A REVIEWER’S NOTEBOOK

JOHN CHAMBERLAIN

At the Eye
of the Storm

ON its journalistic level Ron Ar-
nold’s At the Eye of the Storm: James
Watt and the Environmentalists
(Regnery-Gateway, 282 pp., $14.95)
is a book about contemporary poli-
tics. Arnold’s immediate aim is to
defend Jim Watt, our embattled
Secretary of the Interior, from at-
tacks that are really aimed at Ron-
ald Reagan. But the deeper inten-
tion of the book is to challenge the
extreme modern breed of environ-
mentalist on religious grounds. It is
this aspect that will give the book
its lasting value.

A former activist in the environ-
mentalist movement, Ron Arnold
quit the Sierra Club because it
seemed to him it was intent on as-
serting a monopolistic religious claim
to “the powers of salvation and heal-
ing” as it pushed its fight to preserve

the landscape. The old Sierra Club
had had a practical mission; it was
to preserve certain chosen wilder-
ness areas and to foster outdoor ac-
tivities, but not at the cost of deny-
ing people the “wise use” of necessary
range lands, forests and mineral de-
posits.

Although John Muir, the patron
saint of the Sierra Club, could be
pretty mystical in his nature wor-
ship (“the groves were God’s first
temples”), the Club, prior to the
Nineteen Forties, still held to the old
ideas about conservation promul-
gated by Theodore Roosevelt and
Gifford Pinchot in the Bull Moose
era. As a forester Pinchot applied the
ideas specifically to the federal for-
est lands. Save for the wooded por-
tions of our national parks, the fed-
eral forests were to be put on a
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“sustained yield” basis, with new
seedlings taking the place of mature
trees as they were “farmed” for lum-
ber just short of their imminent de-
cay.

Conservation vs. Preservation

With Teddy Roosevelt and Gifford
Pinchot, conservation was not to be
confused with preservation. There
was a point in preserving sequoia and
redwood trees, which had century-
long lives. But “preservationism,”
when applied on a dogmatic basis to
forests of Douglas fir and Sitka
spruce, would result in ecological
museums filled, eventually, with old
and rotting trunks of no esthetic
beauty and little economic value.

In brief, Roosevelt and Pinchot
believed in trusteeship. They were
for complete preservation of natural
wonders. But “multiple use” should
prevail in the rest of the federal pat-
rimony.

The conservation ethic was per-
fectly compatible with a belief in
economic expansion. But the preser-
vation ethic, which has taken over
in all advanced environmentalist
circles, looks upon economic expan-
sion with jaundiced eyes. Belief in
the orderly, efficient use of resources
to give opportunity to more people,
and to raise the general standard of
living, is regarded by the preserva-
tionists as a desecration. With the
preservationists, development is a
crime.
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John Chamberlain’s book re-
views have been a regular fea-
ture of The Freeman since 1950.
We are doubly grateful to John
and to Henry Regnery for now
making available John’s autobi-
ography, A Life with the Printed
Word. Copies of this remarkable
account of a man and his times—
our times—are available at
$12.95 from The Foundation for
Economic Education, Irvington-
on-Hudson, New York 10533.

Naturally, when Jim Watt, as a
believer in the traditional idea of
conservation as “wise use,” became
Secretary of the Interior, the preser-
vationists took immediate alarm. All
that they knew of Jim Watt was that
he had, as head of the Mountain
States Legal Foundation in Colo-
rado, taken the side of industry in
some disputes that grew out of ar-
guments about multiple use. The
preservationists jumped to the con-
clusion that anyone who would de-
fend a business interest in an envi-
ronmental matter must be for
lumbering or encouraging mining
exploration in the national parks.

Watt, manifestly, had the wrong
religion: he believed in a Christian
God, not the mystical God of Nature.
So the campaign against Watt roared
into high before anyone had really
taken a proper measure o1 the man.
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Actually, as Ron Arnold explains
it, Watt’s ambitions, as Secretary of
the Interior, would meet with the full
approval of Teddy Roosevelt and
Gifford Pinchot. Arnold tells of the
first meeting of Watt with President
Reagan. There was instant rapport
between the two men. Within a few
minutes they had settled on five ma-
jor Department of Interior objec-
tives. The first would be to open up
the public lands to multiple use in
the classic Teddy Roosevelt manner.
The second was to reduce our na-
tional energy dependence—which
meant spurring offshore oil devel-
opment. A third objective was to es-
tablish a national metals policy,
which could begin with an inventory
of minerals in the public domain.
Fourth, the deterioration of the Na-
tional Parks must be halted. And
fifth, leadership in the Department
of the Interior should be provided by
paying special attention to what
Watt described as “management by
objectives.”

A Proper Minerals Policy

Ron Arnold’s point is that there is
nothing subversive of conservation-
ism in the five-point agenda decided
upon by Reagan and Watt. But when
Watt began looking into metals pol-
icy matters he discovered that 42 per
cent of federal land was closed to
mineral entry, and an additional 25
per cent was “highly or moderately
restricted.” There were eighty dif-
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ferent laws, executive orders and
regulations dealing with non-fuel
minerals. So finding a proper min-
erals policy inevitably meant step-
ping on a few toes.

Watt has offered to resign as Sec-
retary of the Interior any time the
President asks for it. Since the im-
placables of the environmentalist
movement remain dedicated to the
idea of getting rid of the man who
enjoys the wilderness without feel-
ing called upon to worship it, Watt
may be gone before Reagan com-
pletes his first term. But the prob-
lems posed by the environmental-
ists’ animus against development, or
the “wise use” of resources, will re-
main,

Resources are for people. The co-
balt that might be found in Idaho
cannot rightly be allowed to remain
in the ground when our defense in-
dustries need it. Nor can we refuse
to harvest trees when lumber is re-
quired for new homes for the Baby
Boom generation. )
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USSR: THE CORRUPT SOCIETY
by Konstantin M. Simis

(Simon and Schuster, 1230 Avenue of the
Americas, New York, NY 10020), 1982
316 pages » $14.95 cloth

Reviewed by Bettina Bien Greaves

ScarciTY exists everywhere in the
world. However, flexible prices and
the efforts of entrepreneurs keep se-
rious bottlenecks and shortages to a
minimum in a market economy.
Flexible prices reflect market sup-
ply and demand. Entrepreneurs who
are alert to shifts in demand and
supply make determined efforts to
offer more of those items for which
demand is rising. If they succeed,
they will make profits and con-
sumers will be better satisfied.

In Russia, however, it is a very
different story. There the state seeks
to monopolize all production and
distribution. Prices do not reflect
supply and demand. Private enter-
prise is illegal. Because private en-
trepreneurial efforts are prohibited,
production bottlenecks are every-
where and almost all the things peo-
ple want are shoddily produced and
in short supply. Yet people in urgent
need of some good or service that the
state does not provide to suit them—
meat or flowers for a special occa-
sion, toilet paper, plumbing repairs,
prompt dry cleaning service, or con-
siderate medical attention—will use
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any means necessary, even illegal
means, to obtain the things they
want. No amount of government
control, not even the threat of severe
sentences, will keep people from
trying to satisfy their wants and
needs; it only makes it risky and ex-
pensive. The corruption that results
when peaceful private pursuits are
thwarted is the subject of Konstan-
tin Simis’ book.

The first draft of this book had been
smuggled out of the country to the
United States where Mr. Simis ex-
pected to have it published under a
pseudonym. However, in November
1976, when the final revised version
was in his Moscow apartment, he was
arrested, his apartment searched, his
manuscript confiscated and both he
and his wife taken in for question-
ing. They were allowed to return
home that night and their daily lives
continued—under constant surveil-
lance and subject to frequent inter-
rogations—until May 1977 when he
was expelled from his job. A month
later his wife lost her job too. Then
abruptly in the fall of 1977, they were
given the choice of going on trial for
the book and being sentenced to the
camps, or of applying for “permis-
sion to emigrate” and leave the
country within ten days. The Sim-
ises chose exile, eventually reaching
the United States and, in spite of
KGB threats, went ahead with his
book’s publication.

We hear frequently how much the



