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Concepts for Discussion
4) The Role of “memory” in modern society (pp. 59 & 60, 97 – 99)
5) “True” and “false” needs (pp. xiii – xiv, 4 – 5)
6) Eros vs. Sexuality (pp. 73 – 77)
10) The “critical function of art” (pp. 57 – 65)
12) The Great Refusal (pp. 70, conclusion)

The role of “memory” in modern society
	Memory romanticizes the aspects most progressive in decaying societies.  This romanticizing creates a conflict between the new evolving society, and what is considered its oppressive aspects, and the defiant images of a better age.  Past culture is alienated by present society by creating false images in the mind of society, invalidating many works of substance and “their subversive, their destructive content – their truth”[footnoteRef:2].  People find in their memory insights of past history that can give rise to subversive thoughts in opposition of the direction of present society.  Memory can dissociate the individual from the present conditions and mediate the conflict of present and past.  This mediation is seen as a negative influence on the future of the advancing society.  To this end the progressing rationality of advancing society tends to liquidate memory as “irrational leftovers of the past”[footnoteRef:3], and in doing so liquidates the disturbing rationality contained within it. [2:  Herbert Marcuse, One-Dimensional Man, Beacon Press; Boston, 1964, p. 61.]  [3:  Ibid., footnote 19, p. 99.] 

	Memory is that element of human thought that reaches into the past to derive the essential subversive and destructive tools needed for man to confront the unnecessary repression of present society.  Utilizing the romantic aspect of memory releases the past from its faults and brings forth ideas and conditions that do not work within the present framework, creating constructive conflict.  The role of memory in modern society is to challenge the standard model that is accepted as truth and to reveal the falsifications that it presents.  Understanding these falsifications is critical in analyzing the affect that the framework of present society has on the people.
	Marcuse is correct that memory is a powerful tool if individuals within society use it to refuse the enforced establishment and its unnecessary repression.  He is right to say that memory is romanticized, that it looses the problematic features of the past, remembering instead ideas and insights that can be helpful in the current social condition.  Memory changes the understanding of the past, releases history from its substance and art from its truth.  I think the quality of memory that is most dangerous, and why its role in society is so important, is that in its recalled form it does not fit in the established framework, it moves against the grain, and in doing so questions the advancing society.   This questioning may be fatal to the progressing technological society and its domination over the society that has created it and yet constructive to the future that follows the downfall.
	An example of the role of memory in society is the remembrance of the origin of the democratic political framework of America.  People remember that politics were not necessarily professional in the past, and that much like the military, it was a service to the country that a professional would commit to during his professional life.  Politicians were doctors and lawyers, inventors and bankers, real professionals that were elected to go serve the country for several years.  This is in contrast to the current political situation, where the position of politician has become a profession in itself.  No longer are men regularly drafted from their professional life into the service of state, but rather they train to become politicians from the outset.  This investment changes the outcome of the government so that politicians become vested in their positions so much so that they are unnecessarily swayed into representing their own agenda’s to keep themselves in office rather than continually representing the people on the matter.  While the past political history of our country had its problems, more and more often the current political situation is questioned in comparison to a group of men that served in a different era when different issues were important and to methods of leadership were in style, though alien to today’s situation.

“True” and “false” needs
	 Needs have always been preconditioned and are dependent upon “whether or not it can be seen as desirable and necessary for the prevailing societal institutions and interests.”[footnoteRef:4]  They are historical “and their claims for satisfaction are subject to overriding critical standards.”[footnoteRef:5]  True needs are those of nourishment, health, lodging, that are independent of the society and historical period.  “False” needs are those that are superimposed upon society but do not need to be maintained and protected if the overriding problem can be identified and fixed.  These needs may be satisfying to the individual in the context of the present society, but are not necessarily required for the functionality of the individual and the society.  “False” needs are not determined by the individual but rather by the society of which the individual has little substantial control over or influence in.  “The development and satisfaction of these needs is heteronomous.”[footnoteRef:6]  These needs are provided by a society that demands repression of the individual, a repression enforced by the will of the advancing society. [4:  Ibid., p. 4.]  [5:  Ibid., p. 4.]  [6:  Ibid., p. 5.] 

	Capitalism within the democratic society changes the needs of people from those that are basic, or “true”, to those of the consumer.  Since the 1950’s the need has developed, and in some ways diminished or absorbed in present society, to always compete in a world of material objects.  When status is equated to the acquisition of property in proportion to or in excess of other individuals in the society the basic needs are forgotten and new, “false” needs are acquired by the society.  I agree with Marcuse that society develops needs do to preconditioning by the advancing technological society, especially where the economic system is predominantly capitalistic.  It makes sense that the objective of capitalism causes the onset of preconditioning in this society.  If the individual is preconditioned to live in the capitalistic world then they are more likely than not to develop false needs that satisfy their living experience within that same framework.  
	A few examples of false needs are those imposed on the individuals that graduate from college.  An individual graduating from college is expected to obtain an economically satisfying job, to buy or rent a stable place of residence, to buy a car, and to get married and start a family within a few years.  The individual feels that he or she “needs” these things.  Further examination shows that these are not really needs and do not satisfy the individual’s actual needs, those true needs required for survival.  The graduating student has many different options and many people follow these non traditional roles.  The student may go travel the world, explore books, prepare to study another profession, live at home, find themselves in writing, or they may even leave the cities and move up to the mountains to live a more basic life.  Any of these are acceptable alternatives, yet society creates a pressure on the graduate to become a working and productive member of society and for that member to buy into the system of economics and politics, thereby supporting the very system that created the initial pressure.



Eros vs. Sexuality
	Eros is that of the entire organism in reference to eroticism, whereas sexuality is “specialized” and partial in its action in reference to the organism.[footnoteRef:7]  In the evolving society the localization of the erogenous, moving from Eros to sexuality, is similar to the change in the role of the environment where libidinous acts are enacted, from environments that interact with the individuals to those blocked off from them.   Socialization is complementary to the de-eroticization of the environment, lending itself to the integration of sexuality into the technological world.   This integration enlarges the range of socially permissible and desirable satisfaction and in so doing “generates submission and weakens the rationality of protest.”[footnoteRef:8]  In the advancing technological rationality Eros has no room, but instead libidinous tendencies must be managed.  Technical society sublimates the instinctual nature of the erotic into the accepted social condition, alleviating the conscious from its repression and developing the empowered form of sexuality.  In the new society sexuality dominates Eros, removing it as an attainable form of the erotic. [7:  Ibid., footnote 16, p. 73.]  [8:  Ibid., p. 75.] 

	Marcuse is not necessarily right or wrong in this impression of the change of Eros and sexuality with the evolving society.  He is correct in saying that sexuality has become dominant in the accepted social behaviors of society.  However, he forgets that Eros is built upon a much larger and stronger foundation; it creates a framework from which sexuality can grow.  Eros will not leave the lives of those intimately related.  Rather, Eros is discovered between people following acts of attraction and connection and is expanded in the lives of people as they grow closer and stronger in their relationship.  I think Marcuse forgets that Eros and sexuality are not exclusive and that they can separate and have more defined roles in the evolving society.
	An example of Eros vs. sexuality in present society is the game of attraction, of finding a significant other.  When a man or woman is single there is pressure for him or her to find a partner and create a stable relationship.  The courting game for some starts with introducing their sexuality into the work place or social environment.  By displaying one’s sexual attractiveness they become noticed and chances of finding someone dramatically increase.  This can be seen in the ways people dress and spend time preparing them for social interaction.  However, once a mate has been attracted the game slowly changes from sexuality to Eros, or one of love.  Love brings people together, strengthens a relationship, and Eros begins to take over as trust is built.  The goal changes from one of sexual satisfaction to mutual connection.  The connection involves the entirety of the partners and their emotional and physical selves as well as the environment in which they connect.

The “critical function of art”
	The “critical function of art” is to stand in contradiction to the status quo, to alienate itself from the technological rationality or, more accurately, the progressive society and abstract itself in order to analyze the more general concepts and forms that affect society.  It is in this analysis that the repressed society can withdraw to so that the framework of society and the conditions therein can be questioned.  Art questions the established order, negating society and its standards.  It is an antagonistic force that derives its truth in its estrangement from the technological society.
Art speaks only as long as its images “refuse and refute the established order.”[footnoteRef:9]  “The developing technological rationality undermines the very basis of the artistic alienation … to invalidate … the very substance of art.”[footnoteRef:10]  The difference between artistic and social reality is an essential quality of art, alienating it and its forms.  “Art contains the rationality of negation.”[footnoteRef:11]  This alienation grows smaller with the progression of the advancing society; art is absorbed and consumed by the society that it sets apart from.  When enveloped by the technological society art and its forms “are deprived of their antagonistic force, of the estrangement which was the very dimension of their truth.”[footnoteRef:12] [9:  Ibid., p. 62.]  [10:  Ibid., p. 62.]  [11:  Ibid., p. 63.]  [12:  Ibid., p. 64.] 

The critical function of art is to create an available escape for one to abstract from society so that the general themes of the current condition can be analyzed.  Marcuse has hit upon a very interesting and important idea that art is an important part of the society for the use of critical analysis.  Without art the individual would have a more difficult time trying to abstract from the society surrounding him.  Society requires that art be able to stay apart and different from the society, that it not be tainted by the social, political, and economic forces of the present day.  As long as art can remain apart from these forces it has the power to inform the society of what it cannot see, to present the things that cannot be named within its framework.
An example of art that takes meaning and helps the individual abstract from society is that of independent musicians.  Independent musicians are under no pressure to conform or to submit to the repression of the progressing society.  Instead, they put their thoughts and protests to music, a form that is easily accessible to the public and as distributable.  Music is a powerful tool, it can abstract the individual from the present situation and give them ideas and concepts to interpret and use on their own.  They can be politically active and can reach a wide audience who has the ability to focus on the issue presented by the artists.  In this mode the critical function of art can continue.

The Great Refusal
	The Great Refusal is the fight against the established order and its repressive and dominant tendencies.  The progressing society presents a “plea for agreement and conciliation”[footnoteRef:13] which individuals should no longer stand for.  The refusal, then, represents a force of opposition denying the heteronomous conditions of social life that society presents to those that live within its framework.  It is against the unnecessary repression imposed by the state that has become society and between which the distinction is thin.  The Great Refusal works to return the power of art to itself, to name the unnamed, and present the things that society cannot see to the individual.  The individual’s responsibility in the refusal is to verify that a break has occurred between the people and the society, and to refuse those things that perpetuate the break and continue the downward cycle of repression. [13:  Ibid., footnote 3, p. 256.] 

	The concept of the Great Refusal is a good one.  It calls the people to rally against the unnecessary repression imposed upon them by an outright refusal of the operations that perpetuate it.  In practice it can be effective, however, it is difficult to fight against the large frameworks of society, politics, and the economy that have been established and are constantly evolving.  Marcuse is wrong to believe that the Great Refusal has enough power to sustain itself, to grow among the populous, and to maintain its concepts in the future to ensure that repressive elements of the old society do not occur again.  I think that realistically the Great Refusal can have an immediate affect on society before it looses steam and dies out.  Not to say that its concepts are invalid, but the ideal world in which the refusal is taken up by the people and utilized is truly an impractical one.
	The framework of America has an interesting quality that has leverage on the Great Refusal.  The society is constantly absorbing new and different viewpoints in the drive to become diversified.  When new thoughts and ideas are brought up against the establishment they are simply absorbed and their momentum is crushed against the large framework of the society.  The structure of America is not a rationally planned out system, rather it is constantly changing and absorbing by necessity.  This necessity comes out of the cultural fact that the nation cannot survive with the ideological diversity it has without including it into its structure.  The outcome is that an idea, such as the refusal of one-dimensional society, becomes an accepted expression and it is only utilized where it benefits the society and not used where it conflicts with other ideas.  This is why the Great Refusal does not work in this society and a different approach must be taken to reach the same ends.
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