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INTRODUCTION

Herbert Marcuse and the

Vicissitudes of Critical Theory

Douglas Kellner

lesbert Marcuse was inextricably connected through his historical situation,
his theoretical interests and undertakings, and the vicissitudes of personal
"The

Institute was founded at Frankfurt-am-Main in 1923 as the first Marxist-
oriented rescarch instiute in Germany. In 1930, Max Horkheimer was
appointed director and under his leadership the Instiute became renowned
forits interdisciplinary rescarch methodology and it project of developing
a critical theory of contemporary society. Horkheimer assembled

remarkable group of theorists including T. W. Adorno, Erich Fromm, Leo
Lowenthal, Franz Neumann, Marcuse, Frederick Pollock, and others who

the authoritarian personality, and the modes of social control that emerged
i the era of fascism, communism, and state capitalism.

Ko, o koown s e

1 Quihe s and ot of he
& Martin Jay.
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 and Company 1973 (o o, U o i
Hlmt Dubich Theory and Pofitics, Cambridge MIT Prs, 19853 Douils



Copyrghted Material

2 Introduction

In 1933, Marcuse j
partcipants during its exile period in the United States from 1934 into the
0. Marcuse deeply identified with the work of the Institute and his

theory of society. This volume collects some later key texts of Marcuse's
development o criticaltheory during the period of his greatest productivity
and influence in the 1960s and 1970s. To set the stage for the essays that
follow - many unknown and published here for the firsttime - 1 wil sketch
out Marcuse’s work with the Intitut for Social Rescarch, his separation
from the Instiute when Horkheimer and Adorno rcturned to Germany in
thelae 1940, his cwn disiciv beand of crical thsoy whic he
developed from the 19405 unil his death in 1

MARCUSE JOINS THE IN:
OF SOCIAL RESEAR

Herbert Marcuse was born July 19, 1898 in Berlin, Germany. The son of
Carl Marcuse,  prospesous Jewish merchant and Gertrud Krslawsky,
M

el
in which anti-Semitism was not overt in Germany. Marcuse studied in the
Momaen Gymasin n Beli roe o Wrld War L an served with he

h d

91
Wilkclm 1t y
i ol Bent government.?

eceived a doctorate in lierature in 1922 for a disertation on The Gernian
Artist-Novel. Afer a shore carcer as a baoksele i Berlin, he returned o
Freiburg and in 1928 began studying philosophy with Martin Heideger,
then one of the most significant thinkers in Germany

ine, Critical Theory, Marsism, and Modernity, Cambridge and Balimore
olt Fress and Johns Hopkins University Pres, 1989 and ol Wiggershaus,

H

e Kol et e and the o of
ari, ey and London: Uty of Calonia res and Maclan
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In his fiest published articles, writeen from 1928 ta 1933 while he was
working with Heidegger in Freiburg, Marcuse developed a synthesis of
I d

decades later would be carred out by various *existential” and *phenomer
ological”™ Marsises, such as Jean-Paul Sartre and Maurice Merleau-Ponty,
as well as others in Eastern Europe and the United States in the postwar
period. Marcuse contended that Marsist thought had deteriorated into
a igid orthodosy and needed concrete “phenomenological”experience of
contemporary social condiions to update and enliven the Marsian theory,
which 1, cultural, and psychological

of focus on cconomic and political conditions. He also believed that
Marxism neglected the problem of the individual and throughout his ife
was personal lbes b
transformation.
arcuse published the first major review in 1932 of Marx's recently
printed Econonic and Philosophical Manuscripts of 1544, anticipating the
ler tendency to revise interpretations of Marxism from the standpoint of
the works of the carly Marx." One of the firs o see the importance of the
philosophical dimension of the carly Marx on labor, human nature, and
alienation, Marcuse believed thar critcal philosophical perspectives were
necessary to give conerete substance to Marxism. At the same time that he
s wridng exays yhessing Marcism and ghenomenlog, Marcue
y 1932)
e b tended ot 2 bl dirtaion e would e
university employment.* The text stressed the importance of the categories
Hegel

that was taking place in Europe.

In 1932, as the Naris came to power, the situation in Freiburg became
precarious for Marcuse. As he remembers it: “Because of the political
situation | desperately wanted o joi the Inscitute. Acthe end of 1932 it was

pe
habilitieren konnen) under the Nazi regime.” Consequently, Marcuse

e, “Th Foundaions of Hisorial Mt i S

ot Do, s, Beston et 197

s Neareowrisels Onilogyand e Theoryof Historiciy, ansated by

Sl Benhabi, Cambride, M W Frs, 1957

Horhn M, “Theoryind Tl A Disusion.” o 38 (Wi,

1975-1979), . 126. For detaled documentation of the sory of M

eyt s i st g m,kmu e ron e gt
er-Eewin Jansen, “Marcuses erfhen - cine Odyssce,”

P Erwin Janen,cdvor,Befresuns denken - Em polesches Impest

OffenbachiMain: 2000 Verlg, 1990
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corresponded with the Institute for Social Rescarch in Frankfurs, asking
if he could work with them. They invited him for an interview, and as Le
Lowenthal recounts in a letcer published in this volume, the Institute
appointed him to.a position (sce p. 210). This was fortunate, for in 1933
Heidegger joined the Nazi parey and began making specches for them.*
Husserl had sent the Kurator of Frankfurt University, Kurt Riczlr,  ltter
of dthe accept
Marcuse's “Habilitation Dissertation” on Hegel, which was already
published s a book, o that he could be appointed a universiy professor.
In fact, however, Marcuse never acally worked with the Insttute in
Frankfurt, since they, anticipating fascist suppression, had set up a branch
offcein Geneva, o which Marcuse was assigned. Henceforth, despit laer

contributions to their projects.”

Marcuse’s move in 1932 from the provincial philosophy department
of Freiburg, dominated by Husserl and Heideager, to association with the
neo-Marxist Insitute for Social Research played a crucial role in his
development. Although Heideggerian influcnces are discernible in many of
his later works, Marcuse abandoned the projcct of producing a synthesis

“politcal turn” in support of Nazism, and the relentless opposition of the

aversion of H
was in the process of producing. The Director of the Inscirute, Max
Horkheimer, loathed Heidegger's oracular ontology, while his collcaguc
Theodor I\dnmu. o b e sheda crivicl ey of Kirkegaard,was

or the

et e, M vl et 1 s e e b
one of its most important members,

Marcuse’s previous studies of the Hegelian and Marxian dialect
prepared him for work onthe Institure’s projectof developing a dilectical
social theory. However, in his collaboration with the Institue, there are

hanol

6 S Marin Hidggr, Die Slsthanprunde desschn Uniestat, Feurs:
resa: Korn,
 spkg, e i pFnts Sl wa apsld s e wock f e
Social Researh upon thei rcurn
wer aive insh Johanh Goeth

an
Forarn 5 Germa.
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interpres Hegel and Marx as producers of an ontology of socicry and
history, but uses their method and ideas for developing a critcal theory of
socicty. Marcuse acceprs the Insitute’s position that the Marxian critique
of politcal economy is the centre and foundation for critcal social theory.
Acadigly. e e s s fom i ey s i
logical analysis of such themes as “histori the development of a
radical social theory rooted in the Marxian critique of poliical economy
and historical materialism oriented towards the crucial social problems
of the day. There s also a political change: Marcuse abandons concepts of
the “radical act™ and a “catastrophic totalrevolution” for the milder terms
“liberation” and “transformation.” Part of this toning down of his revo-
lutionary language was dictated by the decision made by the Institute
that whilk n exile they would adopt *Acsopian language” to disguise their
politics. Marcuse’s shift i his polical language, however, can also be

In view of the triumph of fascism, Stalnist cyranny and the concomitant
failure the West (0 emerge as a

i bovi 0 pesion e i of s ety oF
socialism and revolution.

‘Marcuse joined the Instiute not long, after Max Horkheimer took aver
itsdirectorship and they began shiftng their focus from empirical rescarch
and historical studies o development of an inerdisciplinary social heory.

Instiure’
as he was in :harx( of i rescarch projcs,fournal, ol theoretical
orientation, and overall direction. Moreover, he assumed the role of
phlosophical and insirutiona e fo the It durog e roubled
period when German fascism forced the emigration of its members
throughout Western Europe and to the United States. Horkheimer was
trained as a philosopher and had broad intellctual interests. He pursucd a
Hegelian-Marxian direction in the attempt to develop a “critical theory of
society.” Alfred Schmidt argues that *Horkheimer was one of the most
important founders of a “philosophically’ dirccted interpretation of Marx,
that was indeed quite different from the currently dominan tendencics”

International and Soviet Marxism, as well as current attempts to bind

8 Al S, Zu e dos hriscen Theorie, M Haner, 1974 0. 376
For an excelen slection of Ho st of e 1930 e Ao
ke, B Phlosopiy and Sovl 5

ted Early Wrtings

(Cambridge, Mase - MIT Pres, \hwz]m‘c\hk haib, Wallgang Bonss,

o il s, O Mo Horbemer New Fepecives Combrde
2 MIT Press, 1993)
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Marsism with neo-Kantian, positivist, humanist or_existentialise
philosophical currents. In Schmid's words: “for him a truly productive,
progressive appropriation of dialectical materialism was necessarily bound
up with 2 e acalyeofthe hioca o well  she v
and M; M:

»
eaementtha “Dislecic s quesionably he st word n phlosophy,
and he believed that one had to liberate the dialectic from the “myst
shell” it had assumed in Hegel."

During Horkheimer’s directorship, the Instiute developed “the critical
theory of sociery.” Their work combined theorctical construction and
social citcism with empirical and theoretical research. In addition to their
focus on social psychology and mass culture, the major difference in the

of philosophy in social theory. As Karl Korsch pointed out in Marxisn and
Phlosopy, e roling Marienonhodcriesended owards s
materialism and oriented theory and pr: ards polities and eco-
nomic, thus supprssing the pilsophica sumwncms in the Marxian
theory.1!

ppr 1 1o Marcuse, who,
work, had just finished a study of Hgel's ontology and had been working
philosop a

change.

Horkheimer and his colleagues published their studics in 2 remarkable
journal, Zeitschrift fir Sozialforschung. In a foreword to the first issue,
Horkheimer indicates that the Institute’s investigations would strive t0
develop a “theory of the contemporary socicty as a whole. ™" They intended
10 engage in historical investigations, to deal with current problems, to
develop a general and comprehensive theory of contemporary society,
0 inquir no the “fur devlopment ofthe hisoial proces” and 10

" In late He

unlua]

and
ey o ey (o the doseusion n ez i),

9 Schmid,op-cit p. 41
e Gém i nd Phils, N Yok ad London: Mol Reiow
12N Hor m.m..m “Vorewors” Zeischrif fir Socalforschus, V.1, No. 1
s
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The Frankfure Inseicute’s work was interrupted in 1933 by the rise
of fascism. They had anticipated the fascist takcover by depositing their
endowment in Holland and by establishing 2 branch office in Geneva. Jews
and radicals,
and sought institutional and existential moorings elsewhere. In the follow-
ing years, the Instiute suffered the uncertainties of exile, trying to set up
rescarch centers in Paris, London and New York. Marcuse went first
to Geneva in 1933, then to Paris, and finally arrived in New York in July.
1934, where he remained for some years in the Institute’s branch located at
Columbia University
One can hardly exaggerate the importance of the Insitute for Social
Rescarch in Marcuse’s development. Under its influence, he broke with
Heidegger and worked collectively with the members of the Instiute on its
projects. During Marcuse’s first years of collaboration, the Institute was
concerned with providing a theoretical explanation of the roots and causes.
of fascism. In this context, Marcuse wrote a series of essays in the 19305
which analyzed the cultural forces and tendenciesthat contrbuted 10 the
eriuml “the
fascist state was the fascist sociery, and that totalitarian violence and
totalitarian reason came from the structure of the existing society.”* They
ccepted the orthodox Marian theory that fascism was a product of
. The

past with its totalitarian abolition” (N, p. xi). They perceived the roots of

ly and repr

socialization processes which created authoritarian_personaliies who

conformed to and accepted socially imposed domination; (c) culcure and
figured,

d)a total X

rule o the entire economic, social, poltical, and cultural system.
reuse's 1934 essay “The Struggle Against Liberalism in the
Totalitarian View of the State” s the firt Institut critique of ascism and

analysis.™ As Marcuse later recalls, his essay was a response to “a speech

14 Herbers Marcuse, “Forewor

L Negations, Boston Beacon Pres, 1963
(hercatie N, p. i

Marcuse's

op.cit. For more
analyss of German fascism, s Technology, War and Fascism, op. it
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by Hitler the speech ussldor
and Horkheimer called the colleagues mgerhcr poined to a newspaper
article and asked what was so significan about this speech that we should
make it the abiect of a more or less independent study. We discussed it and
made the decision.”* Marcuse’s argument is that the toralitarian state
and s ideology respond 10.a new era of monopoly capitalism and provide
a defense of capitalism against crises engendered by its market system and
protection against opposition o the system (.c. the working-clas partis).
Fascism was not seen, in this interpretation, s 2 monstrous rupture with
the liberal past; rather, Marcuse demonstrates the continuities between
liberalism and fascism and shows how liberalism's unquesioned allegiance

order and with it the abolition of liberalism tself,

Marcuse and his colleagues also engaged in empirical and theoretical
scudies of authoritarianism and how and why individuals submitted to
toralitarian domination. The submission of the German people to fascism

tion of what factors were responsible for developing a personality which

y al, The

members of the Insticute for Social Research concluded that the bourgeois
y and its patriarchal structure played an important role in preparing

he individutfor he frghful submission to authority in fascst soci

Eamily,”

function of the family in reproducing the institutions, social practices and
ideology of bourgeois society. The Institute also investigated the psy-
chological factors involved in submission to societal domination and
producd studisof authoriy and the amil in difrent ounties, which
included a
countries. The m.\.h. were puhhma . Studien Uber Autoritit nd

Marcuse contributed as well  long study on “Freedom and Authority™
that traced the ideas of freedom and authority through the reformation,
Kant, Hegl, A

of authority. ! In the essay he is concerned to show the dichotomy in the
bourgeois concep of freedom which split the individual into two spheres:

16 Herbr M, “Theory and ol op. i, p. 128, For
Sk Reyral i e, 194, o

e of Sl e S e Aottt und S Rk ibeie

ix Alcan, two volumes

18 bt Mo, A Sty on Auri,” b i S n il

Philosopby, Boston: Bescon Pess 1973, pp. 4

i s e
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an inner realm of freedom (autonomy) and an external realm of submission
and bondage (authority). The inner freedom of Protestantism and Kant,
Hegels deification of the State, and the irrational and traditionalistic
doctrine of authority of the counterrevolution (Burke, de Maisre, F. ). Stahl)
all contribute, Marcuse argues, to preparing the way for the toralitarian
theory of authority. Marcuse’s critique of the ideas that promoted the
acceptance of the totalitarian theory and practice of authoriy is acute, and

ideas that

arc often overlooked or ignored i standard intellecual history.

TOWARDS A CRITICAL THEORY OF SOCIETY

The term as adopre
Rescarch in 1937 to describe their distnctive version of Hegelian Marxism.!*
Although the various members of the “inner circle,” especially Adorno and
Horkheimer, would significantly aler their 1930s conception of “critical
theory,” they nonetheless used the term 10 identify their work throughout
the next several decades. In the 1930s, critical theory refers to the shared,
interdisciplinary program, projects and orientation of the Insciute, which
advocates the primacy of an interdisciplinary social theory over individual
social sciences or philosophy. Critical theory refers to the .y.,mm of
» Instiure’s work o
Social crique with an orenation towards radial soial change n effec,
ritical theory is 2 code for the Insitute’s Marsism during its exile period,
khgh ks . s draclb. b siieon st o vl ey
developed by the Institute’s core members, and covers a variety of types of
theory from the 1930s and 19405 to the 1950s and 1960s, after the key
‘members of the inner circle splt from the Insctute and pursued their own
interests and projects.

In a series of essays published in the 19305, Marcuse and Horkheimer
define the program and philosophical presuppositions of the Insciute’s
eriical theory of society, while distinguishing their enterprise from other
social theories and philosophies. 2 Marcuse focuses on the relation between

19 As Helmat Dubil i i h iy 1930 et of Sl ey
erialisn” and " or “economic theory of
b )muml 15361937
el ind oot Frcory.” in Criical
pr- Herbert Marcuse,
55

“Philosophy and Citcal Theo
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philosophy and criical theory, and although he criticizes bourgeois
philosophy, he also defends its progressive clements: “reason, mind,
morality, knowledge and happiness are not only categories of bourgeois
philosophy, but concerns of humanity. As such they must be preserved, if
not derived anew” (N, p. 147). Marcuse's position is that philosophy can
play a progressive role in social theory by developing concepts that are
subversive of
i the strugle for a better sociery
In is 19305 essays, Mareuse s s concerned at once to presrve what he
elements in while ritciz-
ing e e e e e repression a
domination. Often the progressive and conscrvative clements cannot be
separated, and Marcuse’s essays move from analysis of ideological

0 depiction of their emancipatory moments. In general, he suggests that
the early revolutionary ideals of the rising bourgeoisic contain aspects of
a liberated society, and that their theories of freedom, rationalism, critcal
idealism, human rights, democracy, and materialist theorics of human

ideals and that herefore carlcr philosophics o, fo example, democracy
and freedom can be used o critcize ther present neglect, distortion
or suppression. In his view, many of the carler bourgeois ideals could be
used 1o criticize the current fascst suppression of liberal rights and
liberdies.

“This i, of course, an expresion of the Fr.
“immanent citique” which
from the standpoi

ankfurt School method of

e i sl sl ey

« of historically constructed ideals, principles, and
h freedom, democracy

b g
wadition which he clams contribute to the triumph of ascism. Hence, his
essays contain ideology-critiques of iberalism, existentialim, idealism,

prog
aspects. Marcuse thinks that bourgeois philosophies and ideals tend to
become ever more abstract, formal ideologics which the hourgeoisic uses.
0 legitimate and mystify social conditions. In fact, Marcuse believes that
there are conservative-conciliatory tendencies in bourgeois philosophy

of private property, possessive individualism, the unrestricted marker, and
he right 10 accumulate unlimited capival. But - and Marcuse’scssays are
he most ideological

full of
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concepts of cquality, freedom, happiness, and so on provide a “refuge”
which preserves certain rational and human ideals of an emancipated
humanicy. Th
interconnected, requiring careful analysis and critique.

In this conception - shared by Marcuse and the Institute “inner circle” -
thee e two raditons n bourgeis culure: 8 progresive heriage of

mystfying, I their view,

culture is more irrational and regressive than the earlier, more progressive

vl For instance, in his 1936 essay, “The Concept of Essence,” Marcuse
rites:

autonomy of raional subjeciviy i to esablish and Justify the ulimate
h depends. The

ool rch n whical hortia and prcel
essence of man and of things is contained in the
{oiidua e 55 copo. A the dose f his e,
ihe uncion primarily ofindin he il o of e indvidul
gregen, wcondiionlly vl oI s o loge he sponcancty of
o ancep b the recepiviey of b he e o he argan
doctrine of essence. Cognition culminates in recogition, where it remains.
fxated.

In cvaluating art and ideas — thei origins, nature, and social func-
tions ~ Marcuse always relates cultural forms to their concrete historical
situation. Morcover, in analyzing social and cultural forms, he relates his
subject matte to politial economy, arguing that the crucial problems of
the individual and society are *to be approached from the standpoint of
cconomics™ (N, p. 134). Since ritical theory “recogaizes the responsibiliry
of cconomic conditions for the totality of the established worlds” and
comprehends the “social framework in which realiy is organized” from

philosophy is a special,

superior disipline i ejcted, as i the notion that social drory o
Yet philosophy

i mot to be abandoned or denigrated, for criicaltheory is o operate with
a synthesis of philosophy and the sciences, utilizing philosophical con-
struction in conjunction with empirical rescarch. Although Marcuse and
his collcagues would accept the Marxian position that the economy is
th ol deeminicg fcu for el ol hey el forms of cco-
» mdisions

Tand

life,
system.
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Criical theory's claim *to explain the totality of human existence and
its world in terms of social being” (N, pp. 134-5) contains a theory and
program of social rescarch. Critical theory argues that specific phenomena

theory is to describe the structures and dyn

of recognition that social and human existence are constituted by “the
totality of the relations of production” (N, p. 82). As Marcuse argues
in “The Concepr of Essence,” since the economy is the “essence of the
how

y s
itis interconnected with and affects other forms of social lf.
‘Marcuse states,

in accord with the *conviction of its founders™ (N, p. 135). Following the
Insitute’s srategy of not calling attention to their Marxism, Marcuse does
not mention Marx once in *Philosophy and Critical Theory, although it is
clear that Mar is the founder of the critical theory referred to and that the
positions enunciated n the essay are the basic positions of Marsism. Marcuse

does, however, propose his own interpretation of Marxian matrialism:

only through a transformation of the material conditions of existence™ (N,
P 135). Consequenly, for Marcuse, “materialism” refers to a social practice
and concern with human needs and happiness and not to a philosaphical
thesis which claims that “matter” is the primary ontological reality
Marcuse elucidates the commitment of cris ¥ to human needs
‘and their satisfaction in his essay “On Hedonism,” the firse detailed state-
ment of his concern with needs, sensuality and happiness, which was to be

10 pleasure and sensuous gratification against those ascetic philosophies
and systems that would repress needs and passion as being dangerous or

immoral. But he also attacks those subjectivist hedonists who claim that
pleasureis a purcly
of higher and lower, true and false pleasures. Here Marcuse shows how

make e
happiness cither possible or impossible and define ts sphere and conten
For exampl, h shows how both fo the Greeks and der capiata the
labor

classe, one of which, the priileged class, has many more possibilitics for
gratification than the exploited working class, whose production makes
possible the gratification of the former (N, p. 183). Under capitalism,
happiness is a class phenomenon and is for the most part resricted to the
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sphere of consumpion (N, p. 173). Iis limited by the requirements of a
lboe s e ork o che o i o sod pl. The
ark ethic
e deetus plstore and produce bjecive condiions tha render
happiness wansitory or impossible.
Crucial to Marcuse’s conception is his connection of frecdom with
happiness: *Happines,a the fulfilment ofal potenialiis ofthe individ-

ual, presupposes freedom: at root, it i freedom” (N, p. 180). In Marcuse’s
iow, ot the fredom o ity e’ needs and 0 act el fulfilng
ways, the marrial

in p geared towear
the satisfaction of human nceds (and not profi) can individuals be truly
free and happy: “Here reappears the old hedonistic definition that seeks

e needs
and wans to b gaied houd besome he sgulatiog rincile f the
labour process™ (] 1

“The potentialtics for ki flle gaiiction of neds pnsive
reide in moden eehnologys whichcould seduce alienated abr through
automation and could produce the goods necessary (o satisfy one’s basic
needs (N, p. 184). Here,forthe firs time, Marcuse suggests tha technology
could produce an environment that could provide aesthetic pleasure and
sensual geatfiation. The fact that technoloy is not geared towards the
satisfaction of human needs is the fault of a social system geared to profit-
maximization, which i th source of untold unhappiness and sffeing. This
theme, adumbrated in his essay on hedonism, will increasingly concern
Marcuse and will be a major focus of his later work.

In Marcuse’s view, it s impossible for most people to be truly happy in
the present society, not only because of the obstacles to freedom and
happiness n the labor system, but because the system's dominant plasures
are false and restrictive of true happiness and freedom. From the 19305 until
i death, Marcuse s conviced tht reason can e berween e and
fal He for him, I i
o knowledse and aken out ofthe dimenson of mere i . |sn

it has bound itsel o th w,
al tribunal” which puts into question the

p. 135). Reason s the “cr

order and defining the highest human potentialiies. In the materialist
concept, reason is supposed to create a rational society that would liberate:
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the individual from irrational fetters and bonds which restrict freedom,
happiness and the development of individual potentialitis. Reason must
define true needs and the real interests of the individual and society, and
‘must attack the prevailing false needs and repressive interests that should
e abolished in the interests of the individual's happiness.
Happiness and unhappiness are thus in part social affairs that can be
influnced b soial pratce, The enforced prolongarion of the working
day, the maintenance of inhuman working conditions, class division and
xplfation, represive morly, and  criss-idden conomy:ll of these
nditions are objective fetters on freedom and happiness and can
sl v
and poliical of the
means of production by the community, the rcorientation of the productive
P vads he el and wans of e whole iy e horning of
he working o she activ participaion of the individal n the
imiiacaon of e el e

Marcuse’s conceprion, individual frecdom and happiness
can iy be secare o pro of adical socl st (%
PP 192-200). Marcuse makes clear his commitment hee, albeit in mutcd
language, to the Marxian concep of social revolution. But he does noc
subscribe 1o the restricted orthodo concept of socialism which cquates
socialzation with nationalization of the means of production regulatcd by
a central pla

Not that the labor process i regulated in accordance with a plan, but the.
interest determining the regulation becomes important: it is rarional only if

image of lierated mankind the idea of happiness that was to distinguish it
from all previous mankind. Withou frecdom and happiness in the social
elations of human beings, even the greatest incrcase in production and the.

the old injustice (N, pp- 144-5).

o Mareuse ere ks i concepe o socialsm withthe ot o

being repressed or existing
i bt s et beings
and their potentaltis links critcal theory with the great philosophics
which elucidate the conditions and characteristics of human frecdom,
happiness and individualicy. The critical theory is to define the highest
human potentalites and to riiize society in terms of whecher it furthers

d




Copynghied Material
Introduction 15
is a free and happy humanity in a rational society. What is at stake is the
liberation of human beings and the development of their potentialities

(N, pp. 145ff).
This project requires radical social change; consequently all of critical
s 2

oint of view,critcal theory is a once to comprehend the given socity,
e s conaictions and s an 10 consiutalrnares. s
ery.
They e sconsrcive contepe, which somprehend no any e 1 siven

(N, p. 145). The concepts of criical theory describe the tructure of the
given society and “already contain their own negation and tra

e Tikge o1 & sl rpiarion'withous sorsis yaoe. All maesalie
concepts contain an accusation and an imperative” (N, p. 86). The concepts.
are thus multidimensional in simultancously describing, criticizing and

theory for Marcuse is Marx's project, which at once describes the alienation,
exploitation, appropriation of surplus value, and capital accumulation in

the image of a society free from the oppressive features of capitalism.
s 10 speak “ag
» ” (N, p. 143 be
fact and value, or descriptive and normative statements, while providing.
a theory which is at once descriptive, critical and geared towards social

g the rationality or irrationality of a social order, the exist-
ing society is to be compared with its higher and bewer potentialiies. In
Marcuse's view, contradictions between “what is” and “what could be’

provide an impetus for sacial change. For example, Marcuse continually.

10 use technology in more i and human ways. Crtaltheory
145, 153) and has

projecons are sot 10 be 4 T sapdreams, bi an agiative progeam

of social reconstruction based on an analysis of tendencies in the present

increase human freedom and happiness. This project requires fantasy to
bridge “the abyss berween rational thought and present reality” (N, p. 154).
“This emphasis on the place of imagination in social theory is a constant
theme of Marcuse’s later works and purports o reinstate the importance of
imagination that was present in such philosophers as Aristorle and Kant,
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but which has fallen into neglector disepute in modern philosophy (N, p.
154-5). For Marcuse beieves that “Without fantasy, all philosophical
P of the present or the past and severed from
Tink between philosophy and the real history

of mankind” (N, p. 1

Further, critical theory is self-reflexive and critical of the practice
to which it connects itself. Marcuse writes: “Ciical theory is, last but
not least, eritical of itself and of the social forces that make up its own
basis. The philosophical element in the theory is a form of protest against
the new “Economism’, which would isolate the economic struggle and scp-
arate the economic from the political sphere” (N, ). Here Marcuse
is stating in a coded expression that critical theory should be critical of

movement as well. Within Marxism, critcal theory defends the political
sphere against a narrowly conceived economic reductionism, and urges
that policical decisions and relations be geared to social and human goals:
“the organization of the administration of social wealth in the interest of a
liberated humanity” (N, p. 157). C
and is not afraid o put ts own theory and Marxism into radical question:
“What ... if the development outlined by the theory does not occur? What
if the forces that were to bring about the prasormation s wppresed
and appear to be defeated?” (N, p. 142). Here Marcuse raises the haunting
posiily that i the sl foces in the Working <las movemen are
dees

prcclsd\ this pr(dlmnm:m that would aninate much of M:nuv: 3 lmr

ot work B i he 19305 e s tht e horyshoud

“eritcal
theory preserves obstinacy a5 a genuine quality of pilosophical thought™
N, p. 143).

I Marcuse’s conception,critcal theory s both to preserve philosophy's
crtcal and emancipationary dimension and to unfold a social practice that
will make possibl s reaizarion. Marx'ssrcss on the unity of theory and
practice is thus the guiding-concept of Marcuse’s criica theory. He would

as the texts collected in this volume artest.
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TEN YEARS ON MORNINGSIDE
HEIGHTS

‘Within the Instiute, Marcuse became one of its most productive members.
He was, in my view, a more original and sophisticated philosopher than
Horkheimer and had a more solid and detailed knowledse of Hegel and
Marx. Marcuse participated in the Institute’s collective projects, helped
formulate the concep of eritical theory, produced powerful critiques of

on topics in philosophy, sociology, history and psychology.? During the
mid-o late 19305

their conceprion of crtical theory at the time could be differentiated from
hatof. 2

Adorno's desire for the “liquidation of idealism,” and both shared a version
of Hegelian Marxism at odds with Adomo’s early (and laer!) works.+ Buc
with the entrance of Adomo inco the group's “inner circle” n the late 1930s,
Horkheimer tended to work ever more closely with Adorno, and in the
1940s their version of critial theory began to distance tslf from the 19305"
program.
“Ten Years on
A Report on the Insituce’s History 1934-1944," provides a succince
overview of Institute activities and posiions during the ten years of exile
during which Marcuse was most involved with their projects It lluminates
theory
the Insteute approach ~ and Marcuse’s own perspectives,

" hould
Same time have a philosophical orientation. It should be intended 35 o

is not separated from scence by a definte line of demarcation. Scit
cchsprrekialingtthld bt gt
i

in Europe since the Renaissance.

215 the ko in Kl Hrber M, .
imer-Marcuse's and
oo o el ey i o3 e s Bk Nors, The Grginof
Negative Diglctcs, New York: The Free Press.
23O s s o e oo o el s Bck Mors, o s
pp. 11116 on the difeences between Horkbeimer 3

Horkheimer," in On Max Horkbeimer, op. i, pp. 257

Copyiighted Material
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In s studics the Insttute has preserved something of this artitude. n s

Log
mral and artistic problems are discused in 3 critical spiie that aims o

The report stresses that: “Partcular attention has been given o the fare
of the individual in modern mass society, his atomization and frustra-
tion on the one hand, and the readiness of reason to surrender to methods
of mass domination on the othe
on Authoritarian Systems and Trends” notes how totaltarian systems
are anacking the situ
rescarch into authority and family, fascism, and totaltarian trends suggest
that *a definite consciousness of and a general belief in authority have
bern chascii of modem sl o the beginain.” Hencs, the
Tove of frecdom and reason in the Enlightenment is *“from the outset a
contadiction” t0the main tendsofbourgeois cvlzationd

which is “a particularly piiin xpresion of wndencies 104 deves
which can be observed all over the modern world." It s a ne sacial order,
“essentially different from all other forms of Western society.” It has
replaced the market economy with “a closely knit social structure based on
command and obedience in a leader—follower way.” In addition, National

courts of law, and culture. In this order, parental authority is replaced by
the state; authority has more objcctive political and social moorings; and
there is a marked decline of pillars of bourgeois society such as the
individual, the market, the family, religion, and traditional culture. The
result i social atomization, new forms of domination, and the disolution

‘bonds. Moreo
of gt he pparss o i ¢ will rom peudo-egalty o
outrght ertor, autonomous groups are smashed, individuals are deprived

of the means of organized resistance, reduced to monads and helplessly
 terror 2

“Te

n Vears” i
studies are grounded in economic studies of “those processes which in all

24 Insiue of Social Research, “Ten Years on Mormingside Heighs: A Report on the
s Hitory 3521514 1 Hctber res arcine)
Yo

. ' own analyses of German fascism,
ot Tkt W and ot oo
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highly developed countries have contributed toward a concentration of

has “facilitated and partly conditioned authoritarian tendencics in other

domains,” ransiocniog he ol o the markes and bringin shou he

“increased inrusion of elements of centralized control and planning into
" Ins “gover

nsteat
mentaly controled econcony,” and a planned economy.

ok r
and anti-Semitism, and makes clear the wide range of interdisciplinary
activities which Marcuse participated in. In his poswar activity, Marcuse.
persisted in identifying with the project of developing a critical theory
of society and throughout his life sought to integrate philosophy, political
economy, social theary, and radical politics. During World War Il when
Horkheimer and Adorno were engaged in the philosophical studies that
would become Dialectic of Enlightenment and were distancing themselves.
b 5

and politcal research and concrete political activiy in the struggle against
fascism. Morcover, Franz Neumann and Marcuse had begun developing a
“theory of social change” from the present era, filling a gap in the Instiute
of Social Rescarch's work™ —a project that Marcuse would carry out in
different contexts throughout his life.

Deeply influenced by the synthesis of philosophy and political eonomy
in the carly Marx, Marcuse enthusiastically devoted himself to the criical
theory project of combining philosophy, social theory, and political
cconomy, adding to classical Marxism's focus on economics and poliics,
the dimension of critical social theory and addressing phenomena not
theorized adequately by Marx, such s the sociological, cultural and
acsthetic, and psycholoical dimensions of human lie. The result was the
typically Marcusean synthesis that is on display in the studies collcted in
this volume.

Hence, Marcuse was not a traditional philosopher or social theorist, but

while
Pt

philosop! L

hilosoph hysics, for critical
social theory and presents an Aufhebung, or sublation, of philosophy into.
social theory while developing a philosophical social theory with practical
intent. The project involved a reconstruction and rethinking of Marxism to.

27 “Ten Years,” op.
SRR chlogs War an Fasion, op. i . 3-138
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il s lacuna and to make it more relevant to contemporary reality. This

A »
on critcal theory and the development of his distinctive version.

MARCUSE'S CRITICAL THEORY:
MARX, FREUD, AND BEYOND

Leters f '
plans o return to Germany to re-esablish the Insitute of Social Research
aftr several encouraging leters and invitations to retuen from Frankfurt
Univeric. Horkheimer, Adorno, and Horkheimer's close personal friend
Friedrich Pollock did indecd rezurn to Frankfurt in 1948, Horkheimer was
elected Dean and named Rector of Frankfurt University, and what became
Known as the Frankfurt School was re-esablished in Germany. Marcuse,
however, remained in the US, although he stayed in close contact with
the Institute and frequently indicated interest in rejoining his former
colleagues.

On Osober 15, 1951, Marcse ot o Horkbeimer whom e had
recently v
A5 L am venturing into an area that is very risky, both privately and
objectively, | have decided t0 write down evrything that occurs to me first,

Lhave no p from th d

you in Frankfurt,"* Marcuse mentions hee to Horkheimer the project
that became Eros and Civilization n it earlies sages and he kept him
informed ofis progress and showed him the manuscript at various stages.
I a Seprember 1, 1954 lectr to Adorno, Horkheimer says tha it s “quite
decent™ and “there are o many splendid things in the book that we should

in a series of publications sponsored by the Institute of Social Rescarch.
Shortly thereafter, Marcuse wrote to Horkheimer: “It would be wonderful
if the German edition could appear as an Institute text - i belongs to the
Instiute and its director.™

In a volume tited Sociologica, dedicated to Horkheimer on his sixtieth
birthday, Marcuse’s abridged translation of the final chapter of Eros and

29 Marcuse 10 Horkheimer, October
Schriften, Vol. 18, edied by Gun:

551 I Mt Horkbeimer, G
i Schmid Nocrr, Frankiurt: Fischr,

pp. 212
30 Marcuse 10 Horkheimer, December 11, 1954 (e n the Frankfurt Max
Horkheimer archive),
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Civilization appeared in the second place, immediately after Adomo’s

contibution,”" but Adorno - always jealous of Marcuse and protective of
b ugust 30,

1955:

In Dissent there is a long article by Herbert against the psychoanalytic

Je word,
Fam decisivément against one-sided solidarity, and in connection with his
book,

that we do absolutly nothing.

In effect, Adorno got his way, Eros and Civilization was not published
in the Institute book series, despite a seris of letters between Marcuse,
Horkheimer, Adorno, and Pollock over the issue.™ In a leter to Marcuse,
Adorno claimed that Marcuse’s interpretation of Freud was too

diate,” thatthis was a problem of English, that German lent itself better to
mediation (Vermitdung), and that therefore the book would be improved
in German
considered an appropriate form.**

Marcuse was probably insulted by this response and in any case did not
want t0 spend time on translating his own book to please Adomo; he w
working on the project that became Soviet Marsisns and allowed another
German publisher to translate Eros and Civilzation after the Institute
waffling, Many critcs and readers find Eros and Civilization to be Marcuse's

31 Sce Max Horkheimer and Theodor W. Adorno, Sociologica 1. Aufitze
sechggen Gersag geiines, Frankfr Eropasche Vergs Ansah,
32 R to Horkheimr, Augas 0, 1955 e i he M Horkheimerachive
Frankdort).
33 Winger, The oo School, . 966, erpes e sty of he
o

slenaion boveen thlntmd i e oS Resarch The ey o

R e he e from Adomn m Horkiemeragame Maruse thar 1 v in
and Fas e o Adomo to Hrkheiner,cred
Eros

18 Adorno sharpy ciiciing Marcuse to

e some paed eicans by Mo of Horkhemer and Morns's
ial atitades and behavor n the 1960

Folame, I 1 fai 10 32y that Adorno and Mareus had  highly complex relation-
i medited by thet asscition wih Horkheimee ad Adorn'sdes

patronage,
34 Koo't s, Jly 16,195 e i the ket M achives,
.
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bestwork and s

the outlines of a non-repressive socicty. Although Freud argued in
i

Freud's th

suggested that the unconscious contained evidence of an instincrual drive
toward happines and fedom, This mateil s ariculted, ar
daydreams, works of art, philosophy, and other cultural

sed on this reading of Freud and study of an emancipatory tradition of

philosophy and culture, Marcuse sketched the outlines of a non-repressive

labor, play, f
and open sexualiy, and production of a society and culture which would
further frecdom and happiness. His vision of liberation anticipated many
helped

‘major inellectual and politcal figure during that decade.
‘Marcuse contended that the then current organizarion of sociery gener-
ed " by essary
restictions on sexuality, and a social system organized around profit and
exloiation. I light of the diminution of scarcty and prospects for
d called
of a new sociery. His radical critque of existing socity and its values, his
ll for a non-repressive civilization, and his critique of neo-Freudian
revisionism clicied a dispute with his former colleague Erich Fromm,
who accused him of “nihilism” (toward existing values and society) and
irtesponsible hedonism. Marcuse had  critcized Fromm in Eros and
Civlization for excessive “conformity” and “idealism” and repeared these.
charges in the polemical debates over his work following the publication
of Eros and Givilization which heatedly discussed Marcusc’s use of Freud,
His cique of exising cvilzation, and is proposlsfor an atermative
eeptizationof ity and s

where young

ot e 1538 Rouidediono 70 o

35 For my own posive evaluation,see Kellner, Herbert Marcuse, Chapeer Six and
on (London and

o i
3 . e Pl Inlcions o el Rdili D
lLur:vI mﬂ, . 397 M o & ey B o
1 (Winter 19561 willdiscus the Fromm-M
s of Freud
fortheoming Rouledge Volume Fie of Marcusc's Collcted Papers, Piosophy,
Peychoanalysis, and Emancipation.
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members and students in the Institute met him for the first time and were.
highly impressed with an individual who seemed o embody the carlier

d o
“Progress in the Light of Psychoanalysis,”* which Habermas described:

M il of g e 8 i e
d

tochology - kv e posubie « word Wébenk porer mpm.u.. and

material deprivation ~ but the current organizarion of socery prevents this,
Ao Foead, Marcuss coads the posibily of & monseprosine
civlzation.”

Such a clear utopian alternative had not been articulated within the
Insticute and this impressed Habermas and some of his colleagues. In
addition, Marcuse continued to analyze the forms of advanced industrial

in 19584 The distinctive Marcuscan perspective of combining analyses
of domination with those of liberation, stresing boh the most oppressive
aspects of contemporary socicty as well s the most utopian possil

37 Comersaion wi

Jiren s e, Augo 1985 Habens 4

kb and e e e bt b o ol
ko The ot S, S48, Habmas

impresve he s, whos progresive poiical a

O reing comevation o Horkhee. b oo sppetit Ld\v:wun n
Frankfur, Octobe 1990, A Sepember 27, 1958 e rom Horkbes

A bi

o i, this bezain (Horheimer's
. In additon, Horkheimer complains
s 1o sns o enpical ey and may b 3 hardworking,
v, by B et i e e Horkpeiner
o R s ot otk st Sepfon vl 1 s
by i e Nowr,Frnkfure: Facher, 199, . 43740, Horkhmer

iniially blocked Habermas's promorion in the Institte of Social Resc
e el Adomo broug hin bk (e Wigershas, op- i)
3 Herer Mo, rogren s Theory ofthe lnsincs, Fie Lectures,
39 Jigen Hbegns,Trhuchebal s poliische Schickl,” Frakftr
ilemane Zar, I 4,155
40 For my cvaluation o Sovit Marsiom, s Kellner, Herbert Marcuse, S

o et oo t o 1545 Conm Unvnty e civion
Yorkl pp.vi-ui.
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Marcuse's vesion of il theoy i hus charscreied by boch raical
for

liberation. Moreover, while Horkheimer and Adorno were distancing T
selves from political practice, Marcuse continually sought the union of
theory and practice and to make critical theory an instrument of social
change. His political differences with Horkheimer and Adorno emerged
clearly in the 19605 in an exchange of letters, published in this collection
(see pp. 212 ff), over what Marcuse envisaged as the increasing tendencies
of Horkheimer and Adorno to engage in “cold-war ideology,” to promote
“The exchange

Is
of the most important critial theorists of the 1960

CRITICAL THEORY AND THE
FORTUNES OF HISTORY: FROM THE 19605
INTO THE 19705

1950 and early 1960: develop his
critical theory in a series of studics that formed the background and
subaance of One-Dimerional Man 196414 Whie Ers concin e
most detailed depiction of his vision of iberation, One-Dimensional Man
Yieds Marcuses most sysemarc presentarion of forces of domination.
I this book, he analyzed the development of new forms of social control
which were producing a “one-dimensional man” and “society without
opposition.” Ci

“false”

To N

ppi
and society, and advocated a “great refusal” of all modes of repression and
domination.

One-Dimensional Man theorized the decline of revolutionary porential
in capitalist societies and the development of new forms of social control.
Marcuse claimed that “advanced industrial society” created false nceds
which integrated individuals into the existing system of production and

41 ke N, One il Mr,Boson:Bscon P, 196k o
m o this text,see Horbert Marcuse, Chapte Fight and my niroduction
3 he scond Bescon s and Rotldse clionn 199 and 1999,
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» a
and contemporary modes of thought all reproduced the existing system
and attempted to eliminate negativicy, critique, and opposition. The result
was a “one-dimensional” universe of thought and behavior in which the
behavior was

withering away.
Nor only had capitalism integrated the working class, the source of
by

ppositon, but pe
of stabil suate d

social control. Thus Marcuse questioned two of the undamental postulates
of orthodox Marism: the revolutionary proleariat and the nevitabilicy of
capitalise ciss In contrast wih the emphasis on the working; class 2 the

the non-integrated forces of minorities, oursiders, and the radical intelli-
entsia, while atemping to nourish oppositional thought and behavior
through promoting crtical thinking and what he caled the “great refusal.”

For Marcuse, domination combined economics, politcs, technology,
social organization, and culture. Whereas for orthodox Marxists, domi.
narion is inscribed in capiralist relarions of production and the logic of

technological rationalit, and/or political insciutions that are the major
forces of societal domination. Marcuse, by contcast, synthesizes these

of domination and resistance throughout the social order. Moreover,
Marcuse insisted that contradictions of the system, theorized by classical
M d, albeit in altered

form. Marcuse constantly cited the unity of production 3nd destruction,
the ways that creation of wealth produced systematic poverty, war, and
vicnce. Hene for Maruse ther wasa “aiecive ambigiy” o xen
the sceming achievements of advanced industrial socicty which had the

Ith, ol fhering,
bur used the inseruments of production to enhance domination, violence,
and injustice.

Texts such as “The Problem of Social Change in the Technological
Socity” (1962) and *The Containment of Socal Change in Induscil
Soci

of what Marcuse calls “advanced industrial socity.” The focus n thetirls
of these works discloses Marcuse's abiding interes in social change

‘ndorna,
who were becoming increasinly uninerested in promring social change
or politcal practice and transformation.
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In addition o developing his general theoretical perspectives, Marcuse
persistently engaged in concrete sociopolitical analysis. His text “The
Individual in the Great Sociery” (1966), collected in this volume, provides
an astue critque of the deological pretensions of US President Lyndon
a “great sociery” the fate of

the individual n e contmporary k. Johtaon calledfor devlopment
“great society” at the same time that he accelerated US involvement in
V\cmam. Marcse inturn provided a pentraciogapprisal o Johmaon's
peogram,

organization of socit

While One-Dimensional Mans and most of Marcuse’s exts of the carly

0 mid-1960s provide often sobering and pessimistic critiques of the

tendencistoward dominarion and nreased soialcontrol, prodicin the
hange, h ed t0 seck agents

student and anti-war movement, the emerging counterculture, and Third
World liberation movements. In a “1966 Political Preface” to Eros and
Glnction and 1968 lecture “Beyond Ooe-Diemions] Mas. borh

and the importance of aesthetic and erotic components of social tion
In a sense, Marcuse anticipated the counterculture and many 19605
liberation movements in Eros and Cilization, and when forces appeared
chat embodied his values of eros, ove, play, and the acsthetic dimension,
Marcuse defended and promoted these forces.
viously unknown text found in the Marcuse archives that we have
titled *Cultural Revolution” (n.d., around 1970), and which is included
in this volume, provides Marcuse’s most decailed analysis of the impor-
tance of cultural revolution for radical social transformation. The origins,
i, and bty of “Coles Rvoluon* i semething of 3 mysry
The text is high fo publi
apparently abandoned it in favor of the project that became b 1972
bock Calsrvelton. axd Reoles Comtinsing, e sevlcionry
iberd “Cultural

Revolution” is in retrospect one. b Do ot b

42 Some of the ides in “Caltural Reoltion” are mare descloped in
et ey s of st ol nd some sl s e e, b .

Rl o e e erenes vl vl i e e
ven negative,than i the more oprimistic and afirmative tex publshed here.
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optimism and pessimism. It contains some of his most nuanced appraisals
of the New Lefs, Iture, and forces of H
the *objective ambivalence” of the forces of both the system and the
opposition which combine positive and negative features, and sketches out
“new sensibility™
in an oppositional subjectivity.
‘We are also including in this volume another important unpublished

fextfound in the Marcuse archivethat we ar calling “The Hisoricl Fae

of Bourgeois Democracy”. The manuscript clearly follows Counter.
revolution and Revolt chmnnlngl:a“y ‘and deepens its pessimism. Writter
just after Nixon's re-electi 72 and the decisive defeat of anti

nalyss of 2 specfc histricaljunetre and mos sstsined eriques of
the contradictions of bourgeois democracy. The manuscript is polished,
eady for publication and it is not clear why Marcuse did not publish this
texe Draving o Erich From's Escape From Freedom and a txt co-
authored by Research, Th

Personality, Marcuse points o0 what he considers oo

thoug
che ol amlysis of bourgeois democray s orthodos Marian n
places emerging

i celogy movement s prgressv free of chnge.

Marcuse's pessimism regarding the ascendancy of neo-fascist forces
scemed to be put in question with the Warergate affair and the assault on
Richard Nixon in both the political system and media which led to his
resignation. But n a leter o the New York Times, published on the op-cd
e 4 Warpt: When Lo and Moy Sind i e Wy o 27,
1973),
orherwise fai,raional o, and fonciont political system. In the text,
which we are including in this volume, Marcuse insists that the Watcrgate
affar is symptomatic of a corrupt social system as a whole. Written during
the period of growing revelations and media discussion of crimes in the

Mo it e become somevhat kel of i comep o the 1960

psed it he 19705 and b cam g e conep of "Coumeresouion”
Rl ey ot b oo o ot o cot s et

eeluion” s il e in Volame T of e Rowiede Collcted Papes of
Morcne, Fountions of he New Lef
43 A with ~Carursl Revoluion,” e are o elereces 0 he “HisoricalFre of
Bourgeois Democracy” in the Marcuse archive, o in letrs (o frends, ad o
o 4o fr has b abe 10 shed igh on he oriie g and ey of this
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Nixon Whit Hous n the afermath of the Watergare burglar, i shows
radical

critique that i characteristic of his ersion i theory.

A distince shifc takes place between the revolutionary optimism of
“Begond One-Dimensional Man” and A Essay o Liberation, the morc
balanced positions in *Cultural Revolution,” and the rather negarive
and pessimistic positions in Counterrevolution and Revolt and *Historical
Fate of Bourgeois Democracy.” Whereas in his writings from 1968 to the
early 19705, Marcuse focused on the forces of struggle and liberation,
i his writings from around 1972 to the mid-1970s, he returns to focus on
forces of domination and repression. Marcuse' citcal theory was closely

lytical

focus seemed to swing from optimism o pessimism depending on the
prospects for the New Lefc and radical opposition in the current historical
situation.
1970
critique and to scck new agents of social transformation - s we shallsee in
the next Routledge volume which treats Marcuse’s nteraction with the
New Left. A lecture, “A Revolution in Values (1973), included in this
volume, shows how Marcuse persevered in mmhmng philosophical with
in his project of social

Teissignifcant that Marcuse continues caling for culcral revoltion, in
this case a revolution of values, ino the 1970s. The argument presents
an orthodox

social change, as, for example, the Enlightenment preceded the French
revolution and the ninetcenth century ideas of socialism preceded the
Russian and other socialist revolutions.

developing a critical theory of society and radical politiesto his final work
gy,

of the cra, constantly updating his theoretical analysis and seeking new.
agents of social transformation. Hence, from the 19305 unil his death in
ber

theory of society and radical politcs for the contemporary era.

44 Sce Herbert Marcuse, The Aesthetic Dimensin, Boston: Beacon Prss, 1975,
A forthcoming volume of thi secs wil ngage. Marcuse's work in



Copynghted Material

Introduction 29

CONCLUDING REMARKS: MARCUSE IN
THE NEW MILLENNIUM

a | They
philosophy, scial theory, acsthetics, and radical politics that distinguish

in response to political and historical change. They disclose Marcuse at his
most radical, making clear his differences from Horkheimer and Adorno,
d showing,
conditions.
In conclusion, | would suggest that thes texts are of more than historical

critques of contemporary capitalist societies and defense of radical social
change, i rerospect, Marcuse ef behind a complex and many-sided body
of work comparable to the legacics of Emst Bloch, Georg Lukacs, T. W.
‘Adorno, and Walier Benjanin. His socal theory is characterzed by broad

Jical

and cultural features of the day. Such attempts t0 get at the Big Picture, to
devel contrad  strug-

the restructuring of capical and technological revolution are changing all
aspects of e

contain much material pertinent to concerns of the present era which could
provide the basis for a rebirth of interest in Marcuse’s thought as we enter
Insum, Marcus providscomprhensiv philosohical pespctives on
analyzing

por . and a vision of lixeration tha classcal

M P
theory. Indeed, Marcuse presents critical philosophical perspectives on

145 For exampls of the contemporary relevance of Marcuse, e the studis in John
Bukmam"nmu(hy\ ks o v, Fom e New Lo e Nt
Universty of Kansas Press,

Verlag and 2u kampen Verlag: and the recen: books publshed in Brai b Jorge
Cochlo Marcus. Una T Coadein s OEL 1909 e il
Vones, 1999)
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human beings and their relationship to nature and society, as well as
fitic. |
of liberation - of the full development of the individual in a non-repressive
society - distinguishes his work, along with sharp critique of existing
forms of domination and oppression, and he emerges in this narrative as 3
lib

and the concepion of social theory developed by the Instiute for Social

Research, Marcuse's work lacked the sustained empirical analysis in some.

versions of Marxist theory and the detailed conceptual analysis found in

many versions of political theory. Yet he constantly showed how science,
bl

body of ideological and historical analysis of many of the dominant forms
of society, culture, and thought during the turbulent era in which he lived

and struggled for a bercer world
“Thus, T believe that Marcuse overcomes the limitations of many current
varieties of philosophy and social theory and that his writings provide
a viable starting-point for theoretical and political concerns of the present
I I cultural

criticism, and radical politics constitute an enduring legacy. Whereas
mainstream academic divisions of labor isolate social theory from philo-
sophy and other disciplines, Marcuse provides a robust philosophical

and culture in the present age. This dialectical approach thus assigns
philosophy an important position within social theory, providing critical
theory with strong normative and philosophical perspecives.

In addition, Marcuse emerges as a sharp, even prescient, sociopolitcal
thearist. He was one of the firsc on the left who both developed a cogent
critique of Sovier Marxism and yet foresaw the liberalizing trends in
the Sovict Union.* After the uprisings in Poland and Hungary in 1956
were ruthlessly suppressed, many speculated that Khrushchev would
have to roll back his program of de-Stalinization and crack down further.

rcuse, however, differed, writing in 1958: “The Eastern Furopean
events were likely to slow down and perhaps even reverse de-Stalinization
in some fields; particularly in international strategy, @ considerable
*hardening’ has been apparent. However, if our analysis is correct, the

With respect o internal Soviex developments, this means at present
continuation of ‘collective leadership,” decline in the power of the secret

46 See Marcuse, Soviet Marxism, op. it
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I ref liberali

in culeural life. ™
In part s a response to the collapse of Communism and in part as
a result of new technological and economic conditions, the capitalist
has b

of global restructuring. Marcuse’s loyalty to Marxism always led him to

analyze new conditions within capitalst societies that had emerged since

Marx. Social theory today can thus build on this Marcusean tradition
I

of the transformations of capitalism, technology, and the emergence of
a new global world cconomic system. For Marcuse, social theory was
integally historical and must conceptualize the salient phenomena of the

o postulate a rupture in history, they fail to analyze the key constituents
of the changes going on, with Baudrillard even declaring the “end of political
conomy.™* Marcuse, by contrast, always attemped to analyze the chang-
ing conlgaraionsof cuptalan o to feae sl and cueuralchacges
to transformations in the cconomy.

M

ogy

beween technology, the cconomy, culture, and everyday lfe is especially
important. Marcuse also engaged new forms of culture and the ways
that culture provided both instruments of manipulation and liberation.
“The proliferation of new media technologies and cultural forms in recent
years also demands a Marcuscan perspective to caprure both their poren-
saliies for progrsive social change and the possbilies of mare

of o

(i e ichaclogn e bt e e oot
ond scknology, sty o cmancputy and deaing posatils
while theoriss like Baudrillrd are one-dimensional, ofen falling prey
0 technological determinism and views of socity and culure that fil to
sce positve and emancipatory potentials.

i M:
in the 19605 and 19705, a highly ambiguous and fluid siwation with

47355 e, vt Moo, i

38 e Scven Bt and Dougas kel . Crscal Inerrogaions,
o e York: el 3 oo o 19916 e
Postmodern Turm, London and New York: Rouledge and Gilfod Pres, 1998
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HERBERT MARCUSE (1898-1979) is an
internationally renowned philosopher, social activist
and theorist and member of the Frankfurt School. He
has been remembered as one of the most influential
social critical theorists inspiring the radical political
movements in the 1960s and 1970s. Author of
numerous books including One-Dimensional Man, Eros
and Civilization and Reason and Revolution, Marcuse

the University of California before his death in 1979.
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Philosophy of Education at UCLA. He is author of many
books on social theory, politics, history and culture,
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Modernity. His Critical Theory and Sociely: A Reader,
co-edited with Stephen Eric Bronner, is also published
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HERBERT MARCUSE
TOWARDS A CRITICAL THEORY OF SOCIETY

“The texts collected in this volume are of great
importance for understanding Marcuse and the
Frankfurt School. They make clear the unique
synthesis of philosophy, social theory, aesthetics, and
radical politics that distinguish Marcuse’s critical
theory and his constant updating and revision of his
theory in response to political and historical change.
They disclose Marcuse at his most radical, making
clear his differences from Horkheimer and Adorno, and
showing Marcuse to be a sharp analyst and critic of
contemporary social conditions.”

From the Introduction by Douglas Kellner

Praise for Volume One:

“[This] book is valuable ... for documenting what the
philosopher of revolution was thinking and writing
when he was an official of the United States
Government. ... Now, for the first time, we are able to
read Marcuse’s analyses of Nazi Germany, as well as his
views of communism and revolution in the period
immediately following the war.” THE NEW REPUBLIC

“Part 19405 period piece, part stimulus to ongoing
thought on the social impact of technology, this first in
aprojected six volumes of Marcuse's papers, many of
them previously unpublished, merits the attention of
critical theorists and general readers alike.”

KIRKUS REVIEWS

refreshing to read Herbert Marcuse on the
ion of the 100th anniversary of his birth and the
issuing of a series of previously unpublished writings
and letters by the progressive publisher Routledge ..."
TIKKUN



