Chapter 11

AN INVASION OF CENT&URS
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a potent one, for it recalls what must

always be a fearfuy]
expenence in the life of

any civilization: the €xperience of
radical cultural disjuncture, the clash of nreconcilable cop-
ceptions of life. And the encounter is n

ot always won by
Apollo.

Toynbee has identified such cultural disjunctures as the
I work of a disinherited “proletariat,” using as his paradiem
1 the role of the early Christians within the Roman Empire
—a classic case of Apollo being subverted by the unruly cen-
taurs. The Christian example is one that many of the hip
young are quick to invoke, pethaps with more appropriate-
£, mess than many of their criticg may recognize. Hopelessly
5 T estranged by ethos and social class from the official culture,
the primitive Christian community awkwardly fashioned of
45 Judaism and the mystery cults a minority culture that could

5 not but seem an absurdity to Greco-Roman orthodoxy. But

« the abs urdity, far from

being felt as a disgrace, became 2
-~ banner of the community,

:For it is written [St. Paul boasted] T will destroy the wisdom
-0f the wise, and will bring to nothing the understanding of
«the prudent. . . . For the Jews require a sign, and the Greeks
woseek after wisdom. . . But God hath chosen the foolish
eithings of the world to confound the wise; and God hath

the weak things of the world to confound the things
are mighty. (I Cor. 1:19, 23, 27)

iliar passage from what I3 now an

oppressively
Spectable source. So fa

miliar and so respectable that we
S| of how aggressively perverse a declaration
i5.. . . how loaded with unabashed contempt for 3 long-
culture rich with achievement, And whose COn-
this? That of absolute nobodies, the Very scum of
whose own counter culture was, at this early stage,

than z scattering of suggestive ideas, a few crude

* 'mnre
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symbols, and 3 desperate longing. It was the longing that
counted most, for not aj the grandeur of Greco-Roman
civilization could £ the desolation of spint Christianity
bred upon. Since we know now with ag abundance of hind-
sight what the Christian scandalum eventually led to, the
comparison with the st fedgling counter culture of our
youth is bound to seem outlandish. But then, aii revolutionary
changes gre unthinkable unti] they happen . . . and then
they are understood to be inevitable, Who, in Pauls time,
could have anticipated what would come of the brazen hos-
tility of a handful of scruffy maleontents? And what wonid
the nascent Christian movement have looked like under the

should be no mistaking the fact that they want nothing less,
“Total rejection” is a Phrase that comes readily to their lips,
often before the mind provides even a blurred picture of
the new culture that is to displace the old. If there is any.-
thing about the ethos of Black Power that proves particu-
latly attractive even to young white disaffiliates who cannot
gaim access to the movement, it is the sense that Black Power
somehow implies an entirely new way of life: g black cul-
ture, a black conscionsness + + » 2 black soul which ig totally

of the Center for Participative Education held gt the Un;i-
versity of California at Betkeley in September 1968, The crisis
at hand stemmed from 2 decision of the UC regents to deny
a Black Panther spokesman access to the campus. But for
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that beget OUr young, Whep the Ap

_the first English Version of oy free
n egrly 1968, jts PIospectus wag filled with

uuiversities, Was opened

voted o “anti-cultures » «,... -
) . y anh-enwrﬂnments S Ty s’
antt-theatre, “anti-famlies and « ' A0tpoetry,




.

46 THE MAKING OF A COUNTER CULTURE

form of authoritarianism. So it too was scrapped, on ﬂle:.
assumption that nobody any longer had anything to teach the ¥

young; they would make up their own education from scratch

Unfortunately—but was the misfortune more comic or more:
tragic?—the school failed to survive this act of radical restrye. -

taring.

Such white-hot discontent always runs the risk of evaporat-
ing into a wild, amorphous steam~so that it becomes difficult
to tell the chiliastic illuminations from mere inanities, The

typical fare offered at the Antiuniversity can be sampled in

one of the “courses,” called “From Comic Books to the Dange -
of Shiva: Spiritual Amnesia and the Physiology of Self-
Estrangement.” (Again one notes the bizarre but cunning -

association of the comic strip and high religion.)

Description of course: A free-wheeling succession of open-
ended sitnations. Ongoing vibrations highly relevant. Explﬂ- i

ration of Inner Space, de-conditioning of human robot, sig-
nificance of psycho-chemicals, and the transformation of
Western European Man. Source material: Artaud, Zimmer,

Gurdjiefi, W. Reich, K. Marx, Gnostic, Sufi, and Tantric - -3

texts, autnbmgraphmal accounts of madness and ecstatic

states of consciousness—Pop art and twentieth century prose.

Heavy weather indeed. But altogether representative of
the free-university style. Often emough, such madcap brain-
storming under the auspices of instructors hardly out of their
teens degenerates into a semiarticulate, indiscriminate cele-
bration of everything in sight that is new, strange, and noisy;
a fondling of ideas that resembles nothing so much as an
infant’s play with bright, unfamiliar objects. The appetite is
healthily and daringly omnivorous, but it urgently requires
mature minds to feed it. It will in large part be my purpose
in the chapters that follow to examine a few of the more im-

o

d;e.spltﬂ their follies, these young centaurs deserve to win their
i encounter with the defending Apollﬂs of our snmety For the

; "Lmunter culture takes its stand against the background :::rf this
-%?:.-_. bsnlui‘:e evil, an evil which is not defined by the sheer fact

:i'-.-iuus rationalization. We are a civilization sunk in an unshake-
'-‘fggble commitment to genocide, gambling madly with the
“iniversal extermination of our species. And how viciously we
“favish our sense of humaunity to pretend, even for a day, that
such homor can be accepted as “mormal,” as “necessary”l
;_'.;:Whenever we feel inclined to qualify, to modify, to offer a

: cantious “ves . . . but” to the protests of the young, let us
9% return to this fact as the decisive measure of the tech-
i f-nn-cmcy’s essential criminality: the extent to which it insists,
“in the name of progress, in the nmame of reason, that the
" unthinkable become thinkable and the intolerable become
" tolerable.
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rtant figures that are now doing just that. But to make my
own point of view quite clear from the outset, I believe that,

If the counter culture is, as I will contend here, that healthy

" instinct which refuses both at the personal and political level
495D 4o practice such a cold-blooded rape of our human sensibil-
; ities, then it should be clear why the conflict between young

“i' and adult in our Hme reaches so peculiarly and painfully
deep. In am historical emergency of absolutely unprecedented

proportions, we are that strange, culture-bound animal
whose biological drive for survival expresses itself generation-
ally. It is the young, arriving with eyes that can see the ob-
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vious, who must remake the lethal culture of their elders,
and who must remake it in desperate haste.

® ¥ ¥

To take the position I assume here is undeniably isky,
For once a cultural disjuncture opens out in society, nothing
can be guaranteed. What happens among the minornty that

finds itself isolated by the rift is as apt to be ugly or pathetic |
as it is to be noble. The primitive Chiristian absurdity can

be credited at least with the capacity to produce mighty works

of intellect and mystic insight, as well as an ideal of saintly
service, On the other hand, the alienated stock clerks and -3
wallpaper hangers of post-World War I Gemmany sullenly

withdrew to their beer halls to talk imbecile anthropology
and prepare the horrors of Buchenwald. So, too, contemporary

America’s isolated minorities include the Hell's Angels and '
the Minutemen, from whom nothing beautiful or tender .3

can be expected.

And our alienated young: how shall we characterize the i3
counter culture they are in the way of haphazardly assem- : t
bling? Clearly one cannot answer the question by producing 8¢
a manifesto unanimously endorsed by the malcontented .
vounger generation: the counter culture is scarcely so dis-
ciplined a movement. It is something in the nature of 2 me-

dieval crusade: a variegated procession comstantly in flux,
acquiring and losing members all aloﬁg the route of march.
Often enough it finds its own identity in a nebulous symbol
or song that seems to proclaim little more than “we are
special . . . we arc different . . . we are outward-bound from
the old corruptions of the world.” Some join the troop only
for a brief while, long enongh to enter an obvious and 1m-
mediate struggle: a campus rebellion, an act of war-resistance,
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éft:.:ﬁrhat they leave behind would make tuming back possible
. But whete is this Holy City that lies beyond the tech-

%{:.fi'ﬂ;{an}r in the procession may only be certain of what it must
o< not be like. A discerning few—and among them, the figures
_:I"_wi}l be discussing in the chapters that follow—have a shrewd

from which these political and social forms issue. They see,
j‘.flz’;;;,and many who follow them find the visiom attractive, that
¢ building the good society is not primarily a social, but a psy-
. chic task. What makes the youthful disaffiliation of our time
a cultural phenomenon, rather than merely a political move-
s ment, is the fact that 1t strikes beyond ideology to the level

‘% of conmsciousness, seeking to transform our deepest sense of

dlstmchﬂn between theory and experience, cha]]engmg as it
. -does the validity of mere analytical clarity as a basis for
:ij;;. knowledge or conviction, cannot help but carry an anb-
intellectual tone. The tone becomes even mote pronounced
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when Laing goes on to define the goal of “true samity” g
being

in one way or another, the dissolution of the normal egg,
that false self competently adjusted to our ahenated sacigl
reality: the emergence of the “inner” archetypal mediators
of divine power, and through this death a rebirth, and the
eventual re-establishment of a new kind of ego-functioning

the ego now being the servant of the divine, no longer its
betrayer.®

When psychiatry begins to speak this language, it moves
well beyond the boundaries of conventional scientific respect-
ability. But if the dissenting young give their attention to
ficures like Laing (he is one of the leading mentors of Brit-
ain’s burgeoning counter culture), it is surcly because they
have seen too many men of indisputable intelligence and
enlightened intention become the apologists of a dehumanized
sactal order. What is it that has allowed so many of our men
of science, our scholars, our most sophisticated political lead-
ers, even our boldest would-be revolutionaries to make their
peace with the technocracy~or indeed to enter its service so
cheerfully? Not lack of intellect or ignorance of humane val-
ues. It is rather that technocratic assumptions about the
nature of man, society, and nature have warped their expe-
rience at the source, and so have become the buried premises
from which intellect and ethical judgment proceed.

In order, then, to oot out those distortive assumptions,
nothing less is required than the subversion of the scientific
world view, with its entrenched commibtment o an egocen-
tric and cerebral mode of consciousness. In its place, there
must be a new culture in which the non-intellective capac-
ities of the personality—those capacities that take fire from

8 R. D. Laing, The Politics of Experience and The Bird of Pare-
dise (London: Penguin Books, 1967), p. 119.
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yisionary splendor and the experience of human cnmmur:liﬂn
_become the arbiters of the good, the true, and the beauhfu?.
[ think the cultural disjuncture that generational dissent is
opening out hetween itself and the technmocracy is just this
great, as great in its implications (though obviously not as
yet in historical import) as the cleavage that once ran be-
tween Greco-Roman rationality and Chrstian mystery. _Tu
be sure, Westem society has, over the past two centuries,
sncorporated a number of minorities whose antagonism toward
the scientific world view has been irreconcilable, and who
have held out against the casy assimilation to which l:'he
major religious congregations have yielded in their growing
desire to seem PIOZIESSIVE. Theosophists and fundamentallst:_v.,
spiritualists and flat-earthers, occultists and satanists . . . 1t
i« nothing new that there should exist anti-rationalist ele-
ments in our midst. What 15 new is that a radical rejection
of science and technological values should appear so close o
the center of our society, rather than on the negligible mar-
gins. It is the middle-class young who are conducting this
politics of consciousness, and they are doing it bﬂiﬁtﬂfﬂﬂﬂ!}?,
persistently, and aggressively—to the extent that they are in-
vading the technocracy’s citadels of academic learning and
bidding fair to take them over.

The task of characterizing the non-intellective powers of
the personality in which our young have become so deeply 1n-
volved is far from easy. Until the advent of psychoanalysis,
the vocabulary of our society was woefully impoverished when
it came to discussion of the non-intellective aspects of life,
The mystics and Romantics who have worked most closely to
the dark side of the mind provide us with a repertory of
brilliant metaphors and images to explain their experience.
Similarly, the Hindu and Buddhist traditions contain a vocab-
ulary of marvelous discrimination for speaking of the non-
intellective consciousness—as well as a number of techniques
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for tapping its contents. But the scientific intelligence re.

jects metaphor and mystical terminology the way a vend-

ing machine tosses out counterfeit coins (with a single re.
vealing exception: the metaphor of patural “law,” without ¢
which the scientific revolution might never have gotten off the
ground). It leaves us devoid of language as soon as we enter §
that province of experience in which artists and mystics claim %
to have found the highest values of existence. Even psycho-

analysis has been of little help in the discussion of the non-
intellective, mainly because its approach has been burdened

with a mechanistic vecabulary and an objective stand-
offishness: a prying examination from the “outside,” rather -

than a warm experiencing from the “inside.” In reviewing the

intellectual history of the generation that saw the appear
ance of Freud, Sorel, Weber, and Durkheim--the first gen-

eration to undertake what it hoped would be respectably sci-
entific research into man’s irrational motivations—H. Stuart
Hughes observes:

The soctal thinkers of the 18¢90’s were concerned with the
irrational only to exorcize it. By probing into it, they sought
ways to tame it, to canalize it for constructive human

purposes.®

spread in our culture from the physical to the so-called be-
havioral sciences, and finally to scholarship in the arts and
letters, the marked tendency has been to consign whatever is
not fully and articulately available in the waking conscious-

4 H. Stuart Hughes, Consciousness and Society (New York: Vin-
tage Books, 19;8) pp. 35-36. Only Bergsen and Jung, among major
thinkers of the period outside the arts, treated the non-rational side
of human nature with am intuitive s}rmpath}f But who, in the sci-

entific community or the academy, any longer regards them as “major
thinkers”?
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ﬁess for empirical or mathematical manipulation, to a purely
negative catch-all categunr (in effect, the cultural garbage can)
called the “unconscious” . . . or the “irrational” . . . or the
émystical” . . . or the purely subjective.” To behave on the
Eﬁsm of such blurred states of consciousness is at best to be
some species of amusing eccentric, at worst to be pliin mad.

- Conversely, behavior that is normal, valuable, productive,
50" hentally healthy, socially respectable, intellectually defensible,
.‘.?‘z_ggﬂﬂr decent, and practical is supposed to have nothing to do
i;ffthh subjectivity. When we tell one another to “be reason-

able,” to “talk sense,” to “get down to brass tacks,” to “keep

IEHIE: s feet on the ground,” to “stick to the facts,” to “be realis-
tu: * we mean that one should aveid talking about one’s “in-
- "ner” feelings and look at the world rather in the way an engi-
- neer looks at a construction project or a physicist views the
¥ behavior of atomic particles. We feel that worthwhile things
355 come of such a state of mind-—-knowledge, solutions to prob-
'*'ﬁ-j-';: lems, successful projects, money, power—whereas only some

5 manner of unproductive self-indulgence comes of wallowing
+ in “mere feelings.” The more sophisticated may admit the
i legitimacy of allowing artists to moon and daydream. But the

‘" world, as every practical man knows, can do without poems
k7 and paintings; it can scarcely do without dams and roads and
bombs and sound policy. Art is for the leisure hours: the

As the spell of scientific or quasi-scientific thought has time left over from dealing with realities and necessities.®

5 One might expect some softening of this compulsively uhlitarian

f: -_E;; s rationality to stem from the new and now lavishly subsidized field
“wis .. of sleep research, which tells us of the absolute necessity of non-

intellective experience. For a fascinating survey of this work, see Gay
G. Luce and J. Segal, Sleep (London: Heinemann, 1967) What-
ever else the s eep researchers may prove, however, they have already
revealed the pathos of a society that must have it demonstrated
by way of encephalographs and computers that the relaxation of
rational consciousness and the experience of dreaming are vital to
healthy life. But they do so seemingly without any awareness of the
part science, with its militant intellectuality, has played in obscunng
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We will return in later chapters to a fuller consideration
of the scientific world view and its deficiencies. What 1s said
here is meant only to suggest the difbculty the counter calture
faces in simply trying to designate its project. It has removed
itself to a position so wide of our cultural mainstream that it
can scarcely speak without seeming to fall into a foreign
tongue. In a world which more and more thinks of society
as the subordinate adjunct of 2 gigantic technological mech-

anism requiring constant and instantaneous co-ordination %

from the center, the young begin to speak of such imprac-

ticalities as “community,” and “participative democracy.” Thus -
they revert to a style of human relations that characterizes

village and tribe, insisting that real politics can only take

place in the deeply personal confrontations these now ob- -.

solete social forms allow. Where are they to find understand-
ing for such a homely ideal in a world dominated by vast
political abstractions decked out in glittering propagandistic
symbols, slogans, and statistical measures: nation, party, cor-
poration, urban ares, grand alliance, common market, socio-
economic system ... ? The lively consciousness of men
and women d5 they are in their vital daily reality is missing

from our culture, having been displaced by these grandiose

figments. To assert that the essence of human sociability is,

simply and beautifully, the communal opening-up of man
to man, rather than the achievement of prodigious technical

and economic feats—what is this but to assert an absurdity?

Further, what is it to assert the primacy of the non-intellec-
Hive powers but to call mto question all that our culture ..

robably lead to their re- ..

this fact, It is this blind spot which will
search, like all science worth its subsidies these days, being used for
idiotic ends, For example, Herman Kahn and Anthony Wiener, in
their book The Year zooo (New York: Macmillan, 1967) give us a
prognosis of “programmed dreams.” Another instance of the tech-
nocratic principle: never let happen naturally and enjoyably what
can be counterfeited by the technicians,
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: 4 values as “reason” and “reality”? To deny that the true self

is this small, hard atom of intense objectivity we pilot about
:.i.;g_ﬂl{;h day as we build bridges and careers is surely to play
fast and loose with psychopathology. It is to attack men at
the very core of their security by denying the validity of every-
thing they mean when they utter the most precious word
“ in their vocabulary: the word “I.” And yet this is what the
counter culture nmdertakes when, by way of its mystical tend-
}f_f:"ff’.jencies or the drug experience, it assaults the reality of the
-ego as an iselable, purely cerebral unit of identity. In doing
so, it once again franscends the comsciousness of the domi-
fant culture and runs the risk of appearing to be a brazen
‘exercise in perverse MONSENSE.

.. Yet what else but such a brave (and hopefully humane)
.~ perversity can pose a radical challenge to the technocracy?
If the melancholy history of revolution over the past haif-
- century teaches us anything, it is the futility of a politics
' .which concentrates itself single-mindedly on the overthrowing
- - of govemments, or ruling classes, or economic systems. This
. brand of politics finishes with merely redesigning the tur
" 1ets and towers of the technocratic citadel. It is the founda-
- tions of the edifice that must be sought. And those founda-
< tions lie among the ruins of the visionary imagination and
the sense of human community. Indeed, this is what Shelley
. recognized even in the earliest days of the Industrial Revo-
:'lutinn, when he proclaimed that in the defense of poetry we
¢ ‘must invoke “light and fire from those etemnal regions where
*"the owl-winged faculty of calculation dare not ever soar.”®

LS #* % X

6 Shelley’s magnificent essay “The Defence of Poetry” could still
stand muster as a counter cultural manifesto. If only our technicians,

our scientists, our experts of all description could be brought face to
. face with such statements! Surely that would do the trick.
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- of human tendemess in their politicking. What has distin-
2 guished SIS, at least in its early years, from old-ine radi-
+5q] youth groups (as still represented, say, by the Progres-
sive Labor Movement) is the unwillingness of the former to
,;Elfy doctrine to the extent of granting it more importance

When one first casts an eye over the varieties of youthfu]
dissent, it may seem that there is considerably less coherence :f-;"f'
to this counter culture than I have suggested. To one side, 3
there is the mind-blown bohemianism of the beats and hip-
pies; to the other, the hard-headed political activism of the j;' 5
student New Left. Are these not in reality two sepatate and - @3 than the flesh and blood. For most of the New Left, there has
antithetical developments: the one (tracing back to Gins-- .. pltimately been no more worth or cogency in any ideology
berg, Kerouac, & Co.) seeking to “cop out” of American so- g {han a person lends it by virtue of his own action: personal
ciety, the other (tracing back to C. Wright Mills and rem- R Z_'p'pmrnitments, not abstract ideas, are the stuff of politics.
nants of the old socialist left) secking to penetrate and “Such is the burden of the observation Staughton Lynd offered
revolutionize our political life? ok to the 1968 New University Conference when he lamented

The tension one senses between these two movements is - Shwges the fact that even radically inclined academics too often fail
real enough. But I think there exists, at a deeper level, a ke to “provide models of off-campus radical vocation.” ‘They
theme that unites these varations and which accounts for “ ‘teach Marxism or socialism; but they do not “pay their dues.”
the fact that hippy and student activist continue to recognize iR ;_.;;:.._. |
each other as allies. Certainly there is the common enemy - ? L{The intellectual’s first responsibility is, as Noam Chomsky

- - : : : . e “to insist upon the truth, . . ” But what truth we di
against whom they combine forces; but there is also a posi- 7 says, 10 . uth we dis-
tive similarity of sensibility. L cover will be affected by the lives we lead, . . . to hope that

Sl o . ‘we can understandingly interpret matters of which we have
The underlying unity "-‘-'jf these dlEEIT:ﬂE styles of dissent -5 no first-hand knowledge, things utterly umproved upon the
is revealed by the extraordinary personalism that has charac- -

pulses . . . is intellectnal hubms. . . , I think the times no
terized New Left activism since its beginnings. New Left Tonger permit this indulgence, and ask us, at the very least,
groups like SDS have always taken strong exception to the . ¢ fo venture into the arena where political parties and working-
fashionable thesis that we have teached the “end of ideology™:

in the Great Society.” But there is a sense in which ideology i

men, and young people do their things, seeking to clarify
ithat experience which becomes owrs as well, speaking truth

is a thing of the past among politically involved dissenters,” .4

By and large, most New Left groups have refused to allow’ 3%

i.to power from the vantage-point of that process of struggle.3
doctrinal logic to obscure or displace an irreducible element

=" The remarks return us to R. D, Laing’s distinction between

a “theory” and “experience.” For the radical intellectual as

uch as for anyone else, Lynd contends, truth must have a

ographical, not merely an ideoclogical, context.

£ It is this personalist style that has led the New Left to
fiﬂentify alienation as the central political problem of the

8 Lynd’s address appears In The New University C
'-*:ﬁewsletter, Chicago, I\E:j? 24, 1968, pp. 5-6. ty Conference

T
5

7 This thesis is, of course, untrue. Ideology is not absent in the:
technocracy; it is simply invisible, having blended into the sup-
posedly indisputable tuth of the scientific woild view. Thus th‘ﬁ
technocrats deal in “mtionality,” ‘“efficiency,” and “progress,™ -
speak the purportedly value-neuter language of statistics, and con- -
vince themselves that they have no ideological orientation. The most
effective ideologies are always those that are congruent with the limis ~.
of consciousness, for then they work subliminally.
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day. Not alienation, however, in the sheerly instityy
sense, in which capitalism (or for that matter any advap .
mdustrial cconomy) tends to alienate the worker from L
means and fruits of production; but rather, alienation g ﬂf
deadening of man’s sensitivity to man, a deadening that o
creep into even those revolutionary efforts that seck with evc&m
humanitarian intention to eliminate the external ijmptoiz
of alienation. Wherever non-human clements—whethe,
revolutionary doctrine or material goods—assume greater lm~
];:.nrtance than human life and well-being, we have the alién&i
t:.mn of man from man, and the way 1s open to the seIf
righteous use of others as mere objects. In this l'especf,
revolutionary terrorism is only the mirror image of capitalisg
exploitation. As the French students put it in one of their
Incisive May 1968 slogans: “Une révolution qui demande qué
I :::n Se sacrifice pour elle est une révolution & Ia papg;’.":
{“A revolution that €xpects you to sacrifice yourself for it-iﬁ':-
one of daddy’s revolutions.”) S
The meaning of New Left personalism is cogently ex--
pressed by the SDS Port Huron Statement of 1962:

h}f improved gadgets, but only when a love of man over-
i~ ¢ the idolatrous worship of things by man.?

Thez issue the students are addressing themselves to here,
- their sentimental regard for “love,” “loneliness,” “deper-
Jization,” makes for a vivid contrast to the more doc-
_"ire style of many of their radical predecessors. A genera-
“ ago at the time of the Spanish Civil War, Harry Pollitt,
. leader of the British Communist Party, could with a
;.f.cumcience tell the poet Stephen Spender that he ought
go to Spain and get himself killed: the party needed more
spartyred artists fo bolster its public image. Theat is ideological

2 ho in his famous exchange of letters with Bertrand Russell
?during the early fifties, logic-chopped his way to the con-
""'ggign that thwarting the ambitions of the Harry Pollitts

.fféggﬁécies.lu Such anti-Stalinist militancy required two billion
. martyrs, willy-nilly: surely a political position that wins the
;}’;’é{ﬂﬂd’s record for sheer bloody-minded fanaticism, Had the

We are aware that to avoid platitudes we must analyze the 2
L + H-bomb existed in the sixteenth century, we might well have

concrete conditions of social order. But to direc
analysis we must use the guideposts of basic princ';p?:sﬂ:h{)?:]:ﬁ
own suma} values involve conceptions of human beings, hu.
man relationships, and social systems. ? -
We regard men as ifinitely precious and possessed of un- - IR
fulfilled capacities for reason, freedom, and love. . ., We iiifhe
oppose the depersonalization that reduces human beings to ik
the status of things. If anything, the brutalities of the
Ez?e?ieth thgin:rury teach eaﬂlmtt means and ends are intimately
, qg1e a ‘ S . . S
mliih:_]?m » t%i Pripe nt‘s .::-: ‘pnstenty cannot justify the .-
nchness, estrangement, isolation descri '
tance between man and man today. Thﬂsgbgnutlliiaﬁﬂteili
encles cannot be overcome by better personnel management,

hair-raising bravado . . . and meaning it . . . and then per
haps none of us should be here today.

- Now this is precisely the sort of corrupted human relations
that has been largely absent from New Left politics. Instead,
* there has been a precociously wise fear of wielding power

9 From the statement as it appears in Mitchell Cohen and Dennis
¢, Hale, eds., The New Student Left {Boston: Beacon Press, revised ed.
1:;63}, Pp. 12-13.

;.- 10The Russel-Hook exchange appears in Charles McClelland,

. ed., Nuclear Weapons, Missiles, and Future War (San Francisco:
v Chandler, 1960), pp. 140-57.
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,_;-; make murder legitimate,” as Camus phrased it—and with

'ﬂus tendency, the New Left runs the risk of losing its
ﬂﬂg]ﬂﬂl soulfulness. For the beauty of the New Left has al-
Wgys lain In 1ts eagemmess to give political dignity to the

over others and of unleashing violence in behalf of any idea] i
no matter how rhetorically appealing. In the New Left, yoy -
pay your own dues; nobody pays them for youw; and you, in
tum, don’t enforce payment on anybody else. As Kenneth °
Keniston of the Yale Medical School observes in a recent
study: “. . . in manner and style, these young radicals are.
extzemely ‘personalistic,” focused on face-to-face, direct and
open telationships with other people; hostile to formally -
structured roles and traditional bureaucratic patterms of -
power and authority’—a characteristic Keniston traces to the :_;
child-rearing habits of the contemporary middleclass family,
The trait is so well developed that Keniston wonders if “it i3
possible to retain an openm, personalistic, unmanipulative
and extremely trusting style, and yet mount an effective pro-
gram on a national scale.”*! The worry is real enough; organ-
izational slackness is bound to be the price one pays for pur -
suing the ideal of participative democracy. But then it i
perhaps a measure of our corruption as a society that we -
should believe democracy can ever be anything other than -
“participative.”
As I write this, however, I am Dbleakly aware that E‘.I'lj-':_:;
ideological drift toward righteous violence is on the increase. .
among the young, primarily under the influence of the:
extremist Black Powerites and a romanticized conception of
guerrilla warfare. This is especially true of the European
young, who rapidly fall back upon stereotyped ideas abeut.
revolution; but “confrontation politics” and cheers for thﬁ
fiction of the “people’s war” are becoming more prominent :
in the United States, too, as frustration with the brutality :
and sleazy deception of the establishment grows. The tragic .
search may be on again among radical dissenters for ways to .

"':‘j:i"_attracts much attention from the press. The very inexclu-
'*';j'srveness of the New Left style—the willingness to let every
~sman take his own stand even when this produces a hopeless
:1__fmuddle—makes it impossible to turn away those who come
5 “fo the demonstrations with icons of “Che” and Chairman
,N_Man and with all the attendant bloodcurdling slogans. Never-
t"??l-gheless, the prevailing spirit of New Left politics remains
“that reflected in the SDS motto “One man, one soul.” The
:jmeanlug of the phrase is clear enough: at whatever cost to
< the cause or the doctrine, one must care for the uniqueness
:-;_md the dignity of each individual and vield to what his con-
_r_,_‘-smence demands in the existential moment.

- Colin MacInnes, discussing the difference between the

: ‘ynuthful radicals of the thirties and the sixties, observes that

;'t__he contemporary young “hold themselves more personally
11 See Kenneth Keniston, Young Radicals (New York: Harcourt, % 1responsible than the young used to. Not in the sense of their
Brace & World, 1968). The study is based on the National Stcering A

B ‘duties” to the state or even society, but to themselves.
Committee of the 1967 Vietnam Summer, S i ty, bu emselves. [
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think they examine themselves more closely and their motives
and their own behavior.”'2 Anyone who has put m much
rvme with New Left students knows what Maclnnes is
talking about. It is that quality of sober introspection which
Jlmost amounts to what the Catholic Church calls “scrupulos-
ity.” It can become nearly intolerable to sit through the -
soul-searching sessions of these young people, waiting m
sttendance upon their lint-picking analyses of motivation, -
their dogged pursuit of a directness and immediacy free of -
organizational-hierarchical distinctions. And yet it is, at -
worst, the exaggeration of a virtue to insist that neither theory 48
nor thetoric must submerge the living reality of our actions
as they affect others and ourselves, to insist that the final i
appeal must be to the person, never o the doctrine. |
But then the question arises: what is the person? What,
ost essentially, s this elusive, often ematic human some- -
thing which underlies social systems and ideologies, and’
which now must serve as the ultimate point of moral refer-
ence? No soener does one raise the question than the pnlitics:_f:
of the social system yields to what Timothy Leary has called’’
“the politics of the nervous system.” Class consciousness gives::
way as 3 generahive principle to . . . CONSCIOUSTIEssS cﬁn-
sciousness. And it is at this juncture that New Left and beat::.
hip bohemianism join hands. For even in its most hostile s
caricatures, the bohemian fringe of our youth culture make :
its distinctive character apparent. It 1S grounded in an nten
sive examination of the self, of the buried wealth of personali;
consciousness. The stereotypic beatnik or hippy, dropped-ot e

:;.__;_._mntemplat[nn . . . what lies behind these popular image
Ff*_.__but the reality of a sometimes zany, sometimes ho 1»&:sglS
E-;i.nadequate search for the truth of the person? e
P -.__-'}:’.eat-hip bohemianism may be too withdrawn from social
f . gction to smit New Left radicalism; but the withdrawal is
in a direction the activist can readily understand. The “trip”
_.Is:-;_,jiSIiu‘l.?jr;-:;Id, toward deeper levels of self-examination. The eap
t;anslhun from the one wing to the other of the cnuntse};
?plture shows up in the pattem that has come to govern
j;;;lny of the free universities. These dissenting academies
ngaﬂy receive their send-off from campus New Leftists and
]ﬂltlall‘j? emphasize heavy politics. But gradually the curtcula
F;nd to get hip both in content and teaching methods:
E".sgcl?edelics, light shows, multi-media, total theatre, peo le.-
Eﬂﬂ_‘_ﬁapu}g, McLuhan, exotic religion, touch and tendeml;ss
ECStath laboratories. . . A* The same transition can bé
{-:aced in the career of Bob Dylan, who commands respect
%Enﬂg all segments of the dissenting youth culture. Dylan’s
.-ly songs were tradittonal folk-protest, laying forth obvious
ues of social justice; anti-boss, anti-war, anti-exploitation
len, quite suddenly, mther as if Dylan had come to thﬁ:
El.t'.-‘,]llsiﬂl'l that the conventional Woody Guthrie ballad
nld not reach deep enough, the songs turn surrealistic and
'_;ghedjaliic. All at once Dylan is somewhere beneath the
tionalizing cerebrum of social discourse, probing the night-
are deeps, trying to get at the tangled roots of conduct and
| _ll_llﬂﬂ.'ﬂt this point, the project which the beats of the
and self-absorbed, sunk in a narcotic stupor or lost in ecstab ﬂy hftics had taken up—the task of remodeling themselves
way of life, their perceptions and sensitiﬁties—rapidlj:

12 Colin MacInnes, “Old Youth and Young,” Encounter, S¢ fher _
tember 1967. For another discussion of the subject, in the course % FI‘?Cﬁdﬂ“c’E over the public task of changing institutions
of which the same point emerges, see the symposinm “Confrontd- g g policies.

tion: The Old Left and the New,” in The American Scholaf, 3

iia'. £’
Autamn 1067, Pp. §67-89- § 19 5ce Ralph Keyes, “The Free Universities,” The Nation, Octo-

T2, 1967.
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One can discern, then, a continuum of thought and ex-
perience among the young which links together the New Left
sociology of Mills, the Freudian Mamdsm of Herbert Mar-
cuse, the Gestalttherapy anarchism of Paul Goodman, the
apocalyptic body mysticism of Norman Brown, the Zen-based
psychotherapy of Alan Watts, and finally Timothy Leaty’s
impenetrably occult narcissism, wherein the world and its
woes may shrink at last to the sizé of a mote in one’s private
psychedelic void. As we move along the continuum, we find

sociology giving way steadily to psychology, political collec-

tivities vielding to the person, conscious and articulate be-

havior falling away before the forces of the non-intellective

deep. |

Unrelated as the extremes of this spectrum may seem at o

first, one weuld not be surprised to discover the men we name

tuming up at the same teach-in, The Congress on the Dia-
lectics of Liberation held in London during summer 1967 /g
was pretty much that kind of affair: an effort to work out =4k
the priorities of psychic and social liberation within a group -
of participants that included New Left revolutionaries and -
existential psychiatrists, with Allen Ginsberg on hand—not-.
to speak, but to chant the Hare Krishna. As one would expect; 588
the prioiities never did get established. Significantly, 1t ¥
proved impossible for the congress to maintain more than a 3§
stormy rapport with Black Power spokesmen like Stokely -
Carmichael, for whom, tragically if understandably, real social: -
power, despite all that history teaches us to the cuntrary;:'f-f
once more looks like something that flows from the muzzle -
of a gun. And yet, the common cause was undeniably there: -

the same insistence on revolutionary change that must at
last embrace psyche and society. Even for the Black Powerites,
the root justification of the cause derives from existentialst
theorists like Frantz Fanon, for whom the prime value of

e

-
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" the act of rebellion lies in its psychic liberation of the
¢ pppressed.4
2~ So it is that when New Left groups organize their demon-
"_“.'stratinns, the misty-minded hippies are certain to join in,
‘though they may tune out on the heavy political speechify-
i ing in favor of launching a yellow submarine or exorcizing the
5. Pentagon. In Berkeley after the 1066 troubles, the New Left
: " and local hippies had no difficulty in cosponsoring a “Human
vt Beln” to celebmate the students’ quasi-victory over the
. administration. Under hip influence, the celebration rapidly
.::::';gnk on the character of a massive “love feast”; but no one
seemed to find that inappropriate. Perhaps the most im-
: -portant feature of the event was the fact that, of the forty
$ ¢ thousand in attendence, a vast number were teen-agers from
7. local high schools and junior high schools—the so-called
“teeny-boppers,” who currently seem to provide the bulk of
the crowd along Berkeley’s Telegraph Avenue. For these
-youngsters, the next wave of the counter culture, the neat
distinctions between dissenting activism and bohemianism
are growing progressively less clear. No doubt, as the local
city fathers fear, these youngsters learn all sorts of bad habits
on the avenue—but they probably take their corruption in-

:'-14 Black Power frequently gets drawm into the counter cultural
% 5tyle in other respects. In Eldridge Cleaver's book Soul on Ice (New
5 .York: McGraw-Hill, 1968) there is an engaging analysis of the hid-
‘den sexual foundations of racism. See the essay “The Great Mitosis.”
Unhappily, however, the analysis suggests that, like some of the
New Leftists, Cleaver seems to conceive of the stmiggle for liberation
» 48 the province of manly men who must prove themselves by “laying
‘ifheir balls on the line.” Too often this suggests that the female of
:-the species must content herself with keeping the home fires burning
far her battle-scarred champion or joining the struggle as 2 camp
follower. In either case, the community is being saved for her, not
by her as well. I think this means that invidious sexnal stereotyping
lies at a deeper level of consciousness than racial prejudice. For a
womment on the problem, see Betty Roszak, “Sex and Caste.” in
Liberation, December 1966, Pp. 28~31. ’
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discriminately from SDS handouts and psychedelic news: 8
papers without much awareness of the difference betweey:
dropping out and digging in for the political fight. It all bnﬂs'
down to disafhliation for them—and the distincHons are of
secondary importance,

We grasp the underlying unity of the counter cultury]
variety, then, if we see beat-hip bohemianism as an effort o -
work out the personality structure and total life style that -
follow from New Left social criticism. At their best, thess 'f
young bohemians are the would-be utopian pioneers of the -
world that lies bevond intellectual rejection of the Great
Society. They seck to invent a cultural base for New Left -
politics, to discover new types of community, new family -
patterns, new scxual mores, new kinds of livelihood, new S
esthetic forms, new personal identities on the far side of .i-eb i f';'f;mtend the main activity of the day becomes wholesale loot-
power politics, the bourgeois home, and the consumer i H{"f;___ﬂg—whlr:h is the poor man’s way of cutting himself in on the
socicty,. When the New Left calls for peace and gives us -
heavy amalysis of what’s what in Vietnam, the hippy quicklj%
translates the word into shantih, the peace that passes all -
understanding, and fills in the psychic dimensions of the ideal. -
If investigating the life of shantih has little to do with achiev- i
ing peace in Vietnam, perhaps it is the best way of pre- ;
venting fhe next several Vietnams from happening. Perhaps
the experiments we find at the hip fringe of the counter .
culture are still raw and often abortive. But we must remem-
ber that the experimenters have only been with us for a dozen
or so years now; and they are picking their way through
customs and institutions that have had more than a few cen-
turies to entrench themselves. To criticize the experiments is
legitimate and necessary; to despair of what are no more than
beginnings is surely premature.

s;ﬁtlre culture of disaffiliation that the possibility of any en-
'ﬁnng alhance w1th even the mnst outcast elements of the

anr and disadvantaged into technocratic affluence, they can
i eﬁpect to enjoy ad hoc halsuns with workers and their unions,

'-alhes 15 But soon enough, whatever the black guerrillas may

:_-f:-- _nf desperate expedients and wrings from the Great Society
: ' the white man’s legal equivalent of looting: a steady job, a
- secure income, easy credit, free access to all the local em-
" poriums, and his own home to pile the merchandise in? The
- issue is critical because it reveals the bind in which the

- 1B Here, for example, is a flyer which was distributed in Harlem

in 1967 by the “Committee of Concerned Honkies”: “We'll talk
about screwing wp the Tactical Police Force (or National Guard
or Army) dunng any black rebellion in the New York area, We'll
also talk about jamming National Guard ‘riot control’ training ses-
sions this autumn and other things.”

* % & ¥
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counter culture finds itself when confronted by undeniably
urgent questions of social justice. What, after all, does social
justice mean to the outcast and dispossessed? Most obviously,
it means gaining admission to everything from which middle-
class sclfishness excludes them. But how does one achieve
such admission without simultanecusly becoming an integral
and supportive element of the technocracy? How do Black
Power, black culture, black comsciousness stop short of be-
coming steppingstones to black consumption, black con-
formity, black affluence: finally, to a middle-class America of
another color? The dilemma requires the most painstaking
tact and sensitivity—qualities that are apt to be in short supply
among the deprived in the heat and turmoeil of political
struggle.

Consider, for example, the situation which the French
students faced in the May 1968 General Strike, The great
ideal of the moment was “workers’ control” of French indus-
try. Very well; but is workers’ contrel immune to the dangers
of technocratic integration? Unhappily not. For it is hardly
difficult to imagine the technocracy reconstituting itself atop
an echelon of shop stewards and industrial soviets—and per-
haps using these new, more friction-free shop-floor arrange-
ments to its own great advantage! Surely the touchstone of
the matter would be: how ready are the workers to disband

whole sectors of the industrial apparatus where this proves :.;:.

necessary to achieve ends other than efficient productivity
and high consumption? How willing are they to set aside
technocratic prionties in favor of a new simplicity of life, a
decelerating social pace, a vital leisure? These are questions
which enthustasts for workers” control might do well to
ponder. Suppose the French workers had taken over the
economy, an objective which seems to have lost its general
appeal in the wake of the new wage agreements the de Gaulle
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b government has granted. Would the Renault workers have
$ 1 e willing to consider closing the industry down on the
2. . srounds that cars and traffic are now more the blight than
""" the convenience of our lives? Would French aircraft workers
- have been willing to scrap the Concorde SST on the grounds
""that this marvel of aeronautical engineering will surely be-
" come a social monstrosity? Would French munitions workers
" have been willing to end production of the force de frappe,
- yecognizing that the balance of terror is among the vilest
. offenses of the technocracy? I suspect that the answer to all
“these questions would be “no.” The social composition -of
the technocracy would alter, but the change would amount
. o nothing more than broadening the base on which the tech-
" pocratic imperative rests.

" Once the relations of the counter cultural young and the
- wretched of the earth get beyond the problem of integration,
" a grave uneasiness-is bound to set in. The long-range cultural
= yalues of the discontented young must surely secem bizarre
%o to those whose attention is understandably riveted on sharing
.. the glamorous good things of middle-class life.1®* How baf-
" fling it must seem to the long-suffering and long-deprived to
. discover the children of our new afluence dressing themselves

. 18 Cf. Paniel and Gabriel Cohn-Bendit: “The differences between
" the revolutionary students and the workers spring directly from their
. distinct social positions. Thus few students have had real experience
= of prinding poverty—their struggle is abont the hierarchical stmcture
»' of society, about oppression in comfort. They do not so much
.. have to contend with a lack of materal goods as with unfunlfilled
¢ desires and aspirations. The wortkers, on the other hand, suffer from
i, direct economic oppression and misery—earning wages of less than

500 francs per month, in poory ventilated, dirty and noisy factories,
where the foreman, the chief engi neer and the manager ail throw
their t about and conspire tﬂ those nnder them in their

g]ace bsolete Communism: The Left-Wing Alternative, p. 10

. XYet despite these radically different puhhcal horizons, Cohn-Bendit
;. argues that there can be a2 common cause between the two gToups,
- based on his tactic of “spontaneous resistance™ in the streets.
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in rags and tatters, turning their “pads” into something bare]
distinguishable from slum housing, and taking to the streets: '

-
T

as panhandlers, Similarly, what can the Beatles’ latest SUL:

realist LP mean to an unemployed miner or a migrant farm. iR
laborer? What are the downs-and-outs of Nanterre to make of o

ey &
do not see these strange phenomena as a part of their culture, + %
but as curious, somewhat crazy things the spoiled middle. .
class young amuse themselves with. Perhaps, like the Marsist
guardians of social justice, they even see them as intnleraHé-
displays of “decadence”—meaning the neurotic discontent ni:-'..:-:
those who cannot settle down gratefully to the responsibilities.

the latest production of Arrabal on the Left Bank? Surely th

of life in an advanced industrial order.

But the bind in which the counter culture finds itself i . .48
dealing with disadvantaged social elements is doubled at ap: =
other level with a painful irony. As has been mentioned, 1t
is the cultural experimentation of the young that often ryns
the worst risk of commercial verminization—and so of having |
the force of its dissent dissipated. It is the cultural exped-
ments that draw the giddy interest of just those middle-class -
swingers who are the bastion of the technocratic order. And -

their interest is all of the wrong kind, Visiting bohemia to
peer at the “Hower children,” dropping by the rock clubs,

laying out the $5.00 minimum it costs to play voyeur at Le
Cimetiere des Voitures, has become the contemporary ver- _ﬁ

sion of “sluamming” for our big spenders: a breezy flirtation
with the off-beat that inevitably distorts the genuineness of
the phenomenon.

There is no diminishing the tendency of counter cultural
dissent to fall prey to the neutralization that can come of
such false attention. Those who dissent have to be supremely
resourceful to avoid getting exhibited in somebody’s com-
mercial showease—rather like bizarre fauna brought back alive
from the jungle wilds . . . by Time, by Esquire, by David
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' ind. On such treacherous terrain, the chances of muis-
lation are immense, Bob Dylan, who laments the night-
< cormptions of the age, nevertheless wears his material
Hf grinding out a million-dollar album a year for Columbia
which is more apt to find its way to the shelf beside a
lished mahogany stereophonic radio-phone console in sub-
g than to any bohemian garret. Vanessa Redgrave, a
teran of Committee of 100 sitdowns in Whitehall who
w11 don fidelista fatigues to sing Cuban revolutionary ballads
m Trafalgar Square, also lends her talents to the glossy Play-
i bOJf pomography of fims ke Blow-Up. Even Herbert
§%: 1 reuse, much to his chagrin, has of late become hot feature
i aterial throughout Europe and America in the wake of the
068 student rebellions in Germany and France. “T'm very
#5°oh worried about this,” Marcuse has commented on the
. situation. “At the same time it is a beautiful verification of
iy philosophy, which is that in this society everything can be
it co-opted, everything can be digested.™”
- From such obfuscation of genuine dissenting talent, it isn't
far to go before the counter culture finds itself swamped with
- eynical or self-deceived opportunists who become, or conven-
'.iently Jet themselves be turned into, spokesmen for youthful
. disaffiliation. Accordingly, we now have clothing designers,
- hairdressers, fashion magazine editors, and 2 veritable
" Dhalanx of pop stars who, without 2 thought in their heads
. their PR man did not put there, are suddenly expounding
" “the philosophy of today’s rebellious youth” for the benefit

17 Marcuse, “Varieties of Humanism,” in Center Magazine (Cen-
ter for the Study of Democratic Institutions, Santa Barbara), June

1968, p. 14. On the other band, at another social level, Marcuse
has acquj:eﬁ more urgent worries. A threat of assassination from the

local Ku Klux Klan drove him from his San Diego home in July
1968. The incident reminds us that there are dark comers of the

£ technocracy (like southem California) where the troglodytes still
- F& hold out.
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spend that summer of a lifetime. And then, for good reason,
the counter culture begins to look like nothing so much ag 4

the weakness of its cultural rapport with the disadvantaged;

side show of the swinging society.

wooo% & ¥

~overcome the commercializing and trivializing tactics of the

¢ss, there will have to be a maturation of what are often fﬂ:
the young no more than shrewd insights and bright instincts,

slogans, then it will provide little that can be tumed into a

hangers-on of the campus, the love-in, the rock club, It will

behind for the next wave of adolescents: a hopeful beginning

ture: I suspect that this may have to wait until the black

,
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of the Sunday supplements . . . the feature to be sandwiched
between a report on luxury underwear and a full-color spreag <24
on the latest undiscovered skin-diving paradise at which tg

world-wide publicity stunt. One can easily despair of the pos- -
sibility that it will survive these twin perils: on the one hand,

on the other, its vulnemability to exploitation as an amusing |

Picking its way through this socio-political obstacle course
is an undeniably demanding task for the counter culture, one
which may take the better part of another gemeration. To %

technocratic society will require outlasting the atmosphere of g
novelty that now surrounds our youth culture and which %
easily assigns it the character of a transient fad. In the proc- .

so that these can become the thoughtful stuff of an adult life. -
If the counter culture should bog down in a colorful morass
of unexamined symbols, gestures, fashions of dress, and .

lifelong commitment—except, and then pathetically, for those -
who can reconcile themselves to becoming superannuated

finish as a temporary style, continually sloughed off and left - :

that never becomes more than a beginning. As for the task of
introducing the oppressed minorities into the counter cul- . -
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revolution has rum its course in America. At which point the
pew black middle class will produce its own ungrateful
i young, who, as the heirs of everything their parents thought
worth struggling for, will begin, like their white counterparts,
i 'to fight their way free of technocratic entrapment.
't But beyond the problems raised by such social maneuver-
 ing, there lies an even more critical project: that of defining
“<the ethical dignity of a cultural movement which takes radical
15511& with the scientific world view. The project is vitally
< important because there must be a reply to the challenge
raised by the many umneasy intellectuals who fear that the
% counter cultare arrives, not trailing clouds of gloty, but bear-
' ing the mark of the beast. No sooner does one speak of liber-
“ating the non-intellective powers of the personality than, for
©‘many, a prospect of the starkest character arises: a vision of
i':'f'immpant antinomian mania, which in the name of permis-
, --.-'.'-a__sweness threatens to plange us into a dark and savage age. It
> 15 not without justification that concerned men should then
" Hasten to mount the barricades in the defense of reason. Here,
k- for example, is Philip Toynbee reminding us of “the old
% nihilistic yearning for madness, despair, and total denial”
thCh was a mainstay of fascist ideology:

5o it is important to remember that Himmler was the truest
2+ ‘nihilist of them all. It is important to remember that the most
" effective guardians against a resurgence of fascism in Europe
“*:are hope, decency, and rationality. This should be brought
5. home, if it can be, to all those young people who consider
. that they belong to the Left but who love to play with ni-
b “hilistic toys in art and argument. The ultimate fascist cry is
~Millan Astray’s “Viva, viva la Muertel™8

. 18 Toynbee reviewing some recent studies of fascism in The Ob-
. server {London), July 28, 1968. In a similar vein, the British play-
cwright Amold Wesker has referred to the hlpples as “pretty little
 fascists” and the social critic Henry Anderson has renamed the Sex-
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To a disconcerting extent, such criticism is outrageously
unfair. “Make Love Not War” is still the banner most of the
dissenting young are rallying to, and those who cannot see
the difference between that sentiment and any motto the
Hitler Jugend voiced are being almost perversely blind. So,
too, one of the most remarkable aspects of the counter culture
is its cultivation of a2 femninine softness among its males. It is
the occasion of endless satire on the part of critics, -but the
style is clearly a deliberate effort on the part of the young to
undercut the crude and compulsive he-manliness of American
political life. While this generous and gentle eroticism is
available to us, we would do well to respect it, instead of
ridiculing 1it. - o

And yet . . . there are manifestations around the fringf;_nf
the counter culture that one cannot but regard as worrisomely
unhealthy. Elements of pomographic grotesquery and blood-
curdling sadomasochistn emerge again and again in the art
and theater of our youth culture and intrude themselves con-
stantly into the underground press. Many of the underground
newspapers seem to work on the assumption that talking
about anything frankly meass talking about it as crudely and

as savagely as possible. The supposedly libertarian eroticism - ;

of this style betrays a total failure to realize that professional
pornography does not challenge, but rather battens off the
essential prurience of middle-class sexuality and has 2 vested

¢. For a heavier presen-

ual Freedom ¢ the Sexual Fascisin Leagu
tation of such feats, see David Holbrook's essay “R. D. Laing and
the Death Circuit” in Encounter, August 1968. Peter Viereck’s Metd-
politics: The Roots of the Nazi Mind (New York: A. A. Knopf,

1941), is a thorough attempt to spell out the connections between

azism and Romanticism--a line of argument that is relevant to such

criticisms, since the relationship of the counter culture to the Reo-
mantic tradition in our society is readily appa

(New York: Breaking-Point Press, 1967).

-

rent. Finally, for an
absolutely vicious denunciation of “the Nazi hoodlums of the new - "jx
freedom,” see G. Legman’s intemperate little tract The Fake Revolt -
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nterest in maintaining the notion that sex is a dirty thing
}?Vh_at prohibition was to the bbutlegger, the puritanical ethus‘
15 to the pornographer: both are the entrepreneurs of an-
ﬂppre_ssive prudishness.?® Even where such crudity is meant
to satirize or reply in kind to the corruptions of the dominant
culture, there is bound to come a point where sardonic
imitation destroys the sensibilities and produces simple cal-
lousness, 1 find it little short of disheartening to come across

items like the following: a rave review of an acid
: -rock group
called The Doors (after Huxley, after Blake, apparently )

taken from the underground Seattle newspaper Helix (July
1967): |

The Doors. Their style is early cunnili ‘

of the Massacre of the Innncen¥s. An elerétgﬁu;leﬂi ${E1igtl?;§5
A musical blqnd—bath. . - . The Doors are cammivores in
a land of musical vegetarians. . . . their tslons fangs, and
folded wings are seldom out of view, but if tl;e:.r leave us
crotch-raw and exhausted, at least they leave us aware of our
ahveness, -And _of our destiny, The Doors scream into the
darkened auditorium what all of us in the underground are

whispering more softly in our h :
and we want it . ., , NSW! e frearis: we want the world

In the face of such muck-Diﬂnysian frenzy, it is no wonder

g that a fretful cry for “rationality” should be mised. How is
;y¢ . one to make certain ' |

& nihilism? The matte

| that the exploration of the non.
will not degenerate into a maniacal
I needs sorting out, and I am uncertain

'® The Berkeley Barb has become a parﬁcu!ﬁﬂ]r grm example of

. what happens when one i ; -
1gnores such seemin b
- Barb now regularly carries about three pages glfyaﬂdvcqu? facts. The

ing for biue

o mﬂ‘a’iﬂﬁr alo with a vast " . )
4 fied ads. Such obscenity merchang of “velvet underground” clagsi-

Contribution to sexual freedom as the Stra

whose motto is “peace is 0O fess
L 2 1ur pro ”
national relations, P P on

ndisers make a_huut as much of 3
¢ Air Command—
to healthy inter-
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that many of the young have reflected sufficiently upon it
Let me close this chapter, then, by offering some thoughts
that may help contribute 2 less forbidding, but I think ng
less radical meaning to the central project of the counter
culture.

The problem at hand confronts us with a familiar, but
much misunderstood, dichotomy: the opposition of reason
and passion, intellect and feeling, the head and the heart.
. . . Again and again mm moral discourse this troublesome
polarity intrudes itself upon us, pretending to be a real ethical
choice. But what is that choice? None of the terms of the
dichotomy is by any means unambiguously related to some
well-defined faculty of the personality. Rather, at the ethical
level of discussion, the choice comes down most often to one
between two styles of conduct. One pursues a rational style
of life, we say, if one’s behavior is characterized by dis-
passionate restraint, unfailing deliberateness, and an articu-
late logicality, Conversely, one is irrational if one’s conduct
forsakes dispassion in favor of an intense and overt emotion-
alism, deliberation in favor of impuisiveness, articulation and
logic in favor of rhapsodic declamation or some manner of
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non-verbal expression. Once these extremes have been marked -

out, the discussion usually settles down to an interminable
listing of examples and counter-examples meant to prove the
virtues and dangers of any tendency to one or the other pole
of the continuum.

Those who opt for rationality darkly warn us against the
terrors that have come of submetging the intellect beneath a
flood tide of feeling. They remind us of the lynch mobs and
pogroms, the unreasoning mass movements and witch-hunts
to which impassioned men have given themselves. They
remind us that Hitler was but echoing the words of D, H.
Lawrence when he commanded his followers: “Think with
your blood!” Against such barbaric upheavals, the cause of

v
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reason invokes the example of great humanitarian personali-
Hes: Socrates, Montaigne, Voltaire, Galileo, John Stuart Mill
. and all the many more who pled for the digmty of
intellect against the savagery and superstition of their day.
But if we think again, we see at once that the same line of
argument is open to those who opt for the life of feeling.
Can they not match every hotblooded brutality in human
history with an example of cold-blooded criminality just as
dire? If thirteenth-century Christendom had been dominated
by the impulsive compassion of the simple-minded St.
Francis, rather than by the frigid intellectuality of Innocent
I11, would there ever have been an Inquisition? By what man-
ner of men was St. Joan, an illiterate visionary, martyred if
not by heartless schemers whose intellectual capacitics can
scarcely be questioned? How many men of surpassing ration-
ality can equal the record that the Quakers, guided by moral

~ passion and the Inner Light, have compiled in resisting war,

slavery, and social injustice? .

When we turn to the case most frequently cited as evi-
dence of the dangers of unrestrained passion—that of the
Nazis—I think the same sort of argument can be used. Per-
haps the Nazis did assume the mantle of a vulgarized Roman-
ticism. But if we ask with what manner of men its cadres
were staffed, we get a rather different picture of the regime.
Without utterly dispassionate, utterly rational technicians and
administrative automatons like Adolf Eichmann, it is impos-
sible to imagine the Nazi state lasting a year. Those who
blame Nazism on the corrupting influence of the Romantic
movement surely mistake the propagandistic surface for the
underlying political reality. The New Order was haidly the
creature of moon-struck poets and Dionysian revelers. It was,
instead, as thorough a techumocracy as any that survives to-
day: a carefully wrought bureaucratic-military apparatus
based on relentless regimentation and precisely managed ter-
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roTism. Iﬁf the movement dealt in the hot passions of the _:
masses, its success lay in organizing those passions into 5
disciplined machinery of state with all the cunning that oyr

market researchers employ in manipulating the irrationalitieg

ﬂ:f tlu:: consuming public. Hitler may have postured like 5
Siegfried, but his henchmen were such children of the forest

as knew* how to make the trains run on time. Behind the
Wagnerizn facade, the Nazi death camp stands as a master-

piece of -snciz.l engineering in which the cry of the heart was
systematically drowned out by the demands of genocidal -

efficiency.?¢

And simply to bring the catalogue up to date: what are

we to identify as the basic deficiency of all the technical
€xperts who now administer the world-wide balance of
tefmr? Is it intellect onr scientists and strategists and oper-
ations analysts lack? These men who preside with an im-
personal eye over a system of mass murder capabie of greater
dt:%strupﬁﬂn than ali the lynch mobs and witch-hunters in
history: is it their capacity to reason that is fawed? Surely
FﬁWis Mumford goes to the heart of the matter when he
insists that the situation confronts us with something that
can only be called “mad rationality”; and he reminds us of
Captain Ahab’s chilling confession: “All My mMeans are sane:
my motives and cobject mad.”21

We are comrect in feeling that serious ethical discussion
must get beyond ad hoc evaluations of specific actions—
which is essentially the area of life we leave to the law. But

we are mustaken, I think, in believing that the dichotomy
. ZFor a2 moving example of how one simple, compassionate sou
held out to the point of martyrdom against I:h: practxl?:al accnmfgg-l
dation with which his intellectual superiors grected the Nazis, see
Gordon Zahn’s study of the Austrian peasant Franz Jigerstitter, In
Solitery Witness (New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1965).

“1 Lewis Mumford, The Transformations of Man (New Yurlz:
Collier Books, 1956), p. 122,
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I:ilétween rational and impulsive, deliberate and passionate

styles of action is a more meaningful level of discourse. In-
deed, I would contend that this dichotomy confronts us with
inherently non-moral considerations, Neither rationality nox
passionate impulse, as they characterize styles of behavior,

:}fi"g'uarantees anything about the ethical quality of action. In-
¥ stead, these styles comprise a vocabulary of conduct which
©"can be used to express many different things. To arbitrate be-
" tween them at this level, therefore, would be as pointless
‘a5 trying to decide whether prose or poetry is the proper
province of noble sentiments, Nor do I think we advance the
. discussion by trying to work out some fifty-fifty compromise
*" on the issue, on the assumption that there is some goiden
%" mean between reason and feeling that assures good conduct.
" We have too many examples of utterly rational and utterly

impassioned human decency to reject either as a style of ac-
tion. Neither our impulsive saints nor our humanitarian m-
tellectuals ¢can be denied their ethical beauty. |
We enter a searching discussion of moral action only when
we press beyond the surface style of conduct in which men
express their ethical sensibilities and seek the hidden source
from which their action flows. If, again, we think of conduct
as a vocabulary, then we can see that ocur use of that vocab-
ulary will depend wholly upon what we try to “say” through
what we do. Qur action gives voice to our total vision of life
—of the self and its proper place in the nature of things—
as we experience it most movingly. For many men this
vision may be pathetically namrow, bounded on all sides by
socially prescribed rules and sanctions; they may have only
the dimmest awareness of a good or evil which is not the
product of social inculcation and enforcement. In that case,
a2 man behaves as he does out of fear or ingrained subordina-
tion and with little personal authority. Perhaps the conduct
of most men is shaped in this way—and too often it is just such
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automatized dutifulness .that we take to be ratiopal and re-

sponsible. Yet, even so, there lurks behind our socially cer-
tited morality some primordial world view which dictateg
what reality is, and what, within that reality, is to be helgd
sacred,

For most of us, this world view may elude the grasp of
words; it may be something . we never directly attend to. It
may remain the purely subliminal sense of our condition
that spontaneously forms our perceptions and our motiva-
tions. Even before our world view guides us to discriminate
between good and evil, jt disposes us to discriminate be-

tween real and unreal, tme and false, meaningful and mean--

ingless. Before we act in the world, we must conceive of g
world; it must be there before us, a sensible pattern to which
.we adapt our conduct, If, like the Jainist holy man, we re-
gard all life as divine, then it will seem perfectly sensible
to inconvenience ourselves endlessly with avoiding every act
that might injure even the most minute insect. If, on the
other hand, we regard all non-human beings as lower and
less sentient forms of existence, we will regard the Jainist
as highly superstitious and his activities as monally meaning-
less. Indeed, we will not bother to think twice before slaugh-
tering whole herds of animals for pleasure or need. The im-

pulsiveness or deliberation with which men do these things

will be beside the point. As long as any man’s moral sensi-
bility squares’ with our wosld view, we are inclined to ac-
cept his conduct as quite sane and reasonabie, But all the
elegant rationalizing in the word will not convince us that
someone who rejects our vision of reality is anything but mad
or superstitiously imational—though, to be sure, we may be
willing to practice a pluralistic tolerance toward him within
certain prescribed legal Limits. |

We have no serviceable language in our culture to talk
about the level of the personality at which this underlying
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“fective consciousness. The world view we hold is nothing we
‘Team in the same conscious way in which we learn an intel-
3'1ectua1 subject matter. It is, rather, something we absorb from
“the spirit of the times or are converted into, or seduced into
‘by unaccountable experiences. It is, indeed, this guiding vi-
‘" gion that determines what we finally regard as sanity itself.
"~ We can, therefore, sce why two men like Bertrand Russell and
> Herman Kahn—neither of whom can be fairly accused of de-
- spising teasom, logic, or intellectual precision—can emerge as
: such implacable antagonists on so many great issues. Russell
<. himself, in grasping the primacy of vision over the superfi-
% cial style of thought, speech, and conduct, has said, “T would
rather be mad with the truth than sane with lies.” “Mad,”
to be sure, from the viewpoint of others; for what. brings a
man close to the truth will become his own standard of sanity.

When 1 say. that the counter cultire delves into the non-
intellective aspects of the personality, it is with respect to
its mterest at this level—at the level of vision—that I believe
its project is significant. Undeniably, this project often gets
obscured, especially among the more desperate young who
quickly conclude that the antidote to our society’s “mad ra-
tionality” lies in flinging oneself into an assortment of mad

w passions. Like too many of our severely self-disciplined solid
i citizens and “responsible” leaders, they allow their under-

standing to stop at the level of surface conduct, accepting
as final the dichotomy between “spontaneous” and “delib-

1% erate” styles of behavior. They also believe

7., . that the unsought and inspired belongs to special in-
o dividuals in peculiar emotional states; or again to people at
. parties under the influence of alcohol! or hasheesh: rather
.~ than being a quality of all experence. And comespondingly,
calculated behavior aims at goods that are not uniquely




AN INVASION OF CENTAURS 83

j-'.:'u-tzu, of the Buddha, of the Zen masters:, one cannot
:":irlj.f accuse such figures of lacking intellect, ﬂ?t, or hl.ll:f].‘?l‘l&
gltivation. Though their minds lay at the smce of a vision
" that is incompatible with our cunventifmal science, such men
re the prospective participants of neither a lynch mob nor
'l'g:[ﬁup—gmpe party. Fortunately, their jexample has not been
ost on our dissenting young; indeed, it has become one of
ﬂ]e strongest strains of the counter cu]ture..

* We will return to this line of thought in later chapte::rs.
It will be sufficient to say at this point that the ﬂ:pl::fratmn
of the non-intellective powers assumes its greatest Impor-
Eﬁnce, not when the project becomes a _‘r'}'eﬂ-fnr-all of pn'xﬂaifed
dynamism, but when it becomes a critique of the: sme*nuﬁc
_::-.,ﬁmrld view upon which the technocmacy builc_!s its citadel
‘and in the shadow of which too many of the brightest splen-
dors of our experence lie hidden.
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appropriated according to one’s fancy, but are in tum only
good for something else (so that pleasure itself js endured g5
4 means to health and efhiciency). “Being oneself” meang
acting imprudently, as if desire could not make sense; and
“acting sensibly” means holding back and being bored.22

But while a good deal of OUr contemporary youth culture :
takes off in the direction of strenuous frenzy and simulated
‘mindlessness, there also moves through the scene a very dif.
ferent and much more matuare conception of what it means to .53
investigate the non-intellective consciousness. This emerges :
primarily from the strong influence upon the young of Eastern
religion, with its heritage of gentle, tranquil, and thoroughly
avilized contemplativeness. Here we have a tradition that calls
radically into question the validity of the scientific world
view, the supremacy of cerebral cognition, the value of tech-
nological prowess; but does so in the most quiet and meas.
uted of tones, with humor, with tendemess, even with gz
deal of cunning argumentation. If there 1s anything off-putting
to the scientific mind about this tradition, it does not result
from any unwillingness on the part of the Eastern religions
to indulge in analysis and debate. It results, rather, from their
assertion of the intellectual value of paradox and from their
conviction that analysis and debate must finally vield to the
claims of ineffable experience. Oriental mysticism compre-
hends argumentation; but it also provides a generous place
for silence, ont of wise recognition of the fact that it i
with silence that men confront the great moments of life.
Unhappily, the Western intellect is inclined to treat silence el S
as if it were 2 mere zero: g loss for words indicating the
absence of meaning, | -

However sternly one may wish to reject the world view of

22 From Paul Goodman’s contribution to Frederick Perls, Ralph
Hefferline, and Paul Goodman, Gestqlt Therapy (New York: Delta, S
1965}1 p. 242- -




