all that lies behind
the break-up of the Middle Ages is relevant to
the creation of the preconditions for take-off in
Western Europe. Among the Western European
states, Britain, favoured by geography, natural
resources, trading possibilities, social and politi-
cal structure, was the first to develop fully the
preconditions for take-off.

The more general case in modern history, how-
ever, saw the stage of preconditions arise not
endogenously but from some external intrusion
by more advanced societies. These invasions—
literal or figurative—shocked the traditional so-
ciety and began or hastened its undoing; but
they also set in motion ideas and sentiments

- whichinitiated the process by which a modern
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alternative to the traditional society was con-
structed out of the old culture.

The idea spreads not merely that economic
progress is possible, but that economic progress
is a necessary condition for some other purpose,
judged to be good: be it national dignity, pri-
vate profit, the general welfare, or a better life
for the children. Education, for some at least,
broadens and changes to suit the needs of mod-
ern economic activity. New types of enterpris-
ing men come forward—in the private economy,
in government, or both—willing to mobilize
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savings and to take risks in pursuit of profit
or modernization. Banks and other institutions
for mobilizing capital appear. Investment in-
creases, notably in transport, communications,
and in raw materials in which other nations
may have an economic interest. The scope of
commerce, internal and external, widens. And,
here and there, modern manufacturing enter-
prise appears, using the new methods. But all
this activity proceeds at a limited pace within an
economy and a society still mainly characterized
by traditional low-productivity methods, by the
old social structure and values, and by the re-
gionally based political institutions that devel-
oped in conjunction with them.

In many recent cases, for example, the tradi-
tional society persisted side by side with modern
economic activities, conducted for limited eco-
nomic purposes by a colonial or quasi-colonial
power.

Although the period of transition—between
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the traditional society and the take-off—saw
major changes in both the economy itself and
in the balance of social values, a decisive feature
was often political. Politically, the building of an
effective centralized national state—on the basis
of coalitions touched with a new nationalism,
in opposition to the traditional landed regional
interests, the colonial power, or both, was a de-
cisive aspect of the preconditions period; and it
was, almost universally, a necessary condition
for take-off.
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wofit tal
tons The Take-Off | tot
t in- _ sor
ions, We come now to the great watershed in the life Ru
tions of modern societies: the third stage in this se- | wa
se of quence, the take-off. The take-off is the interval D
And, when the old blocks and resistances to steady | rap
nter- growth are finally overcome. The forces making ! wh
it all for economic progress, which yielded limited ne
in an bursts and enclaves of modern activity, expand the
rized and come to dominate the society. Growth be- f wC
y the comes its normal condition. Compound interest ' otl
e re- becomes built, as it were, into its habits and in- : in
evel- stitutional structure. | pla
' In Britain and the well-endowed parts of the ! me
radi- world populated substantially from Britain (the . ! thi
dern United States, Canada etc.) the proximate stim- , rat
eco- ulus for take-off was mainly (but not wholly) | : th:
onial technological. In the more general case, the take- | ' ne
off awaited not only the build-up of social over- | re«
w,_.—_hmicm&amgmgmﬂﬁhnnlggml devel- ' ., pr
—saw opment in industry and agriculture, but also the 5 un
fand ' emergence to political power of a group prepared du
ature to regard the modernization of the economy as { ' N
of an | serious, high-order political business. E as
basis During the take-off, the rate of effective invest- i an
lism, ment and savings may rise from, say, 5% of | pa
ional the national income to 10% or more; although ch
a de- _ where heavy social overhead capital investment ? tic
nd it was required to create the technical precondi- ; an
ition | | tions for take-off the investment rate in the m
: ~ preconditions period could be higher than 5%, | .- bi
as, for example, in Canada before the 1890’s be

and Argentina before 1914. In such cases capi-
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tal imports usually formed a high proportion of
total investment in the preconditions period and
sometimes even during the take-off itself, as in
Russia and Canada during their pre-1914 rail-
way booms.

During the take-off new industries expand
rapidly, yielding profits a large proportion of

which are reinvested in new plants; and these

new industries, in turn, stimulate, through
their rapidly expanding requirement for factory
workers, the services to support them, and for
other manufactured goods, a further expansion
in urban areas and in other modern industrial
plants. The whole process of expansion in the
modern sector yields an increase of income in
the hands of those who not only save at high
rates but place their savings at the disposal of
those engaged in modern sector activities. The
new class of entrepreneurs expands; and it di-
rects the enlarging flows of investment in the
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unused natural resources and methods of pro-
duction.

New techniques spread in agriculture as well
as industry, as agriculture is commercialized,
and increasing numbers of farmers are pre-
pared to accept the new methods and the deep
changes they bring to ways of life. The revolu-
tionary changes in agricultural productivity are
an essential condition for successful take-off; for
modernization of a society increases radically its
bill for agricultural products. In a decade or two
both the basic structure of the economy and the
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on of social and political structure of the society are ' rat
fand transformed in such a way that a steady rate of S
as in growth can be, thereafter, regularly sustained.... for
rail- One can approximately allocate the take-off of . be
Britain to the two decades after 1783; France : ecc
pand and the United States to the several decades pre- | - rel
m of ceding 1860; Germany, the third quarter of the i no
these nineteenth century; Japan, the fourth quarter . - fin
ough of the nineteenth century; Russia and Canada : pre
tory the quarter-century or so preceding 1914; while foc
d for during the 1950's India and China have, in quite ing
1sion different ways, launched their respective take- to¢
strial offs. for
1 the ' Ge
ne mn The Drive to Maturity f‘ ha
high . : . or
;al of After take-off there follows along interval of sus- | -. F
 The ! tained if fluctuating progress, as the now regu- : ' in
it di- | larly growing economy drives to extend modern | i to
1 the i | technology over the whole front of its economic 5 ' po
_ierto | activity. Some 10-20% of the national income | | eft
pro- ' is steadily invested, permitting output regu- | I SO
larly to outstrip the increase in population. The | ] va
well 1 make-up of the economy changes unceasingly l is
lized, as technique improves, new industries acceler- ! ‘ th
pre- ate, older industries level off. The economy finds '; | sk
deep ’_- its place in the international economy: goods | | th
volu- formerly imported are produced at home; new ? : co
y are import requirements develop, and new export ' 1 an
T. for commodities to match them. The society makes ]| tic
lyits_ | | such terms as it will with the requirements of | } ec
- modern efficient production, balancing off the | ' ec
dt | =522 || new against theolder values and institutions,or | ! at

_. revising the latter in such ways as to support | jf

bt : |
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y are rather than to retard the growth process. H
ite of Some sixty years after take-off begins (say, lik
ed.... forty years after the end of take-off) what may frc
>ff of be called maturity is generally attained The | aly
-ance economy, focused during the take-off around a m:
; pre- relatively narrow complex of industry and tech- ' int
f the nology, has extended its range into more re- ' wi
arter fined and technologically often more complex : ab
nada processes; for example, there may be a shift in ' su
~hile focus from the coal, iron, and heavy engineer- ; wi
quite ing industries of the railway phase to machine- ' cle
take- tools, chemicals, and electrical equipment. This, ler

for example, was the transition through which
Germany, Britain, France, and the United States

|
. | Th
had passed by the end of the nineteenth century

or shortly thereafter.... ! Wi

fsus- Formally, we can define maturity as the stage | | tic
regu- . in which an economy demonstrates the capacity ' to’
dern . to move beyond the original industries which i a
omic powered its take-off and to absorb and to apply _ to
:ome .‘ ! efficiently over a very wide range of its re- " | Eu
regu- ‘ sources—if not the whole range—the most ad- pr
. The - . vanced fruits of (then) modern technology. This , ' in
ingly is the stage in which an economy demonstrates | 1 A
seler- ' that it has the technological and entrepreneurial | et]
finds skills to produce not everything, but anything | | pe
joods that it chooses to produce. It may lack (like s | of
new contemporary Sweden and Switzerland, for ex- | tic
(port ample) the raw materials or other supply condi- . ' ck
1akes tions required to produce a given ty pe of output | ch
wsof | economically; but its dependence is a matter of § pr
t l| T economic choice or political priority rather than . ‘ alt
18, a technological or institutional necessity. | | of
Pl an
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Historically, it would appear that something ; mas

(say, like sixty years was required to move a society Ir
may from the beginning of take-off to maturity. An- cie
The alytically the explanation for some such interval mc

ind a may lie in the powerful arithmetic of compound isi
tech- interest applied to the capital stock, combined th:
e re- with the broader consequences for a society's ha'
1plex ability to absorb modern technology of three cia
ift in successive generations living under a regime we
neer- where growth is the normal condition. But, me
hine- clearly, no dogmatism is justified about the exact at
This, length of the interval from take-off to maturity. to
/hich - du
tates The Age of High Mass-Consumption | ki
ury | set
We come now to the age of high mass-consump- iot

stage tion, where, in time, the leading sectors shift | gr:
acity towards durable consumers’ goods and services: ! cis
thich a phase from which Americans are beginning ‘ bil
pply to emerge; whose not unequivocal joys Western - as
s re- . . Europe and Japan are beginning energetically to . . tic
t ad- ' probe; and with which Soviet society is engaged ’ F
This in an uneasy flirtation. pe
rates As societies achieved maturity in the twenti- ' L 19
arial | ' eth century two things happened: real income . * in
‘hing ' per head rose to a point where a large number ! of
(like : of persons gained a command over consump- | i co

r ex- - tion which transcended basic food, shelter, and | Ja:
ondi- , clothing; and the structure of the working force : co
itput changed in ways which increased not only the : ' ec
er rgf_ ] | proportion of urban to total population, but ‘ _ pc
th . alsothe proportion of the population working in = ’f re
[ === offices or in skilled factory jobs—aware of and : 78

|  anxious to acquire the consumption fruits of a
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mature economy.

In addition to these economic changes, the so-
ciety ceased to accept the further extension of
modern technology as an overriding objective. It
is in this post-maturity stage, for example, that,
through the political process, Western societies
have chosen to allocate increased resources to so-
cial welfare and security. The emergence of the
welfare state is one manifestation of a society's
moving beyond technical maturity; but it is also
at this stage that resources tend increasingly
to be directed to the production of consumers’
durables and to the diffusion of services on a
mass basis, if consumers’ sovereignty reigns. The
sewing-machine, the bicycle, and then the var-
ious electric-powered household gadgets were
gradually diffused. Historically, however, the de-
cisive element has been the cheap mass automo-
bile with its quite revolutionary effects—social
as well as economic—on the life and expecta-

llyto | tionsofsociety.
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For the United States, the turning point was,
perhaps, Henry Ford's moving assembly line of
1913-14; but it was in the 1920's, and again
in the postwar decade, 1946-56, that this stage
of growth was pressed to, virtually, its logical
conclusion. In the 1950's Western Europe and
Japan appear to have fully entered this phase, ac-
counting substantially for a momentum in their
economies quite unexpected in the immediate
postwar years. The Soviet Union is technically
ready for this stage, and, by every sign, its citi-
zens hunger for it; but Communist leaders face
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difficult political and social problems of adjust- wh
e SO- ment if this stageis launched ; ger
n of eig
At Beyond Consumption -; -~
that, sel
ieties Beyond, it is impossible to predict, except per- . the
‘0 SO- haps to observe that Americans, at least, have - the
f the behaved in the past decade as if diminishing rel- the
iety's ative marginal utility sets in, after a point, for i_ as
; also durable consumers' goods; and they have cho- ! the
ingly sen, at the margin, larger families—behaviour in | the
ners' the pattern of Buddenbrooks dynamics. Ameri- ser
on a cans have behaved as if, having been born into | - cre
.The a system that provided economic security and ; | tio
var- high mass-consumption, they placed a lower | sec
were valuation on acquiring additional increments of ' do
e de- - real income in the conventional form as opposed '
SmMo- to the advantages and values of an enlarged fam-
.ocial ily. But even in this adventure in generalization it Al
ecta- | . is a shade too soon to create—on the basis of one Th
| . case—a new stage-of-growth, based on babies, in | no
was, | succession to the age of consumers’ durables: as [ ob
ne of economists might say, the income-elasticity of of
gain . demand for babies may well vary from society to . an
stage - society. But it is true that the implications of the ' st1
ygical baby boom along with the not wholly unrelated | tic
. and | deficit in social overhead capital are likely to | T
e, ac- . dominate the American economy over the next - m
their decade rather than the further diffusion of con- E wi
diate | : sumers’ durables. ! —
icallv | N Here then, in an impressionistic rather than ! of
i ~ an analytic way, are the stages-of-growth which i ha
£ _ | can be distinguished once a traditional society | or
| ZEZEsa=E | beginsits modernization: the transitional period ! in
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liust- when the preconditions for take-off are created tec
generally in response to the intrusion of a for- ter
eign power, converging with certain domestic the
forces making for modernization; the take-off it- en:
self; the sweep into maturity generally taking up his
per- the life of about two further generations; and du
have then, finally, if the rise of income has matched of
g rel- the spread of technological virtuosity (which, im
t, for as we shall see, it need not immediately do) tw
cho- the diversion of the fully mature economy to foc
urin the provision of durable consumers’ goods and po
neri- services (as well as the welfare state) for its in- wi
into creasingly urban—and then suburban—popula- A
+and tion. Beyond lies the question of whether or not eti
ower secular spiritual stagnation will arise, and, if it be
its of does, how man might fend it off.... no
vosed sic
fam- . . to!
o it A Dynamic Theory of Production o
f one These stages are not merely descriptive. They are ' th
es,in not merely a way of generalizing certain factual | tec
25: S observations about the sequence of development | ] th
ty of of modern societies. They have an inner logic -, ea
'ty to and continuity. They have an analytic bone- i F
f the structure, rooted in a dynamic theory of produc- ! | et
lated tion. ' pc
ly to The classical theory of production is for- 1 lik
next mulated under essentially static assumptions " i ne
‘con- which freeze-—or permit only once-over change f ce
—in the variables most relevant to the process y tr:
than of economic growth. As modern economists ‘5 | v
thi | have sought to merge classical production the- 1 ac
cid ory with Keynesian income analysis they have } di
eri | introduced the dynamic variables: population, :
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technology, entrepreneurship etc. But they have
tended to do so in forms so rigid and general that
their models cannot grip the essential phenom-
ena of growth, as they appear to an economic
historian. We require a dynamic theory of pro-
duction which isolates not only the distribution
of income between consumption, saving, and
investment (and the balance of production be-
tween consumers and capital goods) but which
focuses directly and in some detail on the com-
position of investment and on developments
within particular sectors of the economy....

And there are other decisions as well that soci-
eties have made as the choices opentothem have
been altered by the unfolding process of eco-
nomic growth; and these broad collective deci-
sions, determined by many factors—deep in his-
tory, culture, and the active political process—
outside the market-place, have interplayed with
the dynamics of market demand, risk-taking,
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the specific content of the stages of growth for
each society.

How, for example, should the traditional soci-
ety react to the intrusion of a more advanced
power: with cohesion, promptness, and vigour,
like the Japanese; by making a virtue of feckless-
ness, like the oppressed Irish of the eighteenth
century; by slowly and reluctantly altering the
traditional society, like the Chinese?

When independent modern nationhood is
achieved, how should the national energies be
disposed: in external aggression, to right old
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