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Congratulations.

REP. JOHN CONYERS, JR.

A fine paper! Keep up the great work.
CLIFF TRAHAN

For Socialism,
BOB QUARTELL

Greetings from Left of River City.
ERIC B DECKER

To our friends—Courage and Love.
THE GAMSONS

Best wishes from
PAUL CHILL and
LAURA GIBBONS,

. Branford, CT.

Right on, ITT.

Five years—stronger than dirt!
DIANA DILLAWAY AND
DAVID OLSEN
Congratulations!
WILSON AND FRANCES
GRAVES

Happy Birthday, ITT.
JOHN WOMACK, JR.

Greetings and wishes!
KURT AND CARLA WOLFF

Happy Birthday and many more,
IN THESE TIMES.
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BOB AND LIANE ELLISON
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CARL SUGAR, M.D.
ROBERT HAVIGHURST
BERNARD KENT
MARKWELL
MAXINE PHILLIPS
SHEVY HEALEY, Ph.D.
DR. ANNA RAND
GORDON A. CHAPMAN

. HERBERT L. SOLOMON
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SIDNEY LENS

ELAINE DRAPER

TOM O’CONNELL
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RUBI & SARA LIEBERMAN

THE RUSKINS

AMELIA FRANK

ROGER S. WILSON

ADRIAN ROBERTS
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NATIONAL NETWORK

IN SOLIDARITY WITH THE
NICARAGUAN PEOPLE

INDIVIDUAL GREETINGS

ROY STAUFFER
LESTER GOLDNER
KERRY TREMAIN
CLAIRE BERNICE
GREENSFELDER
PAUL ROSENSTEIN
LAWRENCE S. WITINER
DOROTHY TRISTMAN
ELISA BRAVER
AUSTIN DOYLE
QUINLAN J. SHEA, JR.
BRUCE CALDER
ELSPETH REVERE
ED RAMTHUN
ERIC HOLMBERG
FAY BENNETT
ROWLAND WATTS
WILLIAM GRAEBNER
DIANNE BENNETT
PETE & DORIS
ROSENBLUM
DOUG HOFFMAN
AMOS ROE
LOURDES BENERIA
ALAN BICKLEY
DAVE ELSILA
UNIVERSITY OF
COLORADO ALLIANCE
FOR DEMOCRATIC
SOCIALISM

WILLARD AND ALMA

In appreciation.

ELINOR AND WALTER
MCKAY

Congratulations.

BETTY AND HERMAN
LIVERIGHT,
BERKSHIRE FORUM
Keep on slugging—

putting ‘‘slugs” into Ronnie.
Binthday Greetings.

CAROL, JIM, PAUL AND
PETER. OPIRG-Guelph

Congialulation.r and Good Luck!
BILL PATZ

Happy Fiﬁh Jfrom Portland.
KAREN L. GORDER
We congratulate you for your presence,

your growth and your plans.
We need you more than ever.

SKIDMORE

Unbelievable!
DOYLE NIEMANN

Congratulations from
CITIZENS FOR
PARTICIPATION IN
POLITICAL ACTION
(CPPAX)

Congratulations from
KIRSCH CENTER FOR
MARXIST STUDIES

Continued on page 14
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raised either ln the upper cizss or in the
ghetto}, [ was astonished by the range of
hackgrounds and sersongl Ristories I en-
sounicred.

I found eciertists wiho came Som Park
Avenue, Main | ~d Tobacco Road;
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from the intellectual elite and the petit
bourgeoisie; from parents who were
evangelists, actors, lawyers, scientists,
tailors, ministers and coal miners; from
families where they were neglected, abus-
ed and ignored, as well as loved, prized
and nourished. Every kind of bleakness
and every kind of brilliant light had

withey have formed =

poured down on them. They came
straight from the cradie to science, they
came by a circuitous route that resembled
a bohemian writer’s jacket copy.

What is true {or all of them is a shared
temperamen; of mind and spirit that
defics anaiysis of origin but is invariably
made substantive in the same way: each
of them had wanted to know how the
physical world worked, and each of them
had found that discovering how things
worked through the exercise of her own
mental powers gave her an intensity of
pleasure and purpose, a sense of reality,
nothing else could match. When she put
it all together she knew she was a scien-
tist. In each life a different set of circum-
stances and a different psychological time
span. was required to put it together,
That’s all that can be said of who the
scientists are, and where they come from.

B More artist than victim,

What did I think I'd find, and what did !
actuaily find? T'o state the case quickly: I
think 1 simply set out to document dis-
crimination against women in science. In
a profession justly characterized as pow-
erful, authoritarian and pre-eminently
male, ! expecied to find their numbers in-
significant, their positions uniformly sub-
ordinate, their personalities subdued,
their minds safely conservative. I ended
by doing & 180 degree turn on that ex-
pectation.

I’ve been deeply moved by the
rescurcefulness of women in science
rather than by thelr victimization, and
amezed by the variety of their per-
sonzlities, their experience, and their ac-
tivity. I discovered how passionate an
enterprise science is—how like artists
scientists are—and that hundreds of
wormen who possessed the driving spirit,
the pressing hunger, occupied peripheral,
often humiliating positions for 20 and 30
years in order to do science. You could
not keep them out of the human enter-
prise, and becauss vou couldn’t keep
them out they created g history, left a
legacy, had consequences. Together with
the contemporary women’s movement,
wedge, making the
Wpening for waornen in science larger than
it wver was vefore so that today, while the
protession, like zil professions, is still
g that resembles parity,
neverdheless innpumerable women in
sciencé are where they beiong—in posses-
sicn % grants, oprofessorships, labor-
atories-i and thousands of young wormen

nct only think it perfectly natural that

they shauld become scientists, they con-
sider sgidnce g leading contender for their
right to}2 sexy working life.
I thosght I'd find most women scien-
- int generally does
ofcssion whose
zeg 0 the name of
1g to hurl inte
&) contempt
hoid unortho-
verspectives of
yy the intellec-
245 of state. instead, I found very

I8ts &G

o
.8 Yal unendd

suspri ez of open femin-
number of fellow-
travellers and not a single scientist in her
30s or 40s who did not acknowledge the
influence of the women’s movement in
her owrn working life, and on the life of
professional science.

% The pieasures of thinking.

Generally, when a scientist spoke of the
difference the weomen’s movement has
mace in science she was speaking in what
we might cail ‘‘gross’’ terms—that is, of
the increase in grant, tenure and promo-
tions for women, the alterations in hiring
practices, awarding of prizes, inclusions
in honor societies. What struck me forci-
bly, though, in the year I spent with the
scientist was the subtler way in which
feminism and science had begun to flow
into each other in these past years.

The women’s movement has urged to
the surface a latency of mental ability in
thousands of women. What was once
dormany now seems active: the erratic

impulse has become a steady influence.’

In science I found several women in their
50s who had lived much of their lives as
women for whom being a woman is a
profession, and then in their maturity
had discovered thev had scientific talent
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and had become scientists. These women
embodied a new imperative. One of them
expressed it most memorsbly when she
said, *“All my life, when I’ve been asked
my opinion, I've said °I fzel...” And so
has every other womar: I’ve ever known.
And that’s all right. We haven’t done so
badly with ‘I feel.” But I went into science
because 1 wanted to be able to say ‘I
think.””” When I came to know this scien-
tist better I discovered *‘I wanted to be
able to say I think’’ was a cuphemism for
I need to think.”

Another scientist, 2 woman of 54,
working class, from the midwest, married
at 17, raised six children, went back to
school at 40, became a biologist and is
now the principal investigator of a labor-
atory in a hospital aitached ts 2 famous
medical school in the sast. Her husband
had been proud and sustaining all the
way through, agreeable t¢ tieir meeting
one weekend a month in either her city or
his. Then he was transferrzd to the West
Coast, and suddenly their relationship
was thrown into question. **I think Dave
was surprised when I didn’ follow him to
California,” the scientist said. ‘“‘And
God, I wanted to. I miss kim terribly.”
She fel silent, looked down info her lap,
looked up, then very scftly she said, “But
I can’t stop thinking now.”

1t was through such women that I came
to perceive the addictive guality of scien-
tific thinking, to see that i feeds some-
thing incomparable: a clarity of inner be-
ing that once experienced cannot be done
without. These women, thuse older scien-

“tists who’d lived whole oihier lifetimes as
the professional lovers of men and chil-
dren, they knew the value of intimacy in
the dailiness of life, they kogw the mean-
ing of doing without love, they did not
speak idly or in ignorance. But cach of
them indicated that now, i7 pushed to the
wall, if forced to choose, “hay’d nave io

choose science. Scierge izl become their

deepest selves. Love, recessary love, was
somewhat at a remove, Thase women had
self
than love,

lives sround

become devoted to experiznging 2
characterized by work rat:
and had begun t& construst |
that Gevotion.

Nearly 50 percent of g 3
in science today are womer, O
percent a very largs aumber ars
shaped by the assurmpticn that the train-
ing they receive is o bz trkan sericusly,
that the life before thora is 7o srow organ-
ically around the faci ¢f th=ir Seing scien-
tists—that this is the ncrm-—uniike the
scientists now im thelr 40s who got
Ph.D.s, then let their professionz! Lves
shape up around marriags * are the
lost generation of women scieni'sts; or

o~
i
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the women in their 705 wizs did what the
women in their 20s are £ow doing but
‘t, veople whe

[

were freaks wher they did
occupied z society ¢f cns
For me, contemunerary fo
piece of consciousness—~’
nower ang influence, unpradics
czpacity for progress—
turned back. It'is 2 forge ¢
pereeption—a way of - 3
anew—that lurches unzsih
very much lixe Plaio’s rian
from the cave, blinded by the light. It
raises its voice in confuscd belligerence
{where the hell am 7}, whirls round in
frightened anger {(you miszrable...}, lies
down in exhaustion {this is 100 much for
me), suddenly gets rcasonable, wants a
little civilized conversation, again it’sina
rage (fuck you, I thought you were my
friend, you’re just & pig like al! the rest of
them). But all the while it is sccumulating
an inner sense of where it ic in the world.
Slowly, it gains a stronger foel for the sur-
round, figures out wiich direction to
move in, where the light is strongest, the
path clearest, learns which plants are
poisonous which animals benign, feels
itself a creature on the landscape, walk-
ing upright, at home in the territory.
Who or what can make it ‘urn back, re-
treat to the cave, lie down iz the darkness
again? The Republican administration?
Ronald Reagan’s cutbacks? I ask you. W
Vivian Gornick, a New York-based writer,
was a staff writer for the Viliage Voice
Jor nearly 10 years and has written widely
on the Middle East, American radicalism
and the contemporary women’s move-
ment. She is currently at work on a book
about women and science to be published
by Simon & Schuster. -
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“When the City of San Jose,
California, refused to negotiate
implementation of a pay equity
study that had been done at
AFSCME’s request, our local
union became the first to
strike over the issue of pay
equity. In addition to a general
wage increase, the contract
settlement provides for sub-
stantial increases for numer-
ous job categories traditionally
held by female workers.

 “There was only one issue
involved, and that was fair-
ness. My own case is an
example. As a Librarian 2,
my job requires skills, experi-
ence and responsibility com-
parable to those required for
a Planner 2. That’'s a male-
dominated job classification.
But we were making $5,200 a
year less—a 27% difference.
The unfairness is obvious.

“Now, with the settlement,
we’ll recover 15% of that. We
still have a way to go, but
we’ve made that important
and historic first step. I am
proud that AFSCME is leading
the way on pay equity.”

+ g

PAY EQUITY

More Than
a Slogan at

Linda Dydo, member of AFSCME Local 101, and Librarian for the city
of San Jose, burns her termination notice during a strike
rally.

American Federation of State, County and

Municipal Employees, AFL-CIO

Jerry Wurf,
International President

William Lucy, _
International Secretary-Treasurer

15—
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By John Jadis

E HERE 1S LITTLE DIS-
agreement among Ameri-
¢ans {hat the American
declined,
espect to its
periprmance  and
Sitalist nations,
and that ihis decline has contributed to a
general deterioration of the 1J.S.

tion in the world. There o

about this decline, but Ronald Reagan
now seems to have 3 program for revital-
izing the U.S.

in the 1980 election, Reagan made the
Democrats’ responsibility fo: our decline
a central campaign issue. In his accep-
tance speech af the Republican conven-
tion i July, Reagan blamed the coun-
iry’s ‘‘disintegrating economy’’ and
“*weakened defense®™ on the Democrats.
““They say the laited States has had its
day in the sun,” Reagan said, ‘I utterly
reject that view.” And his sweeping vic-
tory reflected many Americans’ convic-
tion that Reagan, with Lis promise to re-
store the free marke: and sharply in-
crease defense spending, was hetter qual-
ifigd than JYimany Carter io restore the
American “*place in the sun.”

But an examination of tue causes of
the United States’ deciing reveals that
the measures Reag soes are at the
root of the prob
more likely o
decline than s 3 rse it.

Why, ther, have Americsns, includ-
The graphic cbovz is rzprivted from the Political
Art Calendar 1887, Cogies ave svailable for
$5.60 from Alligiice for Sscic] Cliange,

519 SW 3, Suitz 8¢C, Pritland, Cre. 97204, or
Sfrom Citizens Parry, 3525 NE i3 Ave., Portland,
Ore. 87212,

country’s

ing the nation’s corporate elite, acqui-
esced in—or even applauded—these pro-
grams? Is the country bent on self-de-
struction? Does a certain madness stalk
the halls of Congress, the boardrooms
of our corporations, the classrooms of
our universities and the shop floors of
our factories?

Falling behind.

From the end of World War II until the
early *70s, the U.S. was the unchallenged
leader of world capitalism. The value of
each nation’s currency was pegged to the
dollar, whose value was fixed at $35 an
ounce of gold. The American standard
of living was the world’s highest. Its
basic manufacturing industry was far
more advanced than that of any compet-
itors. And its armed forces, with nuclear
weapons, had no peer.

But after 1960, the American position
in the world steadily eroded. The U.S.
share of world trade dropped 16 percent
in the '60s and 23 percent during the
"70s. In 1971, the U.S. abandoned the
dollar-based Bretton Woods monetary
system, and since then, the doliar has de-
clined in value 50 percent against the
German mark and 44 percent against the
Japanese yen. As of 1979, the U.S. lag-
ged behind Switzerland, Denmark, West
Germany, Sweden, Luxembourg, Nor-
way, Belgium, Iceland and France in per
capita income.

American decline as a world power
has been no less dramatic. The Soviet
Union overcame the U.S. lead in nuclear
weaponry. The American defeat in Viet-
nam encouraged other less developed
countries, including those in OPEC, to
defy the U.S. And European allies, bris-
tling under the weight of inflated Euro-
dollars and poised between militarily
equal superpowers, increasingly adopted

How Reagan is speeding
the American empire’s decline

His attempt to regain a
lost glory through military
superiority follows the

fatal path of other has-beens.

an independent posture—as seen in the
creation of the European Monetary Sys-
tem in 1978 and the Western European
refusal to go along with the 1980 Ameri-
can trade boycott of the Soviet Union.
American diplomatic decline was epit-
omized when the virulently anti-Ameri-
can movement that overthrew the Shah
of Iran seized American diplomats for
hostages and taunted the Carter admin-
istration for more than a year.

The economic and diplomatic declines
arc deeply interrelated, but have inde-
pendent causes. There are three main
reasons why the American economy be-
gan to decline: first, American compan-
ies became complacent about the need to
modernize their domestic production
facilities; second, the American govern-
ment reflected this complacency by ac-
ceding to business” immediate needs and
neglecting longer-term priorities; and
third, American foreign policy goals cre-
ated a heavy burden on industry.

Industrial complacency.

In contrast with its rivals, the U.S. did
not have its industrial base destroyed
during World War I1. But the Western
Furopean countries and Japan rebuilt
their industries during the late *40s and
the *S0s with new post-war technology.
Meanwhile, American companies chose
not to use their immense profits to reno-
vate their factories. This pattern has

continued through the present,

The Chicage Tribune found last year
that about 61 percent of the machine
tools used in Japan are less than 10 years
old, compared to only 31 percent of
those in the U.S. The stec! industry is
one of the worst offenders. As late as
1975, American steelmakers were stiil re-
lying on open-hearth furnaces built be-
fore World War II {or even World War
I), while their Japaness and German
counterparts were employing the latest
oxygen furnaces.

The older technology is less produc-
tive. From 1967 to 1973, manufacturing
productivity in the U.S. grew annually
by 2.9 percent; Jjapan’s productivity
grew 10.4 percent, Germany’s 5 percent;
from 1974 to 1980, with a world slump
in effect, U.S. manufacturing productiv-
ity grew only 1.6 percent annually, while
Japan’s increased 4.1 percent and Ger-
many'’s 5 percent.

Instead of being plowed back into in-
creasing industrial productivity at home,
American firms used their profits to in-
vest overseas or to diversify into other
sectors, most notably scivices. The rea-
son was greater short-term profitability.

From 1960 to 1970, domestic invest-
ment by American firms increased by
119 percent, while foreign investment in-
creased by 247 percent. British econ-
omist Stuart Holland estimates that as

Continued on the jollowing page

Herb Perr and Irving Wesxler/Political Art Calendar 1982
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Continued from the prei»ious page.
of the mid-*70s, the U.S. was producing

swelling with petrodollars from the OP-
EC countries, invested or loaned their
funds overseas. In 1970, foreign loans
comprised 17.5 percent of the business
of the 10 largest U.S. banks; by 1979,
| foreign loans comprised 42.6 percent of
their business.

When firms used their capital in the
U.S., it was most often directed toward
the rapidly-growing service sector. From
1969 to 1978, annual investment in mach-
inery, measured in constant dollars, did
not increase, while investment in office
and accounting equipment mcreased 120
percent.

The short-sighted state..

The federal government was not simply
a passive spectator in that process. It en-
couraged the foreign use of capital. The
Federal Reserve and the Treasury Depart-
ment, except during the 1968-72 balance
of payments crisis, encouraged the ex-
port of capital by maintaining the dok

rencies. An overvalued dollar made

| American exports more expensive and

Japanese and: German imports cheaper,
but it also made American purchases of
European firms cheaper. Even the small
points of the tax code favored multina-
tional expansion. One provision has al-
lowed corporations to pay no taxes on
overseas profit that they reinvest over-

seas.

The state also bowed to the short-sight-
ed pressures of businessmen and corpor-
ate economists in their choice of federal
spending targets. In the ’50s, the U.S.
embarked on an ambitious highway pro-
gramn that delighted the auto industry
and the suburban developers, while rail-
road roadbeds were allowed to deterior-
ate. When oil prices skyrocketed during
the '70s, the U.S., dependent largely on
trucks and automobiles, and with its cit-
ies organized according to the priorities
of Standard Oil and General Motors,
was much less able than Western Europe
or Japan to absorb higher energy costs.

During the late *60s and the *70s, when
business and the public began to growl
about higher taxes and deficits, the state
again acceded to short-sighted advice
and began to reduce expenditures on the
industrial infrastructure. According to a
study by Pat Choate and Susan Walters,
public works expenditures declined from
$198 per capita in 1965 to $140 per capi-
tain 1977. As a percentage of GNP, they
declined from 4.1 percent in 1965 to 2.3
percent in 1977. According to Chaote and
Walters, one out of every five bridges in
the U.S. must now be either replaced or
renovated, harbor facilities are ’‘unable
to service efficiently world shipping com-
ing into American docks,’’ 46 percent of
American cities surveyed will have to ex-
pand their water-treatment facilities to
accommodate new industry, and about a
fifth of the nation’s dams and a fourth of
its highways need major repair.

A deteriorating infrastructure raises
the costs of production. An energy-in-
efficient transportation creates higher
prices for goods, which must be shipped

from producer to consumer. And it re-

overseas four times as much as it expost-- ¢l
ed, while: Japan and West Germany werey. fi
both producing overseas only about 40 -
percent of what they exported: During -
the *70s, American banks, their vaults .

lar’s value high in relation to other cur-",

(duces workers’ standards of Iivi
ereatgs upward pressure on wages.

ity services discourage plants
anding and encourage them to

i,

. comparatxve figures on
how, for i instance, Europe’s and Japan’s
more energysefficient transportation sys-
tem has kept down their industrial costs,
but an estimate of energy saved by Jap-
an’s high-speed train that runs from
Tokyo to Osaka is indicative. According
to. Frank Browning, the 100-mile-an-
hour Shinkansen train carried 124 mil-
lion passengers in 1977. If these passen-
gers had travelled in automobiles--as

they might have in the U.S.—Japan.

would have consumed a extra 40 miilion
barrels of oil, worth about $1.2 billion.

Guns and factories.

The most important reason for the pre-
cipitous American decline in industrial
growth and innovation is the effect of
the high rate of defense spending. From
1960 to 1978, the U.S. spent about 7.5
percent.of its GNP annually on defense,
Japan spent 1.percent, and Germany
spent 4 percent. Only slow-growth Bri-
tain spent a comparable proportion of
its GNP on defense.
i Defense spending diverts human and
“fpaterial resources away .from civilian
production; it requires either deflation-
ary higher taxes or inflationary budget
deficits; it creates an unwelcome choice
between defense spending and spending
on infrastructure and social welfare.

In a recent study, Rep. Les Aspin (D-
Wisc.) noted that the U.S., Germany
and Japan spend about the same percen-
tage of their GNP on research and devel-
opment. But in the U.S, the military
takes five times the share it takes in Ger-
many, and 14 times the share it takes in
Japan. The U.S. continues to have more
scientists and engineers per worker than
either Germany or Japan, but an esti-
mated 30 to 40 percent of U.S. scientists
and engineers, compared to less than §
percent of their Japanese counterparts,
are engaged in defense-related work.

Thegg:sdiave. begi some impertant
“feedbacks” frém military to" civilian
production—communication satellites,
for instance. But the absence of feed-
back has grown increasingly striking.
Aspin notes how the U.S. military devel-
oped miniaturized video casétte record-
ers in the late ’50s to target guided mis-
siles, but it was the Japanese who saw
the civilian potential and cornered the
commercial market of the ’80s.

The Vietnam war was the central event
in American economic decline. Inflation,
caused by growing deficits and bottle-
necks, grew from 1 percent in 1961 t0 5.9
percent in 1970. And the overheated

. American economy provided the impetus

for Japan and Germany’s swift rise.
From 1967 to 1970, Japan increased its
.share of world trade by one-third, ‘‘in
large part,”” according to Joyce Kolko,
because of the preoccupations and div-
ersionary military orders that were dis-
tracting the American corporations from
meeting consumer demand or competing
in world markets.”’

During the Vietnam war decade, the
steep American decline began. From 1960
to. 1970, American automobile compan-
ies’ share of the domestic market fell
from 95.9 to 82.8 percent; steel dropped
from 95.8 to 85.7 percent; textiles from
93.4 to 67.1 percent; and calculating and
adding machines from 95 to 63.8 percent.
In 1971, the U.S. registered its first bal-
ance of trade deficit of the 20th century.

Alliance in disarray.

The economic and diplomatic decline of
the U.S. have gone hand in hand. The
U.S. attempt to sustain the Western alli-
ance, which required the maintenance of
a dollar ‘‘good as gold’’ and the preven-
tion of socialist revolution in Europe and
the less developed countries, undermined
its economy. No other country besides
the U.S. could have shouldered the West-
ern defense burden. German or Japanese
rearmament with nuclear weapons would
have frightened allies in the West as much
as adversaries in the East. As long as the
alliance’s objective was to keep third
world markets open to raw material ex-
ploitation and direct investment, the U.S.

De- .

The diversion
of investment _
from essential
infrastructure
to armaments
has cost dearly.

has had to spend much of its GNP on
defense.

- Conversely, the American economic de-
cline clearly removed an important prop
from under the Western Alliance. In the

late ’40s and the ’50s, European expan-

sion was based on American trade, in-
vestment, loans and the use of the dollar.
It was not then in the interest of Europe
or Japan to diverge from the American
development strategy. But in the *60s, re-
lations among the countries began to
change dramatically. In 1960, the U.S.
was Germany’s leading trading partner;

by 1970, it had dropped to third place,

and by 1979 to sixth. The European in-
ternal market and the OPEC countries
each accounted for more German trade,
while the most rapidly expanding part of
Germany’s trade was with Eastern bloc
countries. From 1970 to 1979, Germany's
trade with the East tripled. Germany be-
came the Soviet Union and the Eastern
European countries’ leading trading part-
ner. (The Soviet Union’s second leadmg
trading partner was Japan.)

Both Western Europe and Japan have
also expanded their influence in the third
world. Japan now has more direct invest-
ment in Brazil than does the U.S.

The American decline relative to West-
ern Europe and Japan has fuelled grow-
ing political differences. European bank-
ers, fed up with inflated American dol-
lars, played almost as important a role as
the North Vietnamese army in forcing the
U.S. in 1968 to resign itself to a strategy
of “‘peace with honor’’ rather than “‘vic-
tory.” European-American -rivalries in
the Mideast prevented a unified response
to the OPEC nationalizations. Less de-
veloped countries have been able to ex-
tract greater concessions from the West
by playing European, Japanese and U.S.
multinationals against each other. And
the growing European and Japanese
trade links with the East, combined with

growing Soviet military strength, has

eroded support for the revived Cold
War.

At the risk of over-simplification, one
can describe American foreign policy
woes as a vicious circle. Growing Soviet
military strength and growing sentiment

" for economic and political independence

in the third world has encouraged the
American resort to arms and to rising
arms budgets. Rising arms budgets and
wars have imperilled the American econ-
omy, which has created new strains in
the Western alliance, and has given im-
petus to independent European and Jap-
anese initiatives toward the Soviet bloc
and the third world. Growing American
isolation has convinced policymakers
that their only recourse is expanded de-

fense budgets and a harder line toward"

the Soviet Union and the third world,

.which has in turn helped further to iso-

late the U.S. and to fragment the West-
ern alliance.

Carter vs. Reagan.

During the *70s, there was considerable
debate among policymakers about how
to respond to the American decline. The
left wing of the Democratic Party argued
that the U.S. should escape the vicious
circle: The U.S. should reduce military
spending, withdraw its troops- from
Western Europe and Asia, expand arms
control agreements with the Soviet Un-
ion and conserve energy to reduce Amer-
ican dependence on the Mideast. It was
assumed that as the less developed na-
tions became apprised of American dem-
ocratic intentions and economic re-
sources, they would eventually, what-
ever their current political stripe, be-
come strong American and Western
allies. N

. As for the American economy, Dem- -

+. octats like Senators George McGovern

and Edward Kennedy called for greater

govemment planning of investment and

fesource use, wage-price controls rather

than recessions as the means to dampen .
inflation, and redistributive tax reform

to create revenues needed to sustain so-

cial spending.

The opposing factlon, identified most
closely with the.Raphibi cans, but includ--
ing many Democrasyar
to the Cold War. They wanted to increase
arms spending, to restore the American
lead over the Soviet Union and to reassert
American ability to intervene in third
world countries opposed to the West.

On economic issues, the new Cold
Warriors favored tax cuts to create more
potential investment funds for corpora-
tions and the rich, tight recessionary
monetary policies and sharp reductions in
social spending, both to discipline labor
and to prevent enormous inflationary
budget deficits from the arms spending
and tax cuts.

Corporate opposition and public indif-
ference doomed the left-wing alternative,
but during the first years of the Carter
administration, there were several contra- |
dictory thrusts, centered in the State De-

- partment. A vigorous Cold War lobby

both inside and outside the administra-
tion finally won Carter over by portray-
ing the Nicaraguan and Iranian revolu-
tions as administration defeats.

~Carter’s 1979 budget, which included
major reductions in social spending and a
3 percent real increase in military spend-
ing, signalled surrender to the Republican
strategy. But Carter was reluctant, be-
grudging and incomplete. He retained
vestiges of left Democratic commitments
to detente and human rights, and his par-
ty’s concessions to the poor and unem-
ployed.

What ‘Carter accepted unenthusiasti-
cally, Reagan embraced with gusto. Ron-
ald Reagan made a return to the free mar-
ket of the *20s and the Cold War-of the
’50s the centerpieces of his campaign.

And as President, he has unabashedly |

called for tax cuts for corporations and
the wealthy, massive reductions in social'|
spending, tight money, a huge increase in
defense spending, and a hard line against |-
‘liberation movements
world.

Long-term disaster.

in almost every respect, Reagan’s poh-
cies, intended to restore American sup-
remacy, will condemn the U.S. to more
rapid decline in the '80s. Probably the
most damaging part of Reagan’s econ-
omic program is the increased defense
spending. Reagan’s projected military
buildup for 1981 to 1986 is 25 percent
larger than the escalation in Vietnam in
the years from 1965 to 1968. It would
raise the percentage of GNP devoted to
defense from 5.7 to 8.1 percent. No mat-
ter how it is financed, it will be inflation-
ary, as the armaments sectors are already
operating at high capacity, and thereis a
shortage of skilled labor and technicians.
With deficits expected, Treasury borrow-
ing for defense costs will compete with
private borrowing and drive interest rates
up. And defense spending will continue
to divert talemt from civilian to military
production.

To discipline labor and hold down the
deficits caused by arms spending and tax

" cuts, Reagan has also pushed through re-
ductions in social spending. A consider-
able number are aimed at reducing feder-
al spending on industrial infrastructure.
For instance, the Reagan budget called
for a one-third reduction in funds for en-
ergy conservation and for the develop-
ment of alternative fuel sources (solar en-
ergy was cut 60 percent); funds for high-
ways and mass transit were cut 13 per-
cent; funds for passenger railroads were
cut 40 percent, freight railroads 20 per-
cent; funds for sewer construction were
reduced by 30 percent; and funds for sci-
entific research were, ini some cases, cut
100 percent.

These spending reductions have won
Reagan some kudos from the most nar-
rowly self-interested business leaders ob-
sessed with balancing the budget, but
they will have a uniformly deleterious ef-

‘Continued on page 22
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of anti-Islam

Among the Believers: An
islamic Journey

V.8, Naipaul

Knopf, 398 pp., $I15

By Fdward W. Suaid

Naipaul the writer now flows
directly into Naipaul the socig’
phengimenon, the celebrated sep-

post-coionial world for iis Hes,
its mediocrity, cruelty, violence
and maudlin self-induigence.
Naipaul,
West, crying over the spilt xnilk
of colonialism.

The writer of travel journal-
ism—unencumbered with much
knowledge o1 information, and
not much interested in impasi
any—is a stiff, mostly s
sence in this book,
recard of u wvisit

fran, Pakisia

o

Fhat i
writing?
it's ali abou s
I would say comprehension,®
“Is it nod for o
But the nature of the work
portant,’®
Thus

Naipaul
writes about it because |
portant, not because hie likes do-
ing it. ‘There is very Hitle pleas
and only 3 bii more affection s
corded in this book. s
moments are af the expen
Muslims, wogs after alf
cannot spell, be coherent,
right to 1 wordly-wise
what
Wesi,
their |
paul the phenomensn 8z
promptly.

A Musiin lups
puerite resentment i3
and theo, sx carbied:
given a pas 4l

Khomeini
But he glsc bne
Fran’s oil 1o roun?
by mnachines, and fiz could
the Phantoms ¢rid e
against the Kurds,
of the faiihful, #:
he confusion of
made it dygen
the fumilior faith: the ¢
of @ pecpic of high med
inre awakening ‘v o
ey, a serse uf powey :
tion end ¢ knowledge sf ¢
new encireling civilizatio
6 be rejecied; uf the stins
was (0 be depersied

Remewmber thaf

from which
world: The We
knowledge, «

know-how and functioning
tutions, Islam its fearfully
raged and retarded dependess,
awakening to a new, barely con-

et A

demystifier of ihel

trollable power. The West pro-
vides Islam with good things
from the outside, because “‘the
life that had come to Islam had
not come from within.”” Thus
the existence of 800 million peo-
ple is summed up in a phrase and
dismissed. Islam’s flaw was at
““its origins—the flaw that ran
right through Islamic history: To
the political issues it raised it of-
fered no political or practical sol-
ution. It offered only the faith.
It offered only the Prophet, who
would settle everything—Dbut
who had ceased to exist. This
political Islam was rage, anar-
chy.”

Belated Kipling.

After such knowledge what for-
giveness? Very little obviously.
The Islamic characters encoun-
tered by Naipaul—those half-
educated schoolteachers, jour-
nalists, sometime revolutionar-
ies, bureaucrats and religious
fanatics—exude little charm and
arouse scant interest or compas-
sion. One, yes, one person only,
an Indonesian poet, suggests
some nobility and intelligence.
Carefully set and dramatized,
Naipaul’s descriptions tend to
slide away from the specific into
the general. Each chapter ends
with some bit of sententiousness,
but just before the end there

- comes a dutiful squeezing out of

Meaning, as if the author could
no longer let his characters exist
without some appended com-
mentary that aligns things clearly
under the Islam/West polarity.
Conversation made in a Kuala
Lampur hotel in the company of
two young Muslims and a book
left by one of them with Naipaul
are suddenly instances of ‘‘Is-
lam”’ (uncritical, uncreative) and
the “West’” (creative, critical).
It is not just that Naipaul car-
ries with him a kind of half-stat-
ed but finally unexamined rever-
ence for the colonial order. That
attitude has it that the old days
were better, when Europe ruled
the coloreds and allowed them
few silly pretentions about pur-

instance, ‘‘One Out of Many,”’
a deft story published in In a
Free State (1971). At the end
Santosh, the Bombayan immi-
grant to Washington, watches
the city burn. It is 1968; blacks
run amuck and, to Santosh’s
surprise, one of them scrawis
Soul Brother on the pavement
outside his house. ‘‘Brother o
what or to whom?'’ Santcsk
muses. ‘I was once part cf the
flow, never thinking of myself
as a presence. Then I looked in
the mirror and decided to be
free. All that my freedom has
brought me is the knowledge
that I have a face and have z
body, that [ must feed this body
and clothe this body for a cer-
tain number of years. Thern it
will be over.”

Disavowal of that admittedly
excited community f *60s revo-
lutionaries is where it begins.
Then seeing oneself free of illus-
ion is & gain in awareness, but it
also means emptying out one’s
historical identity. The next step
is to proceed through life with a
minimum number of attach-
ments: do not overload the
mind. Keep it away from his-
tory and causes; fecl and wait.
Record what you see according-

r —

did it, Newsweek did it, The
Guardian and The New York
Times did it. Naipaul wouldn’t
make a trip to Israel, for exam-
ple, which is not to say that he
wouidn't find rabbinical laws
governing daily behavior any less
repressive than Khomeini’s. No:
his audience knows Israel is OK,
“Islam” not. And one more
thing. If it is criticism that the
West stands for, good—we warnt
Naipaul to criticize those mad
mullahs, vacant Islamic stud-
ents, cliche-ridden revolution-
aries.

But does he write for or fo
them? Does he live among them,
risk their direct retaliation, write
in their presence, so to speak,
and does he, like Socrates, live
through the consequences of his
criticism? Not at all. No dia-
logue. He snipes at them from
the Atlantic Monthly, where
none of them can ever get back
at him.

What is the result? Never
mind the ridiculous misinforma-
tion (on page 12, for example, he
speaks dbsurdly of loyalty to the
fourth imam as responsible for
the Shia Iranian *‘‘divergence’’)
and the potted history. The char-
acters barely come alive. The de-
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ment. Doubtless he hasn't
dreamed of the possibility that
the very same Hajja Baba by
James Morier that he quotes to
assert the fanatical religious gul-
libility of Iranians, was translat-
ed into Iranian early in this cen-
tury by Mirza Habib Esfhani
and in this version. according to
Professor Keddie, the book is
more critical of “‘Iran’s faults
than the original.”’

Little of wha: took place in
1979 is mentioned here. Nai-
paul’s method is to artack Is-
lamic politics without taking ac-
count of what its main currents
and events are, In Pakistan Zia’s
much-resented, rmuch-resisted
assault (with 1.5, help) on Pak-
istani civil society is nearly invis-
ible to Naipaul. Indonesian his-
tory is the Japanese occupation,
the killing of *‘the communists®’
in 1965, and the present. The
massacres of East Timor are ef-
faced. Iran is portraysd as &
country in the grip of hysteria.
You would not know from Nai-
paul that a tremencaus post-rev-
olutionary baitle occurring while
he was there, continues to go on.

All this goes t¢ promote an at-
titude of distant concern and
moral superiority in the reader.

Naipaul sets free his superego
on places that his liberal
constituents won’t stick up for.

ity, independence and new ways.
It is a view declared openly by
many people. Naipaul is one of
them, except that he is better
able than most to express the
view. He is a kind of belated
Kipling.

What is worse is that this East/
West dichotomy covers up a
deep emptiness in Naipaul the
writer, and for which Naipaul
the social phenomenon is mak-
ing others pay, even as a whole
train of his present admirers ap-
plauds his candor, his telling-it-
like-it-is about that third world
which he comprehends “‘better”’
than anyone else.

One can trace the emptiness
back a few years. Consider, for

ly, and cultivate moral passions.

Not OX.

The trouble is that a relatively
mind-free body gave birth to an
astonishingly assertive super-
ego. Unrestrained by genuine
learning or self-education, this
persona—Naipaul the ex-novel-
ist—tours the vulnerable parts
of his past, the colonial world
he has been telling us about via
his acquired British identity. But
the places he visits are carefully
chosen. They are absolutely safe,
places 1o one in the liberal cul-
ture that has made him its dar-
ling will speak up for.

Everyone knows Islam is a
“‘place’ you must criticize. Time

scriptions  are lackadaisical,
painfully slow, repetitious. The
landscapes are half-hearted.
Without the languages, he talks
to the odd characters who hap-
pen by, He makes them directly
representative of “‘Islam,” cov-
ering his ignorance with no ap-
preciable respect for history. On
the first page we are told that
Sadeq ‘‘was the kind of man
wha, without political doctrine,
only with resentments, had made
the [ranian revolution.”’

An unacceptable exaggera-
tion. Millions of Iranians, not
just the Sadeqs and the Khom-
einis, but the Shariatis, Taleqan-
is, Barahenis, and many many
more poets, clerics, philosoph-
ers, doctors, soldiers—they
made the revolution. All one has
to do is to look at Nikki Keddie’s
Roots of Revolution: An Inter-
pretive History of Modern Iran
(Yale, 1981) to find out what
doctrines and persons made the
revolution. But no, Naipaul pet-
ulantly says, it was just resent-

Despite its veneer
impressionism, t
book in intention On one level
Naipaul is the late Z0th-century
heir of Henrv MacKenzie, who
in The Man of Feeling (1771)
averred that “*everv noble feeling
rises within miel eviery beal of my
heart awakens a virfuel--but it
will make vou hate the world!
No...I can hate nothing; but as
to the world-—I pity the men of
it.”

That thes¢ men happer to be
brown or black is no inconven-
ience on ancther level. They are
to be flogged for not being Eur-
opeans, and if this is a political
pasttime useless to them, it is
eminently useful for anyone
plotting to us:z Rapid Deploy-

3f personal
a political

- ment Forces agaias: ‘‘Islam.”’

But Naipaul isn’t a politician.
He’s just a writer. |

Edward W. Said is professor of
English at Columbia University
and author, most recently of
Covering Islam.
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The FBI and Martin Luther
King, Jr. o

By David Garrow :

Norton, 311 pp., $15.95

By Chuck Fager

This book is as important for
what it is-as for what it says.
Among other things, it is an in-
dication of just how much we
stand to lose if the current con-
gressional and administration
assaults on the First Amendment
and the Freedom of Information
Act are successful. It has already
been the target of Bureau at-
tempts at suppression, including
possible bribe offers and veiled
threats of legal action.

What it says is that the FBI
unleashed and unexamined is a
very dangerous institution. What
it also says, for the first time
candidly, is that Dr, Martin Lu-

ther King’s personal vices played -

into the worst aspects of the
FBI’s bureaucratic pathologies,
with tragic results both for him
and for the civil rights move-
ment.

No wonder that the first print-
ing of more than 20,000 copijes is
already gone. Garrow and Nor-

ton may even have one of that
rare - species, a scholarly best-
seller, on their hands.

David Garrow is not an activ~
ist or a reporter but a scholar,
with-a Duke Ph.D. and a string
of fellowships to prove it. He is
young-looking, mild-mannered
and normally occupied with the
teaching grind of a junior faculty
member in the political science
department at the University of

North Carolina at Chapel Hill, -
- His major scholarly project, an

analytical chronicle of Dr.
King’s career, is, he says, to be
published by Yale University
Press in 1983. His first book,
Protest at Selma, looked at an-

. other aspect of the same subject,

His research came inevitably to
consider the FBI’s role, because
the Bureau was almost a con-
stant in Dr. King’s life, at least
for his last seven years.

Garrow wandered down trails
of evidence and interviews that
led to the book’s sensational dis-
closures of the identities of sev-
eral longtime FBI and CIA secret
agents. These include two bro-
thers, Jack and Morris Childs,
who made up the FBI’s most
prized and closely guarded

-

Why the FBI spied on King

source of information in the
Communist Party in the past
quarter century.

It was in hopes of preventing
these disclosures that the FBI
tried to stop publication of the
book. During the last 12 months
Garrow was repeatedly visited by
FBI counterintelligence agents,
one of who asked him whether
he would be willing to forget
about the book for $100,000.
Garrow says his only response
was a guffaw, whereupon the
agent upped the figure to
$250,000. When Garrow kept
laughing, the suggestion was
dropped. More recently, the FBI
sent agent Michael Steinbeck, a
Headquarters Counterintelli-
gence Unit chief, down to Chap-
el Hill to try again. Steinbeck
pointed out to Garrow that un-
der the provisions of the Intelli-
gence Identities Protection Act,
now in Congress and expected to
pass, his disclosure of ‘‘Solo”’
Childs and the others would con-
stitute a felony worth a big fine
and up to five years behind bars.
(The FBIl:has refused comment
on these assertions.)

Since this proposal is not yet
law, however, Garrow was not

deterred. He is now amused at
reports from Washington book-
sellers that the Bureau has since
bought about 400 copies. But he
is keenly aware of the impact
that the Intelligence Identities
bill could have on his and other
future work, calling it ‘‘a major
impediment to all serious schol-
arly work concerning the FBI
and the CIA.” _

The proposal to exempt these
agencies from the Freedom of
Information Act, also before
Congress with administration
support, would make such works
as his simply impossible. Garrow
interviewed a pack of former
FBl agents, to flesh out and
make sense of the often heavily
censored files he got from the
Bureau. But, he said, ‘‘you can’t
write something solid on a source
like Solo without the files to
back it up. Without them you’re
just depending on the memories
of 20 old guys, and that’s not
enough.’’ He also points out that
not many scholarly analyses of
the FBI have yet been done.
Most books are either journalis-
tic accounts based on more limit-
ed data, or memoirs, friendly
and unfriendly, by former

- agents. Garrow believes there are

ca

-
=

plenty of other stories like those
of the FBI’s work against King
waiting to be ¢hronicled, analyz-
ed and understood.

The paranoid spy. X

It is wunderstanding, after all,

that Garrow is really about. Solo

and the other disclosures, useful

as they are in selling books, are

incidental to this purpose. Why, -
he is asking, did the FBI develop

such a fixation with spying on

and trying to destroy Dr. King?

What accounts for the shifting
focus of this attention, from sup-
posed communist influences on
King in 1962-63, to a determina-
tion to ‘“‘expose’’ his extracurri-

FBI agents
tried to bribe
the author
into dropping
his research.

cular sex activities in 1964-65, to
concern over his increasingly
radical politics in the last two
years of his life?
Garrow believes that the per-
- sonal passions of Hoover and his
close aides and the structure of
the Bureau, while significant, do
not fully explain the agency’s
vendetta against King and other
dissidents. Instead, he argues
that the FBI embodies and repre-
sents what historian Richard
Hofstadter identified as ‘‘the
paranoid style in American poli-
* tics,”” a. deep-rooted and recur-
ring strain of hostility to people
whose race, behavior patterns or
political views-challenge conven-
.tional.norms. -

Garrow says that “‘the Bureau
actually was more a reflection of
American beliefs and society
than it was either the product of
idiosyncratic individuals or..a
unique institutional structure....
American popular thought long
has had strong themes of nativ-
ism, xenophobia and ethnocen-

Merit

% tricism. These very same quali-

S ties were writ large in the FBI.”’
5 He quotes Harvard’s James Q.

EWilson, one- of the few other

scholars who has looked closely
at the bureau, as affirming that
“‘throughout virtually all of
Hoover’s administration, the
mission of the FBI was fully con-
sistent with public expectations,
beliefs, and values.”’ (This analy-
sis is in my view further corrob-.
orated by Ronald Reagan’s swift
pardon of the FBI agents con-
victed of doing a black bag job
on Daniel Ellsberg’s psychia-
trist.)

King, Garrow argues further,
went against this conventional
grain on all three major points.
The FBI first began intensive
surveillance of his activities be-
cause of his friendship with the
late Stanley Levison, a white
New York businessman. The
Bureau regarded Levison as a
“‘communist influence’’ on King.
and tapped the New Yorker’s
phone for years. Garrow, how-
ever, exhaustively reviewed sum-
maries of hundreds of bugged
conversations between Levison
and King, during which Levison
rarely sounded much more radi-
cal than, say, George McGovern
in 1972.

Yet there was a basis for the
Bureau’s concern, Garrow dis-
covered. In the early 1950s, he
writes, Levison had been deeply
involved in the affairs of the
American Communist Party, to
the point of participating in the
financial transactions involving
a secret Soviet subsidy to its U.S.



subsidiary. But Levison abruptly
dropped out of Party activities
around 1935, before he became
friends with King. Thereafter he
sicadfastly denled to anyone
who asked ever having had any
such conuections. This included
King, who inguired after being
warned by both Robert angd John
Kennedy that Levison was a per

son of “subversive” 7
tious, Levison lied to King, Gur-
rison says, as he led to oth
Since the informat
shout Levison’s communi -
tivities was zll gathered thuough
Solo, the Bureau and the X
nedys refused to offer King
evidence to back up their charpes
against Levison, in order i :
tect their source. But with
cvidence, King chosc to beligve
his friend over the Bweav and
the Kennedys,

Later, however, Dr. King's
own views and programs became
wmore radical., e came
sirongly against the Vietnam
war, he spoke more often of the
need for “‘revolutionary” change
in American society if justice and
cquality for blacks were to be es-
tablished. Eis last planned serie
of demonstrations, the Pacr
Peoples Campaign in the sum-
mer of 1968, was intended to go
beyond earlier efforts both in s
demands and the level of disrup-
tive tactics, The VBRI, without
forgetting Levison, monitored
this evolution and sent & steady
stream of reports about it te the
increasingly beseiged Johnson
White House,
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*‘Lively episodes.”
But it was King’s sexual activities
that provoked the most intense
FBI reaction, and moved the
Bureau to its repeated sfforte to
destroy King, both personally
and professionally. The nadir of
this campaign came in D3¢
1964, as King was on b
Norway ¢ accept the
Peace Prize.

™
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Neel
Il was 3 psckage
sent to him anonymously, con-

taining 4 fape of ‘‘nighlights”
from varicus of his escapades as
recorded by hidden microphones,
plus an unsigned letter written by
the late Willlam Sullivan, fhen
Assistant Irector. These ex-
cerpts make chilling resding sven
17 years latci:

King, in view of your low
grade, I will not dignify your
Hame with either a M. ur ¢ Rev-
erend or o Doctor,... King, inok
inle your fieari, You kacw you
are a complete fraud gng ¢ great
liability to ull of us Negroes...,
King, like all frauds your esd is
approaching. . Your ‘hownceary’
degrees, your Nobel Prize {what
a grim farce) and other swards
will not save you. King, I repeat,
you are done.... The Armerican
public, the church organizations
that have been helping.. will
know you for what you are—an
evil, abnormai beast. Soc will
others who have buacked you.
You are done.

King, there is only one thing
left for you to do. You inow
what it is..,. You are done. There
is but one way oul for you. You
betrer take it before your filthy,
ubnormal, fraudulent self is
bared to the nation.

But confrary to Suilivan’s ex-
pectations, the package did not
lead King to comuit suicide. It
did not even break up his mar-
riage, though he and Mzs. King
apparently listened to the tape
together. But it did send King in-
to a deep depression, and feel-
ings of guilt over what ke inter-
preted as “a wariing from
God.’” Once he recoversd, how-
ever, he rosumed Ais sursuit of

what Garvow rather gliiptically

calls “*lively zpisodss™ with as
much abandon as befere,
Continued 37 page 23
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Panorama of feminism

Woman’s Worth: Sexual
Economics and the World
of Women

By Lisa Leghorn and Katherine
Parker

Routledge & Kegan Paul, 356 pp.,
$24.95 hardcover; $12.95 paper

Subject Women: Where Women
Stand Today—Politically, Econ-
omically, Socially, Emotionally

By Ann Qakley )

Pantheon Books, 406 pp., $17.95
hardcover; $7.95 paper

By Annette Kolodny

At a time when many of the
policies associated with Reagan-

Exploitation
of women’s
work is an
international
phenomenon.

L ]
omics threaten to decrease wom-

en’s participation in the nation’s
paid workforce, Woman’s Worth
demystifies economic theory by
making two simple points: What-
ever the cultural milieu or official
economic system, women’s work
—whether paid or unpaid—con-
tributes significantly to the *‘pro-
duct” and “value” of any society,
but ““women rarely benefit {from]
or share in the wealth they have
produced.”

And at a time when the fragile
gains of the last dozen years of the
American women'’s movement are
being eroded, Subject Women re-
minds us that even the most ad-
vanced of the European feminist
theorists still look to America,
both as a repository of research
and as a laboratory for strategy
and method,

Read together, the books are at
once sobering and frightening. So-
bering because, as Leghorn and
Parker indicate in their cross-cul-
tural perspective, the exploitation
of women’s labor is a pervasive
and virtually unquestioned phen-
omenon all across the world. And
frightening because, as Oakley

makes clear, despite the illusion of
slow but steady improvement in
countries like England and the
U.S.—in the courts, in education
and through legislation—English
and American women have made
only sporadic, erratic progress to-
ward achieving equality with men.

1t is difficult to read either book
and come away optimistic about
any improvement in the status of
womeri, at home or abroad. It is
equally difficult to come away
without a renewed sense of the
sanity of such a course. One might
quibble, for example, with the
naivete informing Leghorn’s and
Parker’s speculative, utopian vis-
ion of “‘a consciously fernale-val-

ue-centered”” economic organiza-
tion, There is insufficient evidence
to accept their notion that women
from different cultures share simi-
lar values, such as anti-war or
~onservationist sentiments. None-
theless, the closing section on
“The Economy of the World of
Women”’ at least posits an attrac-
tive and survival-oriented range of
alternatives “‘toward a fundamen-
tally transformed...world” and,
no less important, it offers a spec-

* trum of tried and workable strat-

egies for initiating such change.
Qakley’s study by contrast es-
chews programs for change or ide-
ological guidebooks for defining
(and doing away with) the evils of
patriarchy. Instead, she ends by
insisting that we comprehend the
complexity implied by the ques-
tions, ‘“‘How are women oppress-
ed?’’ and ‘““‘Are women oppress-
ed?” These guestions, she persua-
sively argues, “*have different and
ambiguous answers depending on
where you are looking at that par-
ticular moment. Both men, in the
guise of husbands, fathers and
breadwinners, and capitalism, in
the sense of a mode of production
that gives rise to a certain division
of class interests, can be held re-
sponsible for the habit of accord-
ing women a second-class status,
Because men can be individualized
whereas capitalism can’t be, men
are the more immediately blame-
able of the two enemies.” ‘“Yet in
communist countries,’’ she con-
tinues, ‘‘it is neither the simple
failure to realize the full flow-
ering of the classless society, nor
an abundance of unadulterated

women ‘‘demands a new language

male sexism that can be held solely
responsible for the emergence of
subversive feminist movements.”
Fer her, the two are always ‘‘link-
ed.” Therefore, Oakley argues, it
is feminism’s peculiar challenge to
understand the many-faceted link-
ages between institutionalized,
systemic oppression and indi-
vidual behavior or attitudes in
any culture or society.

Feminist fictions.

Even so—and unlike Leghorn and
Parker—Qakley shies away from
contemmplating the new society
such change might generate. All
she will assert is that the rise of

and new structures of thought to
gestate a completely different so-
ciety.”” That *‘different society,”
however, “‘exists at the margins of
our imagination,” and to ap-
proach it, Oakley swerves from
data and analysis to ‘fiction.”
Her closing paragraphs comprise

a brief survey of recent feminist

science fiction by Joanna Russ,

Marge Piercy.

Oakley takes heart from feminist science fictior such as that of
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can. Tomy mind, this is a strange
way for an otherwise astute Euro-
pean social theorist to end a book
about contemporary Euro-Ameri-
can feminism.

Besetting both books are infeli-
cities of style and the lack of depth
that comes from aftempting any
panoramic overview. (The full title
of Oakley’s boek gives some indi-
cation of just how nuch she has
attempted tc pul Detween two
covers.) The pursuit of compre-
hensiveness also leads to a diffus-
ion of central “ocus. This is partic-
ularly true of Sudject #omen,
where the reader is often hard-
pressed to determine if Cekley has
any centra. orgarizing thesis.
Women’s Work maintains a clear-
er focus throughout. But even
here analysis zets lost amid a wel-
ter of (ofter fascinating) anec-
dotes from Morocco or India, or
work songs fromi African tribal
women. Each, however, offers a
valuable and accessible introduc-
tion to economic, political, socie-
tal and personal issues now being

P e —————

debated within the international
women’s movenient.,

Of the two, Osgkley’s is the
more original work, stamped by
the personality and scciological re-
search interests of the author, but
nonetheless making excellent use
of work by other feminists in a
variety of fields. Leghorn and
Parker are mor= derivativ

{0

Ursula LeGuin and Marge Piercy.

The problem, of course, is that
none of these writers—despite
their other excellences—point to
realistic solutions to pressing
and immediate problems. As a
result the prospects for change,
in Qakley, are equated with a
leap of the imagination into the
fantasy of a possible future. It is
a bold demand for imaginative
vision within the women’s move-
ment but, at the same time, a dis-
appointing prognosis. Equally un-
expected is the fact that all three
science fiction writers are Ameri-

ticly drawing together the work of
economists, anthropologists, poets
and novelists. Feminist analysis
has always used the work of other
women, declaring itself a com-
munal enterprise. The footnotes
of Leghorm and Parker and the
bibliography of Oakley testify to
the wealth of work already done.
These books also indicate that
much more yet remains to be
done. =n

- Annetre Kalodny teaches English

and women'’s studies at the Uni-
versity of New Hampshire.

Steve Kagon
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POPULAR MUSIC

Diaspora of

By Bruce Dancis

Roots.

Joni Haastrup & the Afrikans
haven't yet reached the Keystone
Berkeley stage, but their show

has already begun. Nine men

walk in a line through the crowd,
chanting, slapping drums, shak-
ing maracas and sekere, making
the traditional rhythms of West
Africa. The rhythms continue
when they climb up on the stage,
but now some band members are
picking up or sitting behind
musical instruments that are
associated with a decidedly dif-
ferent culture—electric guitar
and bass, synthesizer and electric
piano, trumpet, saxophone and
a modern rock drum Kkit.

The music that ensues is start-
lingly distinctive, yet at the same
time irresistibly danceable and
filled with' familiar reference
points. African polyrhythms re-
main at the music’s core, but un-
der the skilled leadership of
Haastrup—who sings, dances
and performs on a variety of
drums and percussive instru-
ments—the band easily incor-
porates elements from reggae,
calypso, jazz, rock, funk and
Afro-Latin music, as well as the

modern West African sounds of
-~ highlife and-Afrobeat. ;

At a time when Western musi-
cians as diverse as-Herbie Han-

.cock, Talking Heads and Mick

Fleetwood are exploring African
music, Haastrup is tracing the

" evolution of the music from his

birthplace, Nigeria, to the music
created by Africans spread all
over the world by the slave trade.
He calls his music ‘*Afro-root.”
Joni Haastrup’s personal his-
tory is nearly as remarkable as
his musical project. Haastrup
was born in Nigeria in 1947,
growing up as a prince in a royal
family. ‘*‘My ancestors originally
came from Ife, which, according
to the history that I know, was
the first city in West Africa and
said to be one of the first cities in
the world.” His great-grand-’
father was a king, and Haastrup
was raised in a palace. As a
youngster, he was taught tradi-
tional music and dance, learning
from the drummers and dancers

who often entertained the pal--

ace, and he sang in a church
choir. 4

Haastrup’s first exposure to
Western music occurred in the
late *50s, when records by artists
such as Sam Cooke came into
Nigeria via England. As a teen-
ager, he broke with family tradi-
tion by leaving the palace and
joining a traditional dance
troupe. In 1963, when the
Beatles were helping to spread
rock music throughout the
world, Haastrup formed his first
rock band.

Although electric instruments
had been introduced i Nigeria
during the late ’40s or early ’50s,
Haastrup remembers that he
‘‘was one of the few boys in the
country who was then inquisitive
enough to get involved with
Western music. I could locate in
Western music a lot of rhythms
that sounded like what I under-

stood traditionally, rhythmical-

ly. This really attracted me, like

some of the things that Chuck
Berry was doing. I felt that this
music must have evolved from
here, from what I was doing at
that time,
tional.”’

Wide exposure.

By 1966 Haastrup started sing-
ing soul music, in his words,
“to copy James Brown and Otis
Redding.”” He became extreme-
ly popular, recording his first
record and winning various
competitions to become ‘‘Best

Soul Singer’” in Nigeria. In _

1969, while on his way to a com-

petition to determine who was -

‘‘Soul Brother Number One’’ in
West Africa, Haastrup met Gin-
ger Baker—an encounter that
would change his life.

Baker was then one of the
most famous rock drummers in

which was. tradi-

‘When one drum talks, the other responds, ** says Joni Haastrup

e drum

been a major influence on David

‘Byrne of ‘Talking Heads) intro-

duced Baker to traditional
drummers and exposed him to a
wide range of African rhythms
in Nigeria and Ghana.
Haastrup’s nine months with
Baker, during which Joni helped
Air Force fuse African rhythms

.into rock, gave him the oppor-

tunity to play with outstanding
mausicians such as Steve Win-

wood and Graham Bond. The

experience conviniced Haastrup
“‘to not go back to copying soul

music or rock music like I used

to do. It made me more confi-
dent in deciding to be original.”
During the ’70s, Haastrup,

who now lives in the Bay Area,

returned several times to Nigeria
to record albums, one of which,
Dawn of Awareness (1975), was
released in the U.S. on Capitol

contributed to, in Joni’s words,

“his “‘enlightenment.”’

- “It’s an ambition on my,part

%40 try to explain to peopl hat I

have discovered in “the
relatxonshnp of nmaﬂ_ ‘er the
£ e says. Haas-
a-band so he
can go on stage “and actually
project this evolution, the way it
started from one man and his
drum—the drum being the first
musical instrument that the Afri-
can used both in communication
and celebration.’” When the chil-
dren of Africa were forcibly
taken to different parts of the
world, Haastrup continues, ‘‘go-
ing with them were these
rhythms and songs in. their
minds. Some of them have for-
gotten, through the pressures of
their experience, what the actual
things were. But one way or
another, they’ve been able to re-
tain traces of it.”’
In their songs, Haastrup and

Haastrup,

a Nigerian
prince, grew
up listening to
Sam Cooke.

musicians . express their own
thoughts. Flowing out of Ja-
maican Keith Jones’ bass are-
riffs based on reggae, calypso
and funk, while in guitarist Mar-
vin Boxley and keyboardist
Muziki, one can hear the influ-

eence of such musicians as Carlos

Santana and Herbie Hancock.

. Similarly, sax player Bazuki and

trumpeter Marty Payne are ob-
viously well-grounded in jazz
and rock.

For Haastrup, these talents
and influences not only help es-
tablish his main musical point,
but also ‘‘make it easier for the
listener to digest. If you hear the
guitarist and he plays something
that sounds like what you under-
stand—like Jeff Beck or Carlos
Santana—[you might say] he
plays really good. In that way,
while you are doing that, sub-
consciously you are also digest-
ing the polyrhythmic effects that
we are sending across to you
under that thing he’s doing.”’

Judging from the extremely
enthusiastic response Haastrup
& the Afrikans have received at
Bay Area clubs during the past
few months, their musical
message appears to be taking
hold. In fact, Joni finds the
awareness of Bay Area fans
nothing short of amazing. Haas-
trup has nearly finished work on
a new album, recorded at Dif-
ferent Fur Studio on San Fran-

He traces the
Sflow of poly- -
rhythms along
routes of the
slave trade.

the world, having recently star-
red with Cream and Blind Faith.
Visiting Nigeria for the first time
in order to study African
rhythms, Baker was brought by
a local journalist to a nightclub
to hear some local bands. Haas-
trup was in attendance and was
called up on stage by the per-
forming band to sing two songs,
the Beatles’ ““Hey Jude’ and Sly
Stone’s “‘Sing A Simple Song.”’
On the spot, Baker asked Haas-
trup to join his new group, Air
Force. Joni and two friends (in-
cluding Fela Ransome-Kuti, a
popular singer who has recently

Records. He also performed on
LPs by Taj Mahal and Hugh
Masekela. Over the years, Joni
affirmed his belief that much of
the music and culture of the
world evolved from Africa; in
terms of tradition and cultural

awareness, Haastrup even saw .

many similarities between Africa
and Japan, China and India. In
this period, he also developed
what he calls his “‘political
awareness.”’

““From the first time I stepped
out of the palace and saw the
world outside,”’ he says, “‘I was
able to see that being inside the
palace was some Kind of fantasy
that I didn’t need to be enslaved
to. I was exposed to the fact that
some people have been oppress-
ed in different areas of the
world, and some other people
have been the oppressors. People
should be able to live just as
human beings and not live as
somebody’s subject.”’ The So-
weto uprising in South Africa in

1977, 1di Amin’s rule in Uganda

and the civil war in Eritrea all

his band begin with the initial
role of the drum as communica-
tor: ““When one drum talks, the
other drum responds.” Thus,
African rhythms and polyrhy-

"thms take on human functions—

question and answer, call and re-
sponse.

“On top of that question and
answer between two drums,’’ he
explains, ‘‘there’s other drums
that also have something to say.
But they wouldn’t be saying it at
the same time with you or me;
they have to say it at their own
different time. So if you have
four drums, you would have
criss-cross rhythms: one would
be the caller, one would be the
responder, and the other two
would be the intercepters.”

Once the drummers—Haas-
trup, C.K. Ladzekpo and Mod-
dy (on congas and African tradi-
tional drums) and Ahuma (on
Western or ‘‘trap’’ drums)—es-
tablish their churning rhythmic
bottom, which itself is adaptable
to a multitude of styles even
within a single song, the other

cisco’s Berry Street. Once the al-
bum is released, he intends to
pursue a dream he has had for a
long time—to make a world tour
with his band that would include
Africa, Europe, Japan and
North America. '

Such a tour would not only
demonstrate the interconnec-
tions of much of the world’s
music, but would have a broader
goal as well. “*I see this band,”’
Haastrup explains, ‘‘as an
educational medium for the
whole world—including Afri-
cans in Africa. Music is our on-
ly common language. In this
music we can locate one
another; we can identify one
another. In that way, we can
show that we are all existing in
the same one conceptual world,
except that politics makes it all
look different. This is the real
purpose of this band.”’ ]
Bruce Dancis’ music criticism
has appeared, among other
places, in Billboard, the San
Francisco Bay Guardian and In
These Times.



Wajda

Continued from page 24
documentary Workers '‘80—the
moment-by-moment strike neg-
otiations at the bargaining table
filmed by Polish film students
in concert with Solidarity—
actually works against the {ilm.
Andrze; Gwiarda and Walesa
demand of the vice-premier why
people have been arrested with-
out charges.

The interchange is more elec-
trifying and revealing of the re-
lationship the movie develups
than any singie confrontation
between the fictional charac-
ters. When Walesa appears, with
his energy and dedication, he
wipes other characters off the
screen. The street footage—-both
genuine and reconstrucicd—
from 1968 and 1970 has more
fascination than the biow-up
between father and son over the
protests.

Wajda may have let the ex-
citeiment of evenis overiake
him, The film was produce:d in
record time. Ifc has said since
its release that he would like to
re-edit it for aesthetic reasons,
but no one will ict him because
“Evoryone sees himself in the
film, and feels that any out is
taking out something cathartic
that must be sgid.”” One velieran
of a protest movemeni said that
the film is “*like a touched-up
wedding portrait—the way we
imagine ourseives at the mo-
ment of our wedding.”

What is wrong with the movie,
in part, is what is wrong with
photos like that. i{’s & lit’fe too
pat, a little too rightecus. The
heroic worker’s son reincarnates
his father’s saintly innocence, his
almost apolitical purity. He re-
jects inteflectuality along with
elitism, refusing a cellege educa-
tion because ‘‘I’ll have more to
lose” if he gets his degrue. He
converts to his cause ihe young
filmmaker, showing her a higher
vocation than her art,

That’s a surprising position
for a filmmaker who tradition-
ally has focused on the impor-
tance of producers of images, art
and information, This is the lat-
est of Wajda’s films muking a
journalisi the protagonisi. Both

fan of Marble and Withiout An-
esthesia concerned ihe courage
and persecution of journalists.
Here, though, Wajda himself
szems to be afflicted wih doubt
about the rolc of media pro-
cueers in social movements.

Wajda’'s driven fiinmaker of
Idan of Marble has “mellowed,”’
she tells Winkiel, (Actzelly, you
fecl a little relieved to hear this,
after enduring her nearly patho-
logical intensity porirayed so
relenticssly in the earlier film.)
She assures him thaf she learned,
through working &5 &% organi-
zer, that there are more impor-
tant things than filmmaking. She
has been freed of her ambition.

Wajda was recently guoted in
the New York Times Magazine
as sharing that opinion. He
criticized himself for oot having
signed a petition protesting the
writing of the Communist Party
into a central position in the
1976 Constitution (he was afraid
Man of Marble would not get
finished if the government took
action against sigpmers.) “‘I
should have signed.”” he said,
“‘and I can never forgive myself.
I have learved a iot sizce August
1980...the same lesson as the
young filinmaker from Man of
Marble-+hat meayue making
films isn’t the mos! important
thing in the worid.””

But it 4as been something
close to that for Wajda for more

Tomczyk’s friends restrain him during his rebellious student days.

than 30 years of an internation-
ally-celebrated career as film-
maker, leader in the Polish film-
making establishment and teach-
er of filmmaking, although he
has always also dedicated him-
self to freedom of expression,
His realization that filmmaking
may not be the most important
thing in life comments on the

_profundity of the shock to estab-

lished values that the Solidarity
process has had.

Nonetheless this realization
gets uncomfortably close, in
Man of Marble, to anti-intellec-
tualism-—unless the intellectuals
can marry into the working class.
Wajda destroys Agnieska’s film
career in order to save her.

Perhaps this device seems
more crude here than it does
there, however., In a bureau-
cratic society careerism is what
narrow profit-mongering is to a
capitalist one. In a Cineaste in-
terview last year Wajda pointed
out that in the absence of the
chance to ‘“*become a celebrity’’
that the West offers, advancing
one’s career means ‘‘invariably
to stoop to rotten deals and
swinish behavior.”

Wajda has other problems in
telling this story. How to chroni-
cle the victory, especially when
you are a member of the intellec-
tual elite, without sounding
sanctimonious or aggrandizing
someone else’s struggle? Thisisa
historical moment when the pos-
ition of the protagonist in Man
of Marble—the eager truth-
seeker outside official reality—is
no longer necessary.

Wajda’s solution—putting
the doubting Thomas in the
center—obscures the problem,
but doesn’t solve it. It makes of
Winkiel a blurry window on
other people’s dramas; his per-
sonality becomes more in-
distinct the more we learn
through him. And all around
the confused, tired alcoholic
is a psychologically oversimple
world: heroic dissenters, evil of-
ficials. The good guys win—so
far.

The sharpest criticism of the in-
tellectual elite seems traditionally
to come, in Poland, from film-
makers. Some of the courageous
young filmmakers whose work
has come to Western attention
since August 1980 (in Mother
Jones and Cineaste, Daniel
Bickley called it the ‘‘cinema of
moral dissent,”” noting that film-
makers function as a kind of
public conscience that seems
unimaginable here) were trained
‘by Wajda. Films like Man of
Marble and those of Krysztof
Zanussi expressed and mobilized
public dissent before Solidarity.

As far back as 1929 a group of
Polish filmmakers asserted that
“film must be socially useful.”
They established the Polish film
school in 1947, When Gomulka
came to power in 1956 their
dream of a ““director’s cinema”
(rather than a cinema controlied
by producers for profit or by
government for propaganda)
moved closer to reality with the
setting up of three-year-long
training groups centered around
veteran directors. The veterans
ran interference with the govern-
ment and maintained artistic au-
tonomy from each other. These
units have accounted for a varie-
ty of styles and have been a con-
tinuous source of new film-
makers,

Since Solidarity, Polish film-
makers have played a crucial role
in the democratizing process.
The importance of cameras at

the strike negotiations—as a
public, broadcast witness to the
government’s behavior—is clear
from the interchanges that the
filmmakers capture in Workers
’80.

. Documentaries have been the
most exciting new development
in Polish film, from reactions at
the two latest Gdansk film festi-
vals. Workers *80 was rushed at
the last minute to the 1980 fes-
tival, where, with a handful of
other documentaries, it became
the talk of the festival. This year
a series of documentaries was
scheduled, including 100 Days,
chronicaling the construction of
the Gdansk monument to the
workers who died in the 1970
strikes and with conflict-filled
footage from the Solidarity con-
vention. Also shown this year
was Peasants 81, also done by
Polish film school students with
Solidarity. Peasants ‘81 follows
the formation of Rural Solidari-
ty from the beginning meetings
to the signing of a government
agreement with the farmers.

Although both Workers ’80
and Peasants ‘81 were made
through the Documentary Film
Group of the Polish film
school, the Group has refused
to acknowledge either. But
Solidarity bought both films and
has used them widely, (Workers
‘80 is in international distribu-
tion as well.) The documentaries
tend to look rough, but they
don’t need polish—the drama is
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all there in the action.

That kind of success, of
course, only makes more impor-
tant the question of the emerg-
ing relationship between in-
tellectuals and workers. So
much so, in fact, that Gdansk
film festival participants this
vear joked about the documen-
tary they want to see next year:
Intelligentsia '82.

The possibilities for filmmak-
ers in Poland today are breath-
takingly open. This is a country
where you can use the resources
of a state-fundec film unit to
produce and distribute a film
sharply critical of the state. Wa-
jda’s film openly indicts the
government for sabotage, dirty
tricks, smear carapaigns, police
raids and murder of unarmed
protesters—not ¢ven to discuss
his ever-present references to
bureaucratic privilege and
favoritism .

Auditing the government.
Wajda has had equal success in
boldly raising administrative
issues. At the 1980 festival he
and others last year accused the
government of sleight of hand in
counting ticket receipts. This
year the charges were harsher
and proposals more dramatic.

Members of the Association
of Polish Filmmakers and the
Solidarity filmmakers union
formed a ‘‘Committee to Save
the National Cinematography*’
to demand basic reforms, and
government officials serving on
the Gdansk Film Festival Com-
mittee calmiy heard their com-
plaints,

As president of the associa-
tion, Wajda charged that the
government could and might
stop Polish film in its tracks by
not releasing to filmmakers the
funds generated by Polish film
profits, Filmmakers, he said,
also lack raw materials, especial-
ly stock. Finally, Film Polski,
the film distribution unit, runs a
short-term profit organization,
with no concern for getting qual-
ity films to an international pub-
lic.

The Association with Solidar-
ity hunted this year for coproduc-
tion and codistribution arrange-
ments with foreigners, which
would force Film Polski to com-
pete with outsiders for control
over Polish films. Wajda further
demanded that profits from
Man of Iron be re-invested in
film production. Most basicaily,
filmmakers demanded that film
production be self-governing
and seif-financing. According to
a Variety report, that demand
was generally seen as pie-in-the-
sky, but Wajda was happy with
the vision of filmmakers having
even S0 percent access to the
funds generated from profits of
their films.

The Poles are now in the uni-
que position of having a well-
developed film industry and
trained filmmakers at a time of
social transformation. Man gf
Iror is only one of the many
possibilitics at this hectic mo-
ment, With all its uneasy posi-
tions, it’s as much a promise of
change as it is a retrospective of
victory. =
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Decline

Continued from page 16
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fect be as dramatic in the prospering-

Sunbelt as in the slumping North, be-
cause many Sunbelt cities lack an indus-
trial infrastructure capable of accommo-
dating an onrush of private investment.
Houston, for instance, doesn’t have a
mass transit system, and Dallas’ sewage
system is already inadequate.

Reagan’s other means of holding down’

inflation and disciplining labor is by re-
straining money supply growth. But this

- policy also has disastrous longterm con-

sequences. Higher interest rates discour-
age domestic investment making consum-
er loans and small business loans more
difficult to procure. They also raise the
value of the U.S: dollar and therefore re-
duce the competitiveness of American
exports. At the same time, the overval-
ued dollar encourages multinationals,

who are not dependent on external fin--

ancing, to invest their funds overseas.
Reagan’s foreign policy is similarly
self-defeating. The international conse-

‘quences of his domestic economic poli-

cies—higher interest rates and therefore

- increased debt payments in the third

world, recession in Western Europe, and
the higher dollar-denominated oil prices
—have already alienated American allies.
His confrontational posture toward the
Soviet Union increases the distance be-
tween the U.S. and its NATO allies, who
view themselves as trapped uncomforta-
bly between the superpowers; his support
of unpopular anti-Communist dictators
in the less developed nations increases the
gulf between the U.S. and the European
strategies toward the third world.
Reagan’s policies enmesh the U.S. in
the vicious circle from which Carter’s
““‘doves’’ tried to extricate it. Economic
decline leads to international decline,
which leads to increased arms expendi-
tures, which leads to further decline and
to increased political dmsnons within the

- Western camp... -

In short, Reagan s economxc. mlhtary

- and diplomatic initiatives will worsen the

American situation. Viewed from an an-
alysis of what caused the decline of the
U.S. in the first place, Reagan’s solu-
tions appear to be repetitions of past er-
rors. Their widespread acceptance testi-
fies to some deep-seated irrationality
within the American pubhc and |ts cor-
porate elite.

The logic of decline.

A look at the way two past leaders of
world capitalism—the Dutch and the
British—dealt with their decline reveals
striking similarities to the American
case. (The Dutch parallel was suggested
by former In These Times managing edi-
tor Robert Shaeffer.) These similarities
help explain the seeming irrationality of
American policies and politics.

The Dutch reign over world capitalism
was brief: from about 1650 to 1700.
Dutch superiority had its basis in manu-
facturing—particularly, its textile and
shipbuilding industries—and the domi-
nant role in world trade that Dutch ships
and finance played.-According to British
historian Charles Wilson, the main rea-
son for the Dutch decline was the high
taxes citizens paid to finance the Dutch
army and navy, which in those tempes-
tuous times were responsible for defend-
ing not only Dutch territory, but also its
extended trade routes. The higher taxes,
exacted upon a population half the size
of England’s and a fourth the size of
France's, were translated into higher

wages for Dutch workers. One historian

estirates that Dutch wages were 16 per-
cent higher than English wages. Higher
wages and inflated prices squeezed the
profits of Dutch manufacturers, who
were increasingly undersold by the Brit-
ish and French. As Dutch manufacturing
stagnated, the Dutch turned increasingly
to trade and finance for revenue, thus be-
coming dependent on a still larger army
and navy, which required still higher
taxes, greater national debt and the vir-
tual strangulation of Dutch industry.

The British case fills in the picture.
British world supremacy, usually dated

from Napoleon’s defeat in 1815, was
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based both in superior manufacturmg—-

- -of textiles, iron and steel, coal and rail-

roads—and in world finance and trade.

: #’s industry began to lag be-
d Germany at the end of
the 19th century. The reason was that
British businessmen believed—correctly
—that it was more profitable to invest
therr profits overseas than 0. modermze

investments -abroad “bégan ‘o

those at home around 1870, according to

Eric Hobsbawn. As a result, Britain was
becoming ‘‘a parasrtnc gather than a com-
petitive economy,”*hvmg off the remains
of her empire.

The rise and fall of the U.S. after
World War Il parallels the Dutch and
British experience. Like the Dutch, the
U.S. undertook large defense expendi-
tures as leader of world capitalism.
-These expenditures contributed to the
decline of its industry. While one may

- argye about their size at any moment,

they were unavoidably larger than those
of its principal rivals. And these defense
expenditures now are one of the U.S.'s
few claims to leadership over world cap-
italism.

American industry also followed al-
though not as dramatncally, British in-
dustry’s practice of using its profits over-
seas rather than at home. Econoinist Ar-
thur MacEwan estimates that corporate
profits from overseas investment grew
‘from 12.2 percent of total corporate

~profits in 1960 to 23 percent in 1979,
American corporations that invested
overseas now naturally support policies
to preserve and enhance their invest-
ments abroad—for instance, monetary,
policies that increase the value of the
dollar.

These examples show a logic of de-
cline that affected the Dutch and the
British and is now affecting the U.S. The
present American policies—as ultimate-
ly self-defeating as they are—follow from
a certain hrstoncal necessity.

Imperial nostalgm.

There is also a special component to im-
_perial dechne that can be seen,jn. Bmam
“as well as in the U.S.—a nostaigfa for

past ways and past solutions. In the *20s,

Britain was still widely regarded as the

world’s leading capitalist country. In

1925,

took office on a pledge to restore the

British pound to its pre-World War 1

parity-with gold.

Opposition did not come from the La-
‘bor or Liberal Parties, but only from
economist John Maynard Keynes. Keynes
argued that Britain’s future depended on
its international financial position. Now
he pointed out that raising the value of
the pound would price British exports
out of the world market and force Brit-
ish manufacturers either to reduce wages
in order to reduce prices or to go out of

business. But the Tories, with Winston

Churchill as Chancellor of the Exche-
quer, went ahead with the revaluation.

The British revaluation led, as Keynes
predicted, to attempts to depress wages
and to the general strike of 1926. It also
helped cause the world depression of the
*30s. In 1931, the British finally went off
the gold standard.

The interesting thing about the British

decision is that while it would benefit

only the financial sector, it was support-
ed by labor and manufacturers as well.
One can guess that they were motivated
by political nostalgia that identified the
conditions of Britain’s past glory—the
superiority of its pound—with the im-
peratives of its recovery.

A similar process is at work in the U.S.
Reagan'’s economic policies—his promise
to. “‘get government off the backs of the
people’’—recalls pre-New Deal laissez-
faire conditions, while his pledge to re-
store American military superiority is an
attempt to recreate the world of the ’50s.
These policies will benefit only a tiny
number. of Americans, but they have
been embraced by small businessmen,
many workers, and even some unem-
ployed.

During the summer 1980, the AFL-
CI0 took a poll among its members that
revealed widespread support for laissez-
faire and Cold War notions. The poll

found that 65 percent of union members -

favored a balanced budget, 66 percent

the British Conservative Party -

-\-1;.-;*,-‘; -r.(),
.

thought there had been too much gov-
ernment regulation of business, 72 per-
cent.oppe yosed any reduction in military

Panama Canal treaties.

The missing left, )
One reason for this w1despread sapport-
is political nostalgia, but thes

other reasons why particular groups of
Americans support Ronald Reagan’s pol-
itics. American workers’ acceptance of
laissez-faire is largely the result of the
absence of an anti-capitalist left in the
U.S. This has allowed what historian
Louis Hartz called ‘‘Lockean liberalism”’

to persist into the 20th century among’
people who in Europe would have turned

to socialism or social democracy.

Even after the New Deal, most Ameri-
cans continued to view the economy-in
Lockean terms as a *‘state of nature” up-
on which the government intrudes, often
for worse. When economic ills arise, they
are more likely to blame the government
than business. To the extent that Ameri-
cans support certain kinds of state inter-
vention—from social security to wage-
price controls and rational health ‘insur-
ance—they do so piecemeal.

There is also another factor that makes
some Americans look right rather than
left. There is one important difference
between Britain in the 19th century and
the U.S. today. While Britain had to face
capitalist rivals, the U.S. not only has to
face other capitalist nations, but also a
growing socialist bloc.

The social systems of the “socxahst
nations have little in common  with
Marx’s ideal, which envisaged socialism
as the culmination of democracy and pol-
itical liberty. But these countries repre-
sent an embryonic threat to national and
international forms of capitalist organi-
zation. With the rise to power of social-

ist governments in democratic Western
- Europe, the threat becomes evenigreater.

The threat of world socialism is partly
responsible for the blind conservatism of
many American leaders. Even such rudi-
mentary state capitalist measures as
wage-price controls or public works are
seen as sigps toward socialism and are
resisted as such. Investment consultant
Alan Greenspan, the chairman of the
Council of Economic Advisors during
_the Ford administration and a key Rea-
gan advisor, expressed this during the
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1980 campaign. .

Referring to govemment investment
programs designed to provide employ-
ment Greenspan wrote, “‘Such policies
easily become self-justifying. 1t can
‘gued that private investment is
k and therefore centrally planned
government investment is needed to fill
the gap. But as central planning spreads,
private investment incentives atrophy
still more, justifying the initial premise
that more central planning is needed. At
the end of this path is a‘;egimented econ-
omy Yy

Greenspan’s warmngs are characteris-
tic of the way many businessmen and
policymakers view the world. Many had
misgivings about the particulars of Rea-
gan’s proposals—especially the tax cuts
—but they came to see the issue as the

defense of the free market and fell quick--

ly in line. )

There are alternatives being offered to
Reagan and the Republicans. Wall Street
Democrats like Felix Rohatyn and Hen-
ry Kaufmann have called for rudimen-
tary government planning. Left trade
unionists in the United Auto Workers,
the Machinists, and the American Feder-
ation of State, County, and Municipal
Employees advocate reductions in de-
fense spending, along with government
planning. But these voices remain mar-
ginal to the mainstream, which is dom-
inated, if not by Reaganism, then by the
broader free-market/Cold-War tenden-
cies that it represents.

In Britain, of course, the Conserva-
tives’ folly in 1925 led to the first installa-
tion of a Labour government. But the
rest of the story is less encouraging. The

" Labour government, lacking a real alter-

native, soon discredited itself, and Brit-
ain went through a depression and World
War 11 umder Conservative leadership.
And in 1981, Britain is still governed by a
politics rooted in its imperial past.
There are therefore reasons to fear that
even if Reagan fails to last more than
four years, Reaganism, in some form,
will be around a while longer, ‘and the
U.S. will contmue blindly on a downward
trajectory. e
This“artiele-fs based on a paper dellvered
July 31, 1981, to a symposium on “‘The
USA today’’ sponsored by the Instituto
de Investigaciones Sociales in Meéxico Ci-

ty. It will appear in an gnthology publtsh— -

ed by Siglo Veintiuno Editores.

Use the calendar to announce conferences,
lectures, films, events, etc. The cost is $20.00
for two insertions and $10.00 for each addi-
tional insert, for copy of 40 words or less (ad-
ditional words are 35¢ each). Payment must
accompany your announcement, and
"should be sent to the attention of Bill
Rehm.

ST.PAUL, MN

November 6

Fundraiser for In These Times' Fifth Anniver-
sary. Our Guest is James Weinstein, the Edi-
tor and Publisher. Join us for refreshments
and informal discussion. $5. 7-10 p.m. at Twin
Cities Friends Meeting House, 295 Summit
Ave. For more information call Becca Brack-
ett, (612)588-9532.

MINNEAPOLIS. MN

November 7-8

Farmer-Labor Association State Convention,
“Economic Democracy: Defining Our Vision™
—Speakers: Paul Welistone, author of “Pow-
erling,” Michae! Cassidy, L.eader, New Demo-
cratic Party Ontario, Sara Evans, author “Per-
sonal Politics,” Harry Boyte, author *Back-
yard Revolution,” James Weinstein, editor In
These Times. At Willey Hall, UMN., Mpls.
Campus, Registration $10. Contact: FLA 3200
Chicago Ave., S., Minneapolis, MN 55407,
(612)823-7081.

November 9-13

The Citizen Meritage Center will sponsor
“Reclaiming Our Culture and History,” an in-
tensive five-day session on use of cultural
and historical resources in effective citizen
action. Registration is limited to 25, on a
first-come basis. Contact: Citizen Heritage
Center, 2001 University Ave., S.E., Minnea
polis, MN 55414. (612)623-1800.

NEW YORK, NY

~ November 8
* Support the Polish workers! Join labor, anti-

war and social activists in an afternoon in
solidarity with Solidarity. Tadeusz-Kowalik, a
Polish economist serving on the National
Commission of Solidarity, will be a special
guest speaker. Other speakers include: Pete
Camarata, Barbara Garson, Michael Harring-
ton, C.L.R. James, Joanne Landy, Diane Lac-
ey, Conrad Linn, Sam Meyers, Grace Paley,
|.F. Stone and Paul Sweezy. Reception and
entertainment. Washington Irving High
School, 40 Irving Pl., New York, N.Y. From 26
p.m. $2.50 contribution. For more intormation
or advance tickets wiite: S.S.C., 99 State St.,
Brooklyn, NY 11201. Make checks payable to
Solidarity Support Campaign.

ANN ARBOR. MI

November 13-14

“Alternatives to Reaganomics.” A confer-
ence sponsored by Ann Arbor DSOC, fea-
turing John Conyers, Lee Webb, Randy
Barber, Karen Nussbaum, Zolton Ferency.
$5 registration, $2 for low income. DSOC,
c/lo Adams, P.O. Box 7373, Ann Arbor, Ml
48107, or call (313)662-6597.

WASHINGTON, DC

November 15-16

Women's Pentagon Action, Sunday—awom-
en’s gathering in Washington. Monday—a
demonstration including non-violent civil dis-
obedience at the Pentagon. Contact: WPA,
3601 Locust Street, Philadelphia, PA 19104,
(215)386-4876.

MILWAUKEE, WI

December 4-6

Mobilization for Survival’s National Con-
ference will take place Dec. 4, 5 and 6 in Mil-
waukee, Wisc. Join Holly Near, Holly Sklar,
Mel King and other activists in building a
movement for disamament, an end to nuc-
lear power and human needs. Cail (212)533-
0008 or (414)272-0961.
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ment, even without the FBI's ex-
ertions, contributed much to the
ill-concealed antagonisms among
civil rights leaders, especially be-
tween King and the NAACP's
Roy Wilkins.

Harm done.

But there is more to it than Gar-
row draws out. The necessity of
concealing King’s “lively epi-
sodes’’ from the many church
people with whom he was allied,
strongly reinforced the elitist ten-
dencies in his charismatic leader-
ship style. It also sowed deep
hostility toward King among the
militants of the Student Nonvio-
lent Coordinating Committee.
Further, King’s habits and
examples were imitated by
many in his circle. The resulting
miasma of sexual predation had
much to do with undermining
the morale and cohesiveness of
the civil rights movement’s key
cadre of activists. Other writers
(including myself in Selma 1965)
have shown how by the end of
the Selma campaign this cadre
was fragmented. And following

King’s murder in 1968, ali these
pestilential chickens came home
to roost with a vengeance in the
spectacular collapse of the Poor
Peoples Campaign, which fin-
ished off King’s organization,
the Southern Christian Leader-
ship Conference, as a significant
player on the national scene
barely four months after King
was buried.

At this level the story of King’s
career begins to approximate
classic tragedy. When fully and
sensitively told it will be the stuff
of powerful and moving narra-
tive. But Garrow has no such
self-conscious literary ambitions
here. His focus is a hard-headed
look at the Bureau and its rulers,
whose tawdry record in King’s
case hardly qualifies even as low-
grade melodrama. He ends the
book with a brief and penetrat-
ing critique of the recent efforts
to ‘“‘reform’’ the agency and (o
prevent the recurrence of such
vile episodes. These efforts, ke
argues, don’t have much chance
of longterm success unless the

Bureau’s isolation and the hom-

CLASSIFIED

ogeneity of its employees are
overcome. These objectives, in
turn, require that the Bureau’s
internal procedures, and particu-
larly its personnel practices, be
exposed to continued scrutiny by
informed outsiders. It is just
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such access, Himited as it now is,
which we are iz the process of
losing. E
Chuck Fager is ¢ Washington,
D.C., journalist who writes for
several nqtional giternative
weeklies.

CULTURE SHOCK

WAR GA MES

Because of the grow-
ing importance of
video displays in
new military hard-
ware the Army is
training soldiers with
commercial video

games. bomb “‘sniffer”” for
BEST OF THE [%géLVER packages for $2,500
WORST 2nd a bulletproof

The National Asso-

ciation of Crime
Victims' Rights is
looking for candi-
dates for America’s
Most Outstanding
Surviving Crime
Victim Family.
(Thanks to reader
John Kyper)

After the attempted
presidential assas-

tmatio'z stock in
security businesses,
already doing well,
soarcd. These days
you can take a
10-hour defensive
driviag course
against kidnapping
for $5C0, get a

Cadillac for
$125.000.

PUBLICATION

GAY COMMUNITY NEWS—Nation-
al weekly. News of Lavendar Lait;
internationa! gey news. Feminisy,
non-profit. $6/12 issues. GCN.
Dept. INT, 22 Bromfiald $i., Boston,
MA 02108.

NEED A SUBSCRIPTION? If you
don't have a subscription to IN
THESE TIMES, wihy not got one
now? Try IT7 ai our fow introduc-
fory rates—one yoar for only $19.85
or, six monthg for only $10.85! See
our ad in this week's issuo. Sub-
scribe today.

WILL 1T HAPPEN to Honald Rea-
gan? Read Stsve Max's pamphlet:
“Reagan's Economics and the Do-
struction of His Popular Support
in the Middle Class.” Steve Max is
curriculum dircctor of the Midwesi
Academy, 600 W. Fullerton, Chilca-
go, L 60614, $1.00, bulk rates avall-
abls,

HELP %«% EB

WRITER/EDITCR rogulred by small,
non-profit ageancy providing teehni-
cal asslstence in Third World coun-
tries. Jdob cumblnes writing grant
proposais, other fund-raising actlv-
ities and editing publications. Qual-
ifications include at ieast 4 years
experience of writlng and editing;
hands-on cxperience of publication

“*Radiation oa the Job: A
Manual for Health Care
Waorkers on Ionizing
Radiation” §7 op

is available from LLEP/CMRW,
1638-3 Haight Sirect, San Sran-
cisco, CA 241317 at $2.75 per
copy.

Because cf the tremendous use
of medical ragiation, most
health workers will be exposed in
the course of their work—many
without known ii. Topics
covered include: hezith effect of
radiation; recent studies; how to
identify hazards; legal rights and
contract language. Written by
health workers.

Al Staats
& Associates

Management & marketing
consulting firia serving the public
interest commumty Spcc:ahzmg

production. Salary: $18,000 plus
benefits. Position available Jan./
Feb. 1982. Send resume by Dec. 15
to Lynn Eilington, International Vol-
untary Services, 1717 Massachu-
setts Ave., NW #605, Washirgton,
DC 20036.

WANTED; person with initiative
and drive for membership promo-
tton and fundraising; some office
administration. Begin part-time.
Full-time possible if you succeed.
Salary, hours negotiable. Associa-
tion for Union Democracy, 215 Park
Ave. South, NY, NY 10003.

LABOR UNION BUSINESS AGENT
—Predominantly public employee
union seeks Business Agent to
work in Philadeiphia office. Exper-
ience required. Resumes to: PSSU
1037 Maclay St., Harrisburg, PA
17103.

FIELD ORGANIZER to work on a
project on militarism and human
needs. Must have experience in
community organizing, be willing
to travel extensively, and work in

multi-racial groups. Salary negotia-

ble. HUCKSTER WITH POLITICAL
PRINCIPLES. Organizer with know-
ledge of magazine promotions and!
or membership development. Ex.
tensive travel and work in Afro-Am-
erican communities. Salary $10,000
plus benefits. CIRCULATION AND
OFFICE MANAGER for Southern
Exposure and Institute for South-

'l NORTHERNH
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We are currently offering
Northern Lights and The
War at Home at a 10%
discount. Excellent for
organizing, classrooms, .
fundraisers, workshops,
rallies, etc. Cassette or
16mm. Rent or purchase
New Front Films

1409 Willow Street
Minneapolis, MN 55403
(612) 872-0805

MODERN
BOOKSTORE

407 S Dearborn $t. Suite 230
Chicago, It 60605
312/663-9076

ern Studies. $10,000 plus benefits.
Apply to 1.8.S,, P.O. Box 531, Dur-
ham, NC 27702. The Institute is
committed to affirmative action in,
~employment.

GENERAL MANAGER, wholesale
food co-op. Administer: warehouss,
truck, mift and member services.
Must have strong financial, plan-
ning & operational skills. Able to
work cooperatively with staff,
board & members. Resume includ-
ing salary history or rqis. to: Mich.
Federation of Food Co-ops, 209 8.
4th Ave., Ann Arbor, Mi 48104, by
Nov. 30.

BUTTONS, POSTERS, EYC.

“LET THEM EAT JELLYBEANS”
“The Moral Majority Is Neither,”
“Member—Iimmoral Minority,” "Un
employed,” “impeach Reagan.”
“Pro Choice.” Buttons: 2/$1.00; 10/
$4.00; 50/$15.00; 100/$25.00. Ellen
Ingber, Box 752-T, Valley Siream,
NY 11582

BUTTONS/BUMPERSTICKERS Cus-
tom-printed (union shop). Lowest
Movement prices for 20 years! Lar-
gest variety anti-nuclear and other
fund-raising items in stock. Free
catalog...cafl (516) 791-7929. Larry
Fox, Box M-8, Valley Stream, NY
11582.

“U.8. OUT OF EL SALVADOR, NO

CONCERT
TYPOGRAPHERS

“Virtuoso performance
on the Compugraphic”

We've changed our name, but
we’re still fast, cheap and
accurate. And we've got
many new type faces to
choose from. Whatever your
typesetting needs are-—from
business cards to book
manuscripts—we’ll guarantee
our work to your satisfaction.

For estimates, references and
scheduling, contact: Jim
Rinnert, Concert Typo-
graphers, 1509 North Milwau-
kee Avenue, Chicago, !linois
60622, (312) 489-4447

MORE VIETNAMS” T-Shirt, 100%
Cotton, Red on Blue, $6 each. Bum-
perstickers (two different) $1/two,;
$3/ten. Donnelly/Colt, Box 271-IT,
New Vernon, NJ 07976.

WANTED: USED progressive, fem-
inist, leftist books on all topics.
Libraries sought. $outhpaw Books,
57 Beechglen St., Roxbury, MA
02119. (617)442-5524,

BOOKS

RESQOQUERCES

CHAPPAQUIDDICK — paperback
by R.B. Cutler...smoothly executed
“accident"...the Political Assassin-
ation of Edward Kennedy...$6.00
ppd.. Cutler Designs, Box 1465,
Manchester, MA 01944,

ORGANIZTATIONS

DEREGULATE CONSCRIPTION—
Stamped envelope to New Party,
8319 Futham Court, Richmond, VA
23227.

ATTENTYTION

MOVING? Let In These Times be
the first to know. Send us a current
label from your newspaper along
with your new address. Please al-
iow 4-8 weeks to process the
change. Send to: in These Times,
Circulation Dept., 1509 N. Milwau-
kee Ave., Chicago, L 60622.

HEALTH

HOMEOPATHIC MEDICINE! Rep-
utable mailorder book service, SA-
SE to: Homeopathic Educational
Services, 2124A Kitteredge, Berke-
ley, CA 94704,

WANTED

HESEARCH FOR A BOOK: Need
letters involving sexual exper-
isnces in Iinitiations, childhood
clubs, slumber parties, and soror-
ities. (No address necessary) T.A.
Kula, 3103 8th St., Columbus, NE
68601.

Guild Books
& Periodicals

1118 W. Armitage
Chicago, 1. 60614
(312) 525-3667

Litcrature o History ¢ Polites
Art « Women & Minority Studies
Wide Sclection—Periodicals
& Rcecords ® Books in Spanish

Come in and browse.

SCANNER OWNERS! Hear Feder-
al agencies! Book reveals 50,000
frequencies: FB), CIA, Treasury,
FCC, immigration;, Border, Cus-
toms, Secret Service, NRC, ATF,
EPA, Marshals, Faceral Prisons,
Military, etc. New 4th edition! $9.95
+ $1 first-class mailing. CRB Re-
search, Box 56-77, Commack, NY
11725 {Free Brochure).

FOR SALE

FREEDOM—Protect yours with our
lowcost antibugging devices. We
sell jammers and detectors of all
types at a very low cost. We sell
plans to build your cwn and save
even more. Send $2.00 for our cata-
log (refundable with purchase). to:
Pramel Co., inc., 2.0. Box 1662,
Chattanooga, TN 37401.
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biack on red,
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Also available:
iF | CAN'T DANCE
i Don't Want ta be
Part of Your Revelution
(w/graphic of Emma Goldman)
QUESTION AUTHORITY
(black, red or biue)
EAT THE RicH
(red only)

plus lots of butiors too
send 25¢ for catalog
Mail to: Box ITT
Northernsun Merchandising
1519 E. Frankiin Avenue

‘_J Minneapolis, MN 55404
Write your own classified ad here: Classifieds

in publishing and organization :;hdwestsmdesf selection of Manxist |

o o erature on Black % Labor History,
ge‘{felwén%m o r:c%{x:!fm} & mediz Women, The Socialist World, Africa,

utréach. Xor mere ipioymation, Philosophy, Economics, Literature, etc.
write: ASA, 541 W. Oakdzle, Suite In English, Spanish & Persian
401, Chicago, 17, 50657, ' '
312-035-064€. Mon. thru Sat. 10-6 ]
!:‘ RSN (N IS SRR S ISP MR S AR MM AU W S N

45¢ per word orepaid
Special Discounts
3-9 insertions 40¢ per word
10-19 insertions 35¢ per word
20 + Insertfions 30¢ per word
Sond to:

1509 N. Miiwaukes Ave.
Chicago, IL 60622
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AN OF IRON—THE NEW
film by Poland’s leading
filmmaker, Andrzej
Wajda, its subject Po-
land’s recent history—

“has finally arrived in the U.S. (It will

open in Chicago, which has the highest
Polish population in the country.) Hav-
ing debuted and garnered the top prize at
Cannes, the film could cause as much
debate as its predecessor, Man of Marble,
but for different reasons.

Man of Marble, when it broke long of-
ficial silence on protests of Stalinism in
Poland in 1977, galvanized popular senti-
ment against the strictures of the Polish
regime, It had weathered more than a
decades’s worth of rewrites, some of
them adapting to changing social issues
and some simply to avoid censorship.
Wajda had chosen, finally, to truncate
the film rather than end it with a refer-
ence to the Gdansk shipyard strike of
1970. Even as it was finally shown, the
film resulted in both the minister and
the vice-minister of culture losing their
jobs. ‘

But when Man of Iron, made in con-
sultation with strikers and union organ-
izers, was completed within months of
the events it focused on, the first person’
on the government’s prescreening board
to comment said, ‘“‘Anyone who speaks
against this film speaks against Polish
culture and democratic renewal.”’ Lech
Walesa, on the other hand, is reported to
be nervous at the film’s bold pitting of
dissidents against the Polish government.

This is a sequel of sorts. Man of Mar-
ble told the story of a young filmmaker,
Agnieska (Krystyna Janda), who uncov-
ered the truth about an exemplary Stalin-
ist-era worker who later disappeared. He
had, it turned out, continued to protest
against undemocratic government. She
finds his son, who seems on his way to
showing her what happened to his father
when the film school blocks her film. She

and the son Tomczyk (Jerzy Radziwilo- T:-

wicz) leave as determined as ever to voice

. the issues the worker’s disappearance

raised.

In Man of Iron, they fall in love, marry
and take leading roles in the Gdansk ship-
yard strike of 1980. Through flashbacks
to Tomczyk’s relationship with his
father, the once-forbidden history of pro-
test 1968-1980 is recounted, and the
father’s vision transmitted to the next
generation.

The unlikely protagonist of this history
is a schlemiel. Winkiel (Marian Opania),
a clever but weak-willed TV broadcast
journalist, is a doubting Thomas. Once
he was a tough investigative reporter and
even gave Agnieska the tip that led her to
Tomczyk. But he has spent time in jail
and become a drunken, defeated member
of the corrupt government media.

During the 1980 strike Winkiel tears
himself away from a rehearsal of women
pretending to be anti-strike moms and
wives on a talk show to get his orders
from the top: an undercover assignment
to collect dirt on strike leader Tomczyk
for a smear campaign. Even though he
will have to go into a Solidarity-declared
dry zone, Winkiel is anxious for the re-
sponsibility. But once he gets to the ship-
yards, his cynicism wars with the hope all
around him, and his cowardice contrasts
badly with the suffering and faith of the
people he is supposed to spy on.

His investigations are the device that
lets Wajda summarize recent history.
Winkiel runs into an old acquaintance, a
radio journalist and old friend of Tom-
czyk. He recalls their days as student pro-
testers in 1968, when Tomeczyk’s father re-
fused to rally workers to support what he
termed dangerous power politics in which
everyone would get hurt. In 1970, when
workers went on strike, students refused

to support them, and Tomczyk was rous-
ed from a sulk to hunt for his father’s
body after police fired on workers. Tom-
czyk then gave up on school and went to
organize in the shipyards; his union
leader opposed his organizing during the
1976 strike.

Winkiel then visits the mother of a
young woman organizer. She describes
their hunt for Tomczyk’s father’s body,
the attempts to bury him, the disappear-
ance of his grave and her steadfast con-
viction that in the end the protesters will
win—that the government will eventually
have to negotiate in good faith with
Solidarity.

Finally he meets the one-time film-
maker Agnieska, who recalls her ro-
mance and marriage with Tomczyk and
the romance of their organizing work,
even through hardships brought on by
raids, ransacked apartments and a lonely
pregnancy for her while he was jailed.

When Agnieska talks to him about her
work, recalling her ‘‘horrible ambition”’
to be a career filmmaker and her present
fulfilment in being able to ‘‘speak the
truth without worrying about the conse-
quences,’’ he suddenly realizes that he is
trapped. He can no longer spy, and he
can’t quit. The thoroughly rotten  police
officer (he labels himself a ‘‘shit-

. swallower’’) who has him under surveil-’

lance lets him know that.

Winkiel finally opts for Solidarity—
just too late to make any difference, and
just in time for his new colleagues-to de-
nounce him for a spy. He is the only
despondent member of a mad parade of
joy.once the government signs the agree-
ment with Solidarity. Even this is misun-
derstood. His boss pulls up to him in a
luxury car. ‘“Why so glum?”’ he asks.
“Don’t worry, a contract signed under
duress isn’t valid.””

As for the good guys, Tomczyk makes
peace with his father, visiting the site of
his father’s murder with a copy of the
new agreement; and he and Agnieska are
reunited.

The film, with its schematic history of
protest,. clearly shows how risky_ those
August 1980 negotiations were and how
pervasive was the discontent on which
their success was founded. It also
delineates the social groups involved.

Each of the characters plays an exem-
plary role within this struggle. In fact,
Man of Iron, part fiction and part docu-
mentary, is less a dramatic film than an
aliegory. The truthful intellectual joins
with the militant worker; their union in
the Church is given strength by the demo-
cratic grassroots struggle. (Lech Walesa
plays a bit part as a witness at their
Church wedding, admonishing them self-
consciously to practice democracy in the
home.) The corrupt intellectual loses all
by cowering to state intimidation.

It doesn’t quite work; history has out-
stripped art. The reality is so dramatic, so
cathartic that we don’t need allegory to
understand the message Wajda sends,
Whenever he uses .documentary footage
or inserts real characters like Walesa, that
fact is clear. One scene he uses from the

Continued on page 21



