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David Cooper introduces Herbert Marcuse

Cooper: It's my great honour today to introduce to you one of the greatest figures of
our age, Herbert Marcuse. Herbert Marcuse is a very modest man - he really doesn’t
believe he's very important at all, but, | think every word he’s written - one goes
through the catalogue of his work here, Birth of Civilisation, One Dimensional Man -
disproves the modesty that he protests. | think every sentence he utters today will
also disprove that. I'd like to introduce to you Herbert Marcuse.

(Applause)



CCNQGRESS « DIALECTICS OF LIBERATION

Herbert Marcuse -~ 20%h July 1967

I sm very bappy to see 20 many flowers here and that is wiy I
mumtnm“nmbummumﬂoznt
omummdudmﬂmlta‘;ﬂihm
of them agrinet aggression snd destruotion.

As & bopeless philosgcpher for whom philosophy has become inseparable
mnutm/xr;wmxmummm.mm

'(3 \ sophioal speech and I must ask your indubgence for it. We are dealing
A uumuamaummr-u%mxm
that all dialectic is liberation, and wot only/liberation in an in-
tellectual senss but liberstion involving the mind and the body, libera~
tion imvolving the entire bhuman sxistence, Think of FPlatos the
liberation from the existence in the cave, Think of Hegel:s liberation
in the sense of progress snd freedom on the hisborical scale. Think
of NMarx, Now in what sense iz all dialectic liberation? It ias
Wt liderspion from the repressive, from & dad, from & false systems De it
an organic system, be it & social system, be it a mental or intellectual
systems Jdberation by forces developing within such a wystem. That is
s decigive point. ind liberation by virtus of the comtradictions
genersted YWy the aystem, precisely because it is « bad, a falee aystem.
!-ﬂummuuml.mxm‘dtmv'a;:k
"Bad®, "false”. PFor without the objectively justifiatle goal of a
better, a free, human exigtence, all liberstion sust remain meaningiess,
awmumum unulﬂttonﬂﬂgb\m
?J/tn. I believe that Sn Norm too socialism gught to be. This “ought®
”“‘b(.f belongs to the very sssence of scientific sodialims. It ought to bey

N
H-bk' it is, we may almost say, & bieclogical, sociological wnd political

Q'

neceseity. P\uolm necessity in as muck as & socialist society,
scoording to Marx, would conform with the very logos of iife, with the



eseential possibvilities of & human existence, not only mentally, not

only intellectually, but also organically.

™ Dt Fow as to today and our own situation. I think we are faced with

.mumum.mm-m/::;um

from o relatively well funetioning, rich, powerful socciety - I'a

spesking here, snd my main topiec as you know is, liberation from the

affluent society, that is to say the advanced industrial societies.

i Ve are faoing the problem, we are facing the need for lideratiom, not
from a poor society, not from a disintegrating scciety, not evem in
mogt cases from & terroristic society, but from a society which develops
to a great extent the material and even cultural needs of man, from a
society, to use a slogan, which delivers the goods to an ever larger
part of the population. And that ia, that implies, we are facing
1iberation from a socliety where lideration is apparently without a
mass basis. Je know very well the social mechanisms of manipulatien,
indoctrination, repression, whioh are responsible for this lack of »
nass basiey which are responsible for the integration of tle majority
of the oppositional forces into the estadblished social system. But I
nmum-w»atn.um-mz-mmmm
tiomgy that it is not merely 2 social imtegration; that it takes place
precisely omn the strong snd rich basis which enables the society te
ammmzq-mu—mmmmmm. :

{,7\‘\_,,{ mlc: \‘h:ykud“‘. of the mechanisms of manipulation, of repression,
Tpn“-m.ﬁovmmmdm.ﬁhtu-tthmm
C"(" T delieve éhet we - and T will use “we" throughout my talk - I believe
\c\,* . that we have to be too hesitant, that we have to be ashamed, understandably
/)‘ ' ashemed, to profess the integral, the radical features of = socialist
society, ite qualitative difference from all the established societies,
its qualitative difference, bty virtue of which sooialism is indeed and
can be the definite nogation of the established systems, no matter how
productive, no matter how powerful they are or they may sppear. In
other words -~ and that is one of tho many points where 1 disagree with \

Psul Goodmen - our fault was not thet we have been too immodest, but that



we have been too modest. Ve have been t00 modest, we have as it were
mw.mundgnnmmmumtnma
have emphasised, If tolday these integral festures, these truly redical
features which make a socialist society ?mnu negation of the
existing societpes, if this qualitative difference todsy sppears as
Utopian, as idealistic, as metaphysical, this is precisely the fomm
in whick these redical features msust ppsar if they are really to be a
definite negation of the establighed nociety; il socialimm is indeed
the rupture of history, the redisal break, the leap into the realm of
freedom -~ a total rupture.

One idbustration bow this awarencss, or half-awarensss, of the
need for such a total rupture, was present in some of the great social
strughles of our period, Walter Benjamin quotes reports that during
the Paris commune, in all cormers of the oity of Paris, there were peocple
shodting et the clocks: on the towers of the churches, palaces and so ony
mummuhg;mqmmmtmm
time has to be arrested; that at least the prevailing, the established
tinme contimmm has to be arrested, and that a new time has %o begin -
.vwmm-mqmtmmcmm.uumumv
of the rupture between the new societies and the old.

Eéw in this senge I should like to discuss here today with you the
repressed prerequisites of qualitstive changs. I say intemtlomally
"of qualitative change®, not “of revolution”, because we kuw;{oo many
revolutions through which the contimuum of repression has been sustained,
which have replaced one system of dominstion by another system of domi-
nation, We must decome aware of the essentially new festures which
Msmmu.mumzuammnxm
Mmu-wmmmmmc.mmm
w.nmmmxmqnﬂmmuasm..
‘;Wm“thn—lmhhdlmumﬂﬁtu-n
as on the left.

What is the dislectic of liberation with which we are bere concerned?



nu‘:mn.m-uam. a construction which depends

on the prevalence of the vital need for abolishing the established
wyatens of sexvitude, and which depends secondly, and that is decisive,
on the vital commitment, the striving, conscions as well as sub- and
wmfn&gﬂiﬁﬁvﬂ:(ﬂtﬂvﬂmdcmm
existence., Without the smergence of juch new needs and satisfaction,
the new needs and satisfaction of free men, all change in the social
institutions, no matter how great, no matter how large, would only re-
place one system of servitude by ancther.aystem of servitude, Nor can
the emergence - and I should like to euphasise this - mor can the
"“‘I“‘;\ré mormmm(nl satisfactions de envisaged as a mere
Yy-product, the mere result, of changed social institutions. ¥We have

_ Nol¥  gesm that, that is & feot of experience. Por the development of the
¥ new ingtitutions must slresdy be carried out end carried through by
men with the new needs. That ias, by the way, the bdasic idea underlying
Marx's own concept of the proletariat as the historical agent of
» revolution. Ne saw in the infustrial proletarial the higtorical agemt
dm-tmmu—mmomnmmn
mdmu-.m-umumntuttummv
«mmma-mm‘ammmn-.ugmmq
marks, "the repressive and aggressive competitive needs of capitalist
M-.umummmmmmm-r«owmu
pow needs, goals and satisfoctions. Je-Sah -

¥e can fommulate this dialectic of liberstion aiso in & more brutal
ww.mm The trangition from voluntary servitule, as
it exists to a great extent in the sffluent sceiely, to freedom
WWM!ﬁhcft&MﬁﬂtmdM“%ﬂn.
ind the sbolition of the institutions asd mechanims of Sepression
3 already presupposes liberation frem servitude, prevalence of the need
X tcum(uumumumﬁ-muwam-

\ |y the need for changing inmtolerable conditions of existence, and the need
i
mmmmm-.w../ﬂnmmwnmm-mn.

“"‘4 meun-hn-. Quantitative changes 4if the need is
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for changing intolerable conditions of existence, with at least the

Mo“tﬂ%mh“ﬁnmmmtﬂﬂw.“

with the growth and the progress of the sstablished society: quantitative
changee Gualitative chenges ochange of the very system as & whole, I
would like to point out that the Aigtinotiwe between quantitative and
qualitative change is mot idemtical with the distinction detween refomm
ad revolution. Quantitétive change can mean and can lead to revelution.
MWMMM’IMCIMMSOMS.-“W
w“auolmmm&mmum
o:,tupmxnﬁumanmr-dummmu-uvm
twrn inte quality, where the quantitative change ‘\.n;.'.\‘fmu‘. and
ingtitutions can bdecome ¢ quslitative chenge affecting the entire human
existance,

Todsy the two potential factors of revelution which I have just
sentioned are disjoined. The first is most prevalent in the undeveloped
Mﬂmﬂmmtmu‘w-m{u“chmmd
mman living conditions - is in itself qualitative change, but is not
yot fresdom. The second potential fsctor of revelutiom, the pre-
requisites of libderetion, are potentially there in the advanced industrial
mmmmawnwmwnnznmmu-
of society. - 1
xﬁmgmt“uu-umumkumm

/o“mmmm.mmumn-unmm

techaically \o_ﬂ inte qualitative change, #nto suthentic liberstiom.
And 1t is prosfeely against this truly fatal possibility that the affluent
soodoty, thet advanced ospitalism is mebilised and orgenised on all frontss
in the interior se well as sbread.

Befoye I go on, ln-un*,’:\udwmuu«nuxu-w-
affluent societys & society which even in the U.S. is not yet entirely

¢ Dy
o translated into reality - I would prefer to speak of tendencies here -
but of course a model is imerican seciedy teday. In the first place,it

\Av\.‘\":"-“ shouldn't be necessary to remind us of it, it u{'; cspitalist scciety.
:c,,‘.-—-nu-.tobcmm are some peopls even on the left

who believe that the imerican society is no lenger a class sociely; I ocan



Q".- l‘-“(“‘;«r\ﬁz
asgure you it u{.n-. sooliety,. nu.uuuua'#uvl;xu.

" high concentretion of scomomicsl and political powery with an enlerged,
2 enlarging seotor of automation and coerdimation of production, distridution
N énd commmicationy with private ownership in the mesns of production,

whick however depends increasingly on ever more active snd wide imter-
vmanwmpna-:n’;[nu-mumuxmm
Munnumm.tmmmem
‘*‘7 I
v | mam-.-u-uﬁ-u—wm-mmwuxuouﬁ
epparatus
the requirements and interests of the sparstaxs, and of the powers which

WA Lo o vy
mmm‘[uuu.mm-tumm«

muwmmmm.uunumum ‘\.
\?(Tf xmmmmnr-‘mmmummﬁq
aisdoe, W‘memwé‘u« capiteliose: namely, the apparemtly in-
'fjj\\;' separable unity - inseparsble for the system = of productivity ead
destruction, of setisfection of needs aud repression, of liderty within

a wyetem of servitule - namely, the subjugstion of man to the spparatus =
‘ ﬂNWoﬂQdetwlhmwmt
N¢ {(x  the rationality of the society lies i3 its very/ssnity, and that the

insanity of the society is retional to the degree to which it ias efficient,
to the degree to which it delivers the goods.

“.,vi' Now the question we must/raise iss why lideration frem such a
society if it is capadle of perhaps,in the lomg future, but apparently
capable, of comguering poverty to a greater degree tham before, of
reducing the toil of labour and the time of labour, and of raising the
standard of livings why liderstion from such a sooiety, if the price for
all the goods delivered, if the price for this comfortable servitude,
for all theses achivwements, is exacted from people far sway from the
metropolis and far sway from its affluence; if the affluent society
itself herlly notices what it is dodng, how it is spreading terror, en-
T g-—m.u-uuwmum-unxmdmw\wv

) Ve Xnow the traditionsal weskmess of smotionsl, moral and dtarian

arguments in the fuce of such a technoclogical schievement, in the face of

Neliw
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the irrational ratiocnality of such a vower. These argunents do not seem
1o carry any wilght againet the bdrute faots ~ we can say brutal faots -
of M.‘Wnﬂ its productivity. And yet, it is only the insistence
of the real posaibilities of a free society, which is biocked by the
affluent society - 1t is only this insistence in psmotice as well as in
theory, in discussion as well as in demonstration; 1t ie only this
fusistence which o8il] stands in the way of the completeo degradation of
man to an object, or rather sudject/object, of total administration.

I% i only this insistence which stands still in the way of the progressing
brutalisation and moronisation of man. For -~ and I ghould like %o
emphagine it ~ the capitalist welfare states is a warfare state. It must
hove an Snemy, with a cepital 5, a total Smemy; because the perpetuation
of servitule, the perpetuation of the miserable struggle for existence
ummrmatu._nmunuud'mtu.-umn
mmnuw’mu;:;&&hwmuum.xm
um-k-unm a primary aggressiveness which must be O -

/
-~ | —

Therefore the need of an Snemy, who must be there, and he nust be created
even if he does not exist. TFortmnately, I dare say, the eneny does

exist. Put his image and his power must, in this socliety, bde inflated \{;_,\
1}

beyond sll proportiomns in order to be able to mobilise this sggressiveness

«mmmmumumm /

5 The result is & mutilated, orippled and frustreted human existences
b‘\\yuﬂ\

a human existence which is violently defending its own servitude, /We

- LS

«‘cn-'ﬁmn situation with which wo are confrented: Radical

NCQ‘

socheld change is objeotively necessary; objectively necessary in the
dual sense that it is the only chance %o save the possibilities of human
frecdom and, furthemmore, in the sense that the technical and material
resources for the realisation of freedom are availadle. DBut while this
objective need is demonstradly there, the subjective need for such a
change does not prevail., It does not sham prevail )r;oxuly-u‘thcu
parts of the population which are traditionally considered the agents
of historical change. m.un‘unudhf‘)u-ﬁ.w‘ll‘ul
grounds guppressed by virtus of the sotual satisfaction of needs; and



%  secondly, mmwagg_u_vo-mmmmmm
Mn«mg@ywammmmmm-xqa
the consciousness, but aleo of the unconscious of man: & comtrol which
has bdeen made possible by the very schievemeats of the greatest
umumm«msm.ummwu

Nupﬂ snd paychistry. That they have become - that they could become at the
same time powsrful instruments of suppression, cae of the most effective
wofmaowmnmmmmam
dialectic of lideration.

Lo g This situstion, this/divergence betwsen the objective snd the

\ subjective need changes, I suzgest, completely the basis, the prospects

. . « snd the strategy of liberstion. Famely, this aitustion presupposse the

i emergence of new needs, quelitatively different and even the opposite of

0\ the prevailing aggressive asd repressive needss The emergence of a new

Wdl‘.ﬁﬁlﬂiﬂ.“’W‘ﬂ”Mll‘“‘."ﬂﬁ.

consolousness cepable of breaking through She material as well as ol
| sdeclogiosl veil of the sffluent sccietys I other -uu./uunu-’
g mens $o be predicsted upon the opeming snd the activation of a depth
asqr s dimension of human existenmce, this side of and undermeath the traditioual

material base. In other words, not an idealistic dimension, over snd
Mmutﬂ‘u,m.lwn”mmﬁdmm
material bese: -wwmmmnm.{xmx
o 1llustrate/ presently what I mean.
% mm-mamcm-uuummxmmtunw
paychology, but rather the other way srcusd. It is finally taking
M«mr-cwuowmw-mwmm.n
the individusl existence, even the unconscious of man. That we muat
man.thmWothhtr
um-m.mummnmmumnam
mmmammmmmmnzm
Sow this change is, I suggest, not an ileclogical change: 1% is
dictated by the actusl development of pef industrisl society which has

uw“tmmammmum.umsuunm.

¥



ItioMMbNMMMdMMthh
N tremendous growth of its material ani techmical productivity, which has
No X surpassed and rendered cbsolete the traditionsl goals and preconditions

TN\ of liberation. Here we are faced with the questiions { Is liberation

>»
— [ ¢rom the affluent society identical with the transition ftaliam
U 7 %o soctalims? |The snewer I suggest s It is mot idemtical, if

|\ P |

1 socialims is defined mersly as the plumncd dovelopment of the productive

o foroesy, and the rationalisation of resourcesj although this reuains

|

— 8 prooodhﬂt- for all liberation. ) It is identical with the transition
{ X .
A prom Joepitslism to socialism, if sccialimm is defived in its sost

,\-f‘i /| utopian tesms: namely, among others, the sbolition of labour, the
terminstion of the struggle for sxistence - that is to say, 1ife as on
/\—‘\ niunultn‘nolmuoumund--lmnmtu
of human sensibility, seasitivity, as & force for trazsformatiom, not
unpﬂvnofm,m.-.tomotmmdmm
existence and of its enviromment. 7o give seasitivity and sensibdility
w.—n&tmxﬁt‘.mof%&wwadmw-ﬂ#ﬁlt}-.
ol |

& These are the gualitatively different features of a free mw.l They
a0 s e ———————"
’Wn,(u you may have already seen, !a sotal trems-valuation of

\f“ ‘.'.‘\ ot

R S values, & new ssthropology. Thay presppose a type of man who rejects

Nc (T the performance principles governing the sstablished socistissy & type
«—ammmr«mmmmuumzv‘lﬂim
snherent in the organisation of the established sooiety, and in thelir

,(’ nypoeritical, puritan worality) .v’o-t-muu.uaonu

,¢ She dislectic of liberstion, ss turmed frem quantity iato quality,

thus involves, I repeat, -Mummgmmm

Ko o reaches into the depth dimension of the organism iteelf, OF we oun sy
that todsy qualitstive change, liberstion, invelves organic, instinctual,
Wﬂwnmmw-muoddmnm..



The new needs and setisfactions have a very material basis, as I
indicated, They are nmot thought out, I would claim, they are the logical
derivation from the technical, material and intellectual possibilities
of sdvenced, industrial sooletly; they are inherent in, and the expresaion
of, the productivity of advanced indugtrisl society, which has long
since made obasolete all kinds of immer-worldly sscetisism, the entire
L) diseipline on which the Julsso-Christien morality has
teen bagped.

u)zhummum-n-mm-wof—.m
umdvn«u-.-nmto—ocmm-n.unu-m
mnvumnm-hotn-mmn-uum/m.-.
Mad-tmwpmvmmmmwu
technology of liberations & technolegy of liberation. And here 1 can
only briefly indicate what I heve in winds Such mmasing Snd indeed
Mmmm:.mmofm-odm.
mmd'utulplq,mmdmmd
necessity and the realm of fresdoms How? ¥o longer subjected to the
dictates of capitalist profitability and of efficienceys no longer to
mw«mﬁ.t«mﬁdwt»uummm
of society; socially necessary labour, paterial production would and
mm—--mhmam-muxmw.
mm-.mutm-mummw
.ﬁqﬂamnmmu-mummuo“-
Mﬂu‘nd%““dm.

M.mn«ih“”ddl:“”d
MMS‘*MNQ“‘"WM‘M‘J’W
rationality of the perforsance primeiple /- that crestive imaginsticn
mw.;mmsntmmuuummu-dm
sccial and natural universe. It would mean the emergence of a form of
n.nvamumwadm-mdmmmmuuv
and pensitivity of man.

ind mow I throw im the terrible concepts it would mean an
sosthetic rewlity = sociely as work of art. This is the most utopian,
the most redicel possitility of liberstion teday.



That doos it meouns oconoretely? I said, we are not concerned here
with private sensitivity and seasidility, but sensitivity and sensibility,
creative imagination, play becoming forces of transfesmation. As such
they would guide, for example, the total reconstraction of our cities
and of the countrysides the restorstion of nature after the elimination
of the viclence and destruction of ospitalist industriclisstion; the
oreation of the internal and external gpace for privacy, individusl
antomony, trenquillity; the elimination of noise, of captive audiences,
of enforced togetherness, of pollution, of ugliness. These are not -
and 1 cannot emphasise this strongly enough -~ snebbistic and romantic
demands, Biclogists todey have emphasised that these are organic needs
of the human organisa, and that their arrest, their perversion and deo~
truction by capitalist society asotually mutilates the husan organims,
not only in a figurative, but ia a vexy resl and literal ssnse.

I believe that only in such a untterse man oan be truly free, and
truly mman relationships between free beings can be established, I
believe that the idea of such & universe guided also Narx's comcept of
sociaiien, and that theee sesthetic needs and goals must from the beginming
be present in the reconsiruction of society, and net only at the end or
in the far future. Otherwise, the needs and satisfactions which re-
’m-mm—uumxdmusummm.
Repressive men would carry over their repressicn into the new scolety.

Now, at this farthest point, the questioms How can we possibly
envisage the smergence of such qualitatively different needs and goals
umwwdmdm-mmmt
Bow oan we envisage the emergence of these needs and gatisfactions within
and ageinst the established society, that is to say, prior to liberatiend
That was the dislectic with which I started, that in a vexy definite sense
we have to de free from in order to create & free society.

Needless to say, the dissolution of the existing aystem is the pre-
condition for such qualitative change. And the more total and the more

efficient the repreasive spparatus of the affluen®. sccieties cporates,
the loss likely is o gradusl transition from servitude to freedom. The



munm-mmmqmnooxmuwwmo
mumlmh-wfonn,mormuummmmuq
um”.umuy-lmutcmcu-m«m
in the individuals, To the total character of the aldvanced capitalist
soclety, corresponds precisely the diffusion of the potential opposition
anong the entire wnderlying population. The internal contradiotione of
mqn-mumu-nqwm,mxwyuuwuu
the vielent expansion of cspitalist fsperialiss. The contradictions -
not only the most general contrsdiction between the tremendous social
wealth on the one hknd, and the destructive, aggressive and wasteful use
of this wealth on the other; but far more conorete contradictioms such
as the need, the nedossity for the aystem to automate, the continued reo-
Guction of the man base in physical labour power in the material
reprofuction of scolety, therely the tendency to the dreining of the
mdwphpwnt,d---wmwm
finally the threat of technological unemployment which even the most
affluent society may no longer be capable of compensating by the creation
of evermore parasitgrian and wproductive labouts all these contra-
diotions exist, As ™action, and decause of their contradiotion,
suppression, manipulation and integration are likely to incresss. DIut
thx fulfillment is there, the ground can and must be prepared, the
mutilated conseioumness and the mutilated instinots must be broken; and
the sensitivity and the awareness of the new transoending, antagonistic
values = they are there. And they are there, they are hers, precisely
mong the non-integrated, the still non-integrated sooial growps and
saong those who, Wy virtus of their privileged position, can pierce the
ideclogical and meaterial veil of mase commmication and indoctrinastion -
namely, the intelligentsis.

We all know the fatal prejudice against the intelligentsis as
catalyst of historical change in the labour movement practically frem
the beglmming. It is time to ansk 2 question, whether this prejudice
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againet the intellectusls and the inferiority complex of the imtellectusls

resultiing from it, was not an essential factor in the development of
the capitalist as well ac the socialist societiesy in the development
and weskening of the opposition. The intellectuals usually went out to
organise the others, to organise in the communities. They certainly
di4 not use the potentiality they had to organise themselves, to
organise mmong themselves, not only om a regiomal, not only on a natiomal,
but on an international levsl., That is, in ny view, today one of the
most urgent tasks. Can we gay that the intelligentisia is the agent of
historical change? Can we say that the intelligentsia today is & revolu-
tionary class? The answer I would give iss Fo, we cammot say that.
But we can say, and T think we must say, that the intelligentsisa has

a decigive preparatory functioms wnot more, and I suggest this is pleaty.
By itself it 45 nmot and cannot de a revolutionary clasa, but it cam
become the catalyst, and it has a preparstory function -~ certainly not
the firat time, one only has to read, that is in fact the wgy all
revolutions started - but more, perhape, today, than ever before, Because,
and for that too we have s very material and very conorets basis,
becsuse this group, it is this growp fron whick the holders of decisive
positions in the productive process will be recruited, in the future
even more than defore, I refer to what we may call the incraasingly
beconing solentific or intellectuallisation of the material process of
production, by virtue of which the rele #f the intelligentaic changes.
Tt is the growp from which the decisive holders of decisive positions
will be recruited, scientists, researchers, technicians, ocngineers, evean
paychologists - becauce psychology will cemtinus to be & socially
necessary instrument, either of servitude or of lidberation.

This class, this intelligentein has been called the new working
=xxk class. T believe this term is at best premature, They are - and
MwMMfM-MthM&M“WMM
aysten, Dut thuy are also at the vexy source of the glaring contradic-
tion between the libersting cepacity of science and its repressive and
enaleving use. ' To sctivate the repressed and manipuleted comtradiction



to make 1t cverate »e s catalyst of change, that is the Sask of the
opponitivu today ~ one of the tasiks of the opposition today. It remains
and wuet remain a political task., I&=to

It is education that 1s our job, but it is education in » new sense.
Being theory as well as practigs, pelitical practice, education today
is more tham discussion, is more then teaching snd leaming and writing.
Unloss and until it goes Leyond ihe classroom, until and uxless it goes
beayond the college, the subool, the university, it will remain powerless.
Because education is political, educstion political practice today in as
such as it must fAavelve the mind and the body, reason and imagination,
the intellectual and the institutional needs; Dbecause all of these, our
sntire existence, have become the subject/object of politics, of social
engineering. I emphasise, it is not the question of miking the schools
ad universities, of making the sducational aystem politisal, The
sducational system is political already. I only remind you of the
incredible degree to which - I am speaking of the U,S5, - univertbites
are imvolved in huge ressarch grante, you know of which nature in many
cases, by the govermment and the various quasi-govermmental agencies.
The educational system is political, so it is not we who want to
politicise the elucational gystems what we want is a couatsr-policy
asgainst the ostablished policy. And in this sense we must meet this
society on its omn ground of total mobdlisation, We must confromt
indoctrination ia servitude with indoetrination in freedom., VWe must
sach of us - and txy to do it in others - gemerate the insgtinctual need
for o life without fear, without brutality, and without stupidity. Aind
we must see that we can generate the instinctual and intellectual
revalaion against the values of an affluence which spreads aggressiveness

Anl suppresaion throughout.

xmnmmmxmlmm’nmmwumﬁb
has done 1% w0 far, [to say wy B¢ sbout the Hippies. | Secsuse it seems
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Af we are talking of the smergence of an imstinotual revalsion against the



N¢

AT

P

/
(o' ¢

¥

values of the affluent socioty, I think at least here is a place where
wa shoeuld look for,.. Now I give you my own image and experience.
It seems to me that the Nipphes, like any nonconformist movement on
the left, that they are split., That there are two parta, or parties,
or tendencies; much of it is mere masquerade and clownery on the
private level, and therefore Andeed, as Oerassi suggested, a completely,
woqmmuwmﬂmmma\.nlm
is %o it. '::Mmummmm.,ﬁltium
Bippies, and especially in such tendencies of the Hipples as the Diggers
and the Proves, there is an inherent political element, and perhsps in
the U.S. even larger than here. It iz the appearsnce indeed of new
instinctual needs and values. This experience is there, nut:‘::‘u
.mmmavwmuu-muum_/nu
tmummuplqthmnofoumm/d.mct
-nacun-uua.rzalu-mwﬂmws
against the compulsive cleanliness of puritan morality, and of the
aggression bwed Yy this puritan morality as we soe it today in Vietams
weong other things.

At least this part of the Zippies, in which sexumal, moral and
political redellion somehow are united, is indeed a non-aggressive fomm
of lifes & demonstration of an aggresnive nondaggressivencss which at
least achieves, potentially, the demonstration of qualitatively different
values, & transvalustion of values.

¥ow I come to the end I mentiomed, I emphasised, that all education
today is therapys therapy in the sense that it is a question of liberating
man with all svailable means from a society in which, sconer or later,
be is going to be transformed into a brute, even if he shoulda't notice
it sy more, that would be the end of it, 3ducation in this sense is
therspy, und all therspy today is political thoory and practice. What
kind of political practice? That depends entirely on the situation. It
is hardly imaginable that we should discuss details of thioc here -~ I
only resind you of the various possibilities of deménstrations, of the
mu.m.rnmmmaw-m-muum



use of institdionalised violence, of boycotts, of many other things -
anything goes which is such that it indeed has a reasonable chance of
strengthening the forces of the opposition.

Ve can prepare for it as educators, as students. Again I say, our
role is limited. We are no mass movement, I do not believe that in the

No i near future we will see such & mass movement,

I want to add one word about the so-called Third world. I have
not spoen of the Third World becouse my topic was strictly libderstion
from the affluent scciety. I agres entirely with Paul Sweesy, that
without putting the affluent society in the frameworl of the Third World

, it is not understandable, I also believe that here andnow our euphesis
[,f\\\ zust de on the advanced inddetrial societies, not forgestting to &o
whatever we can and in whatever way we can to support theoretically and
practically, the stiuggle for lideration in the neo-colonial countries,
which, 1f again they arve not the final foree of liberation, at least
contribute their share - and it is a considerable share - in ihe potential
weakening and disintegration of the imperialist world system.
/ Our role as intelleotuals is & limited role. Dut if we should aot
Q,“(»/\ "buwulmnu“mhwumm
| defeatism which we witness. The preparatory wole today is an indigpemsable
;l(h} role, x_.;iunx-mmmmu---luxmm&o
" reputation of being teo optimistic - when I say that we san alresdy 3ee
mm[m-um-qmmmmmmm-mm
owl [ vt mumn.m far uore|conerete, far sove ble manifestat-
tmnmmﬂcm‘:@mmcmm Therefore
let us contimue whatever we can, no illusions but even more, no
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