“LSD, YIPPIE, REVOLUTION,
POLICE BRUTALITY

IT NEVER OCCURED TO ME!

PO YOU THINK IT IS A
SERIOUS ESTHETIC
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Herbert Marcuse

\ REPLY TO LUCIEN GOLDMANN

I was most reluctant to accept the editor’s invitation to

-omment on Lucien Goldmann’s paper (PR, No. 3, 1971). Gold-

nann was a close friend of mine for many years; I still cannot come

to grips with the brute fact of his death. Reading his paper, I got

quite angry; I felt he was still alive, I was talking to him and, as

w often, I disagreed passionately with what he said. And I felt that

again, we embraced each other and knew we were on the same side.

My brief comments will be in self-defense: Goldmann belongs

to those before whom I want to defend myself. I shall comment only
on a few points.

l. Goldmann says that, in my view, “Western society has been

o stabilized that no serious opposition can be found within it.”

Now it is correct that One-Dimensional Man focuses on the integrat-

g forces of monopoly capitalism at its advanced stage. I still be-
eve t_hat without a realistic evaluation of these forces, no Marxist
:ile:(liysm afld 20 lﬁftist. strategy can be adequate. However, I empha-
oy @ again that, beneath this intcgration, the internal
and ipt igabe ‘faP}tallSm have reached an unprecedented scope
« i .Thls is the conclusion of Omne-Dimensional Man:
raﬁ.ol;atl?t; ;llmflcatiol} of opposites in the medium of tcch.nologi.cal
inates neithe:Sttth, in all fealzty, an ﬂ]usory uniﬁcat.ion which ehm..
anq repress; € Contradiction between the growing produch{ty
lion” ¢ 'Y€ use, nor the vital need for solving the contradic-

# 256)«..]l l added that a radical opposition is there, but that it

L One-D' :
‘Mensional Man (Boston: Beacon Press, 1964).
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. d modes very different from those germapa .
R . . ionary socialist movement,

My main effort since has been to exI?lit:JatC this diffehrence In the
new radical potential, and to unflerstand 1t mI ter mido the Str?ctura]
changes under monopoly capitalism. Today, 1 would summarize the

tuation in the USA roughly as follows. oy
s1tuat;0tntlllf; attained stage of the development, the socialist reyol,.

tion appears imperative: the alternative 1s a Rrotracted period of
barbarism. In its scope and its goals, the revolution would be larger
and more radical than the preceding ones. The potential for it exists
— therefore the preventive counterrevolution on a global scale, T
counterrevolution, not the revolution, is on the agenda.

 And yet, the forces making for the collapse of the established
social system are there, and we can ‘identify them if we recognize
that the traditional pattern of revolution is no longer valid. This
a revolution based on the industrial ‘proletariat and

appears
pfcvious phases of the revolut

was
alming at the

in the structure of

e | . - capitalism. They appear in the
extension of the direct rule of capital over formerly (relatively) in-

Flependent Strata of the population (mainly among the middle classes),
In the-altered composition of the working class (now including an

Har-workers) and in the vital role

oduction of (and ip the fight against)

¢¢ .
consumer soc1ety,”

must create needs)
framework transcending

Stage of Capitalism, and on



‘he ground of the satisff:zct{'on of basic needs, that transcending needs
drive beyond the caplta11§t mode of production: reduction and
eventual elimination of ah?natec.;i labor; self-determination as the
new way of life; new relationships between men and women, be-

rween the generations, between man and nature. In short: socialism
alitatively different society.

as a4 qu | . e s

» e"Olu I t.n?d to dcvclophthls t}I:CSli in a for.thcommg“book.. Hire, I on.ly
Perigg sketch it in order to s oW t a:c do envisage the‘ opening’’ and d}s-
Id e la of integration of the on.e-:dlmenS{onal society. I believe that a Marxist
for j rgq evaluation of the d1smtegf"atmg. forces calls for a reexamination
l Scale e%m which would restor? the dialectical character of the Marxian con-
" 408 cepts as against their pseudoorthodox ritualization and fetishization.
establig The Marxi;an concepts are, as d1a?ect1cal concepts, histor:ical ones; SO
> .Cd IS thc.lr object, the capitalist society as a whole. 'E[’helr dialectical
Y Thisgmzc historical chara?ter demal‘_ldsz the development of their content in ac-
" Wag cord with, and 1n contradiction to, the actual development of society.
Mg at the Such a theoretical development must, in order to be dialectical, de-
lized mags rive the new stage from the preceding one, thus retaining the intent

Tucture of and impetus of the original concept.
ear in the 2. The second point I want to take up is Goldmann’s designa-
tively) in- tion of my analysis as “‘elitist,” culminating in the notion of a dicta-
e classes), torship of philosophers or sages. In the postscript to Repressive Tol-
luding an erance 1 said: “the alternative to the established semi-democratic
vital role process 1s not a dictatorship or elite, no matter how intellectual and
- against ) }ntclliger}t, but the struggle for a real democracy” (p. 122 )° — which,
society,” il my view, can only be a socialist democracy. Until this struggle is

WOI}, until a revolutionary situation arises, the main task will be
fadical political education in theory and practice, to combat the
Couflt?ncvoluﬁon and to arouse the consciousness of the integrated
Majonity, This task would, quite logically, be incumbent on non-
il;IZIg];a;i 'miILc;rity groups, fnainly among tl}e young (workers and
" afn " 1;, hack a.nd. white). The soc1a11st. r?volution can only
e theoy the majority of the p-eol:?le — this 1s a cornerstone of

ry. However, such a majority does not yet exist. Monop-

oly canit : :
Y capital still has its large popular base; the capitalist dynamic
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but it can become¢ & potentially Socialig

will undermine this base, " ical education — otherwise, the pe

base only in the process of

tential may well be a fascist . P kit
In the activation of the leftist potcntxal, the s movemep;

; ' lay, a decisive role. If thjs ;
layed, and will continuc to play, ‘ ¥
E:Etif;?’ I gladly confess to it. Of all the dangers threatening ty,

movement from within, perhaps the gre gl :chc ‘v‘n despread an
ntellectualism, the inferiority complex of not bemg. a worker” (ap.
other aspect of the stifling ritualization of I\f[a-rman “theory 1), the
guilt feeling of being “privileged.” This masochistic antiintellectualisy
is not only a gift to the establishment (which fosters and practices
antiintellectualism) but also an insult to all these students who were
assassinated or who risked their life and liberty in the militant protest,
in this country and abroad. Today, students are in the forefront of
the struggle: from Japan to Vietnam to Bengal; to the African coun-
tries which liquidate “communists” by the thousands; to Brazil, Bo-
livia, Mexico, the Philippines. Where students are not massacred,
they are bombed, poisoned, jailed. The powers that be know who
the enemy is, and where to strike. . . .

3:. G?ldmann says that in my writings there is “a sharp but
not dlalCCtIC?.l Opposition between oppression and liberty, the exist-
o5 ?nd the ideal, the empirical and the rational, the given and the

Efﬁp;ag.c ]: . .”.I .admit. the ?pposition between oppression and liberty,
‘€VE 1L Is a dialectical one. Between the established and the

onc.




