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No ‘recent force. in the world of
nght has made so profound an im-
enry Bergson, Professor
n!»}?hﬁosophy at the Collége de France.
ﬂls ledtures here as visiting French
sprofegsor “at Colul:nb;amut:l;vggs}ltgﬁsgs
) m‘gt%n%eeft ;1:'16 make the following
elexqt especial interest: !
y ‘Louis Levine, Ph. D. |
HE Frenchman's proud assurance
ithat France leads in the intel-
‘lactual and social progress of
* thé world would seem more or
“Jess’ pardonable at the present time.
:Prpbab]y not since the times of Rous-
seau ahd of the Encyclopaedists atd
Ew:ope‘"apd America take such deep in-
terest in the philosophical thought of
lF‘ra.nce, and, surely, not since the days
of "1818 did French social ideas and
1deals sway men and women of other
countrles to the evtent they do now.

’Thls recent rise of French influence
is ‘closely bound up with two move-
ments entirely distinct in character and
origm. One is purely philosophical, and
‘originated in the mysterious dephs\of
the heart and brain of one man—Prof.’
Henry Bergson. The other is both
practical and theoretical, destructive
and constructive, and originated in
many hearts and many brains, aspiring
and working in common. Its name—
syhdicalism—bears no etymological re-
lation"to any one individual. It tersely
‘expresses the idea at the foundation of
this |- movement—the supreme social
valué of the producing group.

“Though independent in origin, both
movements developed approximately
during the same period of time. Prof.
Bergson's idea was first put forth in
1889 in “Time and Free WIil,” and
developed in 1896 in * Matter and
Memory,” and in “ Creative Evolution ”
in.10807. The syndicalist ideas found
their first more or less definite ex-
presslon in 1895, when the General
Confederation of Labor was founded,
gnd grew steadily with the growth of
that organization after 1300. And both
movementa of thought began to stir
pubjic opinfon about the same time—in
the interval between 1906 and 1908.

“ Rising simultaneously the two ocur-
rents of thought caught a group of
writérs who had always stood midway
between the realm of philosophy and
the world of soc!al struggles trying to
u!m:e both in one large synthesis. These
writers—of whom George Sorel is the
most briliant and best known—wers
An'tull aympathy with the revolutionary
programme of the syndicalist work-
ers who challenged and attacked the
G—overnment fought the employers, de-
fied the leadership of the Soclialists,
and who boldly declared their intention
to abolish existing social relations and
to- rebulld soclety according to thelr
own ideas of soclal justice and soclal
expedlency. On the other hand these
Writers were deeply impressed by the
profound and sparkling ideas of the
Bergson!a.n metaphysics, which threw
the ‘gauntlet to the traditional philes-
ophy of -the day. Caughlit and carried
on by both streams these writers con-
celved the idea of combining the new-
est-social movement with the newest
Qhﬂosophy of the day and advanced
the 1des. of this synthesis in a serles of
bﬂmant séciological studies, which are
a.most interesting corf¥ribution to con-
temporary thought.*

Agia result of these writings the
ldea has spread abroad that there is
a. logical ‘and inevitable connection be-
tween the philosophy of Prof. Bergson
and'the ideas of syndicalism. Many
speak and write as if syndicallsm were
the sociological application of Berg-
sonian philosophy and Prof. Bergson's
mietaphyisics the theoretical basis Ofi
the syndicalist movement., The idea
has ‘been so often put forth in books
and articles by people who were sup-
pvosged to know both that it has become
firmly lodged in the minds of those in-
terested in the subject.

- Should there be such a logical &nﬂ!
Inevité.ble connection between Berg-!
sonian philosophy and syndicallsm it
wmﬂd certainly be a fact of the great-"
est- significance. It would mean that
Bergsonfan philosophy is revolutionary
through and through and that its gen-
eral  ideas lead to thd most extreme
conclusions in sociology and ethics. It
would further mean that syndicallsm
canld be deduced from a philosophical
theory and that its destinies depended
on ‘the theoretical validity of “a sys-
tem of metaphysics. Furthermore, it
would mean that at different points of
life the same general truths were ar-
rived at independently, and if this
were true, Bergsonian philosophy would
certainly strengthe? the position of the
s¥ndicalists, and 'syndicalism would
serve as the sociological confirmation
of the Bergsonian method.

‘The importance of these questions
ior the philosophical and social thought
ot otr day sufficiently justifies the at-
__tempt to determine the relationship of
.the two trends of thought. As the idea
of “this relationship rests on the par-
ticular interpretation of Bergson's
i:hllosophy by such syndicalist writers
asuGeorge Sorel, the examination of the
reiationship of the two systems of
thought has to proceed in a somewhat

‘cuitous manner. It is necessary,
first, to” grasp the essential ideas of
Prof. Bergson’s philosophy; secondly,
tu familiarize one's self with the appli-
cation made of them by the syndicalist
wwriters mentioned above, and, thirdly,
to- understand the character of the syn-
dicalist movement as it expresses it-
Self in political and economic life. Then
only may the question of their relation-
gﬁib‘-be approached. This method will
Jhere be followed as thoroughly as the
limita.ﬁons of space will permit.

Pruﬂ Bergson's ideas may be grouped
‘about’ ‘three points: His theory of in-
tellect and intuition, his idea of dura-
tion and creative evolution, and his
conceptlon of free will and personality.
‘In ‘Geveloping and combining these
‘thres central lines of.~thought in
.an: original manner, Prof. Bergson
.-achieved the synthesis which stamps
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ifunction of the intellect. The latter
has arfsen in the course of evolution
1mamly as a means of adaptation to
material conditions and has rémainéd
!throughout an instrument for dealing
with matter and fits properties. It
j achieves its greatest triumph in math-
ematical science because the latter
dea.ls with matter in its most general
'aspects. But if this is the origin and
‘nature of intellect, the latter is evi-
dently but one phase of the evolution-
ary process of life and remains outside
of and foreign to the other phases of
life. It is entirely within its sphere
of jurisdiction when it summons mat-
ter for examination, and it _actually
touches the absolute natlire of matter
when it pronounces judgment upon the
latter. But it can do no more than
"that. The whole of the life-process
eludes it, and 1t 1s absolutely illogi
and useless to try to grasp the nature
and meaning of lfe and of evolution
with the aid of an instrument which
has been designed for mdre lmited
use. :

This view of the intellect destroys the
pretension of science to explain every-
thing and to glve us a comprehensive
theory of the universe. The lmits of
science are fixed by the limitations of
the instrument which it uses. There
is only one way for penetrating beyond
the narrow limits, and that i3 to make
use of another power which is within
us and which 18 in closer kinship with
life itself. That power is intuition.

The intuitive method, i{n the descrip-
tion of Prof. Bergson, I8 rather com-
plicated. It does not exclude feason-
ing entirely. On the contrary, it gets
its first impulse from treason eagerly
and everlastingly seeking an angwer to
the eterpal problems. But being led
by ideas it asserts itself only when it
merges into a sympathetic and almost
organic contact with the things sought
and gets the direct feeling of the pul-
sation and flow of the life-process. It
then emerges again to the surface of
reason and tries to crystallize in words
and ideas the things which it saw and
felt directly. - .

The intuitive method of Bergson
throws the doors wide open to mys-
ticlsm and to introspective vagaries.
As 1t leaves room for other truths than
those won by the hard labors of 8Sof-
ence it 18 welcome to religious thinkera
who have not been slow to recognize
the value of Bergson’s philosophy for
their point of view. Prof. Bergsom,
however, would seem to be anxious to
guard his method from misuse, and he
has carefully pointed out how impor-
tant it is for intuition to be guided by
‘ jdeas. The clearer and more numerous

the latter the more helpful they are
to intuition.
,  Abandoning himself to intuition and
 plunging into the depths of his inner
"being, Prof. Bergson discovers within
hlmseli’ a streamlike flow of con-
‘sciousness in which there is no inter-
ruption, no parts or breaks, but a
continuous and unceasing interpenetra-
tion of past and present. He finds that
he endures, that every moment of life
is 2 moment lived through full of ex-
periential content and not a mere
point in a vold and abstract time.
Duration is the essence of the life-
process. It is a continuous accumula-
tion of experiences and a ceaseless cre-
ation of new forms and contents. The
fullness and richness of life when it
is ived—not reflected on—Iis the result
of this accumulation of concrete ex- |
periences, and the latter are inexhaust-
ible becawse they =are created ever
anew. ®

Human consciousness, however, is but
.one phase of life. In the universe at
large and in the world of organic life
there {s the same continual creation of
new forms and contents. Evolution is
not integration and differentiation of
elements given at the outset—as
Spencer would have it—it is the life-

process of & consclous force endowed

with .creative possibilities which are
contfnupusly exercised. It s this
creative force which is the source of
the variety of the forms of life. It is,
in fact, the whole of life, for matter
is nothing but the interruption of its'
life process.
. The full meaning of creative evolu-}
tion is grasped when contrasted with
the chanistic idea of the unlverse-at
the “Dasis of science. Mechanism re-
jects' creation at any point of the evo-
lutionary process. Every new develop-
ment is but a rearrangement and a re-
combination of pre-existing elements.
Nothing could be more radically op-
posed to this conception than the ides
of creative evolution. The latter comes
to strengthen the vitalistic tendencles
in modern blology and the spiritualigtic
ideas in contemporary metaphysica. .
There 18 a breath to the idea of
creative evolution which makes for
spiritual expansion and joyful endeavor.
| Wide vistas are opened up, because
creative evolution has no particular
rends to reallize, no set form to ma-
terialize. *‘ A plan,” says Prof. Berg-
son, “is a term asslgned to a labor;

dicates.

i Prof. Bergson,

,all that we might have been.”
‘what we make ourselves to be, and our
‘actions determine our character, 'I‘hex'e
:is creation of personality just as thers

it closes the future whose forms it in-

Henry Bergson.

Before the evolution of life,
on the contrary, the portals of the fu-
ture remain wide open. It is a crea~
tion that goes on forever in virtue of
an initial movement.” Having no par-
ticular end tn view, the creative pro-
cess 1s left free to™fts own'resources
and possibilitles. The greatest and
grandest creations are possible and the
world may become what it can make of
itgelf. 4 ‘

This is no .less true of personality.
“The route we pursue in time,” says
“is strewn with the
remains of all that we began- td be, of
‘We are’

is creative evolution in the universe.
But the evolution of ‘our true self is
hampered by our social and individual
habits, which hide ourselves from our-
selves. To feel our true selves we
must break through/ the outer shel],
abandon ourselves to the enormous
volume of our accumulated consclous-
ness, arouse the dormant possibilities
that are within us, and act in accord-

ance with the dictates of that deeper

consclousness. On the rare occasions
when we do so we experience the free-
dom of will, for at such moments our
acts transcend the limits of rea.soned‘
motives, and become creative acts in
the full meaning of the term.

From this outline of Bergsonian
philosophy one may see that it tends |
to satisfy the metaphysical and mys-
tical cravings of the individual rather
than his practical and ethical demands.
Prof. Bergson's intuition is focused
upon the past, it is intént upon getting
into direct touch with the life-process,
it is moved by the desire to know and
to contemplate. The application of
these ideas to soclology and ethics is
hardly touched@ upon by Prof. Berz-
son.

In the absence of any definite ethical
and social theory of Prof. Bergson him-
self there was nothing’ to hinder a
syndicalist interpretation of his ideas.
The manner in which the syndicalist
thinkers adopted, and adapted Prof.
Bergson's ideas was determinsd by
concrete conditions in the social world.
Syndicallsm aroge partly as a protest
against go-called ¢ scientific " or Marx-

fan goclalism. The * scientific” SBocial-

fsts taught the workers that Soclalism
was inevitable, and thay the belief in its
coming was based on p1:he “ scientmc "
analysis of economic evolution."*Rever-
entlal awe to sclence and to what wag
i glven out as'its irréfutable truths was
never and nowhere so cultivated as in
| the ranks of the “ sciertific® Socialists.
, 'The syndicalists, on the contrary, felt
that this conception held them back
‘from daring and doing. They rejected
it, and they could find no better argu-
| ment for doing so than Prof. Bergson’s
i theory of the nature and limitations of
| the intellect and of sclence.

They accepted~this theory in full.
Applying it to society, the syndicalists
‘ began to emphasize the complexity and
| mysterious nature of social life, con-
‘trastin" with it the simplicity and lim-
jitations of the pclentific procedure.
;They pointed in particular to the com-
i plexities of production, and claimed
that no analysis could lay bare the pro-~
| found mysteries of the productive proc-
ess which is the basis of social life.
‘ Production goes on and develops in the
rsame mysterious way as life in the or-
‘ganlc world, and as Socialism bears
,primarily and essentially on produc-
[tlon it must remain a ms\stery in its
‘ most characteristic aspects.

-xThus, the sclentiffo basis of Socialism
}waa demolished. It was no longer the
. inevitable future of eocial’ evolution as
‘!oreseen by the keen vision of the go-
ciologist. What, tlusn, was it, and
[ whence the belfef that it would come?

' To these questions the answer again
was found In the syndicalist move-
ment., The syndicalist workers—in op-
position to the_* sclentific” Socialists

—had deoclared enthusgiastically for the
. general strlke, The latter was to them
the coming hour of trlumph, the su-
preme a0t of their clags-will, which
would send existing soclety tumbling
into the abyss of the irrevocable past
and which would enthrone the workers
'as the owners of the soclal wedlth and
'as the managers of all soclalized in-
‘dustries. Indeed, it was the idea of the
general strike as the means of revolu-
tionizing soclal relations which gave
| coherence to the syndicalist movement.

Selzing upon this idea the syndicallst
! philosophers readily found a new basis .
, for Soclalism by viewing it In the light '
“of Bergsonian philosophy. The idea
of the general strike—says George!
Sorel, the *‘ metaphysician” of syn-
, dicalism—is a synthetic image' of bat-
tles which the workers expect to fight
"In the future againgt the employers,
and in which they hope to crush thair
renemles. It is an image of future ac-
tions, a “soclal myth” unconsciously
|created by the working-class as a
means of keeping up their faith in
i thefr future emapcipation.

As a ‘““soclal myth” it i{s not an ex-
peptlona.l plienomenqn in history. On|
the contrary, history has seen‘the rise
of “social myths’ all along. When
the primitive Christians thought of the
final battle which was to come be-i
tween the Lord and Satan, when the,
Protestants thought of the real battles
by which they would. crush the Cath-:
olics in all countries of Europe, when
the people of the French Revolution
were moved by the idea of taking up
the fight against all the ‘‘ reactionary ”
nations of Europe—they were creating
such “ soclal myths”-—images of their
 future battles and of their future tri-
|umphs. These myths were mysterious
icreations expressing the hopes and the
| expactations of historic groups who
longed for deliverance from the misery
in which they Mved: In this lay their
tremendous power to move masses of
men to passionate struggle and to
herolc deeds.

The ‘' soclal my‘gh ” i3 the form In
which the oreative consciousness finds
expression in the social world. In the
‘case of the workidg class the general
strike 13 the result of their creative
‘oonsclousnegs which is stimulating
Ithem to seek and to fight for new
forms of life. The myth once formed
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becomes & force stirring the very
depths of the group consclousness.
That is why-under the influence of the
general strike idea the organized work- -
Ingmen feel even more assured than
before that soclalism—the ownerghip
of the world by the producers—must
come. Its coming is guaranteed by
the irrestible faith of the workers and
by their incessant creative efforts on.
behalf ?f their falth..

Creatfve evolution in the soclal world
—as In the organic world—advances
through s'tru'ggle.a;nd strife. In the
,organic world the .conscious creative
,forée has to overcome the obstacles
‘of “brute” matter. - In the soclal
world the cregtlon of new forms of life
is hampered byy existing Institutions
and by vested rights. The rlslng
classes striving to create a new s0-,
ciety have, therefore, to keep on 8
constant warfare against the rullng
classes until they overcome the obata~
cles. No matter how harsh and un-
just their class-struggle may appear at
times, it is the creative force of evo-
lution—the sole factor of a new and
better soclety in the future.

The class struggle carried on by o~
ganized workers through strikes, boy-
cotts, manifestations, and the like, is
a severe strain upon’ the individual
syndicalists who take an active or a
leading part in {t. The syndicelists
dre condemned and persecuted, they
have to face hardship and privation.
To be ready for suffering and self-
sacrifice the syndicalists must feel that
‘—as Bergson expresses it—*" living
being is, above all, a thoroughfare) a’
that the essence of life is the move-
ment by which life is transmitted.”

The syndicalists must keep before
thelr mental vision the grand future
, Which thelr cless is creating and find
herolo satisfection in the consclousnesw
| that they are working for it. They must
I overcome the petty ambitions of life
| and arouse within themselves the deep-
er motives and aspirations that are i{n
them. In doing so they transcend the,
1imits of reasoned motives and become
creative and free personalities in the
Bergsonlan sense of the term.

Such 8 the fabric of thought in whi
Bergsonian metaphysics - has been
. woven into syndicalist ideals and on
~which 18 based the entire {dea of the
| connection of the two. Can it stand
, clbse gerutiny?

Hven from the briet outllne presentad
above it is clear that the syndicalist
writers have proceeded in & rather su-
perficlal menner. They have simply
made use of Bergsonian terms to de-
seribe and analyze the syndicalist ideas
which had already been formulated by
the organized French workingmen.
They have neither tried to work for-
ward from the general RBergsonian
ideas to syndicalist conclusions nor
backward from ooncrete syndicalist
practices to general Bergsonian ideas.
In -othér words, thefr work hes been
maeainly anelytical and they have fefled
to present a synthesis which would in
any logical way connest Prof. Berg-
son’s philosophy with syndicalism.

In fact this would hardly seem pos-
_sfble.  Undoubtedly Prof. Bergson's
philosophy has & well-marked revolu-
Nionary tendency. It views life as a
ceaseless effort toward new forms, and
it boldly proclaims its faith in the pos-
sibilitles of the creptive process. But
it views the creative process as a
stream carried forward by the pressure
of an original impulse (6lan) and accu-
mulating on its onward march gll its
experiences and elaborations. Thers is,
in Prof. Bergson's view, a solidarity
between past and present and a total
Incorporation of. the past in the pres-
ent. This idea, when applied to sgocial
life, would seem to be but little in har-
mony with the fundamental syndicalist
1deas of class struggle and soclal rev-
ol{l(tloxi which—f anything—mean a
break between the past and future end
a total destructlon of the culture of
the past by the civilization of rising
| classes.

Besides, it would sesm that the
’philosophy of Prof. Bergson has a fun-
damentally indlvidualistic charactem,
To Prof. Bergson the social world is @8-
'gentlally the result of the rational ao-
i tivities; of man, the product of man’s
a.dapta.tion to material conditions, As
such soclety makes no demands on the
true self of the Andividual, gnd s anx-
|fous, on the gontrary, to compress the
'{ndividual Into a fixed type obedient
to habits and genersal rules. The goolnl
world would, therefors, seem to be an
obstacle to be overcome by the creative
process, the latter finding its vehlicle
in the individual revomng agalnst so-
clal constraint.

On the other hand, the syndicalist
movement—represented by the organ-
jzed workers—has but little use for
metaphysical {deas, and is animated by
sentiments forelgn® to any one outside
of the movement. To the hard-working
men and women who are engaged in
the rude struggles of the day, abstruse
metaphysics and subtle dialectics are
but the frivolous play of idle minds in
which they take no interest. Their
programme ls determined by conditions
of life, thelr ideals by their ideas of hu-
man dignity and human solidarity.
They flght not because they want to,
but because they have to; but, having
been driven into the struggle, théy are
determined to keep it up until they win,
no matter what bécomes of any and all
megaphysical ideas.

It is preposterous, therefore, to speak
of any inherent connection between
Bergsonian philésophy and syndicalism.
The works of George Sprel are une-
doubtedly interesting and suggestive,
and may be Fead to great advantage;
but they are not representative of the -
\syndicalist spirit as manifested 4n rexl”
.life, Besides, even if they were, they
‘fall in the attempt to construct a real
Isynthesls. All that George Sorel and
his associates have accompllshed was to
call attention to Interesting points of ~
contact between Bergsonian philosophy
and syndicalism. But these paints are
of comparatively less significance and
far betyeen along the divergent lines
which sepa.rate the metaphyslcal elabo-
rations of the Professor of the Collége
de France from the concrete and prage
tical programmes of the waorkers of the.
General Confederation ¢f-Labor, X'




