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By Paul Rauber

[SAN FRANCISCO

industry scorned. Last November

California voters repudiated a $70

million campaign by the insurance
industry and passed Proposition 103, a com-
prehensive auto insurance reform initiative
backed by consumer advocate Ralph Nader
and an organization called Voter Revolt. The
swift and immediate retaliation of the indus-
try gave Californians a small taste of the
economic havoc that major corporations
traditionally inflict on any new revolution—
if rarely in their own backvard.

Within minutes of the upening of the San

Francisco county clerk’s office on November
) four 1cmbu1ts challenging the constitution-
ality of Prop. 103 were fi ed with seven more
following later that same day. Fifty insurance
companies announced that they were either
nulling out of the state or refusing to write
any new policies. By November 11 three-
guarters of the state’s insurance companies
had joined the boycott, which ended only
when the California Supreme Court tem-
porarily halted implementation of the mea-
sure, and Democratic legislators threatened
massive fines against the offending com-
panies. "If they're retaliating against the vot-
ers,” warned state Senate President Pro Tem
David Roberti, “we will retaliate against
them.”
Pain and suffering: The cause of the in-
dustry’s fury, Prop. 103 was itself the result
of widespread voter anger at skyrocketing
auto insurance rates, particularly in urban
areas. The bad blood began with the “insur-
ance crisis” of 1984, when huge rate in-
creases forced the closure of day care cen-
ters and swimming pools across the state.
(For a supposedly ailing industry, Califor-
nia’s insurance companies quickly recov-
ered, tallying record profits of $12.7 billion
in 1986.)

In spring of 1986 voters passed the indus-
try-sponsored Proposition 51, which limited
plaintiffs’ ability to collect “pain and suffer-
ing” damages. Prop. 51 was supposed to
lower rates, but consumers saw little relief,

The backlash began last March, when
California joined seven other states in an
anti-trust suit against the insurance com-
panies, alleging in part that they had con-
spired to manufacture the crisis of 1984.

With the third highest auto premiums in
the country, California consumers were ripe

" for revolt. The state Legislature, which might
normally be expected to deal with such is-
sues as insurance reform, found itself
sandwiched between big donors from both
the insurance industry and the trial lawyers,
and was unable to deal with the issue. The
result was that five insurance-related meas-
ures appeared on the November 8 ballot (see
In These Times, Nov. 2, 1988). These in-
cluded, in addition to Prop. 103, a moderate
reform measure backed by the trial lawyers
and various consumer groups, an industry-
backed no-fault plan and various measures
to limit lawyers’ contingency fees.

Prop. 103 alone, however, offered a funda-
mental restructuring of the state insurance
industry, along with the enticement of an
immediate 20 percent rollback of auto insur-
ance rates. Under 103, future rate increases
would have to be approved by an elected
insurance commissioner. The current com-
missioner, Roxani Gillespie, was appointed
by Republican Gov. George Deukmejian and
is a former insurance executive. During the
campaign, Nader made it clear that her per-
formance on the job was one of the reasons
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for making the position elective. “She runs
the department like it is a subsidiary of the
insurance industry,” he charged.

Other provisions of 103 called for the es-
tablishment of a statewide consumer organi-
zation to watchdog the industry, restrictions
of the “zip-code underwriting” that allowed
companies to base rates on where consum-
ers lived rather than on their driving records;
and the removal of the industry’s exemption
from the state’s anti-trust laws. No wonder
it gave the industry conniptions. _
Beating the big guys: The five compet-
ing initiatives were enormously complex; the
no-fault plan, for example, filled 122 pages.
But pre-election polls showed that the voters
were sensibly resolving the complexity by
ignoring the enormous sums of money—
more than enough for a nationwide presi-
dential race—being spent on slick advertis-
ing, and basing their judgments simply on
who was sponsoring what.

In the ensuing popularity contest between
the insurance industry and the trial lawyers,
neither side won. Instead, after having been
outspent by more than 30-to-1, Prop. 103
squeaked by with 51 percent of the vote,
racking up an enormous 600,000 vote margin
in Los Angeles, the area hardest hit by large
premium increases under the zip code un-
derwriting system.

But winning the election was only a start
for Prop. 103 supporters. The next challenge
was dealing with what San Francisco Con-
sumers Union spokeswoman Judith Bell calls
the “absolutely hysterical” industry re-
sponse to 103's passage. “I think in all the
scenarios they had thought of” she says,
“they never anticipated that just 103 would
pass.”

Immediately after the election, with the
insurance industry ready to boycott Califor-
nia, the resultant panic created by the
unavailability of insurance (in a state where
basic coverage is mandatory) made real the
industry predictions of “chaos” should 103
pass. It also stood as a warning to other
states that might be tempted to try similar
reforms.

Things calmed down somewhat after the
California Supreme Court accepted the in-
dustry’s challenge to 103. Following the oust-
er of Chief Justice Rose Bird and two other
liberal justices in 1986, the court returned
to reliably pro-business conservative hands.

Believing their suit was in safe hands, most
insurance companies resumed selling
policies and postponed their moving plans
pending the court’s verdict.

Contrary to the urging of Gov. Deukmejian
and the insurance industry, however, the
court did allow the bulk of the measure to
go into effect, staying only its two most con-
troversial provisions: the 20 percent rate
rollback and the creation of the statewide
consumer organization. The measure is
being aggressively defended by state Attor-
ney General John Van de Kamp, a Democrat
with an eye on the 1990 gubernatorial race.
Populist push? Insurance reform, in fact,
may turn into a powerful Democratic issue
in California. Only Democratic names, in-
cluding that of Assemblyman Tom Hayden,
are being mentioned as likely candidates for
the new statewide office of insurance com-
missioner. “The tendency of the voters will
be to elect an anti-industry populist,” admits
industry campaign manager Clint Reilly in a
leaked post-election assessment. “The insur-
ance industry must begin now interviewing
responsible candidates and developing a
common agenda with respect to this critical
public office.”

The development of a “common agenda”
for the industry, however, is being compli-
cated by the anti-trust provisions of Prop.
103 which have now gone into effect. Indus-
try representatives have turned uncustomar-
ily circumspect in their pronouncements
and predictions, lest they be charged with
collusion. Two companies, however, seem
to be taking on the burden of challenging
different parts of the law.

State Farm, the largest insurance company
in the state, has stopped issuing new policies
and is referring new customers to higher-
priced subsidiaries. Insurance Commis-
sioner Gillespie ordered the company to re-
sume selling policies at its standard rate;
State Farm is asking for a hearing.

Travelers Corp., on the other hand, is re-
fusing to renew current policies as they
come due, despite explicit language in 103
forbidding non-renewal except in cases such
as nonpayment of premium or fraud. Its
spurned poticyholders are left to flounder in
a hostile marketplace, where many com-
panies are taking advantage of the chaos to
increase rates drastically.

“They aren't doing anything that violates
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the law,” protests industry spokesman Dave
Fountain. “l don’t know of any law that can
keep a company in business where it does
not choose to stay in business.”

But Travelers does not propose to pull out
of the state entirely—only to stop selling
auto insurance. Sensing defeat, the company
had filed for withdrawal from the auto insur-
ance business the day before the election,
saying that it could no longer afford to sell
auto insurance in the state.

Insurance Commissioner Gillespie has
backed away from an earlier pledge to issue
a “cease and desist” order to Travelers,
holding instead a drawn-out hearing pro-
cess. “But if we were to allow one major
insurance company to refuse to renew their
policies,” warned state Sen. Alan Robbins at
a January 4 hearing on the Travelers case
in San Francisco, “we would be encouraging
other insurance companies to do the same.
Within a very short period it would snowball,
and there would be a panic in the automotive
insurance market.” A ruling in the Travelers
case is expected later this month.
Tarnished image: Presently most legisla-
tive action is stalled awaiting the state Su-
preme Court's decision on the constitution-
ality of 103. The insurance industry, mean-
while, is trying to figure out how to improve
its image, which everyone admits is at an
all-time low. “As companies threaten to leave
California or make good on previous
threats,” says industry consultant Reilly in
his confidential memo, “as legislators hold
public hearings and flog industry executives,
as the industry is publicly accused of sub-
verting the will of the people, a picture of a
callous, disorganized industry is being indel-
iby etched in the consciousness of California
consumers.... In terms of public opinion, the
insurance industry is worse off today than
on November 8.

Reilly's prescription is for a renewed PR
push—which would presumably entail con-
tinued lucrative employment for himself-—
and what sounds like a continued attempt
at destabilization to turn voters against the
insurance revolution: “The ramifications of
Prop. 103 may ultimately force these voters
to re-examine Prop. 103, but only if events
create an unstable environment where the
auto insurance system is in continuing tur-
moil.”

Voter Revolt, on the other hand, is busy
defending the gains of 103 and answering
questions from consumer activists in other
states that hope to implement similar re-
forms. “We've gotten calls from about 37
states,” says spokeswoman Carmen Gon-
zalez from Voter Revolt’s Santa Monica head-
quarters. Most other states do not share
California’s statewide initiative system, she
says, but the Prop. 103 message is still ex-
portable. “What it has done is create an
awareness in politicians that their con-
stituents are good and angry about this
issue,” she says.

“It shifts the momentum away from
weakening victims' rights in personal injury
cases to insurance reform,” says Nader. “The
important thing is to turn this giant industry
into a sentinel for health and safety in this
country. That's the way to keep their claims
down, not by thriving off the tragedies and
then blocking the victims from collecting
under the policy.” 1
Paul Rauber is a staff writer for the East Bay
Express.
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Chemical

(unlmued from page 3"

Mikhail Gorbachov deci

ness” to chemical weapons .disarmament
and accept strict verification, including
“challenge” on-site inspections. The West
Germans, who are particularly anxious to
negotiate a ban that would get U.S. chemical
weapons off their territory for good, rejoiced
that an agreement was in sight. Last June
West German Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich
Genscher predicted that a chemical weapons
convention could be concluded in Gensva
by the end of 1988.

But last August 30 US. dlsarmam{em
negotiator Max Kampelman told a confiden-
tial meeting of Western ambassadors in
Geneva that a chemical weapons ban was
not feasible because it was unverifiable.
Some experts : attribute this about-face to
pressure from thie powerful U.S. chemical in-
dustry to keep international inspectors from
snooping into its business. “Openness” may
be fine for the Soviet Union, but it has never
characterized major private corporations.
Turning the tableaux: Meanwhile, play-
ing copy cat, France had also written a new
chemical weapons program into its 1986
military planning law. French negotiators in
Geneva took a position regarded by every-
body else as particularly obstructionist.

The U.S. and France thus found themselves
on the defensive, under suspicion of deliber-
ately blocking a possible worldwide chemi-
cal weapons ban. By a funny coincidence,
those are the very two countries that ini-
tiated the Paris conference. By sponsoring
several days of speechmaking in Paris, the
French and the Americans paraded in front
of the media as the leading adversaries of
chemical weaponry.

‘France’s cherished arms customer, Iraq,
has blatantly used chemical weapons against
Iran in the Gulf War, as established by inde-
pendent UN. investigators. The failure of the
U.N.~—meaning the great powers that control

to apply “open-

AMERIGAN

MOST SUCCESSFUL CAMPUS
EVENT OF THE 80’s:

Shown in more than 100 American
colleges. 60% invite the presentation back
within one year!

Shown 10 times in Harvard, 7 in Yale, 6
in Comell, 4 in Stanford, 4 in George-
town, 3 in Dartmouth, 3 in Brown... and
15 times in Berkeley!

Required for freshman orientation in
Dartmouth, Cornell, Boston University etc.

BACKGROUND

The show is based on the 5 years a young
Dane, Jacob Holdt, hitchhiked over
100,000 miles in the USA. He bought film
for his camera by selling blood twice
weekly. He lived in more than 400 homes
- from the poorest southern sharecroppers,
to some of America’s wealthiest families
(Pabst, Rockefeller). He joined the rebel-
lion in Wounded Knee, followed criminals
in the ghettos during muggings, sneaked
inside to work in southern slave camps
and infiltrated secret Ku Klux Klan
meetings. While working with prisoners he
saw two of his friends assassinated. By the
time he returned to Denmark 12 of his
American friends had been murdered. .

“Not since Jacob Riis’ book of social criticism
How the Other Half lives has there been as
powerful a record of American living as Ameri-
can Pictures. Its presentation at the Cannes Film
Festival created a sensation.”

The San Francisco Film Festival.

“What makes American Pictures so disturbingly
powerful is the cumulative effects of Holdt’s
photographs combined with his outsider’s
analysis of the dynamics of poverty and oppres-
sion in the U.S”

Los Angeles Times
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it—to sanction lraq in any way ampunted
1o an.advertisement for chemicak
This ‘moral damage might have" b

paired at the conference. But it wasn't

French and US. diplomats alluded politely
to “chemical weapens use in the Gulf War”
without naming the culprit. The French hosts
graciously insisted that the conference
should not be used to “put anybody on trial.”

Instead, with much fanfare, the US. spent
the previous weeks denouncing Libya.

The US. attacks on Libya were charac-
terized by their flagrant unfairness. Unfair-
ness toward Libya is invisible in the US. But
it was bound to be noticed elsewhere.

The Reagan administration charged that
a pharmaceuticals plant under construction
at Rabta near Tripoli was really a huge chem-
ical arms factory. First of all,even if the US.
charges are true, Libya has every right to
manufacture chemical weapons until a con-
vention has been reached and accepted.
There is nothing illegal about it. As the
world’s leading chemical weapons producer,
the US knows this. But the US. follows a
double standard.

Moreover, while the poisonous substances

in chemical weapons can easily be derived
from a pharmaceuticals or other chemical
installation, to become weapons they re-
quire sophisticated delivery systems. Libya
is far behind the U.S. or Israel in this crucial
technology.
Proof impositive: Finally, the US. Iramed
its charges in such a way as to provide Libya
with no way to defend itself. Inspection was
rejected as “not proving anything.” This was
the Alice in Wonderland system of justice:
“I'll be judge, I'll be jury, said charming old
Fury..and condemn you to death.”

To top it off, the U.S. shot down two Libyan
air force planes off Libya’s own coast, under
patently unjustifiable circumstantes.

The Libyans themselves seemed confused
as to how to respond. Some apparently fa-
vored allowing inspection, while others
maintained that if Libya allowed inspection

PIGTURES

A show and
~a book of a
Danish
vagabond’s

journey
through the
underclass

“Powerful, intense™
* New York Times

-k

THE BOOK

The book, which is'based on the show, is
an international béstseller. The Village
‘Q/oxce %vealed }Iiat the U.S. State Depart-

ment warried about its impact over-

seas an eogﬂmssnoned photographers to
present the™other side” of America. Writ-
ten in a pérsonal tone it is now a popular
classro9m supplement in American
schoo)s 800 photos, the bulk in color.

f
1 qrder copy of the book. I enclose a
money order or check of $15 paperback
—or $18 for hardcover____

I would like a possible showing of American
Pictures in my high school, college:

I would like the book mailed to:

Send to: AMERICAN PICTURES
P.O.Box 2123 New York, N.Y. 10009
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of its factories, so should the U.S. A practical

-y te proceed was suggested by Italian
“Foreign Minister Giulio Andreotti: take up -

Libya on its offer of outside inspection. But
the US. administration proved more eager
to show that inspection was useless than to
extend its use. Why? Experts point out that
a chemical weapons capacity almost au-
tomatically goes with certain industrial cap-
acity. Thus the foliowiig-are two potential
ways to check chemical weapons produc-
tion.

¢ One is a comprehensive worldwide sys-
tem of inspection of industrial sites.-This is
the method that experts have been working
on in Geneva. The ltalian and West German
foreign ministers stressed in-Paris that suc-
cess was within reach, and urged all scien-
tists to reject work on weapons and help
with the work of verifying a ban.

® The other is to prevent spread of chem-
ical industry know-how. This method freezes
the existing hierarchy between indus-
trialized and underdeveloped countries, al-
lowing the former to continue “vertical” pro-
liferation of weapons, white stopping “hori-
zontal” proliferation to- Thigd-World coun-
tries. This is what the UfS was promoting in
Paris. :

The fact that it was beya rather than Iraq,
that was singled out for US. threats con-
vinced Arab and Third World countries that
the U.S. was acting in bad faith. Focusing on
unproved allegations against its favorite
whipping boy, the Reagan administration en-
sured that the Arab countries would protest
against the double standard being applied.
And these protests—even though fairly
mild—could and would be pertrayed as
obstructionist.

For months in advance, Western commen-

1

tators had been calling Chemical weapons-
“the poor man’s nuclear weapons, mp!ymg

that they could be used by non:nucléar

countries ito deter nuclear attacks. This is
highly debatable, but Israel’s Arab neighbors
were bound to take it seriously.

Inevitably, the main Arab delegates .
pointed out that they had signed the nuclear
weapons Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT).
whereas Israel had not. Now Israel's powerful
ally was telling them they could not have
chemical weapons either, whereas [srael was
accumulating every kind of modern weapon,
with US. help.

“Chemical weapons are weapons of mass

destruction just like nuclear weapons. and
therefore we believe chemical disarmament
should be linked to nuclear disarmament.”
the Kuwaiti spokesman said. If the U.S.. Israel
and France ali believe that chemical arsenals
are necessary to deter_ attack, why should
Arab countries not think the same? Disarma-
ment, the Kuwaiti spekesman said. should
be “equitable” and “halanced” so that “no
country or group -of countries are granted
special privileges.”
Spreading the word: Pﬂmed by US. af-
ficial sources, much of the US. media was
all ready to report “the story” from Paris:
chemical disarmament was being held up by
“the Arabs” with their unreasonable linkage
of chemical to nuclear weapons. This was
exactly what the US. war dance around Libya
had ensured. But the Arabs’ ability to sabot-
age an agreement sincerely desired by all
the major powers is as illusory as the capac-
ity of chemical weapons to protect any Third
World country against any industrialized ad-
versary. O
Next week: The neu three-wav split appear-
ing in the world.
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By Salim Muwakkil
- ]
HE BLACK MOVEMENT HAS STOPPED MOVING
and it couldn't have happened at a
worse time. In fact. the need for con-
certed African-American social ac-
tion is probably greater in 1989 than a quar-
ter century ago when the non-violent protest
tactics of Martin Luther King Ir. enjoyed a
wide consensus. But the African-American
crusade for racial justice has now been mar-
ginalized bv Reagan-era conservatism and
hobbled by its own lack of focus.

The accelerating decay of conditions among

the black underclass is one reason for the
movement's mactivitv, new data demands
time to devise new approaches. But concerned
observers increasingly are worried that the
current full reflects a more serious failing.
“There s nothing new bemg done. because no
one knows what to do.” savs Harold Cruse,
autlior ot Plarel but Equal and professor
emeritus of History and Alre-American studies
at the University of Michigan,
Deep pessimism: Cruse. whose 1987
book argued that black leadership's long-
hetd emphasis on "non-econcmic liberal-
isin” eliectively doomed blacks to a position
of economic patronage. coiitends the prob-
fems 1 black communities cannot be
adequately  addressed by anything  but
emetpency federal action. "An accumulation
of socioeconomic problems that have been
developing for more than 25 vears are clos-
g i on blacks like a vise. It's a process
that can't be reversed.” he savs.

Cruse turther predicts that things must get
worse before they get better. “I'm afraid the
deteriorating social conditions among black
Americans will help fuel a period of intense
raciai polarization,” he says. In Cruse’s vision
of the future, the social pathologies as-
sociated with the growth of the black under-
class will so aggravate interracial tensions
that the tederal government will be forced
to devote resources in some massive
ameliorative effort.

Cruse’s dire prediction is not the product
of some disillusioned doomsayer. He is one
of black America’s most innovative analysts
and has been raising uncomfortable issues
since the publication of his controversial
1967 Lok, The Crisis of the Negro Intellec-
tual. But his argument concludes in a bleak
fatalisin: nothing substantial can be done to
improve conditions in the black community
until a racial crisis forces the government's
hand.

Although Cruse still urges the black move-
ment to adopt economic self-sufficiency as
its guiding strategy. he says problems now

erwhelm the capacity of any indigenous,
i-help approach: "We're not living in nor-
| this is an era of immense interna-
nge and restructuring, and black
. riot being prepared for survival.”

Cruse’s deep sense of pessimism is not
widety shared by other leading theorists of
the movement. Martin Kilson, professor of
government at Harvard University, also is
concerned  about the lack of effective
strategies to address the problem of the ex-
panding hlack underclass. However, he sees
silver iinings in Cruse’s storm clouds.

“There is a plethora of black professional
groups that hiave come into existence in re-
cent years-—groups of black engineers,
MBAs, computer analysts and the like—and
they offer a unique promise for new ap-
proaches to the problemns of those less able
to cope,” explains Kilson. That promise has
yet to be fulfilled. But recent develop-
ments—like the example set by Bill Cosby's
gift of $20 million to Spelman College, a

Black America: looking
for a new consensus

“The deteriorating social
conditions among black
Americans will help fuel
aperiod of intense racial

polarization.”

-Harold Cruse

school for black women—suggest Kilson's
optimism may be justified.

Antiquated language: A self-professed
leftist. Kilson savs he nonetheless has be-
come less committed to ideological solu-
tions for the problems of black Americans.
“Another promising development is the
realization by this country’s corporate in-
terests that they must have an educated
workforce if they are to remain competitive
in international trade.” Kilson notes. “Corpo-
rate investment in education may help us
salvage those black students who are under-
achieving. dropping out and making life
dangerous and miserable for others in their
communities.”

Kilson contends that black theorists are
failing to devise innovative approaches be-
cause they're using antiquated concepts to
interpret a society that has changed consid-
erably in the '80s. “We're victims of a one-
class language, while blacks are a two-class
society,” Kilson says. “There is the coping
strata and the non-coping strata, and for too
long we've focused all of analytical where-
withal on the deficiencies of the non-coping
strata, or the underclass.”

Instead, he contends, “we should be dis-
covering ways to utilize the strengths of the
coping strata for the good of that one-third
of the black population that is dipping
deeper into poverty.” Kilson believes that
black professional associations will address
problems from a different angle, and perhaps

provide more creative alternatives to tradi-

tional methods of African-American empow-
erment.

A grand strategy: While Kilson welcomes
eclectic solutions to the problems of the
black community, Maulana Karenga, director
of the Institute of Pan-African Studies in Los
Angeles and a visiting lecturer at the Univer-
sity of California-Riverside, is attempting to
draft a grand. unified strategy. Karenga was
the philosophical guru of the '60s cultural

nationalist movement and his theoretical
work still is highly regarded among move-
ment intellectuals.

In recent years Karenga's ideological
range has widened a bit and his strategies
for furthering the cause of racial justice have
become much less dogmatic. Once a foe of

electoral politics, for example, he was one
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of candidate Jesse Jackson's strongest sup-
porters in the 1984 and 1988 presidential
campaigns. A former.critic of multiracial co-
alitions, Karenga now welcomes the advent
of organizations like Jackson's National
Rainbow Coalition (NRC). Still, he remains
a black nationalist who believes that African-
Americans will continue to suffer without
economic and cultural autonomy .

“The crisis currently afflicting the black
movement is a result of the black leadership
class changing the focus of civil rights from
social justice to social inclusion,” Karenga
says. “Meanwhile, the liberal alignment they
had depended on to deliver the goods de-
fected to neoconservatism and blacks were
left stranded. They still haven't recovered.”

Karenga would lessen the black move-
ment's reliance on political alliances, yet
stress the need for a strong political compo-
nent in a multileveled approach. He credits
the Jackson effort for forcing a renewed
focus on the value of political organizing.
“Jesse forced us to recognize the legitimacy
of the electoral process. Not as a panacea,
however, but as it involved and excited
people, especially the middle class,” Karenga
says. “Jackson's campaigns had clear politi-
cal goals and aspirations focusing on this
country's imperative to share the social
wealth and power in this country and end
the white male monopoly of the Democratic
Party.”

A black party? Karenga also credits
Jackson for the development of the kind of
multiethnic alliances—in the form of the
NRC—he thinks are essential to improve Af-
rican-Americans’ quality of life. He differs

Black professional
groups may provide
“new approaches to the
problems of those less
able to cope.”

-Martin Kilson

with Jackson, however, when Karenga argues
for the creation of two independent political
parties: a party of multiethnic progressives
and an independent black political party.

“We need a party that can argue for pro-
gressive policies from a multinational per-
spective,” Karenga argues. “But we also need
a black party that speaks directly to and for
black people and is rooted in the community.
In any kind of coalition blacks should be
equal, not just satellites. Clients and patrons
don’t make good coalition partners, and the
only way blacks can do that is from an inde-
pendent base.”

Cruse also argues for a third-party strat-
egy. While praising the Jackson political ef-
forts as “good rhetoric,” he faults the two-
time presidential candidate for foresaking
the effort to create a third-party movement.
“Jackson’s entry into the fray was pesitive
for galvanizing hope, but then the hopeful
should have been mobilized to form a third
party. The only way the Rainbow Coalition
could be of practical use is as the center-
piece of another political party.

“The Democratic Party is a dead end,”
Cruse adds. “The liberal left-wing axis of the
traditional two-party system is archaic and
is ideologically unequipped to deal with the
massive accumulation of social problems.
And since the Republican Party remains in
thrall to the right-wing fulcrum of electoral
politics, it offers no hope to those who see
little progress for blacks without a change
in the status quo. The only plausible option
left, he concludes, “is to organize an indepen-
dent black party.”

But according to Cornel West. the black
movement already has wasted too much of
its energy and resources on electoral poli-
tics. West, professor of religion and director
of Afro-American studies at Princeton Uni-
versity and author of the critically-acclaimed
collection of essays, Prophetic Fragments, ar-
gues that the movement most needs a
change of focus. “Louis Farrakhan of the Na-
tion of Islam and Rev. Al Sharpton and other
charlatans are seemingly the only black
people with extrapolitical thrusts. 'm not
saying we should neglect our electoral re-
sponsibilities, but I think the emphasis on
political matters has siphoned off too much
of our very limited resources,” says West.
Reparations: Karenga also emphasizes
the responsibility of leadership to hold white
Americans accountable for the ilis of chattel
slavery and that inhuman institution’s rever-
berating effect. “Europeans are guilty for our
debasement, but we're responsible for our
liberation. That means we must marshal all
of our internal resources to do for ourselves
what must be done. But it also means that
part of our responsibility is to make white
Americans understand that we still hold
them responsible.”

That task is made much more difficult with
the death of the political coalition that
passed Great Society legislation and the fol-
lowing triumph of conservative dogma. Con-
sequently, more theorists are beginning to
shift the discussion of government assist-
ance to a broader historical context. They
are attempting to craft arguments that make
clear blacks' legitimate claim for repara-
tions.

These theorists argue that black Amer-
icans were culturally ravaged and economi-
cally dispossessed by nearly 250 years of
official enslavement and the subsequent de-
privations of the Jim Crow era. Reparations
are needed to repair the damage done, they
insist. This idea is nothing new, of course.
During the Reconstruction period, the US.

Continued on page 22
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