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A CRIUICAL RE-EXAMINATION
CF TIBR3E3r MACUSE'S /CRKS

2y Richard Greeman

The followinz essav was ariginally vrevared for a
stndent conference on Jerbert Farcuse's thought orzan-
ized by Students for a democratic Soniety and Jrojected
Tor the Joring of 1953, The idea of such a conference
had a dou“ie imwortance for mo. First, ‘it seemed to
symtolize a guest for wiilosonhy and a breait from tra-
ditional American ﬁratnatism on the part of the larzest .

and most vitnl Mew Left organization. I have long believed

that the writie need of our movement is not a "revolutione
ary vanguard =arty” (God %nows we have been =lagued with
plenty of thosco!) hut a Zenuine revolutinnary railosoohy
==the Srercenisite for the totol transformation of socie
ety. e cecritical e\anination of Marcusa, who poses the
most fundamental and rractical questions precisely bo-
cause he is a di?lect;oal nillosonher, scemed an ideal
“first sten in that dirocuzun.

horeover, in discussing iarcuse, 5.0.5, was moving

oward an examination of Marxism as it is in itselfe-

not as the stuld ifyln", rigid ideolosy it has become
in the hands of today's Communists, who use and abuse it
only to =aslk their own “rand of class pule behind "revo-
lutienary" rhetoric, nor in the debilitating context of
cur own "free" acadeciia whero the deliberate froagmonta-
tion of k%nowledgs and the rigid seperation of theory
from onractice srevent Narxism from beingy studied in its
true lisnt; as a total philosophy aiming at total human
self=liseration,

Xy own contribution aimed at roevealing the ambigu
itieys of Marcnso's thought on t(wo ossentinl questions:




that of the masses £s Reason-=the srolstariat as the basie
nepative foree for social transformation--and that of
“lumenis, its mositive conteint, On bBoth thess guestions,
a study of Tarcuse's devclennent over the years reveals

a gprisdual retreat from the wapnificent affirnations of

ais enarly Zoason and levolution to the moint whers, most

reecently, a cuestion mark is »laced over both concoots,
St 5,2,5. confirence did not fake nlace this Soria-.

‘ant did takz nlace was & world-wide youth rovolt cof wiich

mareuse, seomewhat irenically, kas een randed as the

T

instigater %y the unaninouvs vote of ZFrovda, L' Huunaitd,

and tho ¥ ‘Imos,  The esta~lisurent -ress, whasther

Yourceois or "Consunist," foars nothing mere than
saontanzens rciellion and is always ready to noint teo an
"oniside agitator.” I% is ogually incazabdble of compre-
hending the wrofound relatisnshin hetwoen the asmirations
gf rcvolutionafy youth and the »nhiloso=shical critique of
the vervasive alicnation and unfrecdow of wodern tech-
noloricil society as formulated “y a rarcuse. Tot, sic-
‘nifrcanily, the vory two cancents Mercuso had called.intc
guestion in his more rocent works were central to the
rehellions of Soaring: 's., In Eastprn Zurove, resels.
young and old have iranzlated Hﬁmanisn nto the dcmaﬁd
for trus communisz nnd endine sDelitical freedom in
opnousiticn to the official usurwers of the farxist ban-
ner. In France, tho students discovered in the Srole-
tariat thoe social force casakle of raaliziﬁg thelr
revolutionary aswirations., Our own Coluxbia rebels aro
“aking the first hesitant stess tovard a worlkor-student
alliance while, in Nesianal 3,0.%., the guestion of he
Anericon working class dominated the Convention held
this Tune in liichiran,

I& thus enmcars that thesc two concests havo emerged
out of revolutionary sractice jJust whon parcuso was calliag
them into aguestion in thoory, A eritical re-cxamination

is more then evor tinely.




marcnse's works cover three distict poriods. The

first, o to this writer, the greatost, was symbolized
y

by Reason ond Revolution, which was puklished in i34l ana
suztitled "Zecal and the Rise of Socia Thoory, "t

unigucness of this seminal work lay in tho manner in

“he

which =»hilosophy and history werc dealt with as a sinflce
unit-~kotlh in Zegel, the hourgeeis philoesovhor, and in
karx, the orolstarian revoeluitionary. &aAs & consequence,
the relationshin of Eafx <o ozel, the dialectician, and
harxz to labor, tho human force for the reconstruction of
socicty, was scen as ;roundéd in an historicallj new
"socinl theory"--dialectical meterialicm-that at no

iwz sewaratod itsclf from the realicy of the day and -
yet saw the future. inheremt in tho »resent, lMarcuse
showed, et one and the somo time, how Hagol, writing
‘under’ tha i—mact of therFrcncﬁ Zevelution, “drov histqry
into vhilososhy" (2. 5}, tnereby naking Jleason and'freeu
dam kistorlic as wcil as ohileso»hic cutegorias, end how
¥arz the Juzanist, ,writing under the impact of the cleass
struggles of nis dey, davelooed the Hegalian dialectic
into tho ilarzian, Ilarcuse demensirated how bDotl: the
yount and the mature er: dréﬁ upon Hegcl's thoaory of
clicnation to develop thac nluri-dinensional tlhioory of
liberation which was i.arxism. In so doing, he sevar-
ated jlarxian econonies frowm tlke theory of préscnt—day
Communists vho equate positivo communism with stetified

¥ he wrote,

sroverty, 'I4% is of thc ubmost immortance,
"enat MNorx views the abolition of nrivate =aroserty
ontirely s a ncans for the atolition of alicnated
lator, and not as &n end in itsif," {». 232) Rather
than a chanzge in nrooerty forri, a nev hunan dimension
was at stalko, .

l.oreovar, i.arcuse analyzod tho labor proccss as tho
key to all social rolasions and pointed to the working
class os tho incarnation of-historical reason both before

1, Pa-e numbors arc guoted from the 1960 seacon
paverack odition.
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the rovolusion, &s the neantion of canitalisi socicty

from witzin, &nd aftor as thc self-creating subjeet of

the nov sosicty: "Ihere canm b no blind neccssity in

tenrdencies that terzinate in a free and self- consciours

gocizcy, lhe ﬁe:ation of canitalism pegins within

canitolisn i{salf, hut oven in the whases tshat arceoede

rovoiution there is active the rational snontancity

At will mni=ats thc nost-rcvelubionary oahases.” (=. 21.}
~me Warxian daialoctic wes scen as comerring out of

the Salf-activity of the preletariat, shasing their ov,

' Mhccerding

nistory as "freely associated individuals,'
to Marz," iarcusc canciuded, "the correct theory is

the ccnséiausnéss of a practice that aius at chanying

the worlé,! (o. 321). iarcuse corrqctly'insisted‘that
Yehe sistoricel horitage of TZegel)'s onilosodhy," its
critical tendghc}as. di¢ not pass to fhe Jegelians tut
"were tzlkon over by, and con%tinuad in, the iiarxian social
thoory, while, in 211 other agnects, the history of
Jerciianiss beeame the history of a strug;le against’

CHeiel.oo® (m. 252)° In becoming otk ‘inheritor of

the Zerelian dinlcetic and thc historicel agent of thc

transformasion of the world through arcletarian revolue
t;on,,tﬁe :rpleﬁariat. in larz's view, made it . pDossiblae.
for Tecason and Revolution %o e merzed,.

Tn contrast to wast I would call the revolution-
ary oatimis;‘of Jarcusec during the 1249's, his writinge
in t4he 193%'s underzo & fundamental transforzation awzy
from iiarz's concont of tho proletariat as tha revolu-
tionary clasg, Thc dividing line in Larcus;'s thouz s
ern first be sszom in the Tuly 1957 srofece ke wrote for

the book, .arzis- and IFroeedonm, by lawva Dunaycvskaya.2

Althouch 1o c£iatos thore that "a re-exzamination of
Merzicn theory' is "one of the most urgent tas'ts for
comprehending tac contemdorary situation," (p.15) he

nunet:zoclesa mainteins that, wihile "o other thoeory

2, Da:e nwstcrs guoted from the 1934 pavoerback cdition
vy Twayne furlishiors.
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scems to hnve accuratoly anticivated the sasic tenden-
cies" in canitalist saciety, "none annarently had drawn
such Yncorrect conclusions froa its analysis.” hccording
to Marcuse, "“he cy for the understanding of thoe devel-
opnioni of ilarxzis since about the turn of thmo contury 1irc
the trensforzation of 'f£ras' into orsanized zasitalism
oan an international scale, its sconomic and »olitical
statilizatian, and the cnsuinz incroacoe in the standar:
of livins," (2, 19) ~his, olus the lador Burcauvcracy,
aas fundamentally changed "tlhe situsztion of a major

wart of these (lngoring) classos from one of 'absolute
nogation' to ono of affirmation of thac ostablisioed
systam.” (5. 20) rarcuse concludes his preface by
sstating that, while We still arrcos with Dunayevskayd in
211 essantisls with the theorctienl intersraotation

of the Karxian'oauvrc...te'disagrces with somc doeisive
Perts of “ha analvsis of “Host-Xoarxian dovelopnents,.:.
and, 9eraans moss importént,_with'the énalysis of the
contemserary vosition, structure, and consciousness

of the leoring classes.” ITa a word, "Larz's concepf

of- the proletariat as 'rovolutienary class in-itself .
{an sich)’...see;s to.c epwlicable neithor‘éc thae
majority of the laboring classes 'in the lest nor to

that in tha cornunist orsit," (9. 20)

tiarcusc has indcod sono to the roct of the chango

in his outloe':. I+% is eclear 6noush that hic is teoking

issue, ne% so wmuch with oiher karxzists, bus with larzx

himself, Xorcover, nonc is bettor aware than he the
o

[
to cuestion rhat hes alwaYs Seen the warp and woof of
Perxisn is @ challenge one must Sc aredared to back up
in fact 'and in thoury, in history and wmhilosophy, And
if onc is to quostion the nistoric azont of revolution-
ary trensformation--the working class--the challonger
aust, if 1o still considors himself a revolutionary,
as I'arcuse most ccrtainly does, arcseat a "substituto,!




fo apvo be wait nonrly o decnde Lafore f'treuso
clatorates hlg vicw comprohensively, ‘lowever, bstween
the chaallers in 1957 and the nubllieation of DJne-Dimer -
sional j.an in 195%, we do ot two imwortant indicotions
of the dirocsion of his “hiaking, Cne is thas took,

el
Soviet Lavaisn, »uilishzd in 1955, Tho other is :rc

- 3

courso e wave atv the Jeele Pratiguc des Zoutes IFtudes
in 1955=5%, %“no ideos of wnich ho sunmmarized in an

erticic in Aroumuents (Paris) entitlod "From Ontolozy

to Teohnclosy: Tendeneias in irdustrial Jocioty.”
writings ars congornel With ideulsgy rather thao wit
reality which, in € instances, scrvcs mercly as
“aaelzround,” In %t scecoend €2z point of congentratica
ts thne Mlost;"-in . Tired it is Russia,

In cnaiyzin-e what e calls Sovict llarvzism, MHarcun

. s B

nas moved so far from ¥he shilosovhicsl and histor. al
swecp ol Reason and Ndvolution that he is able to call
th: Zussian revislons of the dialecstic "eorthodoxt"

It is true he =uts the word, "orthoedex, in quotatioen
warks, but sc is the word "covision'; the irory must
LLED

tak> szcoondd olaecz to thiis fantastic concliusion: o, T

So7ict Ferzists maintain that Joviot socicty is a’
socinlist society, ther cyn=zistently invest it with tie
corresponTinyg charactefistics. Jhat iz invoalved is5 not
5o much o rzvision of the dialecsic &s the ciaix of
socialism for & non-socialist socicty." (». 154) In

a Wword, oll that.is-.wrong ore tho facts, tho oxgifoitativ:
reality! Therce ars, indeced, no limits te the magical
gualitics of revisions zThat can wass tacmsclves as.

the "truth? {(sicl) of Xarzis=m oy virtue of iho subsbi-

tution of ideolozy (+hes is to say 'falsec consvicurnass”

in the strict I'arzian asaze] for reslisy,

wae mazlc which ecnaples i'arcusce to perform %th

is
d bs

foat is what he calls "immanent eriticue," & motuo

lumbia TUniversity Press, I vill quote I'rom this
retiainr thhn the more roeens
zacl, sectuse thie lattor, withowt cxvlonstion, leaves
2e wll-ivoortant Iniroduction on '"immanont eritique.”
kipnin: over haresse's importend Ires b .Cihvilizsiicn
1y coause bz ghostierna it ~alies LPL 50 & 040 Y
nct thiose at iscuce bove.




whiech tho dynamlc of Soviot sucicty 1s supposedly
analyzed in terms of its own "Merxist" (my quotes)
ideology. 3ut since Narcuse, in his initial hypothosis,
equates arxism with tho wvords and deceds of the Russian
(es»ecially Stolinist and post=Stalinist leadershin),
tho critical contont of *his “immanont critique" Is
ismediatuly vitiated, Thus: "tho question as to whother
or not the Sovict leedersiiic is gulided by Marzist onrinci-
sles is without relevance." (. 3) Xt is irrvclevant te-
causc tho Russian Communist c¢laim te incarnate the
i'arzist project in reality is nevor gquestioned: "Thero
is a thooretical continuity from carly MNarzian notion of
the Prolatarigt as objactificé truth of canitalist
society to tho Govict I'arxist concept Pertinost (-Har-
tisanshin)."" Translatod inte more familiar =olitical
torms,’ $hs wmonolitaic Party of Stalin is accontod as
Abhe historical substitusz for Eari's self-acting workers.
In & word, "inmanent critiquo" turns out to tc¢ what
dezel called that "arkarous :method" vhich consists in
assuming whet is to :¢ »roved. The reader is thus
devrived of even the possibility of an independent
theorotical criterion for analyzing Zussian Sommuni sm;
"Und;r thoese circumstanbes, a critigue -which morely

apulies the traditional criteria of wvhilosonhical

truth to Soviet larzism does not, in a strict sonse,
reach its objcetive. IFuch a critique, no matver how
strong and well founded it may be, is cesily “lunted by
the argumontrthat its concewntual foundatinns have beon
undermined “y tho !larzist transition into a different
arza of historical and theoreticel wverification.” (7. 9-
19) Tor l'arcuse, thoory amwcars to have boen "absorbed"
iato reality %o thz oxten’ thaé the essentially neza-
tivo and oritical content of dialecectical reason simply
vanishes,

Contras: this rovision in metnodolozy with the

hisghest nouent in leason and Aevolution where iHarouso

coneludad: "Thooryr will oreserve tho truth even if
rovelutionary -ractice deviateos from its wroder nath.
b, settor reondured cs "the Party spirit" i.e., the un-
cuestioning zollief that the Party is aiwers right,

L




Practice folleows the truth, not vice versa, This
ansolutism of trm%ih comnletss the shiloesowhicnl horitace
of the Marzien fheory and oncc for all separates
dialectical theory fros sussoguenc foruis of nositivisn
and reclativise.," {=. 322)

Zince in Sovieil orzis:: the foeal oHoint is Russia,

it is nover cuite cloer vhether tarcus's viows on the
proletafiat arc also ai:ed ati the ﬂrolctariat in the
Mragk, " Alsos what koeoois shifting all theo fime is the
20int at which %$hc larxzian concedt of the »rolciariat
"osmalsded, " (o, 13} Though it saeus
somebines Ta desizaat "tio point of transition
canitalism L I A" which oecurred in 1917 in
. *ho wackuward Easye n %ho technoloszically edvancel
Iasb, at ethier tines is a rcifcratioﬁ of what hnad '

beoen statsd in the prelfaco to larxigs and Frcedom. ‘1.3.,

tho turn of “he contury when "frse' canitalism Zscame
"orzanized canitaliss." In.citheor cascs, Marcusce goss
¢ tho amézinglconclusions that 1) "the new for:
arﬁian sheory corresdonds to0 | ;istorical
" i,0., & Ypackwnrd population." and 2) thet

ruled “end not only <2 sutnis to tho rulors but

Lo resrocuce in thomselves thelr suordination,"
. . .
{o. 131}~
¢ Thig, wo mustd mind, wes written amére thaa

four yoars after the ! arman revolt of June 22, 1?53,
where workers rose u;‘against totalitarian conirols on
the wroductisn line (the raising of "horms" or smood-uv!
therehy Qutiing arn ecnd at one blow to the myth of
Communist invulneratility ‘o rébellion_from within."”

l.oreover, iarcuse drew thosc conclusivns hardly a yoar

5. L8 we shell sec telow, tho samo method np?licd to

Zhe oretenzions of "tochnolorical rationality” in the

Jest izads, as it ms%, ts the samc conclasions atout

the "smekwardness” and "oassivity" of tho ruled.

6. ™o Zast Ceraan revolt in turn inszired & revolt in
the forced ls-or cazns in Torkxute in Jussia itself, lue
e¢smocially t:ze resors ty @ CGornan Communist inmete,

Joseph Zcholmer, Torwuia, Henry Holt, Ine., i'ew York, 12Z5.
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after the revolts thirouzhout Sastern Burome culminoted
in the "Mungarlan evolution of 1556 which wrote a new
mage in the history of freedom not only by its oopo-
siticn to Communist totalitarianis:y in the namc of

the hunaniss of Marxism, but above 2ll Because it

develowed 2 now forn of workers' rnle at thz »oint af

wroduction in the Jorkers' Councils which even a2 dadar
had to reckon with,
Osvigusly, nothing.is mnermitted to interferec with

the new dosmatices,

As for the article in Arzuments, it Tives us a sort
of orevicew of what Mazrcuse will contend in 9no-TJimen-
sional ﬂan.7 There ne 2nds ths second nerioed of his
own intollootual develosomcnt of writing: "It is more

han ‘4 word Zame ir 1 séy: Technologzy has renlaced

ontology." And, we mizht add, his cuestions arc alrcady’

whrased in the foarm of answers when he asks wﬁether
"technioue~isn has transformad casitalisw end socinl-
1si5." ‘Iouwever it is better to follow thae answer wherc
tie has the oowurtﬁnity to develon thes in full, in
zook~lentth Tors in Cne-2imensionel] :ran which has the
followin~s sub-disisions: "One-Dimensional 3ociety,”
"One-Dimensional Thouzht," and "The Chances for Altcr-

natives." . .

Yore, Xarcusc docs qttemjt to go bcyond thc study
of the "Ideology of idvanced Industrial Socioty" to a
wrobing of the autoratosd oroductive'procdss itselr,
There, “e finds no signs of rovelt or cven of alicnation
("the . concecoat.,,scens to becomo cuestionadlz when the
individuals identify thomselves with the cxistence which
is immosed umon thom," -, 11} “ut only "integration"
into on increasingly "totalitarian productive annarce
tus." So dowressing is his vision of "one-dimensional
society" thai Lhe prand shilosonher of historical
necessity and wossibility is reduced to th: despairine

7. otcon, rnston, 136k,
3.




ery: “Feirhiems an accident may altes She sltuationm,.."
(2. xv.)

Knowing, as jlarcuse thoe dialectician inust, that
an "accident" is no substitute for a now historical
"Sumject,™" when he cames to the section on the "Chances
for Alternatives" to the sticus ouo he looksy honefully
toward "tho substretum of the outcasts and outsiders,
the exwloitoed and oersccuted of other races and colors.
the unemmloyoed and the unemnloyable.” The fact that
thig " ubject" d2¢s not develoun lbsclf within Lhe
system where it might ecquire tho social forece teo
exvlode it docs not scex to worry him, On the contrary,
he maintains that »recisely because it is "from without?
it is "therefurc not deflacted by the sysfcm.“ {v. 257}

On the whol:, however, he has nothing much &c hold
out ageinst ihe dpadehing conformity, the vory nearly
2uiltein nre-sussosition en maze onc about the "com-
foartazle, swooth, reasonablcs, democratic unfroedom”
excent "tho Great Fcfusal.  (p. 257) Indeoed,. so
overwaglamed is he 2y the shernomenon of ono-dimonsion-
ality that he tokes it to bhe the wholu, actually refer-
ring to. the workors as well as the canitalists as
"the two former antagorists"” {o.‘xii), insisting all
over a~ain that there are "ne dcomonstrable agents of -
social chonge," that "the sccond period of tarbarism

mey well be the continucd empire of civilization it-
selr," (9, 257) ' : ‘

The rcason for aessimism is, of coursc, not A
"msycholozical." Rather, as Roye Dunayovskaya nointad
out in ner reviow of .the book (The Activist, Fall 1364),
It 1s that "Iarcusc's studics wero dovelonod sutside of

the ranze of workers! volocs oowosing th: one-dimen-
sional condition for sutomated labor," Mo shows this
in tho very rofcrence he chosa to =walke to o =amnhl et
hy a tlack auto workor wiacre ho alludes only to a
statement on the stuvefying nature of autosatod work
without ogrce wointine to tho pamphlct's cantral thoesis:

10,




tho bif divide betwozon the rank-and-file and the la%or
burcaucracr and ths comstant ros%stance of the former to
autoniated -roduction conditions,” On this guastion,
¥arcuse 2refars to qucte baolirgeois analysts whouse
findinrs allow hi™m %o econcludo that "The technical
community scems o integrete thie human atoms at work"
{=. 25}, further o-vellishing this stétcmont with a
auatation from Jean-Paul Satre, w4ho vroce that toch-
nolszy "jeins soxuality and labor into onc unconscious
raytiumic evtomatisnl"  Sineo ..arcuss has also choson

0 quoto Professer Charles R. Jolkers's contcntion about
"the cagerness of Workors tn sherc in the solusion of
2reduction probloems"ns if that wore the truth of the

situation in the facwories, =incs, and aills, it becomes

necessary to quotc 2t leonst ono sassage from the abuve

mencioned Joricrs ’attl* AutOﬁ&tion-

Ax a”ﬂinsb the bralﬂwashinﬂ the un;on tursauc-—
racy got Doth a% ‘Aa war-time conferences wita the
governnont and at tho posL-narrAutomation confor-
onces with Zovernmont and Indusiry, the workers

caze up with their wartime invention: 4% ~XLICAT.,
Just as thore was no othor way for workors to act,
.during the war tvhen the burcaucracy had us shac-
kled to- uhe no-strike oledrce,  so thore is no other
vay ror 3he workers to aet asg the hurcaucracy koors
shﬂcklln“ us -with unioh contracts that do tho
boss's wroduction for him...

- The voint 'is: we &re noi talking about’ whai
Automation gould <95 if we lived under a difforont |
systom, but what Automation is right here and now
iee Theo Workers are doiny their own thﬁnklnﬂ... :
hinking and dein: are not really as far apart as
apweers to those who are out ‘te lead,'! The
workers neod no leaders %o tell thow what Automation
is, lhoy know what it is, and becauso chey 4now
waat it 1s, they want Lo change it, Che time for
chenzc 15 nowW, .. :

diarouse wos osut of oarsaot of tloso worikers, not
bocderye e himzelf is not on the wroduction linc, much
loss that ho dida't "roed" similar statoments, but be-

causc ho was movin: away from Larz's concent of the
aralctariel 83 tho revolutisnary, historic agcnt of

social *raasfurmotion. Thls conocat is not a guestion

Tas npaavhlet In guestion is Jorkers Zattle Autematien
Charlos Cenhy, 11




of "telief." NMor is it only onc of "listening" to the
workers (though that helws), Rather it is a question
of never sewarating the ideal Trom the rénl, a dig~
lectic method of--if T may usc Marcuse's Shrasec--
being "two-dimensional’ aud, as Marx cxnressed it,
never failin~s to sce that the more dégradcd the worker,
thoa greater is kis "ouast fo2r universality.,” ho
dqesn’t know tarx's fawmous sassage in Gapital?

All means foar tho develovment of nroduction
transforn themsclvoes into means of domination over,
and exvloitation of, the producers; they mutilate
the laborer into & fragm;nt of a man, degradce him
to the level of an appendage of a machino...j
thoy estrange from him the intellectual noton-
tialitios of the lator process in tho same
Qrovortion. as scicnce is incormorated in it as an
indopendent wower,..hcoumulation of wealth
at onc pole is, therefsrs, at tho same time
accumulation of miscry, agony of toil, slavery,
ignorance, brutality, mecntal degradation, at?.
the ooposito mole, L.c., on the side ofr the class
that ovroduces its own aroduct in tho form of .
canital, {wp. 703~2)

darx was clearly not unaware of the totalitar;an
charactor of the productive anoaratus, .Now what this

has beon described epioheﬁomenally as well, and ono-

'dimensionality is so pfpulara desorintfon ;of the
men under whet Marocusc calls "tcchnological ration-
ality,’ it anovcars to e to be all *ho more necessary
to remember the Marxian corollary to that descrintion
of teoll and dofiradation: "tho new forces and passlons
that svring up in the bosom of society" to sco that
the systom is "annihilatod." (Capital) This "unity
of oovositos,”" within tho productivo process itself,
is tho onc that Marcuse rofuses to analyzo.

I trust this doos not sound liko "more repetition
of the old" in tho face of all the now that Marcuse
has laborod to bring rorth sinco tho timo of Marx
that cven & Marxz could not havo posgsibly rorﬂioona
Secing young, I naturally inclino more to "the now"
than "tho old," 3But while I cannot claim to havoe
made an indovondent study of tho now changes oithor in
that production whioh Marcusa calls "organired capitals
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ism" or in awtemation, I have seen and read cnough to
Bonclude that it is not casy to answer what is truly
now in tho process of production itself and not 3nly
in tho phenomcnal'appoarance. Jhat is cloar is that
every ncvw stage in praduction and socicl osrganization
hias boen matched by a new stage in workers' reovolts,
2.z. the absorption of the trade union burvaucracy
inte the osteblishmont and the introduction of auto-
matlion cngonderling a ncew form of struggle in tho
wildcat=9

Howhere is liarcusc’s departure from Marxism more
cloarly scsn than in .. his latcst cssay, "Sccialist
Humonism?" whoso guostion mark rolozates the value of
iiarx's hunanism to tho past,t® .Mercuso bogins with
» quotation from o work by MNerleau-Ponty, writton
some 20 yonrs ago, and which later was ropudiated by
tho authof. Yot Karcuso considors it so wvalid for
our day that his owm ossay hangs on tho main tonots

of Herlcau-Ponty's ropudiated book, Jumanisme ot

.

*9+ ¥y own contontion is that tho thoory of statoe-
capitalism, as devoloped within variocus Marzist ten-
dencios around the timo of Jorld far II, is the only
theory which has c¢ven attompted to grepple with this
now world stage in fundamontal teérms. This theory
is most fully dovolopned in Dunayovskaya's 1957 Marzism'

"end Frcedom, waich Marousde himsolf, although ho did nos-
adccopt Lts conclusions, hailsd as going "boyond tho
»rovious intorprotations" becausc Ats author attompted
"to reccapture the intcgral unity of the Ilarxian thoory
ot its vory foundations? in the humanistic philoesophy,”

Dunayovskaya has compilod o woalth of data to
prove tho noceossity of filling the thoorctic void
in tho Marxist movoment, not by departing from Marx's
method, but by developing it for our day, Soo rospe-
cially hor latest restatetiont of tho thcory, Stoto=-
Capitelisn and Marxist-dumanism, in the DeccmBor 1966
issuc of llcws #&-Llecttcers,
10. It appoars in an intornational symposium of the
same name {but witiout the quostian-mark) cdited by

Erioh Fromm: Socialist Jumanlsm, Doubleday-inchor,
H.Y., 1966,

13.




11 These are: 1) that ono cannot counterncso

Toerrour,
theory to "oontingency" which shows that thoro aro

two typcs of violcnce, "capitelist and socialist,”
botwoon which ono twust chosc and 2) that to "oppose to
larxism" (ho means cxisting Communism) somc abstract
"morality first" is ¢» "bymass tho real problom,"

The recson for Merleau-Ponty's repudizticn of his
viows, of which MNercuso docs not inform us, is that tho
"real problem' was not tke absraction quoted, but tho
forced labor camns in Russis which, in 1947, Merlceau-
Ponty had cvidontiy accepted aé somo sort of nccossafy
"socialist" violenca. I!fcthor or not Kerloau-Ponty,
in broaking from Jcan-Faul Sertre, had scon that

" Harxzism and Communism, fer from boing "synonymous,"
or at loast tho only MNarzism which "ozists" (Sartre),

ore actual opposites 1s not the question, For it is
cortainly truc. that Mgfcuse himsclf, in thoso yoars, -
did ngt side with Mcrleau«Ponty and did write the
remarkatlo Reoason and Iovolutlon whlch re-cstablished

tho humanism of‘tho younz ¥arx as boilug identioal with
tho Vscientific economics" of tho mature Marz, .
Jhother or not he also saw that bhohind tho talk of

two diffcrent pppbscd kinds- of vielonce lurked an
-apologia of tho samec class violénce'which-sgnds i ts

oun workors to foced labor. camps is not half as im-
Porvant for our disoussion as is Mercusc's scoming do=
perture from what he himsclf, z2nd not Mcrlcau-Ponty,
wrote not only in 1941 but oven in 1957 when ho stated
thaé liarx "accopts 'humanism' not as a philosophy
amons othors but as o historical fact or rather
historical possibility." In 1965, on the cther hand,
e writos that tho humanism (bourgcois!} of the 13th
and 19t conturios waich "still guides Narx's early
writings" has beon "surpessod by tho dcvdlopment of
sooiety," (p. 112)

11, Gallioard-}IRT, °ards, 1947, Subtitlos "Essai sur
1o probhlame onmmunasto""
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Again, os aga2inst nis orovious position of ascen-

's notion of the wrulotariat as rovolution-

tance of Xarx
ary, ns now writa2s: "For the leboring classes are no
longer those to whom ithe revoluvioh onco epoeniecd and
their initiative is not likoly to lecad to revolutiori-
ary sociclist solidarity," {e alsc now thinks that
Marx "did noit foresce Lhe great achievement of
technical socicty," and it is 2 fact that Marz woulid
have venomently rejected the "nssimilation of frcocdom
and necessity' which is Marcuse's detinition of it,
Frp$ this Marcuse concludes that ﬁsnciallst numanism
can no longer be definced in termns of tho individunl,
the all-round personnlity, and sclf-determination.®

1t apoears, rinally. that advancod industrial sdoiety
has.an anparatus for maneging "all dimonsions of life,
freo time as well as woricing fime;.ncgati§e as well as
Positivo thinking.” (. 115) The conclusion revolls
tnc author's intecllectunlist approach for it appears
that we are not yet ready for. a new‘"Subjbct," that

what we noed oresently is "not 'humanization' of iabor,

but its mochanization and ﬁlnnned ﬁroduotioﬁ." that is
to say more 2litist totalitarian technocracy.‘but
direccted in a "bonavolent” direction, e.g. urban
rencwal, 2ir pollution control, etc; -

Suddenly, howover, thero does.finally apnoar &
reaffirmation of thc "wistorical truth of tho Marxien
concention." Even if it does not fiow logiacally
from the essay, it is to be welcomed, with a sort of
warninm, however, that it scems to bc mut for the far
distant futurc. And Marcuso hastons to remind us
that "the quostion hero is not that of future possi=
bilitios; 1t is the nresont reality which is et stakes.'
In a word, wc aro back to his refusal to accopt tho
oroletariat--or for that matter tha blaok revolution-
ary or nny other robels-—-as tho revolutionary force.
Instcad, the wholo quostion is loft opon: "Socialist
theory, no wmatter how true, can nsither presecribe nor

1s,




predict the Tuture agentr of a historicali transformation
which is morc than ever bofors theo specter that heunts
e established sociotics
Significantly, this latest ossay by Marcuso
apneared in the first symwosium on Sgcialist Humanism
to includo writers from the "third world," tho "UVest,"

and the “Zast." Since its pubiication, somec of tho
latter have proven the soTiousnass of their phil--
osophical princivles by going to jail in Poland 8r
carrying on politicel struggles in Czcchoslovakia.12
Moreover, ﬁoday’s onen-ondod events in Eastorn 3urope
are not taking nlacc in a vacuum, as was the caso in
1954,.sincg they have been metched by a ére-revulu-
tionary crisis in capitalist ¥Franco and a genoral
renaissanco of youth revolts throughout tho world.
This now stage of world mil;tancy has takenh on
un entirely new significancc‘since the adherencae of over
1¢ million workors to the general striko initiated by
the students in France., For Harcuse, however, this
movement wmust be lLabeled "not for home consumption,"
He was Luss than onthusiasiic about the Columbia
rovolt {scc Ramparts, Juns 20} and in a recent speaLh
‘on Franoe (L.A. Frezc Press, June 2&) went out of his
way to 1n31 st that tho idow of such things happening
in the U,5. is "uttorly fantastio.” Naturally, os
a Mar tist, Marcuse heiled the Frencih movement, 3ut,

in ordor to prove that M"it can't happen hore" he

12, Ivan gv:tak the Czoch author ¢f the ossay oh
"The Sourcos of Socialist Humanism," spelicd out the
content of his philosephy quite clarly whon, under
direct attack from the apparatus, 4a¢ establishod
direct contact with the miners and told them: * Jor-
kors and intclloctuals have a common onemy--the
buroaucratic dictatorsiilinp of the apparatus...ind it
is for this reason that in the interost of socialist
demoexacy wo have to strongthen thoe unity of those
working with their hnnds and thouse working with their
brains against the avparatuses of the powor clito
which has bocon, is, and romains the nein obstacle in
tho unlque oxporimont of our nation with socialist
domocracy."”

16.




distortad his analysis of its causes, insizting that
the French werkers were less affluent than ours and

nossossed a rovolutionary traditioen which "is still

alive to a considornblc.dcgree" (gquected by 3taughton
iynd, Guardian, July 1.3).

Evidantly, their revolt was a merc rcflox left
over from an cérlior stago {18487 1E871?) and Harcuso
conveniontly forzets that his own theory of "techno-
logy absorbing ontology" was doveloped precisely in
Franée at a time when thce Gaullist five-yoar-plan wWas
rationalizing and modernizing Frcocl: industry and the
left was universally bomoaning tho fact that the
workers wero only intorestod in autemebiles and T.V.
sets, Loaving eside tho fact that "effluenca" was
haprdly the issue iﬁ France (tho worikers pushed aside
the warge hike as irroloevant); Marcuse muéf'unﬁorstand
that if "tochnological rationality" wmervades modern
tndustrial socioty, surcly tiis must ingcludod a country
as highly develomad as France. As to Franco's
rovolutionary tradition, if'is inﬁocd groat, but one
wigles that more intecilectunls would look at our 'own,
Horc important, tho central charactoristic of tho
Freneh strike wes s Marcuse himself pointed out the

spontannous self-mobilizetion of the rank-and-fike

workers, espocially those under 30, in opposition to
the traditionel Loft (the sponly counter~revolutionary
CP and CGT), which initially branded tho strikors os
adventurists" and them joined tho movement only to

co-ont it intc marliancuntary channels,

It is noither fair nor rolovant, however, to
judgo Marcuse on tho disis of this or that political
nronsuncencnt of the monment. It is as & philpsophcr
--a philosovher of roveluiion~-that his evolution muse
be evaluatod, iarcusoc is signifioaﬁt bececauge, &5 cBTLY
as 1941, he brought to this hmorican oitadel of
pragnatic emolrieism & groat troasuro, implicit in tho

i7.,
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works of Marx and Hogel, but ipnareq by us: "the power
of nogative thinking,,.the driving force 07 dialoectiasal
thought, uscd as a tool for analyzing the world of
facts in torms of its intornal inadequacy" {Praofaco

to Roason ang Roveluticn). He taught us to shod our

pProjudicos about the historicalroality of "things as
thoy aro" and to hold fast to what Hegel cailled tha

"1abor, baticncae, sc:iousness, and sufforing of the

nogative® ip order to soco0 the new world taking shape
within tho old,

Ir Marcuse, in his recent Works, has bocomo 50
deprossod by tho apparont tyrénny of ”things ag thovy
arc” over men’s minds, i.e,, a "tqchno;ogicn;iratinn-
ality! Supposodly capablo of Programming our voery
neonds gnd‘dcsiros, that he has 1ost patienqo with tho
nogative, this should not provong us from recognizing
e2nd giving voice to "the now Passions and new forgos™
for the reconstruetion of s5o0clesy that are evérywhoro

the liuman countorpart to ap incrensingly automatad

®orld,.




