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The traditional American framework for political and social action is being
increasingly challenged by members of a “‘counterculture’” calling for a radically
different society, Aside from immediate political controversies such as the war in
Vietnam or the issue of civil rights, the causes of this dissatisfaction are seen to be
deep misgivings about the quality of life in a highly advanced industrial society. The
theoretical basis of the movement—the works of Marx, Freud, and Marcuse—provide
the intellectual underpinnings of a sharp critique of contemporary industrial society.

THE PHILOSOPHY
OF THE
COUNTERCULTURE

An article prepared

by

Ensign William F, Averyt, U.S, Naval Reserve

We are all familiar by this time with
the external  manilestations  of  the
counterculture- differences  in dress,
music, and sexual mores—yel these dif-
ferenees often blind observers Lo the
more deep-seated changes oceurring in
the Uniled States Loday. During the first
Seminar on Current Views and AlLli-
tudes, conducted by the Naval War
College in the spring of 1970 and
including students from the School of
Naval Warlare, the School of Naval
Command and Stalf, Officer Candidate
School, Brown University, and the Uni-
versily ol Rhode [sland, we all realized
that the difficultics in commuunication
resulted  from  something more  than
opposing views, As one naval officer put
it during the postmortem pancl evalu-
ation of the seminar, iU scemed that
connolalions of the words were dil-
ferent; half of cach discussion was spent
in becoming aware of these different
languages, underlying which were evie
dently very different concepls ol Amer-
ican reality.

Sinee the seminar will be held aguin
this year al lhe Naval War College, it
might be valuable o mention brielly
some ol the divergent attitudes that
surfaced last year, This will lcad o the
main theme of this essay, the “philos-
ophy of the counterculture”™ which |
believe nnderics the views of many ol
the civilian college students who partiei.
pated. T think the attitudes of the
civilian college students who  partici-
paled in the seminar represent fairly
well those of the general college popu-
lation, and il this is true, they fore-
shadow somc basic changes in yonng
Americang’ conceptions of whal consli-
tutes the good lile,

The discussions centered, naturally,
on the Victnam war, the plight ol the
blacks, the vondition of the inner citics,
and the guality of the environment; but
they quickly moved 1o a decper level,
revealing very different ways of con-
ceiving American reality. How are major
changes accomplished in socicly? How
is pressure  for change erealed and
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mobilized? To what exlent arc our lives
determined by the complex technology
of conlemporary America? Whal is the
purposc of edncation?

The naval participanis in the seminar
generally cspoused a lormalistic theory
of change, ic., changes occurred he-
cause volers requested them, laws were
passed, and thercafter citizens’ conduet
and values changed accordingly. Educa-
tion, for them, was a formal sequence of
instruction, culminating in the degree,
which in turn opened the doors Lo a
carcer, which ilself was structured in
ascending levels of wealth, power, and
responsibilily,

The civilian college students and
some jnnior naval officers tended Lo
have a mndamentally different way of
conceiving these things. Their view of
socicty and social change laid more
stress upon Lhe social forees supporling
the status quo and Lhe clash of interests
when a rearrangemenl of Lhese forces
was in question. Educalion was viewed
as an open-ended process, the aim of
which was the development of the
abililty to Lake advanlage of many dil-
ferent allernatives. Hopefully this dilfer-
ence in outlook will he clearer during
the foltowing discussion,

Bricfty, whal is the “counler-
culture™?! There is no need Lo place Loo
stricl a definition on the word, but we
can use il lo describe the increasingly
radicalized version of reality thal Ameri-
can youth and others were concocling
in the [960’s which made the end of
that decade so different from Lhe begin-
ning.* The young generalion of the
1960°s was special in several ways: They
had scen no major war in their lifetime;

*For a good view of the diverse move-
ments involved and a brief historical sum-
mary, see Theodore T. Leber, Jr., “The
Genesis of Aulimililarism on the College
Campue: a Conlemporary Case Study of
Studenl Prolesl,” Naval War College Review,
November 1970, p. 58-96,
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the nuelear balance of terror prevenled
a major war {from crupling between the
two superpowers. Incidents which in
carlicr times would have sparked a
major conflagration failed to produce a
single conflict in which the two greal
powers battled cach other direetly.

Second, they came 1o maturily in an
cra of increasing wealth (although by
the 196(0Fs the greal aceumulaled wealth
of the United States served Lo highlight
the greal disparities in its distribution),’
Furthermore, an increasing share of this
weallth was al Lhe disposal of the young,
giving Lhem grealer mobility and inde-
pendence.

Finally, this generalion henefliled
from a much greater degree ol leisure
than did previons oncs, Perhaps “lei-
surc” is nol Lhe mosl acenrale lerm; in
any case, the pattern of growing np now
included, for a large parl of American
youlh, long stretches ol academic work
in college and graduale school belore
the final excrcise of a lrade or profes-
gion,

This, Lthen, was the gencralion which
spawned the connlercullure—a way of
life going beyond “life styles,” more
awarc of disparilics belween what soci-
ely claims itscll Lo be and whal il
aclually is, between Lhe official Tacade
an individual wears and his lrue sell.
The shortcomings ol American soeicly
now fell under the scrutliny of students
with enough time and money to study
them—an explosive combination, The
black movemenl and Lthe Viclnam war
provided the polilical activation, with
results Loo well known Lo be enumer-
ated.®

*For detailed account, see the following
reports of Presidential commissions: Report
of the National Advisory Commission on Civil
Disorders, 1968, Violenee in Ameriea: [lis-
torical and Comparative Perspectives, 4 Re-
port to the National Commission on the
Causes and Prevention of Violence, June
1969; Report of the President on Campus
Unrest, 1970,
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And yet  there have been other
periods in American hislory in which
American realities have been conlrasted
with  American
wanling. Is this period of dissent dil-
ferent from others -the pre-Civil War
abolition movements, the labor violence
ol the late 19th centory, the muck-
raking, trust-busting, et celera? We do
sor, indecd, strains ol o very American
type of anarchism and individualism in
today’s  counlerculture. The  young
people who retreat Lo their desert com-
mune in New Mexico—are they so dil-
ferent from Thoreau in his retreat from
“bustling” Concord to Walden Pond?
Nevertheless, even pranting this indebt-
edness Lo an earlier American tradition
ol individualism, it does scem that there
is something qoalitatively different in
today’s counterculture, 11 is different
because the conditions in whieh man
lives loday are so radically dilferent
lvom unyting that has ever gone belore,
“Cultures,”™ “lite styles,” and “schools
of thought™ do not grow in a vacuum:
they are intimately velated 1o the mate-
rial world around them; they spring up
in response or in opposilion 1o it they
justify and exemplify ity or they con-
demn il

This is not Lo say that all of today’s
college students could or would arlicu-
late this outlook as will be done below,
although many of the New Lell spokes-
men do explicitly acknowledge their
intelleetnal forebears, This is not Lo say,
cither, that it is only today’s youth
which has been attracled to the philos-
ophy to be presented below; it has
evidently influenced profoundly a large
number ol intellectunals,  professors,
wrilers—in  shorl, il has significantly
penetrated the groups ol people who
analyze, discoss, and communicale Lo
others the developments of contempo-
rary America.

The members of the counterculture,
like almost all Americans loday, are
trying Lo come lo grips with a complex,
techoologically  advanced  industrial

wleals  and  Tound

sociely, searching for ways Lo humanize
the world in which man works and
pays. L1 is not surprising, therelore, that
they have horrowed heavily (rom sociol-
ogisls and cconomists who have ana-
lyzed the workings of advanced indus-
trial sociclies, espeeially the more eriti-
wl thinkers, And here a caveal 1s in
order: we must not commit the lallacy
ol supposing that certain Lhinkers of
doclrines “converled” the young and
sparked their opposition:

The fact that a growing number ol
people- especially  stndents both
here and  abroad—are  becoming
more radical in their politics is a
resull of contlemporary conditions
and nol a response Lo printed
words, Those words may reflect
or reinlorce existing senliments,
and 1o thal important extent they
deserve examination,®

It is in this spirit that 1 will examine
those thinkers from whom the spokes-
men  of  the  connterculture  have
horrowed theories ind gained insight.
One conld say that the debates now
raging among New Left intellectuals
cenler about the “miscegenalion of
Marx and Freud.™ The question has
more relevance for us today than at first
glanee; essentially, it asks whether the
advanced industrial order is liberating or
enslaving man, The counterculture bor-
rows heavily from Marx’s analysis of the
naseent industrialism of the Victlorian
cri. The industrial order, said Marx,
divides work inlo meaningless units,
dehumanizes the worker, splits apart the
family, and wipes oot the natnral pat-
Leens of rural lile which man has previ-
ously knowun., Work becomes meaning-
less and boring; the laborer terns off his
mind during the workday, wailing for
the weekend when he can “really” live:
“|Work | s not the satisfaction of a
need but only a means Lo salisly other
needs, [s alien charactier is obvious
{rom Lhe Tact that as soon as no physical

Published by U.S. Naval War College Digital Commons, 1971
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or other pressute exists, labor i avoided
like the plague.™ 'The remedy, for
Marx, was a drastic rcordering of the
political powers to hring them into line
with the advances of the cconomy, to
hring the relations of production into
line with the forees of produclion. This
would involve mostL probahly a violent
overthrow of the hourgeois capitalist
regime (although toward the end of his
lile Marx foresaw Lhe possibilily of a
peacelul change through the activily of
slrong labor unions, cspecially in Greal
Beitain).® Withoul delving inte the com-
plexitics of Marxian analysis, the main
poinlt Lo sltress is thal this polilical
reordering would liberate man, repre-
gented hy the vast mass of the prole-
Laviat, and permit him (o direct the
course of cconomic and social develop-
ment; il would reassert man’s primacy
oyer Lhe great economic machine that
was already sweeping across Burope in
the mid-19th century and drastically
altering centuries-old ways of life.

This view 1s essenliallty uLoplanflt
foresees Lhe solution not only of man'’s
cconomic and social difficnlties through
a liberating revolulion, bul also the
solulion of his deeper psychic problems,
e.g., hiz inahility to commune wilth
naturc and with his fcllowman. This
quesl for a lost scnse of brotherhood
and community runs like a nostalgic
refrain  through the carly wrilings of
Marx, cspecially his Economic and
Philosophic Manuseripts of 1844, Al
Limes we are reminded of the laments of
Wordsworth and Blake as they con-
fronted the “dark Satanic mills” then
covering the Lnglish eountryside. But
Marx only glimpscd later translorma-
tions of the industrial order, of which
we shall sclect two as the most salicnt:
the separation of ownership and control
and the inercase in Lhe standard of living
of the working classcs.,

In the classical Marxian analysis there
was no donbt aboul who was the
cncmy: the bonrgeois capitalist, the
owner of an induslrial cnterprise who

arbitrarily controlled the lives of hun-
dreds or thousands and who, through
onec way or another, convinced the
legislatures of those Furopean counlrics
with conslitulional governments Lo oul-
law associalions of workingmen because
these would “infringe” upon his right o
bargain as a free individual. The enciny
was cvidenl, as was the squalor of the
working masscs.™

However, from 1890 onward, signili-
canl ehanges occurred in capitalism,
drastic enocugh to aller [undamentally
ils prospects. Firsl, with the growth of
joinl stock companies, there occurred
the separation of ownership and oonlrol
which has conlinued to the present.”
Who was now Lhe enemy, the manager
of a firm or its hundreds ol share-
holders? With Lhis change, we shall now
shifl from the term “capilalism™ to thal
of “industrialism,” for the cconomic
order assumes a faceless, Kalkacsque
quality in which it is difficull to iden-
ity Lhose indiyiduals who exercise
power. Increasing hurcaucratization and
rationalization affccled praclically every
arca of life, bringing “cradle to grave”
security, under the acgis of the nalion-
slate, demanding the aid of thonsands
of monymous, efficient clerks.** (Lt is
interesting Lo note in passing thal the
first modern system of social welfare
was not passed by any of the liberal
demoeracies of Turope, bat hy the

*Burope at Lhat lime was undergoing Lhe
pungs of the period of primitive capital
accumulation, which i a neeessary step in any
region’s ceonomic development—consumption
must be restrained so that profits may be
plowed back into the ceonomy, huilding up
the industrial plant. A closc reading of the
Communist Manifesto reveals that Murx never
disputed the necessity of this stage, merely
condemning the human misery which was its
byproduct. See George Lichtheim, Marxism: a
flistorical and Critical Study {(New York:
Praeger, 1961), p. 157-58, 185, 197.

¥*The classic treatment of the subjeel is
Max Weber, Economy and Society: an Out-
line of Interpretive Sociology (New York:
Bedminster Press, 1968), v, 111, p. 956-1005,

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol24/iss3/4 4
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Second Reich under the strong pressure
of Rismarck, who was anxious to mol-
lify the growing labor movement and
who was desirous of extending the
power of the central government, Ger-
many still being a new amalgam  of
principalitics.)®

Second, the standard of living of the
working class rose considerably from
the late 19th century onward. This
improvement in its material conditions
lessened  the  danger  of  proletarian
revolt, bul was nevertheless accom-
panicd by other ills, to be analyzed
Lelow.,

With this shift in the character of
industrialism, we arc moving closer 1o
the second school of thought which has
profoundly influenced the  counter-
eulture of contemporary America: the
pessimistic assessment of the industrinl
order (even when it brings al(luence),
and ol its capacily lo enrich and
improve human existence, The domi-
nant thinker was Siginund Freud, whose
diggnosis of jndustrialism was consider-
ably less optimistic than that of Marx.
Freud coneluded that civilization and
human happiness are incompalible, even
contradictory, Man accomplishes feats
ol eivilizalion by disciplining himself,
working, and  postponing  immediate
gratilication. In Freud’s terminology, he
must repress his sex drive, eros, and
sublimate it in practical or artistic
works. But cros is not so casily mastered
or disciplined; it is a foree ol great
strength, ready to burst the bounds
imposed upon it at any moment, Con-
sequently, civilized sociclics, as they
beecome  inercasingly  complex, must
impose greater and greater restrictions
upon this potentially dangerous loree,
limiting where and when and how it
may be used. Civilization also requires
that man sacrilice his love of aggression,
according to Freud. Indeed, the disci-
plining of these two urges, sex and
aggression, accounts (or man’s unhap-
piness in a eivilized state:

[ civilization requircs such sacri-
fices, not only of sexuality but
also of the aggressive tendencics in
mankind, we can better under-
stand why it should be so hard for
men to feel happy in it, Tn actual
fact, primitive man was better off
in this respect, for he knew
nothing of any restrictions on his
instincts,”

Civilization, because of its demands thai
these two urges be curbed, can therefore
e said to rest upon neurosis, just as the
individual whose basic urges remain
unsatisficd experiences neurosis.' ©

We are thus confronled with two
contradictory asscssments of the indus-
tnal order. The debate, so far, hinges on
the question ol the psychic strain
exacted by the building of so complex a
socicty. Before procecding Lo examing
the thinker who has tried to establish a
synthesis ol these contradictory views,
we might pause to consider the impor-
tance of the analyses considercd ahove.
These lines of thought might appcar
unrelated o the “real” concerns of
today’s naval officer, but T would argue
that this is due to the peculiar per-
spective provided by a naval career,
which of ncecssily centers around sca
duty and shore establishments, most of
which are removed from the great urban
and  industrial centers of  modern
America. This was one of the most
glaring diflerences in atlitude Lo surface
during the Seminar on Current Views
and Attitudes held at the Naval War
College in the spring of 1970, i.e., the
[acl that the participants from the Navy
bad difficulty in grasping the gravity of
the situation in the great industrial eitics
of America loday,

Regardless of  whether one  fecls
closer to the oplimistic or pessimistic
views of the industrial order, one is still
bound to seck ways Lo improve the
exisling siluation. The optimist would
seck Lo implement programs

Published by U.S. Naval War College Digital Commons, 1971
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restrucluring the sociely; the pessimist
would endeavor to impede its further
advancement, This leads us to the final
stage of analysis ol the philosophical
bases of the counlercullure, an examina-
lion of the political struelure of ad-
vanced industrial sociclics. We will locus
on Lhe works of lerbert Marcuse be-
cause, in spite of their complexily and
their adherence to a ITegelian tradition
ol criticism that is quile forcign Lo the
American mind, he has nevertheless
provided a powerful critique which has
deeply influenced the thinking ol Lhe
counlercullure,

Marcuse is living in a period which
has disproved Marx’s predictions aboul
the collapse of the capitalist order: class
antagonisms  have lesscned, and  the
living slandard of the worker has risen.
The working class in the United Stales
has litlle sympathy with the New Lefll,
Whal is the New Lefl’s response Lo Lhis
unforeseen development? Mareuse holds
that the contradiclions of capitalisin
still exist, the work il demands is still
demeaning  and  unsatisfying.  The
people, he says, have been paciflied by a
surfcil of eonsumer goods and the all-
pervading communicalions media which
provide undemanding diversions during
their leisure Lime.® The fact is that they
are actually not “people™ bul “person-
nel”™; their lives are still not (ulfilled.
Yel the immediale goads to revoll have
been removed. Their lives are manipu-
lated by impersonal burcaueracies which
Louch cvery aspeet of their exislence.
Marcuse lists these reeent developments
in industrial sociely which account for
this dchumanizatlion:

... (the) transilion from [rec Lo
organized compelilion,  concen-
tration of power in the hands of
an omnipreaenl  Lechnieal,  cul-

*The slifling of dissent through affluenece
is Lreated in Marcuses’s One Dimensional Man
(Boslon: Beacon PPress, 1964),

tural, and polilical administration,
sell-propelling  masa produclion
and consumption, subjection of
previously privale, asocial dimen-
gions ol existence Lo methodieal
indoctrination, manipulation, con-
trol.'!

No real threal exists (rom any quarter,
so lhe meaningless exchange ol views
conlinues:

Under the rule ol monopolistic
media--Lhemsclves  the  mere
instruments  of cconomic  and
political power- a menltalily is ere-
ated for which right and wrong,
true and [alse are redelined wher-
ever Lhey alfeel the vilal inlerests
of Lthe s;ncinly.1 2

When strange or different manilesta-
tions ol individualily do surlace, such as
different styles of dress, the socicly
engulls them, amoehalike, exploiting
them commercially within the bourgeois
cash nexus:

1t isolates the individual from the
one dimension where he could
“lind himsell”: frem his political
exislence. Instead, il enconrages
non-conformily and lelting-go in
ways which leave the real engines
ol repression in  Lhe socicly
entirely inlael, which even
strengthen these engimes by substi-
luling the satisfaclions of private
and personal rebellion for a more
than private and personal, and
therefore more authenlie, opposi-
tion, '

Whal are the possibilities Lor liberalion?
Sinee the preseul struetures of industrial
socicly work Lo anesthelize the people,
they see no need Lo alter these stroe-
lures; and they (eel no need Lo change
them  because they are ancsthetized,
Commenting on this vicious circle of

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol24/iss3/4 6
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repression, Marcuse conlessed Lo slu-
dents in Berlin in 1967, *This is a
dialeclic from which I lave found no
issue,”"t?

However, il revolutionary  change
ever does occur in industrial socicly,
Marcuse is quile oplimistic aboul the
results: with the perfection of automa-
tion and the passing of eapitalism, man
would truly be transformed, no longer
foreed Lo strugele (or his exislenee, Lo
prove his worth through competilion, or
Lo repress his instinels, There would he
a qualitative break in history, a leap inlo
the realm of true freedom and Tullill-
menl.!®

Il is Lime Lo summarize Lhe debale,
Three salient points in the above discus-
sions are ol vilal couneern Lo all of us
living in industrial socicly:

® Technology and Human Hap-
piness. Do the lruils of a Leehnologically
advaneed industrial socicly compensale
for the regimentation and discipline it
requires? The American Left in the 20th
cenlury  has supporled the increasing
cenlralization of power in order Lo
oblain social reform as well as orderly
ceonomic growlh, Now the New Lefl is
having sccond thoughts, and ils crilique
rescutbles in many ways Lhe tradilional
American  conservilive  suspicion  of
centralized government. In this area the
New Left seems o blend with a “New
Right”; the concern lor individaal [rce-
dom in the face of powerful organized
interests  in o governmmenl  and  the
ceonomy has once again become para-
mount in political debates, Au example
ol this blurring of political labels js
furnished by Karl Hess, the one-man
“brain  trust” of Senator Goldwater’s
movemenl and ecoauthor of the Repub-
lican platform in 1964, Hess has now
left the Republican Party, works for the
Tnstitute for Policy Studies in Washing-
ton, 1.C., a New Lell rescarch organiza-
tion advocaling  aclive resislance Lo
governmenl inlerlerence in one’s privale
life.”® Anolher case in point is provided

Ly the Young Americans for Freedom, a
Republican organization for college stu-
dents, which recently  experieneed a
split when a minority seceded and
formed the “Libertarians,” dedicated Lo
preserving  individual  freedom  and
calling {or aclive drafl resistance. A [inal
commenl on this poiul of Lechnology
anil human happiness: the current crili-
cism of the news media, from Left and
Right, surely springs from Lhe same
concern aboul Lhese immensely power-
ful motders of public opinion thal moli-
valed Marcuse,

¢ Changing Technology. Il is the
point  which probably provokes Lhe
greatest confusion in the counlerenllure
today. Fundamental disagreement cen-
lers on Lhe basic question of whether il
is even possible Lo effect such a human-
izing change; we have seen above Lhal
Marx foresaw a radical rearrangement of
industrial socicly when the proletariat,
cither through violenl revolution or
peacelul change through labor’s political
power, oblained conlrol of  the
instruments or political domination and
used them Lo liberate man, This radical
political change, which in wrn wonld
“reform” lechuology, would oceur only
when industrial sociely was sutficiently
developed so that human drudgery was
no longer neeessary. A more pessimistie
analysis, provided by Freud, held that
any complex civilizalion required a
greal degree of discipline by its mem-
bers, including  some  regimenlation,
repression of inslinels, and postpone-
menl of immediate  gratification, [n
economic lerms, who will organize the
payroll, deliver Lhe letters, drive the
buses, and decide where 1o build the
monorails and heliporls for the desired
ulopian sociely? There scem o be
cerlain basic social mechanisms that are
very dilficull o eliminate—patierns of
coutrol and dominanee, ways of allo-
caling power, wealth, and slatus, el
celera, For Marcuse, who is a leevent
admirer of Freud, il i possible Lo

Published by U.S. Naval War College Digital Commons, 1971
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humanize technology, although he does
not specify how the future society will
actually work. Man’s hope for libera-
tion, says Marcuse, rests on the fact
that, with increasing automation and
computerization, less and less human
labor is necessary to run society. Mar-
cuse has not theorized about the new
society; he is skeptical of people’s
ability to realize the need for a radical
change. The only possible agents for
such a change are the racial minorities,
the students, and the peoples of the
Third World, none of whom at present
have the necessary power or numbers.

® The Desired Utopia. But, one may
well ask, if we could render the present
system of government more efficient
and the distribution of wealth and
power more just, would this not be a
humane society? Why is there this talk
of revolution and liberation, when it is
apparent that the industrialized nations
of the West have achieved that which
previous generations have long yearned
for?

The spokesmen for the counter-
culture would reply that “the affluent
society” is not enough. It vulgarizes
man while depriving him of joyful ful-
fillment. Many thinkers of the New Left
rely on the early writings of Marx in
their analysis of the deadening elfects of
the affluent society: man has so alien-
ated his labor and the objects of his
labor that he is now incapable of en-
Joying the natural world except insofar
as it is a “commodity” to be bought,
used and discarded. Marx uses the image
ol a starving man, devouring food like
an animal—he does not know whether
he is eating roast duck or Pablum, he
merely uses food as an object to satiate
his animal hunger:

For the starving man food does
not exist in its human form but
only in its abstract character as
food. It could be available in its
crudest form and one could not

say wherein the starving man’s
cating differs from that of ani-
malis. The care-laden, needy man
has no mind for the most beauti-
ful ptay. The dealer in minerals
sees only their market value but
not their beauty and special na-
ture; he has no mineralogical sen-
sitivity.”

As stated above, Marcuse has not out-
lined the specifics of the new society
which he calls for. He has, however,
given some indication of its broad char-
acteristics: it would address itself to
man’s need for peace, “the need for
calm, the need to be alone, with onesell
or with others whom one has chosen
oneself, the need for the beautiful, the
need for ‘undeserved’ happiness.”"®
Technology would be joined with art,
work with play: “even socially neces-
sary labor can be organized in harmony
with the liberated genuine needs of
men,”"®

Once again, however, we are obliged
o counter these optimistic hopes with
the pessimistic comments provided by
Freud, who speciticallty commented on
the Marxian analysis; regardless of eco-
nomic or social changes, some pattern
of dominance will remain:
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.| cannot inguire into whether
the abolition of private properly
is advantageous or expedicnt. Bul
[ am able 1o recognize Lhal
psychologically it is {ounded on
an untenable illusion, ... L in no
way alters the individual dilfer-
ences in power and inlluence
which are turned bfy aggressiveness
1o ils own use.

Although Marcuse has allempted 1o
reconcile Freud’s pessimismn aboul Lhe
possibility of creating a
industrial sociely in one ol his carlier
works, Lhe question of social organiza-
tion in the desired utopia remains one
ol the key questions dehated by the
counlerculture,

I have tried Lo outhne the main lines
ol the philosophy of the counterculture;

“liberated’

there are divergences within this philos-
ophy, as we have scen, yet all of Lhe
thinkers examined here have heen con-
cerned with the problem ol crealing a
modern (and Lherelore industrial) soci-
ely in which man may live Lhe good lile,

The Founding Falhers, Loo, considered

this goal paramount, including “the
pursuit of happiness™ in the Deelaration
of Independence as one ol man’s
inalicnable rights. The members of the
countereulture have ranged widely in
scarch ol theories capable of explaining
what is happening in  conlemporary
Americs; they have also returned Lo an
carlicr  American tradition of intense
individualism in their scarch for a more
humane socicty, Their debate among
themselves and with Ameriean sociely
as a whole deserves the attention of
everyone concerned with social change
in the United States.
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