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The New Left
And Its Implications

For Strategy In The Seventies

A research paper prepared by
Mr. Paul K. Stahnke
School of Naval Warfare

INTRODUCTION

Serious analysis of current history is
never an easy task. It is doubly difficult
in this period of accelerated change in
which today’s crises often become
merely footnotes in tomorrow’s history.
However, this paper attempts rather
brazenly to judge the place in history of
the current generational revolt which
has, within the past few years, become a
major, and often distorted, feature in
the media and a preoccupation of the
public generally.

The significance of the “‘generation
gap” becomes an intimate and un-
avoidably subjective question to any
father (and this writer is one threefold),

further complicating any analysis. How-
Il\)Iaval Wagr COTY y

ever, the question cannot be avoided in
considerations of the shape of the
future. Its implications are manifold,
but this paper will focus primarily on
those likely to affect U.S. strategy in
the next decade.

In the process more gquestions will
probably be raised than answered, but
the vague outlines of the changing para-
meters within which any international
strategy will have to operate are already
apparent. These, with some embellish-
ments, become the tentative conclusions
of this paper, but not until after the
origins, motivations, objectives, and en-
durability of the New Left are explored
in some—and probably controversial—
detail.
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I-CONSENSUS THROUGH CONFLICT

Historians have again renewed a
debate hegun at the turn of the century
by the “progressive historians”—Turner,
Beard, and Parrington—on whether
Amcrican socicty is molded by con-
sensus or torn by conflict.! Following
the collapse of the illusory American
consensus of the “Great Socicty™ in the
latter days of Lyndon Johnson’s Presi-
dency, the “conflict historians™ appear
to have won the day, and, indecd, much
scholarly work is heing devoted cur-
rently to rchabilitating the abolitionist
and populists and even the forgotten
loyalists of the Revolutionary period.

While, for example, Louis Hartz, a
“conscnsus historian,” notes that cven
American conservatives today hail the
revolulionary heroes in contrast to
France where “the royalist still curses
the Jaeobin,”? R.R. Palmer points out
that the I'rench emigrés returned to
France after the Ilestoration while the
Amcricans did not:

The scnse in which there was no
eonflict in the American Revolu-
tion is the scnse in which the
loyalists are forgotten. The
‘American consensus’ rests In
some degree on the climination
from the national conscicusness,
as well as from the country, of a
once important and relatively
numerous clement of dissent.”

America has been hard on dissenters,
but not usuvally as hard as on the
loyalists. Fven one of the leading anti-
consensus historians, Christopher Lasch,
agrees that “conflict theory can’t ex-
plain what made the national soeicty
echere. It can’t cxplain the absenee of a
radical tradition in Amcrica.”® There
have, of course, been radical movements
in the United States, the persistent
myth of “endless normaley” notwith-
standing, but they failed Lo establish a
tradition principally hccausc their hasie
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tenets—usually modified, to be sure—
eventually became aceepted in the
American mainstream. The populists de-
clined as a movement when they had
nothing worthwhile left to fight for;
Norman Thomas started his public
career as a flaming radical and ended it
as a benign elder statesman, adviser to
both Nemocratic and Republican Presi-
dents. America was and remains a plu-
ralistic socicty in which a suhtly ehang-
ing consensus has evolved through eon-
flict. Martyrs to lost—and often
good—causes can be found in America’s
past, but, on the whole, disscnt has been
remarkably tolerated and has played a
vital role in the shaping of America’s
history.

Professor Hofstadter, while charae-
terizing the consensus theory as having
only “transitional merits,” describes the
American proecss as involving “a
subtler, more intangible, hut vital kind
of moral eonsensus that 1 would call
comity. Comity exists in a society to
the degree that thosc enlisted in its
coutending interests have a basic mini-
mal regard for each other....” Hof-
stadter revicws the waxing and waning
phases of comity in American history
und concludes, not unexpectedly, that it
is presently in a waning phase.

While Hofstadter cited the intoler-
ance Lthe Negrocs now feel about having
heen excluded from the “eovenant of
comity” as the basis of America’s
present crisis, a subtlcr, and perhaps
more profound, element is the distinc-
tive new “life style” being developed
through a remarkable consensus among
the younger generation of Amcricans,
both black and white, which has given
rise to Lhe so-called “gencration gap.”

Despite historical evidence that even
the most turbulent periods of the past
were held togecther by a degree of
comity, the eurrent time of trouble,
both domestic and foreign, causcs
deeper  feelings of concern over the
future of Amncrican traditions and
institutions than at any Lime in living

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol22/iss7/4



Stahnke: The New Left and its Implications for Strategy in the Seventies

22 NAVAL WAR COLLEGE REVIEW

memory. Perbaps it only seems so be-
cause yesterday’s troubles tend Lo fade
in memory; perhaps it is that current
problems have crept upon us so insidi-
ously and are so vaguely delined (when
compared Lo such sharp and immediate
erises as the Great Depression or World
War 1I); perhaps it is in part Lhal so
many of our currenl problems have a
highly personal quality—e.g., the ehasm
in understanding belween the genera-
lions, the race queslion, the threal of
nuclear annihilation or the slower
poisoning of the environmenl by the
effluence of our afflucnt sociely, the
impersonalization of human relations,
the breathtaking specd of technological
change.

Something is “bugging” us all, nol
just the well-publicized “under 30%"
who magnify the discontents and con-
cerns of their fathers while discovering a
few ol their own. Although even the
poor (wilth some notable exceptions) are
betler off materially than ever before,
many Americans find the sought for and
now realized comforls and accumula-
tion of material possessions vaguely
unsatisfying and even disturbing.
Ameriea is in the inilial stage of the
technological age and wonders whether
it will produce only tools of physieal
and spiritual destruetion.

Diseontent in America is being ex-
pressed in various ways, including a
predietable, though well-eonlained,
reaction to the right. However, ils
purcst—hccause it is less censored or
inhibited—lorm is discernible among the
young who, in their langnage, have not
yet been seduced by the Fstablishment.
The seriousness or persistence ol the
young in Lheir revolt against Lhe system
ean perhaps be questioned. The yonng
have always revolled against their
parents and soeiely, and many a well-
established middle-aged parent solaces
himself when eonfronting his bearded,
long-haired son that this phase too will
pass as did bed-welting, puberly and
acne. However, Lhese rumblings of

discontent teke on a more serious mean-
ing when one looks through youth’s
clearer, though still naive, eyes at the
troubled vision of the quantum jump
our ill-prepared sociely and its inslitu-
tions are taking into tbe Leehnological
age.

The question of whelher the young
will, with maturity, settle down Lo
accepting the world as it is really has no
meaning when all knowledgeable projec-
tions indicale that the very inslitulions
of the present system will have Lo
ehange radieally or disappear in Lhe face
of the strains of technologieal change. It
has become a truism to say we live in an
age of acceleraling change, but it re-
maing difficult to eomprehend that
yesterday’s world will become unrecog-
nizable tomorrow.

[n this context the young can he
viewed as the slill-bumbling initiators of
a new “life style” Lthal may convert us
all inlo a new comity in whieh a relative
peaee once again becomes eslablished
between man and a completely new
environment. Although, to take an
cxtreme, hippie philosophy is not likely
to become a eommonly aecepted life-
style, the admonilion to “make love,
not war” takes on a deeper meaning in a
world that is rapidly developing so
many paths to self-destruetion,

II-YOUTH'S DARK VIEW
OF THE FUTURE

It is impossible to accede o a
fundamentally new environment
without expericncing the inner
terrors of a metamorphosis. The
child is terrified when it opens its
eyes for the first lime. Similarly,
for our mind to adjust itsell to
lines and horizons enlarged be-
yond measure, it must renounce
the comlort of familiar narrow-
ness. It must ercalc a new equilib-
rium for cverything that had
formerly been so neatly arranged
in ils small inner world. It is

Published by U.S. Naval War College Digital Commons, 1969
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dazzled when it emerges from its
dark prison, awed to find itsell
suddenly at the Lop of a tower,
and 1t suffers from giddiness and
disorientation. The whole psy-
chology of modern disquiet is
linked with the sudden eonfronta-
tion with spaee-time,

. ... Teilhard de Chardin®

The Tnner Distress, George Kennan,
who recently beeame a serious and
eontroversial eritic of the student left,
hag noted the rapid shifting of student
coneern “from the Negro of the rural
South to the Negro of the urban North,
and then to Vietnam, and then to the
digeiplinary regime of the eollege
campus” and [inds this strongly sugges-
tive “that the real seat of discomfort lies
not in the objects Lhat attraet these
feelings bul in some inner distress and
discontent with eontemporary society
that would find other issues to fasten to
as points of grievanee against the estab-
lished order, even if the present ones did
not exist.”

The depths of inner distress among
the young is startlingly reveated in the
articulate and emotional letter response
to an artiele by Mr. Kennan entitled
“Rebels Without A Program” initially
published in The New York Times
Magazine of 21 January 1968.° Their
comments tended to bear out Kennan'’s
judgment of them as “tense, anxious,
defiant and joyless.™ RBut they also
possess a certain eleganec, mueh pas-
sion, and decp sineerity. The most
elogquent summation of student left
views was given by a young Harvard
undergraduate:

We are turned Lo bilterness by
the impoteney of our action. We
eannol follow because we are not
validly led. We eannot lead be-
causc we are nol heard. We are
unique in the history of Lhis
eountry. The Vietnam ‘situation’
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has been so indecisive and agoniz-
ing and has gone on so0 long that
we are the first generation in
history that is able to view itself
as sausages endlessly being fed
into a meat grinder. At graduation
we face the certainty of some
kind of death, moral if not physi-
cal .. .. Is it any wonder that we
‘do not go gentle into that good
night'?°

The Vietnam situation and personal
susceptibility to the draft elearly weigh
heavily on their minds, but laek of
patriotism should not automatically he
tmputed. A Columbia student is prob-
ably representative of the majority of
students, even the dissident left, when
he says, “I should not fear giving up my
life for my eountry when I would feel
that [ were truly fighting for my coun-
try.”® Most have taken to heart the
lessons they learned about the great
demoeratie prineiples on whieh the
United States was founded—some would
say too literally and too seriously—but
they see, in the words of a Rochester
University student, that “cloaked in the
armor of law, order, reason and God, we
engage in worldwide repression all the
while ignoring the pressing demands of
our own society .... American youth
asks for a ehange in the way this soeiety
thinks. Priorities simply must be
changed.”’

lowever, the deeper, more general
distress—i.c., what really “hugs” them—
creeps through in a Notre Dame
student’s lament that “we see soeial
regimentation, conformity, and a hard
mentality in American society.”® They
sce the brave new world as faeeless and
fearsome and strangely different from
all the lessons they have learned in
sehool and books and from the voiees of
the Establishinent. So, they are as terri-
fied as the child who opens his eyes for
the first time. A Prineeton graduate
student comments:

https://digifal-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol22/iss7/4
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We have a teehnology that has
been husily liberating man from
his sense of doing meaningful
work and a soeiety so vast and
technologized that many feel they
will be deprived of all individu-
ality unless they offer total resis-
tanee . ... My great hope is that
some people will find fulfillment
by refusing to have the robots do
everything for them and redis-
covering artisan skills and the art
of lilling the soil without the
interferenee of maehinery.’

Will they, as the child who first was
frightened of the visible world, adjust
and thrive in *“the system” as it is? The
student left (and the New Left gener-
ally), in its present articulateness and
mood, is a fairly reeent phencmenon,
and one can only speeulate on what will
happen as they pass the rather fictional
landmark age of 30, There is, however,
considerable evidenee that “the system”
will probably ehange more rapidly than
they (of whieh more later). One Univer-
sity of California praduate of 2 years
gave his answer in high irritability:
“...the older many youths of my
generation get, the more they see of
American soeiety, the more radieal they
become.” ¢

The World of the Future. In the
lifetime of all Americans over 30,
visions of the fulure—apocalyptic or
otherwise—have moved from escapist
literature to seientific projeetions of a
reality that is upon us. Teilhard de
Chardin, Arthur Koestler, Peter Druck-
er, Herman Kahn, Marshall Mel.uhan,
Daniel Bell, and many others provide an
impressive library on the subject. Much
of the writing has the impaet of a
strange dream, yet few will deny the
reality from whieh it is projeeted or the
radical ehanges in nature and meaning
of life that it portends. Professor
Brzezinski observes that “the world is

dramatic in its history and human con-
sequenees than that wrought ecither by
the I'reneh or the Bolshevik revolu-
tions.”'! But, he is not dramatic
enough. The changes we are beginning
to experienee are really incomparable
with any previous period in reeorded
human history, although if measured
only in terms of human trauma the
latter part of the Middle Age in Europe
provides an apt eomparison.

It is essential to have some appreeia-
tion of the quantum jump into a new
world whose technological and material
possibilities are now realistically pre-
dictable, but whose spiritual values are
much less easily imagined. Without a
comprehension of the uniqueness of this
bistorie period, most of the thoughts
and aetions of the young become mere
juvenile anties and the “generation gap”
of today no more signifieant than those
that have traditionally existed between
young and old. There are those, of
course, who seriously argue the tradi-
tional ease, most reeently Lewis 5.
Feuer who was a prominent member of
the University of California faculty
during the 1964-66 Berkeley turmoil,
Professor I'euer in his review of student
rebellions in the United States and
elsewhere, finds them ultimately to be a
gpecies of generational eonfliet in which
the sons attaek the authority and power
of the fathers."? The argument would
sit comfortably if it were nol for the
fact that so many of the articulated
laments of the sons are on matters
equally disturbing to the fathers. And,
to the surprise of both, eommon yearn-
ings for the “good old simple life of the
past” transeend the generation gap, for
both father and son are disturbed and
frightened of the future.

Visions of the future range from
those of Jaeques Ellul who despairingly
believes that we will almost certainly be
destroyed by technology'® to Teilhard
de Chardin who sees some saving meta-
physieal union of matter and spirit.!?

Publishayl tthi.Seveva{Wer (raldfoPrgitiéivnmore, 19¢dn  hetween are writers like Hermans
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Kahn who simply provides a heuristie
“framework for speculations” without
value judgments and emphasizes proh-
lems, not solutions.' ®

Brzezinski has taken some of these
predictions and speculated on their
effects on the quality of life. His most
important concern is on Lhe effeets in
Ameriea that the radieal changes of the
“technetronic age,” as he calls it, will
likely hring to institutions and value
systems. He notes that work will be-
eome a privilege for the most talented
and that “the achievement-oriented
society might give way to the amuse-
ment-focused society, with essentially
speclator spectacles (mass sport, TV)
providing an opiate for inereasingly pur-
poscless masses.” ® Occupation of time
heeomes a prohlem and hedonism no
longer a dirty word. But even the search
for pleasure beeomes difficult since “in
the technetronie soeiely soeial life tends
to he so altomised ... thal group in-
titnaey eannot he recreated through the
artificial stimulation of externally eon-
vivial group hehavior. The new interest
in drugs secks to ereate intimacy
through introspection, allegedly by
expanding conseiousness,” ”

This deseription rings familiar to any
observer of the eurrent U.S. scene, and,
indeed, Brzezinski suggests that Ameriea
is the first country to have entered the
tcchnetronie age, with others still far
hehind, and concludes that *“‘the tech-
netronic sociely |[will be] as different
from the industrial as Lhe industrial
beeame from the agrarian.”!?

Caution must be excrcised, however,
in this arca of speculation—“seienlific”
or intuitive—not to form too solid an
image of the [uture. Technologieal
change will he considcrable but, as
Daniel Bell says, “what maliers most
about the ycar 2000 are not the
gadgets . .. but the kinds of soeial
arrangements thal ean deal adequately
with the problems we shall eon-
front.”"® Work may, as Brzezinski says,
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the possibility exista of making an clite
of all citizens. Without too much
imagination, one¢ can sce the means
available for elimination of all physical
want, for hroadening and deepening
edueation of higher quality humans, for
restructuring Ameriean sociely and
institutions to meet the requirements of
the postindustrial age, and to resolve the
prohlems of poverly and ignorance in
the rest of the world, thus eliminating a
major source of present internalional
tension.

The significance of man’s current
control of technology is not in the
physieal produet itself hut in the faet
that at the deepcst level of human
expericnee man, as we have known him,
is on the verge of becoming something
clsc hy virtuc of his new knowledge
whieh permits him, for the first time in
his history, to he the ecntral agent in his
universe. With travmatie suddenness
man is suddenly eonfrontcd with a
world which, heeause of his own teeh-
nological achievements, removes him
from the adversary posturc against
nature whieh has existed sinee his origin
on this planet. His environment is no
longer “just there™ and necding to be
confronted on ita own terms; he ean
now eontrol the environment to an
ever-increasing extent.

Even in this earlly dawn of the
technologieal age, one of the most
significant and troubling results has
heen a widespread questioning of the
meaning of life, partieularly by the
young, For historic man this question
has had a very simply answer. The
adversary, nalure, was always there,
cold and inmovable exeept perhaps hy
cxternal gods. Man’s purposc was first
to survive and second to Ly to
dominate naturc. Now that he is on the
threshold of dominating nature, man
suddenly sees a new threat, namely his
own knowledge, which has the potential
for destroying him as wcll as for

nReeome. an gecupation of the clite, but ) ercating a new Garden of Eden.
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Man is therefore no longer required
to be work oriented in the traditional
sense. His “work” in the future will not
be the task of survival in the face of
nature but in eonstrueting a world
soeicly in which he and all men ean
enjoy the fruits of past achievements in
an atmosphere in which life eontinues
Lo have meaning. He will, in faet, have
to create his own future and, probably,
a new technologieal man. Trightening
though the thought may be (but also
challenging), he will have to assume
some of the attrihutes ascrihed to his
gods.

The younger generation in Ameriea
sense the significanee of this turning
point in the history of man more clearly
than their elders. While their fathers
grew up in a period in whieh the roots
of the technological revolution were
alrcady firmly implanted, their vision of
its potential was dimmed by the Great
Depression. While aetually representing
an inability of human institutions to
adjust to changing requirements, the
1930°s appeared to be a regression
almost to the primordial level of strug-
gle against nature. 1t is no wonder that
the majority of the fathers remain tradi-
tionally work oriented. But it is also no
wonder that their sons, raised in the
relative opulenee of the postwar pertod,
sce less value in the traditional struggle.
The most artienlate, and therefore
probably the more intelligent, among
them see correctly no prohlem in
achicving gratification of their material
wants, That battle is almost won. In
consequence, the old spiritual values,
centering around the individual struggle
for material suecess, no longer have
meaning to many of them in this new
environment—and they search for some-
thing new to replace them.

Transitional America and the New
Left. Americans, more than any other
people, heliecve in the virtues of “prog-
ress.” Through experienee in developing

reeent eeaseless pounding of the adver-
tising industry, the world for Amerieans
traditionally has appeared to be better
day-to-day as the everlasting miraeles of
new detergents for whiter washes or
faneier, faster automobiles are pro-
duced. Though Madison Avenue may
still believe the pertineney of this mes-
gage, many Americans have begun to
doubt. Fyen on the more hasic issues,
the almost automalic optimism about
an ever more perfeet Union and jusliee
and happiness for all, albeit based
largely on historic myth, has hegun to
evaporate. [n a world in which man is
heginning to appreciate his possibilities
as the control agent, the soeial blem-
ishes of eivil rights repression and the
persistenee of pockets of poverty, which
had in the past heen swept under the
rug to sustain the historic American
myth, are reexposed for closer serutiny.
Faith in the ahility of the Americau
soeioecouomic dynamiec to resolve these
problems is being questioned.

Awareness of the imperfections of
our social system is aided hy the mass
availability of higher education which,
together with increasing urbanization of
our population, provides massive rein-
foreements to the formerly isolated
urban intellectuals—a group tradi-
tionally least tolerant of the complaeent
belief in the spontaneous goodness of
American social change. Brzezinski
notes the difficulty the new social rebels
find in developing a conerete and mean-
iuglul program and that 19th century
ideologics provide no answers. “It is
symplomatie,” he says, “that the ‘New
Left’ has found it most difficult to
apply the available, particularly Marxist,
doctrines to the new reality.” He does
see, however, a parallel between the
New Left and the cfforts in the 19th
century to develop an ideology appro-
priate to the industrial age. “Not fully
eomprechending ile meaning, not quite
certain where it was heading—yet sensi-
tive to the miseries and opportunities it

publidhed irgin. Nand vandodhuoughidheomasgs, 1063788 bringing-many Furopeans strove ,
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18th-

desperately to adapt carlier,
»2 0

century doetrines to the new reality.
Marx convineed millions that he had
developed the appropriate synthesis
applicable to the industrial age; the
ideologies of the technological age still
remain to he developed.

III-THE NEW LEFT

Our work is guided hy the
sense thal we may be the last
generation in the experiment with
living. But . . . the vasL majority of
our people regard the temporary
equilibrium of our society and
world as ctemally functional
parts. In this is perhaps the oul-
standing paradox: We ourselves
are imbued with urgeney, yet the
message of our socicly is that
there is no viable alternative Lo
the present.

..... from The Port Huron
Statement'

Origins. The New l.eft is an idca, a
feeling, a sense of ‘“‘existential
humanism™ mostly young, mostly new,
mostly Ameriean butl with international
links. 1t is in seareh of an ideology, but
mostly of morally aeeeptable modes of
achieving radieal soeial change. To the
extent that it is revolutionary, its aims
are more cultural than politieal. 1t has
organizalions, but no unity within or
among them. Politieally, it rejects all
existing idcologice—whether to the left
or to the right—and is, at least in its
present mood, more akin to anarchism.

Its members are identified more hy
words and actions than by membership
cards. Its aclive “membership” is vari-
able in number and changeahle in parti-
eipants. Most eslimates iudicate actlive
membhership at ahout 10 percent of the
college student population.? lu its
reeent survey of “Youth in Turmoil,”
Fortune suggests that the aelivists are
drawn from a nucleus of 40 percent of
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“appear to hold attitudes about national
performance and purpose, business, and
many other matters that are quite at
varianee with those held by the college
majority and hy most adults.”® How-
ever, numhers are not a principal con-
cern in this paper. Whatever its actual
active membership, the New Left has
had the strength to trouhle a President
and contribute to his decision not to
run for reclection, has helped oblige a
political reassessment of our role in
Vietnam, has foreed universitites to
reassess their roles in the eommunity,
and has generally disturbed and puzzled
most persons over 30. Though ephern-
eral in formal organization, it ean be
identified as & movement (i.e., “The
Movement,” a8 many of the young
would have it) by an attitude, a leit-
motiv which is, roughly, a erilieal ques-
tioning of all ecstablished values and
institutions, freewheeling talk about (if
nol experimentalion in) unorthodox
ways of social and personal relation-
ships, a search for alternate and more
meaningful ohjeetives in life,

Its origins, as suggested in the pre-
vious chapter, are elosely related to the
disquietude prevailing at the dawn of
the technological age. Deing a reeent
and still diffused phenomenon, its
history is bricf and eonfused; however,
the major intellectual and ideological
gprings common to the mainstream of
the New l.cft are disecrnible.

Philosophieally, they are deeply
influenced by existentialism—even
though few of them could give an
adequate description of what existen-
lialism is. This does not necessarily
betoken ignorance—for definition is
diffieult and, at best, vague.® DExisten-
tialism is the antithesis of classieal phil-
osophy or seientific method whieh is
solely based—or so it is hclieved—on
reasoning and empirical evidence. How-
ever, the philosophy of existence sug-
gests that there are views of reality
whieh cannot he eompletely redueed to
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describes Kierkegaard, the forerunner of
modern existentialists, as proposing the
notion that

truth lics in subjectivity; that true
existence is aehieved hy intensity
of feeling. T'o consider him merely
as a parl of a whole would be to
negatle him . . .. By dint of knowl-
edge, Kierkegaard says, we have
forgotlen what it is to exist. llis
principal enemy was the expositor
of a system, i.e., the professor.’

Today’s studenl left, and perhaps a
majority of the others, would whole-
heartedly agree with this proposition,

In its emphasis on subjeetivity,
existentialism also opens the philosophi-
cal path toward greater individual con-
trol over one’s own destiny. Hamlet
{and therefore Shakespeare) was mosl
certainly an cxistentialist, and to be or
not to be has again become the ques-
tion. Alternate possibilities and choiee
are implieit in Hamlet’s statement. The
same tone prevails in the Port Huron
Statement, and the quote opening this
chapter is illustrative, In philosophieal
terminology the New Left accepts Kier-
kegaard’s insistence on the idea of
“Possibility” while rejecting legel’s idea
that “the world is the nccessary un-
folding of the cternal Idea, and freedom
i8 necessity understood.”®

Politically, the origins of the New
Left arc somewhat less cloaked in
ambiquity. In reviewing the origins of
the political and soeial ideas of The
Movement, this paper will, somewhatl
arbitrarily, focus primarily on the Stu-
dents for a Demoeratic Society (SDS)
beeause this organization embodies
within it most of the ingredients eharac-
teristic of the New l.eft. Civil rights
groups and the 13lack Nationalists have
different origins and narrower objeetives
and will not be examined in detail,
However, they—particularly the cx-
tremists among them—share in mueh of

According to Jacobs and Landau,
whose now slightly outdated documen-
tary analysis of “The New Nadicals”
remains the most authoritative history
through 1965, The Movement had inter-
national overtones from the starl. It
began in England in 1957 with the
publication of two new left-wing po-
litical journals by a group of university
intellectuals. Mosl were disillusioned
ex-Marxists and were reacting to the
traumatic evenls of 1956 on both sides
of the lron Curtain. At ahout the same
time, concern [or racial justiec, revul-
sion against the excesses of the Me-
Carthy period, and a general rejeetion of
the symbols of American affluence were
growing in the United States. Some of
the young responded with the “beat”
mood, others with less cultish and more
politicized responses, Pacifism hecame a
serious movement, and campus political
activity generally cxperienced a new
growth, New political journals were
started, first at the Universities of
Chicago and Wisconsin, later at Colum-
hia, Harvard, and subsequently at many
other universities. The editors were
primarily students and young faculty
members, many with Marxist back-
grounds, But old Marxist dogma was
decidedly out of fashion, and the period
was one of scarch for a new ideology. In
fact, there was much discussion about
the-use of the word “left” with many
arguing that it, as well as “socialism,”
was so discredited as to be useless.

As new waves of younger students
entered the universities, the old radical
debates and animosities with roots in
the thirties were thrust further into the
baekground. These new students were
more concerned with American prob-
lems and how to solve them than in
“foreign™ idcologies. So, by 1960, this
new generation was throwing itself
against Ameriean sociely, literally and
figuratively, The activists among them
began to attack conercte issues and to
identify themselves by distinctive styles

pubtiHhg briskheritags ofThe Movement: o, 1059 dress and hair. First the civil rights |
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movement and later the Vietnam issue
beeame unifying forces in The Move-
ment. But strueture and ideology were
sidestepped. Indeed, Castro and Che
Guevara rose as new heroes of Lhe
student radicals, whom they saw as
romantic men of aetion, without
ideology and with sole intcrest in better-
ing the life of the Cuban people.”

The End of Ideology? An important
question, still remaining to be answercd,
ia the cxtent to which the Now Left has
structure and ideology. Are the radieal
young just high spiritcd and slightly
confused children fighting the (radi-
tional battle against their fathers, or are
they in the vanguard of a proeess whieh
will cventually result in a synthesis
establishing a new set of values (i.c.,
ideology)? The question is of direct
significance Lo U.S. stralegic considera-
tions in the decade to come, both in its
domestic and international aspects,
beeause its answer will establish, more
clearly than we can now see, the para-
mcters within which strategy can work.
We are already beginning to see these
paramelers changing. Ilow much they
will change over the longer run is
uneertain as is the influcnce which the
New Left in its present or future form
will have on i,

Before eoming to an examination of
that queslion, it is useful to rcview
briefly the debate, whieh is still ragging,
over whether the West, cxpecially the
United States, bus solved its basie politi-
cal and economie problems and there-
fore serves as a model for all peoples,
especially the underdeveloped countries.
The question is: llas Western prag-
malism triumphed over “ideclogy?”
While definitions of “ideology™ vary to
suit the debater, its meaning in this
context is fairly clear—it is Marxism, or
derivatives thercof, as eompared to
whatever the United States has as a
value system, whieh is not usually eon-
sidered an ideology. However, looking
at the dchate at another level, the
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debate is also directly related Lo the
questions now heing raised hy the New
Lelt about the pertinence of the Ameri-
can system to prescnt and future prob-
lems. This aspect of the debate is of
grealest interest here.

The “end of ideology debate” started
at an international conference convoked
by the Congress for Cultural I'recdom at
Milan in September 1955. In his sum-
mary of the conference, Fidward Shils
reported agreement among the partiei-
pants in the thesis that the West was
moving suceessfully both at home and
abroad, while “‘the Soviet Union, and
Marxism, . . . has lost its appeal . . .. We
no longer feel the need for a compre-
hensive explicit system of hcliefs.”®
Raymond Aron, a participant in the
Confercnce, concluded “that the battle
of ideologics belongs to the past.”™
Scymour Lipset, also present at Milan,
was somewhat more equivocal when he
wrote several years after the event that
“ideology and passion may no longer be
necessary to sustain the class struggle
within stable and affluent demoeracies,
but they are clearly nceded in the
intcrnational effort to develop frec
political and economic institutions in
the rest of the world,”®

In his book, The End of Ideology,
Daniel Bell took the question mark off
the phrase and asserted “the exhaustion
of Utopia™ in the West.

For ideology, which once was a
road to aetion, has come to be a
dead end.... In the Western
world, therefore, there is today a
rough consensus among intellee-
tuals on political issues: the ae-
ceptanee of a Welfarc State; the
degirability of dccentralized
power; a system of mixed
cconom¥ and of political plu-
ralism.!

This, Hell asserta as fact. However, he
acknowledged the frustrations,
particularly among young intellectuals,

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol22/iss7/4
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which the end of ideology had brought.
“In the scarch for a ‘cause,” there is a
deep, desperate, almost pathelie
anger ... The young intellectual is
unhappy because the ‘middle way’ is for
the middle-aged, not for him; it is
without passion and is deadening.”"?

Regardless of the reason and logic of
the “middle way,” the younger genera-
lion refused to be deprived of passion—
and, if necessary, ideology. C. Wright
Mills, the soeiologist cum social eritic
and pamphletcering moralist—and “in-
telleetual father” of the SDS and other
elements of The Movement in the
United States—stepped into the breaeh
in 1960 to assert thal the age of
ideology is not dead in the Wesl,
Indecd, he felt, il had urgent nced of
revitalization.

In an artiele entitled “On the New
Left,” first published in two left-wing
British journals and subsequently re-
printed by the SIS and others, Mills
attacked both liberalism and the old
“futilitarian™ left. He called for the
young intellectuals Lo reeognize them-
gelves as the new agency of social
. change. Liheral rhetorie is charaeterized
as a reasoning collapsing inlo reason-
ableness—with all the sharp edges of
controversy removed. ‘““T'he end-of-
ideology,” he said, “is a slogan of
complaceney, cireulating among the
prematurely middle-aged, eentered in
the present, and in the rieh Western
socicties. In the final analysis, it also
rests upon a disbelief in the shaping by
men of their own fulures.” He found
the same attitnde among the leaders in
the Soviet Union.'® Mills, however, saw
a trend away from sneh complaeency in
both Last and West. “The end-ol-
ideology is on the deeline beeanse it
slands for the refusal to work out an
explieit politieal philosophy. And alert
men everywhere today do feel the need
for sueh a philosophy.”*

The Port Huron Statemenl of the
SDS in 1962 was largely influenced by
tbe  Mills _article. Ii, oo, rejected
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Marxism and ils metaphysical belicf that
the working class had a historic mission
to transform eapitalism into soeialism.
The statement represented the iitiation
of a scarch for an ideolegy, not the
documentation of one—either old or
new. It was intended to provide a
general, broad crilique of American
socicty, suggesting guideliues for radical
polities. It described the present age as
one of “muddling through™ by stag-
nated minds elosed to the future and a
“pervading feeling that there simply are
no alternatives, that our times have
witnessed the exhaustion not only of
Utopias, but of any new departurcs as
well.”** This view is rejected in favor of
an efforl “in understanding and chang-
ing the eonditions of humanity in the
late twentieth century, an effort rooted
in the aneient, still unfulfilled eoneep-
lien of man attaining delermining in-
fluecnce over his  eireumstanecs ol
life.”'® “Participatory democracy” was
proposed as the main vehicle through
which “power rooted in possession,
privilege, or eircumstanee” would he
replaced by power and uniqueness
rooted in love, reflectiveness, rcason,
and crealivity,” 7 The statement noted
that politicians today respond “not to
dialogue, but to pressure” and con-
eluded with a vision of a future world of
rcasonable men all agreeing on the right
paths through reason and nol power
relationships.! ®

Following in the Mills tradition,
Mario Savio, leader of the Derkeley
revoll, redefincd the position of the
Establishment as representing a belief in
“the end of history.” In an impassioned
speeeh on the steps of the universily
administration building, Savio lamented
the bleak scenc of a socicly providing
no ehallenges, “but an important
minority of men and women coming to
the {ronl today have shown that they
will die rather than be standardized,
replaceable, and irrelevant.”!?

The end of ideclogy dehale con-
linues, but the question has hceome11
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largely aeademie. What is elear from the
debate is Lhal it represents still another
area of eonfliet hetween those who have
radically difiering visions ol the future
of the world and the value systems Lo
which it should adhere. Although the
end of ideology debate was not the
eause of the student revolt, it evincided
with the rise ol the New le(t and has
provided an important poinl of attaek
on the Establishment.

The question “Is ideology irrelevant
and dead in the West?” is not answered;
it is merely redefined. Both the New
Left and the liberals appear to be agreed
that the ideologieal struggles of the
thirties in the United States are com-
pletely irrelevant today. Marxism is also
moribund in [lurope and nearing that
point in Japan. New ideologies have not
risen, although the New lell is pas-
sionalely searching for one. Tn the
meanwhile, the young radicals content
themsclves with anarchistic action as a
substitute, bul the more thoughtlul
among them do so with high purpose
and moral conviction thal whatever it is
that the West holds as its value system is
not working adequately lo maintain
ecomily and social justice within the
stale or peace and economic progress in
the world.

Growing Anarehism in the New Left,
One of the most interestiug anomalies in
the current generational strife is the
degree Lo which the utopian longings of
many in the New Left approach those
of the traditional GOP’ conservalive.
Both are opposed to “big government”
and the impersonal hurcaucracy that it
connotes; both favor political decen-
tralization and revival of the “good old”
values of communalistu; both long for
“a return to the soil” in a scnse that
would again create a whole man, con-
scious of his individuality and able to
identify personally with the results of
his aetions, This conjunction of dreams
elearly supporls one form of argument
that idcologies arc dead. The
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conservalives in Ameriea, and even some
of the radical right, have far more in
eommon with the New Lelt than either
side would wanl Lo admit. This is not Lo
say that William Buekley, Jr. or Everett
Dirksen would he aceepted hy the New
Lelt if only they changed Lheir style of
dress, but it does not suggest that the
common villain is the liheral Fstablish-
ment.

Al the exlremes, the radical right and
left have an anarchistic tendeney in
common whieh grows oul of their
opposilion Lo Lhe estahlished order. Paul
(Goodman, an apostle of the New T.elt,
in highly coneentrated venom recently
wrolte:

.. our system of government at
present eomprises the mililary-
industrial complex, the secret
paramilitary agencies, the scien-
lific war eorporations, the blimps,
the horse’s asses, the police, the
administrative hurcauncraey, the
carcer diplomats, the lobhics, the
corporalions that contribute party
funds, the underwriters and real-
estate promoters thal fatien on
Urban Rencwal, the official press
and the official opposilion press,
the sounding-oll and jockeying
for the next clection, the National
Unity, cte., cte??

lixeept for inclusion of the ilitary and
police, the stalement is one the radical
right might well applaud. With some-
what more reserve, they might even
agree gencrally with Goodman’s state-
ment that *“in the last decades of the
eighteenth cenlury, in many respects
the Aunericans lived in a kind of peace-
ful community anarchy, spiced hy
mutinics that were hardly punished.”?!
They would only begin their parting of
ways wilh Goodman’s judgment that
“the only pacilist conclusion . .. is the
anarchist one, to get rid of the sover-
cignties and Lo diminish among people,
the molivations of power and grandi-
osity.”??

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol22/iss7/4
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The New Left, on the other hand,
sees charm and possibilities in the anar-
chistie approaeh—if only in the short
run. To many of them the Establish-
ment is too powerful, unwicldy, and set
in its ways Lo cven consider reforming.
1t must be destroyed and replaced by a
more gentle system, not yet defined
with any preeision. Herbert Mareuse,
the honorary high pricst of the New
Left, gives further impetus to the anar-
chistie drive when he notes that “self-
determination will be real o the extent
to whieh the masses haye been dissolved
into individuals liberated from all propa-
ganda.”’?3

Newspapers almost daily report in-
creasing examples of anarchistie behay-
ior by students, on campus and off, of
which the “Confrontation at Chieago™
during the 1968 Demoeratic Party Con-
vention was only the most dramatic
example. The eonfrontation taetie con-
tains ils own dangers and, possibly,
death warranl, Marcuse himself doublts
that “one can ecombat a soeicty which is
mobilized and organized in its Lotalily
against any revolutionary move-
ment.”?% Nonctheless, he, as the ma-
jority of the New Lelt militants, sces
that any change in present soeicty
would require a Lotal rejection, in other
words, “‘perpetual confrontation,” of
Lhe sociely.

Total confrontation, however, re-
guires some form of organization which
anarchistic tendencies make difficult.
There is somc cvidence, in fact, that
whatever national organization existed
al the time ot the Cbicago contronta-
tion has fallen apart. Jerry Rubin, a
founder of the Youth International
Party (Yippies) said in January 1969
that *“‘the age of innocenee™ was over
for his group and that Government
harassment had “hottled up resourees,
sapped cenergy and demoralized the
spirit.”*® But other evidence indieates
that the protest movement has merely
shifted (temporarily perhaps) from
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national polities to issucs on loecal
zampuses,

IV--THE NEW LEFT AND
FOREIGN POLICY

...1 am convineed the process of
disarming each other ean go on;
and that if one powerful nation
wonld give it up, other nations
might well look for an oppor
tunity to do the same,

..... Bayard Rustin

Foreign Policy Objectives. To the
extent that it is a reform or revolu-
tionary movement, the New Left has
developed a greater eohereney in
thought on requirements for eultural
change than it has on political reality.
To some extent the choice is deliherate,
particularly for those who sec no alter-
nalive io revolutionary destruction of
existing political institutions, This
posture miakes sense if the ohjective is
revolution within  the stale. If the
United States were an island unto itsell,
the developmenl of a more peaceful,
less  aggressive, more loving soeiety
might he more immediately possible- -
pethaps cven along the lines of the
“partieipatory democracy”™ desired by
the SDS. DBut the United States is not
such an island, and, quite aside from the
problem of controlling aggressive in-
stincts within the American eommunity,
the diffieultics ol cstablishing interna-
tional trust, confidence, and pcace are
even more eomplex.

To the extent that the New Left has
involyed ilsell in forcign policy gues-
tions, it has focused rather narrowly,
and very cmotionally, on issues such as
Vietnamn and the Dominiean Republic.
It appcars to have nowhere scriously
considered the complexities of interna-
tional interactions, particularly the
problem of redueing mutual distrust
among lbe major powers in a balaneed
fashion. Concern about a buge and

1
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powerful monolithic Estahlishment
gtriking anonymously and indifferently
at the individnal American has been
transferred to that of this same giant
ernshing the little peace-loving people of
Vietnam or clsewhere.

The New Left and the Fstahlishment
are, in faet, in agreement in their dis-
taste for war and aggression. The prob-
lem is, as in other aspects of Lhe
gencration gap, that the New Lefl
doesn't believe Lhe official prononnce-
ments; or, if it admils Lo the latier’s
sincerily, helieves that the mechanism
of the “political -military eomplex™ is so
well oiled that it moves with a will of its
own. The SDS has been the prime
spokesman of the New l.eft on foreign
policy matters, and one returns to the
Port lluron Statement for evidenee of
this meehanistic theory:

To a deecisive extent, the means of
defense, the military leehnology
itsel{, determines the politieal and
social character of the state heing
defended . ... Deeisions ohout
mililary strategy . .. are more and
more the property of the military
and industrial arms raee machine,
with the politicians assuming a
ratifying role instead of a dcter-
mining one.

The statement wenl on to review the
changes that technology has hrought to
warlare in quite realistic {ashion but
repeatedly stressed the sacrificea this
entails {or civil libertics and soeial wel-
fare. “Insuffieient altenlion |is given ]
to preserving, exlending, and enriching
demoeratic values .. ..”" It emphasized
the needs of the developing states and
the inability (or unwillingness) to {ulfill
themm because of primary interest in
protecting U.S. {oreign investments and
reactionary diclators as well as in main-
taining a “negative  anli-Commnnist
political stance.™

On the positive side, the SDS oul-
lined an eight-point program for U.S.
foreign policy:
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1. The United States’ prineipal
goal shonld be creating a world
where hunger, poverty, discase,
ignorance, violenee, and cxploita-
tion are replaced as central fea-
tnres hy ahundance, reason, love,
and international cooperation.

2, We should undertake here
and now a f(ilty-year eflort Lo
prepare for all nations the eondi-
tions of indnstrialization.

3. We shonld not depend signi-
ficantly on private enterprise lo
do the joh.

4. We should not loek the
development process into the
Cold War: we should view it as a
way of ending that coniliet.

5. America should show its
commitment to demoeratic insli-
tutions not by withdrawing sup-
porl from undemocralic regimes,
hut hy tnaking domestic demoe-
racy exemplary,

0. America should agree that
public utilities, railroads, mines,
and plantations, and other hasie
economic institutions should be in
the control of national, not
foreign, ageneies.

7. loreign aid should be given
through international agenecies,
primarily the United Nations.

8. Democratie  theory  must
confront the problems inherent in
social revolution.®

Altbough some of these points are
subjeet to argument, many are ineor-
porated in official policy, and none are
revolulionary. But, significant by omis-
sion is any recommendation on how Lo
deal with the Comnmunist threal except,
implicitly, Lo take il less sertously.

The ahove was written primarily hy
Tom llayden, then SDS President, in
1962, Carl Oglesby, a subsequent SDS
President partially answered the ques-
tion of how to decal with the Sovict
Union in late 1965 by proposing, in
efleet, that all the United States needs

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol22/iss7/4
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do is stop doing bad things such as
aggressive intervention in foreign stales,
and the world will be a hetter place:

Some will make of it that [
overdraw the matter. Many will
ask: Whal aboul the other side?
To be sure, there is Lhe bitter
ugliness of Crechostovakia, Po-
land, those infamous Russian
Lanks in Lhe streets of Budapest.
Bul my anger only rises to hear
some say thal sorrow caneels sor-
row, or that this onc’s shame
deposils in that one’s account the
right to shamelnlness.®

George Kennan’s comment on Lhis
attitude, reflected extensively in the
student letlers cited iu chapter 11, is that
the conscicnee of the young is reserved
solely for American acts and that
“heyond our borders, people are al
liberty to commil cvery sort of heastli-
ness withoul any perceptible cngagc-
menl of the American conscienee.”

This attitude of looking only for
“international erimes” by Lhe American
“leviathan™ has strong psychological
roots in the father-son aspeels of the
generalional battle but is understand-
able also if onc accepts the principal
immediate goal of the New Lefl to be
domestic reform. In the latler case,
anything that is done Lo diseredit the
listablishmenl is progress toward Lhe
immediate goal. After that baltle is
won, Lhe world ean be dealt with more
realistically. However, whichever the
incenlive, the tone has beeome shriller
in reeenl years, aud the New Lelt has
increasingly lurned to  Communist
propagauda to support its criticism of
U.S. foreign policy. IL is not jusl Lhe
Viet Cong flags displayed at anti-
Vietnam rallies or Jerry Rubin Yippic
leader, appearing at a House Un-
American Aclivities subeommitlee
hearing wearing “Viet Cong pajamas, a
Latin Ameriean guerrilla’s heard and
bandoleer, a Black Pantber heret, an

empty holster and a homemade VC flag
draped over his shoulders Supcrman
style.”® In the grossness of gesture,
these suggest more than a degree of
youthful prankishness. Mueh more
symplomatic is the glorification of
Castro, Che Guevara, Mao, Ho, and
others as popular folk heroes, aceepling
them in terms of their own propaganda
and turning a hlind eyc to the assaults
these learders have commitied against
the very demoeratic values the New Left
desires to revitalize.

The change in tone from the rela-
tively conservative sltatements of Tom
Ilayden in 1962 is reflected in a posi-
lion discussion paper for the SDS Na-
tional Council Meeting in Augusl 1966
prepared by Taul Booth, a former na-
tional seerctary. IL refleels the increas-
ing preoccupation of the New Left with
Vietnam and the emolionalism con-
nected with that issue. Here, while all
U.S. aetion is dimissed ag “the Mlaming
symbol to the world of the American
arrogance.” anything unlavorable
about the Viet Cong and the North
Vietnamese uctions is dismissed as
“LBJ’s devil theory™ while “Chinese
Communism is a virite alternative to the
pattern of oligarchic and military domi-
nauce in the Third World.”' °

Echoes from Abroad. A New left
foreign policy based on the principle of
goodness and trnst eould only be real-
istic il there were a reasonable expecta-
tion that the rest of the world wonld
agree Lo play the samc rules. There are
gigns that secthing rchellion of the
young against the Eslahlishment in
mauy other induslrial states remarkably
resembles that in the United States in
origins, methods, and objeelives, Visions
among Lhe young of a brave new world
of universal love aud nonaggression,
created by a youlhful uew international
movement, beeloud reality. Yel, this
idcalistic vision is nol completely uureal
il one analyzes international Lrends in
more eonventional language.

aval War College Digital Commons, 1969 15
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The two superpowers, the United
States and the Siviet Union, have estab-
lished a “halance of terror” which,
despite its theorctical instahility, has
wotked fairly well in the past 24 years.
Beeause of the nature of modern arma-
ments, war (in its traditional form) is no
longer the instrument of forcign poliey
it once was, The absurdity of war—at
lcast between the superpowers—has
never heen clearer to mankind, even Lo
hard-bitten diplomats and soldiers. The
Cuban missile erisis sct suhtle new rules
to international conduect which, if man
acts rationally, can cventually estahlish
a new world order in whieh terror is
replaced by eonfidence and a degrec of
trust, albeit verified. Arms limilations
can he but a first logical step loward
disarmament. After that an oplimistic
projection could come close to the
world imagined by many young idealists
in the United States and elsewhere.

Dean Rusk, in talking ahout a dialog
betwecen the generations in which he felt
both can eontribute somecthing, sug-
gested that “it may be that there is
something better tban collective sc-
eurity as a hasis for organizing the
peaee, and if so, let’s find it.” ! In
looking for an alternative, if indeed
therc is one, a quick glance at what is
happening in other countries among the
young might be uscful.

In reviewing the “class struggle be-
tween old and young” in Europe, Ro
Elmgren, of the Swedish Soeial Demo-
cratic Party, cited three major goals of
European youth:

-demands advocating struggle
against commercialism,

-work for a better spirit of
solidarity hetween human heings
instead of eompetition, and

-increased ehances for the
many to influence the deci-
sions,! 2

These aims differ only in the form from

https gital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review.
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point is clearly the “participatory
democraey” of the SDS,

The Freneh student revolt of 1968
represented 2 denuneiation of the
French Establishment and a rejection of
eapitalist struetures and the parliamen-
tary systcm. Jaeques Sauvageot, of the
National Union of Irench Students
(UNET), saw the goal as the estahlish-
ment of “workers’ control” in the tradi-
tion of the I'rench Revolution, again a
form of “participatory democracy.”™?
Beyond this Sauvageot felt the French
struggle for “‘student power™ and
“workers’ control” to he a part of the
larger, worldwide struggle against
“imperialism,” particularly the Ameri-
can varicly. “Our solidarity with strug-
gles in Lhe Lhird world cannot be over-
cmphasized.”'®  Concerns about a
“technocratic socicty™ are frequently
mentioned, and in an interview with
Jean-Paul Sartre in May 1968, Danicl
Cohn-Bendit (“Danny the led™) talked
of the “uncontrollable spontaneity”
with which the Irench movement was
progressing “toward a perpclual change
of socicty.™

Iirik Blumenfeld, a prominent Ger-
man politician and member of the
Bundestag, has noted that a “traumatic
fear of the overpoweringness of the
future™ appears to be a deep underlying
cause for youthful demands to the older
gencration in Germany that the past be
eliminated. He finds that the “politiza-
tion” of the Iuropean Student hody
results from a scnse of resignation be-
fore the narrowness of given possibili-
ties.!®

The frustration of living in a Lurope
slipping into a hackwater, both politi-
cally and technologically, is an added
frustration of Furopean youth which is
not present in Lhe United States. An-
other ohservable differenee is the eon-
tinuing prominence of Marxist thought
and terminology among Buropean stu-
dent radicals. However, as in the United
States earlier, Marxism is beeoming

1887/4
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explanation of this lag is that there has
been far greater eontinuity in European
Marxism than in the United States. In
Enrope, the ideologieal dehates of the
1930’s were eontinued into the 19407,
and 195(V's, while Marxist thought did
not survive World War 1I as a serious

force among the intellcetuals in
Amcriea.
The New Left: An International

Movement? Philip Hanson has proposed
that ““the militanl, studeul-hased
left . . . looks increasingly like an inter-
national movement and nol a mere
eoincidence of separate national move-
ments with  different aims and ori-
ging.”'7 Others have made similar
observations, and the worldwide rise in
cxpressions of student power appears to
have too many points in eommon to be
purely eoincidental.

It would he exeessive and hasty,
however, to eonclude that the New L.eft
is an international movement (or eon-
spiracy, as some would have it) led in an
organized fashion by some central
guiding organization. All evidenec
points against this possibility. One of
the prineipal eharacteristics of The
Movement is its spontancity, disorgani-
zalions, and near-anarehism. Nowhere
has it been possihle even to organize a
unificd national movement, mueh less
an international one. There is no eom-
monly aeccpted doctrine of values; in
fact, it would appear that we may really
be at the “end of ideology™ since the
New L.eft has not yet been able to come
up with one.

The ehaos in the New Left eontrasts
markedly with the well-organized and
disciplined inlernational Communist
movement of the past. Certainly, the
Communists will try to take advantage
of the New Left’s disruptive potential in
the West; however, Lhis same foree is
also adversely affeeling their own inter-
esls; viz., the revoll in Czechoslovakia,
for which the young provided mueh of
the spirit, and evidenee of rising unresl

among the young in the Soviet Union
itself.

The global ehallenges to the power
elites can best be explained as origi-
nating from a universal diseontent with
the world as it is. This unrest is given
peculiar impetus hy the inereasing reali-
zation, by the young in particular, that
the technologieal revolution, if properly
utilized, ean plaee in man’s hands the
control of his environment and destiny.
Henee, the common cmphasis by the
American and European New Left on
social justice for the third world.

To the young in the capitalist West,
the Communist East, and the under-
developed South, the power clite have,
in their preoccupation with traditional
games, nol demonstrated competence to
eoniront the world of the futurc. These
young arc now hetter educated than
cver before (ironically, beeause of the
efforts of the power eclites they now
combat) and want “partlicipation™ in
deeision making.

V—INFLUENCE OF THE NEW LEFT
ON STRATEGY

Today, it seems to me, therc arc
signs that the lessons of the past
are being forgotten. A trend
toward isolationism has appeared
not only in the United States but
in other Western nations.

.....Dean Rusk?

The New Left as a Continuing Phe-
nomenon. [f the New Left, particularly
in the “student revolt” phase, is a
purely transitory phenomenon, em-
bodying the nsual generational revolt, it
may deserve the attention of parents
and educators but not necessarily that
of the soeicty as a whole. All evidenee,
however, points to a greater scope and
permancnec. Youth is in the vangnard
of the new technological soeiety, and
the New Left as its most voeal represen-
tative is trying to find new values to

Published by U.S. Naval War College Digital Commons, 1969

17



Naval War College Review, Vol. 22 [1969], No. 7, Art. 4

cope with a radically different world.
This new sense of the futurc has per-
mecated the ranks of the young decper
than just the top cehelons of the acti-
viats, as is apparent in the silent support
most college students have given Lo
campus revolls by the more active,

The depth of the inner distress is
further shown hy inereasing evidence
that the more anarchistic aspects of the
Movement are  permecating the high
schools and cven elemenlary schools.
The more sensational aspecls of the high
school revolt, such as rising drug use,
rowdyism, and alleged scxual promis-
euity, have reeeived most puhlicity. 1f it
were Just this (alheit quile cnough),
such actions could be considered merely
as further evidenee of a hreakdown in
family discipline and an af(luent soeiety
gone wild, 1t is, in faei, superfieial
evidence of a breakdown in the systemn,
hut more profound than we like to
imagine,

These high school “children” are,
however, moving—almost unhelicvably
—toward the stage of “revolutionaries
who have to be home by 7:30.% lligh
sehool students are now organizing their
own “underground” publications with
sueh titles as “‘the magazine of the
second Ameriean Revolution.” This
particular publication, put out by high
sehool students in lower Manhattan,
states in its “deelaration of intent” thal
“our chief goal is to promote the idea of
revolution in the United States. ... We
feel that our only ohligation is to
promole the soeial upheavals thal we
feel are necessary for the welfare of
man. WE WANT THE WORLD AND
WL WANT [T-NOW!™

While this publiealion may slill repre-
sent only a small minority view among
high sehool students in the eountry,
there are an inereasing number of sueh
attitudes and publications eropping up
elsewbere. Lt is a trend nol to be ignored
and suggesls that if the eurrent erop of
20 w 30 ycar olds are judged ecxees-
sive} digpgaticnl with the gls ablishmcyn,

httpS: al-commons.usnwc.edu/nwce-review,
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one had heiter lcarn to cexpect cven
more militancy from their younger
brothers.

The question still remains, however,
as to whether the eampus radieal, active
or passive, will radically change his
views once he dons a husiness suit and
joina the eorporation of his choiee.
Some siudies done in Japan suggest
preliminarily that the young Japanese
radical privalely rctains much of his
cariler views into his middle years hut
doesn’t continue to fight the system.®
The uniqueness of Japanese society
reduces the relevanee of these studies to
the United States, and no analyscs in
depth have yet heen made on this
question in the United States. However,
past experience and common sense
would lead one to conelude that it
would be highly unusual for a man to
ahandon eompletely the basie philo-
sophic predisposilions he acquired in
youth.

Some of the changed attitudes of
young people are subjectively evident to
employers. In a speech delivered to the
16th Annual Management Conference at
Chieago in carly 1968, David Roeke-
feller concerned himself with the gen-
eration gap and its meaning for husiness,
He felt the gap was significantly larger
than it had been in his and his father’s
time and noted that one of the principal
charaeteristies of youth today is that of
individualism, to “do your own thing”
rather than conform to a preordained
order. He found it is the most promising
students who tend to be in the forefront
of protest mmovements. These are the
ones business wants most Lo reeruit, but
are also the ones who cast the coldest
eye on business. [Ic quoted a partieipant
in the [larvard Business School intern-
ship program as commenling on his
experienee in industry: “It is about lime
businessmen learned that college stu-
dents are not all that coneerned about
the profit motive.” As an antidote,
Rockefeller proposed that husiness do

some rethinking in order to create an
§s7/4
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environment more challenging and crea-
live for the young person and at the
same lime te show him that the profit
motive, properly cmployed, ean help
aehieve the goals our young people say
they want.’

Rockefeller’s observalions are horne
oul in the arca of Government employ-
ment as well. lmpatience with tradi-
tional apprenticeship in eareer services is
eharaeteristic of young reeruits. They
want to do their thing—NOW! And in
Government, as in business, they find
mueh to criticize, whether rightly or
wrongly, ahoul a laek of openminded-
ness, intellectual honesty, and eommilt-
ment Lo soeial progress.

In carlicr chaplers this paper has
attempted to outline some of the under-
lying reasons for the current soeial
unrcst which iz most visibly displayed
among sludents. One can expeel, as
indeed is being seen, a sharp incrcase in
student activities in a sociely where, for
a varicly of reasons, acecpted politieal
and soeial values are being fundamen-
lally questioned. The motivations for
disquictude are not likely to disappear
when the student leaves college. Al-
though the actions of the young gradu-
ale may become less blatant, he is less
likely Lo conform Lo Lhe Listablishment
than did his father, His commilment to
a search for a more satisfying life style
in his rapidly ehanging cnvironment is
too decp and hasic. Moreover, he has
grealer opporlunities for independence
of aelion than did his forefathers, since
cconomie status symhols bave lost much
of their meaning in a socicty of abun-
danec.

Etfects on International Relations. In
the shorl term, the rise of the New Left
has frustraled U.S. forcign policy in
several ways, bhoth directly and in-
dircetly. Most direct has been its in-
fluenee on Vielnam policy. Domesli-
cally, the agitation of the young radicals
has reinforeed the growing impaltience
of the general public with the war, made

the draft a eonlentious issue, and cn-
couraged insubordination within the
military. [nternationally, Vietnam has
become a popular rallying point for
New Leflt organizations in all eountries
and has led to a more eoncentrated
abuse against American “imperialism”
worldwide than has ever hefore been
experienced, thereby adversely influ-
eneing many other American objeetives.

Indircetly, the New Lelt, in its agita-
Lion for domestic reform in the United
States, has helped {oeus publie attention
on the ills of ils soeiety and encouraged
the trend toward neoisclationism. It has
cast doubt among foreign countries on
Lhe viability of American institutions.
lts presence in other countries as a
volatile political forec has also been a
toree for isolationism, particularly in
eountries in which there is an American
military prescnee. Japan is a prime
example where student militancy over
the past 10 years against the American
alliance has had Lhe elleet of reducing
the public commitment of Japanese
politieians Lo the allianee.

The longer term effeels of the new
political and ecultural forees hrought
into being by the New Left are likely to
he hoth more profound and more dil(i-
eult to predict. Perhaps most significant
will be the effcels of the new phil-
osophy on both style and content of
action ol those presently under 30 as
they begin Lo move toward positions of
leadership. Seymour Lipsct has given
parlicular importance, in this context,
to “the role of politieal generalions.”
lle notes that many analysts of polities
and cultural styles have indieated that
people tend Lo form a defined frame of
refercnee in late adolescenec and early
manhood within which they lit subse-
quent cxperiences.® Consequently, con-
cern aboul uncmployment statisties is
grealer among those with adoleseent
recollections of the depression, as is
cmphasia on the nced for eolleclive
sceurily against aggression, Fascist or
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Communist, than among those who
have not experienced such trauma.

By this analysis, World War I bred a
generation of isolationists, while the
bitter experiences leading to World War
H produced a crop of internationalists.
On the other hand, the new generation
of college students finds little present
relevance, for example, in the past evils
of Stalinist communism.

Although finding no conclusive evi-
dence on the effects of “political gen-
erations,” Lipset suggests that the effect
could be, as the new generation moves
into power, the creation of an elite no
longer believing in the system which it
continues to operate. The consequent
weakening of the elite could lead to its
overthrow as in 1917 Russia.’

The model which Lipset suggests
would require considerable rigidity of
the Establishment, something more
likely in a tradition-based society as was
Czarist Russia than the United States
where evolutionary change has been a
tradition. It is therefore more probable
that American institutions will change
or be modified as the new elite moves
into power. Indeed, evidence of
dynamic change, the pace of which is
being forced to some extent by the New
Left, is all about us.

Implications for Strategy in the
Seventies. “No more Vietnams!” is a cry
which will haunt all strategic thinking
for at least the first few years of the
new decade. Its implications for U.S.
foreign policy are obvious. The specter
of a new isolationism disturbs all those
who saw the results of an older isola-
tionism in the 1930’s. They are, how-
ever, probably overdramatizing as much
as are the neoisolationists. The present
period is not comparable to the 1930%.
At that time the United States was a
world power but preferred not to realize
it in a world where this was still
possible. Presently it is the most power-
ful nation on earth, is conscious of this
fact, and cannot forget it even if it tried.
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Every action or inaction by the United
States has international implications,
and isolation is simply impossible—
doubly so because modern technology
has created a far more interdependent
world than existed 30 or 40 years ago.

Nonetheless, constraints against
other Vietnams will be real. Quite aside
from the wisdom—or lack thereof—of
the manner and extent of U.S. involve-
ment in Vietnam, another “American
War” fought on the same format will be
domestically impossible and, probably,
internationally unwise.

Yet the continuing threat of commu-
nism cannot simply be ignored if the
United States wishes to preserve a world
in which its way of life can prosper. The
answer may lie in a search for new
forms of collective security (or, more
accurately, truly collective security) or
alternatives thereto. The former could
lead to a greater multilateralization of
defense efforts, while possibilities of
alternatives to collective security would
have to depend to a large extent on
what happens in the Communist world.

It may be that the present Establish-
ment has, because of the memories it
carries from adolescence, concentrated
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too much on a confrontation policy
against the Communists, not seeing all
the opportunities both for relative ad-
vantage and reduction of tensions pro-
vided by the radical changes in the
Communist world over the past 10 or
15 years. In such phobias (if they are
indeed that) as well as in all other
matters, the new generation has given
ample notice that it will show no filial
piety.

Because the present “generation gap™
is larger and deeper than those in the
past, a stiffer questioning of old shib-
boleths on which strategic planning has
been based in the past can be expected
as the young, whether identified with
the New Left or not, move into decision
making roles. In the ensuing debate such

old truths as remain true should survive.
The newer truths, honed on experience
and respongibility, can lead to better
policy making. No generation has a
monopoly on knowledge and under-
standing.

The major problem, in domestic as
well as in foreign policy, is whether
change can be rapid enough to avoid the
chaos and, even, revolution which the
current questioning of all values of our
society threatens. The “Now Genera-
tion” i3 impatient, often unreasonable.
but politically potent. It can drive the
United States down paths destructive of
all values it and all Americans claim as
their heritage and destroy the comity
which has been the often thin thread
holding the Union together.
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As the execited passions of hostile people are of themselves a powerful
enemy, both the general and his government should use their best
clforts to allay them.

Jomini: Precis de U’Art de la Guerre, 1838
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