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Chapter 1: Introduction

Christopher Lasch and Eugene D. Genovese are two of the more well-known
American historians that came of age following the second World War. Best remembered for
cultural criticism and the study of the American South respectively, fewer knew that the two
had a friendly yet rocky relationship that, at one point, culminated in an unpublished

manuscript being written by the pair that has remained so and received surprisingly little
scholarly attention. Entitled “Beyond the New Left,” the project was written over the course

of May, June and July 1969 and sees the pair, in the wake of a split with other intellectuals

surrounding the journal Studies on the Left, seeking a liberal-socialist alliance outside the
confines of the American Democratic Party.2 “Beyond” is a mix of social criticism, history

and manifesto, one that is seeking a ‘third way’ between a “discredited social democratic

: o - 3
reformism and a quixotic Leninism.”

What led Christopher Lasch and Eugene D. Genovese to collaborate and for
what purpose did they collaborate? Why did the manuscript not make it to publication?
What does the manuscript tell us about Lasch, Genovese, the New Left and both writers’
political trajectories? By answering these questions, | aim to show that the manuscript
presents a crucial window to an understudied yet important period of both authors’ lives,
one that laid the foundation for their later work along with their turn to conservatism,

signs of which appear throughout. I also contend that the contents of “Beyond” are

1 For other mentions of “Beyond the New Left,” see Tim Barker, “Wars of Position: Studies on the Left and
the New American Marxism, 1959-1976,” (Undergraduate Thesis, Columbia University, 2013), 61-63 and
Jeffery R. Ludwig, “Christopher Lasch: A Life, Volume One: History as Social Criticism,” (PhD diss.
University of Rochester, 2015), 495-501.

For the dates of writing “Beyond the New Left,” see Christopher Lasch to Harold Strauss, September

13th 1969, Christopher Lasch Papers (hereafter referred to as CLP), D.250, Rare Books, Special
Collections, and Preservation, River Campus Libraries, University of Rochester, Box 13, Folder 24.

3 The manuscript for “Beyond the New Left” can be found in CLP, Box 13, Folder 30. Quote is from
Christopher Lasch and Eugene Genovese, “Beyond the New Left”, 6.
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helpful in understanding some of the central questions regarding the New Left and its
history in the United States. More than an interesting detour or a fun tidbit, my central
argument is that “Beyond the New Left” is essential reading for those interested in the
political trajectory of Christopher Lasch and Eugene Genovese, as well as those seeking

a more nuanced understanding of the American center-left in the wake of 1968, the year

of student revolution.*

This thesis consists of six sections, the first following the introduction is a
biography of Lasch and Genovese up to the writing of “Beyond,” I situate Lasch and
Genovese within the larger New Left movement along with their relevance to and in the
resulting historiography, arguing that “Beyond” helps illustrate the continuity between
the seemingly distinct, but actually quite similar, ‘Old Left’ and ‘New Left.” I then
discuss the contents of “Beyond,” relating the writing to both author’s oeuvre while
analyzing the work on its own merits and within the context it was written. | then trace
the conflict between Lasch and Genovese that led to the shelving of the project, along
with a basic outline of the rest of their relationship. | end by looking at the final letters
sent between the pair before Lasch’s untimely passing on Valentine’s Day 1994. To
conclude, I emphasize the importance of “Beyond the New Left” within the two’s
intellectual journeys and point towards further avenues of study for those interested in

conducting their own research on Lasch and Genovese.

4 For a global perspective on the 1968 Student Protests, see Jeremi Suri, Power and Protest: Global
Revolution and the Rise of Detente (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2003). One of the more
memorable student protests in the United States were the protests at Columbia University. See Jerry L.
Avon, Up Against the lvy Wal: A History of the Columbia Crisis (New York: Atheneum Press, 1969).



Lasch and Genovese have, understandably, been written about largely separately.
That said, there are two previous studies that consider the two as a pair, the more recent

one being Gabriel Raeburn’s 2022 article about the ‘rise and fall” of Genovese’s long-in-
the-works but short lasting (1978-1980) Marxist Perspective magazine.5 Additionally,

Tim Barker’s undergraduate thesis on ‘New American Marxism’ situates Lasch and
Genovese, among other historians associated with the journal Studies on the Left as they
attempt to draft a manifesto for a new socialist political party.6 The group eventually
kicked out Genovese and Lasch, “Beyond” is a product of the aftermath of this break up
and Barker spends a handful of pages discussing the manuscript and its context.” 1 aim
to offer a deeper, more nuanced understanding of the manuscript along with placing the
writing within the two’s larger bibliographies.

Due to the nature of the manuscript which I will discuss further, and due to the
nature of available material, my biographical analysis is largely, but not entirely, confined to
Lasch. In a sense, the two methods of record keeping the pair practiced are illustrations of
their two differing personalities. Christopher Lasch, while known for his biting criticism,

was contemplative, and kind to even his critics, always attempting to keep his criticism
within academic bounds.® He made carbon copies of the letters he sent in addition to

keeping the ones he received, alphabetizing and indexing them by subject. On the other

hand, Genovese had a notorious temper, which he described as a result of

® Gabriel Raeburn, “The Rise and Fall of Marxist Perspectives: Eugene Genovese and the Fight for
Hegemony in Radical American Historiography,” Modern Intellectual History 19, no. 2 (June 2022): 575-

599.
6 Barker’s thesis can be found at
f71ttps://drive.googIe.com/file/d/lkOrViD8sDupiklhmBSg9kCRtCJgd5FtK/view?usp:sharing.
See citation one.
8 Dale Vree described Lasch as “gentle to his enemies” in the latter’s obituary. See Dale Vree, “Christopher

Lasch: A Memoir,” New Oxford Review, April 1994,
https://www.newoxfordreview.org/documents/christopher-lasch-a-memaoir/.
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being Sicilian-American.® He burned bridges often, we shall see some examples later.1°
He likely threw much of his correspondence from this period in the trash, writing that he
“never expected a serious historian to waste time on my biography” while also noting he
“did not want anyone to delve into [his] private life.”!! While Genovese is regretful
since he wrote and received letters from interesting people from all over the world, nothing
can bring those letters back.
This has not prevented scholars from writing about Genovese, as a solid number

of article length works have appeared on Genovese’s contribution to the understanding of
the American South, the development of Genovese’s thought throughout his

bibliography, along with a dissertation length thesis that focuses on Genovese and his
wife, Elizabeth Fox-Genovese, among other works.? Although, many of these articles

tend to have slightly rose-colored glasses, largely being written by friends and/or
admirers of Genovese in the period following his passing in 2012. | aim to show that the
political turn that made Genovese an academic pariah had been long in the making while
illustrating that he remained the same man throughout. | hope to contribute a greater
understanding of Genovese as a historian but also as a person, showing his relationship

to the ideologies that guided him throughout his life.

I Eugene Genovese, Miss Betsey: A Memoir of Marriage (Wilmington: ISI Books, 2009), 16.

105ee pages 45-48.

1 Genovese, Miss Betsey, 61.

2 For the historiographical significance of Genovese’s early work, see Peter A. Coclanis, “White Heat:

Eugene D. Genovese and the Challenge of and to Southern History, 1965-1969,” The Georgia Historical
Quarterly 98, no. 4 (2014): 350-359. For a historiography essay on Genovese’s bibliography, see William
J. Harris, “Eugene Genovese’s Old South: A Review Essay,” The Journal of Southern History 80, no. 2
(May 2014): 327-372. For the dissertation focused on the Genovese’s as a couple, see Emily Chandler,
“Eugene Genovese and Elizabeth Fox-Genovese: Partner in Life and History,” PhD diss. (Clemson
University, 2013).



Christopher Lasch and his work have been the subject of interest in a variety of
fields, from political theory to history to psychology. Lasch, in his 1979 bestselling
book, The Culture of Narcissism: American Life in An Age of Diminishing Expectations,

that post-World War 2 American society and culture encourages narcissism and related
behavior, drew on psychological theory. Ba biography of Lasch in this period is not
new, Eric Miller wrote a full-length biography and Jeffery R. Ludwig wrote a massive
thesis focused exclusively on the first half of Lasch’s life.** While Ludwig certainly

contextualizes Lasch in the late sixties, he does so extensively, however, he spends little
time discussing what is in the manuscript and its relevance to the pair’s similar but
distinct political trajectories. Miller, on the other hand, acknowledges the existence of
the manuscript but has little to say about it. If, as student and friends of Lasch, Casey
Nelson Blake, writes in a review of Miller’s biography, that his account of Lasch prior to

his more-conservative turn in 1980 “often reads as simply prologue” then “Beyond the

h.15

New Left” is a, if not the, victim of that approac Before that can be remedied, it must

be established who Lasch and Genovese were in 1969.

13 nterest in Lasch in the discipline of psychology does not seem to go beyond the ‘Review’ section of
journals. See Marc F. Bertonasco, review of The Minimal Self: Psychic Survival in Troubled Times, by
Christopher Lasch, The Journal of Mind and Behavior 7 no. 1 (Winter 1986): 119-123. For more on
Lasch’s theory of narcissism and its greater context, see Elizabeth Lunbeck, The Americanization

of Narcissism (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2014), 12-18.

14 5ee Ludwig, “Christopher Lasch: A Life” and Eric Miller, Hope in a Scattering Time: A Life of
Christopher Lasch, (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans Publishing Company), 2010.

15 Casey Nelson Blake, “Historian, Critic, Prophet: Chirsopther Lasch and the American Predicament,”
review of Hope in a Scattering Time: A Life of Christopher Lasch, by Eric Miller, Commonweal Magazine,
October 18, 2010, https://www.commonwealmagazine.org/historian-critic-prophet.
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Chapter 2: Eugene D. Genovese, a Historian “unlike his distinguished colleagues”

The central theme of a full intellectual biography of Eugene Genovese may be
that of conversion. Genovese was affiliated with a plethora of political parties,
movements, organizations and debates, along with the disputes that came with these
commitments. Throughout them all, Genovese thought he was correct, until he would
eventually be converted to see things a different way. This happens to us all, but it
happened to Genovese in a somewhat dramatic fashion, a process he would be in
throughout his life.

Before then, Eugene Dominick Genovese was born in Brooklyn, New York on May

19, 1930 to Sicilian-American Catholics.16 Genovese’s father, Dominick, was a dockworker

while his mother, Lena, was a homemaker.'” The seasonal nature of his father’s profession

left his family wanting in the winter in particular — as a child, Genovese, according to his

recollections, saw his parents “stint themselves of food” so he and his brother could have a
full meal.'® As we shall see, this is the kind of upbringing Lasch knew nothing about. Seeing

poverty firsthand, Genovese would leave the Catholic Church and join the Communist Party

of the United States of America (CPUSA) at age

15. Genovese did not want to go to college, he wanted to organize for the party full-time,

but his father insisted he get a degree and the party thought it would be good for him

t00.® Genovese attended Brooklyn College because the tuition was free and he could go

;S%ouglas Martin, “Eugene D. Genovese, 82, Historian of South, Dies,” New York Times, September 30,

17James Surowiecki, ”Genovese’s March: The Radical Reconstruction of a Southern Historian,” Lingua Franca: The Review of

Academic Life 7, no. 1 (December/January 1997): 38.

18Eu ene Genovese, “From Marxism to Christianity,” January 20, 1998, Calvin College. Video,
1:00:35. https://www.c-span.org/video/?99284-1/marxism-christianity.

Surowiecki, “Genovese’s March,” 36.
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while living at home.?? Genovese’s affiliation with the CPUSA would not last, despite
being the “leading intellectual Stalinist” on campus, at least according to another student
from Brooklyn College, a hotbed for leftist political movements at the time.! He would
be expelled from the party in 1950, somewhere between his sophomore and junior year,
this was the result of, according to Genovese, “zigging when I should have zagged.”22

Genovese would go on to graduate with a B.A from Brooklyn College.
It is unclear precisely why Genovese joined the army following his graduation,

though one must first suspect the reasoning was financial, as he had already decided he
had wanted to be a historian by his senior year.23 While in the army, Genovese spent his
free time learning Italian from reading the works of Antonio Gramsci, his father
“refused” to teach Genovese and his brother, Bob, Italian.>* He would be purged from

the army following the mid 1954 Army-McCarthy hearings and in the next year, he

would enroll in the PhD program at Columbia University, thanks to the Gl Bill, at the

age of 25,25

His sponsoring professor was originally Dumas Malone, a historian best
remembered for his six volume biography of Thomas Jefferson, the fifth volume being

awarded the 1975 Pulitzer Prize for History.26 Richard B. Morris would take the reins

20 Genovese reminiscences on his experiences in the classroom of economic historian Hans Rosenburg

during his time at Brooklyn College in Eugene Genovese, “A Communist Student’s Recollections of the
Classroom as War Zone,” Central European History 24, no. 1 (1991): 51-57. See page 51 for Genovese’s
note about tuition.

21Surowiecki, “Genovese’s March,” 39.

22 Surowiecki, “Genovese’s March,” 39.

23 Surowiecki, “Genovese’s March,” 39.

24 Surowiecki, “Genovese’s March,” 38. Genovese also mentions this fact in a separate interview. See Eugene
Genovese, “Eugene D. Genovese and History: An Interview,” by Robert Louis Paquette and Louis

A. Ferleger in Slavery, Secession, and Southern History, ed. Robert Louis Paquette and Louis A. Ferleger,
(Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, 200), 199.

25 Surowiecki,” Genovese’s March,” 39. Genovese was originally dishonorably discharged, then
upgraded to honorably discharged.

28 For Malone’s Bancroft Prize winning monograph, see Dumas Malone, Jefferson the President: Second
Term, 1805-1809, vol. 4, (Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1974).



from Dumas after he retired, Morris was primarily interested in the American

Revolution, winning the 1966 Bancroft Prize for his book on early American Diplomacy,
The Peacemakers: The Great Powers and American Independence.27 Genovese also

worked with Frank Tannenbaum, who conducted comparative studies on slavery in Latin
America. Best remembered today for his contribution to criminology, Tannenbaum also

had experience as a radical organizer — he spent the early 1910s as a union organizer for
the Industrial Workers of the World.?8 Later on, Genovese told interviewers that

Tannenbaum “taught me more than any professor,” being an “incalculable influence” on

his own work.29

Genovese makes the most space in the preface to Political Economy, where he
(briefly) discusses his time at Columbia, for David Herbert Donald, a prolific historian of

the South, who won a Pulitzer Prize for best biography in 1961 and another in 1988.%0

Genovese notes that none of the men “hardly share [his] philosophical standpoint.

Yet...they always tried to help me find my own road instead of trying to drag me to
theirs.”>L The fruit of Genovese’s work was published in 1965 and will be discussed

shortly.

Although Genovese and Lasch were both PhD students at Columbia around the

same time, they did not know each other.32 Genovese spent his time, among other things,

2T see Richard B. Morris, The Peacemakers: The Great Powers and American Independence

(Boston: Northwestern University Press, 1965).

28 Eor more on Tannenbaum, see Matthew G. Yeagar, “Frank Tannenbaum: The Making of a

Convict Criminologist,” The Prison Journal 91 no. 2 (June 2011): 177-197.

2% Genovese, Slavery, Secession, and Southern History, 198.

30For Donald’s 1961 winner, see David Herbert Donald, Charles Sumner and the Coming Civil War (New
York: Knopf, 1960). Donald’s 1988 winner is David Herbert Donald, Look Homeward: A Life of Thomas
Wolfe (New York: Fawcett Columbine, 1988).

31Eugene D. Genovese, The Political Economy of Slavery: Studies in the Economy and Society of the
Slave South, (London: MacGibbon & Keen, 1966), viii.

Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 7.



writing for a number of political organizations, including an article under a pseudonym
for the second issue of Marxist-Leninist Quarterly.33 The theoretical organ for the Maoist
Progressive Labor Movement (PLM), the Marxist-Leninist Quarterly lasted for four
issues, folding when the PLM became the Progressive Labor Party.34 Genovese’s

pseudonym illustrates that in the academy, Genovese had to be careful. The faculty
within the history department at Columbia were not Marxists, nor were they particularly
sympathetic. He wrote in Political Economy that members of his first dissertation

committee would “refuse to sign anything Marxist” and, as other historians have noted,
there is little if any appeal to Marxism in Genovese’s dissertation. % Likely done to
protect his scholarly career, Genovese’s political stances, straight from the horse’s mouth,
would still land him in hot water anyway.

As we shall see in the next section about Christopher Lasch, 1965 and 1966 were
major years for both historians. In terms of Genovese, reception to his 1965 debut, The
Political Economy of Slavery: Studies in the Economy and Society of the Slave South
was mixed but included strong praise. This included Princeton professor James M.
McPherson, who began his review by declaring that Political Economy was among a few
monographs studying “American Negro slavery” that “[towered] above the crowd in

historiographical signiﬁcance.”36 This is despite the fact that the book was mostly his

doctoral dissertation, with some editing and a handful of new essays. Another fan was

33For Genovese’s article, see A.G. Firainz, “The Crisis in the World Communist Movement,”
Marxist-Leninist Quarterly 1 no. 2 (1965).

34«The Marxist-Leninist Quarterly Index,” Marxist Archive,
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/periodicals/mlg-us/index.htm.

S Harris, “Eugene Genovese,” 330. For the quote regarding Genovese’s dissertation, see
Surowiecki, “Genovese’s March,” 39.

36 3ames M. McPherson, review of The Political Economy of Slavery: Studies in the Economy and
Society of the Slave South by Eugene Genovese, Journal of Social History 1 no. 3 (Spring 1968): 280.



http://www.marxists.org/history/erol/periodicals/mlq-us/index.htm

none other than Christopher Lasch. In a 1968 letter responding to an article critical of
New Left historians in Harper’s Magazine, Lasch used Genovese’s debut as an example

of New Left historians who “criticize both simple-minded Marxism and the romantic

tendencies of the New Left as vigorously as [they] criticize cold war liberalism.”%’

Lasch was an admirer of Genovese and the portrayal of their early friendship as one of

mentee/mentor in Eric Miller’s full-length biography of Lasch seems accurate. >
Not all reviews were positive, Joe G. Taylor begins his review in the journal of
American History by writing “[t]his is a disappointing book.”*% In all fairness, Taylor

finds a number of factual inaccuracies that can easily undermine the authorial authority
one needs to even begin to sell a historical argument. More recent historians have
attributed the criticism to Genovese’s initial work as a defense mechanism against a

new, radical, potentially destabilizing interpretation, but Taylor’s point seems far from

political.40

Although Political Economy may not be the best representation of Genovese’s
work overall, as it was his debut, it is representative of Genovese in the mid to late 60s. It

features a number of key themes, identified by historian Peter Kolchin, a contemporary of

Genovese and fellow historian of slavery and the South, that are seen throughout

Genovese’s work.*! The first is the relationship between the system of slavery and

37The article in question is Midge Decter, “Anti-Americanism in America,” Harper’s Magazine, April
1968, 39-48. For the letter, see Christopher Lasch to Abigail Angell, n.d., CLP, Box 2, Folder 10.

8 Miller, Hope, 120.

39Joe G. Taylor, review of The Political Economy of Slavery: Studies in the Economy and Society of
the Slave South by Eugene Genovese in The Journal of American History 53 no. 1 (June 1966): 120.

0O_ne example can be found in Peter Kolchin, “Eugene D. Genovese: Historian of Slavery,”
Radical History Review 88 (2004): 53.

4l Kolchin, “Eugene D. Genovese,” 54-58.
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southern society more generally. In the opening pages of Political Economy,
Genovese writes that his work
“argue(s] that slavery gave the South a social system and a civilization with a

distinct class structure, political community, economic ideology, and a set of
psychological patterns that, as a result, the South increasingly grew away from the rest

of the nation and from the rapidly developing sections of the world.”*?

This distinctive set of characteristics made the South poorer than the North, but
also non-capitalist, creating an agrarian society that was centered on planter domination.
Genovese’s point regarding the profitability of slavery is one that fits within a larger
historiographical debate, the details of which are outside the realm of this work. That
said, it must be sufficient to say that Genovese’s work, from the beginning, stirred the

pot that was the current understanding of the antebellum South and the institution of
slavery.43

Among the other themes of Genovese’s career, the lives of slaves,
comparative studies of slavery and studying the “master class” (slave owners), the last
two are featured in the other full length monograph Genovese had written at the
time. Genovese’s second monograph length work, The World the Slaveholders Made: Two
Essays in Interpretation would be published a few months after Beyond was written, in late
1969. Also receiving mixed reviews, James McPherson, this time in the New York Times,

worries that Genovese imposes “rigorous categories of analysis” upon “human beings [who]

do not always behave in consistent, rational allegiance to their supposed ‘class interests.””**

McPherson also acknowledges Genovese contribution to the

42Genovese, Political Economy, 3.
43

See Coclanis, “White Heat,” 350-359 and Kolchin, “Eugene D. Genovese,” 52-53.
44 . . .
James McPherson, review of The World the Slaveholders Made: Two Essays in Interpretation, by
Eugene Genovese, New York Times, December 14, 1969.
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comparative studies of slavery while noting Genovese’s categories of analysis are

also what allow Genovese to stand out among the current scholarship.

The best remembered of the two essays would be “The Logical Outcome of the
Slaveholders Philosophy”, an essay on George Fitzhugh, a theorist of slavery and one of
the more prominent pro-slavery intellectuals in the Antebellum South. Genovese rejected

the dismissal of Fitzhugh and other pro-slavery ideologues as mere self-justification and
insisted on taking them seriously.45 This was problematic to some from the jump,
including self-described admirer and historian of the South in his own right, historian
Peter Kolchin, who describes the idea as seeming “bizarre” today (2004).46 That said,

Genovese likely has a point when he writes “[ideas] may arise from the minds of isolated
geniuses or madmen, but their transformation into world views implies their acceptance
by substantial numbers.”*’ No matter how abhorrent or how much we may disagree,
ideas that countless people believed in, with remnants not hard to find today, should be
taken seriously. We should not moralize around or disregard ideas that very clearly had

adherents, so many in fact that a civil war occurred, with the issue of slavery front and

center.

What is harder to defend is Genovese’s seeming fondness for Fitzhugh, who

writes that he has “come to think of [Fitzhugh] as an old friend” from whom his
“affection and admiration [has deepened].”48 Genovese emphasizes the anti-capitalist,

anti-Enlightenment and general contempt for liberalism Fitzhugh espoused. By

45Euger_1e Genovese, The World the Slaveholders Made: Two Essays in Interpretation (New
York: Vintage, 1969), 123-124.

Kolchin, “Eugene D. Genovese,” 56.
a7 Genovese, World the Slaveholders Made, 123.
48 Genovese, World the Slaveholders Made, 119.

12



emphasizing those points of Fitzhugh’s thought, Genovese sees Fitzhugh as sharing a
common intellectual heritage with himself, which many, fairly, found alarming. Genovese’s
commentary on Fitzhugh may have helped reinvigorate interest in Fitzhugh and other similar
figures, but his analysis is mostly, not new. In their 1945 article in the Journal of Politics,
Arnaud B. Leavelle and Thomas I. Cook’s ‘George Fitzhugh and the Theory of American
Conservatism’ also notes Fitzhugh’s anti Enlightenment disposition along with the notion

that Fitzhugh and other defenders of slavery saw “benevolent mastery of the slaveholder [as

being] preferable [to] the capitalist in industrial society.”49

In all fairness, Genovese begins his essay by stating that he is attempting to
“illustrate, not ‘prove’ one of [his] major thesis”, that being that the slave owning class

represented a distinct, pre-bourgeois ruling class that displayed certain unique
characteristics and other general ones, such as paternalism.50 Leavelle and Cook see

Fitzhugh as a direct descendant of modern conservatism, writing that the Southern system

of slavery “remains the most coherent statement of the principles of American
conservatism.”> Genovese disagrees, seeing Fitzhugh as a member of a ruling class
during a unique period of American history that was destroyed in the “War of Southern
Freedom.”? Ultimately, Genovese uses Fitzhugh to illustrate his thesis that he would

continue to clarify and describe, that being the South was dominated by a pre-bourgeoisie

49Arnaud B. Leavelle and Thomas I. Cook, “George Fitzhugh and the Theory of American Conservatism,”
The Journal of Politics 7 no. 2 (May 1945): 151.

Genovese uses the term a handful of times but offers no reflection on a definition until 1979’s Roll
Jordan Roll. See Eugene D. Genovese, Roll, Jordan, Roll: The World the Slaves Made (New
York: Vintage, 1976), 3-7.

Leavelle and Cook, “George Fitzhugh,” 145.

52Genovese uses the ghrase illustrating the southern, Confederate perspective on the war in
Genovese, World the Slaveholders Made, 13.
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slave-owning class who “imparted to Southern life a special social, economic, political,

ideological, and psychological content.” That were “antithetical to those of the
bourgeois world.”®3 It remained Genovese’s lifework to elucidate those ideas and their

ramifications.

The other essay is a comparative study in slavery. In it, Genovese attempts to
build a model for slave societies in the New World that factors in class, caste and
intensity of racism. Less remembered than his study on Fitzhugh, whom one author’s
claims Genovese’s essay “rescued...from historical obscurity,” Genovese’s work on
comparative slavery shows the breadth of Genovese’s knowledge on slavery and his

knack for entering what the same authors calls “bold and inventive interventions in long-

standing historical debates.”> The less well remembered of the two essays may have

contributed more in a historiographic sense, as Genovese is correcting the previously

mentioned Frank Tannenbaum, who portrayed Latin American slavery “as more benign

than its northern coun‘[erpart.”55

Genovese made a name for himself through his scholarship, but also through his
political activism on and off campus. In one episode, at an April 1965 sit-in to protest the
Vietnam War at Rutgers University in New Jersey, Genovese told the gathered crowd of

students that he “[is] a Marxist and a socialist. Therefore, unlike most of my

53 The first quote is from Genovese, Political Economy, 3. The second is from Genovese, Slaveholders
World, 21.

54 Manisha Sinha, “Eugene D. Genovese: The Mind of a Marxist Conservative,” Radical History Review 88,
(2004): 7,20. Sinha repeatedly criticizes Genovese for “overstating” his arguments while potentially
overstating the importance of Genovese to Fitzhugh’s reputation. A 1963 collection titled Slavery Defended:
The Views of the Old South reprinted some of Fitzhugh writing while noted literary critic

Edmund Wilson’s collection released the year before as discussing Fitzhugh. See Eric L. McKitrick,
Slavery Defended: The View of the Old South (New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, 1963), 34-50 and Edmund
Wilson, Patriotic Gore: Studies in the Literature of the American Civil War (New York: Oxford University
Press, 1962), 341-364.

558inha, “Marxist Conservative,” 9.
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distinguished colleagues here this morning, | do not fear or regret the impending Viet
Cong victory; | welcome it.”>® This quote was made into a New York Times headline

that December, in which Genovese declared that his politics were “contemptuous of the
American Communist Party, less contemptuous of the Soviet Union, strongly
sympathetic — with some minor reservations — to Communist China” while feeling

“congenial towards the Italian Communist Party” which was “the closest to any radical
movement in the West in finding the road to Socialism in the West.”>’ Genovese’s
interest in the CCP would dissipate, while his interest in the PCI and Eurocommunism
stayed with him well into the 1970s.%8

The ‘Genovese Affair,” as the controversy and the ensuing dramatics are known,
is not only illustrative of Genovese’s politics, it illustrates what kind of person Genovese
was. Bold, brash and unafraid, Genovese’s politics certainly changed over the years, but

the man who provoked over a dozen headlines in the New York Times for his radical

leftist views was the same man speaking to the Conservative Political Action Committee

conference in 2010, shortly before his death in 2012. political through lines can even

be seen here, Genovese released a statement through Rutgers in which stated that he has

56For more on Genovese’s time protesting the Vietnam War, see Robert B Kreiser, “Championing
Academic Freedom at Rutgers: The Genovese Affair and the Teach-In of 1965.” Journal of Academic
Freedom 7 (2016). Accessed May 11, 2024. https://www.aaup.org/sites/default/files/Kreiser 0.pdf.

! Arnold Beichman, “Study in Academic Freedom: “I Do Not Fear or Reject the Impending Viet Cong
Victory in Vietnam. I Welcome It” - Prof. Eugene D. Genovese,” New York Times, December 9, 1965.

58Genovese traveled to Italy a few times, meeting with future Prime Minister Giorgio Napolitano along
with “his comrades” during the academic year of 1976-77, during the heyday of the Eurocommunism
movement. See Eugene Genovese, Miss Betsey, 45-48. Genovese also appears to have briefly been a
member of the Maoist Progressive Labor Party. See Ronald Radish, Commies: A Journey Through the Old
Left, the New Left and the Leftover Left (San Francisco: Encounter Books, 2001), 101.

89 The Genovese affair was a fixture in local New Jersey news, coverage spilling into the New York Times
often. For examples, see Kreiser, “Championing Academic Freedom,” 23-24,26. Genovese’s speech at
CPAC can be found at Eugene Genovese, “CPAC 2010 Eugene Genovese Part 1 of 3,” YouTube, July 28,
2010, video, 8:31, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6uepNhXdMc4.
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made clear “This] deep respect for the traditions of personal liberty that form part of
this nation’s tradition.”®° Leftist or conservative, Genovese, was a firm believer in the
importance of free speech, which conflicts with his behavior at the 1969 American
Historical Association Conference.®!

Additionally, as historian Peter Kolchin points out, Genovese was practically a,
if not the pioneer for being an out, unabashed leftist-radical History professor. Kolchin

rightly notes that previous leftists scholars like Hebert Aptheker and Phillip Foner could
not find academic jobs whatsoever.? While his political beliefs changed substantially,
Genovese made strides for and as a left-wing academic, regardless of what he would
come to believe later in life.

Genovese also made strides in his personal life. In 1968 he would begin dating
Harvard graduate student Elizabeth Fox.% They would marry in the summer of 1969, as

Beyond was being written.® Betsey, as Genovese called her, would “split [his] life in two:

Before Betsey and Since Betsey.”65 Another of the late 20 century’s finest historians, in
addition to her own work, Fox-Genovese authored a number of articles and full-length
monographs with Genovese.® Describing himself in his 2009 loving and at times

uncomfortable tribute to his wife, he wrote that in 1968 he was “a jaded thirty-

60Eugene Genovese, August 12th Statement to Press, quoted in Kreiser, “Championing
cademic Freedom,” 15.

See pages 45-48..

62 Kolchin, “Eugene D. Genovese,” 52.

63 Genovese details their first date and subsequent relationship in Genovese, Miss Betsey, 5-11.

§4Lasch and Nell could not make the wedding, but Nell wrote the newly married couple a poem
in celebration of their marriage. The poem can be found in CLP, Box 2, Folder 15.
Genovese, Miss Betsey, 2.
66The pair co-authored a book in 2005 that triggered a late career renaissance for Genovese (Fox-
Genovese passed on January 2, 2007). See Elizabeth Fox-Genovese and Eugene D. Genovese, The Mind of

the Master Class: History and Faith in the Southern Slaveholders’ Worldview (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2005).
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eight...[wanting] nothing so much as quiet married homelife.”®” Genovese got that to
a degree, writing that as “the years passed, each of us took less and less pleasure in
doing much of anything without the other.”®8
Around this time, Genovese would also return to the United States following his
sojourn in Canada. He almost certainly had difficulty finding another job in the United

States in the aftermath of the Genovese affair. Although Rutgers University and

ultimately the governor of New Jersey defended Genovese’s right to free speech, Rutgers

made clear Genovese should not expect traditional academic benefits.%° Before the Fall

1969 semester, Genovese accepted a professorship that included becoming department
chair at the University of Rochester, an important decision for both Genovese and as it
would turn out, Christopher Lasch. By 1969, the year Beyond was written, Genovese’s
life had undergone a major shift in his life, in his career and in his personal life. More

change was coming, and they would have to do with Christopher Lasch.

67 Genovese, Miss Betsey, 2. Fox-Genovese suffered from a number of mental and physical illnesses
throughout her life, including anorexia and multiple sclerosis, causing her immense amount of pain
towards the end of her life, making parts of Miss Betsey difficult to read. For more on Fox-Genovese, see
Deborah A. Symonds, Elizabeth Fox-Genovese: Paternalism’s Daughter (Charlottesville: University of
Virginia Press, 2021).

8Genovese, Miss Betsey, 26.
69 Kreiser, “Championing Academic Freedom,” 30.

17



Chapter Three: “Someone has got to be critical:”” Christopher Lasch circa 1969

If Genovese’s intellectual biography was one of transition and conversion, then

Lasch’s would be that of definition. Lasch was raised in a liberal, highly educated
household where current events were the topic of conversation at a young age.70
Engaged politically and thinking critically as a child and young adult, Lasch was allowed
to develop his own political perspective in dialogue with his peers, parents, and teachers.

Lasch was raised to believe in a political ideal, the exact details of that ideal were up for

Lasch to determine.
As the two note in the preface of “Beyond the New Left,” Genovese and Lasch’s
upbringing were radically different.”* About a year and a half younger than Genovese,

Christopher Lasch was born on June 1, 1932 in Omaha Nebraska. His father, Robert,

was a newspaper editor and his mother, Zola, was a philosophy teacher, being one of the
first women in the United States to be awarded a PhD in Philosophy.72 Robert had
accomplishments of his own, he won the Pulitzer Prize for editing in 1966 for editorials
discussing the war in Vietnam.”® Lasch corresponded with his parents via letter

throughout his life and their correspondences, rightly, make up the backbone of any
monograph length biography of Lasch. As a child, Lasch displayed a strong interest in
poetry and literature that eventually got him into Harvard University. Sharing a room

with (future) author John Updike, Lasch enrolled in the History program where he

70For more on Lasch’s parents, see Miller, Hope, 4-15.

L 5eg citation 32.

2 Christopher Lasch, interview by Casey Blake and Christopher Phelps, “History as Social Criticism:
Conversations with Christopher Lasch,” Journal of American History 81, no. 2 (1994): 1313-1314.

|73“1h{obert Lasch of St. Louis Post-Dispatch,” The Pulitzer Prizes, https://www.pulitzer.org/winners/robert-
asch.
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excelled, although he had dreamed of being a writer. He tried his hand at
fiction throughout his life but never published any.74

Lasch attended graduate school at Columbia University, entering the program in
1954. He did not love his time at Columbia, finding the school and New York City
isolating and cut off from the rest of the world. In an end-of-life interview, he remarked

how it was “so sad” that he couldn’t remember “any conversations with anybody” at

Columbia about international affairs or politics.75 In the same interview, Lasch says he

and other graduate students were too preoccupied with school.”® While Lasch excelled

at Harvard, he struggled at Columbia, going so far as to considering dropping out of the

program.”’

This is despite the first-rate faculty, some of whom Lasch developed a
relationship with, such as preeminent historian Richard Hofstadter and Lasch’s soon-to-
be father-in-law, Henry Steele Commager. Columbia’s highly-desirable location in
uptown Manhattan was part of the problem, Lasch turned out to not be a fan of cities,
finding them cold and unwelcoming. He would learn this lifelong preference the hard

way, leaving New York City in 1956 to accept a three-year teaching appointment at
Williams College in Williamstown, Massachusetts. "8

In addition to teaching and studying, Lasch was preparing to get married, he

would marry Nell Commager in 1956. Daughter of historian Henry Steele Commager,

7_4Las_ch worked on an almost 400-page manuscript from 1971 to 1973 called The Life and Times of a
Libertine which can be found in CLP, Box 65, Folder 5-11.

Lasch, “History as Social Criticism,” 1315.

76 Lasch, “History as Social Criticism,” 1315.

v Miller, Hope, 41-42.
8 Miller, Hope, 49.
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their marriage was announced in the New York Times.”® The two had four children

who, they envisioned, growing up “in a kind of extended family...a house full of people;
a piano; nonstop conversation and cooking; baseball games and swimming in the

afternoon; long walks after dinner; a poker game or Diplomacy or charades in the

evening...mixing children and adults.”® While Lasch gained a reputation for being a

grouch, as cultural critics tend to do, he may have not deserved it.8! Friend and editor of

the Catholic New Oxford Review (which, at this point in his life, Lasch was managing

editor for,) Dale VVree wrote in his obituary for Lasch that he loved “to enter the world of

our children”, describing Lasch as having “a rich sense of play.”82

His advisor, William Leuchtenberg, wrote political history, pressuring Lasch to take
a more traditional approach to scholarship. Lasch’s dissertation was originally going to be

focused on the historical works written by Theodore Roosevelt, but Leuchenburg required a

different topic that would require archival research.® Instead, Lasch’s dissertation would be

published as The American Liberals and the Russian Revolution in 1962. The oddest
duckling of his bibliography, Americans and the Russian Revolution shows Lasch’s brief
foray into realist diplomatic and political history. The monograph focuses on the American
diplomatic response to the Russian Revolution and the debates that unfolded as events

progressed. From the fall of the tzar to the October Bolshevik

79“NELLIE COMMAGER BRIDE OF STUDENT; Historian's Daughter Is Wed to Christopher
Lasch, Who Attends Columbia,” New York Times, July 1, 1956.

Christopher Lasch, The True and Only Heaven: Progress and Its Critics, (New York: Norton, 1991), 32.
81For an opposing view, see Anonymous, “LASCHED,” Inside Higher Ed., February 9,
2011. https://www.insidehighered.com/blogs/university-diaries/lasched.

Vree, “Christopher Lasch: A Memoir.”

8?_’Kevin Mattson, The Historian as Social Critic: Christopher Lasch and the Use of History, The
History Teacher 36 no. 3 (May 2003): 378.
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takeover of the Provisional Government, to the Brest-Litovsk treaty, good information
was hard to find, with state department officials and reporters alike having trouble
keeping up with the rapid pace of events. Indeed, even Woodrow Wilson’s Secretary

of State Robert Lansing referred to the Bolshevik as “anarchists” and the Soviets as

“indigenous institutions.”®*

One through line that connects The American Liberals to the rest of Lasch’s work
is that contains criticisms of liberalism and its proponents, in this case, the proponents of

Wilsonian internationalism.8° Lasch writes that “American liberals expected to conquer

the world” because “people everywhere aspired to the same ideals which inspired

Americans,” an ironic twist on the basic tenets of Woodrow Wilson’s foreign policy, that
being support for self-determination.8® In Lasch’s telling, the American liberals’

response to the Russian Revolution are foolhardy, always one step behind and deeply

hypocritical. The reception to the book was practically nonexistent, leaving Lasch feeling
unsure of himself and his future.®” Given a little time and with a bit of help from Richard

Hofstadter, Lasch would get the opportunity to write and publish his full-length work of
social criticism.

Lasch’s transition from diplomatic history to his (now) trademark mix of history
and social criticism can be traced to the figure of Staughton Lynd. Lynd was a fellow

radical historian associated with the New Left, in addition to being a committed political

84Christopher Lasch, The American Liberals and the Russian Revolution (New York: Columbia University
Press, 1962), 130-135.
Ba practical critique of Lasch has for liberalism can be found in Lasch, “The Politics of Race: Anti-Busing
Agitation in Boston” in True and Only Heaven, 496-503. For his critique of cold war liberalism, see
Christopher Lasch, “The Cultural Cold War: A Short History of the Congress for Cultural Freedom™ in
Towards a New Past: Dissenting Essays in American History, edited by Barton J. Berenstein, New
York: Pantheon, 1968), 322-359.

6Lasch, The American Liberals, 219.
87 Miller, Hope, 60-61.
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213.

activist. The two became friends in 1962, largely via the mail, the two providing a
springboard for each other and their ideas. According to historian Jeffery R. Ludwig, he

“provided much of the inspiration for the ideas manifested” in Lasch’s follow up to his
debut. 88 Lynd prompted Lasch to reflect on the role of the intellectual, Lasch wrote

Lynd, explaining that he “thinks intellectuals can best serve their purpose by being

critical rather than ‘constructive’; someone has got to be critical and intellectuals are
probably in a better position to give it than other people.”89 Lynd got Lasch to reflect and

use his skills for criticism, something Lasch would spend most of his writing career
doing. The two conflicted over the role of intellectuals and progressive era reformer Jane
Addams. In one letter responding to Lynd criticism of his draft, Lasch fires back, writing

that “[to Lynd] the radical tradition is sacred and must not be analyzed, except to murmur
approvingly.”go Ultimately, their friendship would unravel as the New Left ran its

course. Lynd became more a part of the student movement as Lasch felt more and more
alienated from it. Despite this later falling out, Lynd put Lasch onto the right track for his
future career in social criticism.

Lasch’s arrival to the reading public would be his 1965 The New Radicalism in
America: The Intellectual as a Social Type, 1889-1963. A series of biographies of
progressive reformers like Jane Adams and Mabel Dodge Louhan, the work obtained not

only sales but respect of his fellow historians, and requests for Lasch to speak at various

universities in the late 1960s started to pile up.91 Inan early letter to Richard Hofstadter,

88LudWig, “Christopher Lasch: A Life,” 219.

89 Christopher Lasch to Staughton Lynd, October 22, 1962 quoted in Ludwig, “Christopher Lasch: A Life,”

90Christopher Lasch to Staughton Lynd, September 8, 1962, quoted in Miller, Hope, 139.

:ilﬁjor olrg)e example, see Natalie Zemon Davis to Christopher Lasch, September 27, 1968, CLP, Box 2,
older 10.
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Lasch describes the to-be-written work as about “progressivism [best] being understood

as the manifestations of a deep and growing dissatisfaction, on the part of middle-class
intellectuals, with middle-class life and culture.”¥? Hofstadter was instrumental in the

writing and creation of the book- he accepted an advisory role at Knopf publishing

where he would recruit Lasch to write for them.

Described as written “about some of the critics of capitalism, about the peculiarly
fragmented character of modern society, and beyond that, about what it means to pursue
the life of reason in a world in which the irrational has come to appear not the exception
but the rule,” Lasch’s methods and interests changed over the course of his life, but

intentional or not, he never abandoned what could be understood as his intellectual
mission statement.®* In his next book, Lasch describes “progressivism...was progressive

chiefly in attacking the archaic entrepreneurial capitalism of which impeded the

rationalization of American industry.”95 In other words, Lasch’s point is that early 20t

century reformers sought to reform not so much capitalism as a total system but rather
the excesses of capitalism. Lasch wrote The New Radicalism while in England without

access to a library well stocked with American history, so as a result, the book was “a

book informed by light research, more out of [Lasch’s] head than out of the archive.”%

While many were dazzled by its prose, the work made little historiographical

contribution with a selective use of sources.®’

92LudWig, “Christopher Lasch: A Life,” 295.
93 Miller, Hope, 88.

94Christopher Lasch, The New Radicalism in America: The Intellectual as a Social Type, 1889-1963 (New
York: Knopf, 1965), xvii.

Christopher Lasch, The Agony of the American Left (New York: Knopf, 1969), 10.
6 Ludwig, “Christopher Lasch,” 301.
! Ludwig, “Christopher Lasch,” 302-303.

9
9
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Career wise, Lasch was unsatisfied with his job at Northwestern. Students at
Northwestern, according to Lasch, had taken to a more conspiratorial view of politics,
especially regarding the death of John F, Kennedy, an attitude he found in a “more

exaggerated form” at Northwestern where students engaged in “pseudo radicalism; the
revolt against Daddy, who continued to foot the bills.”%8 At this point in time, Lasch was

also wading into more political territory with his writing, producing The Agony of the
American Left in the spring of 1969. In Agony, Lasch looks at populism, socialism and

black nationalism, examining the “promising beginnings made by those movements, with

reasons for their failure, and with the consequences of that failure.”®? Partisan and less

scholarly than the rest of Lasch’s bibliography, Agony is the closest Lasch came to being
a firebrand, the focus evoked passion from Lasch but may also reflect the difficult time

Lasch was having in 1969. As detailed in great length in his PhD thesis on the first half

of Lasch’s life by Christopher Ludwig, by 1969, Lasch was beyond tired.2%° The 70s, the

period in which he produced his most famous work, would be a period of retreat and
retrenchment for Lasch. Lasch’s time spent working towards a political party with
thinkers from Studies on the Left had failed, his attempts to write a manifesto with
Genovese had led nowhere and Lasch no longer had a relationship with Staughton Lynd.

Writing in the summer of 1969, whether he knew or wanted it, Lasch’s life was on the

precipice of major (:hange.101

98Lasch, “History as Social Criticism,” 1322. Lasch for a period was “obsessed” with the
assassination. See Ludwig, “Christopher Lasch,” 299, citation 6.

Lasch, Agony, viii.

100 Ludwig, “Christopher Lasch,” 519-520.

101 For more contextualization of Lasch at this point in his life, see Ludwig, “Christopher Lasch: A Life,”

380-521.
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Chapter 4: The New Left, Christopher Lasch and Eugene D. Genovese Lasch

and Genovese were two among many historians who were associated with
the New Left, a broad political movement often associated with the counterculture and
college campuses of the 1960s. “The movement’, as it was referred to, was an
amalgamation of special interest groups in the United States with a focus on, according to

historian Van Gosse, “the importance they placed on the dignity of each individual and
the right of every American to full citizenship.”102 Frankfurt School theorist and

intellectual adviser to the New Left, Herbert Marcuse described the New Left as
consisting of “groups situated to the left of traditional communist groups; they do not

possess any new organization forms, are without a mass base and are strongly isolated
from the working class, especially in the United States.” %2 While Marcuse contributed

to the school of thought known as ‘Critical Theory’, he and others associated with the
‘Frankfurt School’ are of a different place and generation, drawing on texts that were

often not available in English until the 1970s — they were different movements with

different timelines, 1%

The New Left in the United States included student-led groups like the pioneering

Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee (SNCC), who are best remembered for

registering voters in the deep South and conducting sit-ins at segregated businesses. '

102 Van Gosse, The Movements of the New Left, 1950-1975: A Brief History with Documents (New York:

Palgrave Macmillan, 2004), 1.
Herbert Marcuse, “The Failure of the New Left?,” New German Critique no. 18 (Fall 1979): 3.

104 For example, one of the founding texts of Western Marxism was not published in English until 1971. See

Gyorgy Lukacs, History and Class Consciousness: Studies in Marxist Dialectics (Cambridge: MIT Press,
1971). For a biography of the Frankfurt School, see Martin Jay, The Dialectical Imagination: A History of the
Frankfurt School and the Institute for Social Research (Berkley: University of California Press, 1996).

105 For an overview on the accomplishments of SNCC, see Wesley C. Hogan, Many Minds, One Heart:

SNCC'’s Dream for a New America (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2009).
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Another important group is Students for a Democratic Society (SDS), who assisted in the
civil rights movement while protesting the Vietnam war and the ensuing draft. Their

1962 manifesto known as the Port Huron statement, is often seen as a sort of New Left

manifesto, but that idea has come under more and more scrutiny. 108 The New Left also

encompassed groups that focused on ethnic identities, such as the Black Panthers and the
Young Lords. Finally, the New Left also created room for discussion of sexual identities,
such as the pioneering gay organization the Mattachine Society. The New Left also had a

religious component, especially with young college aged people, often women, in the

South.107

The New Left is contrasted with the ‘Old Left’, which Van Gosse attributes as

existing from 1880 to 1940, although those dates may encompass a greater than necessary
time period.108 The Old Left was more focused on issues surrounding class conflict,

building the strength of unions and the fate of the Soviet Union. That said, the division
between Old and New Left may be one of narrative convenience or at the very least, the
markers between the two are not so clear. Genovese, for example, self-identified as an

“unreconstructed Old Leftist” yet is one of the more preeminent historians of the younger

generation of New Left scholars.%® When Genovese described himself as such, it is

106 The Port Huron Statement can be found in Gosse, The Movements, 65-67. For more on the Port Huron

Statement and its context, see Tom Hayden, “Crafting the Port Huron Statement: Measuring Its Impact in
the 1960s and After” in The Port Huron Statement: Sources and Legacies of the New Left ’s Manifesto ed.
Richard Flacks and Nelson Lichtenstein (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2015): 16-37. For
a more critical view, see Christopher A. Olewicz, “History, Radicalism, and the New Left: Studies on the
Left, 1959-1967,” PhD diss., (University of Sheffield, 2020): 17-18.

107 Van Gosse, Rethinking the New Left: An Interpretive History (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2005),
5-7. For more on the religious sections of the New Left, see Doug Rossinow, The Politics of Authenticity:
Liberalism, Christianity, and the New Left (New York: Columbia University Press, 1998)

108 Van Gosse, The Movements, 2.

1090y example, Genovese is the only individual with his own section in the only monograph length work on

New Left historians. See A.A.M. Van Der Linden, A Revolt Against Liberalism: American Radical Historians,
1959-1976, trans. A.A.M. Van Der Linden, (Amsterdam: Rodopi, 1996): 167-220. The quote is
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difficult to imagine Genovese was identifying with the agrarian Populist party that
peaked in the early 1890s or the anarchists captivated by propaganda of the deed at the
turn of the turn of century. Instead, Genovese identified with the pro-labor, pro-Soviet
Union Communist Party of the United States, of which Genovese was a member from
the ages of 15 to 20, from approximately 1945 to 1950.

It should be understood that while the name ‘New Left’ in the United States came

from a 1960 letter written by sociologist C. Wright Mills entitled ‘Letter to the New
Left’, the term ‘New Left’ has its origins in England.llo The relationship between the

New Lefts on each side of the Atlantic is somewhat ambiguous. Many countries,

including Japan, France and Germany had ‘New Lefts’, but the exact connection

between these (seemingly) separate, international groups is unclear. !

The New Left in the United States cannot be understood without establishing the
political landscape of the United States. This landscape simultaneously obliterated
radicalism off the map but also contained the seeds of its return. By the mid-1950s, left-
wing radicalism was at an all-time low, caused by the United States dealing with three
key factors. World War Il was over, but African Americans, among other minority
groups, who fought, were treated better by foreign armies than their own. In simpler,
black and white terms, how was Nazism unacceptable but white supremacy fine? While

the treatment of African Americans embedded a new strain of American radicalism

from Eugene Genovese to Eleanor Hakim, June 22, 1961, Studies on the Left Records, Wisconsin History
Society, Madison, WI. Box 3, Folder 16.

110The original letter can be found in C. Wright Mills, “Letter to the New Left,” New Left Review. no. 5
ESeptember 1960): 18.

See Lisa McGirr, “Port Huron and the Origins of the International New Left” in
The Port Huron Statement: Sources and Legacies of the New Left s Manifesto and Karen Dubinsky et al.,
eds. New World Coming: The Sixties and the Shaping of Global Consciousness (Toronto: Between the
Lines, 2009), 50-64.
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amongst themselves and other sympathizers, radicalism was actively being sought out
and extinguished. The advent of the Cold War and the second Red Scare destroyed any
popularity that any kind of self-identified leftist radicalism had enjoyed. Lastly, the
major post-war economic boom moved millions of white-working class people into

comfortable middle-class leisure, usually in the form of purchasing homes in newly built

suburbs.**? These suburban houses were built on a political consensus called cold war

liberalism, of which Christopher Lasch was a noted critic.*3

The political landscape of the United States was dominated by cold war liberalism

for several years, but the Vietnam War among other events would eventually break up the
moderate-liberal coalition that formed around the New Deal.}** By the late 1960s, however,

the New Left was in freefall, tearing itself apart. This was a commonality among radical
movements in the United States, historian Paul M. Buhle compares the New Left implosion
to the end of the relevance of the International Workers of the World and the disillusionment

of the Popular Front. The difference being that “[t]he New Left simply plunged the dagger

into itself more swiftly and more dramatically.”115

The question with the New Left however, is less so what is the New Left but rather,
where did it come from? Additionally, what was the relationship between the Old and New
Left, was it one of continuity or discontinuity? American historians interested in the topic
have proposed a variety of explanations for the upsurge of left-wing energy that exploded in

protests broadcast throughout American living rooms throughout the 1960s.

112
113

Lasch and Genovese discusses working class gains in Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond.” 51-52.
See citation 85.

4E0r more on the New Deal coalition and it’s formation, see Sean J. Savage, Roosevelt, The Party Leader
1932-1945 (Lexington: University of Kentucky Press, 1991).

U5paul Buhle, Marxism in the United States: A History, 3rd ed. (London: Verso, 2013), 243.
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Historian Maurice Isserman sees the origins for the key United States New Left

organization Student for a Democratic Society in late 1950s CPUSA spin offs centered

around Max Shachtman.*1® Many young people involved in Christian churches also

became involved in the movement, usually in the South.**” However, nearly if not all of

these historians see the origins of the New Left not in Europe or elsewhere, but instead in

a long tradition of American radicalism that has existed since the American

Revolution.118

According to historian Stephanie Lyn Bateson, the historiography of the
American New Left as it stands today can be broken down into three waves, the first
being those written while SDS existed and up until five years after its disillusion, that
being somewhere in 1969 and 1970, all the way to 1975. These works are not only
critical but polemical and partisan — Bateson’s inclusion of Lasch’s 1969 The Agony of
the American Left as one of a few given examples is fair. The next wave takes place in
the mid 80s and is written by former SDS members who unanimously disapprove of the
violent direction SDS would later take, blaming the organization for the failure of the

New Left. The most recent wave is from the 90s on, which takes a more inclusive view,

as neither of the previous two waves did much to focus on women. 119 “Beyond” belongs

to the first category of polemical works, and it is firmly on the side of continuity between

the Old and New Left in the worst of possible ways.

U8\ aurice Isserman, If | Had a Hammer: The Death of the Old Left and the Birth of the New Left (New
York Basic Books, 1987), Xi-xxx.

117See citation 107 and David R. Swartz, “The New Left and Evangelical Radicals,” Journal for Study of
Radicalism 3 no. 2 (Fall 2009): 51-79.

118y/an Gosse, The Movements of the New Left, 1950-1975: A Brief History with Documents (New York:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2004), 2.

Stephanie Lynn Bateson, “Gender and Representation in Students for a Democratic Society,” (PhD diss.,
University of Sheffield. 2004), 9-14.

29



Lasch and Genovese, like many intellectuals, engaged with the New Left
critically, and neither liked what they saw as the group most central to the New Left,
Students for a Democratic Society (SDS) embraced Maoist-inspired guerilla tactics and

the use of bombs, one of which would accidently explode in 1970, taking three members
along with the foundation to a Greenwich Village townhouse with it.229 While that event
happened after the writing of “Beyond”, it captures the tenor of the ultra-left direction the
New Left was heading in the early 1970s.12! Genovese witnessed what has been after-
the-fact described as the Sir George William affair first-hand, as he was teaching at the
Canadian university following his exodus from Rutgers. A group of Caribbean students

lodged a complaint against their science professor, accusing him of academic racism. The

administration delayed, deflected and ultimately dismissed the accusations, so, eight
months later, the student occupied the computer lab as an act of protest.122 Negotiations

took place but after a series of back and forths, the University called the riot police in. A
fire was started and students who evacuated were arrested, along with over $2 million

dollars of property destruction.

Sir George Williams faculty vetoed the agreement for the school to form a new
committee to investigate accusations of racism in the classroom. However, It is unclear if
Genovese would have been able to vote. It is also unclear if Genovese spent time near the

building during its occupation, where white Montreal residents could be found shouting

120p0r 4 quick overview, see Harry Bubbins, “When the Weathermen Blew Up 18 West 11th Street,”

Village Preservation, Greenwich Village Society for Historic Preservation, March 6, 2019,
https://www.villagepreservation.org/2019/03/06/when-the-weathermen-blew-up-18-west-11th-street/.
21 Eor more on the early 1970s New Left, see Gosse, The Movement, 23-34.

122¢0r more on the Sir George Williams Affair, see Marcel Matel, “‘Riot” at Sir George Williams: Giving
Meaning to Student Dissent” in Debating Dissent: Canada and the 1960s, eds. Lara Campbell, Dominique
Clément and Greg Kealey (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2012), 97-114 and The Fire that Time:
Transnational Black Radicalism and the Sir George Williams Affair, eds. Ronald Cummings and
Nalini Mohabir (Montreal, Black Rose Books, 2021).
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racial epithets, advocating for the protesters to burn alive.'?2 That said, it is clear that

Genovese was unsupportive of the students’ goals. In fact, Genovese came to the support
of the Sir George Williams administration and criticized his colleagues for their
“cowardly and reprehensible course of action they had taken,” likely meaning that the

department in some shape or form supported the students seeking to have the school
address their grievances.124 This would not be the last time Genovese would come into

conflict with his coworkers, nor would it be the last time Genovese had an issue with the
culture on college campuses. If anything, Genovese’s reaction to the Sir George

Williams incident was a harbinger of things to come.

123 Matel, “‘Riot” at Sir George Williams, 111.

124N eil Cameron, “A Life's Journey to Jerusalem: From Radical Marxist to Conservative Catholic, Eugene
Genovese has remained True to History,” The Ottawa Citizen, March 16, 1997.
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Chapter five: “Beyond the New Left”

How do Lasch and Genovese’s ideas for the left wing in the United States differ
from social democrats along with Leninists and why did Lasch and Genovese feel the
need to intervene in the course of the New Left? In a letter responding to what appears to
be the first round of feedback from Genovese’s editor at Knopf, Genovese gives us a
general idea of the point behind “Beyond” in his response, writing that “our purpose is to
draw together ideas that, separately, are on the whole quite familiar to practically
everyone on the left. Our purpose is to present, not a rounded theory or program, but the
general outlines for a new strategy between a discredited reformism and quixotic
Leninism.”*2° In other words, Genovese and Lasch are seeking a ‘third way’ between
reformist social democracy, as seen in various European parliamentary parties, and
revolutionary Leninism, inspired by the founders and founding of the Soviet Union. In a
letter with Lasch’s editor at Knopf, Lasch describes the origins of the project, writing that

“[s]Jome time ago Genovese and I took part in an abortive attempt to organize a new
socialist party. Several drafts of a manifesto were attempted, but these only had the
usual effect of causing schisms within the group. The final draft was such an
unsatisfactory patchwork, designed to smooth over our differences and offend nobody,

that Genovese and | left the group and decided to rewrite the manifesto; we also
abandoned the grandiose idea of organizing a socialist party and set ourselves the more

modest goal of launching a journal. (Even this now seems utopian.)126
Lasch may be engaging in a bit of revisionist history, as the record seems to show
that Lasch and Genovese were kicked out of the Studies on Left group and that issue may

have stemmed from the pair’s, especially Genovese’s, criticisms of the student faction of

12
1

> Eugene Genovese to Harold Strauss, July 17, 1969, CLP, Box 13, Folder 24.
26 Christopher Lasch to Harold Strauss, September 13, 1969, CLP, Box 13, Folder 24.
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the New Left.*?” The manuscript, written by two relatively preeminent historians with

people still interested in both authors years after their deaths, must have a reason for not
being published. For one, although they signed a contract with Knopf, their editors
rejected the completed manuscript, writing that it was clear the manuscript was put

together quickly, using “dogmatic and abstract formulations” and relying “uncritically on
tired old Marxist terminology.”128 Lasch’s editor for the project, Harold Strauss,

wonders if the use of that terminology represents “an additional means of reverting to the
Old Left,” which is an interesting suggestion that is worth considering. Lasch may have

pondered the question for a moment, he underlined the line with a question mark in red
pen.129 That said, we must see what is in the manuscript before one can offer an

interpretation. In more practical terms, due to the nature of the topic, as time went on, the
manuscript became less and less relevant to contemporary politics. While it may make
sense as to why it hasn’t been published today, the ideas inside warrant investigation.
Before we investigate the manuscript, we must also understand the context in
which Beyond was written. By the summer of 1969, the Vietnam War, the Watts Riots
in Los Angeles and the civil unrest following the assassination of Martin Luther King Jr.
had all caused disillusionment and protests on not only campuses but on main street.
Vietnam in particular was an especially unpopular conflict, with support dropping
steadily since the early 1968 Tet Offensive. An issue of the popular (at the time) LIFE

magazine from this period may illustrate the war’s unpopularity. A May 1969 issue,

127Barker, “New American Marxism,” 62-63. Barker is not certain and the record is not entirely clear, but the

evidence presented seems to indicate the split was at least acrimonious and forced.

1281he contract for “Beyond” can be found in CLP, Box 13, Folder 24. For the quoted letter, see Harold
Strauss to Christopher Lasch, September 9, 1969, CLP, Box 13, Folder 24.

129 \arold Strauss to Christopher Lasch, September 9, 1969.
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released while “Beyond” was being written, contained the faces of 242 American
service members who were all killed within the same week. 30 A general interest
magazine (functionally) protesting the war illustrates just how unpopular the war effort
had become. Yet during the same period, the New Left was in disarray and had failed to
take advantage of the new lack of faith in the status quo.131 Lasch and Genovese blame

“[a]ll the old devils” that “have reappeared”:

[kamikaze] attacks; self-defeating violence; adolescent assaults on national sensibilities;
a cult of totalitarianism; absurd and romantic identification with socialist movements and
countries that remain encumbered by bizarre and Byzantine political systems; and a

deepening sense of frustration, isolation, and despair, poorly disguised as a new plan and

faith in insurrection and guerrilla warfare. 13

This sentence illustrates not only the two’s problems with the New Left, it also presents
the possibility for a historiographical correction. Even while the New Left existed,
members of (what was functionally) its intelligentsia saw the connection to the Old Left
— they both had the same fatal flaws. Lasch and Genovese saw the failure of the New
Left as stemming from two issues of which the manuscript is dedicated to: “a stubborn
unwillingness to appreciate the cultural front in... [breaking] the allegiance of the
American people to capitalism” and a failure “to develop a strategy of structural

transformation that could avoid the mistakes of the social democrats and Leninists
alike.”33 With a focus on culture, Beyond tackles a number of themes including waste,

women, race, class, and young people.

130Ben Cosgrove, “Faces of the Dead in Vietnam: One Week’s Toll, June 1969.” Life.com,

mtf)s://www.life.com/historv/faces-of—the-american-dead-in-vietnam-one—weeks—tolI-iune-1969/.
See citation 121 and Buhle, Marxism in the United States, 235-247.

132 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 4.

133 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 5.
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Unfortunately, following the preface is the second chapter, the first chapter is
missing. Written by Genovese and entitled “The International Civil War,” a letter
giving Genovese early feedback from the editor notes that Genovese doesn’t consider
the possibility of a new detente but the United States and the now-unfriendly China and

Soviet Union. 134 Beyond a discussion of the current state of international diplomacy,

we also know Genovese does not mention any strategies his new party would take,

judging from the feedback Genovese was given. In the same letter, Genovese’s editor

describes the chapter as the best in the book. 1%

The manuscript overall, especially the second (our first) chapter, ‘The Permanent
Crisis of Neocapitalism’, is building on the corporate liberalism thesis, a term
originating with Studies on the Left editor Martin Sklar. He emphasized the period 1890-
1919 as the point wherein modern capitalism emerges in the United States. A period
which begins with an economic crisis, Sklar describes the period as a time of “corporate
reconstruction”, wherein capitalism changed to accommodate the corporation,
embracing “upheavals and realignments within the business world itself, involving

bankruptcies, reorganization, consolidations and ownership changes” along with new

“class configurations and leaderships...within a capitalist class.” 38 The economic crisis

produced “an emergent class leadership reconstituting itself on the basis of large

corporate wealth, organization and power” while attaching itself to “other social

134 The authorship of each chapter, in addition to writing styles, topics and other context clues, is assisted
by a piece of paper among Lasch’s handwritten notes with rough names for chapters followed by either
(Gene) or (Kit), the name Lasch went by among friends and family. See CLP, Box 13, Folder 23. The letter
mentioned can found as Andre Schiffrin to Eugene Genovese, September 8, 1969, CLP, Box 13, Folder 24.
135 ehiffrin to Genovese, September 8, 1969.

136 Martin Sklar, The Corporate Reconstruction of American Capitalism, 1890-1916, (Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press, 1988), 32.
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sectors...politics, the law, the academy, the press, science and engineering, the
churches.”*3" In a sense, corporate liberalism is an explanation for how the omnipresent
conglomerate corporations we know today managed to get their foot in the door. That
is, by fusing its functions and operations with that of the state.

On a more technical level, corporate liberalism differs from liberalism,
according to Lasch, in an acceptance of government planning and intervention in the

economy, unions, the welfare state and imperialism. Lasch characterizes corporate

liberalism as a “benign” [quotes his and mine] form of fascism.” 38 Lasch and

Genovese’s contribution to the thesis is the “forced consumption of waste” —the “other
half” of corporate liberalism, production for production’s sake. Lasch sees waste as the
backbone to the corporate liberal economy. Lasch points to the planned obsolescence
and yearly release schedule of cars, products targeted at young people along with the
rise of the advertising industry as indicators of the forced conception of waste. That

said, Lasch’s examples of waste tied to youth culture are “Beatles pins and condoms,”

which do nothing to help Lasch’s reputation as a grumpy man. 139

Women are another common through line throughout the manuscript. Lasch
sees the emancipation of sex as not streaming from an improvement in the relationship
between men and women but as a function of the role sex consciousness plays in

consumer culture. Lasch writes that sex has been commodified, “[t]o be consume[d]
elegantly, stylishly and in a manner guaranteed to enhance male status.” 49 Lasch

describes sexual liberation as a “fraud” and that women “in fact losing ground in their

137Sklar, Corporate Reconstruction, 32.

138 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 91.
139 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 55.
140 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 58.
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battle for recognition as autonomous beings who deserve a place of honor and dignity in a

»141

free society. Lasch’s position was at the very least unpopular, resulting in major tension

and ultimately the undoing of Genovese’s Marxist Perspective magazine in the late

142 gth

1970s.77* Lasch writes about 19™ century feminism in a section of The Agony of the

American Left. Lasch is respectful but similarly critical, writing in the latter that when
“women won the vote and achieved semi-official status...[t]hey owed this position to their
growing influence as consumers rather than to their influence as voters.”**3 Lasch had a
long standing interest in the history of women with longstanding plans to write a
monograph on the subject, eventually being posthumously published, edited by his daughter
and historian in her own right, Elizabeth Quinn-Lasch.144 That said, “Beyond” appears to
be some of Lasch and Genovese’s first writing on the contemporary women’s movement. In

terms of the manuscript and its purpose, it is unclear how such a divisive position could be

relevant for building a political coalition.

Tied into waste and women are the issue of young people. Lasch has a lot to say
about young people, to whom he is ultimately sympathetic, writing that “[t]o the everlasting
credit of the American youth, the victims of this madness themselves have recently and
forcefully pointed out to the rest of the country that this system of manufactured tastes and

wasteful consumption constitutes criminal immorality in a world of poverty, desperation,
and struggle for the essentials of life.”14° Similarly, Lasch (and Genovese) write in the

preface that “[i]f we often seem to criticize [the youth Movement

141 Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 58.

142 Raeburn, “Marxist Perspectives,”591-597.
143 Lasch, Agony, 25.

1445ee Christopher Lasch, Women and the Common Life: Love, Marriage, Feminism, ed. Elizabeth Lasch-
Quinn, (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, 1998).

Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 56.
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in the New Left], it should be understood that we are criticizing its most vocal and visible
tendencies.”**® Lasch and Genovese are criticizing the student movement harshly, but

also with fairness and a degree of sympathy. In other words, the acrimonious divide

between students and critical intellectuals was not as wide as it may seem. While Lasch’s
examples of condoms and Beatles pins as “waste” seem borderline comedic today, Lasch
sees young people as victims, not only of “institutional segregation with low status, but of

cynical propaganda that glorify youths”, Lasch compares this propaganda to the 1ot

century conception of womanhood which was “cynically designed to keep them in a
subordinate status [which], many women internalized, just as many young people
internalize the glorification of youth and remain permanent adolescents, emotionally,

intellectually and— not Ieast—politically.”147 Perhaps Lasch has a point.

The majority of the theorizing about class takes place in Chapter 3, ‘Class &
Strata’, written by Genovese. Genovese incorporates the writing of PCI party theorist
Antonio Gramsci to look at the ‘new underclass’ and the middle class. The new middle
class are “intelligentsia of a certain type” who, according to Genovese, fit the profile of
Antonio Gramsci’s concept of the organic intellectuals. Today, organic intellectuals are
“industrial managers, technicians and administrative personnel” who, Genovese quotes

Gramsci as saying, possesses a “historical continuity uninterrupted even by the most radical

»148

changes of social and political systems. According to Genovese, Gramsci did not

believe organic intellectuals could be useful to a socialist movement while Genovese

believes, thanks to their degrading position, that their usefulness to a socialist movement

146 Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 5-6.

147 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 46.
148 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 77.
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IS an “open question.”149 That said, when he writes two sentences later writes “it now

seems doubtful that a socialist party could accomplish [the task of developing its own

intellectual stratum]”, it seems clear that the socialist party they want to build is (perhaps
understandably) one with themselves at the helm. 10

Genovese sees the problem as beginning with the nature of universal education,
which, though it was fiercely fought for, is one of many “reforms that appear now only to
have hastened the coming of ‘technetronic society.”151 He acknowledges that it was a
part of the fight in which disenfranchised groups stood up and to free themselves. That
said, amongst other things, universal education ended up “[r]endearing the industrial
labor of women and children, for the first time in history, superﬂuous.”152 Education is a
recurring theme in the writing and interests of the pair, especially Lasch, and the
manuscript also discusses the issue. The two wrote an article together in October 1969,

borrowing heavily if not entirely from “Beyond” in the New York Review of Books. In

it, they write “[t]he Left needs a strategy that will link campus issues to the broader
bridge between the intellectuals and the working class.” 13 “Beyond” was an attempt to
build, or at least begin construction, on that bridge.

Chapter four is, broadly, an exploration of the history of African Americans in
the United States and their relationship to capitalism. More than likely using some of

research from his comparative study on slavery found in The World the Slaveholders

149 Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 78.

150 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 78-79.

151} asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 95.

152 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 95.

153k example, lines quoted on pages 35-37 appear in the first two paragraphs. For the article, see
Christopher Lasch and Eugene Genovese, “The Education and the University We Need Now,” New York
Review of Books, October 9, 1969.
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Made, Genovese begins the fourth chapter, “Class and Nationality in Black America” by
briefly surveying racism in other countries. He concludes that the United States, has been
subjected to a “peculiar combination of circumstances [that] produc[ed] a peculiarly

virulent and dangerous form of racism” wherein American colonists “suffered from what

appears to be special, historically conditioned Anglo-Saxon susceptibility to racial

prejudice in extreme forms.”*>* Genovese reaches the same conclusion in The World the

Slaveholders Made.1°°

That said, Genovese is unable to escape racial prejudice, writing that “[d]Juring
the period between Reconstruction and the second world war, the chief characteristics of
black response to racism...[were] dependence on white allies and leadership, lack of

independent organizations, and among individuals, antisocial acts that showed an
unwillingness to accept the status quo but little sense of an alternative.”*®® In a period of

time when it was practically legal for mobs to hang African Americans without atrial, on

the most spurious of charges, Genovese’s comment strikes one as, at the very least,
uninformed.>” Genovese says this and still sees racism as being intertwined into the

American project, it has “struck a root so deep in our social, political, and economic life

that nothing short of a total restructuring of American society can solve this problem.”158

That said, the details and mechanisms of this restructuring are unclear and not detailed in

a meaningful way.

154 Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 95.

155Genovese, World the Slaveholders Made, 110-111.

156 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 117-118.
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Genovese moves on to talking about the Black Power movement, setting it within
the context of the competition between the integrationist and separatist schools of
thought, usually represented by Booker T. Washington and W.E.B. DuBois respectively.
He is generally sympathetic and supportive of the movement, but comments that without
a firm anti-capitalist ideology, the movement will die. That said, Genovese
acknowledges that this isn’t the point for him to make, having more of a problem with
“socialists who [have] sought to use the black movement as short-cut to power while
neglecting their real duties,” that is, of ridding racism within radical movements and “to
create a socialist theory that speaks to the need of blacks (and others) for political

decentralization and cultural self-determination” that works to “build a movement

capable of transforming American society.”159 That said, Genovese writes that “black

Americans...will have to find their own road to socialism” because, as previously

mentioned, racism cannot be destroyed within a bourgeois framework. 2% In a similar

sense to the writing on women, one has to wonder about the political optics of telling a
group of potential constituents to go on their own way.

Genovese describes chapter five as “the heart of the argument” and as arguing that

“the ruling class has outgrown its need for general culture and increasingly projects a form of

»161

anti-culture. A solid portion of the chapter is spent on the role and history of the

European bourgeois, in Reformation Europe and their origins in the priestly class who

“appropriated Christian culture” and turned it into “a formidable instrument of its own

159 Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 132.

160 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 135.

161Chapter five is not included in the final manuscript, but is included in an earlier draft copy. Quotes from
Chapter 5 will use page numbers from that draft, adding TD after the title. The draft can be found in CLP, Box
13, Folder 29. For the quoted letter, see citation 125.
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self-emancipation.lﬁz” Eventually, European bourgeois culture mutated, needing what Lasch

calls anti-culture, or “knowledge as ‘problem-solving’” which has resulted in a pragmatic,

behaviorist view of knowledge wherein “[men] of wide learning and experience are almost

completely obsolete as functioning members of the ruling class.” %3 Anti-culture is a result

of a “managerial elite that recognizes no culture except an empty instrumentalism.”-%*

Lasch’s point regarding bourgeois culture seems to be that “[socialists] must take bourgeois

culture more seriously than it takes itself” and “[defend] what is humane in the Western
tradition” despite its seemingly rotten origins.165 The point of the chapter is summarized

when Lasch writes “[the] question is... [can the left] use occasion to provide the masses with
a new kind of leadership of their own and to develop a genuinely cultured working class?” If
not, Lasch warns that “the left will be smashed on the campuses...[losing] it’s only real

base” while the “suspicion and estrangement of the workers and intellectuals widens” as the

universities deteriorate, 6 Ultimately, Lasch argues that the disappearance of the humanist

tradition goes hand in hand with the bourgeois conception of knowledge and their tightening
grip on culture. Lasch hopes to undo this process by “[demonstrating socialism’s] cultural
superiority by putting forth a worldview...that makes sense of experience and provides hope
for the

future.”167

162 Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond TD,” 142.

163 asch and Genovese, “Beyond TD,” 149.

164) asch and Genovese, “Beyond TD,” 156. For a different perspective on the instrumentalization of

knowledge, see Max Horkheimer & Theodor W. Adorno, “The Culture Industry: Enlightenment as Mass
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The last chapter, ‘A New Course’, answers the question of ‘why not Leninism or
social democratic reformism?’ Although Lasch immediately describes social democrats
as “the all-too-loyal opposition,” he admits that they do have the same understanding that

socialism in the West must not destroy the achievements of bourgeois democracy, but

rather they are what socialism must be built on. 88 Lasch is critical of the UK Labor Party

and the country of Sweden, writing that the welfare state fought for was “miraculous-
from the point of view of the bourgeoisie” because nationalization of industry enabled

“[investors t0] expect a guaranteed return” of which eventually “the public must bear the

cost.” %9 Lasch also sees current day social democrats as supporters and proponents of

imperialism and the Cold War.
If Lasch is ambivalent about social democrats, he has much more criticism for
Leninism and its adherents among the New Left, who emphasize a “confrontation

politics” in which “the responsibility of revolutionaries™ is to “prepare for the seizure of

power” by “leading [people] into actions in which they are clubbed by the police.”170

Lasch, in his typical, acerbic style, lampoons Leninists for believing “theory” to be “a
body of revealed truth handed down from the masters” while believing that

“In order to develop revolutionary consciousness[,] one has only to maneuver the
recipients into ‘struggle’ and then hand them a pamphlet by Lenin or Mao. According to
this view...the task of a revolutionary movement is not to create a popular consciousness
of the need for a new kind of society but to organize around immediate issues, to gain
control over strategic organizations, and to postpone the discussions of socialism until

the revolutionaries, after an apocalyptic seizure of power, find themselves in a position to

dictate the terms of the discussion.”171

168 Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 205.
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Lasch’s critique is, as they often were, sarcastic and cutting. Lasch moves on to the
pro-Third World camp, which sought to, according to Lasch, rely on the third world
revolutionaries to lead the way, those living in America should attempt to disrupt American
imperialism at home. Lasch posits that a “backwards socialism imposed on the West by

nations that have never developed a democratic tradition would solve nothing and be

decidedly rejected by the working class.”*"? This was the direction the New Left was

headed in the summer of 1969, and it would ultimately lead the project nowhere.>”® The

manuscript closes on a conservative note, Lasch and Genovese write that
“[a] new socialist party must respect traditions and [the] spirit of the American people.
Chauvinism, imperialism, and all forms of pseudo-patriotic arrogance must give way to a

new internationalism. But a new internationalism means what the word says: inter-

nationalism. It does not mean supranationalism, cosmopolitanism, or contempt for our

own heritage.”174

In other words, Genovese and Lasch are interested in a sort-of ‘America First’
form of socialism that appeals to your average worker instead of your average
socialist. They reject chauvinism and imperialism, but they also reject apologizing for
or being embarrassed by past instances of them. If anything, judging by the line about
contempt for one’s own heritage, they may not want to address those issues at all.

While Lasch and Genovese have reasonable criticisms for Leninists and Social
Democrats, they are not able to nail down exactly what this supposed ‘third way’ socialist
party would look like. Their call for an “alternative strategy” that avoids the mistakes of the

two political strategies, which would “bring about structural reforms that destroy

12 Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 197.

173 5ee citations 121 and 131.
174 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 243.
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bourgeois hegemony both by changing the political consciousness” while also

“establishing structures within existing society that cannot be absorbed” are bereft
of details.*"® Concrete examples — what these structures could be, what they would look

like, how structures could be not absorbed, are not provided. Lasch does not deny the
need for a ‘cultural revolution’ but seems to fear the term has already been lost to “youth
culture (largely a creation of Madison Avenue) with hippie-drug syndrome” while

demanding that “a new revolutionary culture will have to be based on people who work,

not on those who embrace poverty because they are bored or are revolted by wealth,”170

Lasch and Genovese have plenty of sharp, insightful critiques, but have few if any
in terms of helpful suggestions or ways forward. Overall, the manuscript is hopelessly
vague and calls for a number of ‘radical transformations,” the details of which are unclear
and not forthcoming. A letter from 1969 sees Lasch writing to Genovese that he is

working on the end of the manuscript, trying to “propose a strategy ‘beyond the new

left.” Not surprisingly, I am finding it hard going.”177 It appears as if Lasch never

finished those thoughts. Ultimately, Lasch and Genovese were not able to move ‘beyond’

the New Left and their relationship would collapse within the next year.

175 Lasch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 218.

176 asch and Genovese, “Beyond,” 220.
177Christopher Lasch to Eugene Genovese, May 26, 1969, CLP, Box 2, Folder 15.
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Chapter 6: Conclusion, or, “How many people love any of us these days?”

The yearly meetings of the American Historical Association (AHA) present an
opportunity for historians in America to network, present their work and generally
interact in what is normally considered a fairly solitary profession. The meeting of the
AHA in Washington, DC in December of 1969 saw an exponential leap in attendance

compared to the previous years, from around 100 to about 2000.%78

The hurly burly over the meeting was over a sect of radical historians, including
Staughton Lynd, putting forth their own candidate for President, as well as their proposed
motion to condemn the war in Vietnam. Genovese, despite his history, believed this
amendment would compromise the institutional neutrality that he thought the University and
scholarship in general should embrace. Genovese offended some for what they believed to be
a political double cross, although his position would be made clear two years later in the
essay “On Being a Socialist Historian,” writing that “socialists must oppose all totalitarian

education and insist upon the depoliticization of the universities” as they are “the grounds of
ideological contention on which we have to advance our point of view.”1"® Genovese
condemns attempts to “take ground by moral terror, administrative measures, packed
meetings and meaningless statements™ as “political suicide.” Genovese ultimately calls on

socialists to “make the cause of intellectual freedom and diversity their own” or else

“condemn themselves to the repudiation of everything in the Western

178 See Raeburn, “Marxist Perspectives,” 583, citation 53.

179Eugene Genovese, “On Being a Socialist Historian,” in In Red and Black: Marxian Explorations in
Southern and Afro-American History (New York: Pantheon Books, 1971), 14.
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tradition necessary to distinguish socialism from some new collectivist

totalitarian nightmare.”lSO
While Genovese makes an informed and well-articulated argument here,

Genovese did the opposite at the 1969 AHA meeting. Genovese, using wildly

unnecessary violent rhetoric, advocated for the radical sect to be “put down hard” -

telling the President (historian C. Vann Woodward) that they should “put them down

1.”181

once and for al While Genovese’s after-the-fact justification for his position is

fair enough, it is impossible to defend one historian arguing another group of
historians should be put down like sick animals.

Genovese’s behavior may have ultimately killed or at least influenced Lasch’s
perception of Beyond. In their first correspondence following the conference, wherein
Lasch admonishes Genovese for his behavior from at the AHA conference, the former
briefly addresses Beyond the New Left. He states that he found Genovese’s revisions

“perfunctory and generally unsatisfactory” while stating neither had the time to commit
to the manuscript.182 In a more general sense, Lasch seems to have grown tired of
Genovese, describing him as “once again, [on] a self-destructive course of action.” Lasch
and other of Genovese’s friends advised him of a different course, Lasch wrote that “the

idea is to isolate [the radical historian caucus]. Being for the most part fools, they tend to

isolate themselves if left to their own devices” but instead Genovese “compounded the

180 Genovese, “Socialist Historian,” 14.
181

Ronald Radosh, Commies: A Journey Through the OId Left, the New Left and the Leftover Left (San
Francisco: Encounter Books, 2001): 101. A number of other sources discuss this meeting and sometimes

briefly discuss Genovese’s behavior as well. For two, see Peter Novick, That Noble Dream: The

“Objectivity Question” and the American Historical Profession (New York: Cambridge University Press,
1988), 405 and Jonathan M. Wiener, “Radical Historians and the Crisis in American History, 1959-1980,”
The Journal of American History 76 no. 2 (September 1989): 422.

182Christopher Lasch to Eugene Genovese, January 3, 1970, CLP, Box 2, Folder 19.
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damage by accusing your friends, who all along had urged a contrary course, of

deserting you.”183 Lasch admonishes Genovese for placing too much importance in the

AHA as there were “no longer any avowed supporters of the war in Vietnam.” He wrote
to Genovese that “the argument that condemning the war would lead to all sorts of

disastrous consequences simply wasn’t convincing”, adding that organizations

representing political scientists, sociologists and psychologists had already done s0.184

Lasch has a point - one does not need to have the imagination of a science fiction writer
to imagine a world in which the AHA did vote to condemn the war in Vietnam - it would

look suspiciously, if not identical, to our own.

Lasch also expresses his hesitancy at joining the faculty at the University of
Rochester. Lasch sees Genovese’s position as department chair as tenuous and sees a length

stay at the position as requiring “tact and discretion and good judgment that I am bound to
say are the opposite of the qualities that came out so strongly at Washington.”185 Still,
despite this verbal lashing, Lasch accepted the job offer - he was unhappy at Northwestern
and the starting salary of his $26,000 would be approximately $225,000 annually.186 A letter

from Genovese to Warren Susman in 1971 shows the frustration was mutual - Genovese

acknowledges Lasch’s talents as a writer and historians but describes him as “a moral and
intellectual coward.”*8’ Before Lasch left Northwestern for Rochester, he must have hoped
to mend and even strengthen their relationship. According to Lasch, problems with Genovese

“started immediately” upon his arrival at Rochester. 88

183 asch to Genovese, January 3, 1970.

184 Conversion done at https:/Avww.officialdata.org/ using the Consumer Price Index
185) asch to Genovese, January 3, 1970.
186) asch to Genovese, January 3, 1970.
187Eugene Genovese to Warren Susman, August 7, 1971, Warren I. Susman Papers, Special Collections and
University Archives, Rutgers University Libraries, New Brunswick, NJ.
8| asch, “History as Social Criticism,” 1326.
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Lasch may have been giving Genovese a little bit of grace, as the fact is that Lasch’s
problems with Genovese had begun well before the former’s contract was in the
mail. Although Eugene D. Genovese and Christopher Lasch ended their rocky
relationship on a relatively high note, as will be discussed, the two further clashed as the
1970s began. Genovese and Lasch, along with newly hired labor historian Herbert Gutman,
began to work on what would become Marxist Perspective by the late 1970s as early as

1970. However, conflicts over Genovese’s proposal to make Fox-Genovese editor of the

project caused friction, as did Genovese’s managerial style as head of the department.189

Following the disbandment of Marxist Perspectives, the pair communicated, at least via mail,
rarely. Genovese would leave Rochester in 1986. During the early 1990s, Genovese and
Lasch seem to have briefly rekindled their friendship.

From the late 1970s to early 1990s, Lasch and Genovese began to drift towards
the right. Christopher Lasch remembers the reaction to his 1977 Haven in a Heartless

World as the moment when he knew he had lost connection to left wing politics in the
United States.*®° Lasch’s embrace of Freudian psychology isolated many on the left. 191

In the same book, Lasch describes the idea of the growing acceptance of homosexuality

as “[springing] from the prevailing fear of heterosexual passion, even sexual intercourse

itself, 192 Still, Lasch’s intellectual transition was not so smooth, as we will see in his

correspondence with Genovese, Lasch seemed to lack sympathy for both sides of the aisle.

In 1991, Lasch wrote to his father that “[the] academic left wants to talk about race,

189 Raeburn, Marxist Perspectives, 585-586.

190) asch, “History as Social Criticism,” 1328.
191 5ee citation 142.
192Christopher Lasch, Haven in a Heartless World: The Family Besieged (New York: Basic, 1979), 183.
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class, and gender” but really “class is only a concession to the old lefties.” %3 Lasch,

even in the years before his death, was still sympathetic to thought that analyzed class,

being skeptical of the emerging intersectional approach.

Genovese also had hang-ups regarding the growing acceptance of LGBT people,

writing historian and gay rights activist Martin Duberman that “sexual regularity was
essential to maintaining the integrity of the family unit.” %4 Continuing, he concluded his
letter by stating that the difference between himself and Duberman was a difference of
opinion on “how much freedom a society can afford to dispense.”195 Genovese
converted to Catholicism in the mid-1980s and as we have just seen, believed in values
associated with the conservative catholic political persuasion.196 Genovese was an

opponent of political correctness on college campuses, writing a glowing review of
Dinesh D’Souza Illiberal Education: The Politics of Sex and Race on Campus in

1991.5%7 Inthe review, Genovese writes that as “one who saw professors fired during the

McCarthy era...I fear that our conservative colleagues are today facing a new

McCarthyism in some ways more effective and vicious than the 0ld.”1% That said,

Genovese disapproves of D’Souza’s rejection of ‘black studies and women’s studies,’

writing that “[in] principle, we should emphatically welcome black studies and women’s

studies programs as a legitimate means of promoting scholalrship.”199

193Christopher Lasch to Robert Lasch, March 25, 1991, quoted in Miller, Hope, 363.
94Martin B Duberman, The Rest of It: Hustlers, Cocaine, Depression, and Then Some, 1976-1988
gDurham: Duke University Press, 2018), 112-113.

9 Duberman, The Rest of It, 113.
198 Genovese’s official break with the left was printed in 1995, though it had been a long time coming. See
Eugene D. Genovese, “The Question,” Dissent 41, no. 2, (Summer 1994): 371-376. Genovese discusses his

recent (“in the last two years”) religious conversion in Eugene Genovese and Elizabeth Fox-Genovese,
“The Genoveses Find God,”

197Eugene D. Genovese, “Hersey, Yes—Sensitivity, No,” review of llliberalism: The Politics of Sex and
Race on Campus by Dinesh D’Souza, The New Republic, April 15, 1991, 30-35.

Genovese, review of Illiberalism: The Politics of Sex and Race on Campus, 30.
199Genovese, review of Illiberalism: The Politics of Sex and Race on Campus, 33.
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Ina 1991 letter, Genovese sent Lasch a letter asking for Lasch’s opinion on
lliberal Education and Genovese’s review.2%9 Lasch responded by saying he has not

read the book, seemingly brushing off the suggestion he should read it. Responding to
Genovese’s suggestion of a coalition against political correctness, Lasch thinks that the
most trouble in such a coalition would “[come] from the right.” Lasch quotes
paleoconservative writer Paul Gottfried as telling him “last week” that “nothing neo-
conservatives say can be taken at face value. They have no interest whatsoever in

academic freedom, and they wish only to impose their own brand of ideological
conformity on the university.”201 Both Lasch and Genovese are concerned with

academic freedom and freedom of speech on college campuses, but the pair seem to

implicitly disagree on solutions to the problem.

About a year later, in April 1992, Genovese sent Lasch another letter. Genovese
tries to lighten the mood, he jokingly suggests that Lasch was having his (cancerous)

kidney removed because he was “sore that his latest book did not hit the bestseller list and
anxious to get out of an onerous department chairmanship.”202 Despite his seriousness and

academic stature, Genovese had a strong sense of humor. Genovese relates his experience
with growing older and having a health scare. A few months later, on June 24, 1992,

Genovese invited Lasch to attend a conference he was hosting in Atlanta, also wanting to

know “where [Lasch’s] is these days on political matters.”?%3

200 Eugene Genovese to Christopher Lasch, April 3, 1991, CLP, Box 2, Folder 19

201Christopher Lasch to Eugene Genovese, April 12, 1991, CLP, Box 2, Folder 19.
202 Eugene Genovese to Christopher Lasch, April 3, 1992, CLP, Box 2, Folder 19.
203 Eugene Genovese to Christopher Lasch, June 24, 1992, CLIP, Box 2, Folder 19.
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Unfortunately, this is where the archived conservations between the two ends.
Lasch would pass on Valentine’s Day, 1994 from cancer at the age of 61. While both
authors took different positions publicly later in life, as the Soviet Union slowly collapsed,
they came to similar conclusions, that being the opalescence between left, center and right.
In an interview conducted over three years of Genovese responding to questions from the
editors of the collection Slavery, Succession, and South History, Genovese wrote that there

was a “need for a new political movement that can draw upon the best elements of Right,

»204

Center and Left - categories that have become worthless. Lasch seems to concur,

writing in his 1991 The True and Only Heaven, that the premise underlying his study of the

concept of progress is that “old political ideologies have exhausted their capacity either to
explain events or to inspire men and women to constructive action.”?%° While neither were

ever apolitical, at least in the 1990s, both arrived at a conclusion that saw labels like left,
right and center as meaningless.

Given the circumstances, it is understandable why Beyond was unpublished and
why it remains that way. Still, it represents a number of important intersections,
including the culmination of Lasch’s brief flirtation with seeking to advise the New Left
and its political direction. Reflecting at the end of his life, Lasch said that

I don’t think intellectuals do very good work when they set themselves up as

advisors to political movements...[it] is a seductive trap that always has to be resisted
because intellectual integrity is inevitably compromised...That was one of the things

| thought had learned by the time | wrote The New Radicalism.2%®

Beyond the New Left and the resulting fallout between Genovese and Lasch can be

seen as that belief regarding intellectuals and political movements finally settling in.

204Genovese, Slavery, Secession, 204.

205 Lasch, True and Only Heaven, 21.
206 Christopher Lasch, “History as Social Criticism,” 1324.

52



The two had been actively engaged in left wing politics for half a decade (Genovese for

substantially longer) and their attempt to build a party, let alone produce its manifesto,
had failed and those failures had taken their toll on Lasch.?%’

After falling out with a group surrounding the journal Studies on the Left,
Christopher Lasch and Eugene D. Genovese decided to work together on what would be
a manifesto for a new political party. Both were dismayed by the quickly-declining New
Left in the summer of 1969, they hoped to offer an alternative path, one that sought a
coalition with dissatisfied left liberals, but was still a party still committed to socialism.
Together, they produced a novel length, difficult to read, manifesto that is bogged down in
unclear and overused Marxist terminology that hops from topic to topic at will. The
manuscript is engaged with other New Left historians and older Marxist thinkers just
making their way stateside, like Antonio Gramsci. The manuscript was rejected and as
the New Left faded, so did the pair’s interest in rewriting the rejected manuscript, as did
their relationship, to a degree.

While not a political, financial or scholarly success, “Beyond” is supremely
helpful if not essential in understanding Lasch and Genovese’s early political trajectory.
Beyond contains hints of not only the author's later political sympathies but also their
future work and the direction it would take. “Beyond” takes positions are ostensibly
Marxian, but also distinctly conservative. Women have been duped by feminism and
the sexual revolution, they have only become more of cogs in a machine. Genovese sees
black radicalism as incompatible with their new socialist party, almost as if separate but

equal socialist parties were needed. While not either author's finest hour, the manuscript

207See citation 101.
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helps clarify historiographical debates and illustrates that even while Lasch and
Genovese were younger and part of the New Left, they still had fundamental beliefs that
would lead to them abandon the left and embrace different forms of conservatism.
“Beyond” helps explain their political trajectory and deserves to be included in any

discussion on where either lies ideologically.
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