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A NUMBER OF THIRD WORLD
countries are complaining
about the world press; it is
dominated if not run, they
say, by the few Western news

up the argument, but what
goes on in that body is rarely
considered newsworthy by the

try have considered the complaint.

The complaining countries are all much
too poor to sustain competitive free en-
terprise newspapers and if they would set
up a parallel news service, it would, with-
out a doubt, be governmental or semi-gov-
ernmental. Thus it comes easy to Ameri-
can journalists to see this whole issue as
a third world—if not Marxist—attack on
the freedom of the press in the West.

from the point of view of a Zambian

ises and conclusions are all false and ir-
relevant. The issue is not that readers in

‘Homeless in the
of the free (press)

agencies. UNESCO has taken

Actually, considered this way, whether -

weekly or from Newsweek, both prem- -
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Another Thzrll World:

2 land

American media. However, as the issue of press freedom
seems to be involved, a number of commentators in this coun-

the West are only told about the third
world when there’s a natural or manmade
disaster to report. No agency or UNES-
CO resolution can make our broadcast-
ers and editors give space to items which
just do not interest our public.

The real issue is that the western media
are free—and I am not minimizing that
blessing—but their freedom means (only):
free to do what they want. And what they
want, wittingly or unwittingly, is to look
at the world from a highly limited, narrow
base, the base of the tiny minority in this
world of secure, well-fed upperdogs who
consider our brand of corporation-run

democracy, w1tkﬁmphe;ty sacred, and

““free enterprise’’ as the opium of the Jpeo- .
’ L i":/al} commumcate wnth all, all are seen by
“alt, whole tribes and whole nations are

ple, the natural order of thmgs

Everyone of us who had partxcxpated .
in a protest action of the *60s an@+ead

the following morning what our serious
newspaper said or didn’t say about it,
knows that there is an uncovered third
worldiright here. It isn’t a question of sub-
ject matter, it is a question of point of

_view. And no writer or broadcaster who

does not really and basically believe in
our Establishment, can dream of being
allowed by our Establishment-owned
media regularly to air his or her point of
view in their service.

I am hardly even talking politics here.
When 1 write ““third world,”” I am not

‘thinking of Sorbonne or London School -

of Economics-educated politicians with,
or perchance without, Swiss bank ac-
counts. I am thinking of all those men
and women to whom the world is an in-

.imical place, who know how it feels to

be an underdog. That, to me, is the basxc
test and schism.

It so happens that I, through my World
War II youth adventures, am one of the
not so many white Westerners who have
experienced that particular feeling. I'm
not trying to romanticize myself; I want
to establish that I know whereof I'm
talking.

For this feeling has. little to do with be-
ing poor, or being in danger. It’s differ-
ent from what happened to our GI’s even
in Vietnam; it’s different from what our
Irish or Jewish immigrants experienced
on Ellis Island or New York’s Eastside.:
On the other hand, it is precisely what
black people, even rich and successful
ones, experience; it’s doled out at our wel-
fare offices together with those rather fat
checks.

It is a feeling that the world around
you, your fellow human beings, would

Just as lief do.without you: And on ot
preseni-day @artﬁ ‘where:for the first time

faced with this feeling. :

AP and UPI and the New York Times |
haven’t got a clue about this. The Times
may devote pages to the ‘‘hundred need-
iest cases’’ and it’s nice to do so; but it
obviously has nothing to do with what
I’m concerned with. I recognize that the
institution of the Op-Ed page in this and
some other papers arose from a vague
uneasiness that ‘‘the others’’ did not have
their say; but those pages are now filled
mostly by the papers’ own columnists and
when they publish an outsider he or she
is rarely one of ‘‘the others.’* Unavoid-
ably almost, for the very fact that they’re
published already singles them out and
puts them apart.

Our own third world neither writes to
newspapers nor votes in elections. They’re
written about only by sociologists and
criminologists in the main, and they may
get their picture in the paper if they loot
a TV store—a precise equivalent of our
news coverage of third world Africa, Lat-
in America and Asia. We turned our
backs on them, they have turned their
backs on us. When our papers and broad-
casters report on world events and the
worlds hopes and fears, they do not mani-
fest one atom’s awareness of the fact that
our hopes may not be everyone’s hopes,
that they may be the very fears of mil-
lions and millions; and their hopes our
fears.

There seems to be no touching of them
and us, except in violence.

Or, in socialism. ]
Hans Koning is a novelist and former re-
porter-gt-large for the New Yorker. His
latest novel is The Petersburg-Cannes Ex-
press, his latest book of nonfiction, A
New Yorker in Egypt, came out last winter.

The 1976 presidential election, like the
several preceding it, drew barely a major-
ity of voting-age population. Only one-
fifth to one-third of those eligible vote in
state and local elections. In the most cele-
brated in recent years—the California tax
referendum known as Proposition 13—
fewer than half the eligible voters in the
state participated.

While it can be said that virtually every
segment of society is invelved in special-
interest, or single-issue politics (if only
as the organized clients of advocacy or-
ganizations or bureaucracies), few dre in-
volved in the general politics that over-
archs special concerns (e.g., the politics
of the environment that affects all of us;

| of full employment and price stability;
. of civil liberty and good government).

The accelerating disintegration of insti-
tutions that bound groups together in the
past—parties, local machines, social
programs, community ties—has led to an
acute fragmentation of political life. While
the mass public is withdrawn from pub-
lic life, a relatively small number are in-

body shrinks, the vested interests steal

the thunder.

tensely involved, though much of their
| emotion as well is increasingly hostile to -
the objects of public life. As the citizen

NEIL KOTLER

The exhaustion of
American politics and
how to revive it

ASELECTION DAY 1978 APPROACHES, POLITICS PRESENTS
two very different faces. One is the appearance of spiritedness
and involvement that surrounds single-issue crusades against
abortion and gay rights, the determined drive of the women’s
movement to win ERA ratification, and the singular purpose
behind the tax revolt. {Yet a different political reality lies be-
neath the surface, a reality of massive public apathy toward,
withdrawal from, and rejection of political life. The secular
trend in voter turnout is one of steady and significant decline.

More than ever, citizens are cut off
from the vital sources of polltlcal life,
which at various times in the past served
to induce participation. These consisted
of one or a combination of party tradi-
tion and loyalty, community ties, famil-
iarity with, and trust in, the character of
candidates, and ideology. In the absence

of such attachments, the public is left.

with little else than the personalities and
egos of opposing candidates.

Though American parties have always
been consensual rather than ideological,
even their traditional bargaining and co-
alitional role has greatly diminished, as
have their fund-raising function and
programmatic responsibility, In the rela-
tively small-scale governments of the past,

-citizens had far better means to judge

the temper and character of candidates.
Nowadays, politicians are essentially
strangers to the electorate, whose origins
and purposes are unknown, except for
their merchandizing and media appeal,
which seeks to transform their strange-

ness into trust and their rank ambition |

into civic aspiration.

Without attachment to party or tradi-
tional principles, those who take office
have little basis for accomplishing signifi-
cant outcomes which, after all, require

some measure of coalition and public sup-
port. This disintegration of institutional
life leads irresistably to a politics that is
no longer anchored in higher purpose,
edifying goals, or shared commitment,
and that’is plainly lacking in relevance to
the felt needs of the majority.

This basic irrelevance is illustrated also
by the composition of Congress. Sixteen
black members and one Senator—3 per-
cent of Congress—represent 22 million
people, one-tenth of the population, There
are only a handful of Latino and Mexi-
can-American members, none in the Sen-
ate. The 96th Congress that convenes in
January once again will have no women
in the Senate; fewer than 4 percent of the
House are women. An analysis of social
class composition would, of course, yield
an even more outrageous distortion of
the general population.

An ob]ecnon might be ralsed that Am-
erican politics is doing what it has always
done, and this is to have politicians brok-
er and aggragate the numerous conflict-
ing particularistic interests. The problem
with this view is that those who happen
to be organized in interest groups and
for electoral activity represent only a tiny
fraction of the citizen body, special-inter-
est politics cannot create the necessary
consensus and support upon which the
system depends, and the outcomes of
government will continue to alienate great-
er and greater numbers of citizens.

At the very least; a democratic system
requires a supply of innovative social and
economic ideas, citizen support; and or-
ganized energies. The fragmentation of
parties and coalitions, and the nearly total
shutting out of those social forces that
normally would create a climate for so-
cial change and reform has exhausted the

The gross unrepresentativeness of gov-
ernmental institutions and the growing

amount of financial resources devoted ...

to special-interest issues have weakened
to a great extent the moral basis of citi-
zen support. The organization of those

. diverse energies so necessary to a dem-

ocracy has been critically impaired by the

narrowness of the electorate. Withouta |

significant expansion of the citizen base,.
the system will become ever more rigid
and those seeking social change, even
more exhausted of resources than they
are now.

The dispiritedness of the left cannot be
overcome simply by the ever-increasing
number of leadership meetings that bring
together left constituencies for the pur-
pose of determining the prospects of uni-
fied action. A citizen force outside of the
existing institutional structure of parties
and local and state coalitions has to be
developed. The women’s movement and
the neighborhood movement are the
most impressive candidates for forming
the bases of that new force. The one has
already amply demonstrated its political
effectiveness; the other, its ability to mob-
ilize hitherto excluded citizens into the
political process.

They and the other constituent groups
have to extend their organization at local
and state levels to counteract party and

.machine structures. They have to raise

the resources to assist new groups. The
articulation of a common program might
follow, and produce a national citizens
and communities congress in 1980, per-

“haps the beginnings of a new political

force. | |

Neil Kotler is a legislative aide on Capitol
Hill specializing in social and economic
policy.

supply of creative social ideas.
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Use our WATS fine number for ordering your holiday
gift subscriptions to In These Times and copies of
Class Struggle, the sensational new board game.
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PERSPECTIVES

Liberals must choose:
Serve the corporations
or serve the people

THIS COLUMN i8S ABDRESSED TO MINNESOTA LIBERALS,
but applies to Hberals throughout the U.S. I write as a radical

activist, one :52'
1960s. We !
grandpar
from m, - g
crasic left in )
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Humphiey, iMondale.
Neo conservatives Short are
manipuiativg  1hess wogknesses, and
voters’ zuiheniic rosenimenis, o spread
aright wing poou oy develop-
ing an anti-corporate pejulisT can pro-

eressives nounter this, a? creals an agen-
da f(‘? a few ‘I’lm'ﬁi 'L)’ "X ire Z,QOG

¢ prowih and r,rs:perxty had
iberziisw’s ragic © ontradic-

ahr suded
tions for
the econoim:c crunc
mfeneu libarals to the w
cralism gan we longer
two wissicrs. While past
pions of refgrm and sociat lustice, liber-
als have become ihe handmzidens of corp-
orate priorities and plivqif greed; while
posing as advocates of participation and
democracy, i1berais hgve beceme pawns
of corporate planning and vvate power.
The day of reckoning is af hand,

The Fraser defeat and Proposition 13
represent the *‘politics of reseatment.”’
What arc the implications of this trend?
It does #of mean that voiers are becom-
ing right wingers, mean-spirited and
seifish, ready tc dismaniie government,
racist and anti-ooor, rescinding public
programs.

It does mean that the average citizen’s
scose of Tairness is deeply offended. Lib-
cralism, a1 the cxpense of the vast
majority, has extenided rignts and benefits
to the corperate rich and crumbs for the
poor. People arc cutraged by the paternal-
istic and self-rightesus rmanner in which
liberals set and carry out puvlic policy.

A mow r'sajoril is expressiog ils resent-
ment by ioining tne only alternative game
in town --neo censervative poiitics and
know-nothiug ecorioraics

For five weeks ;_berags nave exhibited
the “4R&ATS” Syndrome. Some are filled
with Rage and Reseniment, seeking Re-
venge and planning Retzliaticn. Others
are suffering from epression and Dis-
illusionment, open ic Defeatism and
Diropping oui.

Yes, Bob Shori ran a vicious and dirty
campaign. Yes, Republicans shamefully
crossed over and voted Demaocratic. Yes,
single issue fanatics disioried the politi-
cal process. Yes, the Wendell Anderson
crowd helped get Fraser. Yes, Bob Short
bought a lot of votes.

Rarther than pausing by (e stream of
politics and reflecting o@ character
defeets of the New Deal, liberais are mud-
dymv t}e waters & / Jlammn everybody
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vy filegitimate sons and daughters of the
i < unwelcome at family gatherings as our
. “zzmer-Laborites, whom you banished
stead i1 1948. A family reunion of the demo-
1026t 1s long overdue. But this reconciliation
¥ wwe move beyond liberalism. {Don Fraser’s
‘cus flaws in the Minnesota liberalism of

for the Fraser defeat, and a possible Re-
publican sweep in November are painfully
obvious: ‘‘disgraceful’’ taxation, run-
away inflation and the white elephant of
government bureaucracy, waste and cor-
ruption.

Don Fraser rightly claims that neo-con-
servative politicians ‘“‘play the middle
class, hard hit by inflation, against the
poor, and turn back the clock on social
legislation.”” Bob Short and the new right
politicos, in exploiting the legitimate
grievances of working and middle income
people, are proposing programs that will
make the rich richer, and the poor poorer.
This was true in California with Proposi-
tion 13.

But who caused this situation? Since
liberals took over the Democratic Farmer
Labor Party 30 years ago, they have led
the charge to create the welfare state. New
Deal capitalisin has expected the middle
third of society to pay not only for the
poor that the corporate economy excludes,
but to provide government subsidies for
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Coal miners read
UNITE!
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We use |t to
fight for socialism.

You can too.

Build UNITE!, the twice-monthly newspaper of
the Marxist-Leninist Organizing Committee.
Subscriptions $8.00 per year. Send $1.50 for
2 sample copies and the Draft Party Program
of the MLOC. Add 25c postage per order.

UNITE!, Dept. I,

PO Box 8041, Chicago, IL 60680
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oil corporations, real estate developers,
the health care industry, agribusiness and
other corporate interests.

From 1950 tc 1974 corporate taxes fell
from 23 percent of total federal revenues
to 14 percent. During the same period the
portion collected from personal income
taxes rose from 31 to 40 percent.

The basic necessities—food, energy, .
medical care and housing—are increasing
in cost at a 12.6 percent annual rate. Lib-
erals have been too timid to take on the
corporate giants in these industries. While
they are out raping and pillaging the pock-
etbooks of the American public, lobbies
for energy corporations, agribusiness,
real estate interests and the American
Medical Association still have a cozy re-
lationship with a liberal Democratic
Congress.

Even though liberals have created so-
cial programs tc insure citizens’ social
welfare, they allow the private sector to
administer many of the programs with
poor service and self-profit. The small
amounts of charity that liberals are will-
ing to dole out to the weak, sick and lame
are provided in a way that breeds depen-
dency and fosters self-contempt.

The rash of scandals and exposures of
theft, waste and inefficiency in govern-
mental operations have apalled the aver-
age person. It is time to stop explaining
away these horrors, and time to rethink
and retool our public administration of
the people’s business.

A recent Gallup Poll shows that those
of us definitely **left of center’ account
for 17 percent of the electorate, while the
solidly *‘right of center’ is 23 percent.
The broad ‘‘middle of the road’ make
up 36 percent, while 17 percent have ““no
opinion.”’ This means a pool of 53 per-
cent, a majority of citizens, are open to
persuasion about the major public policy
questions of the 1980s.

‘To create an alternative agenda for the
1980s liberals must end their commitment
to corporate-government. An important
test Tor Minnesota liberals is whether they
can participate in citizen movements for
economic democracy, and return gov-
ernment to the people by following this
grassroots democratic leadership. In Min-

nesota there are numerous struggles from
which liberals are conspiculously absent:
control of utility rates, public ownership
of power, anti-nuclear battles, rent con-
trol, cooperative housing, ending real es-
tate speculation, neighborhood autonomy,
progressive tax reform, food co-ops, sav-

ing the family farm, alternative health!

care, anti-powerline struggles, runaway
shops, community-owned and controlied

enterprises and increasing worker parti-
cipation in management.

Redistributive economic reforms are|

meaningless without redistribution of
other forms of power. If reforms are
carried out in an individualistic, elitist
and centralized manner, they will become
part of the problem they are meant to
solve. The core of an anti-corporate pop-
ulism is democratic control of social,
economic and political institutions;
common people can be empowered in
new cooperative, participatory and de-
centralized organizations. An unrespon-
sive governmental bureaucracy is as un-
democratic as private domination of the
economy.

Within or without the DFL., the demo-
cratic left must forge a new majority that
includes the poor, working and middle
classes; a political movement of farmers,
laborers, taxpayers and consumers. 10
carry out this task, we can learn a lot from

the old Farmer Labor Party of the "20s |

and 30s.

The FLP created a political movement
by listening and responding to the neesds
of common people. This movement
helped citizens translate their personal
troubles into public issues. Not ab sove or
separate from the daily str ugg,es of Min-

nesotans, the FILP was a vehicle for the
people’s participation in solvin their
common problems.

Minnesota liberals cannot serve (wo

masters: they must choose between the
corporate elite and the vast majorit;
citizens. By learning from the pecpie, cor-
porate liberals can become anti corporate
populists. | |
Monte Bute is active witk the Farmer La-
bor Association (FI.A}. He works as an
orgamzer wiih the Mirnesota {enants Ur-
ion in Minneapolis.
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