FMB May 14, 2007 ©

Bator, FrancisM ., Professor of Economics Emeritus, Kennedy School of
Government, Harvard University

Book Presentation at the Davis Center for Russian and Eurasian Studies, Harvard
University, Cambridge M A

May 14, 2007

This is the written record of Professor Francis MoBa oral comments.
Please do not quote without the author's permission. $3mf@&ator's
e-mail address is as follows:

francis_bator@harvard.edu

Notes for Talk on Kornai Memoir

Irreqular Reflections

Someone asked to talk about a book by a distinguished variten audience that
included the writer is alleged to have said that it's liléking about Hamlet with
Shakespeare in the audience. Well, this is like talkingiaboShakespeare play about
Shakespearavith both Shakespeare and Mrs. Shakespeare in thenaedie

Still | feel honored to have been asked to say a fevdsvby Janos. | will sidestep
the Shakespeare problem by talking as if neither he nasAsvere present.

What does this extraordinary book reveal to a reader edesn’t know Janos
about the man, the scholar, the economist, the putbélieéctual named Kornai Janos?

While I'll say something about Janos the economist atetid, his economics as
such is not mainly what | want to talk about herexcdpt quickly to say the obvious:

Janos is rightly in my opinion widely thought to be therlé's premier scholar of
the socialist systems that ruled x percent of thdduamtil 1989, and that still holds sway
in the most populous country of the world. Arguably, his waskan economist and
public intellectual may have contributed to the demisthaff system in Hungary, in the
rest of Central and Eastern Europe, perhaps even in thet &nion. He has made a
significant contributions to our understanding of the posbmunist transitions. His idea
of “soft budget constraints” has gained a permanent plaite itextbooks.

If you are interested in all that, when this is o if you don’t own the book,
you should not walk but run — or looking at the audienclaype just jog -- to buy it and
read it. You are in for a treat.

Now back to my question: What does this extraordinaykbeveal to a reader who
doesn’t know Janos about the man named Kornai Janos?
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Thinking about that | started rereading what in 2005 | hadlsled in the
margins of my copy of the Hungarian edition. Lotstec¢hnical scribbles about the
economics, but as | say, that is not mainly whaahtto talk about here. (At the time, at
Janos’s suggestion, | sent him the reems of noteswhtéen mainly to keep straight my
own thinking.)

What | noticed about the non-technical scribbles is thpage after page, like a
refrain -- they point to four attributes, none surprismgnyone who knows Janos: High
Intelligence; Determination; Integrity, and Courage. Arfterg their intersection. My
initial impulse was to go through the book identifying esatliexamples.

A mistake. Take “intelligence”. Predictably, chapéter chapter, there were
far too many examples. Anyway, the memoir taken as@enib the best example, both
for itself, and for the life it describes. “By foroéthought” describes it perfectly. (Force
strikes me as just right. Better than “strength,” litkeral translation. As in physics, it
connotes both weight of thought and a mind in motion.)

Looking for stories that illustrate Janos’s determorgtihis daunting powers of
persistence, was more fun. But again there were too,mattythe book, once again, a
prime example. So I'll pass on, except to report, thext to one story | had scribbled, in
English, “stubborn as a mule.” (What is the equivaléunhgarian expression?)

It was fun, also, identifying examples of Janos’ remialkk@ourage, even though
by then it had dawned on me that the whole approach waggwthat it was causing me
to miss a quality of Janos that | now think encompas$iethe others. Still, as a
digression, | can't resist quickly reading you four of @ayly courage & integrity stories.

-- Think of the sixteen year old Janas,dawn, after a 20 mile forced mardh, a
lineup of labor camp inmates probably — although they dilndw it — headed for
Auschwitz. He has some sort of Wallenberg generatedpseds in his pocket -- not a
Swedish passport. An Arrow Cross thug orders anyone avilwedish passport to fall
out and form a new line. Janos does, instantly, knotaghe risks being shot forthwith
if caught by the young soldier inspecting the papers,

-- Or ten years later, the brilliantly successfuhole-heartedly committed party-
warrior Janos, at 25 barely out of knee pants, in chafgke economics section of the
party newspaper. He is on the telephone with the fessBrno Gero, Hungary-s
economic tsar, a hardened old line Moscow communiSiprguemada inquisitor with
total recall for numbers. Gero orders Janos to wriéogey denying that the electricity
blackouts plaguing the city have anything to do with errdrseatral planning. _ But
says Janos to Gero, that would not be true. He refasesite the story. (Janos says he
didn’t know then that, during the Spanish Civil War, Geraswotorious for ordering
shot communist underlings who displeased him. Evenuispa ...)

Or three years later, late November 1956, the by thenaliyoalienated,
intellectually disillusioned Janos. In '54 he had bpesminent among young reform-
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minded, Imre Nagy supporting journalists who had openly redhelfainst their Stalinist
editors. Coerced into false, demeaning mea culpas, kenerxertheless fired. Now,
wandering the streets of Budapest in despair about the sagdshSoviet tanks of the
ten day Revolution, he runs into a woman acquaintdauayn to Janos to be a dutiful
minor Party functionary. There is some small takeil, apropos of nothing, Janos blurts
out “l am not a Marxist.”

Later that winter, at the Economic Institute wheeehlad landed a lowly job after
being fired. The party cell is being reconstituted. Jaefuses to join (His friend Andras
Nagy is the only other.) Not dismissed immediatelyad#t is a shrewd fellow; he took
months to reinstitute full fledged Stalinist terror ands is thrown out in mid 1958, after
several bouts of ugly secret police interrogation. fiteeipitating factor: at a meeting of
Institute staff ordered to confess revisionist errorpdanwith, again, only Andras Nagy
-- refuses to praise the suppression of the Revoluti@h|rare Nagy’s death-sentence.

| could go on, but, as | say, all this misslee one encompassing thing the book
reveals about Janos.

In 1954, the truly distinguished Harvard sociologist DaviglsRian published his
The Lonely Crowd, a book many of you may remember. It became an inb&sitseller
for its identification of three kinds of historicaultures, each defined by an ideal-type
character: the “tradition-directed,” the “inner-dired,” and the “other-directed”. The
labels became a pop psychology cliché. But Riesmanraéste a deeper distinction.
Within each of the three cultures, he argued, you canngissh three kinds of
individuals — “ideal types” -- according to how they reladetheir culture, and to each
other: the “adjusted,” the “anomic” (self-destructivehadjusted), and last, the rarest
of rare, “the saving remnant in another directed cultuitee “autonomous

| paraphrase Riesman’s descriptiohs

The adjustegberson, says Riesmandisven towards his underlying goals by
a gyroscope over whose speed and direction he has vésycbittrol, and of whose
existence he may not even be aware. The goals, the dvieed them, are given. His
autonomous contemporary, in contrast, is capable of chob&ngoal and modulating
the pace. For the autonomous, the goals, the drive toward thenratonal,
nonauthotitarian, and non-compulsivg95)

Autonomy is a process, not an achievement. It does not conu stoddenly,
often it is the result of struggle with the forces of timture which oppose it. (300) It
takes a character structure that can tolerate freetl®m (00) and is acquired by the

! Though | think the selections here capture exactlyrRi@ss meaning, they are not exact quotations. |
selected bits and pieces, and where necessary fonuityy took liberty with order, tenses, whatever.
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process of coming to understand his society and the atitezs which it holds open to
him, and by creating entirely new alternatives.” (300)

The autonomous are questioners (301) who find strength in tkeofatheir
minority position in the world of power. Their autonomy depeunpsn the success of
their effort to recognize and respect their own feelipgsentialities, limitations. (305)
Further:

While it is possible as long as thought is fteeébe to be autonomous no matter
how tight are despotic controls over conducimost men need the opportunity of some
freedom if they are to develop and confirm the autonomy of theracter. Sartre is
wrong that men other than a few heroic individuals can “ahdbemselves” under
conditions of extreme despotism.

The autonomous are not to be equated with heroes. Heroigmomaay not
bespeak autonomy; the autonomous are those who are in theicten capable of
freedom, whether and in what degree they choose to takesksedfi overt deviation.

The case of Galileo illustrates both points. In ordeatoomplish his work, Galileo
needed some freedom, such as the freedom to exchange astronomical texts and
instruments, to write down results. Yet while autonomous$afaas we can determine) he

did not need to make a martyr of himself for the InqusitiHe deliberately chose a
nonheroic course.

It is interesting to note, that in Riesman’s judgmeni®4, in the Sov union and its
satellites Galileo could not have made even this choiceg,s'the choice between martyrdom or
secrecy is not available under the grisly regime of th& DK (295). Janos is a counter-example.

Now | want to read you an excerpt from the last sectibthe last of seven
chapters of Janos’s memoir that cover his life Urg89 (when he is 31 years oftl):

“In daily life in the socialist system, party secréta and journalists,
history teachers and planning office department headstlkexdply there was no
alternative. The only thing to do was what the historic forces of pregjdictated

2 Mill On Liberty (Riesman p. 286 heading a chapter AdustmeAutosnomy): Human nature is not a
machine to be built after a model, and set to do exdatlywbrk prescribed for it, but a tree, which requires tavgro
and develop itself on all sides, according to the tendenityedfiward forces which make it a living thing.”

3 Those of you who have read it will recall that afieshapter on his boyhood that ends with the
Germans being driven out of Budapest by the Soviet Arraresiwo chapters titled “How | became
Communist” (powerfully honest/utterly unself-servinggldOn a Communist Newspaper’ , there follow
four chapters: “Waking Up, 1953-55" “The beginning of a Rede@areer, 1955- October 23, 1956”
“Revolution and After, October 23 1956-1959” and “My Univets# 1957-59”
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... During the second half of the 195—s, the opposite idea ¢tame in many
forms and from many sources: there sashoice..*

... It took me some five years, from 1954 to 1959, to work owut ho
wanted to live in the future through a series of conscious deliberations and
improvisations, intertwined with each other. At evergyment room for potential
choice was narrowed by pressures from the outside w@Bdt]...there was
choice available at every moment ... Nevertheless -tioggect — by 1959 some
of my basic decisions had already emerged --

1. 1 would break with the Communist party. 2. | would notgeate. 3.
My vocation would be research, not politics. | would malulge in heroic illegal
forms of struggle against the Communist system. | wante@ontribute to
renewal through my scholarly activity. 4. | would bre@kh Marxism. 5. | would
learn ...modern economics. | wanted my studies and i&@s==ato be a part of the
western profession of economics.”

[These were, Janos continues] no vague or loose usteintentions, but a
conscious considered strategy in life. ... Forty five years havespd ... | do not

claim to have followed them all without exceptionPeople are frail. | tried to

keep to them. If | erred | would reproach myself later attdch great value to the
moral imperative of being true to oneself. (133-4)

If David Riesman were here, can there be any doubhtidtthink Janos Kornai
a guintessentially autonomous man?

* * *

| believe the drama of Janos’s life — the drama oflibsk — comes in two parts:

How did he get there?

What did he do with it — with what moral, intelleat and political result?

On the first -- how did Janos become a truly autonomaoaus mread, and read
again, the first seven chapters. But when you do — ediyettie four chapters that cover

* Then after citing the influence on him of the playsa$zlo Nemeth about John Huth and
Galileo and others, writings of Sartre and other exististtphilosophers, and the economists’ models of
rational choice, Janos goes on: “Let me try to surwhgre | stood in my choices in 1959....”

° Evidently, Janos had fixed the initial settings of his gyope. But asjustment... Line between; politics and
scholarship no man’s land ... (pp 96 and 97.

Comment on scholarship/politics no man’s land pp. 96-97
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Janos'’s life between 1953 and 1959, the four chapters thist Wweh chapter 4 “Waking
Up, 1953-55" -- | have a suggestion:

Take a wide and long sheet of paper. Make a 7 x 5 matroydar each of the
seven years 1953 through 1959. Label the five columns: Plgtics (Moscow and
Budapest,) Janos’s Career, Janos’s Psyche, Jano&$sBahd Janos’s Writings. Then
as you read those four chapters, keep filling in the sqimtes matrix:

For example, in the first, the “High Politics” columnart at the top with

Stalin’s Death in March 1953, then go to Moscow’s July ‘53eptto Rakosi et al to

moderate the terror, then thel3-14 months long Budapest “Sptimen re-Stalinization

in the late fall of 1954, then the 20th party Congress in Mosooveb. 1955, then the

October 23 1956 Revolution, then Russian tanks on Nov 3, then, d9%7g Kadar’s

slow-motion re-Stalinization and four years of terror,giNa execution, then amnesty in

1963 and gradual thaw.

In the second, “Career” columnEconomics section head, Szabad Nep;
growing support for New Course leading to the Journalistsltrevan October 54, to
firing 4/28/55 with coerced mea culpa as a condition of lowlyifolnstitute .....

In the “Psyche” column, start with summer '54: crisidaifh on hearing story of
torture and false confession of old acquaintance whorh&€50 disappeared into prison
(the torturer Janos’s ex colleague in the youth movement)...; slalmut Marxist
convictions; anxiety of losing job and status; humiliation &f tivn false confession;
discovery of mismatch of plan directives and factory tgali

(Fill in highlights in columns on beliefs and writing)

You get the idea.

Then rap the matrix around a spindle, with 1953 (e&niear) on the
outside. Affix the spindle to the bottom of the scre®lowly roll it open: 1953,
1954, 1955 ....Keep looking across, left to right, right ta le¥What you will see
unfolding is a truly gripping saga: “The Making of an Autonaimdlan.”

“If I were a film director [writes Janos about 1958] trying to convey how my
life went, | would flash a succession of shots. THam®uld be full of anxiety preparing
for an interrogation in the Gyorgykocsi utca prisonerehl would be sitting at a desk,
industriously taking notes on Paul Samuelson’s FoundatibEg.cAna. | am anxiously
waiting in the hospital corridor for our second chilledb&oborn; the nurse appears to tell
me the good news: it is a healthy boyl | would be seesps&hing with friends in the
Institute; a committee of party delegates was reviewhegstaff, with a purge to follow.
There would be a moment of joy as the galleys for thaglish edition of
Overcentralization arrive, There would be horrifying nearsests of close friends. There
would be a businesslike talk with a manager of a temtile And so on: a series of shots,
fearful, and reassuring, happy and embittered, instructidegastesque...... I’'m not a
film director ... (.106)
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Not a film director? It is as if he had a scriptsed on my chart before his mind’s
eye. | even have some casting suggestions: the young Gué@mes as Janos. John
Gielgud as Gero, or better as the remarkable communehdgseigneur” Gyorgy Peter.

Two Books?

A number of Hungarian readers have said of the mematr itls really two
books. Yes and no.

For the second edition, I'd love to do a reader’'s guiden annotated table of
contents — for readers who know no economics and coudretless about shortage, soft
budget constraints, equilibrium or anti. The digestesion would make d&he God
That Failed saga — a slice of mid-twentieth century Central Europgestory, with a
bearing on an important strand of what the Cold War \wasta

BUT, my guide would be written in unbreakable code, witd key strictly
reserved for non-economist readers, unavailable to amyitheeven a first degree in
economics who wants to understand how Janos the ecstrimappened.

The point: to understand the “Is it true? | want toisaeuch it, smell it searcher
for empirical truth” economislanos -- you have to read the whiodek.

It's possible of course to learn Janos’s economitsowt that. If that is what you
want, readOvercentralization, Anti Equilibrium, The Economics of Shortage, and the
grand synthesisThe Socialist System. Read his journal articles. BUT this book is an
intellectual memoir, not a treatise. And it's a latne fun.

Comments on Janos the most empirical of theorists.

Economists trained during the past 50 years are vulnetabteo kinds of
disease: (1) failure truly to internalize the inner wogli of the often intricate abstract
models — axiomatically constructed black boxes -- thaistiimte modern economic
theory. (2) The greater danger, especially for thet*ltesined and -- as in Janos’s case -
- the analytically most adept, is to allow yourselfbiecome a prisoner of the models.
Having lived yourself into the black box of modern econotheory, it's all too easy to
get captured by it. Rather than using the models to thitik, Whe models become a
substitute for thought.

Janos is immune to the second disease. Having liveski@n years locked inside
the Marxist black box, his first impulse is to ask “Isrite” not in the deductive, theorem
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sense, but in relation to observable fact, evidence. 0\&ittjme series on computer
screens. He wants to see, to touch the raw realitthett for himself.

Consider Overcentralization. It is grounded in interviews, and factory floor
observation, of what workers and managers down in lighisitty factories actually do,
how they actually respond, to the production targets arndugt®ns that descend on
them from the planners above. His first researciyais a liberating therapy for Janos.
And a catalyst for his lifelong preoccupation with theeigection of knowledge&
incentives & institutional arrangement®uring the triumphant public defense of his
thesis on September 24, 1956, just barely before the ohsehat became by late 1957 a
Stalinist new darkness, Janos reacts with allenggeato the suggestion of a fine young
woman economist, one of the designated but friendly “oppts” — still a colleague --
that the thesis was short on abstract theorizing. réMidg that is not what we need now”
snaps Janos. )

The idea of “shortage” — the phenomenon Janos ideat#s the signature malady
of the socialist ystem -- originates with the obsdrreality of what it is like to be a buyer
in an economy where the consumer, far from king, zm° And it leads him to his
conviction that to cure it you have to change the systdmle. It's not simply a
consequence of a lot of artificially held down prié&%u can't just fix coordination and
leave public ownership and one party communist control a@edlogy stand. The
political institutions and practices interact endogenowgith how the economy is
organized and with how it functions.

For me, the signature of Janos’'s work is his commitnmenunderstand the
socialist system as a whole. And that -- for thagou have to treat government high-
politics and ideology as endogenous. And if for no otkeson — and there are other
reasons -- you can't just take a ready-made model ol as it were. If | had time,
I'd explain why | think the same applies to the capitaystem as it works in America.

® Janos recounts the traumatic effect on two of histmenarkable communist colleagues — both become
heroes in different ways — of first exposure to ZurichesiBofstrasse.) Think of the almost seamless non-
coincidental behind-the-curtain matching of double-coinadsrof wants when you shop in Harvard
Square or in a well-working market system as compared foettvasive non-matching in a world of barter.

(I have a pair of almost new shoes to offer in refor a taxi ride or a dictionary or two quarts of milk.)
Janos’ description of a prototypical socialist econ@unygests it's somewhere in between. Because money
for goods works in most socialist economies except where iis hyper-inflation, it’s a little like

suppressed inflation, with lots and lots of what he daflsed substitution, long waiting lines, all entagjin
enormous shoe-leather and anxiety costs. And havingatanite rude sellers. (He is a bit too generous
about capitalist market systems in that regard. Try cadiplumber when your cellar is flooding ...)

" would guess that it's that observed reality that ptetebim from accepting — becoming the captive of
-- the neoclassical, from-inside-the-neoclassicadieh explanation of pervasive “shortage”, that it's

simply a consequence of a lot of artificially held dowrcgsi— held below their market-clearing levels by
misguided set-by-fiat ceilings (and that therefore, adigujby the neoclassical model -- because relative
real prices are what matter -- there must be poteaxiedss supply elsewhere. And, that freeing prices
would be a sufficient cure.
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Appendix (Notes for expansion NOT FOR QUOTATION W.O. SfjpePermission.)

Janos’s refusal to be captured, this time by the nevalstened and intellectually
seductive neoclassical equilibrium theory explanatioh shortage, has large
consequences for the development both of Janos’s tharghof his career:

--To understand and find a cure for shortage, you can’tdues focus merely on
mis-coordination. You have to figure out how the systeonk& taken as a whglan
undecomposable bundle. The political institutions and pexcticteract endogenously
with how the economy is organized and with how it fiord.

-- He refuses to join after 1963 with some of the béstis colleagues — whom
he calls “naive reformers” — who think that they can miynshortage, or at least
ameliorate it, by fixing the coordination mechanism whekting stand pervasive public
ownership and one-party communist government. (Actuallyy dhd make life better
during 1968-89)

FIVE-BLOCK DIAGRAM ON BLACKBOARD

The economists’ easy answer. Free up enterprisegaema still government
employees -- to make their own production, selling and imouthasing decisions, in
decentralized fashion. And perhaps even let them sedspriic competition with each
other. In effect, free up markets. Or set prices aslagge/Lerner: up if excess
demand/down if excess supply. Order managers — employdles state -- to behave as
if they were capitalists trying to maximize the diffece between sales revenue and
minimized cost (for whatever quantity) == i.e. profithe incentive: if you don'’t, the
Gulag. No good once threat of Gulag is softened. Saheatly:

No, says Janos. (Shortage joke: and now they are out of bullets.”)

| have to look at Janos’s stuff and the back and fortine literature about how
clear are the distinctions among: 1. shortage relatiwants (= universal scarcity, given
endowments, tastes and technology == non-satiaticinsic relative to positional-goods
and Veblen stuff. Janos’s Poland reaction to Portes stgygemomentary confusion. 2.
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shortages relative to notional = effective demands whe®onomy is at its
potential=Pareto efficient allocation given ..... ; 3. $hges relative to notional demands
in a sub-efficient economy; 4. shortages relative fteceve demands when in a sub-
efficient economy. | think Janos is talking about 8 dnand has in mind especially the
fact that, perforce, sellers, producers -- employeethefstate -- care mainly about
pleasing party bosses, planners, and if the bossegranate/punish in relation to
producers’ achievement of arbitrary goals that are notnaeée¢h by satisfying buyers
....Also non- response to changes in tastes, changeshinailegical opportunities ....
Also response to risk in Knightian environment .....

What | am not clear about is Janos’s theory of imiedormation and hence the
income constraint on households who presumably facelhalget constraints. Suppose
planners fix an output vector target that matches ydesyer output actuals, very sub-
optimal relative to (unchanged) technology and endowmesiteell as tastes. So the
targeted output vector is presumably feasible. Suppose piaalser fix an arbitrary set
of nominal prices. Suppose producers achieve their outgtsaborrowing freely to the
degree they have to in order to pay for their inputs (@&fy budget constraints on
producers.) Suppose they post the planned prices on a-takledtve it basis. Suppose
households make purchasing plans based on the postederplat®es and what nominal
income levels? Yesterday's income levels? Easietin& through first in a vertically
integrated non-Leontief economy where producers hirer labhd use existing plant to
produce outputs..... In my 2005-6 memo-s to Janos | sketchedgh outline a couple
of models that generate his kind of shortages acrossotirel lvith no surpluses, and do
so without violating any identities, but he and | havetatikied about them. So | am still
confused what his contra-Portes model looks like.

* * *

A longer, fuller courage story

But | have left out what became a decisive story. nGdack to gtwo years
before the 1956 Revolution.. think of the 26 year old dandOctober 1954, before the
revolution. It's near the end of the short-lived 15 merBldapest Spring of 1953-54 that
followed Stalin’s death in March '53. By then Janos’shfan the moral foundations of
what came to be called existing Communism had been shakehebgctount of a
recently released older friend who had been torturecevéhpolitical prisoner into false
confession. The torturer had been had been a colleaglamo$ in the communist youth
organization. And Janos had also started having doubts abeubureaucratized,
overcentralized quality of the Stalinist system. Hd hacome an enthusiastic supporter
of Imre Nagy reformist, ameliorative New Course, publishefavorable review of two
of Nagy’s recent works, emphasizing their anti Stdlifies/or. In any eventin October
Janos joined with a small group of his fellow journalist& several day, on the record
meeting, to demand from their Stalinist minded seniotoeslithat the paper openly
support the reform minded Imre Nagy faction against SsalRakosy old liners. Janos
and his colleagues knew full well that if the Rakosyata@ame out on top — as they did
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within the following weeks — their jobs and perhaps tpéysical freedom would be at
risk.

. As it turned out, Janos’s job was. After a spectaclilyear career he was fired
a few months later. After riding high for seven,wes lucky to land in a lowest of the
low academic job at the, lucky because by then he laally lawanted to switch to
research. But the price he had to pay for that tramgderto be coerced into a demeaning
retraction of his deviancy. His description in the bobkis then feelings about having
become a true believer — a party soldier -- in whatMas by then realizing was a
morally horrendous political system makes for hauntinglinga utterly honest, wholly
unselfserving. And the experience acted as a catalyshgahisn to start in a on inaon a
tortuous process of reco reconsider that took up afldtisoemotiuonal energies. Re
reading those chapters a couple of weeks ago. | realizadm.scratch what had been a
deeply held world view.

More:

The moral courage to re-examine his most fervent kelibé credo he had lived by
Do story of self examination.

Skidelsky NYRB review of Kornai: Keyenes on Malthusdon't have to lead a bold life
to have bold ideas.’

Skidelsky doubly wrong. Not a bold life? True, not a malifgr But what S. should have
said is: if you want your bold ideas to affect the reatley you have at times to restrain
your impulse to be bold. A tradeoff. Also short \ndaun. Moral choice. Autonomy of
choice, and to your own self be true. Many differemdki of bravery and courage
(Riesman on martyrdom/ Galileo example.)

For Warsh piece “Kornai’'s Choice” (5/19/20@/Arsh@comcast.net

FMB: “Some might think a blemish Kornai's choics, lae puts it in the book,
“not [to] indulge in heroic, illegal forms of struggle agst the communist system ...
[instead] to contribute to renewal through scholaclvay.” Not so. If you want your
bold ideas to affect the real world, you have sometitoeestrain your impulse to be
bold. It is the courageous tradeoff of a quintessentaaltpnomous man.”



