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pseudo-Marxist grounds, that G.M. crops
invest power in global corporations at the
expense of poor developing farmers. They
even criticize "golden rice." A perfect
model of how biotechnology can help the
world, golden rice is engineered to con-
tain beta-carotene, which the body can
convert into vitamin A. This could help
prevent as many as 1 million deaths per
year in the developing world, and elimi-
nate many afflictions, including blindness.
Scientists developed the rice primarily
with funding from the Rockefeller Foun-
dation, which promises to give the rice to
developing world farmers at little or no
cost. In resisting innovations like these,
greens show the costs of fanaticism.

According to Global Warming, envi-
ronmentalism is now "the only global
ideological competitor to liberal democ-
ratic capitalism." Like Marxism before it,
environmentalism "claims the mantle of
objective science" to support its political
programs. But when the science falters
under the harsh glare of reality, so does
the ideology. And, as this book demon-
strates, both the science and the ideology
are built on shaky ground.

William Leon is a research consultant in

Washington, D.C.

OBVIOUSLY GREAT
By Leslie Carbone

Statecraft: Strategies for a Changing World
By Margaret Thatcher
Harper Collins, 512pages, $34.95

I n her latest
book State-

craft: Strategies
for a Changing
World, former
British prime
minister Mar-
garet Thatcher
offers an ap-
proach to for-
eign policy and

national security that is both practical and
principled. "The demand that power be
limited and accountable," she writes, "the
determination that force shall not override
justice, the conviction that individual
human beings have an absolute moral
worth which government must respect...
are the bedrock of civilized statecraft."

The Iron Lady's discussion of Western
aid to the Third World provides an exam-
ple of how she derives policy from princi-
ple. She relies on the medieval Jewish
philosopher Maimonides, who taught
that "the highest level [of charity] con-
sisted of raising the recipient up to the
point at which he was self-supporting—a
charity that removed the need for future
charity." The Thatcher prescription: "A
limited amount of assistance strictly tar-
geted at helping.. .create the right frame-
work for free-enterprise capitalism."

Mrs. Thatcher offers five conditions
necessary for successful free enterprise:
"private property," "a rule of law," "'cul-
ture'.. .conducive to free-enterprise capi-
talism and thus to economic progress,"
"diversity and competition between
states," and "an encouraging framework
of tax and regulation." Foreign aid that
fosters such conditions will help the
Third World care for its own far better
than state-to-state transfers that reward
misgovernment. As Thatcher notes, "The
Third World is very much like the First
World—just poorer: What works for the
West will work for the rest as well."

Elsewhere Thatcher takes on another
leftist sacred cow. She explains that "the
current obsession with human rights"
makes her "uneasy" because "rights no
longer seem to mean what they used to
do, and are being used to diminish not
expand liberty."

She argues that the United Nations
1948 Universal Declaration of Human
Rights confuses liberty

with other things.. .which may actu-
ally be opposed to it. For example,
the Convention proclaims such
'rights' as 'social security'... 'the

right to work.. .and to protection
against unemployment'.. .'the right
to rest and leisure'... 'the right to a
standard of living adequate for the
health and well-being of [oneself]
and [one's] family,' and to 'educa-
tion,' which among other things
should 'further the activities of the
United Nations for the maintenance
of peace The document... dis-
plays a catch-all approach, in which
numerous.. .aims are declared
'rights,' without recognition that
their fulfillment depends upon cir-
cumstances and, above all, upon the
willingness of one group of people to
accept burdens on behalf of another.

In other words, fabricated rights
which have to be provided by somebody
else cannot truly be rights.

With such arguments, Thatcher over-
comes one of the practical weaknesses of
conservatism. Since conservative philoso-
phy is based on reality not utopianism
(unlike utopian-based leftist philosophy),
conservatives often fail to state the obvious
(because it seems self-evident to them).
This puts conservatives at a disadvantage,
because it keeps the obvious out of discus-
sion and leaves leftist fantasy unchallenged.

Thatcher also makes short work of
fabrications regarding the U.S. role in the
Cold War. In an era of pervasive America-
bashing, Thatcher's applause for the
United States and American ideas is re-
freshing and courageous. "America alone
has the moral as well as the material ca-
pacity for world leadership," she writes,
and "America is uniquely equipped to
lead by its historic and philosophical
identification with the cause of liberty."

While implicitly acknowledging that
Britain's "day" is over, Thatcher asserts
that English ideas lie at the heart of Amer-
ica's greatness: "America is more than a
nation or a state or a superpower; it is an
idea—and one which has transformed
and continues to transform us all. Amer-
ica is unique—in its power, its wealth, its
outlook on the world. But its uniqueness
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has roots, and those roots are essentially
English.... It was from our Locke and Sid-
ney, our Harrington and Coke, that your
Henry and your Jefferson, your Madison
and Hamilton took their bearings."

Statecraft "is dedicated to Ronald Rea-
gan, to whom the world owes so much."
Thatcher's brief recounting of the Rea-
gan-Gorbachev summit in Reykjavik is
an example of how the Iron Lady rebuffs
revisionist interpretations and sets the
Reagan record straight.

During the 1986 summit, the father of
glasnost was desperate to keep the United
States from developing the Strategic
Defense Initiative, which would allow the
U.S. to defend herself from missile attacks.
He tried to tempt Reagan by offering deep
cuts in Soviet nuclear-weapons stockpiles.
Reagan famously refused to trade away
missile defense, and the talks broke down.
For this, Reagan was skewered by the lib-
eral elite. But the Cold War was finally won
in unambiguous fashion precisely because
Reagan refused to back down on this and
other fundamental points. The Soviet
Union had only one claim to superpower
status: military might. By building up
America's military capabilities and weak-
ening Russia's, Reagan undercut all Soviet
claims of superiority. And without mili-
tary might, the whole empire crumbled.

It is this drawing on the lessons of his-
tory, stating the obvious, and resting on
principle that makes Statecraft such an
invaluable book and a pleasure to read.

Leslie Carbone is co-editor o/Fifty Years After

the Declaration: The United Nations Record

on Human Rights.

LAW SCHOOL DAZE
By Clark Stooksbury

Brush With the Law
By Robert Ebert Byrnes & Jaime Marquart
Renaissance Books, 336 pages, $24.95

BRUSHWlTHTHELAk

B rush With the Law is actually two
books. One by Harvard Law School

graduate Jaime
Marquart, and
one by Stanford
Law School
alumnus
Robert Byrnes.
Both wound
up at the same
Los Angeles
law firm and
compared
notes about

their graduate school days. The myth that
slavish, ascetic devotion is required to
make it through a top law school should
be thoroughly dispelled by their tales.

I graduated from the University of
Memphis law school in 1993. Although
that institution is an earthbound coun-
terpart to heavenly entities such as Har-
vard and Stanford, the process is about
the same: pompous, tweedy professors
attempting to intimidate students and
trip them up using the Socratic Method.
The environment at a place like Mem-
phis may even be tougher than at Har-
vard and Stanford in some ways. Unlike
Byrnes and Marquart, I was almost
always required to attend class. Yet I
know from personal experience that suc-
cessfully graduating from law school is
perfectly compatible with plenty of goof-
ing off. After the initial terror wears off—
it takes about a month—law school is at
worst manageable, and often easy.

Compared to the experiences of
Byrnes and Marquart, my lazy law school
days were a tour in the salt mines. Mar-
quart devised an elaborate system to min-
imize the amount of work he did after his
first year. It called for taking classes with
large enrollments and boring professors
who had a preference for take-home
exams. Courses with gaseous titles like
"Law and Society" and "Gender and the
Law" are invariably fluff classes, Marquart
advises. He even went so far as to calculate
a "ditch ratio" based on the number of
people who evaluate a class (generally on
the last day before the next semester)
compared to the number who eventually

enroll. He surmises that if few students
bother to show up on the last day, when
valuable information about the final exam
is likely to be imparted, then few found it
necessary to attend throughout the
semester. The lesson of his system is that
success as a lazy law student requires a bit
of industriousness.

When did Marquart actually get his
legal education? "Turns out," he explains,
"nine days [of the Introduction to Legal
Studies course] is enough to learn every-
thing you need to know to start work in a
law firm." (Note that he did not say "to be
a lawyer.") While I suggest it takes longer
than nine days, it's true that three years
of legal education is usually a huge waste.

Byrnes and Marquart both tell com-
pelling stories, but they lard them down
with detail about their personal lives that is
excessive for anyone uninterested in the
doings of mid-to-late-'90s slackers. Do we
care about Marquart's gambling losses and
various romantic and personal belly-flops?

But cut away the fat in Brush with the
Law and there is still plenty of meat that
the gatekeepers at Harvard and Stanford
would rather you not digest.

At the beginning of their book, the
authors quote an anonymous Yale law
graduate suggesting: "I would caution you
to be somewhat circumspect about what
you write, whether or not it's true.... The
value of your degrees—and that of every
one else's—may be affected by what you
write." To the extent that Brush with the
Law is taken seriously, this Yale graduate is
correct. The students, parents, alumni
donors, and foundations that fund august
institutions such as Harvard and Stan-
ford—as well as the employers who pay
bloated salaries to their graduates—may
begin to wonder just what they are buying
with all that money.

Clark Stooksbury writes from Knoxville,

Tennessee.
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