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I have seen the imperialist
enemy, and it is us,’’ the liberal
Western journalists have cried for
some years—not meaning to include
the media in their Pogoesque indict-
ment of the West. The investigative
tradition of the Western, particularly

- American, press has revelled in the
‘‘seditious activities’’ of various

Western institutions (the CIA, ITT, et

al)) in recent decades. The alleged
neo-imperialism of the West has
been laid bare by intrepid Western
media explorers in the Third World.
Now the tiger they let out of the cage
_has decided to bite the media as well,
and they are very unhappy. But most
of all, they are confused.

In the last few years, the West has
been faced with growing demands at
various international meetings for a
“New International Information Or-
der’’ (hereafter cited as the NIIO

“without well-deserved quotation
marks), and with the presentation of
the MacBride Report on the NIIO to
the UNESCO Conference in Belgrade
in October 1980, the issue has come
to a head. Amadou M’Bow, the Sec-
retary-General of UNESCO, could not
restrain his modesty in presenting
the report (sufficiently contradictory
internally not to be worth summa-
rizing), and asserted that with this
report UNESCO has now become
‘‘the moral conscience of the world.”’

Specifically, advocates of the NIIO
have advanced the following claims:
The United States, France, -and
Britain control the world’s print
media; the people of the Third World
are too dependent on the short-wave
broadcasts of the BBC, Radio Mos-
cow, and the Voice of America; each
developing country should have its
own news service and control over
the flow of information into and out of
that country, and it should be the
responsibility of the developed coun-
tries to provide the necessary re-
sources and personnel; the Third
World will have to meet a threat
posed by American construction of
big computers and space stations
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with the potential to control global
information in the twenty-first cen-
tury; and the predictable conclusion:
It has become necessary to break the
control of the ‘‘neocolonialist, mon-
opolistic, and undemocratic powerful
media multinationals.”’

Now, if all that sounds like a com-
bination of Cecil Rhodes and Buck
Rogers, it just shows how fraudulent
perceptions in developing countries
have become. After the Third World
experience in pushing the ‘“New In-
ternational Economic Order,’’ the
NIIO is as logical a sequel as Jaws Il
was to Jaws. The recent Belgrade
conference at least managed to delay
consideration of the MacBride Report
recommendations. (Perhaps because
of the upcoming election, the Ameri-
can delegation for once held firm
against Third World demands). But
the danger is that the report remains
on the UNESCO agenda. To assure
passage in 1982, delegates will spend
two years mobilizing the guilt com-
plexes of America while circus-
master M'Bow provides additional
funding for the NIIO.

Anthony Smith has a major prob-
lem with the NIIO, and he is not
alone. His dilemma is the same as
that faced by the Ayatollah’s apolo-
gists who welcomed Khomeini as a
liberator only to become puzzled
when he started to throw reporters in
jail or expel them from the country.
Smith doesn’t like ‘‘old orders.”” He
regards the structure that provides
what we understand as a free ex-
change of news and information as
antiquated and maintains that it
should be scrapped, particularly on
the basis of the NIIO complaints. He
wants to find a meeting-ground with
the NIIO, and so he accepts its
premises as valid.

But since the solutions suggested
by NIIO proponents would in effect
eliminate freedom of the press, Smith
subjects them to skeptical s¢rutiny.
Thus, though he accepts that the
West is ‘‘imperialist’’ in an abstract
sense, he is clearsighted enough to
realize that the remedies posed by
the Third World will leave him

marginal opportunity at best to cover
his favorite Third World topics. The
NIIO clearly knows what it is doing.
At a UNESCO conference in Yao-
unde, Cameroon, last July, the dele-
gates called not only for the establish-
ment of a new pan-African news
agency, but also for a “*special con-
ference about non-African radio sta-
tions whose presence in the continent
embarrasses national radios."”’

Of course Western media embar-
rass developing countries, whose na-
tional media are sometimes directed
to print outright lies—the kinds of
deceptions that could not occur in an
environment where communications
are seen as a competition for truth. A
more clegant formulation of the NIIO
solution (included in the just-released
MacBride Report) calls for inter-
national news agencies to ‘‘conform
to national laws and development
policies.’”’ Smith has a hard time
dealing with the NIIO solution,
yet can offer no alternative given
his acceptance of the NIIO assump-
tions.

Onc doesn’t have to be a friend of
the NIIO to recognize that informa-
tion flows affect political power.
What sympathizers of the NIIO are
unwilling to admit is that the dis-
semination of information has been
far freer under the *‘old”’ order than

under any other “‘order’’ known to
man—including the NIIQ. Those
arguing for the NIIO simply don’t like
bad news—their behavior is akin to
Haile Selassie’s when he maintained
vociferously during 1973-74 that
there was no starvation in Ethiopia,
or to Idi Amin’s, when he fed
reporters to the crocodiles for expos-
ing his brutality.

Smith at least performs one service
for readers: He conveys the state of
mind of Third World governments,
particularly as it is represented at
UNESCO conferences. But he ig-
nores this fundamental point: Truth
is important to Third World (and
Second World) citizenries if not to
their governments, and it is under
the present order that truth is best
protected. Africans have good reason
to listen to the BBC, and it is well
understood why Soviet citizens listen
to Radio Liberty and the Voice of
America, or why one of the first steps
taken by the Soviet Union during the
Polish strikes of August 1980 was to
resume the jamming of Western
radio broadcasts.

But even if the Western media
were to fail to convey the truth, a
*‘new’’ order would not be necessary:
The marketplace will ensure that the
media communicating the most truth
will prevail. To abandon our tradi-
tional instruments in the search for
truth would be suicidal. O

A TIME FOR ACTION -
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Michael C. Brown

W hen last Mr. Simon was heard
from, in 1977 when times were tough
and readers of this journal were
perhaps just discovering the delights
of our departed Wonderboy presi-
dent, the title of his book then was A
Time For Truth. There were many
hard truths in that well-written book,
mostly rising out of Simon's yeats in
Treasury under Presidents Nixon and
Ford. The current issue of William
Simon’s meditations is entitled A
Time For Action. With the Reagan
ascendancy both the title and the
brief filed under it assume major
importance. What might have been a
very interesting back-burner discus-
sion during another Carter-slog
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through four years suddenly has
become a preeminent document in a
critical debate.

For this reason I wish Mr. Simon’s
book had been written a little less
colloquially and a little more for the
ages. There is an avuncular, conver-
sational tone throughout that often
has an unfortunate lulling effect on
even the most attentive reader.
Nevertheless, Mr. Simon is a most
compelling pamphleteer and A Time
For Action stands up as a stirring set
of marching orders.

Ccrtainly most of us are ready to
form ranks after the last four years of
liberal jungle-ball economics. From
President Carter’s laughable volun-
tary wage and price controls and his
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howler of a balanced budget, to
theoretician and guru J.K. Gal-
braith’s plot for government to
inaugurate a system of income and
price restraints over those who have
‘‘gained control of prices and of
income independent of market re-
straints,’’ the past few years have
seemed like a conspiracy to separate
the average American from an aver-
age prosperity. William Simon merci-
lessly catalogues the economic horror
stories of recent years in his opening
chapter, ‘‘The American Crisis’":
$180 billion in federal deficits in four
years; continued declines in capital
_ investment; 100,000 steelworker jobs
lost in a single decade; 18 percent
annualized inflation rate; lowest
housing: starts since World War II;
total U.S. public and private debt,
$4.25 trillion; and on and on. Depres-
sives and those on maintenance
~ doses should absorb this book care-
fully. o

Mr. Simon wisely breaks into this
appalling litany periodically with
illustrations of the quiet truths of
American capitalism: Capital invest-
ment = productivity = jobs for a grow-
ing labor force = increased standard
of living. But there is no doubt what
Mr. Simon sees as the overwhelming
equation of our current state: Declin-
ing standard of living = continued
loss of jobs = more government inter-
vention = higher inflation = financial
panic and collapse.

The complex, regulatory nature of
federal government emerges as the
arch-villain of A Time For Action. Mr.
Simon sees the Nader-Commonet-
Galbraith axis linking the issues of
energy and environment to economic
growth and whipping what is funda-

 mentally a disorganized, not dis-
honest, federal bureaucracy into a
frenzied control of the economy by
government. The creation of the now
discrédited Carter Department of
-Energy, only three years old and
already so bureaucratically involuted
that its founder refused to mention
the agency during his campaign

for re-election, was a typical lib- .
eral paregoric used to soothe what
Simon calls the no-growth counter-

culture. :

But the subtleties .of the methods

needed to reverse the regulatory na-
ture of government are missing from
this book. How is it possible to step
into the halls and corridors of the
EPA and OSHA and throw down the
barriers against wild government
paternalism? Given the American
epidemic regard for one’s own men-

tal and environmental ‘‘space,” and

the constant gauging of how one
*“feels’’ in what amounts to almost an

THE AMERICAN SPECTATOR

obsession with mortality, is it possi-
ble to turn back the American ethos
to a spirit of freely competitive
survival and individual effort? I sense
Mr. Simon is not wholly optimistic on
this point. He does suggest obliga-
tory ‘‘economic impact’’ or cost-
benefit findings before a regulation
goes into effect, with benefits ex-
ceeding costs. But how is a national
frame of mind altered? Advertising?

Public relations? Benefit concerts?

Mr. Simon’s book takes the long
view in opposition to the short view
and maintains the spirit of realism
versus the spirit of utopianism. Your
reviewer, particularly chuckle-headed
in the ficlds of finance and eco-

nomics, was mentally and spiritually

galvanized by A Time For Action.
Aha, say the liberals and progres-
sives in the audience, more evidence

that conservative, Republican eco-
nomics are simple-minded solutions
for the intellectually feeble. Non-
sense. From Tom Paine’s Common
Sense to Barry Goldwater’s Con-
science of a Conservative to William
Simon’s A Time For Action, clatity
and clarion-calls have combined to
stimulate both men of action and the

_clerisy to rise up and shake sense into

society. Deo volente. \ O
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The Sixth Borough

On June 21, 1980, the New York
Times actually carried a report that a
Soviet delegation of nebulous pur-
pose had toured the South Bronx

where it was appalled at the deso-
lation. A spokesman for the borough
said the borough plans to requegt
over $5 billion in aid from the Rus-
sians, through the auspices of the
nonprofit Soviet Peace Congress.

~This brief story was relegated to
the back section of the Saturday
paper and the news went largely
unnoticed.

What next? : :

September 20, 1980—the Bronx
files a formal request for aid from the
USSR. After computing postage and
handling, the total, earmarked for
cconomic revitalization and balancing
of graft deficits, comes to $6.3 billion.

September 21, 1980—After a spir-
ited unilateral debate, the Politburo
approves the aid package. Vladimir
Grulovoff, a Nobel Prize-winning
dissident, decries the move, claiming
the funds could be better used to
create jobs and bolster the sagging
Soviet economy.

Later that day—Grulovoff, in a
statement released by Prevda, dis-
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avows his latest criticism and con-
firms the wisdom and ‘‘beneficence’’
of the action. Nonetheless, he is
punished by being forced to collect
every sponge in the city of Minsk.
October 5, 1980—American hawks
declare the Soviet aid to be the first
step in a master plan to establish a
satellite'in New York City. As the
general election nears, the president
forms an emergency congressional
task force to study the aims of the
“‘donation’’ and its possible implica-
tions for superpower relations.
January 25, 1981—After an exten-
sive exploration of Soviet foreign aid
policy and three months as honored

“guests of the Soviet Central Commit-

tee, the congressmen assert there is
no reason to suspect any ‘‘malevolent
intent’’ behind the Soviét funding.

February 22, 1981—Claiming a
neced to oversee the most efficient
distribution of funds, the Soviets
announce they are sending “‘advis-
ers’’ to the South Bronx.

March 17, 1981—Americans are
shocked to learn that 100,000 Russian
troops posing as Hispanic. refugees
have entered New York harbors and
consolidated their hold on the South
Bronx. Tass claims they are there
only to protect the advisers and will
be withdrawn as soon as they can
decipher the New York subway map.

April 1, 1981—The United States
responds to this ‘‘invasion’’ by
rushing several divisions of National
Guard troops, augmented by several
dozen transit officers, uptown on the
Sixth Avenue Express. Ed Koch re-
fuses to be intimidated and person-
ally threatens to. confront the ‘‘law-
breaking hooligans.’’ For a few days,
the world holds its breath and turns
blue as it teeters on the brink of
auclear cataclysm. Finally, the two
superpowers agree to a summit bar-
beque on Long Island and the tension
is defused.
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April 10, 1981—A decision is made
to partition the South Bronx, with the
Russians gaining most of it.

April 29, 1981 —Baseball atten-
dance plummets as fans and players
alike resent having to show passports
enroute to Yankee Stadium. How-

ever, New York’s American League .

entry, renamed the Collective and
stocked with Cuban talent, pulls out
to a 5%-game lead.

June 11, 1981—New York City,
having divested itself of the burden-
some South Bronx, makes a startling
fiscal recovery. The mayor rehires
25,000 teachers, who promptly go on
strike’ demanding retroactive bene-
fits. :

Following N.Y.’s successful ex-
ample, the U.S. agrees to lease the
Soviets our most troublesome ghet-
toes; in short order, Spanish Harlem,
downtown Detroit, Watts and the
more disadvantaged areas of Miami,
Newark, and Washington, D.C. fall
under the Soviet orbit, forming a
second Communist bloc and a rival
professional basketball circuit.

August 18, 1984—At a city council
mecting, Bronx Borough President
Vasily Vasilevich announces that the
increasing incidence of looting, ar-
son, welfare fraud, and other *‘coun-
ter-revolutionary’’ activities has
forced the USSR to withdraw from
the area. Vasilevich cites several
instances of mugging, ‘looting, and
drug-peddling at his diplomatic quar-
ters, and complains of exhaustion
due to the continuous blaring of
‘*salsa’’ music under his window
every night.

This signalled the beginning of the
decline of Russian influence in urban
America.

—James Gerard

The New School of Hard Knocks
Some time ago a state university
announced that its students would
henceforth be eligible to receive up to
15 credits for having studied in what
one administrator called ‘‘the school
of hard knocks.”’ The only prerequi-
site, presumably, would be that the
applicant would have to show proof of
having been alive since birth. This
along with a number of other
off-campus ‘‘educational experi-
ences’’ is expected to reduce signifi-
cantly the number of ‘‘formal’’’
courses students will have to endure,
and similar developments are also
afoot in other colleges. It goes
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without saying that many students
will enthusiastically approve of the
institution of such programs, but
what of the administrators who
devise them? A number of motives
might be adduced to explain their
behavior. While making no pretense
of being comprehensive, the follow-
ing playlet suggests a few possibil-
ities. The names of the individuals
and institution, needless to say, are
fictional:

Scene: The president’s office of
Putney University, a middling-size
institution of no distinction located
somewhere in New England. The
walls, which appear to be book-lined,
in fact are covered with a kind of
plastic wallpaper, stamped to resem-
ble the backs of leather-bound vol-
umes. Seated behind an immense
mahogany desk is a portly, scowling
A.J. Thimblerig, president of Putney
U. and former head of Global Plastics
Co. (which collapsed after plunging
heavily into the imitation-book wall-
paper line evinced in Thimblerig’s
office.) Across the desk sits Herbert

‘Neebles, Dean of Affairs. A thin,

dyspeptic man, he bears an uncanny
resemblance to Don Knotts. His only
known characteristics are a fawning
servility towards his superiors and an
intolerable arrogance towards every-
one else. As the scene opens,
Thimblerig is thumbing through a
ledger, alternately grunting and
wheezing in dismay.

"Neebles: Er, something wrong,
AJ.?

Thimblerig: Let's face it, Neebles,
we've got our backs to the wall and
the wolves are closing in. Another
year like this and Putney is going to
do an en foldo. We’ve got to come up
with something and fast.

Neebles: Well, there was some-
thing I saw in the papers the other
day, probably just a wild shot,
but . . .

Thimblerig: Get to it, man, what
are you thinking of?

Neebles: There’s this school in
Connecticut, I forget its name, but it
seems they’'re going to start giving
out credits to the kids for just about
anything and . . .

Thimblerig: Get to the point.
What's in it for us?

Neebles: Don't you see, A.J.? If we
collect full tuition but then give the
kids batches of credits for having
finished high school, or for working
during the summer, or . . .
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