Books

The Horrors of Utopia
George Orwell's
new novel, Nineteen Eighty-Four,
has won general admiration as a commentary, profound
and terrible, on our
totalitarian future.
It portrays an age in
which the tendencies of our own time in politics and
technology have grown to an awful
maturity. The result is not the glittering, aseptic world ruled by H. G.
Wells's airmen, nor the chromiumplated nightmare of Aldous Huxley.
Orwell's "Oceania" is a seedy Utopia,
marked by dirt and decay, unwashed
dishes and unmade beds, the houses
falling to pieces, the food gray and
dingy, the gin undrinkable; it is a
world in which life is unimaginably
monotonous and death unimaginably
terrible. Yet in this appalling future we
can see an image of our own age, the
image horribly distorted but nonetheless recognizable.
The television set, for example, has
been subtly developed into the two-way
telescreen, which no one can shut off
and through which the Thought Police
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may peer into the household of every
member of the ruling party. The
hatred of nonconformist ideas has produced by 1984 the devastating conception of "crimethink"; and the reduction of English to "Newspeak"
promises soon to make heretical
thoughts impossible by purging the
language of the terms in which they
might be expressed. In the meantime,
the technique of "doublethink" enables
party members to hold two contradictory beliefs simultaneously, thus allowing them to understand that the state
is right even when they know it is
wrong.
Love, by projecting uncontrollable
emotions into a controlled situation,
represents one great threat to the totalitarian order. So indoctrination, anaphrodisiacs, and, finally, terror are
used to obliterate the spontaneity of
sex and the solidarity of family. Memory is another great obstacle to total
domination by the state—memory of
past facts that would not be compatible
with present policies, memory of another life in which people were happy
and parents told nonsense jingles to
children. As a consequence, history
must be systematically annihilated;
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memory, so to speak, is extinguished. It
is the job of Mr. Orwell's hero to help
rewrite the only existing file of the London Times. (All other copies are called
in and destroyed soon after publication. ) Those who doubt the infallibility
of the regime thus have no facts with
which to sustain their doubt, and in the
shifting confusions they discern no
other certainty than Big Brother and
his omnipotent state. The ultimate
crime of Orwell's hero is that he believes, not in Big Brother, but in love
and in history.
I h e American public has accepted
this, in general, as a commentary on
the Soviet LInion. It is certainly true
that totalitarianism has never been so
complete and implacable as it is today
in the U.S.S.R. The Communists rewrite history almost as ruthlessly as the
rulers of Orwell's Oceania; they have
long been specialists at "doublethink"
and, judging by the increasing standardization of their rhetoric, are well on
their way toward "Newspeak." Yet, if
one is to see only the U.S.S.R. in Oceania, one may perhaps miss a great part
of the point of the book. The tendencies that horrify Orwell are inside our

society as well as in others. Indeed,
certain aspects of Oceania jogged
levers of memory; I found myself
reaching into the bookcase for a copy
of Walden Two, written by B. F. Skinner.
Walden Two was published last year.
It is a not unpleasant, if slightly awkward, tale of a Utopia. The community
has been set up in postwar America by
an ex-graduate student in psychology
named Frazier who believes that "the
psychological problems of group living" can be solved by what he calls
"behavioral engineering." Frazier's
achievement, the author observes, is to
transform the existing techniques and
"engineering practices" of applied psychology into a "behavioral technology"
that can "shape the behavior of the
members of a group so that they will
function smoothly for the benefit of
all."
I h e special significance of Walden
Two lies in the fact that it was written
by Burrhus Frederic Skinner, one of
the most brilliant of the younger experimental psychologists, the author of
many learned articles on the conditioning of behavior, and the winner in 1942
of the Howard Crosby Warren Medal
for distinguished contributions to psychology. Walden Two, in other words,
expresses the most advanced thinking
of our academic psychologists. Indeed,
Professor Skinner has made the narrator a professor of psychology and
given him the name Burris, an apparent
adaptation of his own first name, and
brings his story to a climax by having
Professor Burris come to accept psychologist Frazier's principles and join
Walden Two.
Yet what are the consequences of
these principles? On the surface we see
the familiar and somewhat dubious detail of Utopian life: the folk dancing,
the arts and crafts, even the absence of
liquor. (As Frazier explains: "We gratify the needs which are responsible for
the habit in the world at large".) Behind the progressive-school facade,
however, Skinner's Walden bears a
striking resemblance to Orwell's anticipations of 1984. Sex, for example, is
now under stern control. The young
people, Frazier brags, have "never
found sex amusing or secretly exciting";
married adults are encouraged to sleep
in separate rooms. The family structure is methodically destroyed: parents
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consign their children to a communal
nursery, and are permitted to show
their own children no more affection
than they do the other children of the
community. By a complex and sadistic
set of controlled exercises, the children
are taught at an early age to accept
discipline and frustration.
The community of Walden Two, like
Oceania, has abolished politics. "Most
of the people in Walden Two take no
active part in running the government," Frazier observes, adding, with
the unction of an Intourist guide:
"And they don't want an active part."
After all, they are hardly fit to govern
themselves. "When we've once acquired a behavioral technology, we
can't leave the control of behavior to
the unskilled."
The farther one reads in Walden
Two, the more it resembles a propaganda pamphlet which Minitrue—
Oceania's Ministry of Truth—might
have issued in order to convince the
inhabitants (with the aid of "doublethink") that they were living in the
best of all possible worlds.
I h e fact that sticks out in Walden
Two, even in Skinner's official account,
is the obsession with power—the recurrent references to the "we" who are
in control. "Experimentation with life,"
cries Frazier, "could anything be more
fascinating?" The answer, one might
suggest, lies in whether one is experimenting or being experimented upon.
Lenin's old question is still fundamental : "Who whom? That is to say, which
class controls, and which class is controlled?" In a passage which anyone
but the bemused Professor Burris would
regard as paranoiac, Frazier proposes
to reshape human motivations and redesign human personalities. "Give me
the specifications, and I'll give you the
man!" Like the Grand Inquisitor, Frazier believes he is doing mankind a
favor by relieving it of the burden of
freedom. But the confusion of self with
God keeps breaking in. Watching his
colony from a high ledge through a
telescope, Frazier observes, "Not a
sparrow falleth . . ." and a moment
later, while generously allowing God a
certain credit for His accomplishments,
he points out, "I made a more explicit
statement of my plan."
Could Professor Skinner have intended this whole thing as a hoax—as
a savagely ironical attempt to show the
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madness to which the delusions of a
"science of behavior" would drive a
scientist? With reluctance, one must
conclude that no hoax was intended.
For Walden Two represents the new
intellectual crusade in our universities
today—a crusade mounted in the psychological "laboratories," endorsed by
the college administrations, and enthusiastically and fatuously supported by
the foundations. The prophets of this
social alchemy really believe, first, that
"social science" will soon lead to the
manipulation of man as effectively as
natural science has led to the manipulation of matter; and, second, that if
such a science could be developed, it
would be used by men to produce a
heaven on earth and not a hell.
The first point is surely a delusion, if
an innocent one. But the second reveals
a catastrophic ignorance of the nature
of man. An earlier American novelist of
Utopia had a more exact understanding
of human nature. "They have an idol,"
wrote Hawthorne, in The Blithedale
Romance, of the Fraziers of his day, "to
which they consecrate themselves highpriest, and deem it holy work to offer
sacrifices of whatever is most precious;
and never once seem to suspect—so
cunning has the Devil been with them
—that this false deity . . . is but a spectrum of the very priest himself, projected upon the surrounding darkness.
And the higher and purer the original
object, and the more unselfishly it may
have been taken up, the slighter is the
probability that they can be led to
recognize the process by which godlike
benevolence has been debased into alldevouring egotism."

Contributions

The Reader Reports
The articles appearing on this as high an efficiency as can a private
page were contributed by readers agency. It has proved that it is posin response to the theme question: sible to keep logrolling politics out of

public business. It has proved that the
TVA approach to regional problems
Should the TVA experiment be does not kill private enterprise, for
repeated in other regions of the private enterprise in the Tennessee
Valley has grown, and is healthier than
U. S.?
it was before the program was undertaken. It has also demonstrated that
Water!
our problems today are so interdeAfter having lived in Tennessee for ten pendent, whether they be social or ecoyears and watched the TVA in action, I nomic, that some means must be cmfeel that it has demonstrated that it is ployed to harmonize and rationalize
possible not only to harness a wild and action of the many and various "presunruly river, but also to furnish the sure groups" and "special-interest
leadership, skill, encouragement, and groups" in order that society as a whole
education necessary to assist the people may move forward.
to build for themselves a richer life.
The fundamental idea of the TVA
The genius of the TVA does not so much can be used in any region, though the
lie in harnessing a river system so as to specific application may be different.
protect people and property against Let's have more organizations like it.
the constant recurrence of floods, nor We can then deal more effectively with
in the generation of enormous quanti- our regional problems. As a Califorties of electrical energy. The real genius nian may I mention one: Water!
of the TVA lies in the evolution of orS. E. TORSTEN Ll.'ND
ganization and means to channel the
huge resources of the Federal government into a region, there to work The Fear of Flood
largely through coordination of exist- Eddyville is one of Iowa's oldest towns.
ing local, state and Federal agencies Its first settlers arrived by boat; Ezra
and
groups, so as to bring to bear the Meeker loaded his wagons there to
O u r experimental psychologists may
full
weight
of all those resources on the head for Oregon. The Dcs Moincs
not regard as important the process by
which lust for power transforms god- problems of the people.
River flooded the town about that
In the process of so doing, the TVA time, and a local merchant, noting the
like benevolence into all-devouring
egotism. But that clearly is their mon- proved that available resources could high-water mark, placed the floor of
strous fallacy. For the eternal question be used in the solution of problems his new building twelve inches above it.
of politics remains: Who whom?— which affected a whole region without
Two years ago this summer, the river
just as the eternal question of morals destroying or distorting the fundamen- rose again. Several feet of water flowed
remains the effect of power and pride tal principles of democratic action and through that building and most of the
on master and on slave. It is George local participation. We now know that other shops and homes in the village.
Orwell's understanding of these ques- a relatively small investment on the It was not clean water. It was full of
tions that makes Nineteen Eighty-Four part of the Federal government can be barnyard debris and dying vegetation.
a profound warning, not only against transmuted by a new governmental de- The odor was nauseating. And when it
Soviet totalitarianism, but equally vice, working through the people, to slowly fell below the window sills at
against the world that our social psy- produce better life and living, and that last, it left up to a foot of fine topsoil
chologists in their delusions of intellec- the beneficial results reach far beyond over everything.
tual grandeur think they are designing the immediate region.
Virtually none of Eddyville's losses
for us.
The TVA is a living example of a gov- was covered by insurance. Experience
ernmental agency which can achieve has shown that the risk offlooddam—ARTHUR SCHLESINGER, JR.
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age cannot be widely shared the way
men share the risk of fire, theft, and
tornado. Although Eddy ville had feared
the river for a century, its people were
grossly unprepared for the 1947 deluge.
The Red Cross fed, clothed, and
housed most of Eddyville's people in
the dismal summer of 1947. Floods
are the third most numerous disasters
in which its help is needed. But the
Red Cross cannot restore the lives of
people or cattle. It cannot replace the
chemicals (which make allfloodsstink)
in the fields where they are needed. Nor
can the Red Cross cart back from the
ocean's floor the millions of tons of
essential dirt that floods are washing
out of the foundation of America's
prosperity.
The estimates of flood damage that
you find in the newspapers are the
crudest grade of guesses. They might
be higher if the reporters, who race
through flooded communities almost as
swiftly as the water, were to linger and
note the millions of man-hours required
to clean up after a flood. And they
would be still higher if the effects of
floods on future production could be
foreseen with dollar signs in front of
them.
In the Des Moines River valley, and
many other green valleys of America,
men know what should be done. The
U. S. Army engineers, other Federal
agencies, and state and local bodies
have amassed data galore. But too
much of it is moldcring in steel cabinets
while floods roll on—because of political difficulties.
More political experiments such as
the TVA represents might bring about
more action.
—VOLTA TORREY

prise fails, and then it should be rigidly
controlled by the dictates of our economy.

—DIRK VAN SLYKI:

Criterion: Usefulness
Such projects as the TVA are justified
by their very magnitude. No single
state or any confederacy of private
firms can successfully hope to develop
an empire quickly or thoroughly. Such
areas as the Columbia Valley require
a long-term investment with little prospect of direct financial return. Private
investors must be assured of stable revenues and profits from the first day of
operation. Already, it has been proven
in the Columbia Valley itself, by the
Bonneville Dam, that ventures too
speculative for private operators can
produce great returns in welfare.
Agencies of conservative governments have long supplied roads, waterways, and irrigation to their peoples
without acquiring the stigma of Communism or socialism. The objections
seem to arise from private power operators, who would preserve their quasifeudal monopolies, themselves based
on government fiat. The Panama Canal
failed to achieve completion as a private enterprise, only to be made a reality by the tremendous resources of the
United States. Today, it is debated
whether that waterway is profitable in
dollars and cents or a giant boondoggle, but there can be little question
as to its usefulness to the world. So
must it be with the TVA and the CVA.
- - D . A. FANNING

Instructions to Reader Contributors

Danger: High Voltage
The TVA received its start as Muscle
Shoals, a military measure of the First
World War; secondly, during the 1930's
it developed further because of the dust
bowls and mass unemployment in this
country, TVA, the gigantic installation
we know today, is a child of the times.
But what exactly does the TVA stand
for today? Mainly it is the problem of
public (Federal) versus private utilities. Congress has never given the Federal government the right to engage in
the power business directly. The government now wants that power, and it
is using the TVA as a club with which to
beat private utilities.
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To my mind, there is only one logical
reason lor the Federal government to
engage in generating electricity: to harness multi-purpose, navigation, and
flood-control dams while reclaiming
unfit lands. Even in this capacity the
government's role should be severely
limited—limited because the government has doubled its hydroelectric
plants since the First World War; this,
plus the plants they are building, will
increase government power from five
per cent in 1940 to more than twenty
per cent today. If this expansion continues the danger of a nationalizedpower era is not remote.
And what of nationalized power? As
the private electrical companies point
out, tax exemption is the biggest factor
in the government's supposedly-low
rates. Taxes alone boost private rates
above government rates, but this even
goes further: The government, to obtain revenues to carry on its business,
must then shift the burden to other taxpayers. Also the idea of cheap power is
a myth, because public power is not
cheap; it is subsidized.
The greatest indictment against Federal power was not drawn up by the
private utilities, but by the Hoover
Commission. It found out, apart from
tax subsidies (which are a discrimination against private utilities) that very
lew Federal power plants are even covering costs.
I believe TVA experiments should not
be repeated in other areas of the nation. The government should act only
as a last resort when private enter-

Theme: What steps should the United States take
to help Britain meet its economic crisis?
1.
2.
3.
4.

All contributors should state the question to which the letter is in answer.
Letters should not exceed four hundred words.
Contributors are asked to print name, address, and occupation.
Contributions should be addressed to Reader Contributions, The Reporter,
220 East 42 Street, New York 17, New York.
"). Contributions lo be printed will be selected by The Editors.
(>. Each contributor whose letter is printed will receive a check for $25.00.
7. All contributions, whether printed or not, will become the property of The
Reporter.
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August 9, 1949.
Reader contributors are asked to follow instructions carefully in order to avoid
confusion between contributions on the theme-question and regular Letters to
the Editor.
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Letters

To The Reporter
Pro Taft-Hartley
To the Editor:—As an open-minded (if not
actually unbiased) reader of your magazine,
I want to register a protest against the article
in your July 5 issue which purports to present an exhaustive discussion of the merits,
demerits, and effects of the Taft-Hartley legislation.
The statement that this Act attempted to
combine incompatible elements, namely collective bargaining, limitation of union organization, and government regulation, seems
to me a misrepresentation, while the illustrations accompanying the article not only
confuse the issues with personalities but do
injustice to Senator Taft, one of our most
conscientious legislators, by lampooning him
as a charlatan of the stage-magician caliber.
What you refer to as "government regulation" was an attempt at government limitation of abuses, and what you refer to as
"prevention of the spread of unions" was
an attempt to eliminate the element of
coercion in the organization of labor unions.
One can agree (with Senator Taft) that a
revision of the much-maligned Act is in
order, without resorting to such distortions
of fact.
I was also disappointed to find in your
article no mention of the problem of jurisdictional strikes—a limitation of organizing
activity, which, it has been generally agreed,
I believe, has been of great benefit to the
public without damaging the true interests
of either labor or management.
Can it be honestly said that the protection
of the individual citizen, of whatever calling,
from damage sustained through the coercive
action of pressure groups is not a legitimate
function of democratic government, or that
it is incompatible with either collective bargaining or union organization?
JOHN P. CONE

New York City

Costly Suicide
To the Editor:—In your May 24 issue you
say: ". . . If our course remains firm we can,
with great vigilance but with much less
apprehension, let them [the Communists]
run their own course. For all world empires
and, above all, all dictatorships ultimately
die by suicide. The normal form of suicide
is overextension."
I suggest that this is Maginot thinking.
I suggest that you take a look at the record
of German morale, long after Germany was
fighting alone against the world; I suggest
you examine the German record of indus-

trial production in the midst of our heaviest
strategic bombing; I suggest you think on
what almost happened in The Bulge; I suggest, above all, that you think again on
modern weapons and on how costly it was
for the entire world for the Hitler regime to
accomplish a simple act of suicide.
MALCOLM WOOD

Berkeley, California

It is easier to hate Fascism rather than three
very highly diverse types.
Spain and Italy had one thing in common
in their coy juggling act with Hitler. They
were poor countries, militarily ineffective
and a hindrance to the competent Germans,
regardless of any action they might have
taken. They were poor relations, who, to
pick up a few scraps of prospective loot (and
keep from being invaded themselves), had
perpetually to be proving their good intentions.
Once again, for the record, I'd like to state
that Spanish Fascism was not identical to
Italian Fascism, as Italian Fascism was not
identical to German Fascism. Their alliance
was an improvisation compounded of mutual fears and hatreds.
Wait until Joseph (Stalin) tries to assemble his coat of many colors militarily. We
shall then see that there is no such thing as
a unified "cooperative" ideology within the
individual state structure. There are merely
marriages of convenience which might end
in divorce by the dawn's early light.

Joseph's Military Coat
To the Editor: —"Franco: A Dependable
Ally?" has been chawed and digested. It
deals with irrelevancies. The author seems
surprised that the three dictators, Hitler,
Mussolini, and Franco, were horse-trading
politicians and brings in a wealth of evidence to belabor this obvious point.
What, isn't a Fascist a Fascist? Don't they
love each other, cooperate with each other,
fall or rise with each other?
The ideological simplifications of the
types of Fascism made during the war for
the benefit of dullards was an effective, although ridiculous, distortion of the truth:

JOSEPH A. BABANDO

Los Angeles, California
Academic

Question

To the Editor:—I noticed that one of your
West Coast readers remarked that he "can
hear the professor talking" in The Reporter.
Well, that's all right with me. Considering
the mixed-up state of the world, a few seminar lectures may clear away a little of the
fog which makes it so difficult to see the bits
of modest truths amid all the dust of controversy.
EARL FORNELL

New York City

Dear Reader:
Only the most impossibly generous people would dare proclaim—•
with any hope of being believed—that it is always a pleasure to be
told of their failings. The charge, sometimes made, that The Reporter is not sufficiently "topical" is a reproach that docs not disturb
us greatly. The Reporter does not get out of breath competing with
newspaper headlines, and is not content with rewriting them. This
time, however, that charge cannot be made. Our study of Britain's
difficulties coincides with the moment of Britain's crisis.
We asked Graham Hutton, for many years on the staff of the London Economist, and author of Midwest at Noon, to present the
British point of view; the contradictor)' and shifting attitude of an
America inescapably linked to Britain's problems has been investigated and described by The Reporter's staff.
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