[image: image2.png]experiences always in view, and by its tempo, compactness, density,
vet also its tentativeness, to give them expression.
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Death of immortalizy. - Flaubert, said to have claimed to despise

the fame on which he staked his lite, was still as snug in the con-
sciousness of such contradictions as the comfortably-ofF ko Irgenis
who wrote Madame Bovary. Faced by corrupt public opinios, and
the press, to which he reacted in the same way as Kraus, he thougit
he could rely on posterity, a bourgeoisie delivered from stup. :ﬂ
to give due _95_: to irs authentic critic. But he ,_.z_:?:,: ted
stupidity: the soclety he represents cannot speak its own name, and
as it has become toral, so stupidity, like inzellizence, has become
absolute. This atracks the vital centres of the inteilectual. He can
no longer pin Eis Lopes even on posterity without sinking into
ne:?,\:::c even if this were only agreerment with great minds.
But as soon as ke abandons such hope, something blind and dog-
matic comes into his work, prone to swing over to the other
extreme of cynical om?::m:c? Fare resulting from objective
processes in a market soclety, always formitous and often unsough,
yet with an aura of justice and free chaice, hus been | quidared. Ir
tias become wholly a function of paid propagandists ard is measured
in terms of the investment risked by the bearer of a name or the
intercs:s behind him. The hired applauder, considescd by somoene
as recent as Daumier as an excrescence, kas now amained respee-
tability as an official agert of the cultural system. Writers bent
carcer talk of their agents as narurally as their predccessors of their
publishers

who even then had a foot in the advertising business.

They assume personal responsibilizy for becorning famous,
thus in a sense for their after-life — for what, in tora ly organized
society, can hope to be remernbered if it is not alzeady known? — and
purchase from the lackeys of the trusts, as in formes times from the
Church, an expectation of immortality. But no blessing goes with it.
Just as voluntary memory and utter oblivion always belenged
together, organized fame and remembrance lead ineluctably to
nothingness, the foreraste of whichis perceptible in: the hectic deings
of all celebritics. The famous are not happy in their loz. ev be-
come brand-name commodities, alien and incomprehensible to
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themselves, and, as their own living images, they are as if dead. In
their pretenticus concern for their aureoles they squander the
disinterested encrgy that is alone capable of permanence. The
inkuran inditference and conternpt instantaneously visited on the
fullen idels of the culture industry reveals the truth about their
fame, though without granting those disdainful of it any better
hopes of posterity. The intellectual, then, discovering his secret
motive to be illegitimate, has no other remedy than to record his
discovery,
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Slorality and style. — A writer will find that the more precisely,
coascient

>
sly, uppropriately he cxpresses himself, the more ob-
scure the lizerary result is thought, whereas a loose and irresponsible
formulation is at once rewarded with cerrain understanding. Ir
avals nothing ascetically to avoid all technical expressions, all
allusions to spheres of culture that no longer exist. Rigour and
purity in asserabling words, however simple the result, create a
vacuum. Shoddiness that drifts with the flow of familiar speech
is zaken as a sign of relevance and contact: people know what they
want becaunse they know what other people want. Regard for the
object, ratber than for communication, is suspect in any expressio
znything specitic, not taken from pre-existent patterns, appears
inconsiderate, a symptom of eccencricity, almost of cenfusion. The

logic of the day, which makes so much of its clarity, has naively
adopred this perverred notion of everyday speech. Vague expression
permits the “earer to imagine whatever suits him and what
dheady thinks in any cose, R
equivocal comprehension, conceptual effort, to which people are

ne
jorous formulation demands un-

deliberately discncouraged, and imposes on them in advance of any
sntent a suspension of all reseived opinions, and thus an isolation,
that they violently resist. Only what they do not need arst to
undesstand, they consider understandable; anly the word coined by
commerce, and really alienated, touches them as familiar. Few
things contribute so muclk to the demoralization of intellectuals.
Tl:ose wio would escape it must recognize the advocates of com-

municability as traitors to what they communicate.
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