
Contributors 

TOM BETHELL is Washington editor of The American Spectator. 
ROGER SCRUTON is reader in philosophy at Birkbeck College, Lon- 

don, and editor of the Salisbury Review. He has recently published a col- 
lection of essays, The Politics of Culture, and A Dictionary of Political 
Thought. He spent the summer of 1982 in Turkey. 

GRACE GOODELL is an anthropologist with the Harvard Institute 
for International Development. For three and a half years, she served 
in the International Rice Research Institute in the Philippines. 

FRED BARNES is a national political reporter for the Baltimore Sun 
and has also been published in The American Spectator, the New Re- 
public, and the Washington Journalism Review. 

JAMES BOVARD is an investigative journalist and has been published 
in The New York Times, Chicago Tribune, Washington Monthly, and 
Inquiry. 

ROBERT POOLE, JR., is president of the Reason Foundation and 
editor-in-chief of Reason magazine. He is also the author of Cutting 
Back City Hall. 

THOMAS A. CALLAGHAN, JR., is a consultant, lecturer, and writer 
on Allied Cooperation. 

ZDZISLAW M. RURARZ is former Polish Ambassador to Japan. 
HERMAN BELZ is professor of history at the University of Maryland 

at College Park. He is also the author of The American Constitution: Its 
Origins and Development with Alfred Kelly and Winfred Harbison. 

DAVID CARLTON is an old-fashioned diplomatic historian and the 
author of Anthony Eden: A Biography. 

JOHN STARRELS is a Washington-based writer and author of East 
Germany: Mancist Mission in Afrca .  

EDWARD E. ERICSON, JR., is professor of English at Calvin Col- 
lege and author of Solzhenitsyn: The Moral Vision. 

WILLIAM H. PETERSON is director of the Center for Economic 
Education and the Scott L. Probasco, Jr. Professor of Free Enterprise 
at the University of Tennessee at Chattanooga. 

GREGORY A. FOSSEDAL is an editorial writer for the Washington 
Times and was founding editor of The Dartmouth Review. 

CANDACE STROTHER is a writer with The Heritage Foundation. 
DAVID RANSON is partner of the Boston-based company H.C. Wain- 

wright & Co., Economics. 

LICENSED TO UNZ.ORG
ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED



Perspectives on Noting: Chssmm v. S b m t  

Dear Sir: 
Louis Bolce perpetuates some old myths and creates a new one in his Fall 1982 

PoIicy Review article, “Why People Riot.” Such myths about riot causology are 
dangerous, witness the November 27, 1982 riot in Washington, D.C., of several 
hundred demonstrators summoned by professional Marxist engineers of social 
demolition to protest a Ku Klux Klan demonstration. Professor Bolce, the Jus- 
tice Department, Federal Bureau of Investigation, and Washington police all 
seem to have missed or forgotten the painful lessons of the 1964-1971 urban 
and campus riots. 

Professor Bolce propounds a theory that “a pervasive and intolerable sense of 
uncertainty” bubbled up like swamp gas for a decade among ghetto blacks and 
produced uncontrollable impulses to violence. Me offers seven complicated 
charts as scholarly claptrap to gull the unwary, but way down in a footnote he 
reports the survey upon which his charts were based included just seventy-seven 
black respondents who reported actual riot involvement-a number he admits 
“was too small to allow for control procedures.” How P. T. Barnum would have 
loved this performance! 

Indeed, not only is such a number too small for any rational appraisal of black 
ghetto riots covering seven years, involving more than 125 cities and tens of 
thousands of rioters; but survey research itself is virtually useless in such an en- 
deavor. Professor Bolce commits the same error as President Johnson’s Com- 
mission on Civil Disorders (“the Kerner Commission”) did in its 1968 report: 
both sought explanations and “causes” in the attitudes of large numbers of 
blacks, very few of whom actually rioted, and all of whom were polled long after 
the first-round violence had already enflamed and polarized the nation and set 
its articulate ideologues to gabbling with rainbow rationalizations, justifications, 
and “explanations.” 

After-the-fact survey data is useless for a simple reason. As one social scien- 
tist who wandered for several hours among Detroit rioters in July 1967 told me 
later, “What I saw convinced me strongly of the limitations of survey work. It 
was quite clear that in another thirty-six hours the impressions are all realigned 
as to ‘why I threw that Molotov cocktail’ and the like. Ask polling questions af- 
ter twelve hours, and they will parrot reasons given by more articulate members 
of the community. All attitudes are realigned. But at the time the motivation 
was specific and wholly untheoretical.” 

Even data on riot arrestees can be deceiving, and indeed it did deceive many 
analysts of the 1964-70 riots, especially the Kerner Commission. This happened 
because usually in the early stages of a riot police are simply not on the scene 
and not making arrests. Even after the initial stage, police may remain inactive 
for hours, as happened in Newark. They may even be withdrawn from the riot 
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