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BM Reports

Information: inflation’s enemy.

Can you name something that actually costs less today, a lot less? Some-
thing that can help fight the rising cost of the things you buy?

We car: information technology.

A series of computations that cost $1.26 to do on an IBM computer in 1952
can now be done for 7/10ths of a penny. That’s 180 times less. {As a matter of fact, its
really 400 times less if you figure what a dollar was worth in 1952.)

Innovating to Reduce Cosis

The continuing improvement in the performance-per-dollar of information
technology is the result of innovation. Innovation that has made IBM computers
more than athousand times faster than the first commercial models of just 26 vears ago.

Innovation that comes from applying brains and research dollars to finding
better, less costly ways to help put information te work for people. Innovation, not
only by IBM, but by hundreds of companies in the information technology business.

Innovation. It helps limit the bite of inflation.

Declining Costs Spur Productivity

Equally important, such price-performance improvements make it increas-
ingly practical for businesses, schools, hospitals, municipalities and others to use

information technelogy in an ever-widening range of applications—to improve pro-
ductivity to keep costs to a minimum.

Productivity. It helps limit the bite of inflation, teo.

Sure, the canses of inflation are many and complex. Sure, there’ no easy
solution to the inflationary spiral...but its clear information technology can help.

We're proud to be part of 2 young, innovative industry that one day may
help bring inflation to its knees. In the meantime, we plan to keep meeting inflation
head-on with innovation and productivity...every chanee we get.

http://legacy.library.ucsf.edu/tid/odq89a00/pdf
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Carter’s Best Speech

“You epend a billion here and a hillien
there,” Everett Dirksen used to tell
budget committees with mock sclemni-
ty, “and pretty soon you're talking feal
money!” 1t sounded funny at the tirne
but it’s beginning to date. What's a
bilion any longer? Today, a single
proposed aircraft carrier costs aver two
billion. We thought about that listening
to President Carter discussing nuclear
war at Annapolis last week. The latest
example for a real war is Vietnam.
GCeorge McGovern has an estimate Tor
Vietnam, weorked out for him by some
government agency or other. The full
bill isn't in yet, of course {the US paud
pensions to veterans’ widows for_a
century after the Civil War}. Vietnam
I0Us still pour in—medical costs, pen-
sions and interest on the war debt.
Total? Around $350 billion—the price
tag for a small war. For comparisan, the
total federal budget receipts from all
sources in fiscal year 1977 were $357
billion. Or, as an easy way to remember
it, a third of z trillien. Trillion. We are
moving into the vocabulary of
astronomers.

Preszident Carter is not an eloquent
man. His delivery is only so-so, better
than Harry Truman's as he reads a
speech, but not as good as Truman was
when he extemporized and used that up
and down chop of both arms, while he
poured it on. Carter doesn’t lift you out
of your seat; he is a bit on the dull side.

June 17, 7978 -

Having said this, let me add that 1
thought his Annapolis speech was the
best [ ever heard him make. At an awe-
some moment in history he was calm,
restrained, and reassuring. There was
no bombast. It would have been soeasy
to slop over and throw in the "lift of a
driving dream” or some other meretri-
ciets purple phrase. He didn’t. He was
low-keyed and earnest and apen. It was
an honest speech, -

It came at a turning point. At the UN
Andrew Young took the positior that
there is fittle menace toc Americans in the
Horn of Africa which, six months ago.
they hadn't hieard of. At the disarma-
mEt conference Walter Mondale took a
tadigh stand toward the Russians, then
Carter fullowed this up with a hard line
in questions and answers at Chicago.
Taughest of all was Brzezinski, national
security adviser, who snarled at the
Russians last month on “Meet _the
Press,” and charged they had violated
the "code of detente.” He sounded as
though he wanted to sever relations.
Who was speaking For the adminlstra-
tiohi? Was Zbig or Secretary Vance in
charge of US foreign policy? Then came
the president’s puzzling denunciation of
the Washingtor Post headline {fune 2
“White House I[mposes Freeze. on
Strategic Arms Talks.” There was no
freeze, he declared angrily in a personal
appgarance in the White House press
reom, Very well the headline was
wrong. Bul the body of the news story
modified the report and, anyway, was it
all that important? Things must be very
critical indeed in Soviet relations for
such an outburst, many concluded. That
was the background for the Arnapolis
address. Some waited for a bombsheli;
others declared that the president was
playing politics—trying to revive flag-
ging popularity by lambasting Moscow
and reviving hysteria.

Instead of that the president spake
softly. He gave a dignified appeal. Let
the Russians think about what they are
doinig. cooperate, close the gap on the
SALT agreement—the prospects for
which, he insisted, “are good.” He went
over differences of view and style of the
superpawers, noting Russia’s steady,
alarming investment for 15 years 5[ 15
percent of its gross national praduct in
armaments, He didn't say this but the
United States annually invests only
about seven or eight percent of GNP an
arms; it comes, of course, frem a
national cutpui about twice Russia’s.

[n calm wards Mr. Carterin effect told
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his acversary to go look in the mirror;
Moscow (5 losing friends, its cultural
bends with others are “few and frayed,”
its form of government “is becoming
increasingly unattractive to other
nations,” and so on. This was not offered
as a provocative taunt but quietly, as a
matter of common knowledge. The

heart of the talk was. of course, the

statement, “The Soviet Unien can
choase either confrontation or coopera-
tion. The United States is adequately
prepared te meet sither choice,” That
could have been said with a roll of
thunder or with a theatrical flourish; it
was characteristic of Carter that the
aczual utterance was like the words
themselves, matter-af-fact.

The Carter speech emphasizes that
beside the conspicuous nuclear arms
race a second great conzest s going on
around the worlé between Russia and
America, partly in economic terms and
partly in abstractions: social justice,
political self-determination and human
rights. [t pops up in such out-of-the-way
places as mismanaged, carrupt and
virtually barkrupt Zaire—about equally
far away from Moscow and Washing-
ton. It intertwines with America’s
gigantic struggle ko gel on the temper-
ance wagon of energy conservation and
kick the addiction. <o imported ail.

The odds in this second contest are far
closer than most Americans think. The
business in Zaire, for example, iz not
only between East and West but North
and South, the Sou:h representing the
underdevelaped third world where haif
the people go to bed hungry at right,
The United States, with six percent of
the warld's population, uses a third of its
energy. The Mobil advertisements and
Ben Wattenberg tell us not to feel guilty
about this, but it presents the US to the
world as the very symbol of ruthless
capitalism bent on enslaving despairing
have-not nations. They want a new in-
ternational economic order presented
alluringiy by Moscow with Cubar
troops.

Russia has an aging oligarchy,
operating a ponderous centralized
bureaucracy with an econemic system
short on capital, technology and free
market incentives. Dangerous weak-
nesses. But America's oif dependenceisa
danger, too. Consumption is up 18
percent since 1973 and rising, 47 percent
of itimported and a crunch fikely in sight
years. What happens if there is a conp in
Saudi Arabia, or the ol jugularis other-
wise cut? Nat all risks are nuclear.
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RN THE NEW REPUBLIC

June 17, 1978

Richard Nixon told us in his second inaugural address
that we should stop asking what government can do for
us, He said we should ask instead, "What can I do for
myself?” It‘s been five years sifice he-offered that
advice, and now suddenly Americans seem to be taking
it to heart. They have thrown aside whatever generous
impulse may have made them support public services in
the past and begun ta vote for leaders who tell them
that they should think of themselves firSt and of the
community second.

Last week’s elections provided some examples. One
was the defeat of Senator Clifford Casé in the New
Jersey Republican primary by a 34-year-old disciple of
Ronald Reagan, Jeffrey Bell. Bell has only tenuous ties
to New Jersey, and his only past political accomplish-
ment was dreaming up Reagan’s pledge during the 1976
election ta cut $90 billion from government spending
on social services. In Ohio, voters rejected more than
half the school tax and bond measures on the ballot.

But the most sweeping affirmation of the me-first
principle came from California. Voters decided by a
margin of two-to-one last week to support the Jarvis-
Gann initiative—also known as Proposition 13—which
promised to cut property taxes by more than 50
percent, Tax assessments are to be turned back to the
1975-76 level and can be increased by no more than two
percent a year. But there is an exception—one that
reveals the narrow selfishness of the amendment most
starkly: a house can be reassessed up to its full market
value after it changes hands. Present homeowners are
protected; future homeowners are on their own,
“Launch the lifeboat—I'm aboard. Everybody else can
swim to shore.”

In keeping with the spirit of the day, Proposition 13
will give proportionally more relief according to the size
of one's investment. The rich get richer. The measure
will cost local gavernments abeut seven bitlion doilars
in lost revenue the first year, and the deficit will have to
be made good with funds From the state and federal
government. This tax revolt could have a curicus result
not anticipated by its backers. It could make California’s
public services—to the extent that they survive the
coming budget cuts—more dependent on far-away
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bureaucracies in Sacramento and Washington, DC.

The Jarvis campaign rode to success on a very
appealing myth, one that has worked well in other
conservative crusades. [t is the myth that government

is the source of society’s ills, and that the way to reform

the government is to go at [t with an ax. One beging by
slashing taxes. This sales pitch is 2imed just low enough
to appeal to middle-class voters—in this instance, te
middle-class owners of houses. The deception lies in
that it gives a sheen of high purpose to a cause that in
fact is rooted in narrow self-interest. The Jarvis
proposition, Californians were told, was nat just a
cause for property owners to join, but a fight on
principle against flabby government. We suspect that
this blending of libertarian rhetoric with cash prizes for
the middle <lass is the central appeal of the new
backlash that is gaining momentum in the country. [t
salves the conscience by saying that voters can do good
by doing weil for themselves, even if doing so means

that they withdraw from the community.

It is true, of course, that government bureaucracies
grow flabby and require surgery on occasion. But the
sensible way to proceed is to elect a trustworthy
surgeon. !f California’s preblem is that it is burdened
with an overextended education system, then Califor-
nians should have the good sense to find and elect
someone who will make the necessary budget cuts.
They should also be willing to support such a leader
when he gets in a hot political fight with special
groups—such as teachers’ unions—that want to stap
the surgery. The supporters of the Jarvis plan,
however, have done much less than this. All they can
say that they've done with certainty is to lower the tax
bills of middle and upper-class property owners. Possi-
bly they may reduce the size of local government, but
that remains to be seen.

Nixen’s thesis—that we do best by helping
ourselves—has never been unpopular, despite Nixon's
belief that he was articulating & rare and profound
truth. It is a hard little rule, cherished by compulsive
winners in every part of the waorld, Tt inspires the
ambiticus and confirms the value of success. What it
does not do is tell the whole truth. It fails to explain that

5
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the generous impulse i5 just as necessary to our
survival as the acquisitive impuise, for without it,
society disintegrates and productive work comes to 2
stop. But the generous ifpulse must be nurturec by
our political leaders. Afterlast weelk will there be any of
them left with the courage to do it, or will they all be
jumping aboard the me-first bandwagaon?

White House Waich
Hard Lines

The section of the Creat Wall of China near Peking that
Richard Nixon and Henry Kissinger visited in 1972 and
that Zbigniew Brzezinski visited in May has three
levels. The steps rising from the ground to all of them
are steep and the climb from the setond level to the top
is very steep. Deputy Foreign Minister Wang Hai-jung,
a grand-niece of the late Mao Tse-tung, accompanied
Brzezinski to the wall. Brzezinsk: said afterward n
Washington that she was “very charming.” One of the
Americans in his party said that for Brzezinski the trip
to the wall was a fun occasion, an outing with an
attractive and stimulating woman after hours in
conferences and at banquets in Peking, and that he let
himself relax with no thought that his behavior would
be reported around the world. He was told when he
reached the second level that Nixon and Kissinger
stopped there and didn’t climb ta the top. Brzezinski
reacted instantly and in character: where Nixon and
Kissinger had not gone, he would go. He challenged
Wang and the others with him ta race him up the re-
maining steps and shouted, "Last one to the top fights
the Russizns in Ethiopia!” He, Wang and theircompan-
ions then walked briskly up with Brzezinskiin the lead.

Although the crack about “Russtans in Ethiopia” was
made in furn, it could not—Brzezinski being
Brzezinski—have been made in innocence. It occurred
amid and detracted from a series of considered asser-
tions of common US and Chinese interestandof thrusts
by Brzezinski at Communist China’s Communist
enemy, the Soviet Union. Because it was excessive and
childish and also because it manifestly would never
have been made by anyone else of Brzezinski's rank in
the Carter administration, the remark furthered andin
a small way justified a feeling tha: American foreign
policy was in the hands of people who didn’t know what
they were doing.

The Prezident soon showed that he was aware of the
feeling and understood that it was serious and
widespread, and imperiled all that he hoped to
accomplish in the warld. He decided to attempt in a
previously scheduled graduation address at the US
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Naval Academy in Annapolis to dispel the confusion
that increasingly seemed to envelop and obscure his
policy. He said in the speech that his subject was “the
relationship between the world's two greatest powers,
the United States and the Soviet Union.” Since early
last vear he had dealt with that subject in three major
speeches and in scores of group interviews, press
conferences and cther exchanges. Every point that ke
made in the Annapolis speech, including the identity of
Communist Chineseand Americanintereststhat Brzez-
inski emphasized in Peking and the iniquisies of Soviet
and Cuban intervention in Africa that Brzezinski and
Carter have been proclaiming for many months, had
been made again and again. Carter stated some of his
points in harsher words and harder tone than he
previously had. But it was all on the record. [t all must
have been taken into account long since by Soviet
officialdom. There could have been nothing new ta the
Kremlin except the hardened tone in Carter’s assertion
that " The Soviet Union can choose either confrontation
or cooperation. The United States is adequately
prepared to meet either choice.” Certainly there was
nothing new, indeed there seemed to be no meaningful
point either for the Kremiin or for Americans, in
Carter's moralistic recital of the Soviet system’s sins
and faults.

Why the speech, then? The answer is simple and
depressing. The President of the United States thought
it necessary 16 months after taking office to
demonstrate that he has a policy, thathe knows what it
is, and that he is in charge of it. A briefer speaking for
him at the White House the morning the speech was
delivered acknowledged that a contrary impression is
prevalent and troubling. The briefer said that the
impression results more from poor repoerting in the
media than from any differences among the officials
who {the briefer didn’t say) variously assist and hamper
the President in formulating and expressing the policy.
That said, we duck Further evaluation of the speech and
deal with the nature and causes of the confusion that
brought it an.

The confusion arises in part from a consequence of
experience that Carter officials discuss (reely in private
but somehow never get around to explaining in public.
The Carter administration took office with a belief that
“a policy based on constant decency in its values and on
optimism in our hisorical vision” (Jimmy Carter—May
23, 1977) would elicit a response from the Soviet Union
and lead to a degree of accommodation that have not
occurred. An accompanying conviction was that
Richard Nixon, Cerald Ford and Henry Kissinger—
especially Kissinger—were incapable of conceiving and
applying such a policy and therefore had failed to
achieve the accommodation with the Soviet Union that
Carter and some of his people expecied to accomplish.
The expectation was not rooted in the total naivete that
this summary note mav indicate. One of the ironies of

{conkinued on page 8)
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. Correspondence

Out of focus

To the aditors:
The listing on this magazine’s masthead
of its first

magazine, pictures and Richard Nixon,

At Hangchew, toward the end of
Nixong . visit to Communist China in
1972, he posed for a group photograph
with his press party and then had his
picture taken shaking hands separately

t T Rl

with each of us. When Press Secretary

Ronald Ziegler introduced me, Nixon
said mysteriously and unforgettably,
F==Oh yes. The New Republic! Tt doesn’t use

____ pictuvies,” That night, as he and Premier

. Jp—

Chou en-Lai left a banquet together,

Nixon introduced Chou to reporters
standing along the aisle. Introducing me,
he said

. __know.” Chou, who understood and _
- spoke English, smiled and murmured,

i "Of course I know!" As they walked on__
L ‘and Nixon kept pausing to chatter with
__reporters and others, Chou raised his |

= Tight hand to Nixon's back and pushed
Lo I‘nm genlly toward the daor. )

I T o John Qsborne

The New Republic -

A legitimate fear

T T e editors: g e
. Paul Robinson (“Invisible Men,” TNK,

_Jeine 3] denies that there is 2 practical
—— need for laws protecting the rights of ~

aying that the Jewsin Hltler’- Germany

condemn whale groups of peaple except
those who are lucky enough to beable to
hide?

_Mr. Robinson has sympathetically

- described the pain and difficulty ex- -
perienced in the daily lives of most’

- homosexuale as they try to conceal their,

“identities. But this "secretiveness”isniot

the result of a“common shame inwhich
—= . alt human beings hide their sexuality”

[T

“staff photographer” 15
occasion for a small story about the

“lohn Osborne of The New
§ Repuiwh'c It doesn't use pictures, you’

Senior Editar

" counterparts

homosexua s because homosexuals are
3 ,anuses.

- possessed the same rights as Aryans.
rovided that they could successfully
Fdonceal their Jewishness, Is there no

moral judgment of a society willing fo_’r:

{which would certainly surprise most
anthropologists). Nor is it a desire to
- avoid political commitment. It results
“from & 4 legitimate fear of economic and
~social persecttion which has indeed
been so systematic and sc successful

that until very recently few homosex-

uals dared to identify themselves for
fear of losing their jobs, their homes and
even their physical safety If Mr. Robin-
_son was not so smugly content with
armchair analysis,

some elementary
research would reveal to him plentiful,

. documented examples of police harass-
ment, senseless beatings, job dismissals,
_loan refusals, housing denials and even
_killings all directed toward homosexuals
merely because they have either beenso
brave or so anfortunate as to be

identifiable as hemosexuals. Meanwhile
the courts continue to look the other

way, There has long been a tacit
~understanding between public and

“private citizens alike that the rights of
homosexuals can be violated with im-

. punity.

Having dismissed the demand for

equal protection of the laws as merely an

“infantile demiand for attention, Mr.

VT Robinson takes up the cause of the anti-
gay movement. He is really quite candid

about_this, He d does not clalrn that gay
rights lead to “dangerous or _disruptive

- ’ w7~ 77 social consequences. He concedes that
- ~—homosexuals

are mastly in-
distinguishable from their heterosexual
“iunless homosexuals
themselves tell us who they are. This
they must be prevented from doing,
however, lest Mr. Robinson and others
” be subject to qncontrollabiv vivid im-~
aglnzngs of - pen:seg in mouths and
" But_ ll’ the mere 51ght {)f

iaSIEb ~does not the stght of heterosex-
uals tngger 51mxlaf fantasies? After all,
the practice: neither of fellatio nor
sodomy is confined to homosexuals,
The concern with the sexual practices
of minorities 5 the true red herring of
Mr. Robinsog's -article. The congern

T "should not be whether cunnilingusis

intrinsically more palatable than fellatio
but whether it is really justifiable to
legally pressure one group of pedple into
concealing their presence solely because
“a larger grouy finds the very thought of
them offensive. Mr. Robmscn concedes

thatin ‘fact “the opponents of homosex-
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ual rights really have no place to turn for
a platform other than to traditional
religion.” Having already denied T4th
Amendment protections te homosex-

-uals, he now sacrifices the First Amend-

ment. Apparently that is the price
averyone must pay to be protected from
the wsnbshty of gays and the horrors of
one’s own fantasy life.
T Pawl Sheparid
Aomherst, Massackusefts

And they all wear cardigans

To the editors:

Garry Trudeau probably does not know
it, but there really is a Department of
Symbolism of sorts at one of our major
universities. | and 70 of my classmates
graduated from Brown University with
a degree in Semiotics—the study of
signs and symbolization.

We never could figure out who would
enduow such an area of study, but now |
guess it's obvicus. HEW needed a
“feeder” institution For the Department
of Symbohsm

" Avr Seave
Brown Lniversify
Class of '77

We]l, rﬂ b-roker is...

Ta the editors:

I would like to call attention to
something that is becoming comman
practice in INR and other magazines—
something we might call “the gratuitous
appeal to autharity when stating the
gbvious.,” A good example is in Ken
Bode’s article “Carter in November”
{May 207, After remarking (second

paragraph} that off-vear loss of seatsis -

“as ‘well established as any tendency

et he continues, "Pofitical scientist

Austm Ranney pointed out recent-
ty. . ..” Well perhaps he did. But sohave
severa! hundred thousand pther people.

And it's a fact known o milliong— - -
‘certainly to everyche whoreads TNR.TH

wager that 1009, perhaps 10,000, times
2s many people know about the off-year

- election situation as have ever heard of

Austin Ranney. So what's the paint?
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Carter’s dilemma is that as early as 1974 he was
expressing the basic views on defense and international
realities that he is expregsing now. Presidential Review
Memorandum 10 (“PRIM 107, a study that NSC
assistant and Harvard professor-on-leave Samuel P.
Huntington conducted a year ago, foresaw that Africa
with its paverty, its weak governments and its rem-
nants of colonialism offered the Spviet Union opportu-
nities for intervention that probably didn't exist
anywhere else. As officials familiar with the classified
study readily concede, it did not anticipate that the
Soviet Union and its agent, Communist Cuba, would
exploit the situation as quickly and boldly as they have.
Inasmuch as the Russians and Cubans had intervened
in Angola and Congress had killed off Kissinger’s
covert attempt to frusfrate them there before Carter
was elected, PRIM 10 analysis was hardly a miracle of
prescience. In a wobbly sort of way, however, the
sequence of expectation and disappointment supports
the rather defensive explanation that the hardening of
Carter administration rhetoric merely and inevitably
reflects changes in perception that could and did come
only with experience. - .

A Carter official who is asscciated in the public mind
both with Africa and with the confusion over policy
toward Africa is Andrew Young, the US ambassador to
the United Nations. Young's, Carter’s, and other
officials’ protestations to the contrary, a clear con-
tradiction between Young's view that the adminisira-
tion ought not to “panic” over the Soviet-Cuban
presence and activities in Africa and the President’s
continuing and intensifying expressions of concern
persists and does much to perpetuate the sense of con-
fusion that Carter is trying to dispel. In my unfashion-
ably orthedex opinion, this particular difficulty is
rooted in two fundamental misconceptions of the UN
ambassador’s rofe. First, that ambassadorship is not the
place for an incumbent with a special constituency of
the kind that regards Andrew Young as its foremost
representative in the adminisiration and, rightly from
its standpoint, expects him to reflect its special biases
and interests. The reference of course is to the black
community and to Ambassador Young as a black
American. Second, Carfér made a mistake when he let
Andrew Young become an independent and to all
effects autonomous ambassador instead of what the
position and the law require, a faithful subordinate and
spokesman for the President and the secretary of state.

[t is somehow fitting that this incomplete account of
difficulties and confusion should end with only the
barest reference to one of the President’s few recent
and substantial successes in foreign affairs, At the
NATO sumrmit conference in Washington May 30-31,
the heads of 13 member governments affirmed their
commitments to implement important improvements
in the alliance that he initiated in London last year.
Among them is a long-term, 15-year effort to build up
military readiness, coordinate deplorably and
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dangerously uncoordinated equipment programs, and
sustain defense expenditure for NATO purposes atany
level agreed to be necessary. The continuing increase in
Soviet and Warsaw Pact military strength on the
borders of Western Europe is a fact and Carter is right
in calling upon his NATO allies, including some who
require urging and some who don't, to recognize the
danger and counter it until and unless i is diminished
by negotiation and accommadation with the Soviet
Union.

John Osborne

And other tricks of the campaigner’s trade.

Walking Pol

Political gimmicks are one of the smaller costs of
democracy. Every year old ones are dusted off and new
ones devised to win some low-cost publicity for
candidates with more time on their hands than money,
or to draw attention in a field crowded with Jook-alikes.
Press conferences outside belching factories, or on the
steps of utility companies, at unemployment lines and
supermarket check-out stands—yes, and carrying your
own luggage and sleeping over_on supporters’
couches—-are all standard fare of political gimmickry.
The season is upon us again.

Every working stiff on Capitol Hill knows the story
of Dick Clark. He was the staff assistant whom
Congressman John Culver sent back to lows toset upa
campaign organization so that Culver could return and
run for the Senate in 1972. When Culver decided not to
make the race, Clark got inspiration. He quit his job,
filed for the seat himself and set off across the state—
on foot. When he began, Clark's name identification
was just about zero. But his border-to-border walk won
enough media mileage to overcome that and capture
him a seat that Iowa Republicans had reasonably
assumed they owned,

Dick Clark is up for reelection this year, and once
again he's hiking around lowa. Qbviously it’s a political
gimmick, but walking the state has proved to be one of
the best attention grabbers of the past decade. Of
course, it certifies nothing about the candidate other
than high vitality and sturdy dogs, two qualities
evidently much esteemed by the contemporary elec-
torate. “Walkin” Lawion Chiles probably holds the
record, He strolled the length of Florida, 1003 miles
from Pensacola to Miami, and won a Senate seat. Dan
Walker spent the summer before a March primary—
when, arguably, there wasn’t much else to do—hiking
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along the highways of llinois inpursuit of the
governorship, He also won. Now, in addition to Clark,
there is a guhernatorial hopeful walking across
Tennessee and there are candidates for state office in
Maryland and Arkansas who are jogping between
campaign staps, at least so long as thev arzin rangeof a
television crew, =

Properly choresgraphed, a walk has the candidate
tramping into each major media market of a state and
onto the local news programs. Along the highways, he's
flanked by aides bearing banners which notify
motorists that the grinning, waving hiker they're about
to pass has aspirations to public service. Count the cars
for a day and it's easy to conclude that you'll see mare
voters along the roadside than by running from one
Rotary luncheon to the next. And vou don't risk
alienating them by having to reveal where you stand on
the issues. -

When Dan Walker came up for reelection in 1976, his
public relations folks released 2 song commemorating
the 1972 achievement, called A Winner Walkin® Home. It
was a twangy ballad:

Stoppin’ at a country store,

swentstaing on the denim shivt he wore,
The hapes and dreams of his feilow man,
kzep fim walkin' on across this [and.
Vs a long, lomg way to go.

His body’s tivad, buf not fris soul.

Well, you can't fool the voters of Illinois like that.
Singin” about it is not the same as doin’ it. Walker lost.

Losing is not the only risk involved in the walking gig.
Two years ago, Democratic state chairman Hess Dyas
set off across the rainswept plains of Nebraska and
wound up in the hospital battling pleurisy instead of his
primary opponent, Edward Zorinsky, But there are
spin-off benefits, too. Talking to voters on his walk
through Florida, Lawton Chiles converted from a
Vietnam hawk to a dove. ,f -

There've been some variations on the walk. One
candidate announced he would swim the length of
Florida, which is much harder to do, of course, and has
the handicap that you get to meet a lot fewer people. In
her 1974 congressicnal race against Bob Wilson,
Colleen O'Connor actually did swim across the San
Diego Bay. She lost. In a Senate primary, former
congressman Max McCarthy donned a_scuba suit and
dived under New York harbor. He came up, but
finished fourth in a field of four.

Cliff Finch, who is now governor of Mississippi and
before that was a well-to-do trial lawyer, campaigned as
a friend of the working man and took te carrying a black
lunch bucket to certify that fact. The lunch bucket
became his campaign symbol. Instead of buying
billboards, his supporters constructed big {unch
buckets along the roadsides. It worked, Hareld Miller, a
feliow who ran for Congress from suburban Virginia a
few vears ago, found it troublesome to get his message
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across in the crowded Washington, DC, media market,
Miller bought up $10,000 worth of 45 rpm records
featuring himself conversing on issues, which he
planned to mail out to voters. Then fund-raising dried
up. The records are still in the basement and Miller is
nof in Congress. ]

Texas is zlways a great place for political gimmicks, as
just this year's primary proves. John Hill, whe ousted
incumbent governor Daolph Briscoe, dreamed up a
device to convinge voters he did not favor a state
income tax: a giant rubber stamp bearing the word
VETO, which he promised to use on any income tax
legislation, “before the ink gets dry!” Running for state
treasurer, Henry Ledbetter filled a pick-up truck with
funny money he'd printed up, then drove around the
state giving it away to dramatize his charge that the
state’s bank deposits were not being invested praperly.
He lost, two-to-one. Congressional candidate Perry
Ellis, an evangelist, rigged up a dial-a-speech telephone
recording for those who missed his campaign
appearances, a large category of folks if the primary
outcome is any indication! Ellis finished fifth in a field of
five. In the same primary, the Texas voters did all these
fellows one better by electing & dead man in a contested
primary. At 83, the fellow veas still alive but not a good
actuarial bet when he was nominated. Since the law
allowed the Democratic organization te name his
replacement if he won the primary, they just kept
ruaning his advertisements after he died, and he came
in first.

The most persistent gimmick these days is for
candidates ta show up at the workplace and do a few
hours—or even a full shift-—of well publicized, on-the-
job learning. Right now there are a dozen or more
candidates around the country digging ditches, pump-
ing gasoline, laying bricks, driving buses, busing dishes,
dredging for oysters and teaching school. These are day
laborers in the literal sense. A day in the shipyard, aday
in the mines, a day in the factory. lt's meant to give the
candidate an idea of the problems {and joys) of the
average American.

Take the case of Bob Graham, a state senater from
the Miami area who is running for governor of Florida.
His financial statement shows assets of more than four
million doflars, so to counter the impression that
someane worth that much doesn’t know the meaning
of wark, Graham has promised to do a full day’s work
on each of 100 entry-level jobs Last weekend he
completed his 70th. Among many other exertions,
Graham has processed sponges, poured columns on a
high-rise building, labored as a logger in west Florida
and hired on 2 tugboat out of Jacksonville, He has
picked tomatoes and oranges, been a stable boy at a
racetrack, worked on a shrimp boat and picked up 18
tons of refuse on a garbage crew. According to Jerry
Smith, his campaign manager, Graham zlsospent aday
and a half unemployed. "He felt the frustration of being
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unemployed with the use of nothing but public
transportation to get around,” Smith explains.

[n Virginia, US Senate candidate Rufus Phillips,
another odd jobber whao favors 100 percent of parity for
farm products, is accepting livestock from farmers as
campaign contributions. When he goes to a stockyard
to convert the on-hoof contributions into cash, it
involves filling out a speclal form for the Federal
Elections Commission. -

One work-a-day candidate got a lot more out of the
experience than he bargained for, Running for a state
senate seat in LaCrosse, Wisconsin, in 1976, Paul
Offner lined up stints working on a construction site, as
a teacher, as a cook and as a housewife. His first day on
the job, working on the roof of a municipal building,
Offner stepped backward through some unsupporied
insulation and dropped five floors, finishing the day in
critical condition with a fractured pelvis, contusions of
thelungand a broken arm, Offner recovered—and won
the election with 60 percent of the vote. |

Now Paul Offneris running for lieutenant governor
of Wisconsin. His opponent is a fellow named
LaFollette, which is a cherished name in that state, so
Offner again faces long odds. A few weeks ago, the
campaign car thai Offner was riding in wis hit
broadside by a semi-truck and totaled. Offner? Unhurt,
this time. But he must have Mr. LaFollette wondering.
[f the semi-truck gimmick was just for openers, what
tricks does Paul Offner have up his sleeve for the rest of
the campaign? —

Ken Bode

A modest triumph for Carter diplomacy.

Election Wins Close Call

Democracy in the Dominican Republic seems to have
survived its most severe test since the American
intervention in the 1965 civil war. Credit for this
belongs to the Carter administration, acting in close
coordination with a half-dozen Latin American and
Western European governments, If it weren't for the
instant US reaction, including & forceful personal
warning by Jimmy Carter, chances are that the
Dominican military would have nullified the election of
Antonio Guzmdn, a political moderate, and kept in
office President Joaquin Balaguer, 2 relic of Rafael
Trujillo’s dictatorial era. -

The American success in dissuading the Dominican
generals from carrying out an anti-Guzman coup,
which was already in the works, probably prevented
serious strife, if not a new civil war, in the Dominican
Republic. Guzmidn was leading Balaguer by a large
margin when troops halted Further vote-counting the
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day after the May 16 balloting, creating an imminent
threat of a bloody confrontation between the soldiers
and much of the population.

Carter’s effort demonstrated that the US, when so
disposed, is capable of moving in support ¢
democracy—at least in the Western Hemisphere— <
time of crisis. In taking his strong stand, Carter ignoc . ¥
more cautious advice from many-—though not all—
State Deparitment officials. American actions in the
Dominican crisis put other Latin American regimes on
notice that the Carter administration means buginess
concerning the restoration of democracy in this
dictatorship-ridden hemisphere. The Dominican
events were watched closely in Bolivia, Ecuador and
Peru, where local military regimes have committed
themselves to free elections this year; ag well as in
Argentina, Brazil and Chile, countries where the
Carter advocacy of human rights is beginning to have
some impact, Carter deserves considerable credit,
eepecially because he eschewed wholly unilateral
moves and acted instead in concert with democratic
leaders in Latin America.

Given the turbulent history of relations between the
US and the Dominican Republic, Carter’s policies
carried exquisite Tronies. Following the occupation by
US Marines, Trujillo became the country’s brutal
dictator in the earlv 1930s. US support for Trujillo
continued until 1961, when the Kennedy administra-
tion quietly helped to inspire Dominican plotters to
assassinate him.In 1962, Juan Bosch, a noted writer and
a left-of-center reformer, was chosen president in the
Dominican Republic's first truly free election. Vice
President Lyndon Johnson was on hand to celebrate
this event. A vear later, however, Bosch was deposed by
the mikitary, marking the end of the short-lived
democratic experiment in the Dominican Republic.

In April 1965, pro-Bosch “constitutionalists,” in-
cluding younger army officers, launched a rebellion
designed to restore him to power. A civil war broke out
in Santo Domingo between the rebejs and the hard-line
military. President Johnson, led to believe that he was
facing another "Communist Cuba,” dispatched the First
Marine Division and the 82nd Airborne Division to the
Dominican Republic to help the hard-liners put down
the uprising.

Subsequent political maneuvering involved National
Security Adviser McGeorge Bundy, Deputy Secretary
of Defense Cyrus Vance, and Ambassador Ellsworth
Bunker, just before he was sent to Vietnam. The
American first choice for a provisional president was a
wealthy provincial landowner named Artonio Guz-
médn. Bundy had picked him as a reasonably liberal
figure capable of reconciling the rival faction. Bundy,
however, was overruled in Washington and. after a
brief transition, joaquin Balaguer was put in the
presidency in 1966. The Americans conveniently forgot
that Balaguer had served as Trujillo's hand-picked
president in the years preceding the dictator's
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“What fuel could supply America’s
electricity forabout 250 years?”

—David G. Roberts, Scientist

“Coal. America has one miion tons of coal reserves in
the ground. Encugh energy 1o equal the 4il reserves of the
Who%; “Vofld.

“Coal is a tested, proven energy resource, and only a
generation ago it was supplying 48% of cur energy.

P i Tkt

“Today, in the midst of
the energy crisis, with U, 3. ol
resources stariing to run out, i .
supplies only 20% of our energy. S8 ' PV

"By tapping our vast reserves of coal, we can lessen our
dependence on imperted oll—a move that’s in the best interest
of all of us,

Electric companies are converting to coal.

"So. wherever feasible, electnic companies are converting
plants that rur on ofl and natural gas to coal. [n this way,
these precious fuels will last as long as possible—not only for
wansportation and heating, but for femlizers, pharmaceuticals,
and other useful applications,

>

"To meet the natiow’s

_ Ising power requirements,
-5 we will need 825 million
* tons of coal annually by
1985, as compared to
" half of that amount in
© 1975. Billions of doliars

will be needed to get that
* coal out of the ground, to
i ansport if, to create anb-
polluton cantrals.

Coal can’t do the job

alone —we still need

nuclear energy asa td

major source of E

iz 4 W s ! electricity. o

Nuclear energy is the other proven source of electricity. g

For many sections of the counmy, it’s the best and most <
economical source of power e
"But remember that in some sections of the country our o

= electric power capacity is stretching thin.”

E—

The time to build power plants is now.

By 1988 America will need 40% more electicity justto [ . - . T T T T T T T -
supply all the new people and their jobs. New power
plants—both coal and muclear—are urgently needed and
must be started at once to be ready in ime. For facts on
your energy oplions, just send in the coupon.

Ecison Elecnc Institute X INRE-6!17
BO. Box 2491, Ceneral Past Office
Mew York, M.Y. 1000]

Please send me free information about coal and the energy coists,

. Naime
Edison Electric Insfitute Ny o
for the electric companies Adcke rone
Chy, State Zip
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assassination, when Trujillo had preferred to exercise
his power from behind the scenes.

Now a US favorite, Balaguer was reelected in 19790
and 1974, with the opposition boycotting both elec-
tions. He won high marks in Washington for pacifying
the country (although he tolerated right-wing terrorist
squads, the police-supported “bandas™) and en-
couraging American private investment. When
Balaguer visited Washington in September 1977 for the
sigaing of the Panama Canal treaties, immy Carter
singled him out for praise as a true democrat.

The opposition Dominican Revolutionary Party
(PRD), Ffirst creaied by Bosch, decided to contest
Balaguer's bid for fourth term in May 1978 by putting
up Antonjo Guzman as ifs candidate, Balaguer, along
with US diplomatic observers, was certain of victory:
incumbents are not easily defeated in the Dominican
Republic, particularly when they are backed by the
military. Then came the surprise: During the night of
May 18 and 17, as the votes were being counted,
Guzmdn acquired a two-to-one fead over Balaguer.
Early on the morning of May 17, Dominican troops
entered the polling stations and stopped the count. A
military coup seemed to be in progress, apparently
under the direction of Gengral René BeauchampJavier,
the armed farces cecretary, and General Neit Nivar, the
chief of police. It remains unclear whether tha 70-year-
old Balaguer encouraged the coup. But he obviously
acquiesced in it—and failed to exercise his astensibie
commitment to democracy—by remaining silent when
the troops took over the polling stations.

The Dominican events were anacute embarrassment
to the Carter administration. Not only was the demo-
cratic process being undermined, but Jimmy Carter was
on the record with public praise for Balaguer as a
champion of democracy. Thus the administration
moved at once. The State Department set up a special
warking group on the Dominican Republic during May
17. The American Ambassador_in Sante Domingo,
Robert L. Yost {who had presented his credentials to
Balaguer on the eve of the elections) was instrucied to
call on Balaguer to express the US concern. This was
part of standing contingeticy plans in the Department.
Balaguer, however, refused to receive Yost, an attitude
he maintained for the next two weeks. Yost spent
hours that day sitting M his limousine outside the
Presidential Palace in the vain hope of being granted an
audience. Then he reported his failure.

The next step was for Secretary of State Vance, a
veteran of the 1965 evenits, to telephone Balaguer to
urge the restoration of the democratic process.
Balaguer, however, refused to take Vance's <all; his
aides said he was tired and resting. Vance thereupon
fired off a cable to Balaguer, informing him that a
continued interruption of the constitutional process
would have a “profound effect” on American-
Dominican relations. Balaguer ignored the cable.
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On Thureday, May 18, Venezuela's President Carlos
Andrés Peréz publicly condemned the Dominican
behavior, as did the presidents of Colombia and Cosia
Rica and Panama’s strong man Omar Torrijos. The
State Department entered into urgent consultations
with several Latin American governments t¢ consider
international action. Working in secrecy, the US and
Venezuela decided to call an urgent meeting of
hemisphere foreign ministers on the grounds that the
failure to respect the results of the elections in the
Dominican Republic could result in 2 “threat to peace in
the Hemisphere” The diplomats recognized that this
was a bit far-fetched, but the accent now was on
international pressure, And because the Dominican
Revolutionary Party is close to the Soclalist Inter-
national, the social democratic governments of West
Germany and Portugal joined in this pressure, urging
Balaguer to let the electoral process run its course.
There was also the hint from Peréz that Venezuela
might halt its low-priced oil.sales to the Dominican
Republic.

The US also considered direct action. The ad-
ministration was on the verge of reczlling Ambassador
Yost and the three officers and two enlisted men who
compose the local US Office of Security Assistance, the
military aid group. There also were plans to suspend
one million dollars in foreign military sales to the
Dominicans. Lieutenant General Dennis P, McAuliffe,
head of the Southerr Command in Panama, telephoned
General Beauchamo in Santo Domingo to warn him of
the consequences of a coup. McAuliffe and Beauchamp
knew each other, and the State Departmeant and the
Pentagon had decided this would be a highly effective
direct approach; this turned ocut tc be a correct
judgment.

On May 18, Representative Donald Fraser, the
Minnesota Democrat, telephoned President Carter to
persuzde him to issue a public statement. Carter had
been kept posted on the developments through so-
called “evening reading” notes that Vance sent him
daily, bypassing the National Security Council staff,
and he agreed tospeak out on the Dominican ¢risis. The
text of the statement was drafted by State Department
and NSC officials on the morning of Fridav, May 19.
Vance and some of his associates thought that the
language was too harsh, but Carter accepted it. The
same day he issued a declaration that he was “seriously
concerned” about the electoral events in the Dominican
Republic and was in touch with Latin American
presidents and the Organization of Americar States.
He said the US would be watching the situation, adding
that “the degree of our country’s support for the
Dominican government will depend upon the integrity
of the election process.” Carter didn't say it, but US
support for the Dominican Republic includes $21
million in economic ald programmed for the current
year, which might have been cut off.

But Balaguer had caved in even before Carter's
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statement. Troops were withdrawn from the poiling
stations late May 18, and the vote counting resumed.
Later that night, he went on television to promise that
the results of the elections would be respected. Carter

went ahead with his tough statement anvway, to make

sure that the Dominican gernerals didn't develop any
ideas of their own. The administration knew that
despite Balaguer's concession, military leaders, as one
official put it, were “still conspiring” and telling
American diplomats that Guzmdn was a dangerous
leftist whose PRD party was infiltrated by Com-
munists. Though the American press had been initially
describing Guzmadn as a “leftist,” an experienced US
diplomat described him as a “Teddy Kennedy tvpe”
Balaguer began freely giving venit to his biiterness
against the US. Pro-government néwspapers spoke of
“US intervention,” and Balaguer personally made this
point in a conversation with the mayer of Miami,
Maurice Ferré. What Carter did in the Dominican
Republic does, of course, raise the question of a U5
interference in Dominican domestic affairs. But
American officials take the view that the US has the
sovereign right to refuse “support” to governments of

whose policies it diszpproves, The Carter policy, which
isn't always consistent, is that aid should be given
principally to democraiic regimes.

Commendabie as the rescue of Dominican
democracy appears t¢ be, particularly inlight of the past
US record there, Carter is open to criticism for
releasing ecenomic atd funds to Nicaragua, where the
opposition i engaged in a bloody battle with the
Somoza dictaorship, and to Chile, where President
Augusto Pinochet runs a very repressive regime.

The issue of aid to dictatorial countries remains
highly controversial in the Carter administration. Cne
view 15 that sd-called “basic human needs” assistance
should be maintained and that, in the long run, it
encourages democracy. The controversy is not likely to
be resolved soon, but [immy Carter’s action in the
Dominican ¢risis points to the kind of policies emerging
in the administration. Antonio Guzmdn can thank
Carterif, as expected, he is inaugurated as president of
thie Dominican Republic on August 16, And, ironically,
Balaguer will be the first elected Dominican president
ever to turn over the government to a freely elected
successor,

Tad Szulc

Argentina Today, I

The Legacy of Perdn

by Peter Witonski

The chactic political disorder of Argentina today is part
of the Peronist legacy, as well as the even older legacy of
Argentine history. Domingo Faustino Sarmiento wrote
in 1842,

The Argentine caudillo iz a Mohamnied whe could change
the dominant religion af will and se wpa new one i its sfead.
He is ommipotent. His injnstice is a misfortusy for [z vieking,
bk it is et considered an abuse, berouse the caudille i
permiited to be wafust, Tmfeed, he puest n@ssarily be wijust.
He has always been so. ’

The late Juan Domingo Perdn was the guintessential
Latin American caudifto: ¢f Lider. ¢l Jefe, el Companvro, He

Peter Witonski is a historian and political scientist, and is
the author of The Wislonm of Comservaiism (Arlington
House}. :
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was, at various times, the champion of the rabecitas negras
{the slum-dwellers of Buenos Airesi and the defender
of their landlords; a secialist, a capitalist, a Marxist, a
fascist; a devout Catholic, an ex-communicated
Catheolic; a revolutionary, a counterrevclutionary; a
populist, a reactionary—among other things. He
borrowed his ideas freely from the other dictators and
ideologues of his generation. In retrospect, he reminds
one of an unsazy amalgam of Hitler, Stalin, France,
Ataturk and Beatrice Webb. He was also a thief who
robbed his countrymen blind; a sexual adventurer
whose acts of dissipation included the seduction of 13-
vear-old girls ("I'm not superstitious,” he joked]; and a
brutal tyrant who disposed of his enemies with ruthless
efficiency, “Perdn is the air we breathe, Perén is our
sun, Perdn is [ife,” his second wife, Evita, enthused in
her back, La Razén de mi Vida.



The eclectic ideology he dubbed justicialisme was
equally multifarious. [t appealed, or seems to hawve
appealed, to virtually every hue of the ideological
spectrunmi—from the fanatical Montonero guerrillas on
the farleft to the fascist gufimen of the Argentine Anti-
Communist Alliance on the far right. His followers
included an incongracug assoriment of orthadox
Communists, conservative busifigssmen, trade un-
lonists, moderate chirchmen and dedicated Nazis, He
himself was never easy to pin down. “If I define, 1
exclude,” he once declared. The bulk of his support
came from the guarangos, those Argentines who were
beyond the social pale, and he dubbed them the
descamisados, or shirtless ones. His mentor was Benito
Mussolini. As a young officer he spent several years in
Mussolini's Italy, where he received advanced military
training, pundered the virtues of the corporate state
and absorbed {f Duer's histrionic stvle. Long after
Mussolini had been defeated and disgraced, Peron
wraote, “Mussolini was the greatest man of our century,
but he made some disastrous mistakes. I, who have had
the advantage of witnessing what he did, shall follow in
his footsteps without falling into his errors.” He also
admired Hitler, and in 1944, when it was clear to
everyone else that Hitler was finished, Perén advised
his countrymen to “Turn your eyes to the iriumphant
Germany of Hitler.”

Perc’)n was a kind of genius, but, as some of his
countrymen were beginning to discover, his genius was
for public relations, not governing. He ruled his factious
country by playing class against class: the sligarmguia
against the descamizndos, rural Argentines against urban
Argentines, left-wing Peronists against right-wing
Peronists. “Al puebls. los inngos los cantos yo.” was his way of
saying, “I represent the general will because 1 call the
people’s tune.” Ultimately this philosophy led to
Peron’s downfall in 1955 and to the downfall of
Argentina. In a revealing letter to his friend Carlos
[bdfiez, who became prestdent of Chilein 1953, he came
as close as he has ever come to explaining what
justicialismo was all about. “Give to the people, especizlly
the workers, all that is possible,” he wrote. “When it
seems to you that you are giving them too much, give
them more. You will see the results. Evervone will try
ko scare you with the spectre of an economic collapse.
But all of this is a lie. There is nothing mere elastic than
the economy which everyone fears because no one
understands it.”

Such was the essence of Perdnismt. [t is an absurdly
frivolous and idiotic philosophy, and yet Argentina
cannot seem to get it out of its eystem. When the aged
Perén was returned to power in 1973, after 18 years of
exile, even he seemed torecognize that the problems he
had created in the 19505 with his Thermidorian
rostrums could not be solved by rhetoric alone; but, at
the same time, he knew that he could not survive if he
turned too far from the path of “authentic” Perénism.
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He found Argentina to be even more deeply divided
than it had been at the time of his ouster. He abandoned
some of his old metheds and tried to erlist old
opponents in the Armed Forces and the traditional
political parties to aid him in unifving the country and
bringing back some semblance of order to the shattered
economy.

But the dictator could not undo the damage he had
done in the 1950s, and Argentina became even more
divided after his return. Indeed, on the very dav of his
triumphal return to Buenos Aires in 1973, fighting
broke out between the extreme factions of his own
movement, leaving many people dead or wounded; and
the undeclared civil war that had plagued Argentina
since his overthrow became even more intense. The
aging dictator was no longer the man he once had been.
With his yellow skin and black-stained hair, he looked
more like a badly embalmed corpse than his country’s
savioT. Ef Lider had become, simply, & Vieio; the orator
who had once mesmerized the descamisados could barely
be heard by the crowds that massed around the Casa
Rosada (the Argentine White Housze} for his last
speeches. When he died in bed in 1974 it was an
anticlimax. But before dying Perdn played one last joke
on the people of Argentina: he arranged for his third
wife, Isabel Martinez de Perén—a woman of
mysterious origins, possessing noeducation to speak of
and no political experience—to become the country’s
vice~president, and, under the constitution, his
successor as president.

Under Isabelita things went from bad to worse.
Peronism ceased to be a political movement and became
a kind of political gang, controlled by the sinister José
Lopez Rega, a former traffic cop and fortune teller who
Flattered his way in the Peronist circle during the
dictator’s exile in Madrid. During Perdn’s last days the
nefarious Lopez Rega fotlowed him like a shadow and
teld him what to say. According to several witnesses,
on the day of the dictator’s death Lopez Rega tried to
raise him from the dead by magic. Under the reign of
Lopez Rega and Isabelita the so-called Argentine Anti-
Communist Alliance, a goon squad financed by the
Peronist movement, murdered opponents of the
regime with brutal frequency. One criticized Mrs.
Perén and Lopez Rega only in polite terms; to become
too harsh meant certain physical injury. By the time
Isabelita was finally overthrown in 1976 by the
reluctant General Jorgé Videla, the nation was on the
verge of collapse. Inflation had risen to clese to 300
percent, and the government had been printing meney
so rapldly that its presses and coin-stamping machines
had begun to break down from overwork,

Argentine historians and political scientists have
long sought to explain why their country, despite its
vast wealth, failed to develop a successful political
tradition like the United States, the country the
founders of Argentina most admired. “We Argentines
have succeeded at everything except politics,” the
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historian Julio Irazusta once told me. “Cur failure to
produce a viable political system has negated cur other
achievements and reduced us to the status of an
inferior nation.” Argentina is a land of plenty where
survival is often precarious. The splendid parks and
avenues of Buenos Aires abut the squalid villas misériss—
the slume that provided Peronism with the bulk of its
supporters. It is a sophisticated country, full of great
universities and splendid cultural institutions—and vet
in recent years it has been ruled by an ex-bargirland a
gaggle of generals whose intellectual limitations are
apparent to anyone who bothers to listen to them.
Argentina is a place where conservative Roman
Catholicism still holds sway, and vet only a few years
ago the most powerful official in the governitent was a
necromancer who believed himself to be the reincarna~
tion of Rasputin.

B y the early 20th century visitors to Argentina were
appalled by its failure to become a great nation. During
the fabled ochente—the Argentire Gilded _Age that
began in the 1880s—the eves of the world turned
toward Buenos Aires. The term “as rich as an
Argentine”—inspired by the ostentaticus habits of the
cattle-breeding ofigerguia—gained a wide currency in
Europe. But riches did not bring political stability to
Argentina. On the contrary, as new industries flourish-
ed and agriculture boomed, the fabric of Argentine
soclety began to disintegrate. The old Creolg society,
dominated by the provincial ceudillo 2nd his Joval peones,
began to collapse as the economy expanded. Massive
foreign investments, particularly by the British,
modernized the frontier, and waves of imfigrants,
primarily from Italy and Spain, transformed the
texture of Argentine society. B —_

Perhaps because so much of the gld 19th century
Argentine culture was washed away by imniigration
and modernization, 20th century Argentines have been
rather cavalier in their treatment of existing in-
stitutions. For the Argentines, the military coup is a
predictable occurrence, like elections in this country,
They do not expect much from their ruditles, and
historically they have never received much from them.
Perdn was the cne exception. Although he was in many
ways a typical Argentine military rawdillo. he aroused
more passion in his people than any cendiilo before him.
Those who hated him hated him to the point of never
uttering his name; those who loved him burned
religious candles beneath his effigy.

Two factors, above all, distinguish Perén from his
predecessors. The first was his championing of the
Argentine working class, which had long been ignored.
As minister of labor in the junts that seized power In
1943, he transformed the moribund General Con-
federation of Workers into one of the most powerful
central lzbor unions in the world, making it his main
powet base; and he initiated drastic reforms in working
conditions, ordered pay raises and enforced collective_
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bargaining. All of this made Perdn very popular; but his
most important asset was his partnership with the
woman who became his second wife—Eva Duarte.
Before mesting Perdn Evita was atready an established
performer in B movies, and the star of a weekly radio
20zp opera. She was attractive, determined and very
ambiticus. These were all qualities Perdn lacked. She
also understood the common people, and possessed
political instincts that no professionzl soldier could
hope to have. She combined the qualities of a beautiful
fashion model with thase of a secular madonna and a
Tammany Hall ward heeler. When Perén became
president she was only 25. She had risen from humble
origins and had come to hate the old oligarquia, which
she blamed for her childhood poverty. The poor were

- her constituency (it is'said that she knew thousands of

Buenos Aires slum-dwellers by name), and her power
lay in her ability to remain in touch with them in a way
that her husband could never hope to do. Quite often
she would wander through the villas mistrias of Buenos
Ailres simply tossing small bundles of money at the poer
who flocked to her side. She gave them a sense of
dignity even as her husband’s policies lowered their
already low standard of living; and the poor, for their
part, made Evita into 2 kind of goddess. When she died
of cancer in 1952, at the age of 33, Peronism lost its
most powerful weapon.

Under the influence of Evita, Perdn began an era of
reform that revolutionized Argentine society, He gave
women the vote, he gave the workers 2 48-hour weel
and 13 months’ pay for 12 months work. He

established a minimum wage, he set up elaborate public

works projects, dnd he greatiy expanded social services.
At the same time, however, he totally ignored the
agricultural sector of the economy {which was then as
now the backbone of Argentina} and, at great cost, he
nationalized indusiries simply because they belonged to
his enemies. He also began a reign of terror that has
poisoned political debate in Argentina to the present
day.

Perén was finally ousted in 1955, but only after he
had ruined the economy, tortured and imprisoned
thousands of his fellow countrymen and been ex-
communicated by the Catholic Church—a develop-
ment that cost him dearly, even among the descamisados.
The series of military and civilian governments that
ruled Argentina in Perdn’s wake did little to imprave
matters, and as economic conditions worsened and

political violence grew more savage the nastier aspects,

of his rule began to fade. The old dictator’s popularity
increased with each passing year, and by 1971
Argentines of all classes could look back to his regime
with almost sentimental longing. The jailings and
beatings were forgotten; only the memary of false
prosperity remained. Even the lezders of the ofigarquin
had come to believe that Argentina could only be saved
by Perdn’s return te power.

At first, inan attempt to calm the fears of the military
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and conservative elements of the ofigarguin, he ruled
through Hector Campora, a left-wing dentist who ran
in Perdn’s place for president. But when Campora, in a
fit of Jacobinical zea!, emptied Argentina’s jails of both
political prisoners and common criminals, Perdn
decided to dump him and run for the presidency
himself. With his third wife, Isabelita, as his running-
mate, he was easily elected. But his rule was short and
his death was well timed. The economy was on the
verge of ruin; the Montoneros, who had suspended
their violent activities temporarily upon his return,
were killing and kidnapping once again; and a guerrilla
war was underway in Tucuman Province, His followers
could always believe that ke might have saved his
country had he lived longer. Just as the 1935 coup
enabled him to escape the consequences of his misrule,
so his death rescued him from those same conse-
quences in 1974. The responsibility for saving Argen-
tina was shifted to his widow, a woman whose previous
professional experience had been working as a hostess
in clip joints like the Panama City Right club where she
met her husband during the early days of his exile.

The 1976 coup that ousted Isabelita and her corrupt
government had been long awaited. For months the
press had hinted that it was immirent. But even as her
regime neared its end [sabelita did not want for
supporters. She may have lacked Evita's passion, but,
for the more ardent votaries of her husband, she
remained their movement's symbel.

The generals saw clearly that Peronism would not be
extinguished simply by overthrowing the Peronist
government, a fact that explains their unwillingness to
act sooner. The main reason for the military’s caution,
however, was ideological splintering that had
developed in its own ranks during the short time since
Perdn’s return. The Argentine military included every
possible idealogical faction. Some, like General Jorgé
Videla, the chief of staff, were old-fashioned conser-
vatives, whose views had been formed long ago during
their days at the military academy. Many younger
officers looked to Peru, where General Alvarado
Velasco was fashioning a populist dictatorship under
army contrel. There were other officers who admired
the so-called Brazilian “solution,” and even a few who
derived inspiration from General Pinochet in Chile.

General Videla is clearly popular with the bulk of the
people. Of course, his popularity has been aided by the
temporary eclipse of the Peronist party. For the time
being, Perén’s henchmen—those who are still in the
country—are keeping a low profile, The leaders of the
other political parties, most of whom encouraged the
military o overthrow Isabelita, are also quiet. But the
people have not been quite so quiet. At the World Cup
soccer champlonships in Buenos Aires last week, the
crowdls called for a return to Peronism. “We want the
thieves back! We want the thieves!” they chanted.

The junta itself remains fragmented, but none of its
members is willing to return the nation to civilian rule,
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and hence to Peronism. General Videla, who was
reluctant to take power in the first place, has lately
given the impression of enjoying his presidential duties.
He has even talked about running as a “civilian,” in the
Brazilian mode. Generat Albano Harguindeguy, the
regime's authoritarian interior minister, has said that
the paliticians will have to coal their heels for at least 10
years before being allowed to return to power. The
most honest appraisal of the future was uttered by
General Roberto Viola, the army chief of staff, when he
proemised, in an aside worthy of Perén himself, that
democracy would be restored “when the circumstances
are right.”

The “right circumstances,” as far as the junia is
concerned, will not emerge until both political and
economic order have returned, and that will clearly take
a fong time. To sustain their position and to achieve the
pacification they promised the people, agents of the
regime continue to hunt down urban guerriilas and
those suspected of sympathizing with them. The
Mentoneros—the most powerful urban terrorist or-
ganization—have been dealt a series of devastating
blows, but they continue to machine-gun businessmen
and politicians and blow up their homes and cars.
According to the Fermaneni Assembly on Human
Rights, at least 6000 Argentines have been illegally
seized by the authorities, while another 6000 have been
arrested under more orthodox conditions. Actually, it is
impossible to measure the number of people who have
disappeared without z trace. The country’s mosi
famous political priconer, lsabelita, is presently housed
at a resort for officers and their wives, where she
awaits her trial for misappropriating public funds. Itis
said that the symbol of the Peronist movement spends
most of her time reading women's magazines and
talking with the wives of visiting officers,

But the political oppression is of little concern to
average Argentines. The economy worries them the
most. Until recently, the junta was deeply divided over
the policies advanced by their own minister of
economy, the brilliant Dr. José Martinez de Hoz. As the
regime’s most powerful civilian, and as an intellectual
with a formidable international reputation, Martinez
de Hoz did not always see eye-to-eye with his military
colleagues, none of whom possessed much knowledge
of economics. Because he was forced to feed some bitter
medicine to the country’s sagging economy the
generais tended to blame him for most of the nation’s
problems. The old civilian politicians, who would have
never dreamed of criticizing the generals, attacked
Martinez de Hoz with regularity for his refusal to avail
himself of that old Peronist tool—the printing press.
After a period of painful economic tramsition, the
econemy has begun to improve. Inflation is down
dramatically—from over 400 percent in 1976 to 120
percent this year—and the economy is beginning to
show signs of momentum.
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5till, Mariinez de Hoz's sensible prescripfions are not
popular with the people, who continué to prefer
Perén’s peculiar schemes. Martinez de Hoz is dispens-
ing real medicine to a society addicted to lastrile. This
may explain why Juan Perdn continues to be venerated
by most of his countrymen. He understood their
penchant for symbolic gestures, and for almost 30
years——as an active figure in Argentine political life and
as an exile—he pandered to their neads. .-

Today his leninized mummy rests in a secret vault
outside of Buenas Aires, next to the expertly embalmed
corpse of Evita. The Argentines, with their almost
Slavic passion for necropolitics, speak of these two
cadavers as if they somehow possessed the power to

H !

influence the Argentine scene tuday. Perhaps they do.
Before lsabelita’s ouster, the authorities planned to
house Juan and Evitz in a massive Peronist shrine, not
uniike the great tomb constructed by the Soviets to
house Lenin’s corpse. The two tyrants were to be joined
by the body of Juan Manuel Rosas, a brutal I9th
century gaucho despot whase career was, in many
ways, similar to Perdn's, It was to have been one mare
reminder to the descamismios that their leader was still
with them. The Argentines tolerate General Videla,
but they will never lave him the way they cantinue to
love Perdn. They want the thieves back, and they are
prepared to bide their time until the momentis right for
Peronism to return.

Buenos Afres
San fusto is a ravaged, desolate suburb
on the west side of Buenos Alres, a
single large ruin made up of vacant lots,
scrap metal dumps and heaps of garbage.
Here and there lie the complefos, im-
probable structures, half housing pro-
jects, half shanty towns, planted
seemingly by accident between two rock
piles. .
For a long time now, zbout 500
squatters have set themselves up there
as best they can, mostly families of poeor
workers or the unemploved who subsist
on $20 ta $40 a month. In spite of this,
they heroically resisted the intrusions of

. the police for a long time. Last March, ~

for the first time, things went wrong
and fascism made its way into the
campamientc.

Anna M. is barely 30 years pld, has a
host of children; her face is already
withered, pained, pathetic. She receives
us in the tinv room into which theentire

' family is squeezed cince the dis-
appearance of her husband. “One day
they came . . . not the police but men in
civilian clothes with hoods over their
faces. They smashed down the doors or
blew up the locks with dynamite. Each
time, they forced the women to strip.
Sometimes they raped them, not all of
them, only the young ones, always in
front of their husbands and children.
Then, they beat up everybody, brutally,
as if they wanted to kill us, even the
children, when they cried, or couldn't
hold their hands up any longer, the poor
things. And then, when they were

through, they took away the man, one
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each time, 22 in all. That went on every
day. They must have enjoved coming
back and frightening us again and again.
It was terrible for us. You found
yourself waiting for them, like friends
you expect to visiton Sunday. Andevery
time, you wonder if it is over this time,
or will it happen again tomorrow. In the
complejo we don't much like the police, but
once a woman went to them to report
what was geing on. She never came
back. Now, we simply wait. And we wait
for her to come back. If you keep saying
that, maybe it will help.”

Where are these men and women
today, these workers, simple people,
who have become shadows since they
were carried off by the private militia?
They haven't been officialiv arrested:
they have swelled the ranks of the
phantom army that haunts the beautiful
residentiai neighborhoods of Buenos
Aires, Snatched out of their homes,
from their families and tribes, already
growriofd in ail probability, nameless
and faceless, they literally no longer
exist, ‘except perhaps on some secret
register in a jail infested with disease.
This is approximately what [ was told
when [ went with a list of names,
accompanied by two lawvers, to the
district police inspector. The police
officer who saw us put on the most
aggrieved air as he told me that I was
talking about a band of terrorists who
had gone underground. This is what |
was also told by the publisher of a gov-
ernment-owned daily newspaper to
whom [ brought the same list. He was
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amused, however, a knowing expression
on his face. For him there were no twa
ways about it: these guys from Complefo
17 were skirt chasers; they had simply
taken off to take up their boyhood way
of life again someplace else.

Robert Giudice, 30 vears old, a
businessman by profession, lives on
Paraguay Street. He asked to see me
and, despite my hesitations, begged me
to use his name. We talked at the
Sheraton Hotel, in 2 room that a
Japanese sportswriter put at my disposal
for important occasions when 1
preferred to avoid being overheard by
indiscreet witnesses. He sat across from
me, slumped in an armchair. [ had the
odd feeling that all the time he was
speaking to me he neither saw me nor
heard me. His voice was dull,
monotonous, as if he were telling an
anonymous story, separate from
himself. And vet, he came to tell me his
own experience, a horrifying story,
almost beyond belief, [t is the testimony
of a dead man.

it all began one night last winter when
a group of men burst into his house on
Paraguav Street, Everybody was herded
into a central room: Giudice and his
wife, the three younger children, ages
eight, nine and 11, and the oldest
daughter, aged 22, whom they had come
to find, The next day, when Giudice
went to the police, they were barely
witling to register hisdemand for habeas
carpus. Your daughter, they told him,
has undoubtedly been kidnapped by an
underground group. We will find her
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eventually, on condition that you keep
guiet and be patient. Months passed in
an atmosphere that can well be imagin-
ed. Once in a while, a police otficer came
by to collect five or ten thousand pesos
for meager and illusory “information.”
Then, one day, at the end of his rope,
tired of trusting and hoping, Giudice
cracked and, without a2 word to anyone,
decided to make contact with the
Ecumenical Commission on Human
Rights. The reaction was immedizate.
Gludice was kidnapped a week later,
taken blindfolded to an abandoned
house on the outskirts of the capital.
There, he saw his daughter again: she
was scarcely recognizable, battered, half
her teeth missing, her body covered
with bruises, gashed on the neck, the
loins, the breazts where the torturers
attached the electrodes. And then began
a nightmare before his very eyes, the
eyes of a father sick with pain and des-
pair; a rat introduced through the vagine
into the girl’s womb. _
[ have been assured that there have
been thousands of such tragedies in the
past two years. There is not a single
Argentinian, 1 was teld by an architectin
Rosario, who has not been affected in
some way or other. And yet it is rare for
znyone to speak to you spontanecusty
about it Itisdifficult to bring the subject
up without seeing even the most open
faces close up immediately. “No. [ don’t
know anything., [ don't want to talk
about it.” A determination to forget; a
passion for ignorance. This is what
strikes me most in the men and women |
meet. And this is true of all of them,
Videlistas as well as those in the opposi-
tion, the young and the old, intellectuals
and simple people, _

It’s tough nowadays in any case togeta
“progressive” to talk; most bury them-
selves, brooding, ruminatifig in silence
on their share of the shame and the dis-
gust. Only a troublemaker tries to talk
politics to a taxi driver, who is well-in-
formed but icilv noncommittal, his eyes
dark and his expression tense as soon as
the matteris brought up. Thisis not pre-
war Germany where some people prob-
ably didn’t know the extent of the Nazi
atrocities, This is something else, a mere
complex sentiment, a deaf determina-
tion to repress the horror, to live inside
oneself without dreaming, to live as if
this were only a bad dream that didn't
concern you, The result is a climate of
somewhat forced gaiety, an impression
of an easy and artificial life which the
passing tourists find soevident. ltis true
that the streets of Buencs Aires are
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crowded until dawn, that the cafés and
restaurants remain open all night. But |
believe that, behind the clamor, in the
dark caves of this cellophane-wrapped
dictatorship, there resides a prodigious,
painful opposition.

In Buenos Aires, the people are afraid;
afraid of themselves, afraid of others,
afraid of taday and of tomorrow. Itis an
undefinable fear, without any object and
without any “reason,” like a cancer that
gnaws at them, that twists their bodies
and faces. For example, they are afraid to
talk: I was having dinner one evening
with a famous physician, close to one of
the members of the governing junta,
probably untouchable, and in any case a
Videlists. 1 tald him about my visit to San
Justo, asked his advice, suggested he
might even intervene, when all of a
sudden, right in the middie of dinner, he
pretended to have an urgent call and left
me without warning, his expression
drawn and rigid. He had become piti-
able, a man suddenly afraid of talking
too much, afraid of words as such, of
their strange and malevolent powers.

Thus, a professor of philesophy, an
original Peranisia, told me about the de-
ceitfulness with which he masked his
courses; of how he surprised himself
sometimes by saying Aristotle instead af
Marx, Shakespeare instead of Lenin.
There is a fear of thinking, yes even of
thinking, as if even then this “subver-
sive gpirit” that the generals of Videla
are laboring to run into the earth might
come out.

Anevenmore telling experience: [ met
and talked at length with a young in-
dustrialist, somewhat to the left, who
made the strangest, the most incredible
regquest; that [ agree to record a false
interview in which he would praise the
military regime. Not for publication, of
course, but just in case, you never know,
if something unfortunately might
happen to him.

lalso saw a politician, close te Admiral
Massera, expounding and discoursing
like an expert, suddenly go to pieces,
flush and lock haggard because the
waiter had just told him that a plain-
clothes policeman was seated behind
him. When a people has reached the
point that survival of one man has to
depend on a talisman he would carry and
the pride of another is based only on
superstition, fascism has already tri-
umphed.

In Buenos Aires, the palice force is
everyone and no one. lt is in the streets,
and in people’s heads. It is the pretty
waitress who lowers her voice when you
appraach. [t is the neighbor beyond the

apartment wall, who may be listening to
you and may cne day save his skin by
handing you over to the torturers. It is
that mass of men and women who have
swapped their sidearms and gold braid
for civilian clothes for 100C or 2000
pesos . . . their misery in the midst of
misery, an almsgiving for their humilia-
tion, The police force is also this anony-
mous passenger, a would-be informer
probably, on the plane from Paris, who
pretends to have seen me hide some
compramising documents, and who
hastens to make this known on landing.
Are these details? Yes, details without
importance perhaps, but taken together
they form the tissue of a police state.

At the atrport, to welcome me, there
were five policemen who questioned me
for five hours. They were correct, very
correct. They were search zealots, simp-
ly, in the freezing main room of the
police headguarters at Ezeiza where,
between the cold and the length of time,
[ almost lost my assurance. They were
suspicious zealots alsor “Ah, your name
is Lévy? And your nationality, French,
you say? But Lévy isaJewish name. . . .7
There are signs that can’t be conira-
dicted. For example, in Buenos Alires the
Nouvel Ohservateur and the reports of
Amnesty International are “subversive
and compromising” documents. A
member of the French embassy told me
that the secret police probably followed
me from Paris, watching my moves, the
places | went, my contacts with my
friend Marek Halter who tried to or-
ganize a worldwide boycott of Warld
Cup soccer matches in Argentina. The
details don‘t make any great difference;
they are routine undoubtedly, but they
gstablish the atmosphere.

In general, terror in Argentina is not
as massively and horrifyingly evident as
it is seen to be from afar, It is an infi-
nitely mare diffuse system, refined and
hidden. My interviewee V. seemed to
know atl about it. He even claimed to
have had a hand, at the beginning of his
career, in building the famous School of
Maritime Engineering, 300 yards from
the stadium. “Here is where the prison-
ers are kept in smali, highly mobile
units. They are never tortured for long
in the same place. The same thing for the
torturers; they aren’t allowed to tor-
ture the same prisoners for too long.
There is constant turnover. Because
some day we'll have had enough. They
don't want to allow us the possibility of
knowing each other too well, of getting
together, of talking about it.”

This is what could be called the Ar-
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gentine model. No concentration camps
like Pinochet’s in Chile; no crowded,
barbed-wired stadium. But small instal-
lations, caves or apartments, 80inall for
Buenos Aires, scattered in the out-
skirts. And floating torture chambers,
like the ship Bakia Aguirra in the harbor.
In short, a kind of archipelago whose
geography grows more and more
sophisticated,

Mot infrequently, in order to confuse
the trail, prisoners are transferred, in
small groups, without any apparent
reason, from one center to another.
Sometimes they are even “freed” intwos
or threes, only to be met ak the gate of

the prison by a new team that takes
them to a new center. The penal admin-
istration can then prove, on the basis of
" the records, that the missing persons
left their cells safe and sound. Ewven
though at that very moment they are
~Totting in some cave under constant
torture.
This is what probably happened to

~ two French nuns. Sister Léonie and

Sister Alice, when first arrested, were
taken to a detention center under the
jurisdiction of General Suarez Mas-
sone’s first army corps. A week later,
- they were transferred to the School of
. Maritifie Engineering. From there, they

were very quickly moved to an unknown
destination. According to V., this traffic
in prisoners is based on the rivalry that
presently affects the gaverning groups
in the junta. The varivus groups trade
prisoners like pledges, signs . . . of war
or friendship, depending on your point
of view.

Bernard-Henri Lévy

Bernard-Henri Levy is the author of [a
barbarie @ visage humain {Grasset) and
leader of the "new philosophers.” This
article was translated from the French
by Leonard Mayhew.

It's time for America to re-invent Europe.

The Old World in Washington

by Henry Fairlie

[t was curious to snoop around the recent NATO
meetings in Washington: like taking 2 journey back, not
3000 miles across the Atlantic, but over almost three
decades tothe 19505, The more Ilooked from afar at the
ministers and officials and from closer up at some of the
journalists who were accompanying them, the more
they all seemead to be men of pale blue eyes and steel
gray hair, with the wintry gaze of those who have seen
too much of fear and failure at the heart of the Old
World, all of them carrying briefcases so thin that they
must have contained only one very impertant decument. |
had especially fergotten how much the Eurepean
journalist is like the European official. They seem to be
interchangeable; and given the press in Europe, as likely
as not they are,

Why do the German journalists always go about in
pairs, like the Cerman officers in old war mevies,
talking intently to each other but looking straight
ahead, as if they are always ready tocome to attention?
Why do the French journalists look as if they all went to
the Ecole Nationale Supérizare, and now belong to the Quai
d'Orsay rather than report on it, speaking excitably to
each other as if reading communiqués that announce
vet another demarche? Why do the Italian journalists ajl
appear to be so impeccably dressed, with the odor of
Roman after-shave clinging to them, but also with an
air of moral disreputableness, as if they had taken just
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one more bribé than was really necessary? As for the
Canadian press room at the Capital Hilton, ne one infit
ever seemed to talk to anyone else, which [put down to
the failure of Mr. Trudeau’s policy of bilingualism. But
the main impression throughout was of déis ou.

This is net surprising. Not much in Europe has
changed in the 20 years since the Common Market was
founded or even the 30 vears since NATO was created,
(This is a considerable tribute tc Europe's success in
foiling the Russians.) Europe has recovered from the
devastation of war; its various countries have worked
in different degrees their economic miracles; it
generally shares the affluence of the developed world.
But that is really all. It is odd today te think that Britain
once pleaded and wheedled to gain entry to the
Common Market, and that Charles de Gaulle used all
his Gallic effrontery to keep Britaln out. What did it all
matter? Today there is no European Community in the
sense that wasenvisaged, in spite of the proliferation of
the organizations: the European Coal and Steel
Community, the European Defense Commurity, the
European Economic Community, the European Community
for Aiomic Energy, The one organization that has
unquestionably been a success is NATO, and that is
because the United States is a member of it and its
leader.

Yet we cannot conceive of the world without this
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little peninsula that juts out from the great land mass of
Eurasia. “Europe neither includes a superpower,” Ralf
Dahrendorf has said, “noris it a superpower itself”; vet
it is still big and wealthy and energetic enough to be the
real cockpit of the world, the continent over which the
two superpowers are in the last resort contending.
Europe is still immensely productive and a ravenous
consumer of the world’s products. The commerce of
the world would shrivel without it. In 400 years it
roamed and subdued the rest of the world, and even
now when it is weakened it still darts across the giobe.
Not onrly the French like to get into nlanes and drop
their paratroopers. Dying Europe! Deathless Eurape!
Barbarians have invaded it; armi®s have crossed and
recrossed it, but it never seems toexhaust its energy.

An American official caid the other day that Europe
had again become a2 subject of primary concern—
Eurepean communism, European elections, European
defense, European terrorism—because the United
States has returned fram almost two decades of
preaccupation with Asla: returned to find that the
continent that is the very foundation of its policies is
leaderless, America must now provide that leadershin,
after leaving Europe for so long to itself. If that
renewed interest is susiained as it was 30 years ago
when, in Dean Acheson’s words, America was "present
at the creation,” it could be the occasion for this country
to rethink its own purpose and destiny. America needs
to be more often among its Friends. For we must not
forget what NATC was infended to be, and what it still
clearly is 30 years later. It is the democracies of the
world in alliance—the so few democracies the world has
known—and this must always be the keystone of
American palicy.

One of the great Europeans of this century, Ortega v
Gasset, said that the European peoples are like a swarm,
“innumerable bees but a single flight.” [t is their vitality
that has been their mark, and Europe is not so much
sick as slack just now, slack from the long disuse of its
energies. Everyone is agreed that its individual nations
are suffering from their awn erises of identity, but the
crisis of identity of Eurcpe as a whole is perhaps the real
source of the trouble. Dean Achkescn made the British
wince when he said that “Britain haslost an empire, and
not yet found a role.” In the 22 years that have elapsed
since Suez it has become clear that his words apply just
as forcefully to Europe as a whole.

There is no palitical community of Europe. Eu-
ropeanism has proved to be little more than a way toget
rich. The European system of course began to collapse
when “the guns of August” began to fire in 1914, and
Edward Grey said in the_House of Commaons, “The
lamps are going out 2ll over Europe; we shall not see
them lit again in our lifetime.” But what is dishearten-
ing is that after 60 vears niot one of the lamps has been
relit. None of the initiatives that has been taken since
1945, either by Europeans themselves or with
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American leadership, has broughi into being a political
community to replace the old European system, or
shown any likelihood of doing so.

But let us turn for a mement from the swarm to the
bees. There are really two Western Europes, the
“Latin” and the “Nordic,” which have fertilized and
resisted each ather for centuries. Beyond them lie yet
other Europes: the “Slav” and the “Magyar” and the
“Baltic.” Qutside them also lies Britain, which Le Monde
once called the aircraft carrier of Europe, imploring it to
stay outside the continent so thatit could again come to
Europe's rescue in the future. These differences are
crucial, One would not know from most American
comments—and even from some European ones—that
the phenomenon known as “Eurocommunism,” insofar
as it exists, is to be found only in the Latin countries——
France and ltaly and Spain—and that the most
significant fact about these countries, which bears
importantly on the question of Eurocommunism, is
that they are fundamentally anarchic. “There can be no
conp 't an ltalian politician is quoted as saying
recently, “because the state does not exist.” That
remark is very Latin.

Luigi Barzini is 2 pessimist about his country. “The
Italian nation is immortal, it will live forever,” he said
recenitly, “but not the [talian state.” One has to ask
when the ltalian state has ever had much of a life; even
the dictatorship of Mussolini was rather rough and
ready and desultory. When an American liberal like
Mary McGrory accuses the lialians of “chronic
passivity and a lack of political activism”—when she
everrgoes so far as to say that ltaly has “no Commen
Cause and no Ralph Nader,” two lacks which make Italy
seem to some of us the most blessed of nations—she is
simply describing and misunderstanding a political
tradition which is the opposite of that in the United
States, Political authority in ltaly is highly decen-
tralized, and in some prosperous districts the Com-
munists have won office. But if they were ever in the
position to take over the central government, they
would only find like others that there is not much to
take over.

Even when the state apparatus is as strong and
entrenched as in France—Paris stretching out its
tentacles to the most remote hatel dr ville, and even to
what is still very much French Equatorial Africa—the
central authority is still regarded as something to be
pertinaciously evaded, with as scant respect as Parisian
taxi drivers show for the traffic regulations. “How can
you govern a country,” de Gaulle once asked in
exasperation, “which makes 210 varieties of cheese?”
The French always save themselves from carrying their
fogical systems to their logical conclusions by their
irrepressible exercise of their illogical tempers. French
Communists are still first French.

lialy and France, then, and of course Spain. Everyone
is suddenly excited about Spain. But this third of the
Latin countries shows every sign of reverting to its
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traditionally ungovernable frame of mind. France’s
dictatorship lasted 50 long in part because the Spaniards
have been dodging their central government since the
death of Philip II. So where else in Europe is
Eurocommunism? Commentary not long agc':_ksaw fit to
publish an article by an excitable English jmﬁnalist on
the danger of "Anglocommunism,” but this must
qualify for the most improbable example of political
imagination run riot since the war. One wonders what
it is that the “Anglocommunists” are meant to take
over, how anyone can believe that they could capture
the civil service, or the BBC, ar the London pelice force,
or Buckingham Palace, or Princess Margaret, or for
that matter the Marylebone Cricket Club. In the fourth
largest country of Western Europe—West Germany—
the Communist Party is tiny. And where iz the
Eurocommunism in the rest of “Nordic” Eurcpe: in
Sweden and Norway, Denmark and Helland and
Belgium, in Ireland and Luxembourg? Perhaps there is
a threat of Communism in Monaco, which has net been
reported, but surely we can rely on Princess Grace to
meet it. .

The individual naticns are able to govern themselves
with the resourcefulness needed to sustain their
economic and social life. {The present trouble for their
economies is part of a world-wide problem.} But whatis
lacking in all this activity is any feel of the place that
each naticn should hold in the world. This is the cause
of the crisis of identity from which thevare suffering: a
crisis that afflicts the varties of each country as well as
the nations themselves, Writing after the last outbreak
of terrorism in West Germany, Ralf Dahrendorf said
that no German has any idea of what Germany is, what
it is meant to be and do in the world. The same can be
said of Germany's neighbors. That such vigarous and
restless peoples with such
achievement—used to leaving their shores and carry-
ing their ideas round the world with their cofimerce—
should now be in such a plight must inevitably resultin
a general lethargy of spirit and the specific mis-
chievousness of the extremist. Furope at first was
Christendom and then it was Empire, and a5 such was
the guardian and missionary of its civilization, But now
there is no Christendom and ne Empirve. Those among
its young who went to know what they are in the
world, as Cermans or [talians, and how they can act
upon it with meaning toit and them, take up their guns.

It has been the curse of the movemensi for European
unification that from the beginning the emphasis has
been on economic unity, so that a great part of the
political genius of Europe has been exhausted in
haggling about the price of tomatoes. The great fear of
both the left-wing and the right-wing opponents af
Britain's eniry into the Commeon Market was that it
would drain the life from the native political in-
stitutions of each couritry. This is what Hugh Gaitskell
meant when he said that, if Britain joined the Common
Market, it would bring to an end a thousand years of
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long hisfories of

history. in fact this has happened, The political life of
each country has been stultified, while no political life
has been bl'ear'ri?}ed into the European Community.

Political debate in Europe has never been so shallow
and dispirited. The wvery fact that the “new
philosophers” of France are considered to be either
“philesophers” or “new” is a sign of how low the flame
of political debate now burns in a country where it was
once incandescent. What innovative idea or insight or
even ancient wisdom has been heard in recent years
from Britain or West Germany? Une only has ‘o read
the European press to see that its political vocabulary is
now almost all imported from America, where the
political debate has raged furiously and fruitfully for
the past two decades with an immediate impact on what
the politicians do and the people think. One reason for
thisis that the United States is large enough to sustain a
strong political life in the face of itz rivals in the
economic sphere; and it is hard to see how the political
life of Eurcpe can be revitalized until it is willing to
create a federal authority of equal scope and the
capacity to resist its rivals.

The renewed activity of Russia and the evidence of
her military preparations make this a time for basic
propositions. America must make it clearer than for
many years that the security of Europe and the
reinforcement of NATOQO are at the forefront of its
concerns. This proclamation of intention and will--
which should come not only from the president but
from the leaders of Congress—would challenge Europe
to do mare for itself. In face of the renewed threat from
Russia, the unpreparedness of the NATO forces is
shocking. At least that was acknowledged in
Washingtor, where there were the first signs that
America was assuming again the active leadership of
the alliance, and that Europe’s slack epirit could be
rallied. But the kind of understanding and cooperation
that must be envisaged, if the moment is nat ta be
wasted, cannot rely merely on the conventional
consuliations of NATO, or on those between America
and individual countries. It is time for an imaginative
re-invention of the institutions of the Atlantic Alliance,
and that means also an imaginative re-invention of the
institutions of the European Community. America
must incite Europe into forming strong political
institutions of its own, by making it clear that it wishes
to use those institutions for greater consultation and
cooperztion. If it is to revitalize Europe as it must, it
needs to call Europe to act with it -

It will be said that there are hints in this of a revival of
the Cold War, but this is to attach labels from the past
to circumstances and needs that are now changed. [f
anything, it would be 2 return to the character of the
alliance before it was shattered at Suez by the collusion
of Russia and America. The plain truth is that the West
and not just Americais facing a period when it will have
to be more interventionist again. We should not be
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afraid te speak of intervention. As Talleyrand put it,
non-intervention is the same thing as intervention, and
it can be just as dangerous. We have been reminded of
not only the interests of Europe in Africa but also its
presence and its experience. This i§ exactly the kind of
situation in which the insfitutions both of Europe and
of the Atlantic alliance should vield more than a series
of disjointed responses by the_ West. As James
Callaghan said in Washington, there seem to be a lot of
Christopher Columbuses in America setting out to
discover Africa. America should remember that,
insofar as Africa is more than a conglomeration of
Eribes, it ic the invention df Furope and still essentially
an extension of it. There are regionis in the world where
America needs the regular counseling and cooperation
of a Europe whose will has again been galvanized.
The importance of this to America itself lies in the
resumption not only of cooperation but of its discourse

B Sy

with Europe. It cannot go on talking primarily to
countries that do not understand freedom, as it and
Europe do, and that do not have the cunning and the
will to preserve it against all the odds. [t is not good for
the United States to be constantly adjusting iis
vocabulary, and so its ideas, to the languages of
countries that have known only various forms and
degrees of arbitrary rule. Something grows slackin the
perceptions of presidents and presidential advisers if
they address themselves too anxiously to nations that
are not democracies. The countries of Europe are the
friends of America because they are democracies, and
because they are democracies they will remain
America’s only reliable friends, That is why the
dialogue with Europe needs to be resumed onv a grand
scale, why Europe needs to be re-invented. If this
moment is not seized it may not come again in a
lifetime, Perhaps never.

The Shah’s biggest worry is a right-wing Moslem backlash.

Iran’s Queasy Modernization

by Morton Kondracke

Tehvan
The chador is a long heavy garment, usually funeral-
black, that women traditionally are expected to wearin
Shiite Moslem lran. It covers the hair, envelops the
body and, when clasped in a woman's teeth, conceals
most of her face. [ts shape is different from the veils
that Sunni Moslem women wear over their heads and
faces in some Arab countries, but its social functions
are the same. It shields a waman’'s modesty in
accordance with the commands of the Koran and it
serves to symbolize her histori¢ subordination and
subjugation by men_ In iran in the 1920s, Reza Shah
Pahlavi, father of the present Shah, decreed that
women were o be emancipated. In 1934 he tried to
make it illegal for women to wear the chador. He made
education available for girls as well as boys and cpened
up medical and law schools to women. The present
Shah, Mohammad Reza, has extended the emancipa-
tion process, giving women the right to vote and hold
office. - :
And vet, if you walk down even the swankest and
most up-to-date shopping streets in Tehran, close toa
quarter of the women you see will have chadors clutched
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around them. In south Tehran, where traditional
cultiire is stronger, probably three-fourths of the
women are in chador, and in some rural areag it is a rare
and courageous woman who does not wear it.
According to Iranians and American observers, wear-
ing of the cfieder is on the increase and is occurring even
on the university campuses, where women's atten-
dance is one of the key accomplishments of the
emancipation process.

The comeback of the ciader is one sign of a resurgence
of Moslem fundamentalism that poses a chalienge—if
nat a threat—to the Shah. Right-wing Moslems have
been demonstrating against the Shah all year and the
demonstrations led to riots in Qom and Tabriz during
January and February in which more than 100 people
were killed, mostly by panicked or trigger-happy police.
Some women are thought to be wearing the chador to
demonstrate sympathy with the rioters. Others
apparently are coerced into wearing it, while still others
are caught up in an [slamic revival that seems to be
sweeping Iran and other Moslem countries. In
Pakistan, the super-purist military government has
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banned Hollywood movies and is reinstituting hand
amputation as & punishment for theft. In Egypt, the far-
right Moslem Bratherhood has reappeared, ostensibly
foreswearing politics, but still organizing at mosques
and on university campuses. There are signs of the
revival in Turkey, too,

In some cases lslamic Fundamentalism is being
encouraged and financed from abroad-—from Saudi
Arabia, Libya or Iraq. It is hard to tell whether the
revival will have any significance in international
politics. Some fundamentalist literature in Iran con-
tains anti-Jewish slogans; one of the Shal's responses
to [slamic pressure has been to threaten to cut offoil to
[srael if the United Nations calls on him te do so, But
Western diplomats think the threat is empty, since the
United States certainly would veto any proposed oil
embargo in the UN Security Council. More important
than its international causes and effects, according to
Western experts, the fundamentalist trend reflects
disappointment and disillusionment with Western-
style modernization and an attempt by culture-shocked
societies to return to familiar values. Turkey feels
rejected by the West because ofits conflict with Greece,
and is turning inward. Egvpt has failed to build a
modern economy. Pakistan is in political chaos.

In Iran, the magnet of money has drawn waves of
unskilled rural men into the cities, where they find jobs
that give them far higher wages than they couldearnin
their villages but still too little to pay inflated big city
rents and to afford other urban luxuries that they see
the middle class enjoying. At the same time, these
internal immigrants are culturally disoriented, boggled
at seeing women wearing what they cons,:dermdecent-
ly revealing Western clothing and encountering other
evidence of “looseness™ freely available liguor, gam-
bling casinos and billboards featurifig womet in bras
and panties to advertise ltalian sex movies.

These young men attach themselves to the mosque,
according to Western experts, in crder to maintain
some stability in their lives. They become foot soldiers
of the conservative Islamic clergy, the Mullahs, who
historically have been both political allies of the Shah
and bitter foes of his policies. They (and the American
CIA) helped save the Shah’s throne in 1933, after he
was forced into exile by the left-wing National Front
headed by Mohammed Mosgsadegh and strongly
influenced by the Communist Tudeh party. Yet in the
1960s the Mullzhs and their allies, the rich land-owning
families, were the principal epponents of the Shah's
decree to redistribute agricultural land ameong the
peasantry. In 1963, rioting over land reform and
women's rights led to the exile to Irag of the religious
leader, Ayatollah Khomayni, whose followers are said
to be fomenting some of the current unrest in Iran.
Another leader is Ayatollah Kazen Shariatmadry, a
resident of Qom, who is urging restoration of religious
control over education (which the Shah did away with)
and strict observance of Iran’s constitution, which
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technically gives the Mullake a vetooverlaws they deem
contrary to Islamic teaching.

The conservative Moslems are only one of several
sources of distress for the Shah. Government officials
claim that Moslem groups have been secretly infiltrated
by Communist agents and that a curious coalition has
formed: “Islamic Marxists,” government afficials call
them, or “an unholy alliance of red and black reaction.”
Western diplomats claim they can find little evidence of
cooperation between Marxists and Moslems, but they
do not deny that left-wingers, including remnants of
the National Front and the outlawed Tadek, may have
taken advantage of conservative unrest to magnify the
Shah's woes.

Meanwhiie the Shah also is worried about real and
potential Soviet advances in Afghanistan, Pakistan, the
Horn of Africa and the Arabian peninsula. The Shah
believes that the oil fields of the Persian Gulf are the
target of a Soviet “pincer” movement and that the
Soviets are siill pursuing the historic Russian imperial
aim of establishing warm-water naval bases on or near
the Persian Gulf, the Arabian Sea and the Indian
Qcean. Some government officials go so far as to <laim
that Soviet agents are stirring up trouble inside Iran to
prevent the Shah from taking action to thwart the
Soviets abroad. Western diplomats write this off to
traditional Iranian parancia about Russia, but they
acknowledge that Iran has reasons for being paranoid.
Russian armies have invaded Iran no fewer than six
times since 1909, A Hitler-Stalin agreement in 1940
specified that “the area south of Batum and Baku in the
general direction of the Persian Gulf is recognized as
the center of the aspirations of the Soviet Union.” After
World War [l Soviet troops occupied twe Iranian
provinces until forced to retreat under US and UN
pressure. o

Now however the Shah is worried that the US is too
rattled by its Vietnam and Watergate traumas to stand
up to Soviet expansion, He repertedly wanted to give
arms he had received from the United States to Somalia
for use against pro-Soviet Ethiopia, but our govern-
ment refused permission to make the transfer. It is
nearly impassible for American reparters to interview
the Shah or any of his foreign policy advisers without
receiving bitter commentary on Soviet ambitions and
1S failure to support friends in resisting.

Many Iranian officials also are disturbed at what they
and US diplomats consider the “bum rap” that Iran is
receiving in the American press, largely as a result of
uncritical acceptance of accusations leveled by [ranian
students that the Shah is a reactionary, a militarist, an
employer af torturers and a toolofimperialism. [ranian
and US officials claim that the demonstrators who wear
cardboard masks and run around chanting “death to the
Shah” in the US represent a tiny—but professionally
orchestrated—fraction of the 30,000 Iranians studving
now in US insticutions. Yet this group has convinced
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the press and a segment of the liberal public that the
Shah and his security service, the Savak, are ruthless
and systematic oppressars of the [ranian people. Even
though Jimmy Carter and all his recent predecessors
have maintained warm relations with the Shah and
have considered him as the United States peacekeeping
proxy in the Persian Gulf, many Americans apparently
wonder whether a man with the Shah's reputation is
anybody the US ought to be allied with. In addition, the
best-selling novel, The Crash of 74, has fosiered an image
of the Shah as a power-mad crackpot bent on
controlling all the oil in the Middle East.

A I things considered, the Shah does not deserve the
evilimage he has acquired in the United States. But still,
his human rights record is far from pristine. There are
at least 2000 political prisoners in lran, incuding
bonafide urban terrorists and others whose only
offense, according to US officials, is having had the
wrong books in their libraries. (The Crash of ‘79 is not
banned, incidentally, but no one has dared invesi
money to have it teanslated into Farsi and put on sale
here.} Even scme government officials admit that the
Savak has engaged in physical torture. They defend the
practice as having been necessary to combat terrorism,
and claim that since last year torture has been replaced
by “more sophisticated psychological methods” of
interrogation, Despite its brutal reputation in the US
the Savak is viewed as a necessary institution in Iran.
“Corsidering our open borders with the Soviet Unicn
and the possibilities for subversion, and considering the
threats we have faced from terrorism in the past,” an
[ranian said, “I think we wouldn’t have a country if we
didn't have Savak.” =

Ever since his batties with Parliament over land
reformin the early 19605, the Shah has had little use for
democracy or for Iran’s constitutional niceties. As a
result the Shah has been able to accomplish an
impressive modernization program, known as the
“Shah to people revolution” without having to contend
with organized opposition. But the absence of
democracy now is causing considerable chafing inlran’s
middle clags. About 100,000 [ranians go abroad tostudy
each year, most of them in democratic countries. When

they return home, they find a one-party political

system whaose legislature is little more than a rubber
stamp for the government and where, until recently, it
has been all but impossible for serious 1ssues in society
to be discussed in public. Supporters of the Shah claim
that [ran, with anilliteracy raze still above 50 percent, is
still too backward for democracy and also that it is too
beset with enemies to pérmit wide-open debate,
Some improvements are taking place under a
liberalization policy that has been in effect for more
than a year. Government officials say it will not be
abandaned as a result of this year's riots. The press,
formerly totally cowed, now is being encouraged to
criticize government ministers and their policies,
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though it is still out of bounds to challenge the Shah and
his works. As a result, slashing editorials are printed in
the newspapers against nepotism, inefficiency and even
outright corruption among high-level bureaucrats, but
they still gush about the Shah, as an all-wise and
benevolent master. Much of Iran’s educated middle
class really believes that corruption extends to some of
the Shah's closest cronies and that the Shah, having
involved himself deeply in practically every phase of
government, is to blame for its shortcomings. The
inability of anybody to say freely what everybody
believes privately only makes people more cynical and
restive, The middle class has much to thank the Shah
for, perhaps including its very existence, but many of
its members seem secretly pleased at the trouble the
conservative Moslems have been causing him.

Supposediy the Shah intends to retire partially from
his role as chief executive of the government, and to
allow his ministers more responsibility for running the
country as well as more of the blame for what goes
wrong. But the Shah is not a retiring person. He is in
fFact almost a comic opera character whose tendencies
toward self-aggrandizement are a main cause of the
middle class malaise. It is hard to turn anywhere in
Tehran without seeing a picture of the Shah in one of
his various costumes. Sometimes he is shown wearinga
ceremonial robe and crown. Other times he is an
admiral or general festooned in sashes, medals and
epaulets. In yet other poses he is on maneuvers with his
troops; or in mufti, pondering diplomatic cables or
playing the loving husband and father.

He has had himself designated “king of kings”
{Skahanshal) and “light of the Aryans.” One cannot
travel a mile, it seems, without encountering = street,
college, memorizl or expressway that is named after
him or a member of his family. In a modernization
move, the Shah recently has cut back on the number of
days when his people are to show him homage. Instead
of six days of public obsequies per year, henceforth
there will be only two. In his presence, his subjects are
required to bow deeply and back away, it being
improper tc turn one’s back on his imperial majesty
{"H-I-M" for chort). Al this is said to be necessary to
keep the Iranian masses impressed, but much of the
middle class finds it corny.

In some ways the Shah is the victim of his own
accomplishments. At the age of 22 in 1941, he inherited
from his father a poor, largely tlliterate and powerless
country. In 37 years, in spite of plots against him and
threats to the country’s security, he has turned Iran
into a formidable regional military power on which the
West depends for first line defense of some of its
prircipal sources of oil. He also has modernized his
country economically and socially, if not politically,
distributing land, giving workers a share in industrial
profits, raising the status of women and elevating the
standard of living. Literacy has doubled in the past 15
vears, and average life expectancy has increased from
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35 years to about 52 now. [ranians riow own 5o many
cars {and drive them so badly) that t:thc can barely
move even on five-lane streets in Tehran,

And yet all this has created helg_mened expectations
and social tensions. Reforms congenial to the educated
classes are offensive to traditionalists. The middle class
itself gets irritated at inflation, food shortages, taxes
inefficiency and authoritarianism. But in spite of riots,
demonstrations, student strikes and whispered com-
plaints, the Shah seems to be in control of the country.

official put it—"a one-shot kingdom.”

And the country seems reasonably stzble as long as he
is around. But he has been such an exclusive center of
power for so long that he has vet to develop a self-
sustaining stability for the country. This is said to be his
last major task before passing the throne on to his son.
Until it is accomplished, Iran remains—as one Arab
If anything
happened to the Shah before this task was completed,
the consequences could be very great indeed for both
his country and its friends.

A symbol for the State Dep;rtfme_xli:’s OBE (Overtaken E;y Events) generation.

King of the Bureaucrats

by Suetonius

After the usual perfunctory unction by the Porengn.

Relations Committee, and there being a quorum handy,
the Senate confirmed him in mid-April by a voice vote.
At &0 he is alean California Presbyterian with an open
grin; a professional paunch discreetly below the
beltline; a seasaned and attractive wife and five
children; and a succession of awards over a 30-year
career from USIA, the Department, the National Civil
Service League and the Rockefellers. Any senior
foreign service officer (FSO) is likely to tell you that
David Dunlop Newsom was a natural, even inevitable
choice to become undersecretary of state for political
affairs, the third-ranking position in the State Depart-
ment, whose occupant wears the crown of diplomatic
bureaucracy.

That office supposedly is awarded to the service ideal,
the man of polished worth and wisdom who has passed
most ably the long apprenticeships at embassies and
country desks in Foggy Bottom. The diplomatic
bureaucracy’s power in the making of foreign policy
radiates from this office: the ability to hold secretaries
of state to departmental orthodoxy; to-wage the
decisive institutional wars with the Pentagon and
Treasury; to sway and sustain and if need be to subvert
presidents and their diplomacy. David Newsom will
now possess that considerable power. The appointment
may be one of the more obscure but costly disgraces of
the Carter administration.

The undersecretaryship of state for political affairsis
a common sort of bureaucratic sine@Gte. Similar to the
position of permanent secretary in Britain’s Foreign

June 17, 7978

http://legacy.library.ucsf.edu/tid/odq89a00/pdf

Office or of comparabe deputnes in Washmgtens

domestic departments, it evolved naturally in the
organizational bloat and bickering of postwar
American foreign affairs. Once it was enough that the
career service had its genteel assistant secretaries who
spoke directly to Cordell Hull er FDR and only
inadvertently to other agencies. But all that changed
abruptly after 1945 when the CIA, Defense, Commerce
and a half dozen other baronies acquired their own
foreign policies. Then it became necessary to give the
Foreign Service its own paneled office on the seventh
floor, another echelon fo cope with rank-conscious
departmental rivals, and not least as a sop to a

demoralized officer corps which had been cowed by Joe -

McCarthy and robbed of authority at home and abroad.
The job became the special, exclusive preserve of the
diplematic professionals, and in a gense thelr inskru-
ment to recapture lost prerogatives. The records of
Newsom's recent predecessors—men hke L. Alexis
lohnson, loseph Sisco, William Porter, and Philip
Habib—demonstrate how it all works.

Johnson held the ranking career position under bgth
John Kennedy and Lyndon Johnson, having been
handpicked by similar incumbents before him. As a
young FSO he had served courageousiy in Japanese-
occupied China untilinternment and eventual repatria-
tion. But over the next 20 years, as one of the Siate
Department’s few Asfan specialists to survive Mc-
Carthyism, he was adutiful, unguestioning, sometimes
enthusiastic onlooker while two presidents sank into
Indochina. Dour, cautious, only executing the cable
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instructions, acceptable zbove and below for his
unthreatening mediocrity, Johnson was a model of
bureaucratic eminence by sheer longevity. Johnson
remained chief frog in the stagnant pool of senior
diplomats for more than a decade. Henry Kissinger
once acidly characterized him as “each administration’s
gift to the succeeding administration.”

Iohnson's most prominent successor, Jae Sisco, was a
little different in that his previous 20 years had been
spent entirely in Washington, dealing with the early
unwarnted effluence of UN affairs and waiting with
pugnacious style through thres administrations for his
office and power to puff by natural bureaucratic
osmosis into a full-fledged Bureau; then climbing in
1969 to another level as assistant secretary for the
Middle East and South Asia because William Rogers
happened to know him from earlier work on a US
delegation to the UN. Then in a shrewd (necessarily
discreet) bureaucratic alliance with the far more
powerful Kissinger, Sisco kept the White House
abreast of seventh-floor maneuvers against it, and
stoutly upheld the studied Kissinger-Nixon neglect of
the savage repression iri East Pakistan. He was later
elevated to the number three job in what was by then
Kissinger’s State Department, there to continue
unflinchingly the prevailing policies on Cyprus, Chils
arms sales and similar issugs, before retiring to become
president of American University.

Porter and Habib, who held the job later in the
Nixon-Ford years, both were veterans of the diplomatic
wars in Southeast Aszia. After an untroubled career
ascent through postings in the Arab world, Porter was
named a deputy ambassadar in Saigon in 1965, He
served the LBJ policy ardently for the next two vears,
and was then promated to the ambassadership in Seeul,
Once in Korea he promptly became a staunch advocate
of the inherited dogma of the mission: less talk about
human rights and more military and economic aid for
the Park regime. After a similarly conventional record
in the Kissinger era, Porter was named to a brief,
uneventful tenure as undersecretary. Meanwhile,
Habib also had gone to Saigon in 1965 following
another safe and steady career climb. In Saigon he was
the official embassy spokesman on the war, and to a
generation of journalists the most zealous, least
sensitive practitioner of the chronic official lying. After
1968 and for most of the remainder of the war, Habib
moved through a succession of Vietnam-related jobs in
Washington and Paris. Eventually promoted, kke
Porter, to ar ambassadorial assignmentin Asia, he then
became undersecretary for the close of Kissinger’s
reign, and oversaw various policy adventures from the
Mayaguez to Angola. Habib remained in the position
through the first months of the Carter administration,
and might have stayed longer with the patronage of
Vance and others if a recent heart attack had not forced
his retirement.
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All these careers displayed the marks that made the
final promation possible. These were cool and deferen-
tial men who avoided controversy, awkward convic-
tions, or a foreign policy of their own except for the
bureaucratic writ of the moment. They were born
before 1920, got their diplomatic training in World War
Il and rose through the ranks without any meaningful
academic or intellectual pause outside the
organizational routine. Like company survivors
everywhere, they succeeded because of the various
default of their peers; with the help of powerful
bureaucratic patrons who recommended them to the
political leadership; aided by those politicians In turn
who found their records either reassuring or somehow
irrelevant; and perhaps helped most of all just by their
very presence at the right age and rank at the right
moment. These appointments represented a kind of
professional nepotism—the career service offering for
its traditional sinecure a candidate of certified confor-
mity, while each administration was confident of
political dependability or at least inertia in the highest
foreign service post. It is by now a practiced process of
government, requiring not only & demonstrated
mentality in the appointee, but also a certain abdication
of responsibility by the president and secretary of state
who appoint him.

The first two decades of Newsom’s career were
characteristic of the successfui foreign service officer of
his generation. To the rhythm of regular promotions
and the prescribed postings at home or abroad, he
touched history here and there, but always in the
sheltering obscurity of the bureaucracy, and neverina
way that might block his rise. After a BA at the
University of California in 1938 and a Master's degree
at Columbia two years later, he spent the war as a Navy
lieutenant overseas. There followed a brief un-
successful venture on a small California newspaper
before he joined the State Department in 1947.
Through routine assignments to Karachi, Oslo and
Baghdad he was steadily promaoted to class four, and in
1953 was detailed to the US Informaticn Agency,
where he won a Commendable Service award for his
propaganda efforts in the Middle East.

In 1955 MNewsom became desk officer for Arab
peninsula and Iraqi affairs. For the nex: three years he
administered the standard diet of US weapons and
money to the corrupt Iraqi regime of King Faisal I and
Premier Nuri-Es-Sahd, and watched quietly as his
clients tottered and fell in a mifitary coup, setting off 20
years of increasingly radical instability in Iraq and the
region. When he left the desk in 1952, Newsom had
been promoted across the crucial career threshhold to
FSO-2, assigned to a prestigicus tour at the National
War College and given a State Department Meritorious
Service award—all ostensibly for his administrative
and public relations handling of the Iraqi and general
Middle East crisis in 1958, whatever the folly of the
policy he carried out or its grim consequances,
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- After the War College came two years zs a political
officer in London, a return to the North African deskin
Washington and then, in 19835, appointment as
ambassador to Libya. In Tripoli, as on the Iragi desk,
Newsom clung to the policy and clients of the moment.
In order to keep an increasingly obsolete Wheelus Air
Force Base in Libya, the US had Jong supplied aid to
suppart the diplomatically docile but internally reac-
tionary regime of King Idris. Degpite the undiminished
American patronage, the squalor and unpopularity of
the monarchy deepened during Newsom’s tour until
fagain much as in Irag) moderate elemerits had been
pushed aside and the inevitable coup was dominated by
radicals, When Newsom left the couniry in 1969, it was
under the rule of Colonel Muammar el-Qaddafi, a
megalomaniacal officer whose anti-American hysteria
and general international irresponsibility would eclipse
even that of the wild-eyed Iragis.

After more than 20 years, then, the two principal
policies with which Newsom was involved—in Irag and
Libya—had both ended in disaster for American
interests. But in the protective obliviousness of the
career service he nevertheless had acquired the
reputation as a bright, effective officer. Since the early
1960¢ he had been in the State Department’s African
bureau, of all the regional domains the most im-
poverished in talent and higher-level attention. When
the Nixon regime cast about in the spring of 1969 to
replace a venerable Democratic appointé® as assistant
secretary for Africa, Newsom was a ready nominee
among the careerists, an impressive enough choice for
an already floundering Secretary Rogers and a matter
of relative indifference to the Nixon White House.

As assistant secretary, Newsom seems to have
encountered the first real frictioh of his career. The
effect of this incident on a prospering bureaucrat so
long insulated from his acts was, by several accounts,
puzzlement, then disgust, and eventually a still-deeper
retreat behind official secrecy and self-justification.
Seeing only the oil, the British patronage and the long-
standing US sponsorship of Nigeria, Newscm presided
over the State Department’s callous indifference
during the final months of Biafra’s starvation in 1969-
1970. Two years later he stood by again as another
client regime in Burundi murdered a quarter-million in
tribal genocide. When the African bureau’s own legal
advisor raised the human rights issue in the killings,
when other aides suggested an embargo on the $50
raillion annual Folger’s coffee purchases that sustained
the Burundlan government, Newsom reportedly
dismissed both out of hand. During the period, there
was no sanction against the already murderous regime
of Idi Amin in Uganda, or against the governments in
the drought-stricken Sahel that deliberately withheld
emergency US food aid to starve ouf politically
recalcitrant minorities. -

Newsom was replaced as assistant secretary late in
1973, soon after Kissinger became Secretary of State.
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But the bureaucratic base remained solid. During the
debacles in African policy since 1969, he had been
promoted to “career minister,” and received two civil
service awards. No doubt because of his senior statusin
the inner guild poiitics of the Foreign Service, perhaps
to appease the new secretary’s departmental charges,
perhaps also (typical of Kissinger) berause Newsom was
so conventianal, he was appointed in 1974 as ambassa-
dor to Indonesia. In Jakarta for the remainder of the
Republican regime, he predictably championed the
cause of increased military aid for the Indonesian junta.
Largely as a result of Newsom's recommmendations and
lokbbying, the Indonesians gained in one year $125
million in military modernization aid and later a three-
fold increase in US arms sales, despite continued
documented evidence by Amnesty Infernational and
other organizations that the regime practices
“systematic and widespread violations of human
rights,” often used torture and had imprisoned 100,000
people without trial. Only months before Newsom’s
appointment as undersecretary, Carter named him as
envoy to the Philippines. There, according to official
sources, he was already on record with several cables
recommending more voczl and material American
backing of the Marecos regime.

Newsom“s has been a career in the service of three
major tenéts of foreign relations: the permanent,
universal expedience of weapons sales and arms aid; a
matching disregard of human rights; and, to the extent
it does not violate the first two axioms, an adherence to
the policy of the moment. The quintessential diplomat
“too fong in the East,” Newsom is an official for whom
the clients are always right. Those clients are neijther
the presiden: nor the secretary of state nor especially
the American people. Rather, they are the foreign
governments he has spent his professional life
cultivating and encouraging. Now he will bring that
ethos, that repeatedly demonstrated devotion, to the
most powerful office of his vocation, and to complex
issues such as the Middle East, Southern Africa, SALT,
China, arms sales, human rights.

Newsom is no demon. He is a decent, earnest, likable
man who sees his country and the waorld not much
more clearly than when he deserted his California
newspaper job for Karachi in 1947, Through all the

years of cables, memos, family moves, anxious waiting

for promotion lists, he has developed the imper-
vicusness, and the piety, of a bureaucratic survivor.
And in that he is like a majority of his calleagues. Like
most of hiz predecessors, Newsom will be the corps’s
revenge against the rest of Washington, and an
antidote to the weak, often biundering clerks who come
and go in appointive office above. But most of all he
represents the survival of an official mentality and a
generation thzt has been, as they say in the State
Department, OBE—"overtaken by events” both in this
country and abroad.

DARFE OGP QT

z




Arts and Lives

Stanley Kauffmann on films

Deepening the Focus

André Bazin
by Dudley Andrew

(Oxford: $11.95) ;-“

André Bazin has a unique double place in
the film firmament: he is one of the
preeminent critics, and he is the closest
that the film world has {so far) come toa
secular saint. Dudley Andrew’s biogra- -
phy does something maore for the latter

truth than for Bazin's intellectual posi-—-

tion, but, flawed book though it is, no™ . .
~eventually found some teaching work in

one can read it without some clearer
definition of Bazin’s double place and
some increase of respect.

Bazin's first book in English was What
Is Cinema? {U. of California Press, 1987,
10 essays from the four posthumous
volumes of his writings, selected and
translated by Hugh Gray. {The English

is poor. Compare the translatio®of " The _.

Evolution of Film Language” in Peter
Graham’s anthology The New Ware with
Grays version, Day and night) A
second selection, by Cray, appéared in-
1971 and at last included essays on
realism and necrealism, which is rather
like waiting for a second volume of Marx
translations to lntreduce the subject of
dialectical materialism.
The only adequate review of the First
volume that | saw, and still an essay well
worth reading, was writien by Annette
Michelson {Ariferum, June 1968), Michel-
son’s close experience of contemporary
French culture helped to place Bazin for
Americans—as Gray's first volime did
not—in religious-esthetic context:

The syncretic aspect of kis thinking re-
flecks oo o the intellecinal ecnmenismil alter-
nately refreshing and exaspersting. of the
Freneh Catholic Left, as ene encoiniers il in
Esprit, ihe revivte in which many of Lis
critienl pieces were eriginally prblished It
suffered—inevitably, it my wiew—fram the
siratns fnvokeed in the accommodation of o
religions sensibility ta @ secular culbure, awd
is peculiar intelloctunl pathns—rthe source of
its appeal and weakness, alite—originates in
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wrote his doctoral dissertation there on

a singicar dedication to the orf form mest
inimately and inexiricably bownd to that
secularization process.

['ve read a good deal of comment on
Bazin since then but nothing more
perceplive,

Bazin was born in 1918 in Angers, had
a Catholic schooling, was educated to be
a teacher, belonged to progressive
Catholic groups, became associated with
Esprit, was called for military service in
1939 and was demobilized in mid-1940,

Paris, and began writing and editing,
much under the influence of such
figures as Bergson, Maritain, and Teil-
hard de Chardin. He was no less
- influenced by Malraux and Sartre.
Bazin had long been fascinated by,
immersed in, film. In 1942 he and a
friend formed aciné-clubin Paris, and by
1943 he kaew that he “wanted to
combine the two great interests of his

— life, teaching and the cinema. . . .” This

. he did, by writing, lecturing, and pro-
moting the formation of ciné-clubs. The
intensity of his work grew after the
Liberation, as his health began to fail. In

771951 he was one of the founders of
— Cahiers du Cinéma, a monthly of wide

effect. [n 1954 it was discovered that he
had leukemia. He kept writing, travel-
ing, exhorting, arguing, helping. He dted
~in 1958, truby mourned by many, among

—them Jean Renoir and the young Fran-

- gois Truffaut whom Bazin had treated as
a son. Though he died just as the so-
called New Wave was being born, his
mind and spirit informed that group:
and he has been intellectually present
throughout the international film world
since his death.

Dudiey Andrew, head of the Film

Division at the University of lowa,

Bazin in 1972. In 1976 he published The
Major Filte Thearics (Oxford), a useful

 conspectus in which, naturally. Bazin

has great place—aimost ore-fifth of the
text. For this biography Andrew has

done much research in France, including
interviews with Bazin's widow and some
of his frierds. These last are especially
impaortant.

For lcan think of few leading critics, in
film or elsewhere, to whem {as Michel-
son indicates) biography is as pertinent
as it is with Bezin, He Aimaf had an
effect, and to know more about him is,
though obvicusly not essential, unusu-
ally helpful. The quatations from these
interviews help to make vivid his
unstifling  spirituality, his stubborn
enthusiasms, his utterly unembarrassed
seriousness about film. His criticism is
not remotely doctrinal in Cathalicism,
but it is fundamentally holistic: its
source is elsewhere than in esthetic
dissection. “Bazin's true filmmaker,”
writes Andrew, "attains his power
through ‘style,’ which . . . is not a thing
to be exoressed but an inner orientation
enabling ar outward search.”

This spiritual sensitivity and its
enablement through film are central ta
Bazin's view of film as (this is not too
strong) obligated to God, to honor God's
universe by using film to render the
reality of the universe and, through its
reality, its mystery. This led Bazin to
certain specific espousals—neorealism,
the techniquie of deep focus, and more—
but these were all secondary, in a sense,
consequents for him of the way that film
couid best bear witness to the miracle of
the ¢reation. Eric Rohmer, who became
a filmmaker in the Bazin tradition but

Films Worth Seeing

The Geodbye Girl. Fizz fizz but no plop
plop. Neil Simon's best script—For
stage or screen—bubbled along nicely
by cast and directar.

ELST. A long melodramalchronicle,
like the ‘30s, made taday. Labor
unions instead of bootleggers.
Svlvester Stallone pounds it all (more
ar less; together.

Saiurday Night Froer. About Saturday
night fever, in a parochial part of
New York. Phony script, authentic
milieu. John Travolta really stars.

A Waman of Paris. Charles Chaplin’s
1923 attempt at sexual candor. The
script is out of the theatrical past, but
the direction hints at the film form's
future. With Adolphe Menjou,
without Chaplin.
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who was in the '50s a critical-editoflal
colleague of Bazin's, has said: “Without
any doubt, the whole body of Bazin's
work is based on one centraf idea. an
affirmation of the objectivity of the
cinema, .. ."” _

Now this comment and Bazin's basic
position cannot be understood except as
a strong reaction against principles of
filmmaking that had prevailed before
then: of subjectivity, of arrangement
and interpretation of the world-—what
might be callec Eisenstein-Pudovkin
principles {different though those two
men were) in edifing. Bazin was opposed
to such ar approach as “self-willed” and
“manipulative,” as the imposition™of
opinion where the filmmaker should try,
in effect’ __
reality, On the other hand, the first line
of Pudavkin's Film Technigne is: “The
foundation of Film art is editing”

The Russians had derived thelr meth-
ods from American Films, especially
those of Critfith, and American films
had continued in the “editing” vein’In
Hellywood pictures and, through their
example, in most pictures everywhere,
the guiding rule was to edit the film to
cenform to the flow of the viewer’s
attention, o anticipate and control that
atzention. The director and editor chose
the fraction of space that they thought
the viewer would be most concerned
with every fraction of a second: the
hero's face when he declares his love,
then the heroine’s reaction, then the
door when someone else enters, and so
on, bit by bit. The Russians’ use of
montage had much more complex aints,
esthetic and ideclogical, than presumed
audience gratification, but technically it
too was a mosaic approach.

Bazin disagreed strongly and, ane can
say, religicusiy. Possibly the best exam-
ple of his disagreement is in his little
book on Crson Welles—his analysis of
Susan’s attempted suicide in Citfzen Kane.

The screen opens on Susan's hedroan sevs:
fraw Sehind Hhe night table, In closesup is an
enarmous glsss, taking up almost o quarter of
along with a {itle spoon and an_
open medicine botite. The glass almost entively
coneeals Susan's bed . . . from whick only a
faint sound of Inbored bresihing  eser
pes ... The bedvoom fs empiy . .. [From]
behind Hwe door a knocking. -

the fmage.

At last Kane buorsts into the room. Allin
one shot.

Traditional editing, the five or six
shots into which zll the above could be
divided, would give us “the illusion of
being atrealevents unraveling befare us
in everyday reality. But thisillusion con-
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to stand aside and reveal

ceals an essential bit of deceit because
reality exists in continuous space and
the screen presents us in fact a succes-
sion of fragments called ‘shats”.. . "
Instead, says Bazin, Welles presenis the
experience whole, in order to give us the
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opposed on evidence from this very film
he adored, Cifizen Kane. As he certainly
knew. He wrote elsewhere: “The ex-
pression of concrete duration conflicts
with the abstract time of montage as
Citizen Kane and ‘The Magnificent] Amber-

s

same privileges and responsibilities of

choice that life itself affords.

Citizen Kane is anfinkable shof in any
other way but in depth. The uncertainty in
which we find onrselves as fo fhe spiritual key
or the faterpretation we shaudd pil on e film
fs budlt inkg Pre very design of the image,

The best director then--Welles, Rossel-
lini, Renoir, Murnau rank high far
Bazin—is the one who mediates least,
the. one who exercises selectivity just
sufflcxently to put us in much the same
relatlon of regard and choice toward the
narrative as we are toward reality in life:
a du‘ector who thus imitates, within his
scale “the divine disposition toward man.
(It always puzzles me, however, that
Bazin adds: “With this technigue, the
cinetita strays a little further from the
theater. . . " Tame, the very opposite is
true” Allowing for all the arguments
about camera angle and the screen-
frame vs. the proscenjum, it stifl seems
to me that the theater operates in the
longest “shots” and that Bazin's ideal is
ko marry this power to the particulari-
ties of film.)

The chief intellectuzl gap in Andrew's
biography is that he badly skimps the
background against which Bazin was
reacting. This hurts appreciation of
Bazin's radical daring, and it also maims
argument with him. Bazin's views can be
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André Bazin by Andris Gofdinger
sons so well illustrate.” The examples of
rapid cutting In Kare, of lighting and
camera angle that smack of Expression-
ism {2 style he disliked), are too numer-
ous to specify. There i¢ a dialectic of
method in this film. For his own good
reasons Bazin emphasized the antithe-
sis, but without a statement of the
thesis, the reader cannot reach a syn-
thesis.

The unfortumate result is that An-
drew presents Bazin's views as virtually
the whale of important film theory. The
first Andrew book is a necessary supple-
ment to this biography, which, in my
view, argues a2 weakness in the second
book., Certainly he would not have
wanted to repeat the entire survey of
film theory that he published earlier, but
within the perimeter of this biography
he megnifies his subject by slighting
oppositional context. And, apparently,
he has zlso changed his mind. In The
Major Film Thearies he said: "The writings
of André Bazin are unquestionably the
most important of realist film thedry,
just as those of Eisenstein are the most
important of formative theories.” In the
biography the distinction is dismissed.
Bazin is absalutely “the most important
thinker the field of film has ever had.”

This needs some counterbalance. 1
return to Michelson’s Artforum review.
She is keenly appreciative of Bazin but
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she is careful to point out: ,

His rejection of montage, his opposition fo the
Eisenstein siyle nnd bradition. conlests the
natiar of the esthetic veality or enier, created,
assemhied, or synihesized, te which Eisen-
siein, as a radically modernist sensibility. was
committed, We know thal, for Elsensiein, the
20th century was vot, as for Bazin, The Age
of the Americar: Novel but that of Joyee.

Brian Henderson’s essay “Two Types of
Film Theory” (in the anthology Movies
and Methods, edited by Bill NlChOlS,i
California, 1977) says:

The principal film theovies that have been
develaped are part-whole thesries and theories
of relation to the real. .. . The real is the
stariing-poin! for both Eisenstein arid Bazin,
Oue of the principal differcuices betwéen them
is thai Eisenstein goes beyond the real, and
¢irtema’s relation fo if, and thaf Bazir does
not,

{I must note that this essay was written
in 1971, before semiology hit the fans.
This third major theory disregards the
fact that film is the only art that directly
uses reality as a material. Semiclogy, as
Andrew writes, “maintains that cinema
has no special tie to reality, that it is as
conventional as any other art.”)

The Eisenstein-Bazin “debate” is, of
course, not decisively settled in film

" practice. Other than such 2n anomalous

director as Miklés Jancsa, to whom one
reel equals one shot, most good modern
directors use the reality of the helé,
“plumbed” shot as well as the meta-
reality of montage. One need look no
further than the work of Bazin's venera-
tor, Truffaut, for an example of this.
And this balance dossn’t smugly patron-
ize Bazin: no one before him had spoken

_up se fully and influentially for his side
- of the question.

- I'm scanting much of Bazins thought

other than the above, notably his ideas
on genre. He was not the first to deal

_extensively in genre—the Hungarian
- Béla Baldzs was only ene forerunner—

but Barzin's early interest in science
perhaps compelled him toward a taxono-
my of film as an aid to understanding.
Perhaps too there was some feeling of
order as hsaven's first law. My own
view, however, is that the genre ap-
proach is a temptation that needs to be
resisted. Film, largely because of its
inheritances from the popular theater

—and popular fiction, has operated exten-
_ sively through “kinds”

of pictures:

Genjuses, fools,
rébels,and '
“learfied imps?

The dons and undergraduates,
wits and eccentrics who builta ”
great university deminate this
anecdotal tour of Oxford’s his-
tory from the Middle Ages to
1945, Jan Morris weaves to- _
gether Contemporary accousnts
by noted observers from
Anthony & Wood to Evelyn
Waugh in a delightful tribute
to the venerable town and its
ver-youthfu! tenant,

"Wk thanks
10 Spenser
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Westerns, thrillers, musicals, etc. But
genre criticism sooner or later is quasi-
anthropological, not qualitative. The
best Westerns and thrillers do and do
not belong to their genres, just as
Shakespeare’s plays are alss examples of
Elizabetharn drama. The cultural posi-
tioning of a work of art is often helpful,
but it is quite distinct from esthetic
judgment.

I musé also note that the much-argued
aufexr theory was developed out of
Bazin's ideas by younger Cahiers critics.
Andrew (like myself is not enthusiastic
about the theory: “[ts major tenets
reduce toa simple belief that the creative
consciousness of the director will exhibit
itself in the most mundane of studio
films and that this consciousness is what
we must seize in watching the filme.” A
version—| would say a perversion—of
Bazin's views on style is discernibie here.
Doubtless the purely cinematic ele-
ments of cinema had often been under-
prized in the past, but it was baby-out-
with-the-bath time in film eriticism, The
autewr theory established a hierarchy in
fiim values that accepted nonsense in
every other aspect of a film—theme,
stary, acting, dialogue, etc.—so long as
the director’s style was good.

This theory clearly made its “father”
uneasy. The year before he died, Bazin
published a long corrective essey on the
theory in Cakicrs—ending "Autenr, yes,
but what oft"—but it had little ef-

fect . .. Well, Freud iz not to blame for
Freudians.
Andrew's writing somelimes gets

sophomoric or strained. “He read whole
libraries of philosophy and literature.”
“But sitting on Doniol-Valcroze's desk
all along was a bomb, not an implication,
written by Truffaut.” Apropos of Baz-
ins love for animals: “For a man
prepared to invade the consciousness of
an Iguana, the consciousnessof a Bufiuel
is not an impossible problem.” And
when Robert Bresson appeared on stage
at a ciné-club but refused to talk about
his work or to answer questions from
the audience: “Perhaps even this ceem-
inglv fruitless encounter provided Bazin
with the spiritual key with which to
reconsider Bresson's difficult films.”

Also T can't see what was gained by
omitting captions from all the photo-
graphs.

Still, though this is not the best
imaginzble biography of its subiect, it's
recommendable on better ground than
that it's the oniv one we have. A good
deal of Bazin's spirit touches the book,
and that in #tself, though there is more,
would give it value.

The New Republic
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The Poems of Louise Glick

This is our twelfth in a sertes of presentations of posts and essays on their work. The first six poems
in this selection are taken from Louise Gliick's second baok, The Heuse on Marshland (Ecco Press, 1975),
the next five from The Ganden (Antaeus Editions, 1976). “Nocturae,” “The Covenant,” “Portland,
1968” and “Thanksgiving” appear here for the first time. “The Drowned Children” appeared in Thr
New Yorker, “The Lsges” and “The Clearing” in Artasus, —R_F.

All Hallows The School Children

Even new this landscape (s assemb[mg The children go forward with heir little satchels
The hills darken. The oxen ’ Arnd all morning the mothers have labored
sleep in their blue yoke, - : to gather the late apples, red znd gold,

the felds having been . like words of another language.

picked clean, the sheaves
bound evenly and piled at the roadside
among cinquefoil, as the toothed moon rises:

And on the other shore -

are those who wait behind great desks
to receive these offerings.

This is the barrenness

of harvest or pestilence.

And the wife leaning cut the window
with her hand extended, as in payment,
and the seeds - And the teachers shall instruct them in silence

s distinct, gold, calling _ ' and the mothers shall scour the orchards for a way out,
= Corue here - drawing to themselves the gray limbs of the Fruit trees
i Come here, liltle one bearing so little ammunition.

. . How orderly they are—the nails
ont which the children hang
their overcoats of blue or yellow wool.

And the soul creeps out of the tree. .. .

Flowering Plum

Still Life In spring from the black branches of the Flowering plum tree
the woodthrush issues its routine
message of survival. Where does such happiness come tr&m
as the neighbors” daughter reads into that singing, ™~

= ’ and matches? All afternoon she sits L

- . _ . in the partial shade of the plum tree. as the mild wind

i floods her immaculate lap with blossoms, greenish white

] and white, leaving no mark, unlike

Across the lawn, in full sun, my mother the Fruit that will inscribe

stands behind her camera. — ; unraveling dark stains in heavier winds, in summaer.

Father has his arm around Tereze.
She squints. My thumb

N is in my mouth: my fifth autumn.
B Near the copper beech

i the spaniel dozes in shadows, ==
Not one of us doas not avert his e (B

Poem ~ The Undertaking

__In the early evening, as now, a man is bending The darkness lifts, imagine, in your lifetime
“over hig ¢ writing table. o I 7 7.+ There you are—cased in clean bark you drift .
" Slowly he lifts his head; a woman — _ throush weaving rushes, fields flooded with catton.

"~  appears, cairying roses. You are free. The river films with lilies,

Her face floats to the surface of the tirror, " shrubs appear, shoots thicken into palm. And now
marked with the green spokes of rose stems. all fear gives way: the light
Tt is 2 form - — -- - looks after you, yon feel the waves’ goodwill

of suffering: then always the transparent page as arms widen over the water; Love,

raised ta the window until its vethis emerge " the key is turned. Extend yourself—
" as words finally filled with ink. - it is the Nile, the sun is shining,
everywhere you turn is luck.

_And T am meant to understand
what binds them together N .
- or to the gray house held firmly in place by dusk -

because T must enter their lives: __ Bl . e R
it is spring, the pear tree — = '
filming with weak, white blossoms. ==

http://legacy.library.ucsf.edu/tid/odq89a00/pdf



The Garden

1. The Fear of Birtl -

Crne sound. Then the hiss and whir

of houses gliding into their places. —.. =
And the wind

leafs through the bodies of animals—

But my body that could not content itself
with health—why should it be sprung back
into the chord of sunlight?

[t will be the same again. _
This fear, this inwardness,
until [ am forced into a ﬁel
without immunity

even to the least shrub that watks __
stiffly out of the dirt, trailing
the twisted signature of its root,
even to a tulip, a red claw.

And then the losses, <
one after another, -
all supportable, T

2. The Garden

The garden admires you. "~ -

For your sake it smears itsalf with green pigment,
the ecstatic reds of the roses,

so that you will come to it with your lovers.

And the willows—

see how il has shaped thesa green
tents of silence. Yet

there is still something vouTieed,

Admit that it is terrible to be like them,
beyond harm,

3. The Fear of Love =

once its eyes seemed to be opening, -

At that time it was winter zlready, __
By day the sun rose in its helmet of fire
and at night also, mirrored in the moon.
Its tight passed over us freely,
as though we had lain down
- in order to leave no shadows, .
only these two shallow dents in the snow,
And the past, as always, stretched before us,

still, complex, impenetrable, -

How long did we lie there =
as, arm in arm in their cloaks of feathers,

from the mountain we built for them

http://legacy.library.ucsf.edu/tid/odq89a00/pdf

your body, so soft, so alive, among the stone animals.

That body lying beside me like obedient stone— -

we couild have spoken. =7 = .. —

the gods walked down _— o -l

4. Qrigins

As though a voice were saying
You should be asleep by now— -
But there was no one. Nor

had the air darkened,

though the moon was there,
already filled in with marble.

As though, in a garden crawded with Flowers,
a voice had said

T How dull they are, these golds.

50 sonoraus, so repelitious
until you closed your eves,
lving among them, all

‘stammering flame: .

And yet you could not sleep,
poor body, the earth
still clinging to you—

5, The Fem' a,' Burial

In the empty Fieid in the morning,

the bady waits to be claimed.

The spirit sits beside it, on a small rock—
nothing comes to give it form again.

Think of the bodv’s loneliness.
At night pacing the sheared field,
tts shadow buckled tightly around.

" "Such a leng journey.

And already the remote, trembling lights of the village
not pausing for it as they scan the rows. -

How far away they seem,

the wooden doors, the bread and mitk

laid like weights on the table.

Lamentations

N 1. The Logos
_;T}ié—i}:w'erre both still,
= the woman mournful, the man
_ branching into her bedy.

" But god was watching.
They felt his gold eve
__projecting flowers on the landscape.

Who knew what he wanted?
" He was god, and a monster.
~ So they waited. And the world
_ Filled with his radiance,
" as though he wanted to be understood.

= Far away, in the void that he had shaped,
~he turned to his angels,




2. Nocturne - Portland, 19588
A forest raze from the earth. . You stand as rocks stand :
Q pitiful, so needing : - ~ to which the sea reaches -
God’s furious love— S g : “in transparent waves of longing; ° .
Together they were beasts. - — they are ma]:red.,{ma[iy; )
. . - - everything fixed is marred,
They lav in the fixed . R
. e And the sea triumphs.

dusk of his negligence; - = h -

like ail that is false,
from the hills, wolves came, mechamcaﬂv

all that is fluent and womanly.
drawn to their huma_mr warmth, -  From behind, the lens

the:r panic.

= ~gpens for your body. Why
,Then the angels saw_ ! - should you turn? It doesn’t matter
* how He divided them — - - who the witness is,

the man, the woman, and the woman’s bodv for whem you are sufféring,
for whom you are standing still. o

Above the churned reeds, the leaves let go —
a slow moan of silver. -t o L S

' 3. The Covenant — I - —Thanksgi 11 )
i : Qut of fear, they built a dwelling place They have come again to graze the orchard,
P But a child grew between them . _. _ . —-... - knowing they will be denied.

as they slept, as they tried The leaves have fallen; on the dry ground

to feed themselves, o _ .. . - the wind makes piles of them, sorting

’ it dest .
They set it on a pile of leaves, = _ ail it destroys

the small discarded bady . . - What doesn’t mave, the snow will cover.
wrapped in the clean skin - - v It will give them away: their hooves
of an animal. Against the black sky make patterns which the snow remembers. -
they saw the massive argument of light. ~ .. In the cleared fieid, they linger
Lo ' o T mEmE as the summoned prey whose part

Sometimes if woke. As it reached its hande is not to forgive. They can afford to die.
they understood they were the mother and father, L T .

’ They have their place in the dying order.
there was no authority above them. ) S IR e L

R

Pt s B

ar

i 4. The Cimring = The Drowned Cl‘u!dren

i . Gradua]ly, over many vears, ... T . :
g - You see, they have no ]udgment

the fur disappeared from their bodies . R
—  until they stood in the bright light o So it is natural that they should drown,
T I first the ice taking them in

strange to one another, - - . .
- Nothing was as before, o - and then, all winter, their wool scarves

Their hands trembled, seelfmg floating behind them as they sink

the farmiliar. - e - untif at last they are quiet,
e ==+ And the pond lifts them in its manifold dark arms.

Nor could they keep therr eyes - ' CooTT o ’

from the white flesh ;

on which wounds wculd show clearly,

like words on z page,” T

__ But death must come to them differently,
so close to the beginning.

" -As though they had ahvays been
blind and weightless, Therefore

And from the meaningless browns and greens —. . © the rest is dreamed, the lamp,
at last God arose, His great shadow - - the good white cloth that covered the tahle,
darkening the sleeping bodies of his childrer, - ~ thmr bodies.

and leapt into heaven.
And yet they hear the names they used

How beautiful it must have been, - o like lures slipping over the ponds
the earth, that first time - What are you waiting for
seen from the air. ’ came home, come fone, fost

in the wakers, blue and perinanent,
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The Poetry
of Louise Gliick

B - =

i

“All Halluws” appeared on the first page
of Louise Cliick’s The Hoitse on Marskiand
(1975). If there were echoes of Stevens
and perhaps of Sexton. they weie
asgimilated into a new voice. “All
Hallows™ ie about bearing a child—or g0
it seems to me—but it is satGrated by the
poet’s sense of her own birth. A mother
has paid some unspeakable price into an
invisible hand, has enabled the gold
seeds, and the child victim is sold intd
bondage, enticed into the world. Whena_
human couple takes on the unknown in
the form of a baby, it is a time 6f “harvest
or pestilence”; their spring flowering is
over, and, after the [ashion of an
archetypal Nativity, the baby is born in.
the coid. The “toothed moon,” a savage
Jack O'Lantern, rises in & sinister
ascendancy, a parody of the Christmas
Star. The deceptive title and peaceful
beginning lead to the frightened child-
soul leaving its tree nest, beckoned by
the evil fairy-tale voice—"Comé herejCorie
here, litile one.” The helplessness of the
child, the complicity of its mother, the
cannibal jaws of the maon, make the title
in one sense a blasphemy; but the ity
for the child. the uncertainty whether
this is harvest or pestilence, the sense of
a waiting landscape, all make the title, in
another sense, the most reserved of
benedictions. The whaole poem trembles
on a verge: “And the soul creeps out of
the tree.” Nativity, said Shakespeare.

crawls to maturity: where Shakespeare _

saw the crooked eclinses, Gluck sees the
toothed moon. . -

A powerful re-seeing of Family life
animates many of the poems in The House
on AMarshiand, down toits last poem, "The
Apple Trees,” spoken by 2 woman to a
man wha is leaving her; he is the father

And the dear—

haw beaniifil they are,

as Hhough their bodies did not Dmpede them.

Slowly they drift inta the open

Hhrougl brovze panels of sunlight.
(“"Messengers”)

Gliack’s rhythm yearns toward the deer:
we think of the isclate Mariner pained
by “the many men, so beautiful,” as we
see that this speaker, “impeded” by her
body, envies the natural paradise of the
deer, drifting through sun as through
some etherealized version of the Ghi-
berti doors. And yet, at the end, these
natural messengers, if ! read the poem
aright, are superseded by the wounded,
disembodied consciousness: _

.. - they come before you
like dead things. saddled with flesh,
and you above tiem, wounded awd dominant,

The perverse dramatist of the poem has
perhaps learned something from Sylvia
Plath. But Gliick’s tone owes nothing to
Plath; it is not Lawrentian or dinical
{(Plath’s two extremes), but rather, as
one auditor said after Gltick’s Harvard
reading last year, “unearthly.”

In fact there is somthing “disembod-
fed. triumphan:, dead”—Whitman’s
words—about Glick's usual veice thar-
ring some uncollected songs, in a more
demotic mannrer, which are I think not

successfull. She sees experi®nce From
very far off, almost through the wrong
end of a telescope, transparently re-
moved in space or time. Itis this removal
which gives such mythological power, in
The House on Marshiand, to the account of
her parents’ lives and of her own
childhood, and makes their family
constellation into a universal one. In the

of her child. In 2 dream, she holds up the _ brilliant “Stil! Life” she reconstitutes the

child to him, saying “See what you have
made”— =
and counled out Hhe whittled vivs,

the heart on its blue stalk,

As a mother’s view of her child, this is
unnerving: she sees him as artifact and

overexposed Kodak shot in every read-

—=2r's photograph album, revealing the

impossibility of family relations, the

"~ aversion and separation in the poses

_Family life makes us strike when, if we
were animals, we would curl up out of
the sun, out of postures, and be spared

X-ray plate, with the dispassiomate eye “these stiff and unnatural configura-

of a woodcarver or a radiologist. In that
dispassionate eye so stiffened zgainst
the distortions of love, Gluck exerts a
clear sovereignty that attracts our
assent rather than inquiry, One scarcely
wants to ask the secret of certain
impeccable lines: -

34
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- tions. N .

Gluck’s poems of family life tend to
~avoid the biographical, zs a way of
‘avoiding the inevitably helpless *1.”

* Lyric has, historically, voiced aprayer or

a complaint. both presupposing a listen-
er, the "thou” of remedy. But if thereis

no “thou,” the voice can mzke no leap to
another ear, can scarcely conceive of
itself as subject. An inflexible statement
of what {s must replace protest, plea,
confiding, intercession, and defense.
Gliack resclutely gives the blank title
“Poem” to her wr-poem of family life,
with its inescapable images of man, wife,
spring, a house, and an unborn child.
The only unexpected component in the
complex is the man's wriring. He is a
poet, and doubles for Gliick herself in
this archetvpaltale. The woman's facein
the mirror takes on the contours of an
icon or a mandala, as she becomes a
Muse and hermirrored reflection causes
that writing which takes on the function
of life, as ink replaces blood. The
conundrum of marriage is set for the
unborn child, a conundrum she can
never solve; the house isimmobile in the
constricting universe; and once again,
nature, unbidden, sends forth those
weak blooms vulnerable to the first
frost, the first too-rough airs of heaven.
Such a poem appears to exhaust ong
form of life, and thereby earns its title:
there is a house, a couple, suffering,
“what binds them together,” reproduc-
tion, a child, an utterance in ink: what
else could there be? And the tale of life
unrolis unstoppably on: the child wheo
enters the parents’ fives must go to
school and propitiate the mysterious
teachers, intent onsilencing the children
into the classroom arder.

The first day of school is not an
unattempted topic (though school itself
appears less in poetry than one might
expect): but Glick’s “The School Chil-
dren” takes it more seriously than any
previous description [ can recall. Gluck's
is post-Freudian poetry: its wide-eyed
and appalled gaze tzkes seriously the
gulfs and abysses of the child's experi-
ence, an experience shared by the
mother frightened for her departing
child. Gliick’s mothers find themselves
in the [ast phase of fertility; the
orchards—which are the mothers
themselves—ara yielding only a few late
apples of maternity and love, “sc little
ammunition” to fortify the children
with, before the mothers themselves
turn into barren gray limbs. The chil-
dren make the Frst great crossing—
from the shore of the mothers to the
shore of the teachers—and it is a
sacrificial rite, the yearly tribute to the
Minotaur. The natls are waitirig For the
children, the mothers are trapped in the
orchards, There is no prayer, no protest,
no outery, even: only the primal simplic-
ity of the narrator.

This narrator, who holds us with her
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tale of deadly ill so quietly told, is Gluck’s
great resource. The telling is oblique but
not self-mocking; divinatory, like that of
a Fate, who can see the apples “like
words from another language,” mute
signs to the teacher that the child is used
to an Eden of nourishment, not a world
of desks and nails and silence. The Fate
impersonally pities both mothers and
children, seeing the uneven battle, the
pathetic armor of the children’s “little
satchels,” the fimid insufficiency of their
ammunition. '
Here and there, Gluck’s tone of doom
modulates into something less deathly,
as in “Flowering Plum” and “Brennende
Liebe”; it lifts for a moment in the
discovery of love, punning, in her
Mases-fable, "The Undertaking,” on her
own name—"Everywhere you turn is
luck.” A benevolent euphony, in euch
happy moments, tunes her lines: shrubs
and shoots appear, the will of waves
widens, the river films with liies, the
Nile is siining. But this flooding light

supervenes on some unimaginable in-

carceration in the dark: “The darkness
lifts, imagine, in your lifetime.” It is like
the apening of the camps after the war:
captives resigned to a lifetime of impris-
onment hear the unhoped-for creak of
widening gates. It is not surprising that

even this expansive freedom, of spring
and love, is soon incorporated into
Glick's fateful sense of meaningless
life-rhythms. Gliick has some of Ste-
vens’s bitterness about the childish
onslaughts of the spring, and some of
Williams’s naive power in encompassing
birth and death in ore breath. This, from
the poem “For Jane Myers,” is one quick
sequence of love, reproduction, "and
execution:

Look how the bluet falls apart, mud

pockels Hhe seed.

fefonths, vegrs, then the dull ade of the
wind,

It is spring! We are goiug fo die!

]nsight is of no use in spring; the blug’s
power makes us follow the bluet's cycle:

And now April raises up ber plague of fowers
and tie feart
expands to admif iis adversary.

By a single word—"plaque”"—GCluck
confers on April ali the monumentality
of an ellegorical goddess, stationed
irresistibly on the heart’s pathway.
Stnce The House o Marshiand. Glicck has
published & memorable sequence, The
Garden {Antaeus, 1976}, prolonging her
fixed glance and conclusive style into a
linked series of poems. Sections of The

Garden could stand alone, but each gains
by juxtaposition. From its beginningina
rebirth of love to its diminished ending
in death, The Gornien combines Glick’s
aimost poathumou: tone with moments
of quick proximate sympathy. From the
one immobile focus she can say that “the
past, as always, stretched before us,/
still, complex, impenetrable”, from the
other, fluid point of view she can stil!
feel tempted by the garden's “ecstatic
reds” and feel certain that o be like the
stone animals, beyond harm, is “terri-
ble.” The Garden speaks from the abstract
knowledge of past losses (“one after the
other, all supportable™ but its present
losses are made so exact that they are
felt as if for the First time. Cluck's
eclectic mythology, combining Eden,
feather-cloaked gods, classical stone
animals and a helmeted sun, ends with 2
Christian ghost, a spirit sitting on its
own headstone, “a small reck.” “The
tomb in Palestine,” sald Stevens, “is not
the porch of spirits lingering”; but
Clitck’s ghost, like the gospel angels,
lingers in the cemetery. The body is
forgotten by the relentless village, its
faint searchlights scanning the rows of
gravestones. The earlier garden has
become Keats's stubble plains—here,
Gluck’s “sheared field”; the “"poor body”
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has only its buckled shadow, having lost
its spirit. The body waits to be claimed,
like Jesus’s by the Marys.

The remoteness of what was once
commen is Gliick's central subject: the
irreality of life in the orchard once one
has passed through the doors of what
Ginsberg once called in horror “the vast

high school” but what Gliuck names _

elementary school; the incomprehensi-
bility of the parents’ marriage in the eyes .

of the child; the ungraspable elements of
daily life, “the bread and milk . . .on the _

table” once one has [eft the Jand of the

living. The very table at the end of The _
Garden would evanesce were it not for _
the weight of the daily bread; the house _

would disappear without its wooden

doors; Gliick poses “weight” and "wood- _
en” against the shadowy otherness of

the dead body and formless spirit alike.

Lamentations, Gluck’s most recent se- — |,

guence, retells in four parts part of what

The Garden had told in five, but it Fatally _

separates the woman into two: the
woman shz had been with the man, and
the body that will bear a child. It is the
child, with no one to turn to but its
parents, who makes them into the enly
authority. And from this premise,
everything else follows: these primal
parents become human; their white
flesh becomes the tebule rasa for those
wounds which will give rise to the hie-
roglyphs of language; and God leaves
Eden for Heaven, enabling his creatures
for the first time to conceive, through
their imagining of him, earth seen from
the air. This parable, beginning with
copulation and an indigenous God,
passing on through splitting and panic to
birth and authority, and ending with
language and estrangement (though
with an uneasy joy in wide-ranging
consciousness) will be read differently
by different readers, who may recali,
while reading Giirck, Blake’s ambiguous
Genesis-parable stationing the angels,
in the form of stars, as our surrogates,

The three recent lyrics included

here~~“Portland, 1968,” “Thanksgiv-

“HOW BEST to celebrate the anni-
versary of the overthrow of the
Lon Nol regime in Cambodia?
For the present rulers of that
festive land, that question is casily
answered. You round up the 350
families in the area surrounding
the village in which Lon Nol was
born and staughter them, and
then post their o a free copy of the cur-
names at an an- e issue of National
. » [ Peview, wrie to Dept. R-8,
niversary rally.

150 East 35th Street New
Yark, New York 10816,
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ing,” and “The Drowned Children”—are
all allusive in Gliick’s enigmatic manner,

--all hopeless, all staving off tears with

finish and surface. [ the first, male and
female come to a standstill, conjeining
like rocks and sea: the rocks are marred

and permanent.” Cluck’s last line evades
analysis: is it an accident that 1 link bfie
and permanent with ink? It is hard to fix
the speaker’s relation to the children:
she wants death to have been easy for
them, she wants them to think of their

Gltick by Gerard Malanga
by the ocean, the sea triumphs “like all
that is falsefall that is fluent and
womanly.” The poem would be uninter-
~esting if it did not attribute suffering to
the fixed man who refuses to turn to be
photographed, and transparent longing
“to the woman who mars him. The
circular form of the poem—from the
-immobile man to the immobile man—
_itself makes a transparent wave of
longing, curbed by the self-censure of
the speaker and witness.

_ In Gluck’s bitter “Thanksgiving” the
‘summoned prey” come to eat, knowing
.that they will be eaten, tracked down
and located by their hoofprints in the
snow. In the ritual, eater and eaten have
their role: the part of the eater is not to
relent, the part of the eaten is not to
forgive; all is order, all is a dying order. It

may ke an allegory of the generations.

Nature is as meticulous as the feasters:
before it destroys, it sorts. The sum-
moned prey; the sorted [eaves; the Jethal
‘wind; the treacherous snow; the waiting
predators; the dving order: all this is
prefaced by the name of America’s most
genial family feast.

[ have put last Gluck's chilling explan-
ation of the event always cansidered the
most unnatural of all—the death of
children. “You see,” she says ingenuous-
ly, "they have nc judgment./So it is
natural that they should drown,” should
resume their fetal conditiorr=hlind,
weightless, suspended in water. Weight-
less again, but now in the pond, they
wait in the water hearing their parents’
fruitless calls, “lostfin the waters, blue

brief earthly life as a dream; but yet she
wants them still to hear the beckoning
earthly voices, passing above them like
tures over fish suspended just below the
surface. It is as though Glick were a
mother excusing their fault, hoping they
were not hurt and do not miss her, and
vet unwilling that they should Forget
her utterly or be deaf to her voice. We
are made to remember, with her, the last
moment, the floating scarf, surrealisti-
cally prolenged; and we bequeath them,
with her, to the pond's colder maternity,
But the last act, against all reason, is the
call, "come home, come home.”
Gluck's cryptic narratives tnvite our
participation: we must, according to the
case, filt out the story, substirute
ourselves for the fictive personages,
invent a scenaric from which the
speaker can utter her lines, decode the
import, “solve” the allegory, Or such is
aur first impulse, Later, I think, we no
longer care, in “Thanksgiving” for
instance, who are the prey and who the
predaters: we read the poem, instead, as
a {ruth complete within its own terms,
reflecting some ane of the innumerable
configurations inte which experience
Balls. Gliick’s independent structures,
populated by nameless and often ghostly
forms engaged in archaic or timeless
motions, satisfy without referent, They
are far removed from the more circum-
stantial poetry written by women poets
in the last 10 years, but they remain
poems chiefly about childhood, family
life, iove, and motherhood. In their
obliquity and reserve, they offer an
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alternative to first-person “'confession,”
while remaining indisputably perscnal.
The leap in style from Cluck’s relat-
ively unformed First book (Firsthorn,
1968) to The Huuse on Marshland suggests
that Gluck is her own best eritic. For ~
myself, | would hope she might follow
the advice Keats and Stevens gave

Books Consijer;d

themselves, and write a long poem: “All
kinds of favors,” said Stevens, "drop
from it.”

Helen Vendler

Helen Vendier is professor of English at
Boston University.

! n

The World Economy: History and Prospect

by W. W. Rostow
(University of Texas Press; $34,50)

Getting From Here to There —

by W. W. Rostow
(McGraw-Hill; $14.95)

When not serving the State Drepart-’
ment or advising Presidents Kennedy or;
Johrson, Walt Whitman Rostow has
chosen, like Edward Gibbon, to "serib- |

ble, scribble, scribble.” We have there-

fore his thirteenth and fourteenth

books, neither of which recallsthe 18th-__

century British master’s literary style _
although they do bear a kinship in
grandeur of scope and effort. By far the
more important of the two is The World
Ecanomy: History and Frospact, which Ros-
tow clearly regards as the capstone of his
life’s work thus far, In this, economic.”
developments are narrated analytically
from the industrial revolution to the
present, compared country by country,
and assessed for future implications.
The second book, to which we shall
come later, is essentially a brief and
uninspired addendum.

The world outlook Rostow finally
distills is optimistic, a concdlusion which
at least in large measure is implicit in the
two-part theoretical framework with
which he starts. The main component of
that framewark is his familiar and con-
troversial concept of “stages” of growth
in which he pictures countries, like an

The last stage is obvicusly that now
enjoyed by Western Europe, Narth
America, Oceania, and Jzpan. The
caichy aercdynamic metaphor is all
Rostow's. The second component of his
theory is a reformulation of alleged long
waves in economic history associated
with the name of an early 20th-century
Russian, Nikolai Kondratieff. But it is
the stages, as first introduced by Rostow
in 1960, that most firmly shape his
analysis as well as his prognesis, ’

As purely descriptive devices, Ros-
tow's stages can be interesting. They
disclose uniformities, however rough, in
technologies, the identity of leading
industries, the volume of investment,
and the trend of birth and death rates as
nations move to progressively higher
levels of income. For example, as the
poorest countries gain some economic
headway they commonly do so through
development of the simpler technologies
such as food processing, textiles and
leather goods. Not remarkably, richer
countries use more sophisticated tech-
niques and produce a different composi-
tion of outputs. Applying all of the
foregoig standards, Rostow happily

airplane, at first lying idle {the “age of _ reports that with but few exceptions the

tradition”), then warming up (generat-

ing “the preconditions to growth"), then _

taking off (with “a sudden burst of
investment”}, then gaining in altitude
(“driving to technological maturity™),
and finally soaring freely in the wonder-
ful era of “high mass-consumption.”
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stages "of growth format, the vast

world’s-poorer countries have already
passed through their take-offs and
moved on into drives to maturity, even
India and China. (The only laggards are

_ Burma, Yemen and the newer countries

of Africa, he says.) Presumably, in the

http://legacy.library.ucsf.edu/tid/odq89a00/pdf

majority of the third world is now
securely on its way to high mass
consumption economies. Rostow esti-
mates that many will make it within the
next generation or sooner, practically all
of the remainder within 2 generation or
two after that.

It is the confident happiness Rostow
displays and this last estimate that serve
as a warning. Many other economic
historians donot find the same degree of
uniformity that Rostow perceives
among countries in the “same stage” of
development. Even less generally obvi-
ous to them is his notion of inexorable
progression from one stage to the next.
To take a case in point, India by Rostow’s
reckoning has been on a drive te
maturity since 1963, just as the United
States was in 1870 and Great Britain in
1830. But neither the United States nor
Great Britain had to cope with an
overwhelming majorizy of the popula-
tion (abuut 80 percent of India's) that
was debilitated and illiterate, nor with a
culture that was backward-looking and
mystical, ner with an overweening

bureaucracy graced with en endemic

susceptibility fo corruptior.. Do not the
severe class divisions in much of Latin

A hARpeRr
PADPERBACK

E, C.BENTLEY

i suppose everybody has at least heard
of Trent’s Lasr Case. |t holds a very spe-
cial plage in the histary of detactive fic-
tion. Hf you were so jucky as to read it
today for the first time, you would rec-
agnize it at once as a tale of unusual
hriliiance and charm, but you could

have no idea how startlingly original it
seermed when it first appeared. Ft sheok
the kiitle world of the mystery novel

{ike a revolution, ard nothing was ever
guite the sama again. Every datective =
writer of today owes samething, con-
sciously ar unconsciousky, to its liber-
ating and inspiting infleence.”
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America or the dictatorship in China
shape development in ways sigmificantly
different from Australia's? As per capita
incomes rise, according to Rostow's
mechanistic  schema, birthrates are
suppused to decline supinely toward a
“demographic transition” to a stable
population. In Mexico per capita in-
comes have been rising sinceat least
1900 wnile its bursting population taday
continues to overflow the Texas border.
The distrikution of income, anwmig other
things omiited from Rostow’s format,
has something to do with that. Even
traumatic political changes, as the recent
tion trends, :
Rostow is not entirely unaware that
his narrowly statistical definition of
stages is oversimplified. An occasional
reference to a social or political institu-
tiorl discloses that. But by and large he
foilows a firm rule: never —allow an
unruly fact to louse up an attractive
theary. Nar is Rostow unaware of the
physical limits that some have suppnsed
would constrain the kind of exuberant
world economic expansior he envisages,
Here, one might surmise, he would
stand on safely familiar ground, Even

the Club of Rome’s famous “social

“We can all applaud” *

TRUE STORIES FROM
THE CUCKOQ'S NEST
Compiled by Charles Steir

“It is at once an articulate com-
plaint from the captives af the
mental-health system and a notice
to society’s certifiers that their job
will prove more difficult in the
future, For that we can all
applaud.”—The New York Times
Book Reuview*

$8.95 ISBN 0-915220-30-X
Distributed by Simon and Schuster

New Republic Books
1220 19th Street, NW
Washington, D¢ 20034
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engineers” have lately conceded that
they erred in extrapulating future
trends in the precise image of the past.
Belatedly to be sure, they now allow for
economic and social resiliency, innova-
tions, and above all the collective mea-
sures that enlightened nations might
take to avoid collective disaster. They
have in mind some kind of rational
planning. So does Rostow, though with
a surprising quirk, .

Three years ago [ participated in a
pane! discussion (with John Kenneth
Galbraith, Henry Wallich and Murray
Weidenbaum} on economic planning in
the most widely attended session in the
history of the annual meetings of the
American Economic Association. Gal-
beaith is always a drawing card. But this
turnout was uaprecedented, overfiow-
ing two connnected ballraoms in Dal-
las’s largest hotel. [t seemed to be, in
large part at least, a tribute to the
subject’s background: 10 preceding
years of a cumulatively growing and
provocative literature on the need for
the United States to coordinate its
policies in an overall, internally consist-
ent plan. The worsening of the
unemployment-inflation dilemma was
by then evident to nearly_everyane,
along with the failures of the old Neo-
Keynesian dogma. So were the longer-
run problems of industrial pollution,
environmental destruction, resource
scarcities, welfare disarray, and chemi-
cal horseplay in the food and drug
industries, Adding to the interest was
the Humphrey-Javits bill on planning
then being shoved around in Congress.
The remarkable fact is that Rostow
greets such issues—and the idea of
planning-~as though he had spent the
last decade circling Venusin a spaceship.
There is no reference in his work to any
of the relevant literature, either to the
books, articles, the individuals invalved,
or the ideas they expressed. There is
even some evidence that he must have
misunderstood whatever he may have
read, as in his apparent belief that
economists had by definitien equated
full employment with “zero unemploy-
ment.” First-year economics students
know better than that.

All of which no doubt detracts some-
what from the interest readers may
have in Geiting From Here o There, forit is
in this volume that Rostow concentrates
on economic policy. On the very first
page, as though he had just disembarked
on planet Earth, he announces his
discovery of an unprecedented crisis—
“an Important turning point . . . in the
world economy and, indeed, inindustrial

civilization,” which started in 1972-73.
The starthing symptom he has in mindis
what we commonly call stagflation. But
for Rostow it is not, as many think,
primarily the result of the OPEC cartel’s
dramatic price hixe. Nor is stagflation, as
[ have contended, simply a new name for
an old disease that has grown sharpiy
but predictably worse. It is, in Rostow’s
book, the ominous symptom of the
latest turning point in a Kondratieff
cyecle, which promises for the next 2 or
30 years an era of spreading shortages
and rising prices.

Actually, little is known about the
long waves in economic activity that
Kondratieff thought he had discovered
in 1926. That is because the waves are
supposed to last from 40 to &¢ vears.
Two waves alone, dated from the
present, wauld take us back well into the
19th century. Reasonably abundant and
reliable data cease, going backward in
time, around the end of the Civil War.
Hence leading experts on cycles kke
Wesley C. Mitchell, Arthur Burns and
Simon Kuznets have been uniformly
skeptical about the reality of Kondra-
tieff waves, especially since they are not
distinctly marked even in the madern
periods for which data are ample.

But not so for Rostow. He views the
downswing of a Kondratieff cycle as a
decline in raw material prices, relative to
all athers, signaling an era of abundant
cheap supplies and good business. An
upswing signals scarcities of raw materi-
als bearing inflation and a decline in real
incomes. That is the fix we're in now, he
says, with inflation due to last another
20 or 30 years, Which brings Rostow to
planning and such novel ideas as volun-
tary business-labor agreements to keep
prices and wages low and the ezlculation
of interindustry relationships {shades of
Nobel laureate Wassily Leontief, unnot-
ed) to permit achievable production
goals. Of course, some may contend that
even if Rostow had read every word ll
of us have written, he would not be that
much wiser. Mavbe so. But at [east he
would know what's new.

[n short, | would be astonished if a
general reader, much less a student,
found anything significant to learn in
Gefting From Here ip There. Probably, its
often pompous and usually soporific
prose will stop most who open its pages
from ever finding out. The World Ecanpmy,
History and Prospect is of a different arder,
net in merit but in character. Unlike its
shorter companion, it is written for
techaicians. A formidable work, though
warped and muddled, it assemblesin one
place a storehouse of statistical informa-
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tion on poputation trends, industrializa-
tion, production, investment, prices,
publicoutlays and the other quantitative
paraphernalis of development econom-

ics. 1 do not anticipate that many will
sample more than snatches of its 830
pages, but for scholars it may serveasa
useful reference.

Melville J. Ulmer

Unemployment in History:

Economic Thought and Public Policy

by John A. Garraty

(Harper and Row; $15)

From the end of the great depression of

. the 1930¢ until recently, persistent un-

employment was deemed an economic
ordeal and public scandal. Today we
implicitly debate whether it really makes
a difference. It is not only conservative
economists who suggest that unemploy-
ment of five percent or below is a
sentimental and archaic goal. Weary
liberals also worry that the old statistics
mean little in an era of high unemploy-
ment benefits, women crowding the
labor market, and apparently intracta-
ble difficulties in educating inner-cify
youth. Whatever the virtues of this die-
tllusioned decade, it shall not be remem-
bered as an age of solidarity.

Professor Garraty himself suspects
that the causes and conditions of
joblessness have so evolved that the
traumatic memories of the depression
are no longer an appropriate starting
point for public policy. Humphrey-
Hawkins means preparing to fight the
last war. At the end of his stimulating
and useful survey of diagnoses of
unemployment throoghout history,
Garraty thus implies that history has
only limited relevance, Nonetheless, his
extensive marshalling of historical ac-
counts, social commentary, and econ-
omic theory in several languages makes
his study a valuable guide for illuminat-
ing today's issues. Certainly the pro-
found ambivalence of earlier eras tow-
ard those without work—the mixture of
charitable conmcern and harsh
condemnation—still underlies contem-
porary policy responses, -

Unemploywent in History Is less a survey
of the condition of being unemployed
than of the thinking about it. As Garraty
stresses, until the age of industrializa-
tion the concept of unemployment was
actually hard to distinguish from that of
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peverty {a basic human condition) or the
more wretched destitution termed pau-
perism. It was the industrial business
cycle that obviously created masses of
idle workers swollen beyond the normal
complement of vagrants, handicapped,
professional beggars and szasonally
employed casual labor. It is still unclear,
as Garraty explains, what constitutes
unemployment. [s the student who
unsuccessfully seeks a summer job
unemployed in the same sense as the
adolescent who is trying to enter the
labor market on a durable basis? Is the
discouraged older man who gives up
searching? Or the secretary who quits a

boring post and decides to make do with

weekly public support before she accepts
ancther? Some recent critics of Kevne-

sian intervention have even argued that
since masses of men were on the WEA
payrolls in the 1930s, unemployment
was half a mirage in the depression.
With suvfficient ingenuity, employed
social scientists can virtually eliminate
the problem in statistical terms. Then, of
course, we verge on solutions worthy of
Moiiére.

Beyond tracing the discovery of
unemplovment, Garraty records the
centuries-long debate over palliatives.
By the late middle ages the mass of up-
rocted men and women was profound-
ly unsettling. Their worklessness of-
fended a hierarchical and task-oriented
society; their relief burdened the
Church and private benefactors, Conse-
quently early modern Europe saw major
efforts to compel the able-bodied to
work and to systematize support for the
incapable. This dual effort, built into
early weifare schemes in Lyons, the
Cerman city states and other towns,
likewise underlying the Elizabethan
Poor Law, has characterized treatment
of the problem ever since. The most
noiorious mechanism for sifting the
deserving from the supposedly shiftless
was the 1834 New Poor Law in Britain.
This self-enforcing liberal “reform”
established workhouses for refief but
made them s0 regimented and wretched

_that only the really desperate would
_enter. Even the work-oriented Victori-

ans found it hard to live with this harsh
self-segregation of misery, and the
workhouse system broke down amid
scandals of bone-meal nourishment and

http://legacy.library.ucsf.edu/tid/odq89a00/pdf
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corfinement of the poor wilh the
insare. Still, the underlying imipulse hzs
retained merit for societies willing to
suppart the worthy poor but reluctant
to subsidize the lazv. The same approach
was implicit in the Nixon-Movnihan
Family Assistance plan, and in"general,
Amerlcan welfare efforts lurch between
the carrot and the stick. - .
Garratv's  conspectus  of  relief
schemes and ideas on poverty iz a
learned and instructive ong, as he
reveals how slowly commentators pro-
gressed from blaming unemployment
on defects of personal character. Only
when the business cycle was urdersiood
as a major aspect of industrial capitalism
did enlightened social thinkers begin to.
emphasize Hlaws in the economicsystem
as awhole. Even this new percention did
not always entail acceptance of public

through the labor market. We seek to
ensure a secular sacrament of worthi-
ness; we distribute the tasks we will pay
to have accomplished (i.e.” the opes

cated skills. Despite the arguments
against controls that President Carter
has unfortunately accepted with such
seeming rigidity, incomes policies do

l tesponsibility, For social engineers or ™~
humanitarians, governmen: ~ action _ . - I
might indead seem to follow. As early ag— Unemployment in New York City foday

= Leonard Frec:l-Manum

1790 a French Revolutionary cinmittee

established to eliminate mendicancy is_
cited by Garraty as bolcly declaring, "La.
misire des pewples est un tort des gouvernenents,

But others continued to argue that ever,

if unemployment were a collective or

systemic problem, the answer lay not i

state intervention but collective res-

traint on the part of wage-earners. At

least until Keynes, the brun: of neo-
classical theory was that fuil employ-
ment might always be reached at some
wage level, if only labor permitted.

In this book as in earlier work Garraty
demonstrates a fine sense of what
constitutes a significant comparative”
historical problem. 1 would have pre-
ferred a more extensive analysis of the
meaning of work and worklessness than
Garraty has allowed himself. One of the

families or women cannot perform for
“free”); and we allocate much of the
national income. Despite apologists for
the high earnings of executives or phy-
siclans these functions have no neces-
sarily logical connection. It might well
pay to keep some potential workers idle
at normal wages rather than pour re-
sources into obsoleseent technologies.
But this would conflict, of course, with
all the psychic rewards and discipline in-
volved in labor. Cur contradictory
stance toward the unemployed—fear-
ing their condition, begrudging their
liberty—opens up a whole range of un-
explored issues about freedom and com-
pulsion in our institistional life.

In his analysis of contemporary prob-
lems, moreaver, Garraty may be making
the Phillips curve—the “trade-aff” be-

dilemmas inherent in coping with unem- - tween inflation and unemployment—

ployment arises from the fact that aur |

socleties try to solve multiple tasks

. —AND1
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“There is not & page here
without the watermark and
signature of intelligence . ...
He is still & hero of the cul-
{ure we breathe.”
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too iron a law. He Implies that the only
strategy of reducing unemployment is
fiscal and monetary stimulatior of the
econcmy as a whole, which is untarget-
ed and wasteful in light of today’s
structural unemployment, Today we
realize that not merely depressions
invelve what Schumpeter called crea-
tive destruction, remeoving the dead-
wood of industry and facilitating a
recavery by healthy producers. Instead
economic advances are constantly showv-
ing enterprises into marginality. And
when, as in the modern central city, the
victims are left to languish, educational
lags then reinforece the difficulties of
employment.

In fact, many of these unemployed
will be reabsorbed in a vigorous econ-
omy. They need not zll have sophisti-

I
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often work. Controls and incentives can
be combined to allow fiscal stimulation
while holding a lid on pricec.

In adéition there are “microeconomic”
approaches that Garraty's conclusions
do not fully take into account. Swedish
economists have suggested marginal
emplovment subsidies that involve
intra-industry taxes levied upon all
firms in a given sector but paid back to
subsidize those who take on more
workers. Hence no aggregate burden is
placed on the industriai activity as a
whole, but incentives are provided for
productivity galns that can be immedi-
ately channeled inio higher employ-
ment. The government might likewise
subsidize retrzining provisions in pri-
vate labor contracts, as for insiance
when linotype operators must be made
into computer overators if they are not
te be fired. Unemployment compensa-
tion might be more directly coupled with
retraining or education in general.
Rather than encourage a disspiriting job
search during the period of relief, ask for
school attendance. The necessary edu-
cational infrastructure would not be
easy to establish and would constantly
have to be modernized, but rightly un-
derstood this is a process of social capi-
tal formation. The concern of the 17th
century, as Garraty usefully stresses,
was that unemployment was a wasted
potential for society asa whale. Shorn of
its coercive aspects that recognition is an
important one.

Carraty’s own perplexedness reflects
the larger helpless feeling of contempor-
arysociety, Butin z sense the lugubrious
Phillips curve that Garraty sees as to
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great measure not only on its sturdy
sociological scaffold, but on its almost
lyrical and ephemeral references. Wirth
was never one to eschew what Aristotle
called mythopoetic forms of knowledge,
nor degrade that which we learn by
sensing and feeling. Unselfconsciously
he wrote of people coming "under the
spell of the influences which the city
exerts . . .." e spoke of the character
of social life being molded into specifical-
tv urban forms, and people “immuniziag
themselves against the personal claims
and expectations of others.” Above all,
he wrote with concern for the history of
cities, and the destinies of the psople
who lived in them, and by their very
being shaped and were shaped by them.
And he never lost track of, or faith in,
the sociclogical enterprise, or at least the
Chicago Schoel of Sociology which he
and his colleagues were establishing
through their methodology and exqui-
site sensitivity to social forms, patterns,
details. :

For Wirth, the size of a community
was relevant to any definition of a city
only insofar as numbers could first, be
examined in larger cultural and histori-
cal contexts, and second, be interpreted
in terms of the effect of a city on the
social life of its residents. Alerting the
reader to numerical and historical
criteria of city life, Wirth defined a city
“as a relatively large, dense, and perma-
nent settiement of socially heterogene-
ous individuals,” One lingers here on
concepts of density, permanence and
social haterogeneity if only because the
words themselves are so imposing, Yet
Wirth, in an article of not great length,

makes the language and the constrainty

come alive.

He points at once to the changing
purpose of people congregating in
American cities. He speaks, forexample,
of the need to bring various sorts of

people together, because of the different

capacities and roles they may present to
one another. Yet he warns that the
greater number of people involved in
any interaction, the greater will be the
differentiation among them. This no-
tion, probably, is the cornerstone of the
pisce, the chunk of theory derived from
his concern with size of cities and the
quality of life that would developamong
crowded masses of people. B
Specifically, Wirth conceived of the
city as a collection of people living in a
way that necessitated interpersonal
indifference, and reconciling and adjust-
ing themselves to wholly inpersonal,
segmented, superficial contacts. In this
apotheosis of the blasé, he saw human
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spontaneity, self-expression and a feel-
ing of high morale disappearing. In their
place loomed the schizoid character of
the urban personality. City life then,
with its emphasis on the soulless
corporate body and its economically
determined rules for defining labor and
work responsibilities, yielded the very
anomic world Durkkeim had articulated
in his own classic study on suicide. The
urban dweller would come to know
occupational specialization, anonymity,
instability in role relationships, and an
enormous degree of dependence on
almost anyone for almost anything.

In that city life typically renders
physicel contacts close but social contacts

distant, the premium, Wirth observed,
eventually is put on visual recognition,
His or her sensitivity to nature dulled,
the urban dweller literally is inundated
with physical artifacts, each with its
respective meaning, its respective place
in the structure of the urban social life.
{New York born comic Sam Levinson
ance remarked that, as a boy, in order to
see the country, he snezked into cars
lined up in funeral processions.) Fur-
thermore, as one encountered artifact
after artifact, street light and clock,
sidewalk and building, se did one pass
from one aspect of living to ancther.
Work to school to home to church to
place of recreation. It was a mosaic of

“A sober, much needed

‘warning ahout
...drug and
scalpel
psychiatry. ..
Eminently
and
compellingly
readable.”

—CGhicaga Tribune

“An important, shock-
ing book that wili provoke
centroversy and outrage...
Chavkin's prediction that mind-
control technigues could be-
come standard equipment of
government prisons and pofice
departments is backed by...
names of agencies, labs and
professicnals.”

—Publishers Weekly

“Will raise eyebrows in legis-
lative chambers across the
nation.” —Chicago Sun Times

“An overview of methods of
mind contro! which recoiis at

government agencies’ un-
constitutional technigues...
grimindeed.”

—Kirkus Reviews

“Does a real service in point-
ing out the dangers and
abuses possible in psychosur-"
gery and punitive behavior mod-
ification. .. Well-documented.”

—Library Journal

$8.95, now at your booksiore or write to:

4—% Houghton Mifflin Company

2 Park Strest » Boston Massachusetts, 02107

http://legacy.library.ucsf.edu/tid/odq89a00/pdf
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impersonal artifacts that splashed in the
face of the city dweller. It was a mosaic
which diminished friendships, and im-
duced competition, aggrandizement,
mutual exploitation. Wirth never went
so far as to suggest that in time families
would be run according to che imperson-
al patterns of corporations, but he was
wholly prepared for families, like urban
societies, appealing to formal agents of
social control, and thereby employitg
teachers and police as disciplinarians for
their children. For Wirth, it was no
surprise that the family had become
merely another grouping, experiencing
with all other urban groups the city's
complicated tempi and technology. If
urban dwellers felt lonely, as Wirih
argued they did, it well might be that
families, by dint of the transformation in
the bonds that held family members
together, would offer ne protection
from this death-causing disease,

A sociological argument through and
through, Wirth's porirayal of city life
included a section on the _inevitable
breakdown of caste lines and the corre-
sponding emphasis on social stratifica-
tion. [f urban denizens dreamed of
“making it,” then they merely were rg-
acting to the unstable tenuous but none-
theless finely etched social sculpture
cafled status. A person’s inability to
properly define this slippery notion of
“making it,” moreover, probably result-
ed from the fluidity of mass mavements,
and the fact that persons necessarily
rose and fell in urban scciety as a func-
tion of membership in several groups. In
fact, Wirth astutely pointed to the
premium placed on outrageous and
eccentric human behavior. If nothing
else, the eccentric act, the role of the
freak, as Fiedier recently observed, gave
one respite from
socializing roles imposed by one's group
associations. [f industries, Wirth wrote,

i o
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were mass producing goods, then the
urban world was mass producing human
services and needs, and demanding that
people “fit,” for good

and for always.

W/

the normalizing—"

'\

West Side Manhattan .
There would be no place for individuali-
ty and particularism in a wotld honoring
collective action, mass clientele, average
taste. Even an allegiance to that mythic
bady called the community involved a
sense of depersonalization, and the sub-
ordination of singular drives and pur-
poses, One wonders, in this regard,
whether that which is called individual-
ism and social narcissism ifi fact is com-
pensatory; a manifest rebellion against
the rezlity of anonymity and alienation.
Wirth's solemn appraisal of city living
was profoundly affected by his familiari-
ty with demographic variables. He knew
well the impact on social life af an influx
intoacity of foreign born people. He was
only too aware of the strife that people
of dissimilar social biographies experi-
enced, particularly in the sphere of
employment. He was equally sophisti-
cated about the effect on social life and
human bonds of land values, rental and
ownership patterns, transportation and
utility costs, and above all, differential
birth and death rates among various
class and ethnic groupings. Income and
status were two of his pst variables; the
changing family the delicate unit one
feels he watched with a certain degree of
melancholy, But always his eye fel! on
the bond of friendship, the quality of
human assocfations, and the political,
economic and social factors extant in
urban life, that shaped these bonds and

¥
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gave meaning to the quality of these
associations.

One senzes Wirth, in this article,

lamenting the passage of trus individu-

Photograph by feff YVinson
alism, living styles underwriting ge-
nuine autonomy, even sebf-
employment. Surely he could not be
sanguine about the fact that virtuallyno
human need could remain free of
commerciatism. How prophetic he was
40 years ago when he commented on
America’s growing passive spectator-
ism. And how sadly amused he might
have been by our contemporary pletho-
ra of human growth groups and person-
al want ads. Wirth would not have been
surprised at changes not anly in philoso-
phies of family life, but at the increasing
fragility of the bonds holding men and
women, parents and children together.
He would not have been surprised at the
volatility that results from this fragility.
and the desperate search of peaple to
locate some logical and legitimate object
or agent of control and order: a psychia-
trist, counselor, policeman, possibly
even the most popular self-help book,
ideology, or celebrity, He would not
have been surprised at the rising crime,
homicide, suicide and general mental
brezkdown rates. He saw these eventu-
alities in the structure of city life, in the
connective tissue of human friendship,
and importantly, in the methods and

‘marner of human communicazion.

In complex cities, governed by techno-
logical advances and characterized by so-
called secondary forms of human asso-
ciation, friendships, that is, based on

=
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need, utility and fuaction, communica-
tion can only proceed on the most
elementary levels, Density alone would
dictate talk of the most common denom-
inators. One wonders what Wirth
would have written had he been able
even to sense the extracrdinary power
of television. Forty years ago he wrate,
“In view of the ineffectiveness of acfual
kinship ties we create fictional kinship
groups.” It was a significant observa-
tion, for beyond the McLuhan notions
that for so long have influenced our
thinking about television, Wirth "‘1_35
suggesting something very consider-
able. Was the traditional kinship struc-
ture being replaced by television pm=
gramming? Were the weekly visits of
the Waltons, Bonanza men, the Archie
Bunkers and whomevers, somehow re-
placing the regular visits of family mem-
bers? Were the family bible, diary,
dinner table conversation giving way @@
the TV Guide?

Of course Wirth’s arguments have
been attacked, often in eloquent fashion.
One of the best comes from Herbert
Gans, one of America’s most astute ur-
ban observers. Briefly, Gans found fault
with Wirth's failure to distinguish ity
life and so-called non-city life. The world
of the suburbs, for example, would farce
still newer stimuli into the bends of
htman association. Furthermore, Gans
contended. one could not justify apply-
ing the term Gesellschaf! to urban
relationships. Indeed, many of Wirth's
assertions simply could not be con-
firmed empirically. Admittedly, they
also could not be disconfirmed, even
with today's more sophisticated socig-
logical research arsenal. .

[t well may be, as Gans wroie 15 years
ago, that “Wirth's description of the
urban way of life fits best the transient
areas of the inner city.” It also may be
that increasingly more of city life has
taken on the quality of so-called inner-
city life, 2 term, incidentalty, that is ag
slippery as it is politically charged.

AUTHORS WANTED BY
NEW YORK PUBLISHER

Leading book publisher seeks man-
uscripts of all types. fiction, non-
fiction, poetry, scholarly and juve-
nite  works, etc. New authors
welcomed. For complete informa-
tion, send for booktet NR-1. It's free.
Vantage Press, 516 West 34 St., New
York, N.Y. 10001,

Personals

Nonetheless, “Urbanism as a Way of
Life,” both as article and reality, remair,
and as they say. demand our attention.
The cities, surely, reguire the best
minds, the best muscles, the best of allof
us. All of us, however, refers not only to
the survivors, but to our ancestors,
especially our intellectisal ancestors. So
occasionally, it seems appropriate that
we “ask” history once again to speak its
piece. One way we do this is to inspect
documents now seemingly more valu-
able for us as relics than as living
resgnrees, .
Louis Wirth is more thar ancther
expert. He is a living resource, a good
counsel, 8 man who seemingly cared a

great deal for the evolution of ourcities,
our culture, and the way people man-
aged to live with one anather, hopefully
to find satisfaction in their work and
associations. Reading him is not only
enlightening, itis a reawakening of one’s
sensitivities. If nothing more, it's won-
derfully pleasant to hunt for treasures
one has kept safe for so long, feel the
pages of an old baok, and rediscover the
work of a dear and trusted friend.

Thomas ], Cottle

Thowas ], Cofile’s most recent book is

Coilege: Reward amd Butvayal (Univ. of
Chicago Press).
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Instruction

TRIPLE YOUR READING SPEED in 4 waeks,
Learn at horre. Free details. Scampar Systams,
F.O. Box 235J, College Paint, New Yark 11358,

Self-Improvement

PRCGRAM YOUR MIND FOA SUCCESS, weailh.
Practical instructions, $3.00. Rubicen Press.
62800 Rutsatz, Daming, Washington 95244,

Foreign Studies

WANT TO SAVE THE WORLD? Qpportunities
Galore In Tmternational Yauth Interpship Direc-
tory. $2 prepaid. Free Sampale copy monthly 'nter-
cultural Studies Information Sarvice with arder.
Lzarning Resources In International S*ucies. 80
East 42n< Street, NYC, H.¥Y, 100717

MEET RUSSIAMS FACE-TC-FACE an 3-waek
ricnpelitical, non-profit exchange visits o the
U353, Open to qualified Americars, al’ ages, oc-
cupastons, Departures June through Secamber,
Write-Wire-Phane Citizen Exchange Corps, Dent,
KR, 18 E. 41st Strest. New York, New York 10017,

(212) 889-7950.

The Classifieds

WASHINGTON, D.C. WOMAN (E0) seeks Japan
buff to share interests. The New Republic Box
2830, i

LONELY? NEED & MAN Arourd the housa?
Retired business man 51, € feet, 2004, available for
marriags. Answar guaranieed. The Mew Republic
Box 3375

MALE, 60, SEEKS WOMAN companicn 1o share
interast In music, outdoors, theatre, travel, life,
D.C"Area. The New Aepublic Box BSES,

REGENT SINGLE—Ez, SLIM, attractive, young
iooking, cullured. financially secure. and fun
laving—seeks attractive, intelligant, sophisticated
gantleman 40-48 yezs old for “love and marriage”
South Westarn Michigan area. New Reoublic Box
3870,

LADY, ATTRACTIVE APPEARANGCE, SLENDES,
57", pieasan! tarmpaerament, fortyisn. Teacher,
prominant MY G musls institution, enfoys outcdor
and all household activities. ltalian/american,
religiously broadminded. Te a masriags-mindad.
compatitle gantleman, | would appreciate cor-
respondance. The New Republic Box 8840,

TRY QUR INTRODUCTORY "3 for 2" offer -
response nearly triples with multiple insertions.
THR Classifieds work!

ATTRACTIVE, INTELLIGENT, AWARE Manhat-
tan remate with divarsified interests, iooking to
meet attractive, nislligentwell-oreserved male 45-
55. 371-8817,

BEAUTIFUL LAKE PLACGE needs yourenjoyment
- ME tco. Nead participating, non-smoking marn,
not parsnickerty. Prefer Fitties. willing to teach,
fish, explore, enjoy. The Mew Republic Box 8815,

MALE SEEKING CORRESPONDENCE
[ would 1k to cor-espond with anycna who is
fonely, in nged of affectian, understanding, and
passibia love. I'm 28 years of age. The New
Reputlic Box 8885,

DATES GALDRE! Meel singles—anywhnere. Sall

BATELIME, toli-free (800} 451-3245

LATIN LADIES seek friendship. Write "Latins' Box
1718-NR, Chula Vista, Catifornia 82012,

SINGLE BOOKLOVERS gets the cullured, single,
widowed or diverced acquainted. MNationwice.
Write Box AE, Swarthmore, Pennsylvania 19061,
Established 1970.

ORIENTAL _ADIES want 1o write you, Bigssoms,
Stetexin, Washington 98832,

CAN'T STAMND DENTURES?
Emoy reading, PEACE. too? Seeking com-
municative man, prefor filies, wanting leave
rat/zace, beautiful water. The Mew Republic Box

&725.
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Et Cetera

COMPLETELY FINISKED unique weZden lawn

Politics
KNOW YOUR CONGRESSMAN

furaitura, in kit form. York Mfg,, Lid,, 401 West__ Each month the Washington Wire will report to

Superior, Chicago, lliinois 60610, B44-3644,

POETRY WANTED
Sothis Publishing gathering paems lof
"Daybreak.” an anthology. Submit 1o Box §2BNR,
San Diego. California 2112, T -

WRITE YOUR OWN LEGAL WILL
Join thoussnds of Americans, [U's easy waen
shown 10w, For freeinformation and a sampla Wil
Page, write today ta Wills, CCP, Inc., Landmark _
Buiiding, Box 5532 {NR-1), Austin, Texas, 78763.7

MOZBY WITH A KICK! How {0 make dalficious li- -
queurs, wires. bear. 81.00. Gourme:, J133-T
Fairhill, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19120

DECLARATION OF THE
RIGHTS OF THE UNBORN
The humanity of tha unborn should berecognized
as the humanity of the bern is recognized and with
this ~ecegnitior. of tha humanity ¢ the unborn, 52
the natural right be secured, The firstand foremost
of thase natural rights is the right to tife, For the
majar diffararce betwean the born and unbarm life

is only the biclogical development—a process

vew your Gongressman's voting récord on all

= jssuss. A’sp, daily attendance will be recorded.

Stay informed on your representative in
Washingion. Sead $°5 for year subscription to:

__WASHINGTON WIRE, P.O. Box 807, Arfingien,

Virginia 22216.

LONELY? Fing a friend - use the ciassiieds!

Good Causes

FIGHT INJUSTICE, Support humen rights
_Witliams Defense Fund. 31 Knox. Thomaston.
Maine 04881,

SEND YOUR LOVE QVERSEAS! You can become
a Foster Parent to a little boy or giel for §1¢ a
manth—ard iearn the child's name, receive a
paotograph, adesaiied case history, ancexchange
letters. For information, write: Foster Parents Plan,
156-B Plan Way, Warwick, Rhode Istand 02887 ar
call zoil freg 800-327-3812.

whica continues thraugheut the |ifeifme of any ™ STGP MICROWAVE POLLUTION, The Cape Cod

human being. For from conceptian, thé unborn
have 2l the genstic mazerial that allows thefuilde-
veiopment of & human baody—all of which de- _
velops before birth. Since life is a natural, uni*
versal, and inalienable right, this sRoUIT not b

Cealition seeks coniributions to support injunc-
tive suit against USAF radar facillty on Cape Cod.
Your suppart is critical 1o insure a negligible
healih or envirgnmental impact Box B82,
Provingetown, Massachusetts, 02657,

deprived of any human being becausé &Ftheirbio-  woRLD DEMOCRACY, THE RATIONAL ALTER-

logicat stage of cevelopment. Therafors, the ua
born should not be deprivaed of this ndtural, uni-

secured this right in law; In thic case Efd in this _
land, an Amangmen? to the Canstitution, a Right ta

social lsgisiafion the utmost should be done to
asgist women wad or unwed in bearing achitd. Ac-
cordingly in aducation the utmost shcutd be dore”
‘o teach a revarence and value of unborn human
tife by the family and all social Institufions. -
Natlanal Righ! to Life Commiitee
Natlonal Fress Bidy., 529 14th St, M.W.
Washinaton, D.C, 20045

for cancarned citizens. Freasample {métion New
Republich: AQC, Box 47, Bryn Mawr, PA-19010

THE LEFT BANDED COMPLEMENT:

Ngaline Avenue, Dept. C, Encino, California
91436

WANTED TCQ BUY: F. B. Joyner. Dsvid Ames
Walls: Champion of Free Trade, (193¢). AL R. Aoss,

Box 6433, Lawrenceville, New Jersey C8645.

TECHNOCRAGY-TECHNCLOGITAL SOCIAL
DESIGM available for one dollar trom .
Tachnocracy Inc., Continental Headquartaers,
Savannian, Ohio 44874 .

NORTH CARQLINA

The state of Witmiagtoa 10, Joan Little anc 4. P,
Stevens. We ars beginning Texas Obsarver-style
bi=weekly. Have stztewide beard add much
enargy, Need $3,000 more in seed moaey im-
medlately. Help us fight for justice herg and now.
Send tax deductible chack to Committee for an
Open Newspaper, Box 5258, High Point, MNorh
Caroling 27282,

Investments

STOCKMARKET COFPORTUNITY: Send 31 for
name, dascription of a stockwhich couldwell dou-
ble in price by early 1979 N.R. Resen, 2775 Ekars,
Montreal, Quebec. - il

Lite Amendment, for the unborn. Accardingly i~

AREAS OF CONCERN—Harry Hyde's newstetter

Customizad items for lefties. Catalog $1.90, 4229

NATIVE! Send 35 for Ganstitution For Fedaration
CIEarth and plan for provisional world partiament

versal and [nalienabls right 1o !ife Buishould be__ gas pp) pius semple cooy Ac.oss Frontiers bul-

letin. WCPA, 1480 Hovt Streei, Room 81, Lake-
wood. Colorade, 80215,

When an AMERICAM INDiAN CHILD drope out of
school, chances for success drop abysmally,
Futures far Children is @ non-pradit organization
warking to help kesp Mative Americzn children In
school. For $20 a month you can take part in 2
priceiess endeavcr, and get to know aboutz way of
lite here in America. Write for further infarmation
or begin & sponscrsaip teday: Futures for
Children, 4401 Monigomery, N.E., Albuguerque,
tew Mexico BT109. Cr call, toll-free (800) 545+
6543,

FEACE SEMINAR to Soviet Unlon for disarma-
mert and detente discussions will sccur August&-
27. Tour to Cuba October 7- 21, Applications are
weloome. Gontast Prometing Enduring Peace,
Box 103, Woodmont, Connecticnt. 06250,

Of Interest to Women

Save MONEY. MERAM HandBAGS core in
styles to fit every need, and every purse, Lilerature
405, NUBAGS. Box 698, Marton Grove. lliinols
EQ053.

EVE'S GARDEN - a saxuallty boutigue and
bockshap created by women for women, Free
Gatalog. 246 East 51st Street, Deot. NR, New York.
New York 10022,

Employment Wanted

BLACK WOMAN WRITER. 8¢ WFM. Prefers
Calumbia, 8.C. or Research Triangle, N.C. will
relocate. The New Republic Bax 3855.

TRADE UN'CON BUSINESS AGENT
woeking in Hawail desires mainiang position -
have regotiated over 100centracts. Resume on re-
quest, Reply: The New Republic Box B810.

Pay for 2 ads - get
#3 FREE!

SPECIAL INTRODUCTORY OFFER

d \n‘

that TNR classifieds produce the
results you're looking for, With a small

IT’S NO SECRET

additional investment, you can brighten your response
even more with an eye-catching BOLD FACED
HEADLINE, SIGNATURE or ILLUSTRATIONY

My ad reads:

Fil brighten up my ad:
 BOLD HEADLINE
$5 plus 708 per word
O BOLD HEAD & SIGNATURE
$10 plus 702 per word
O] BOLD HEAD, SIG & INSET
$25 plus 70¢ pes word {phote enci)
O REGULAR CLASSIFIED
70¢ per word
(TNR Box Numbers - $4.50 extra)

See ‘requency rates next page.

Advanced payment enclosed §
Please tun my ad

Lopy deadfine 1% days pror 1o Saturcay issue date.
THE NEW REPUBLIC
1220 19th Street, M. W,
times. Washington, D. C. 200306
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Literature

HOLOCAUST —
The Myths, the facts, For Soecial report: $6.00
Research Institute, 507 Sth Ave., N.Y., 10017

JFRK BUFFS—Biblicohiles. Sefling JFX Library.
Write 328 30th Avernye, San Francisco, Galifornia
ga121, for detai's.

COMEINED 3PRING/SUMMER 1978 UNIVERSI-
TY PRESS AMD SCHOLARLY IMPRINT SALE
CATALOG - SAVINGS UP TO 75% - 518 titles, 37
puklishars, cut-aif date Octoker 31,1978, Wrile for
catalog - The Schoiar's Booxshelf, 2-5, 203
Nassau Strest, Princeton, New Jarsey 08540, _

FREE BCOK. Prophet Elllah Coming Befora
Chirist. Megidda Mission, Dapt. 72, 481 Thurston
Fosd, Roghester, New York 14612, .

BOOX FOR BIRDERS
and &ll nature peapla.

A deligheful collection of essays
by naturalist Lester Thomas, Musiated
by Pat Ao Long: *Untdoors ln Bucks
[The Whortleborry Pasinro)*t 95 pp. soft

cover, $3.95 pestpaid, Maii check 1o

D.V.A. [acorpotated, 140 E. Richutdson Ave.
Lamghoms, PA IS4T. (Pa. residents add 24 sales tax}

Literary Services

PROPOSAL WRITING HANDBQOK
Learn How to Write Proposals for Fundraising or
Program Eevelopment. §5.00 V-E Enterprises,
P.0. Box 12063, Washington, 0.C. 20005,

BOOKFINDER. Foreign boaks only, reascnabie
rates. The Biblicphile, 2057 East 14th Strdet,
Brooklyn, New York 11228,

ANY SUBJECT RESEARCHED, Library of Can-
gress, stc. $12 per hour; American ReseaTth
Center. Department R, P.O. Box 32352
Washington, 2.0, 20007,

WRITERS—"UNSALABLE" MANUSCRIFT? J'ry
AUTHOR AID ASSQCIATES. 240 East 32nd
Street, New York City 10022 T

T-Shirts

Ly

Histortcal
T-Shirts, etc.

Virginia Voo Jopza. Talkien. Mamingwdy,
Dickens_Proust.Geedge Sand. Coilte Jans
Austen, Pee D chinsen, Thoreaw Nsboov.

BEFTHOVEN  Anaa Ni Meiviie, Twain, 6.5 Shaw, BT
Halka. Dosiozvsky, Taisoy, A Crrgiie,
Einsiain, Bach. Beaifiaven. Mozart, Vaa di, Hancel. Sratims. Chasin,
Wagner Mztter. ives, Wiigenstel=, Maetzsche. Juzg, Freud, Raich,
Darwie. M0, "ar, Russe] Pltto, Eamhan, Eszolier Frank L Wiight
Van Qugh. Perabrandt, rjing-5. T-tankdwmun,

T-Shirts. ki t5650e: £7522 red gt slue B op 4520 Sweat
SRirtecy) S12es 22521 cancn. skas smi2d 26) mad 38401 .
i 44::3(-‘-5 +49] alow et shiinkage Totesinal canves) 53.50ze.
21518 Cool's Apran (whte) $Bea. HEY] pricas npd

CAMADIAMN cusicrrers 336 5] D0 perplece -
HISTORICAL PRODUCTS  Box 220 Cambridge, WA 0Z138

Bumperstickers

BUMPERSTICKERS, DECALS, BUTTONS Low-
£ost, custem made advertlsing for your Buairess,
Special Event, Organization or Political Cam-
paign. Buy diregt from manulacture: and SAVE!
Please stateintended uzeforappropriate sampies
wirite for FREE Brochure. Price Listand Samples.
REFLECTIVE ADYERTISING INC. Dept. NR. 8851
Page Bculevard, 8. Louis, Missourl B3114. Pnone
(314) 423-5485,

"BROWN's THE ONE” BUMPERSTICKERS, BUT-
TONS, 2/81. Maichbaaks - 30442 Box 762, 661
Ellis, San Francisco, Califarnia 94109,

TRY COUR INTRCDUCTORY 3 for 2" offer -
respense nearly hripies with multipie |nsart|0ns
TMR Classifieds wark!

Arts/Crafts

CCLORFUL HAND-NEZDLERPQINT bookmarks,
reversible, idesl teacher, student remembrance.
§1.50 plus 13¢ siamp: P.Q. Box 814, Chesler.
Massachusetls 01011,

ISRAELI ART. Callest and investin origina signed
and numbereg lithographs by contemparary
leraell artists recognized worldwide, In major
museums and coliections. Free iliustrated cafalog.
Lithos, Dzpt. NR3, 210 Fifth Averue, Mew York
New York 10010, —

OLEWILLS FROM EMGLAKD. Framed. Anstock,
B3 Mariborough Road, Sievenage, Hertlordshira.

Wallcoverings

DISCOUNT WALLCOVERINGS - LIBERAL
SAVINGS, Strahan, Schumacher, Walltex,
Sanitas. Any brand, Paper. winyl, silks, designer
handprints, fabrics. Call with psattern number,
rollaga Toll free BOO-245-1768. American Dis-
count Walleoverings,

Gourmet/Cookery

MAKE YOUR QWN BEER
Easy to prepare, oid European resipe. §2 anc
845 E. to- R Szacki, Box 5K, 1525 Zasl 26th
Street, Bracklyn, New Yark 1222

VITAMIN COCKTAILS! How to mix drinks thatcan
be good for you! Eight spirited recipes, $1.00.
Gourmet, 5133-T Fairhill, Philacelpnia, Penn-
syivania 19120,

Music

HARPSICHORDS, CLAVICHORDS by Sparr
rake. Deoendeble, heautiful, moderately priced.
Rabert S. Tayler, 8710 Garfield Street, Betnesda,
Maryland.

~THE GREAT
ESCAPES

Vacation/Travel

CENTRAL TEXAS TRAVEL Brochure. 52 Intor-
maticn Enterprises, Box £395M, Waco, Texas
76706,

WORLD'S WHITEST BEACHES. 3Bedrocm
house, 50 yards to beach, 5350/wesk. Box 9301,
Pensacala Beach, Florida 32561, (304) 832-7265.

‘I'ETON MOUNTAINEERING WORKSHOR
August 7-13, 21-27, $£25. Professiona guides.
OLTS, 222C Birck, Derwer, Golorado, 80207, {203)
333-7831.

ACADEMICS, DIFLOMATS, professional and
hustness people |2t thelr Londen homes thraugh
Gaaorge Knight & Partrers (the specialist rental
2gents now in their 200 year of continuolrs ser-
vicel to those of similar ifesiyle soming irom
atiroad. Asx for their illustrated brochure, 3 Heath
Street, London. NW3 BTP. Telephone 03-794-
1128,

THINKING ABOUT FRANCE? You can't lose with
this new 20 page guide, full of smart, crastical tips.
$2.90, Francophile Publications. Box 117, Sparta.
\Iew -Jersev J7871.

- fulty  fornishad., Mear uncrowded,

|. Washington, D.C. 20036

CASA AMDORIA, CULEBRA ISLAMD, P.R.
Waterfrant, sleaps six, Swimming, scubz, snorkel-
ing. bicycling, fishing. Weekly. Box 526, Sranx-
ville, New York 10708, (914) 961-8591, avenings.

COLONIAL LONG ISLAND, at Amagansett. The
Ocean Dune Apartments offer luxurigusly fur-
nishad 2% to £% room seaside suites with
kitchenettas, caiiy maid service, orivate sun decks,
pool end ocean beach, golf privileges. Rates and
brochure. (5168) 267-3405,

CAMPERS! ROUGH IT {Gently). Savor peaceiu:
wooded island. unspailed iake, 2a8starn Ontario.
Cottages, 380 Duane Barnes, Ompah, Ontario.

©ARIZONA: Secluded campirg! Privately ownec '

river-front paradise. Write: MacAllister, Box 687,
Clarkdale, Arizona BEZ24,

FUERTD RICO: Luguilc Beach House. 3
nedrooms, for rent weakiy. Edward Plnney, Box
460, Gracle Station, New York, New York 10028,

Property Salé/Rent

RAMGH TYPE HOUSE FOR SALE, one acre
landscaped, three acres wild, privacy. view, large
living room, large windows, conssnvatary, own
well, 2 kegrooms, 2 "o s, kitchen, scrsened
parch. lerrace, gor ~v¥.ghborhood, near [BM,
BetLoval, Poughke %o {914} 471-0591.

Many native white dogwoods, scarlet
crabapoles, other fiowering irees, cccas:anal
deer, fox, pheasams, space “or swimmirg pool,
livazle hause, se2 above.

SABBATICAL? RerntiExchange housing
worldwide. LOAN-A-HOME, 18N Darwood Place,
ke Vernon, Kew York 10855,

VERMONT—Condo/Townhouse in Sugarbush
Skiing/XC Skiing area—plush four bedroom—2
bathrooms with sauna—plus separate raom which
can double as office for artist, writer or
workahelic—available all seasons. Reply to The
Mew Republic Box 2860,

BRIGHTON, ENGLAKD. JUNE - AJGUST, 1978,
3 Bedroom furnistied hause near sezfront, s00ps,
tuses, 1 hour London. 3250 menth. Jankins, (812)
332-1949.

NANTUGKET ISLAND — Contemporary housa
encless
beaches. 6 miles from town. Weekly, monthly.
(216} 721-2322 evenings: (216; 381-3885 days.

BEAUTIFUL SIERRA STREAM LAND—
NORTHERN GCALIFCGRANIA, Dramatic mountain
sgtting, Two aorae ‘orested parcels. 2rimitive com-
mans argas, restrictions proiecting forest, privacy:
slactricity, year round paved access, Small, uni-
guely planned area, Mationai Forest surrounding.
Excellent swimming, fishing. Fermanent homas or
retreats. Adjacent pasture. Previous offerings:
mast sold New Rezublic respondents. Write H.
Pags, Taylorsville, Gatifornia 95283,

Classn‘led Rates
\

Per ward (singie insertion) The
Pec word 6 times In ane coniract year g5¢ |
Pec word 17 limes in gne contracl yoir - 13 l
Per word 24 times in ane conlrac] year 55¢ |
Pec word £4 hmes in ane contracl year 50C !
i

Payment in Advsace of Insertion Required lor
Less Than 24 Inserions in One Year
24 & 48 inseriions Bited Monthly wilh One
Monlh s Payment (n Advance

Copy Deadiine. 18 days pror 1o Salurdsy issue dsle i
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1220 Nineteenth Streel, N.W.
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Washington Diarist

Rifes

David, the oldest of our four children,
graduated From high school last week,
His cchool is one of shose private
institutions which, having less and less
of a distinctive intellectual or ethical

character, exists primarily as an optiai.  give them

for urban upper-middle-class parents
who des’t want to impose  the
pathologies of public secondary educa-
tion on their children. Iread everywhere
that young people these .days
practical and ambitivusly careerist.
David is nat; neither are his friends—

children also of the professariat and.

similar styles of life and work. They
were not quite cutcasts in school, but

neither were they mainstream, especial-.

ly when they went around the campus
altering  the stenciled exhortation
against their school's traditional athletic
adversary from “kill Belmont Hill” ta
“love. .. .” At best, they were thought
to be wanting in school spirit, but it was
rarely left at best. Denied just about any

are

then perhaps we haver't done so badly
after all. _

Some people disappreve of honorary
degrees, anc some institutions don't
lenoy seeing them awarded.
They serve at least three symbolic
purpuses. [n paying tribute to very
accomplished men and women, they
make the point thaet achievement is part
of a contineum without_end. [n the
diversity of people they honor, colleges
and universities acknowledge the intrin-
sic value of work beyond the purely
academic, a therapeutic cdftession for
them. Finally, in honoring those who
may not be on its own rolls, an institu-
tion associates itself with & community
of mertt that is at least national, if not

_universal. To be sure, one occasionally

wonders what precisely has transform-
ed some shrewd businessman into a
merchant prince, But capitalists no
longer predommate. The honorary

genuine rites of passage, our young degree also adds to the pag_,ea-wtr of

define themselves either by such sma_[L_

eq»llvaxent
am pleas-

acts of rebellion or by_
decisions of accommodation,

ed about David's choice, and worried,
Spengler warns someyplace in_his vision.

of apocalypse that it is time for anxiety
aplenty when children of the elites takc
te handicrafts. Most of our san’s peers
who troop through our home (at leasi
those who are not rock band Jrummers).
are carpentars. But it is not fhe Chris- |

tian mode! they emulate, Thesr thmg,_ﬁ
which is to say what they are “into,”is

Eastern religion. | typed part of David's
serilir paper, and became a stranger in
foreign land of abwen and dukka and
samsare. He, his friends and his siblings

are nut children of the 19¢0s, but rather
children of parents of the 1960s, We are.

the unresolved contradictiong between

the ideals we failed and the ideals that_
failed us. Our children scavenge around

in our pasts, real and imagined, for what

they might salvage. It's no surpriser

then, that our young have bath a certain
rage for order, as Austin Warren called
it, and an innocent desire for chaos. At
last report, David will not be in coilege
this September. My wife Anne accepts

that as desirable and is sur@that its
that,
rationalizing it as not guite punitive

temporary. [ can live with
overcompensation for an overcultured,
overeducated, oververbal home. He'll be
working, somewhers, with his hands.
Thats an honest vocation., He can do
that because he's wholly  without
arrogance. If we of the 1960s are not

deceiving curselves about vur children,

54
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commencements At Harvard, where |
teach, there is always an envying
multitude waiting to see what out-
rageous new colors and i uniform Ken
Calbraith will e donning. Atane recent
commence ment, having-_i’ust been
henored by yet another Indian universi-
ty, he showed up with ;dme white
garment resembling the Jhati worn by
Gandhi. On his head was a_turbar-like
headdress, adding  about  eight
superfluous inches to his height. There's
2 lot of apucrypha abolt honorary
degrees, but a usually reliable source
vouches for the truth of the following
tale. Crne professor had  proposed
Claude Léwvi-Strauss for a Harvard
henorary, to which a member of the
governing board argued that making
bive jeans wasn’t so distinctive an
achievement and, in any case, the man
suggested had not contributed money to
Harvard. This year Harvard honored
alexander Seclzhenitsyn, wha  has
testified to the worst truths of the age
and is evidence himself of the best.

My younger son Jesse was eight and we
WETE in EUFOPE’ Wher? we En&‘xp]ii‘:‘ibiy
found ourselves invited one night o an
unusually grand dinner party. We went.
Clerical  garb. milizary  regalia,
diplomatic pomp, Fawfe coviure, financier
blue jean chic, declining nuble

gray.
seedy, cinema near-nude; all were
reprezented  around the huge table

where, however, the conversation rang-
ed from the prosaic to the mundane.
Afterwards, fesse asked me specifically

204055095

abaut only one of the guests. "A
businessmaen,” [ seid, “one of the
wealthiest men :n Eurcne. Why do you
ask?” "Because,” my son answered,
“whenever he spuke everyone became
more quiet.” A devastating abservation,
this perception of vur embarrassing
habits of deference to the very rich.
Apparently, however, it's noembarrass-
ment to James Reston. Nelsan
Rockefeller has celebrated his 7oth
birthday, Reston toid us a fnftnig.,htag(s,
“not because he is 70 just yet . .. but
because, like the Queen in Britain, l\r‘iav
is more convenient For his friends than
July.” Reston vpined, “It is fair to say
that in Washington, at leass, he has no
eremies, and even his critics and op-
punents admire him for his record of
public service.” [t may be Fair, but it is
incorrect. Evenin Washington, there are
thuse who remember his years of
budgetary  megalomania itchy
trigger finger as gavernor of New Yorlk;
his statesmanlike chairmanship of the
ClA coverup as vice president; and most
of all hi pointless and  spinsless
presidential campaigns that gave life to
the concept, “liberal Repubiican.”

anc

The British are said to be good conver-
sationalists, and the current Britjsh am-
bassador to Washingron, Pezer Jay, and
his wife, who is also the daughter of
Prime Minister James Callaghan, are
said 10 be disappointed by the quality of
conversation in Washington. I can’tsay|
blame them. They've set abuut to
change the situation in the one place
they can—that is, their own residence.
Henceforth, apparently, dinner guests
will be given a particular topicin advance
for table talk. The first of these im-
proved soirdes focused on East-West
relations. Fve heard no direct report of
the evening, but cleariy—British or
not—the Jays have no sense of what
good conversation is if they think it's
something that’s programmed and pre-
pared for, like a graduate school
seminar, In fact, what's wrong with con-
versation in Washington is precisely
that people do talk about East-West re-
lations, Greek-Turkish relations, Car-
ter-Congress relations, Democratic-Re-
publican relations. CGood conversation is”™
personal, or at least about where the
pablic and the persoral meet. A good
conversazion is open even to the heart; it
is not statements of positions and it is
never programmabie in advance. Con-
versation is not a parliamentary debate.

M.P.

The New Repeiic



Jet travel takes air out
of the inflation balloon.

i the fight against
inflation had wings, it
would be headed in the
right directicn. Down.

Few other indus-
iries con maich the
anti-inflation per-
formance of the air-
lines, this year crin
the past decade.

Airtravel in
1978, the 75th year of
vowered llight, will set
ail-time records. U.S.
airlines in domestic and
international service
are carrying more than

This year, more them

85 million airline peas-
sengers—about one out
of every three—will get
L more {or their dollars

L through widespread

E Ciscount fares. That's
taking air out of the
inflation balloon.

Some dir travel tips:
—Mcks your reser-
vations as early as
possibie.
—Remember that
many discount fares
require advance
booking.

In the past 10
700,000 passengers a day vears, despite soaring

—that's two million a costs, particularly fuel,

mentin more than last year.

Cne reason that
cir travel keeps growing
is because the cost of an
airline ticket has in-  _

' creased much less than
the price of other
gocds and services.

the average air fare on
U.5. carriers has gone up
only 4.4% a vear. By
contrast, the Consumer
Price Index during the

same period hag===— g
risen 6.2% per year—or [§

41% higher than
a;_r; fares. gy

— Allow plenty of
time to get to the

cirport and check in.

—Cancel reserva-
th"lS when your

* plans change.

Pon't be a Ne-Show.,

THE AIRLINES OI.-" AMERICA

P‘ul:lhc Transportation af its best
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Air Transport Associgf“.on of Americq, 1799 New York Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20008
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