GROUP DISCUS ION
Eirst conversstion

Americanicess.. there's nothing wrong with material abundance, as long
as everyone has it,

Girl: Have you ever seen such an ideal society?

American: I think they sre evolving one in China right now. I think
there are contradictions there now - you won't reach s static stage

of a perfect state, it's a continuous thing, I think there's different
contradictions that keep on popping up in different situations - some

things you think you've got rid of first, but then after a while you

find out that they crop up agsin. cuT
American: eeee well, if they want it, yes. cur
Americanise... why can't one person, working on a machine -

Englishmans.Because he gets bored with working on a machine - if you
touch a machine for all of youxr life, you're going to hate that machine,
because it's cold, it has no growth sbout it. But if you touch a plant,
you can love that plant, because it's going to grow and assist your
survival,

Girl: You csn't love a mnchine. cuT

conversation.

Englishmans Very basically, why wan is aiming at that, ‘s that he is
working in a fictory, in technology, and he can't finally get out of it,
because he till needs to do this in order to get ood Shat he can't
produce himsdlf, This is when James is tulking about the peasant
revolution, he is very close to the truth here, m‘ho says that
this is going to be the real revolution in the underdeveloped countries,
because of the wuy it has been done by Mao and the Long March by Castro

and his peasants, (more about peasant revolution)
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Hustache man

‘ustache man:,..terror on a very high scale, far beyond the bounds

set by lMao, I don't use terror -

Other: No, of course you are not using terror, I wasn't accusing you.
Mustache: NYy terrorism of consciousness - revolution of the psychedelic,
Other: What I really think is, that this Cougress tries, however
ineffeciently, to deal with the %7?? which is also very important

for the thinks you are trying to do., Put then, it is no use, just

at that moment, to use it for an cuperiment irrelevant to what is

being discussed. You are just using it for an occasion, X

have a group of people concentrating on something else, what apgressions

udé I unleash, It 15 a very intercsting experiment, it may be a useful

experiment, but it would be very much better if you used a differert
occasion, n;t one of the very very rare ocasions when peocle get
together which might be really effective -

Third: I think you're over‘ayi;g it, I don't like his interruptions
I think they are a bloody bore, but he has the right to interrupt
Other: Ve all have a right, : .

Third: And he's not disturbed anyone .... cuT

~ N



June: VWhat do I think about it? I think I came expecting greater
intellectunl clarity, you know, dealing with phencmennlogical psychiatry,
and phenowmenlogoy and socisl scienc:, but thies hasn't happened at all.
Intellectually, one's been very broken down and made aware of the pedantic
stence: of intellectusnls, and the superficiality of it. &o then you find
you're making not intellectusl responses but very emotional responses,
and you find you're becoming completely ¢ 4 ? to everything
that's said, and all these contradictory ideas. And you feel that

L.ing has got these pecple together bdecause of this, but there scems

no convergence., Also, they're all allowed to get up there and just

say their discrepancy, and also there's no bringing together, there's no
dialogue with the other people. And this leaves you carrying cn an
interral dialogue, because it's never made overt, and you just don't
know what's happoning, you're completely wallowing in confusion, I

Just felt ocut of my mind, I just didn't know what was happeningy I
wasn't relating to anything. And the: today's speaker did in fact

bring a convergence - Marcuse odviously had the advantage of speaking
last and of knowing whet came before - and had a synthesis and coavergence
of ideas, and then you realized you cculdn't pinpoint what it wes. You
listened, it was theraputic, he was referring to the discussiona,
bringing thes together, but you couldn't articulate it, you couldn't

say, well, what's he done to make everything clearer? You just couldn't,
ind now I'm piecing it together, and I'm not sure how much clearer it
mokes it. You see some of the ;113--:-. and then some of the holes

in what he was doing, and then there's no time to come back.
(Me: any lines?) Jsne: Throughout the conference? WNo. Ixcept
confusion. Massive confusion,

(Me: what about the theme of Revolution?) Jsne: No, because you have
your Goodmans, you have your Gerassis, you have jeople who take quite
different spectrums. ind Laing too, $ho, when heckling Gerassi, vith
Mooohn.ullntutco-dth‘w“ymm-“wdm
realization, to some sort of Mtuut.:-l ffont. But then on

Saturday night this didn't come out at all. And hasn't cowe cut, The
anti-psychiatry debate, you saw it was just an anti-nicine thing, within
paychiatry., is where they are exnlodine. as wrofessionals. true



professionals, in the (oodman sense, but this isn't revolutionary. and
nobody seems to have touched on th t., Stokely so hit you with the
ideafd of white 1liberals and in fact the way they do dance around like
this, but we haven't come to anything else. You know the premises of
the white liber.l, and you've been harrowingly aware of this, but you
don't ‘now then what else you do. They sort of throw up the Hippies
every now and sgain -~ snd there doesn't secm to be any solution,
Ginsberg Besutiful dance of death.

(Re: I think G. ia the dance of life.) Jane: Yes, but he's duncing to
that. A dance of life to death, because the Third World doean't join
ir his dance. He'll have to go. Or I suppose you could have Marcuse's
idea, thst tharough te.ching you break peo;le's conceptiona, you try to
moke them aware. liot make them aware, make them sensitised, But that's
too confonded in 7777 to be successful.

Cutside girl: .....If I had on the right kind of shoes, I'd do that too.
I'11 tell you, but I'1l babhle on. I thik that the Dialectics of
Libveration, as this thing wan called, had actually been taking place

on many levels. GCome of thece levels are invisible to some of the
people, and other of these levels are inviaible to others of the people,
but as a matter of fact, in the organized chaos, or dissolution of

the organization, of the Congreas itself, the dialectic has in fact
taken place. The people who came to henr Xtamk Stokely, some of them
have stayed to hear Marcuse, and have in the process been meeting each
other. Jo that out of the chmos -~ because the Congress deteriorsted -
the platfors has dissolved into the audienc:, and actuslly everybody's
been meating everybody els+, which is the whole point in the firet place.
(Me: 1ine?) Her: Yes. It sesms to me that everyone - although it
seexs that everyone is talking about Revolution, as a matter of fact
there's bean a great plea froo even the moast viclent elements for
brotherhood. And this is Evolution. I think that, beginning with
Stokely, even, what seems like violence, from kis part, he decreased

in violence, from the position of Malcols X and those whe ceme before
hin, into a postion of a people insisting upon the right to exist, as
thamselve:, in » social structure which actuslly taught them someone



elue's history, someone else's literature, someone else's philonophye.
vaich is what happend in the States between the white and black. Vell,
this tskes n kind of violence to overthrow it, if thepeople are to be
proud of thems«lves, and there's going to be race-ricting and things
like that, That's fine. You csn see thut this is less violent, for
exsmple, than what's going on in Vietmmm. And this I learned from
listening to the Vietnamcse talk, how absolutely this war is not their
war - the Americans were fighting a vhite wur, as Stokely would cell,
it, in their land, mot the kind of war they would fight at all. And
so that it's absclutely absurd. If Stokely's people can put the
viclence in the streets, then we ure getting rid of a grester violence
« the violation of a whole nation, by our techniques, our bombs, and
everything else, snd we're getting it back into American, where it
belongs, snd on the street, where a lot fawer people get killed than
get killed with bombs. This is a decresse in violence. Gtokely made
uis plea for violence really as a ples for brotherhood between a certain
vast group of people - the coloureds. So that I see this dialect,
which seems to burat alwost into violence, is actually a kind of
povesent, even in its most violent elements, ‘oward brotherhood.

And this again from Marcuse, and from everyone that I've heard speak,
but each person was speaking to a certain level or group of society -
you can't speak to mxsy everyone at once. Stokely was speaking %o
the young, to the hot-blooded, to the blacky Marcuse was speaking to
anyone who can understind a susoular philosophicsl mind. And who

cen wait for the revelution tht comes always a hundred yearas or so
aftervards, when that kind of mind's influence filters down and is
scvepted or rejected, by the social structure. 5o that everyone has
been in a sense talking about the same thirg, and the people who came

to listen ceee cur (u on t‘r)



Coloured chap.

CP: To be homest, I'm not in a position, to give an opinion on the
last 2 weeks, because theonly thing that brought =e here was to listen
to Stokely Carmichasel - and I've been attending some of the seminars
and some of the group discussion. But one thing I felt - despite all
of these curiocsities, and the things thet brought different pecple
here fros the continent of Surope, U.i., and other parts of the world,
the only thing I felt has beun accomplished so far, without people
realising it, people are beginning to ait down, and a certain asount
of understanding has been established. Whether in what Stokely
Cormichael stends for, or talking about any particular thinking that
.Micnwpﬂpdﬁtlmw—tmu-po’lohwm
together and tried to sort somethisg out.

(Me: relationship between the riots and the Congress?)



