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no OTHER FOLLIES

ear where I live

in New Jersey

there are numer-

ous refirement
communities, all requiring
that potential residents be
52 years of age or over
Hard to believe, but next
year Bianca Jagger will be
eligible to buy & home in
Leisure Village or, perhaps,
Holiday City. It's tough to |
imagine Bianca behind the
wheel of a four-door Olds-
mobile, waving to the guard
as she pulls onte Route 70
for a trip to Home Depot or

Iy when you con51der that
this is a woman whose charms are so great that they once
made her an effective agent of the Sandinsta regime as ambas-
sadress of the boudoir to certzin 17.8. politicians, and more
recently, led to a restructuring of the CIA in a way that could
gut our country’s intelligence-gathering capabilities.

But perhaps she’s not 51 after all, Perhaps she wasni.

born in 1945 as one biography, a rather old one, says. Perhaps
she was born in 1950, as the more recent articles about her
state, such as a 1995 article from The New York Times
Magazine. That article was all about her and beau of the '90s,
Robert Torricelli, who was then a congressman from a district
in northern New Jersey. The 1950 birth date would make
senge! it would make ber just a year older than Torricelii. But
six years older? That would make Torricelli [ook a bit foolish,
like a man who was being maniputated by a woman far more

INSIDE

By K.L. Billingsley

savvy and experienced than
he.

This is a feeling that
many men have had, one
would imagine. And Mick
Jagger is only the most
famous of these men, not
the first. Before him, there
was the British actor
Michael Caine, who- helped
introduce the ingenue from
Managua to the jet set.
After Mick, there was the
Sandinista enforcer Tomas
Borge and then 2/535ths of
the United States Congress—
first Connecticut Senator
Christopher Dodd and then
Torricelli.

Frankly, those of us who live here in Jersey were a bit
shocked by that iast move. None more than a friend of mine
who lives near me but who, for varicus reasons, I cannot
name. This friend by coincidence knew Bianca way back
when. He used to have a job working for the Rolling Stones
. in the early '70s, when they were in tax exile in the south of
Flaucc ‘He recalls the day Mick first returned from Paris with
Bianca on his arm. “She was a nice enough girl,” he says, "She
‘*had a lot of charm.” But Mick Jagger was at that moment the
world’s-most eligible bachelor, and no one in the Stones’
entourage could quite figure out why he decided to marry an
otherwise uaremarkable woman from a backwater like
Nicaragua-—aside from the obvious fact that she was preg-

nant,
Continued on page 7

FALSE RAPE OUTRAGE AT THE UNIVERSITY OF HAwWAL

A LAMB TO THE SLAUGHTER?

hen Ramdas Lamb opened the
envelope, he found it contained
no letter, only a scary pun on his
name—a photo showing the
bloody, severed head of a lamb on a plate.
Anather anénymous mailing yielded a clip-
ping showing a hanged monkey, with the
words “resign,” “reform” and “cemetery” cir-
cled in the text, with arrows pointing to the
monkey. Similar messages also came over the
phone and in assorted graffiti warning

“Beware Lamb.”

Ramdas Lamb was onee a popular professor of
religlon at the University of Hawall, bui became a pari-
ah afler being charged as a “serial rapist” who had
abused his authority to force a married graduate student
into no less than 16 sexual encounters in one month
back in 1992, Lamb said none of it ever happened and,

in addition to the death threats, found himself staring
down the barrel of lawsuits and facing the end of his
career. Since its eruption almost four years ago, the
case—yet 1o be fully resolved—has drawn sharp fanlt
fines on the islands and disgorged a paper trail of more
than a thousand pages. Nothing in Lamb’s background
had prepared him for this ordeal, which in 2 backhand-
ed way confirmed the adage that a teacher is really the
anly ona who learns.

Lamb has been on something of a quest all his
adult life, although he had no idea hat it would deposit
him in such a precarious spot. He was born in Detroit in
1945 10 a Jewish father, who worked in construction,
and an Italian mother, who worked as a domestic, When
he wus n child, the family moved to Watts in Los
Angeles, a tough *hood even then, When Ramdas was
11, one of his friends tock a bullet in the face, and that
prompted his parents to move lo more peaceful Orange

- County. A brief stint in the Marines convinced Lainb

Continued on page 10
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DEJA VOO-DOO

I had to write in order to congratulate
Heterodoxy for having published the article “DEJA
VY00-DCO" by K.L. Billingstey in your December 1596
issue. So far as I know, no other media outlet has. dared
lo reveal the fruth about the “CIA/Contra drug smug-
gling” story as lold by the San Jose Mercury News and its
(1 hesitate to use the word) “reporter,” Gary Webb, and
its origins with the leftist fronl group, the Christic
Inslitute.

1 tivst heard (his story six years ago on a com-
puter hobbyist’s network called Fidonel, At that thne,
the only differance between the tale told then and the
rehashed version reiated by the Mercury News was that
at the time, the person relating the story {a brain-dead
communisi who, al last report, is now Tiving in Cuba) had
na hesitation to lell that these claims originated solely
with the Christic Institute, as opposed to some convicted
LA, drug dealer, as in the recycled version, When this
story broke {again) a month or so ago, 1 could only laugh
at how creduious the mainstream media, as well as many
politicians, were in reacting 1o this silly piece of leftist
disinformation. Thanks for getting the truth out.
Frankly, | had wondered when, or if, anyone ever would,

Kenneth £ Myers
Hockley, TX

We all seem paralyzed at comprehending the
iltepal drug business in this country. The article “DEJA
YOO-DOO™ by K.L. Biilings/ey poinled fingers in some
uselul directions, bul never ended with a useful conelu-
sion.

Lel's just siep back and abserve that every year
hundreds of billions of dollars of profits are made in the
U.S. from the sale of illegal drugs. This means there are
several American billionaires on the receiving end of
this largesse.

Now come muliiple agencies of the federal
government. Even with the most sophisticaled and intru-
sive spying means availabie in history, no agency has yel
spotted any of these American billionaires. Not the CIA,
nor Lthe DEA, nor the FBI, nor the NSA, nor the IRS,
nor Defense, nor Customs, nor HHS, nor Coast Guard,
nor Stale, nor Justice, Even the present “drug czar,”
Barry MeCaffrey, and the previous one; William
Benneit, could not tome up with 6 Top 10 Wanted fist.

Isn't there something suspicious about all this
unanimous failure? Is there a conspiracy? Ii's hard to
belicve that noboady can do in the 1990s what Elliol Ness
was able lo do in the 1930s. The only difference is:that in
the 19605 there are many more billions of dollars &L
slake,

Carl Olson
Stare Deparvment Watch
’ Washington, D.C.

MAKE WAR

1 wish to command you on your article, “1T'5 A
WAR, STUPHM" n the Movember issue. Frankly, I fec)
it is nething short of brilliant.

Your distinetion between the left and liberal-
ism, [ believe, is on the mark. 1 say this as a one-time lib-
eral, bul never a feftisl, This is a distinction—applied to
the current cuiteral wars—1I had not read before, and |
believe, therefore, it is original on your part, Likewise, as
to your suggestions on how best te confront and parry
the left, and that like it or not we are indeed engaged in
a war and we need to act end react accordingly.

My only question concerning the pesilions and
conclusions assumed by you in the article is one of
progess. You make it (the [eft’s infiltration and taking-
aver of liberalism) seem so terribly conspiratorial, That
could be irue, of course, but I rather think that instead of
being planned or coordinated, it just happened. $ti11, that
hardly matters. It did happen, the left has infiltrated and
subsumed liberalism, and conservatives (and traditional
liberals for that matler) are now faced with the truly
manstrous task of Killing the beast before it reaches out

known it
Again, I congratulate you on what [ would
hope will be seen as a seminal piece that could light the
way far more effective political encounters in the future,
Arthar 5. Bay
Qklahorma City, OK

I requested and got a copy of Heterodoxy (Vol. 4,
No. 9) with the fead article “IT'S A WAR, STUPID!™ I am
for public freedom with responsibilily and privale privacy,
The above article could, in my opinion, be more appropri-
ately called *“KGB BAD! GESTAPO GCOODN"

I have fusl read a history of the Spanish
Inquisition. If ever there was a war agains| heterodoxy,
that was {1l It lasted for hundreds of yoars and was
WON! The Inguisition in France, [taly, and Germany
were similar but less effective due to polilical and cul-
tural differences.

"We” have won the Cold War but while doing
50, “we™ have destroyed the Constiltition that [ thought
we were fighting for during WWIT and the Cold War,
The mest imporiant but not the only example of this
destruction is the ability of the ‘govarnménl to confzscale
property, either:

a) when related to a criminal pmsecutlon. the
fiction (hat the confiscation is NOT a part of the punish-
ment for Lhe conviction, or

b) when NC criminal charge is. brought, the fic-
tion that the property has the ability to be involved in
eriminal activity and thus can be “arresled“ wilhout
ragard to ownership. ”

Atbert Waliner -

Porfund, OR

PILOT B

I once supervised a ¢female) ULS. Air Foree
engineer who failed promotion to major and was forced

HET@R@

ARTHGLES oo ANIMAIVER: vn

Jjoint issued off;f erﬁd )
Februagy, It lll co nt off

issue on yOl}l‘ suiiscpptlo

aul in shart order; not & soul came.to her defense in the
name of feminist affirmative action, though her (profes-
sional) talents were undeniable, Perhaps she wasnt
politically correct enough to excile Leftish sympathy—
Narwich graduate, cut-swearing most sailors, enthusias-
tic shooler, passionale defender of the Second
Amendment, open in her contempt for the “fouchy-
feely” invasion of the military. Her formal bureaucratic
attempts to have flabby performance reports nullified
gol nowhere, and her “graders™ suffered not a bit. Thus,
we not only “improve” the lot for females in (he armed
forees, we do it for -politically correct ones (and the
males wha defer to them),
Drean Spragging
bellevue, NE

In his article “Feminists Still at War with the
Navy: The Question of Piiot B,” K.L. Billingsley pre-
sented an outslanding, timely, and hard-hitting exposé
of one of the most distressing episodes ever to hit our
Armed Fdrees—double {lower) standards applied to
women; double standards affecting our war-lighling

safety of war-fighting comrades.

Elaine Donnelly, president of the Center for
Military Readiness and target of a vengeful lawsnit by
Lt, Carey Lohrenz (aka Pilot B), has been doing a
superb service 1o our ¢ountry, educating us on serious
readiness problems in the military. Her attackers are
attempting to silence (his dedicated patriot.

Most members of the military never bought
inte the purperted goal of career advancement far
women as even a remolely valid reason tosend us 1o a
surer death than men, or to certain sexual abuse after
caplure by the enemy. OF all of the social experiments
this administration has foisted upon the military, this
one has to be the most abusive of women and of the
fighting forces.

You would greatly serva this cause by publish-
ing information on Mrs. Donnelly's Legal Defense
Fund, §he must NCOT be silenced, and financial suppart
for her defense will allow her to devote her energies to
her crucial research.

: Colonel Nahida C. Sherman
0.8, Air Force Reserve, Retired
Mew Hampshire

ED NOTE: Those wishing to support Elaine
Donnelly's legal defense can make a contribution to the
Center for Military Readiness Legal Defense Fund,

'P.O. Box 51600, Livonia M1 48151,

SCHOOL DAZE

I just wanted to write to compliment you on
lhe interesting articles that T have enjoyed reading in
your publication, As a high school teacher/dapartment
chair, | was particularly drawn to the two book reviews

“under the title “Schogl Daze.” E.D. Hirsch, Jr, is

absolutely ignored in the education community. His
voice of reason is certainly not wanted by those wha
have “owned” education for decades and who perpe-
trate their welkintentioned but worthless ideas on each
new generalion of teachers. § do not know how to break
the stronghold thal liberals have on educalion, but it
certainly needs to be done soon or cur nation witl be
verflowing with functional illiterates wiio can barely
o siimple; math, much less struggle ‘with the
3 prob!ems of the day, My own 13-year-old son is

“an eighth grader in middie school (actually “muddle™

school would be more appropriate), and he has yet to
have any grammar taught to him, a spelling Lest, or a
vocabulary test He has read no classic ptece of litera-
ture to my knowledge; however, he has been subjected
te many PC works of dubicous value and unrecognizable
authors. But they are all *60s-style liberals, of that you
can be sure,

At any rate, [ think Dr, Hirsch is right on tar-
get, even as far as his claiming that the roots of the
“progressive” philosophy go back Lo the 18th- and
19th-centtiry Romantics. As one who posdssses 2 mas-
ter’s degrae in French literature, { have read Rousscau
and his ideas about the education of children, and { can
see Lhe connection. Good review and good boak, one
that I shalt certainly purchase,

Felicia Schreiber

LOVE LETTERS

1 am delighted to report that 1 can not only
enfoy the wit and wisdom of Judith Schumann Weizner
in Heterodoxy, but also in her frequent comments on
the homegrown absurdities in the letters section of the
ALY, Post. 1 love her! Please forward to her that if she is
a babe, then § am single!

Ray McClure
Gilen Qaks, NY

Corrrection; In *Justice Denied: The Fate of Prop 209,"
in the December issue, Mark Rosenbaum was misquot-
ed. The quote should have read, *I think the govern-
ment had a race card yanked from his deck.”
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REDUCTIO AD ABSURDUM

THE BERKELEY PARKATARIAT: After a
contentious 1991 decision to try lo make
Peoples’ Park somewhal less scary by spending
more lhan $1 million to build a volieyball courl
there, the bien pensant lefiisls who run Berkeley
have now decided Lo tear it down. at a cost of
anether $50,000. “Park activisis™ (in Berkelay
there actuaily are people who so dencminate
themselves) were never happy with the $! mil-
lion decision, For them, Peoples” Park was holy
ground they believed should be enjoyed primar-
ily by the downtrodden, a

Worlds: A Sociology of Star Trek” which
promises lo “critically examine the structures,
values, and practices of military, family, political,
economic, and cullural inslituticns as depicted in
such Srar Trek socleties as Earth, Vuican,
Klingon, Q, Ferengl, and Borg,” Appropriately
encugh, the course will also explore the concept
of “alienness,” Cther seminars offered Lhis year
include “Crossing Lines: Women's Interracial
Friendships,”  “Performing  Aids,” and
“Offensive Arl: Text, Image, and Performance

interpretation and documentation of the same-
sex choices of women and men who resisted hel-
eronormalivity in their sexual and affective
bonds duting the period we have come to call the
‘Middle Ages.” We seek to expand knowledge of
resistance to compulsory heterosexuality in a
wide range of ihe globe's cultural areas, such as
lhe Arab and Islamic worlds, China, and the pre-
colonial Americas—The conference aims to
articulate the reasons why the Middle Ages have
remained separale from far-reaching inquiries in

lesbian/gay/bisexual/trans-

social category that, in 1991,
consisted primarily of dead-
beats, panhandlers, and
heavy hitters who made walk-
ing through the Park of a
summer evening a sort of real
life experience of Dungeons

175 NOT JUST MY

LUNA BEACH By Cari Moore

gender studies. While queer
studies have made signilicant
impact in the study of the
early modern period, the
Middle Apes have only spo-
radically been the object of
‘queering,’ as well as docu-

and Dragons. Once control of
the Park, by contractusl
agreement, al last passed

CLIENT'S LokD
AGAINST HIS,

THERE I8, A-SMOKING
GUN ¥V THis CASE.
A VERY UNUSUAL

menling, lives shaped by
rame-sex desive. This period
plays a polentially critical

from the [University of
California, which owned the
Tand but was never quile able
to abase itself enough to sat-
isfy the parkatariat, to the
cily, the volleyball courl was
doomed. One of the Park
activists, Erle Robinson, said
that the Parks basketbali
courls were okay because
basketball is an inner-city
game. Bul volleyball, on the
other hand, is “kind of an

T

SMOKING GUN.

role in current debales over
the historical parameters of
the construction of homosex-
vality, offering counterpoint
lo. theories which deny the
possibility of its existence
before the modern age. The
particularities of same-sex,
non-heteronormative behay-
iors in the Middle Ages also
provide' rich material lor a
better understanding of many
aspects of gendered identi-

AT

upper-class game and that's
why it offended a lot of peo-
ple.” But there was more than
class struggle involved. The
whole point of removing the
volleyball court, said Frances
Townes, founder of the
Berkeley Bcumenical Chap-
laincy 10 the Homeless, is "to
make the park a place for
everybody.”

IMI'OSSIBLE DREAMS: It
was a busy year tiling at
windmills for the left-wing
Quixalic Center of Hyatts-
ville, Maryland. During 1996,
the group filed an anti-censor-
ship lawsuit against National
Public Radio for halting the
commentaries of convicted
cop-killer Mumia Abu Jamal.
The group, birthplace of the

ties—" Aargh!

SHES SEEN YouR
- SHMOING 6N,
HASN'T SHE?

CHUNKS OF ART: Ontaria
College of Art and Design-
student Jubal Brown, 22,
believes the world’s artislic
masterpieces are oppressive
and e is on a mission to “1ib-
erate individuals and liviag
creatures” from them by
vomiting on three famous
waorks, cach time puking in a
different primary color. His
fargels te date Include
Contposition in Red, White
and Blue by Dutch master
Piel Mondrian at the New
York Museum of Modern
Art, which Brown sprayed
with ejecta of blue gelatin and
cake icing. Brown believes his
acl of puking on palnting

itsell constitutes an objet

Christic Tnstitute, also joined
other conspiracy theorists
pushing for a probe of the CIA% role in Contra
drug smuggling. The Quixotes' “Priests for
Equality” worked to construct “inclusive sarip-
tures” along the lines of the Center’s Inclusive
New Testament, seven painstaking years in the
making, a translation in “non-sexist, non-racist,
non-classist language™ that previews the upcom-
ing "Inclusive Hebrew Secriptures” project, But it
wasn'l el politics at La Mancha, U.8.A. On the
arls front, the Center now boasts 10-fool, 800-
pound metal seulptures of Don Quixole, Sancho
Panza, and a third, female, figure. Dulcinea?

Nope, Tt is the first known statue of Dofia,

Ciuixote, shown riding a unicorn and included for
purposes of “eveking gender equity.” Miguel de
Cervantes, call your office,

JOY TO OTHER WORLDS: Students in their
first year at Dartmouth College looking to fulfill
their “freshman seminar” requirement have
some interesting choices for the spring semester.
Those who opt for “Medieval Movies: Popular
Culture and Historical Imagination,” will be
treated to showings of Rebin Heod: Prince of
Thieves, and Monty, Python.and the Holy Grail.
Those of a more intsllgetual bent might prefer
the seminar entitled “Expldiing Strange New

of the Avant-Garde.” But one recent episode
indicated that while Dartmouth takes pains Lo
provide Kirk and Spock places of honor on its
Ivy League campus, it s less than welcoming to
alher, more worthy figures. As the Dartmouth
Glee Club prepared for its annual Christmas

* concert al the campus tres-lighting ceremony, il

was 10ld by the college’s Office of Public Affairs
that unless it removed religious carols from its
song list it would not be allowed to perform. A
Chrisimas concerl which included Chrislian
songs might make non-Christians uncomfort-
able, thie administrators explained. When the
Glee Club refused to capitulate, Dartmouth
administrdtors replaced it with a co-ed a capeila
group which agreed t¢ keep songs like “Joy to
the Werld™ ont of the program,

QUEER CHAUCER: An item on the Internet
recently announced that the Society for the
Study of Homosexuality in the Middle Ages
{SSHIMA) is holding an “inlerdisciplinary con-

ference” entilled Queer Middie Ages on.

November 3-7, 1998, at the Graduale Center,
City University of New York,” I gets betler;
“This conference is dedicated to ‘quecring’ the
Middle Ages: to (he pursuil of methodologies of

-drufi.

dart, a concept officials at
the Art Gallery of Ontario
failed to grasp when they cleaned his red
upchuck from Raoul Dulys Harbour at Le
Havre. When questioned by museum officials in
New Yerk, Brown explained his vomit perfor-
marnces, but officials declined to press charges or
publicize the incident lest, they inspire “copycat
attacks,” apparently fearing legions of puking
Qriisies manques.

BLOOD SISTAHS: The current issue of
NOMMO, which bills itsell “UCLAs Pan-
African Newsmagazine,” is dubbed “The Sistahs
Issue.”  Amidst Affo-feminist poetry and an
article by exiled cop-killer Assata Shakur, & col-
ume entitled “Blood Sistahs” offers some advice
on hew 1o make menstruation less uncomfort-
able. Before offering practical tips on diet, exer-
cise, and hygiene, author Nosizwe Chimurenga-
Kayise of Nzingha Family Service identifies the
real source of women’s suffering: “Some
researchers argue that excessive bieeding during
menstruation is a resull of patriarchy where

‘women have an inferior status, are relegated to

sexual slaves and are subjected to oppression
and exploitation.” We await with interes| il
her explanation for Lhe causes of dan- &
o 2
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TréaSon of the Heart

By David Horowitz

On February 10, The Free Press will publish David Horowitz’s autobiography, Radical Son, This “generational odyssey”

chronicles Horowitz’s beginnings in the communist
the New Left, and the doubts and reevaluations
America. The following excerpt discusses iwo moments in the 1960s when Horowit

son of the heart” which was the cornerstone of the politics of that troubled era,

n 1963, T was living in Londan when

The Free World Colossus {my book

holding the United States responsible
for the Cold War) was finally published.
About that time, I received a phone call
from a man with a thick Russian accent
who said he was with the Novosti Press
Agency and wanted to have lunch, I
remember clearly that his first name was
Lev because I immediately associated it
with Trotsky. Later on, after the experi-
ence was over, 1 discovered that Ley was
the third man in the Soviet embassy, a post
usually reserved for officers of the KGB,

Lev wore the badly tailored black suits
favered by Soviel officials and
was 4 man of medium . height
with thin white hair and a pasly
Slavic complexion. In the
months that follewed, he insist-
ed ahways on calling me from a
pay phone—a precautlion I
accepted as natyral. This was
not because [ presumed -from
the outset that he was a spy,
bul because it was normal in
the.left to assume {hat phones’
were tapped and thal “seisi- .
tive" political matters should
be ‘diseussed ‘1 Beison. The
fact that Lev was a Soviet offi-
cial merely made the discretion
seern particularly prudent, .

Our moelings fook
place in London's more expen-
sive restaurants, like Prunier’s,
where ! first snmpled Coguilles
St. Jacques and other elegant
cuising courtesy of the Soviel
Union, My reaction lo this
lrealmenl was a mixiure of
enjoyment and guilt, It scemed
rude to bring up to-my host,
ner did I want te Iose an opporiunity fo present my
vicws 0 an influential official, but in my private
thoughts I depicred the way the Soviel govern-
ment was ready 1o squander wealth thal properly
belonged to Soviet workers on such fuxuries. My
host routinely ordered a bolllg of wine, which I did
nol hold well, so thal by the middle of the meal 1
was always a [ittle tipsy, ’

The Lopics of our discussions were wide-

ranging and I did most of the talking, I took it as

my mission Lo convert Lev to New Lell ways of

thinking. 1 advised him that it was important to

publish Trotsky’ writings in the Soviet Union and
tried to persuade him that it was counter-praduc-
tive to incarcerate dissidents in psychiatric institu-
tions, the current Soviel practice. Repressive meth-
ods may have been necessary, [ suggested, during
the period of “primitive accumulation™ when the
Soviel Union was catching up with the industrial
powers. But now thal Russia was superpower, the
conliols could be relaxed. .

The Tocus of our discussions often shified
t0 Lhe subject of Bertrand Russell, for whom 1 was
working at thal time, and his secretary, Ralph
Schoenman, Lev wan(ed Lo know the answer to the
yuestion on everyone’s mind. How influential was
Schoenman in shaping the philosopher’s political

* stands? Russell had made some public stalements
the Russians didn't like, Did they reflect his vicws
of Ralph’s? Later, I discussed these conversations

with Ralph and he gave me some background to

Lev's curiosity. The Johnson Administration had
recently begun bombing military largets in North

Vietnam. At Raiph’s prompling, Russel! issued a
public appeal o Moscow 1o supply MIGs Lo the
Morth Vietnamese so they could shool dewn the
American planes. The Soviel Consul General had
summoned Ralph Lo a meeting. After explaining 1o
him that sending Russian planes would mean war
with the Uniled States, the Constl warned: *Mr,
Schoenman, peopie who advocale World War ITT
are sither crazy or working for the CIA, and they
get into trouble.”

When Lev was nol askjng me questions
about Russell and Schoenman, T lectured him on
how the Soviel [utura could be reshaped. He didn’t
by to discourage me from the belief that T was
making an impression, Al the end of the second or

third session he gave me a Parker fountain pen, It

was still in the store box and wasn't wrapped like a

Horowiz (right) af news canf@fence with Peter Collier
(far Ieft) and former NSA agent Winslow Peck.

present. T didn’t know how to refuse it without
insulting him. The next time we had lunch it was
raining and I was wearing my trench coal, As we
walked lirto the strect at the end of the meal, he
stuffed a thick whifc cnvelope into my lefl pocket,

Tknew instinctively whal it was, but wasso

frightened that T didn dare remove it until I
reached home. Withoul taking off my coat, T weni
infe the bedreom and closed the door, laying the
envelope ol on the bed, Inside, there wers 150
one dollar bills. 1 was not so much surprised as
dumbiounded. How could these peopie be so stu-
pid in thefr own interest and so reckless with mine?
The Free Worid Colossus was the first lelt-wing his”
tory of the Cold War that could not be tainted as
the work of a Soviel apologist. it had taken me
years to dévelop this perspective which was far
more effective in persuading readers that America
was responsible for the Cold War and far more

valuable ta the Soviets, if they wanted Lo look at il -

that way, than any information I might be sble to
obtain as an intellipence assel, Yet they thought
nothing of putting my work in jeopardy by
altempling o recruit me as am agent, The thought
enraged me, .

I returned the savelope al olr next meet-
ing and (0Id him never to give me another. Ho was
disappointed but nol discouraged, especially since
[ agreed to go on with our lunches. But a few ses-
sions later, it became apparent that my rejection of
the money had prompted s more drastic test.
When we left the restaurant, he brought up my
tegching job (I was al that lime workihg as an

ghetto of his parents’ political faith, his pivotal role in the feverish rise and fall of
that led him to turn his back on his radical commitments and to "“come home” (o
z was offered the opportunity to commit the “trea-

instructor &l the American army base outside of
London) and asked me if T would be willing to
oblain information about NATO for him. We were
standing in the middle of the street, but I screamed
at im: You're erazy. I'm not going to spy for you
or anyone else. Get the fuck away from me and
don't ever coniact me again. I walked away and
never saw him again. ) ’
I'was not the only radical courted by Lev.
I had seen him with a Marxist economics tutor at
the LSE [London School of Economics], T had dis-
cussed him in a veiled manner with the editor of
Views, who had also been having [unches with him,
Members of the New Left Review crowd knew
him, as did activists I recognized from the Labour
Party left. How many had fziled to reject him as 1
did? How many had become suppliers of informa-
tion to the KGB?
’ After my stint in
London, 1 returned lo the
United States to join Ramparts
magazine. Beginning in 1966, a
series of sensalicnal Ramparis
stories drew a national spot-
light and expanded circulation
to 100,000 readers, making it
the largest” publication of. the
lefl, The stories featured the
CIA and its global intrigucs,”
The  firs! ‘]}‘E.Id . come 1o,
obscure assistant professor of
economics at Michigan State,
named Stanley Sheinbaiim,
-who had participated in a CTA-
funded program 1o Irain
_police in South Vietnam.
Sheinbaum’s story provided an
explosive link between the
campus and the war, When a
“student camhe Lo Remparts with
informalion that the CIA was
funneling secret frinds into the
Nalional Students Association,
a further connection was estab-

lished. This scoop led to revelations about the .

Congress for Cultural Freedom and other liberal
{nstitutinns that had been created Lo oppese the

- Communist offensive. In the hands of Ramparts’

editors, a moral equivalence between Russia’s
police slate and America’s democracy was estab-
lished. In the absence of similar stories about KGB
operations among the organizations of the left or
of links between the anti-war movemen: and the
Communist forces in Vietnam, the Ramparts arti-
cles seémed to conlirm the New Left view of the
world. .

ne of the writers who worked on these slories

was Sol Stern, whom I had met and gotten to
know in Berkleley in the late '30s, In 1968,
Ramparis seni Sol to Bratislava, aleng with Tom
Hayden and an SDS delegation, 1o meet Madame
Binh and other leaders of the National Liberation
Front, For the radicals attending, this was not just
a faci-finding mission. The organizers allowed Sol
Lo be present only after Ramparts agreed that he
wiould not reporl on the “sensitive” political dis-
cussions taking place, Long afterwards, Sol told me
what these were: “The $DSers held a seminar with
the Communists on how to conduct their psycho-
logical warfare campaign against the United
States.” According to Sol, Hayden was particularly
vocal in making suggestions on how to sabotage
the American war effort, He also tried to get the
group Lo publicly endorse the Communist line on-
the war, but Sol and the sociologist Christopher
Jencks, who was also. present, objected and

Ramparts "courtesy of “an
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Hayden's proposal was voted down,

Their dissent had consequences. Following
the Bratislava meeting, members of the group were
scheduled to go to Norih Vietnam. Hayden had
already been there, publicly prociaiming that he had
secn “rice rools democracy” al work, As a conse-
quence, he enjoyed the confidence of the
Communist rulers and had become one of their
galckeepers, screening American tadicals for his
haosts. To punish Sol and Jencks, Hayden saw to it
they were denied permission Lo go on with the oth-
ers to Hanoi.

Hundreds, maybe even thousands of simi-
lar conlacts and arrangements were made with the
Communist enemy during the Sixties and afler, Yet
only a handful of New Leftists have ever wrilten or
talked about them, Few had the high-level contacts
of Hayden, and only one, Carl Cglesby, was able to
tel! his story and remain a leftist in good
standing, Others, like Phiilip Abbot
Luce and Larry Grathewold, made their
revelalions as “renegades,” and were
attacked as “government agents,” a stig-
ma Lhal warned anyone else not to fol-
low their example. Even after the col-
lapse of Communism made its evils diffi-
cult to ignore, the cover-up by veterans
of the New Lelt continted. Memoirs
and historical monographs by New Left
historians painled a virginal porirait of
radical protesters, rewriting the history
of the period on a scale that would have
seemed  impossible outside the
Communist bloe. In his own memoir,
Hayden includes pages of excetpts from
his FBI file, interspersed with disingenu-
ous presentations of his political career
that keep his readers in the dark about
many of the far from innocent activities
hic was actually engaged in. The effect i
1o make the FBIS surveillance segnx
both gratuitous and malign at the saf
\ime, ‘

In the summer of 1972, Hayden
pald a visit to the Ramparts offices. He -
told us he had been to Paris to meet with
the National Liberation Front and rep-
resentatives [rom Hanoi, and he wanted
us o publish an article he intended to
wiite on the military situation, Il was
called *The Prospects of the Vietnamese
Offensive” and was a detailed account
of the battlefront in Vietnam and the
political situation in America. He dictat-
ed all 13,000 words of the article into a
tape recorder in one sitting in the office,
referring only to some notes he had brought with
him. It was an impressive demonstraticn of his intel-
lectual powers, The article concluded: “Vietnam,
country of countless My Lais will be liberated. May
we speed the time.”

[ knew that Haydens article was
Communist war propaganda, Peace negotiations
had begun in Paris and the terms of any freaty
would be critical to the war aims of both combat-
ants, If the sliualion could be stabilized to preserve
the regime in the South, the United States would
have prevailed in the war, If the conditions facilitat-
ed a Communist “liberation,” the other side would
win. '

The Nixon Adminisiration wanted a truce
signed before the Movember election, It had
launched 2 dramatic gambil to pressure the
Communists into a stabilizing peace. After more
than two decades of quarantine Mixon recognized
the Communist regime in China and, with Secretary
of State Henry Kissinger, made *Visits to Moscow
and Peking. They hoped to persuade the
Communist rulers to pressure Hanoi into a settle-
ment on unfavorable terms, Hanoi responded with
ils own strategy, which was to launch an offensive in
South Vietnam to aiter the facts on the ground. The
role of Hayden and other New Left radicals was to
intensify the divisions in America, behlnd enemy
lines,

I listened to Hayden's request with an anx-
ious feeling. There was a “gut check” present when-
ever Hayden asked for a political favor, Once, he
had summoned me to his Bateman Stréet house.
When I got there, he askéd me if I would hide a

Black Panther in the shack behind my own house, It
occurred 1o me that the Panther might be wanted

for an actial erime. But | ignored the thought for

the same reascn that everyone did—the Panthers
were a vanguard under attack. Ever more Jmpor-
tant was my desire to impress Hayden with the fact
that I was not just an intellectual siratepist, but
ready to put myself on the line when the need was
there,

The same consideration underlay my readi-
ness Lo serve Flayden's purposes now. Because I had
acquired a repulation for being eritical of the
Communists, [ even emphasized the point. 1 told
him that [ admired the way he was willing to offer
his pen in their service, because it would also serve
the Vietnamese people, At the same time, | stressed
my own task as one of remaining independent of
any party line. Hayden eyed me with a cynical

as Ramparts® expert on national security subjects,
Al first, I dismissed it as the work of a crank, The
auther claimed to know about top secret military
intellipence matters and included capitalized words
like COMINT, ELINT, RADINT and SWAMP 1
had no way ol assessing these claims and was
inclined to discard the manuscript without further
thought. But before doing so 1 gave it to Bob Fitch,
a writer who had replaced Jan Austin when she left
our slaff to become a full-lime member of the Red
Family.

After reading the article, Filch came back
lnoking pale and frightened. Tt turned out that he
was an ex-nilitary man and had served as an inteili-
gence operative in the 82nd Airborne Division dur-
ing the Cuban Missile Crisis. As a result of his train-
ing, he recognized secret milliary codes in the text of
the article—codes that he was under oath never to
repeat. If we printed them, he said, we

Tom Hayden. “He sel_'f—conscwusly served
the Communists in-Vietam.”

squint, 1 felt 1 had to warn him—since he was work-
ing directly with the Communisis—that T 'was going
te write an article in the same issue that would be
critical of Hanoi’s Communist allies in Moscow and
Peking, By welcoming Nixen to their capitals, the
Russians and Chinese were playing info his hands.
Hayden refused to admit that there might be any
conflict of interest between the Communist forces.
Whether he actually believed this or was just play-
ing the political role he had assigned himself as a
spokesman for Hanod, 1 dido’t konow and never
found out.

My piece was much shortcr than Hayden's
and was called *Nixons Vietnam Stralegy: How It
‘Was Launched with the Aid of Brezhnev and Mao
and How Ihe Vietnamese [ntend lo Defeat It.” The
Leos Angelies Times ran a long article on its editorial
page attacking what I wrote under the heading
“Bloodthirsty New Left Wanis The War To
Continue.” One Times reader wrote a letter to the
editor saying that an NBC reporter, also named
David Horowitz, should be fired for expressing such
views,

Ncilher my piece nor Haydens was the most
explosive feature of the August 1972 issue of
Ramparts, however. ‘This honor belonged to an
unsigned article by a man who called himself
Winslow Peck. It was titled *U.8. Electronic
Espionage: A Memoir* and, as we soon discovered,
publishing it would violate & section 01 tha
Espionage Act of 1918,

The aiticle had literally come over thi tran-
som of our Berkeley office. It was passed on {0 me’

would all go to jail. Fitch had authenti-
caled the document. Peter Collier and 1
arranged a meeting with Peck at a local
Berlkeley cafe. We learned that he had
been employed by a lop secret branch of
intelligence called the National Security

115, intellipence bul was unknown at
the time, How uriknown was indicated
by an anecdote Peck told us. He was
H  present al a riefling session with Vice
President. Hubert: Humphrey in 1967
4 when Tlumphrey “asked a couple of
pretly dumb questions that showed he
dicint have the fogpiesi notion of what
NSA was and what it did,”

Peck’s mosl sensational claim
was that the NSA had cracked the
Soviet intelligence code, This meant that
U.S. intelligence could read Soviet elec-
. tro'ni;i communications at will:

.‘;'As [ar gs the Soviet Unjon is
concel fed, we Know lhe whereabouts at
ny- given time of all its aucraﬂ exclu-

¢ of small private planes, and Its naval
forces, including ils missile-fiting sub-
" marines... .. We know where their sub-
marines are, what every one of their
VIPs is doing and, generally their capa-
bilities and the dispositicn of all their
forces.

Peck himself was stationed at a
base in Turkey and had listened to the
last conversation between Soviet
Premier Kosygin and a Soviet cosmo-
naut who had burned up in space. He
alsc claimed o have intercePled and
read the message to the froni from Israeli head-
quariers in Tel Aviv recalling General Moshe
Dayan during the 1967 war,

I was struck by what I thought were Lhe
momentous tamifications of Peck disclosures. If
we knew where every Soviet missile and tank was,
there could be no surprise attacks er false “missile
gaps” based on erroneous ostimates, such as had
underwritten Kennedy's arms buildup in the Sixties.
To print Peck’s article would strike a blow against
the war machine, It would premote peace on all
sides. Or 50 I defuded myself in the emotion of the
moment. In facl, a8 I realized after the deed was
done, what we had revealed was the most carefully
guarded intelligence information of all: the knowl-
edpe that we had penetrated the Soviet code,
Agents were killed to prevent the other side from
knowing what their own side knew.

When ! realized what we had done, [
became uncertain. There was no one-time breaking
of a code, The other side would always respond by
creating a new cne, By revealing to the Soviets that
their security had been breached, we had merely
dlerted them that they needed 10 replace it. Bven if
[ had understood the real significance of publishing
Peck’s claims, I'might have agreed to print his story
anyway. For me, the overriding justification was
one that welghed heavily on all the political deci-
sions [ made: B was important that America should
lose the war, 1 did not believe that an NLF victory
would mean “rice fools” democracy, as’ Haydén
had wiitten, but I w‘s convinced that America’ loss
would be Vie nant¥ gain. An_ Ameritan defeat
would weiken dppression everywhere.

Agency, which encompassed 80% .of :
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‘When Peter and 1 told Fitch that we were
going Lo run Peck’s arlicle, he panicked. We would
all be tried for treascn and go to jail, e whined, or
even worse. We brushed his fears aside, practically
laughing in his face. Where was his revolutionary
spine? Where was his commitment to the cause?
When we relused to reconsider oer decision, Fitch
announced he was quitting thé magazine. He was
not about 10 go down in flames with us. We
enjoyed seelng this rhetorical maximalist &xpoded
2s a coward, but his departure caused a lurch
nonetheless. What il he was right? Both of us had
families, Were we ready to jeopardize their futures
even for a grand gesture like this? We began to
sense that we might be out’of our depths,

Taking a step back, we decided to defer a
final decision until we could consult a lawyer, 1
thobght of contacting the defense team for Daniel
Ellsberg, the former Pentagon official who was
then on trial in Los Angeles for leaking a classified
reporl on American policy in Vietnam,

did not reflect my own political values, Yet war
does not leave room for fine discriminations or
intermediate stands, Looking back al what I actu-
ally did, my “eritical independence” seems to me
now a distinetion without much of-a practicai dif-
ferenca. The same, moreover, can be said for all
those anti-war- demenstrators who might have
been critical of Communisr hut were willing to
march behind slogans that called for (he withdraw-
al of American troops “now”—a policy that could
only result in a Communist viclory, They did not
see Communistn as a superior way of life the way
Hayden did. But in regarding It as the lesser of twe
evils, they helped the enemy to win all Lhe same,
That same summer, there were reports of
a bloodbath in Indechina, The Khmer Rouge had
swept through Cambodia leaving killing ficlds in
their wake. From Vielnam itself had come reports
of a hundred thousand summary executions, a mil-
lion and a haif refugees and more than a million

We had just compleled a Rampares
cover feature on his case. 1 pul in a cal}
to Los Angeles and was soon talking (o
Harvard law professor Charles Nesson,
a member of the Ellsberg team, After T
had cutlined the sitwalion, Nesson
cxplained the faw. Technically, he said,
we would be violating the Espionage
Acl. But Lhe act had been written in a
peculiar way to apply to classified
papers removed from government
olfices or material copied from govern-
nient files. The government was able to
indicl Ellsberg because he had xeroxed
actual papers, Tt was impartant for us,
in insulating ourselves from possible
prosceution, not to acknowledge that
any papers existed. If we {ook his
advies, Nesson suggested, we might gel
away wilth publishing the arlicle, To
make it5 case in a court of law, the gov- -
ernment would have to esiablish that
we had indeed damaged national secu- -
rity. To do so, it would be necessary Lo
reveal more than the government might
want the other side to know. In facl, the
legal process would certainly force
more informalion to light than the gov-
ernment would want anybody to know.
On balance, there was a good chance
that we would not be prosecuted. [ had
just been given advice by a [amous con-
stitutional law professor on how (o
commit treason and get away with it.

We published the article and it became our
first journalistic coup, receiving fronl page cover-
age in The New York Times. But (ke Times story
was disappointing 1o me because it did not even
mention my notion thal 1the NSAY% technoiogy
made surprise altacks Impessible, Instead, it
focused on the more perfinent question of whether
Feck's claim that American agents had broken the
Soviel code was decurate, Experts were quoted by
the Times 10 the effect that.it was not. The account
also revealed hal the real name of the man we
knew as Winslow Peck was Perry Fellwock, a fact
that could cnly have been learned from -intelli-
gence sources. The press conference we held in the
Ramparts offices, alter the Times story appeared
was altended by an impressive média cohort, We
decided that cne partticular reporter was the CIA
“plant” because he kepl asking us whether we had
any written documents. But we held to the strate-
gy that Messon had devised and said there were
none,

Thinking about these évents, 1 have asked
myself in retrospect whether there was any practi-
cal difference between my actions and those of
radicals like Tom Hayden, whe self-consciously
served the Communist vulers in Vietnam, When
Hayden and Jane Fonda went to North Vietnam
and urged American lroops to defect, it made me
as uncomfortable as had Ralph Schoenmans
broadeasts over radio Hanoi during my ‘days with
Bertrand Russell. Remembering my parenls’ expe-
rience as members of the American Comrhunist
Party, when they were forced to become apelogisis

for murder, I had long belore resolved that F would

never commit myself o any regime or party that

Homwrtz and Ronald Radosh at
Marx’s tomb in 1966.

peaple 1mpusoned in “1e-¢dUcatloILcamps" and
gulags in the South, These events produced a
shock of recognition in ‘some quarlers of the left,
Joan Baez took out a full pape ad in The New York
Times for an “Appeal to the Conscience of North
Vietnam.” She enlisled a number of former “anti-
war” aclivists to sign her call to the Communists to
show more humanity in their treatment of their
apponenis. As soon as ber stalement appeared,
however, Baez was atlacked by Tom Haydon and
Jane Fonda as a tool of the CLA. A counter-ad was
organized by Cora Weiss, who had traveled o
Hanei and collaborated with the regime in its tor-
lure of American POWs, The Weiss ad praised the
Communists for their moderation in administering
the peace,

The significance of this conflict derived
from the role the left had played in the tragedies
themseives. In 1973, Nixon and Kissinger negotiat-
ed a peate lreaty that was designed to keep the
South Vietnamese regime in place and remove
America’s military presence, I knew that the out-
come was nol going to be the “liberation” we had
promised. But with American forces out of the pic-
ture, I saw no compelling reason to remain politi-
cally in the fray,

But Hayden and others like him did. After
the anti-draft movement disintegratéd in 1970,
Hayden and Fenda organized an “Inde-China
Peace Campaign” Lo cut off remaining American
supporl for the regimes'in Cambodia and South
Vietnam, For the next few years;, the Campaign
worked tirelessly to ensure the victory of the North
Vietnamese Communists ‘and the Khmer Rouge.
Atcompanied by a* caigra leai; ‘Hayden and
Fonda tréveled to Hanot and IHen fo (he “liberat-

Ameriean people turned against the war,

ed” zones in South Vietnam Lo make a propaganda

“film, It was called Introduction to the Enemy, and

attempted to persuade viewers that the
Commiunists were going {e creale a new societly in
the South. Equality and justice awaited its inhabi-
tants if only’ America would cut off support for the
Saigon regime.

Assisted by radlcal legislators like Ron
Dellums and Bella Abzug, Hayden set up a caucus
in the Capitol building where he lectured congres-
sional staffefs on the need to end American aid;
He directed his attention to Cambodia, as well,
lobbying for an accommodalion wilth the Khmer

Rouge’ guerrillas, When Nixon resigned’ over

Walergate, it provided all the leverage Hayden and
his activists needed, The Demacrals won the mid-
term elections, bringing to Washington a new
group of legislators who were determined to
undermine the seltlement that Nixon and
Klssmger had achieved. The zid was cul, the
Saigen regime fell, and the Khme1
Rouge marched into the Cambodian
capital. Tn the two years that followed,
more Indochinese were killed by the
victorious Communists than had been
killed on both sides in all thirteen years
of the anli-Communist war,
It was the bloodbath that cur
opponents, the defenders of the
- American presence in Southeast Asia,
had predicied. But for the lefe there
would be no looking back. Baez’
appeal proved the furthest it was possi-
ble for them to go, which was not very
far. The appeal did nol begin to suggesl
that "anti-war” activists needed to
reassess the role (hey had played in
mzking these (ragedies inevitable,
Iromically, il was Hayden who evenlu-
ally came closest {o such sell-recogni-
tion: “Whal continues to batter my
sense of morality and judgment,” he.
wroie in Rewsion, ™is that T'eouldnof
even imagine that the worsl slerectype
of revolutionary madness was becont-
‘ing a reality . . .. Pol Pot and the
KhmerRouge became the Stalins and-
Hitlers of my lifatime, killing hundreds
of thousands of peopie for being *edu-
caled” or ‘urban,’ for attracling the
_ paranoid attention of a secrel police
who saw conspiracies behind every fail-
ure of the grand plan to be achieved,
Most Western estimates setlls on 1.5
milfion killed . . . .” But having acknowledged
these facts and his confusion over théhm, he could
g0 no further, The terrible result, which he had
worked so hard to make possible, failed to prompt
a reassessment of the policies he had opposed:
“None of this persuades me that Nixon and
Kissinger were right ,

1 had been having my own thoughts about
the end of the war, attempting Lo place it in histor- -
ical context as a way of judging what had hap-
pened. As a student at’ Columbia, I had read
Euripides’ tragedy The Trojan Women, which was
inspired by his countrymen’s conquest of the small
island of Melos. Euripides intended his play to
arcuse the moral sense of his fellow Athenians
aboul the war they had conducted and the suffer-
ing they had infiicled. When the Athenians saw
Euripides’ play, they wepl [or the people of Melos.
In the eyes of my professor, Moses Hadas, this
show of conscience was a tribute to Athenian civ-

_ilization. How much greater, 1 thought, was the

civilized response of America’s democracy to the
tragedy in Vietnam. I could not think of another
historical insiance where a nation had retreated
from a field ol batlle it had dominated, because
the conscience of its people had been touched.
And yel, Amesica had withdrawn for preciscly
that reason. The left believed that American poli-
cy was controlled by giant-corporations, and that
the war was -being prosecuted for their imperial
Inierests, which they would nol relinquish. Biu the

- left had been proven wrong, Americar democracy

was 1ot the “sham” we had said it was. When the ©

H\\M% .

there was no grealer powet 1o make it con-
lmuc
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Mata Hari, continued from page !

1f the New York Times bio is right, Bianca
was then just 21, Impossible, said my friend.
“When I mel her, even then, she was no spring
chicken,” he told me, “I'm 54 now, so she’s got to
be al least 55,”

Whatever. Even given all the miles on her
clock, she sl seemed lo be a bit above a mere
congressman from one of the sleazier parts of
Morth Jersey. *[ think she lowered herself to go to
Torricelli,” was my friend's assessment. Mine loo. I
recently Iistened to a tape of an interview that the
wriler Ronald Radosh had with Jagger, in 1983, in
the same hotel room where she had been
receiving as a nightly visitor the Marxist
thug Borge, who would leave her suite
cvery morning in the cloud of dust creat-
ed by his small army of bodyguards and
lackeys, As I turned on the tape, I expect-
ed to listen Lo Jagger pour lorth a load of
Marxisl drivel. Actually. though, she
seemed rather rational for a Nicaraguan
in that era, and her command of English
was guite impressive. She has never pre-
lended 1o be anything other than a
MNicaraguan lefiist with strong anli-
Ametican leanings and so, al least, you
can't call her a hypocrite.

You can, however, wonder why
an American congressman would even
shake her hand, much less jump into bed
with her. And why he would lake her
advice on a crucial inlernational issue
involving highly classified -Cenlral
Intelligence Agency informalion i3 a
question that I can't pretend to answer.

Around the time Bianca was becom-
ing pregnant by and marrying Mick,
both Torricelli and I were students at :
Rutgers University in New Jersey. Iwasa
student at Livingsion College, which was
founded in 1569 and was *progressive.” [
liked iL. There were no grades, so T could
spend my time doing what I wanted to do,
which mainly consisted of (raveling, with
some studying thrown in for diversion.

' Torricelli was a student at
Rulgers College, which was founded in
1766 and was more traditicnal, There'is
much to be said for traditional education,
but at the lime we Livingston students.
looked down en the Ruigers crew as a bunch of
kiss-asses. Torricelli was, by all accounts, the kiss-
ass of kiss-asscs, one of those straight-A students
who is aiways running for class president and
whosc goal in life I to go Lo law school and be a big
SUCCEss.

I have nothing against ambition, but there
is something wrong with those brilliant students
who have their lives planned out at age 20. This is
especially true if those plans include law school
and politics. Il is cne thing to try to make a
Promethean bargain for genius and knowledge at
that age, and quile ancther to want power over
others. To have an urge for-power belore one has

had a chance to acquire wisdom—that is a charae- -

ter faw, as Bill and Hillary Clinton have proven
rather decisively.

5till, as someone who was a poor student
with no great ambitions, I certainly can't claim any
great moral authority on this or any question. 1
apent much of my college years ignoring my stud-
ies so that I could go surfing in as many places as 1
could possibly get to, both in the United States and
overseas, When 1 wrote aboul (his for Heterodoxy
some Lime ago, one reader.accused me of hedo-
nism, as I recall, There's some truth to that, bul the
one piece of wisdom I took away from being in var-
ious second- and third-world countries as a surfer
was just how lucky we are to be born Americans.
It not just thal as Americans we can, wilh relative
ease, put together the money 1o travel anywhere
we wanl. Its more that we seem to be almost
unique in our capacily (o enjoy and exercise frce-
dom. 1 always suspecled that these britliant stu-
dent/politicians, like Torricelli and Hiltary, have
never had that feeling, Eatly.cn

) fe, they atiach -
themselves Lo the Americaipower stenelure, Itisa -~

greal power structure, indeed, ihe most potent on
earth, And this makes them feel guill as well as
exhilaration, $o for them, being an American is an
alloyed experience. They are always-looking
around the corner lo see if thal power, to which
they have attached themselves so fecklessly, is
doing something bad.

That is, 1 suppose, a charitable way of
looking at the curious affair by which the actions of
Bianca Jagger—through Robert Torricelll and Bill
Clinton—ended up recently by a restructuring of
the CIA. It was a remarkable event, something
that would have been unthinkable for most of the
history of our republic but which, in the Clinton
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affair with Michael Caine and quite a lively run
through the Paris social whirl into the brief space
before 1971, when. at the alleged age of 21, she
grabbed a hold of Mick.

The marriage was, like disco, a '70s thing.
By the '80s, Bianca was divorced and spending a
lot of time back in Managua indulging herself,
along with the gathering of American sandalistas,
in the hip pursuit of the '80s' revolutionary politics,
Around the time that the London reck group The
Clash was releasing ils album “Sandinista!™
Bianca, in fact, was spending a lot of time with the
most odious of the Sandinistas, Tomas Borpe,
Borge, of course, was the Lavrenti Beria of the
regime, who ran .the notorious secret
police network thal kept an eye on every
house on every block in Nicaragua,

I ance came around a corner of a
reslaurant in Managua and found myself
lace-to-face with Borge. I will never for-
get his grin, though I went straight 1o a
bar and started drinking in an attempt to
do su. The grin beirayed a mixture of
sycophaney and malice. He must have
grinned al me because he assumed thal
any American in Managua was a
Sandinista supporter, But that was not the
case; T was no (an, T had spent (he day pre-
vious interviewing a human rights official
about the arbitrary arrests and lortures
being inflicted by the Inlerior Ministry
that Borge headed.

The scariest thing about Borges
grin was not the Bichmann-like aspect of
it, but the reflexive belief thal I was a co-
conspirator, that all Americans were so
ambivalent that they couid easily be
recruited into an enterprise such as his,
-One American for whom this would be
_‘troe, 1o bring this story of intrigue and
bvegsipq up 1o date, was Jennifer
arbury. She (it the sandalista mold so
well as to'be a virtual stereotype: Harvard
Law School grad looking for a mission in
life who drilts to Central America and s
enthralled by the romance of the revolu-
tionary. Fealing 8 desperate urge to edu-
cate those benighted Americans who for
sarne reason didnt appreciate the idea of

Bianca’s ,Latestf,'f.' lame

era, went largely unnoticed if the media, This curi-
ous affair [ am referring to had its roots in the *80s,
the decade when anti-Americanism reached its
peak, at least among Americans, Thousands of
leftist Americans flew o Nicaragua and other
spots in Central America 1o help the Marxists beat
back the capitalist, imperialist forces of Renald
Reagan, To be charitable, let’s assume that few of
these Americans understood they were helping the
Cubans and Soviets gain bases on the North
American continent. For most, it was more the
political equivalent of a fashion statement.

Bart of the uniform for these people
involve those big, clunky sandals made by
Birkenstock In Sweden, Anyone who wore these
things was almost certainly a foreigner who had
come 1o Managua to aid the Sandinistas. The
locals, therefore, jokingly called these people “san-
dalistas,” and the name stuck.

1 will concede thal there is a cerlain utifi-
tarlan aspect to Birkenstocks and that #t would
seem-to make sense to wear such sandals in the
tropical heat, But thelr ubiquity among the
Americans made il obvious that they were
employed niore as part of a uniform than as simple
foctwear. This impression is reinforced by the fact
that no Nicaraguan, rich or poor, capitalist or com-
munist, weuld have been caught dead in the 1hings,
least of all Bianca Jagger. .

Latin Americans, even the honest ones,
lend lo embellish the truth almost by force of
habit, and it is therefore unlikely that anyone but
Bianca knows the circumslances of her arrival as a
young woman in Paris, Her version seems {o be
that she arrived there in her teens tostudy political
‘seience, If 50, she must have been & quick study,
since’she ‘had. packed'not only her studies but her

a Marxist takeover of neighboring states,
Harbury decided to write a hook about
revolutionaries, But not just any revolu-
tionaries. Women revolutionarics.

By the lime she got involved in this enter-
prise, it was very late in the game forfthe world
socialist movement, The Berlin Wall had fallen and
even the most thickheaded of revolutionaries must
have begun (o realize the jig was up. A few short
years before, it still seemed likely that Bl Salvador
and Guatemala would, like Nicaragaa to the south,
go Marxist, But by now the guerrilla movements in
those countries were doomed and isolated.

But Harbury hadnt heard the news and
traveled to El Salvador in 1950, She met a guerril-
la leader named Efrain Bamaca Velasquez.
Bamaca was a leader in a group called ORPA,
which rouglly translates as “Revolutionary
Organization of the People in Adrms.” To give cred-
it where it's due, ORPA was by far the most com-
monsensical of the Guatemalan guerrilla groups,
and it tended {o focus not so much on murder as on
intimidating farmowners into paying higher wages.

Harbury found Bamaga to be a charming
fellow. The next year, Bamaca sneaked over the
barder into Texas. Harbury says that they held a
Mayan wedding ceremony, which she claims made
them legally married under Texas law. This may
have been a bil of a stretch, but Harbury began
using it to advantage when Bamaca disappeared in-
batile in 1992. She bepan holding hunger strikes in
Guatemala City and in Washington, D.C., to force
officials to disclose whal happened to her “hus-
band.” By way of comparison, in 1985 the journal-
ist Nick Blake disappeared in Guatemala whils {ry-
ing (o link up with and interview guerriilas, Blake's
family began a campaign 1o find out what hap-
pened o him, They argued that the U8, govern-
ment should take a more aggressive role In finding
cut what happened to him,

i went to the sile in Gualemala from

APVl Werld Phots
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which he disappeared, a cold and forbidding spot
in the mountains, where both the guerrillas and the
army played for keeps. It was difficult, if not
impossible, to gel any useful information about
Blake’s disappearance from the villagers, though
they did offer many tales about how the guerrillas
had marched into town and pul town olficials up
against the wall. So I wassomewhal sympathetic to
U.S. government officials who-told me they were
doing their best, but that it is not the business of
lhe American government lo babysit every
American who decides to hike off into a place the
puerrillas called *Ho Chi Minh Front.”

Blake was an American citizen and non-
combalant. But Bamaca? He was an armed guer-
rilla who would have, if he could have managed il,
killed every soldier in the Gualemalan Army. If
they got him [firsl, what business was it of
Washington's?

Tor a couple of years, Harbury carried on
her hunger sirikes to no great effect. Within
the old sandalista network, however,’
Farbury became the center of a conspivacy
theory. The Lhoory revolved around the
idea that the CIA was prepping up the
Gualemalan Army despite an order by
President Bush cutting off military aid in
1991. That order came becanse of the 1990
murder by Guatemalan Army troops of an
Armnerican who ran a hotel in Guatemnala,
The Ametican, Michael DeVine, was slain
by six scldiers who were questioning him.
The Uniled States was not satisfizd with the
progress of the investigation and therefore
aid was cut off.

This aid cutoff seems Lo have been
justifiable. I didmt know DeVine, but 1
know some people in Guatemala who knew
him. Mike Shawcross, an affable
Englishman who owns a bookstore in
Guatemala, told me that DeVine way not
.oniy a nice guy but thoroughly apolitical. ~ [3
Whatever bungling led o his death should
have been more harshly prosecuted by the
Gualemalan government, Shaweross said,
The Guatemalan army was wrong. But onee
the conspiracy Lheorists got hold of it, the
whole affair took on an even more sinister
ajr than that of a murder which was sinister
enough, It was claimed that DeVine had
been killed because he had knowledge of a
drug-smuggling operation run by the local
army commander, And the conspiracy theo-
rists also claimed (hat the CIA was secretly prop-
ping up the Guatematan military {and defying U.S.
policy) with under-the-table payments that made
up for the aid cutoff, They also put together a num-
ber of other relaled tales, all as imaginative as one
would expecl when one combines Guatemalan
cxaggeration with the general cluzlessness of
American leftists. ’ .

Most if rot all of this story was nonsense,
but it was good enough for Bianca Fagger, who
brought all the disparate elements of this slory into
harmonic converpence, She met with Jennifer
Harbury and, after hearing her story, relayed her
concerns to her cohgressman du jour. Robert
Torricelli began to look into the .case. A White
House official by the name of Richard Nuccia, who
had once been a slaffer on a commiliee led by
Torricelli, pave Torricelli classified information
thal suggested that the CIA was withholding cru-
cial information about the Harbury and DeVine
cases, Torricelli drafted a leller to President
Clinton in which he charged that the ClA was
withholding ihe informaiicn because a
Guatemalan Army colonel on the CIA payrcll had
been respensible for the killings of both Bamaca
and DeVine, If that had been all Torricelli did, he
would have been within his righis and the subse-
quent nguiry might have done no harm and could
ever have done some good. But Torricelli also
released the letter to New York Times reporter Tim
Weinar, The letter contained not just general alle-
gations but specific information aboul the colonel,
including his name: Julic Roberto Alpirez.

Until this point in American hisiory, the
only people in the employ of the U3, government
who had revealed the identity of CIA sources were

spies and turnceals, Torrigelli was the first con-

Anti-CIA Activist:

gressman, There is a good reason other congress-
men have never revealed such information
{though simple patrictism should suffice}: All con-
gressmen take an oath not to reveal classified
secrets. Torricelli, who was & member of the House
Intelligence Subcommittee, had also taken an oath
in keeping with his duties as a member of that com-
mittee. But after the article appeared in the Times,
with Alpirez’s identity as a CIA source unmasked,
Torricelli appeared before the National Press Club
on May 2, 1995. The event is instructive not just
because it shows not only how left wing the
Washington press corps is, bul how incompetent.
Mot a single journalist there asked a single tough
question of Torricelli, and few seemed to have the
most basic understanding of the enormity of his
act. -

The. transcripl is fascinating in that if
shows Torricelli basically bought the eatire con-
spiracy theory without bothering to check it out,

Fortunately, his reveldtions caysed President
Clinton o erder his Intelligence Oversight Board
to review the entire affalr. That panel released its
report on June 28, 1996, Though this is an over-
sight board working for a Democratic president, it
seems to have done an impartial job of digging out
the faots. The result was that Torricelli’s rationale
for' leaking the Information—a rogue CLA—was
refuted on every point. There was no conspiracy.

" Torricelli had stated al his appearance
before the National Press Club, “When the presi-
dent of the United States learns through the news-
paper that the United States government has a
secret foreipn aid program to the Guatemalan mil-
itary, no one can contend that the intelligence cor-
munity is under sufficlent civilian control,” Great
quote; no wonder the newspapers ate it up,
However, President Clintons Gversight Board
concluded the following: “Contrary to public alle-
pations, C1A did not increase covert funding for
Guatemala to compensate for the cuioff of military
Aid i 1990.” ‘

Another example: Torricelli maintained at
the press conference that despite the oaths he took
nol to reveal classified infermation, he had a duty
as an American citizen to reveal eriminal activity

‘when he became aware of it, But in this case,

according 1o the Oversight Board, there was no

criminal activity to be exposed. “With respect to

criminal liability conicerning these CIA nondisclo-
sures, we have found no adequate basis to con-
clude that the conduct of any of the relevant CIA
officials violated any crifninal sialule,”

Al the press conlerence, Torricelli also

stated the CIA “mainlained Colonel Alpirez on

the payroll, coniinued financial payments to him,
and did nothing to bring him to justice, although

fgrirtifer Harbury
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they knew he killed an American” But the
Oversight Board coneluded, “The widely publi
cized Qctober 1991 allegation that DeVine wat
killed on Colonel Alpirez's base and that Alpire:
was presenl runs counter to the substantial evi
dence pathered by Car]l West and by the
Department of Justice.”

This last conclusion is perhaps the mos
damaging to the Torricelli/Jagger side of the argu
ment, The Carl West mentioned in the quote is ar
Aunerican, a private investigator who has lived i
Guatemala for more than 15 years and who ha
made a career out of petting other Americans ou
of lough spols, such as kidnappings, He was hirec
in 1990 by DeVine's widow, Caral, to look into the
killing, I first spoke to him ten years ago, when Iy
did some work cn the Blake case, Recently, I gav
him another call.

Wesl informed me that though the

- DeVine case did indeed involve a brutal and sense

less murder, it was a murder that had bee:
solved long before Bianca Jagger and Bot
Torricelli decided to stick their noses into it
Six soldiers and one officer (not Alpirez
had been convicted of the killing in
Guatemalan court, The only connectior
that Alpirez had to the killing was that the
soldiers were staying at his base at the timy
of the killing. They were not under his cam
‘mind, .bul wore siaying there simpl
because they needed a place Lo slay while i
the area, “The investigation into the deatl
of Michael DeVine had been long terminat
. ed well before Torricelli came out with any
-thing,” West told me. “These [ellows [th
killers] in the DeVine case had already bees
put away, Torricelli's revelations hac
. absolutely no effect on the DeVine case anc
still haven®t as far as [ know.”
Torricelll purported to be exposing
- a cover-up of DeVines murder,- but Wes
. said there was no evidence of any’ suci
cover-up. “I would be hard-pressed
believe that any U.8, government agens
~covered up important knowledge concern
ing the death of Michael DeVine. I promis:
Inever ever had any inkling or even a sligh
- itlea that any U.S. agency had any meaning
ful informalion regarding the death,”

The reason the CIA lacked sucl
informaticn goes to the hearl of the prob
lem with <l the leftist conspiracy theorists
In their minds, the CIA is both omnipoten
and omniscient in the Third World, pulling string
to manipulate the autcome of even the tiniest o
events. The Third World would no doubt function
a lat better if that were true, But it’s not. The CI4
is, when all is said and done, just another govern

- ment agency, cne with limited funds and lmite:

personncl. To quote the Ovwversight report

““BEmbassy officers state that Mrs, IdeVine hac

access, through her private investigator, to mon
detailed information than did the embassy, unc
hence information more often flowed from her
the embassy than in the other direction,”

The Oversight reporl slso contained thi
senfence: “Our intelligence services are not all
knowing.” Good point. You and I have no way o
knowing how many agents the United States has il
Guatemala and how much is spent. But Torricell
had access to that information if he desired it. Onl;
a fool could helieve that, with its limited respurces
the CLA somehow was running a shadow opera
tion that was propping up the Guatemalan militar
after the U.S. fund cutolf. - s

1 use the term “fool” advisedly because i
is one of Torricelli’s favorites. That’s what he calle
me in the one and only phone conversation we hay
on the subject. [ had called him in my capacity ag:
colurmnist for, The Stur-Ledger, New Jersey’s larges
newspaper, o explore some contradictions. Nes
Jersey has the second-largest Cuban dmigrd popu
lation it America and as a congressman Torricell
has carved out a reputation as one of Fidel Castro’
toughest critics In Congress. (Although this camu
only after he acquired this anti-Castro constituen
ey} But he also has consistently pandered to the
loony left on Central America. I'd never seen an'
politician get votes from both the left and the righ
in Latin America. I called him to find cut how b
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pulled off this rather difficult trick.

Before long, I found myself asking
Torricelli just what he meant when he said he had
made the accusations against the CTA. because he
needed to uncaver eriminal actlvity, “Okay,” I said.
“But what was the Jaw that was broken? Was it an
American law or a Guatemalan law?" Torricelli
had no answer. This was nine maonths after he’d
made the revelation, yet 1 was apparently the first
Jjournalist to ask that question.

“You are a fool!” Torricelli screamed at me.

“You could just answer the question,” I
offered helpfully.

“I'll speak to your editor!” he shouted as
he hung up, That conversation took place early last
year, and since then I've reparted on all the various
revelations concerning the case as, little by little, it
l:as become more apparent how off-base his initial
assumptions were, But I haven't been able 1o ask
key questions like the following, How much of a
rele did Bianca play in your decision? Don't you
feel you and Bianca have done itreparable harm to
our intelligence-gathering apparaius? And most
important: Don't you remmember the Iran hostage
crisis? That was, I'd remind him, when a
Democratic president, having crippled the CIA
with idealistic but nonsensical demands, was taken
by surprise by a group of Mideast madmen,
Couldn’t it happen again because of whai has
become known as “the Torricelli Principle™?

The Torricelli Principle was first cited-in-

an article in 0.5, News & World Report. The article
said that as a result of Torricell's revelations about

Alpirez, CIA agents have been directed not to -

recruit foreign sources who may be iavolved in
civil rights violations, The article quoted disgrun-
tled CIA officials as saying the new policy “has
effectively put a halt to most human-intelligence-
gathering operations around the globe.” .

Afier | read the article, I called a highly

placed intelligence source in Washingion, #T!
a really dumb set of guidelines,” he lold-me;
says you can't recruit as 4 spy anyone who is o
nice person, What this does is to say to your case
officer he's supposed to find ont what’s going on in
Lebanon, and it’ fine for him to recruit sources in
churches-and PTAs, but he can't recruit anyone in
Hezbollah because everyone in Hezbollah is a
rights violator,”

The irony in all this is that while we
Americans occupy ourselves with manufactured
conspiracies about the CIA, there are plenty of
enemies of America cceupying themselves with
real conspiracies. Eventually, one of those conspir-
acles may surprise Bill Clinton, the way the 1979
embassy lakeover surprised Jimmy Carter, Of
course, we can always hope we penctrate that con-
spiracy despite the Torricelli Principie. It certaialy
makes sense to require thal actual CIA agents
observe human-rights guidelines, But sources are
not agents, They are peaple whe are paid to talk.
Fidel Castro’s No. 2 man, for example, is certainly
a human-rights viclator-of the worst sort, But if
he'd talk, the CIA should certainly be allowed to

pay lo listen. John Deutch, the CIA directer who.

promulgated these puidelines, was said to be wide-
ly despised for caving in to Torricelli on (he
Harbury casc. He demoted or otherwise disci-
plined a number of ageats in Guatemala, but only
one was guilly of any violation of agency rules,
accerding to my weli-placed intelligence source.
The others were sacrificed Lo please The New York
Times. After announcing the disciplinary action to
a collection of officers, Deutch then called a ple-
nary-type meeting in which he said he wanted
everyene to know that he didn’ fntend this to dis-
courage other agents from taking risks. “The
whole auditorium laughed ouf loud,” the source
said. After the session ended, all the apents walked
out without waiting for Deutch o leave, “a ierrible
insult,” according to the soutce because, until then,
it had been customary for all officers Lo stand up
whenever the Director of Intelligence entered or
left the room. Deutch abolished that custom rather
than sec it contlonally violaled because of seor for
himself, the sonree said,

Deuteh 'is gone now and Clinton has
named as his suceessor Anthony Lake, who recent-
Iy gained some notoriety by testifying that he was
unsure whether Alger Hiss was a spy. The confir-

here,

Guatemalan army’s first reaction to the publicity .

mation hearings may be interesting. Perhaps the
next CIA director will come to his senses and qul-
etly drop the Torricelll Principle. There wiil still
remain the problem that from now on, every CIA
source in the world will have to think about the
possibility that his name might someday appear on
the front page of The New York Times.

W’hen I first started working on this story, 1
naively assumed that the Clinton people

were secretly mad at Torricelll but keeping thelr
outrage (o themselves. This turns out not to have
been the case, The House Ethics Commiittee white-
washed the altegations against him, and the White
House never said a word, Torricelli had Bill
Clinton’s full endorsement in his successful bid last
year to move up to the Senate, [ seem to be the only
one who thinks anything’s amiss. .
Meanwhile, the Inside the Beltway crowd

_ used the Jagper/Torricelli incident as yet another

chance to prove (he CIA is cbsolete, To lhis‘end,
they repeatedly citg the example of Aldrich Ames
and the other turneoats with the agency. But. what
did' these guys do? They:gave away the names of
CIA sources. Torricelli did the same, and he’s their
Congress has always been full of people on
the make; the difference is thaf. for prior genera--
tions the rules were clear, There: were a lat of -
scoundrels ameng the  congressmen who Served
alter World War IT, for example, and many of these
no doubt had girlfriends.'But it would have been
uriconcéivable for them as a copgressman in 1955 Lo
give away CIA secrets in part to cozy up to a girl-
friend who owed allegiance to a forelgn power.
Perhaps (he preatest irony in this case,
however, lies in the fate that befell Bamaca, The.

generated by .Ieifgifer ‘I—Ié.zjb!ifg;w‘s‘-‘hpnger strikes.was
d “say Ba illed; Whe
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~biil megalomania will always be with us.

—GEOREE GHUDER, AUTHON 1% Wraraue axn Pesrary

‘6Hadical Son is one of the best

political memeirs I've ever read.
. Though it is really a love story—ene man hecornes
" passionately enamored of [reedom, responsibilify;
and reason. Or maybe it's a book about faith healing,
# trus account of how belief in human dignity and
individual rights cures blindness, folly, and haired,
Anyway, everyone who was ever involved wiik or

Horowliz's words, and then eat their own. [ think
the last political book that affeeted me this strongly
was Hayek's Road to Serfdom.»

+sHorowitz has written a vivid and compelling memoir
in which it's the life as it was really lived that matters, not just the politics.
Hudical Son may be ‘a generational odyssey,’ but it's also a work of literature. %

¢¢A document of the first imporiance for
understanding the fegacy of *60s radicalism.*®
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Harbury persisted and brought the case intc the full
glare of public opinicn, army officials decided o
make this lie retroactively true,

Harbury’s defenders would no doubt stale
that she did the right thing and was only trying to
help the Guatemaian people, This is total nonsense.
She was meddling where she had no business. If
Harbury had wanted to help Guatemalans, there
are any number of peaceful programs by which she
could have done se. My friend Shaweross, for
example, has for years run a privale charity that
helps Mayan villagers build low-tech but very elfec-
tive water systems, This program does much good
and hurts no ene, Harbury could have joined il
Moreover, if she had done so and kept her nose out
of the puerrilla war, there is a good likelihood
Bamaca would have been held with other prisoners
till the end of the civil war and then released with
them. He might be alive and a free man, now that a
ceasefire has been implemented.

Instead, she attached herself to men who

_had little to do with good works and everything to

do with power. In this, she was Lhe quintessential

_sandalista, The sandalistas were rich kids from the

hest scheols, They had enough money so they fell
for a more direct lemptalion—power. They migrat-
ed to Latin America because that s where the lust
for power has been developed into a fine art,

As for Torricelli, that such a man éould be so

"nicely manipulated By Bianca Jagger should not be

surprising. Her sole talent in life seems to be her abil-
ity to latch onto power-hungiy men and lead them

- around by the nose, A congressman-cn-the-make
' fiom New Jersey must have been almost ne challenge
_ al all, and she has since moved on, Which leaves us

with g sobering lesson: Marxism may be deadle\ i

g,
. . R

Paul Mulshine is a columnist at the Star-
lger-of Newark, N/, ) .

he First Great Alﬁérican G
obiography of This Generation.”
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False Rape Charges, continued from page'l

that military lile was not for him end in 1966 he
moved to Hawaii, where he worked as a carpenter
and, like many of his generation, got involved in
the anti-war movement. In 1969, Lamb began to
travel abroad, visiting Turkey and Egypt, but find-
ing India most to his liking. He converted to
Hinduism. changed his name from Ronald 1o
Ramdas, and learned to speak Hindi. As a Hindu
monk, Lamb ministered to untouchzbles, a task
that provided flashes of insight. But at the time, he
never imagined that one day he would become a
kind of untouchable himself.

In 1977, Lamb returned to Hawaii, mar-
ried a Hawaiian of Japanese descent, and enrolied
at the University of Hawall, where he completed
his bachelor’s and masters and then wenl to
University of Calilornia a1 Santa Barbara for a
doctorate in religious studies, University of
Hawaii religion depariment head George
Tanabe found Lamb *a stimulating
teacher™ and in 1991 the depariment
hired him as a professor.

By all accounts, Lamb was as
pacific as his name. His wife, Susan,
worked as a flight attendant, often leav-
ing him (o handle their eight-year-old son
and 13-yearold daughter. Lamb served
as @ coach and referee for a youlh soccer
icague and spent lime counseling inmates
at Halawa Prison. Politically, Lamb
remained a liberal, holding membership
in the Spark Malsunaga Institute for
Peace, but some developments on Lhe
Hanolulu campus troubled him. “I didnt
buy the "C rhetorie,” he says. “They pro-
mote special ireatment for certain peo-
ple.”

In his first two years, Lamb near-
ly tripled the number of religion majors.
He maintained an open-door policy, giv-
ing students free rein’'lo foragé in- his -
book-lined office. His lively classroom
discussions proved popular with stu-
denis, 1o the point that there were wait-
ing lists for Lamlys upper-level classes.
Many students told the professor, who
also served as an academic adviser, that
they would be interesied in a class show-
inp the relationship beiween religious
thought and current secial issues. When
the department redesigned its curriculum
in 1992, Lamb added Religion 348,
“Religion, Politics and Society,” an
upper-ievel course dealing with such
explosive Issues as abertion, gun contrel,
animal rights, gay marriage, homeleossness and
sexnal harassment.

Lamb told students up front that the con-
troversial and divisive nature of these issues
demanded that they respect each other’s opinion,
He told students that “if anyone has a problem
deallng with and listening to other points of view,
then maybe this is nol the class for you.” Seven
males and 13 females signed up Jor the course fea-
luring the lext Cuwrrent Issues and Enduring
Chuestions, published by St Martin's Press, When
Lhe professor dealt with abortion, he brought the
perspective of bolh pro-lifers and Planned
Parenthood and likewise explored all the facets of
the difficult queslions.

Lamb’s custom was to assign three read-
ings before class. The selections for the February
25,1993, class on date rape and sexual haragsment
were from Ellen Goodman’s The Reasonable
Woman, an article called “Dale Rape Hysteria,”
and Kalherine Makenas “Sex and Violence, a
Perspective,” According ic the thousands of pages
of testimony his “case” has generated, Lamb
expressed the view that Muslims would have trou-
ble with sucl a concept. This comment troubled
student Tarda Morlensen, who claimed that “rape
is rape” and that women never le about these
issues, Classmale Shannon Bengan disagreed, cit-
ing the case of her brother, whose girlfriend false-
ly accused him of rape after he broke up with her,
Other students shared Bangan's views, hul
Mortensen, with backing from [dends Bonita Rai
and Michelle Gretzinger, cut them off and dorni-

nated the discussion. After class, five students,
four of them female, came to Lamb’s office to tell
him they had been afraid to speak out during the
heated session. One of them, Rebecca Ozaki, said
that with Rai, Mortensen, and Gretzinger il
wouldn't have mattered what the teacher said, and
told him that the trio would “firebomb his cffice.”
Asked about Lhis during the trial, Ozaki said it was
“g figure ol speech,” meaning, “1 thought that they
would reialiale somehow, thal they were that
angry.”

Alter the flare-up, Lamb tried o lower
the rhetorical temperalure by showing the Bill
Mayers film Beyond Hate, an appeal for tolerance
and diversity. But this did not dampen the still
smoldering feminist faction, whose participation
and attendance in the class dropped clIf. This deci-

-sion had censequences, since Lamb had made it

clear that one quarter of the grade was based on
such participation. Michelle Gretzinger gol a C,

Faux Rape Charge Victim Ramdas Lamb

which threatened the sparkling 4.0 GPA she had
been counting on to gain scholarships for
advanced study, In early April, within a week of
getting their grades, the three filed a complaint,
charging that professor Lamb had created a hos-
tile atmosphere in class and had called them “man
haters” for defending women who report rape.
More sericusly, they charged that he used tuition
wafvers and scholarships to extort sex from stu-
dents.

The bizayre ordeal of Ramdas Lamb had
begun.

Mie ‘Watanabe, the campus equal opportunity
and affirmative action officer, told the trio
lhat they would have to-sign and file their com-

plaints, which wouid then, according to procedure,

be shown 1o Lhe accused, That technicalily dis-
turbed the three who, after copsultations with
other campus officials, withdrew the complaints,
With the accusers unwilling to openly confront the
accused, the issue should have cnded there, But,
as on many #n American college campus, the
accusations took on a life of their own, thanks to
an informal feminist network heavily invested in
their success,

Mie Watanabe immediately took it upon
herself to continue the trio’s complaint, donvincing
department head George Tanabe that he, not
Lamb, should conduct student evaluations and
relieve Lamb of grading papers. This pressure jac-
tic worked. In frial testimony, Tanabe said he

_graded a paper of Michelle Grelzinger thal was

have no
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“highly argumentative, very ideological, very
much unbalarced, in terms of what I would con-
sider to be academic objectivity or fairness.” But
he nevertheless gave it an A because “we were
dealing with an emclional silzation. There werc
charges made agains! Professor Lamb, there were
guestions gbout fairness, and T thought that the
best way of handling that was lo at least remove
the area of prading from the ciroumsiances, and
did that by giving it an A

As summarized by Thomas Angelo, an
arbitrator who ultimalely ruled on the Lamb case:
“Ms. Walanabe elecied to treat the students’ com-
plaints as valid notwithstanding the fact that they
were nol supported by written statements. She
then provided her own ‘summary’ of allegations in
lieu of the students’ statements even though such
a substitution is not contemplated by the regula-
tons. Finally, she merged Lhe (hree complaints
into a single ‘class action’ although the procedures
do not allow the joinder of claims.”

Bul Walanabe did not act alene,
Each ol her aclions was taken with the
concurrence of the “studenl advocale”
for sexual harassment, a key player in the
island drama, This was Susan
Hippensleele, hired by the university in
1991 after winning a $exual harassment
case of her owe, She claimed that psy-
chology professor David Watson, her
prad school academic adviser, bothered
her with sexual supgestions and that he
once kissed her on the forehead, This
case nol only. became part of
Hippensleele's qualifications for getling
the job but helped establish the new sex-

val harassment policies that
Hippenstegle came to enforee.
As her title implied,

Hippensteele’s role was Lo aid and advise
students who believed they had been

to staff and faculty. In fact, she was the
law. University ol Hawali Dean of
Students Thomas Gething later con-
firmed her free-rein status when he lesti-
fied thal there was nobody in administra-
Llion who supervisod Flippensteele’s actiy-
ities on a daily basis.

After the three student feminists
cariplained about professor Lamb,
Hippensteele responded with an hour
and-a-half seminar on sexual harassment
-in the religion department. Those pre-
senl recall that Hippensteele came on
aggressively, taking care to remind the
mostly male group that she had a Ph.D.
As graduate assistant Julia Soplanski testified—
bringing with her to court notes she had taken at
the time—Hippensteele said that jelling a student
she had submitted a fantastic paper could be sexu-
al harassmenf{, When someone asked about inten-
lion, she snapped “That does not matter. Your
intent does not-matter one iota.” If a woman said
she had been harassed, she was, and that was it.
Hippensteele cited two basic types of sexual
harassers, the predatory “public type,” who bung
oul with students and the “privale type,” more
formal and subtle, bt both equally dangerous
“perpetratoss.”

Hippensieele told the professors lhal a
person could be found guilty of harassment with-
oul having a chance to confront his accuser, She
further wanted to publish a list of all people whe
had been accused of sexual harassment, shrug-
ging off ehjections that this would equate soims-
one who had told a joke to someone accused of
rape. In other words, in the Weltonschauung of
student-advocate  Hippensieele, accusaticn
equaled guilt,

Professor Fritz Seiferl, born in German
in 1931, had seen this movie before. “My gosh,
this is like Hitler,”" he told colleagues, daring io
complain of Hippensteele’s “fascist” taclics.
Khalil Spencer of the géology department
recélled that during another Hippensteele semi-
nar, someone asked her if she treated the com-

plaints with any distance or objectivily. Her
response, which he wrote down, was “Well, I
objectivity.” Not

harassed, bul she also laid down the law

" surprisingly, .

Mari A Jougnin/Ka Lo D Hasar
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Hippensteeles angry monomania became the
ideological steroids that bloated Michelle
Gretzinger's charges againsi Ramdas Lamb.

n June 18, 1993, Greizinger upped the ante

by filing a “detajled stalement of sexual
aspecls of complaint,” chargisg “direct physical
overlures and sexual confact” by Lamb, The pro-
fessor, she wrote, compelled her to submit by
warning her of “violent acts” he had previcusly
commitied and because he outweighed her by 60-
80 pounds. “I complied with Lamb’s sexual
demands out of fear of violence and damage to
my future,”

The statement delailed seven incidents,
ranging from “Lamb tried to kiss me” to “he
began touching me, kissing me, massaging my
back. He tried te lay on top of me,” to “rubbing
my breasts and buttocks.”  On Monday,
September 7, 1992, the statement said, he drove
her home after class, tricked her into
lying down then “climbed on lop of me”
penetrated her, “had an orgasm guickly
and rolled off me™ On Friday,
September 11, ke again came lo her
apartment. *He guided me into the bed-
room, pulled his pants down and lorced
me (o perform fellatio, then turned me
around, bent me over and enlered me
from behind,”  Further, the professor
“appeared to think he had ‘sexual access
rights’ to me" and “pushed [or sex gener-
ally twice a week until about the first
week in Oclober.” All told “we had inter-
course approximately 16 times. Bvery
oceurrence was during the day, Monday
through Friday” and Gretzinger claimed
o be suffering “extreme duress” from
the incidents of “repetitive coercive sex-
ual assault,”

Lamb was net notified about the-
sexual charges until late in April, an !
experfente gave Him “néw Insight ints
Kalka, “No investigation had taken place
but they decided I was guilty,” he'says.
And lie saw that his identity and his'
future—Dbolh as a teacher and as a per-
son—was Lhreatened: “To cail somebody
a sexual harasser is bad enough. To call
somebody a rapist is worse, And then to
have an attorney get up and call me a ser-
ial rapist and have the papers publish it, I
den't think you ean call anybody any-
thirng worse. I'd rather be called a mur-
derer”

The professor sought and
reeeived counsel from his faculty union,
which provided him with an attorney
despile pressure [rom pelitical science
prefessor Kathy Ferguson not 1o support Lamb.
Soon the rumors were fying and anti-Lamb graf-
fiti was appearing on campus, including (he
women’s restrooms of Hemenway Hall, where
Gretzinger wrole that Ramdas Lamb was a sexu-
al harasser, leaving the name and number of
Susan Hippensteele for reference.

Lamb’s department, faculty union, and
assorted students and prolessors’ stood behind
hirn, But much of the campus followed the new
math of Hippensteele’s ideology: accusation
equals guill,

in January 1994, Universily of Hawaii

Vice President ‘Madeleine Goodman dismissed”

Bonita Rai’s complaint against Lamb and, in
Apiil, Executive Vice Chancellor Paul Yuen did
likewise with the charges of Tania Mortensen.
Alter a six-month investigaliof, Gretzinger’s
complaint landed with a panel of a professor, a
dean, and a praduate student, whose Solomaonie
ruling concluded that Gretzinger was more credi-
ble but that Lamb did not inlentionally create a
hostite environment. But Vice Chanceller Paul
Yuen refected the panel’s findings and conducted
his own five-month investigation, In April 1994,
he exonerated Lamb, citing lack of evidenee and
inconsistencies in Grelzinger's aceounl, catching a
blast of eriticism from those who had already pro-
nounced Lamb guilty,

Lamb then filed a gricvance, charging
that zhe University of Hawaii's scxual harassment

policy had denied him his rights. The parties
agreed to arbitration under labor arbitrator

Thomag Angelo, experienced in handling sexual’

harassment complaints. In July 1994, after lengthy
hearings, Angelo concluded that Susan
Hippensleele‘s training and educatienal activities
were “inconsistent with University policy, i Incom-
palible with ihe nature of an educational sellmg,
and incorrect as a matter of law.” He further cited
“a wealth of objective, reliable evidence to
demonstrate that Dy, Hippensteele regularly used
her stalus as a student advocale to advance her
personal philosophies regarding the issue of sexu-
al harassment.” As evidence of her distaste for
facts, he cited this exchange;
Amngelo: With regard lo this September 7th

date, did you go down and look at your calendar

and consider whether this thing couid have even
oceurred as alieged?

Accuser Michelle Gretzinger

Hippensteele: No, I did not,

- Angelo: 1 take it, then; that you did net go
over {the complainant’s statement] with a line-
tooth comb to determine whether it made sense
or not in light of the rest of the evidence in the
case? X

Hippensteele: Thal's correct,

“There is' no doubl Dr Hippensteels
would pursue & case which was factually indelen-
sible,” arbitrator Angelos award noted. During
testimony, Hippensteele declined to answer many
simple questions on advice of counsel and, when
her biases and investigatory lapses were pointed
oul, camplained, “I'm essentially fesling
harassed.”

Angelo wrote that Mie Walanabe “failed
to satisty the basic obligations imposed on her by
the regulations,” denying Lamb information to
the point that “his right to a fair and prompt hear-
ing was denied.,” Angelo also rufed that “Ms.
Watanabes administrative abilities have nol
lranslated into investigative skills,” noting thal
Watanabe could not explain why some of her
stalements were in error by two months, As for
Lamb, he had to wait “an unconscionable amount
of tiine to be cleared of wrongdoing, all the while
wondering whal was to become of his name and
career.”

Angelo's award called for major reforms .

of the compleinl process, and, required the

University of Hawaii to publish, 7 slalement that.

- For example, Gretzinger charged. that Lamb was

Lamb “has been cleared of all charges of sexual
harassment.” But the sexual inquisition contin.
ued, with the fault lines deepening,

Gretzingéf clafméq_to‘bé suffering from the
process, bul her “emotional rollerzoaster”
did not prevent her from giving television inter-
views and telling other university classes about
Larib’s alleped misconduct, “The one thing that
has kept me going,” she fold reporters, “is know-
ing that I am lellmg the truth and F'm doing the
right thing,”

Campus feminists rallied around her, Two
days after the arbitration award in- his favor,
Lamb started getung death threats and was still
taking a beating in the press, News coverage filt-
ed toward the accuser, recycling press releases
from Gretzinger's lawyer and blowing up lurid
guotes from Lamb’s accusers, such as “afterwards,
§ felt dirly, disgusted.” Letters to the editor
assumed the professor’s puilt, But the
arbitration ruling now gave Lamb solid
grounds Lo bring a case against
Gretzinger for filing false charges, But
she decided 1o strike first,

In September 1995, Gretzinger
filed a fedcral lawsuit seeking $4.5 mil-
lien in damages and charging Ramdas
Lamb, the faculty union, and the univer-
sity with sexual harassment. Before if
came i trial, the university agreed to
pay Gretzinger $175,000, but thal still
left the action against Lamb, This was a
serious. threat 1o his future, but it did
have a positive dimension in that Lamb’s
atlorney Tony Gill would at last able to
pose the tough questions of Gretzinger,
under oath, that Watanabe and
Hippensteele, with their cosseting par-
llallty, had neglectcd to ask.

Finally, in August 1996, more
. yers, aflcr the original

me Lo_ u,zal befare maglslrala Barry
‘Kuorren. It quiekly emerged that
Gretzinger was an active member of
" doctrinaire feminist groups CORE
{Creating Options for a Rape-Free
Environment) and SHARP (Sexual
Harassment Prevention), both operating,
.oh the Hippenstcele docirine that all
men are essentially guilty and that
women never lie about harassment, And
it quickly became clear how closely
Gretzinger had worked with, Susan
Hippenstesle, the aceuser’s most ardent
advocate, who found the sludent’s accu-
sations plausible even though, subse-
. quent lo the incidents described in her
charges, Grelzinger continued to take classes
from Lamb and even wiote a letler to the Golden
Key honor soclely praising the professor as a
“dynamic” lecturer always willing to listen, to
questions from students, whom he.treated as per-
sons, not numbers. “The. Golden Key Manoa
Chagpler js certainly lucky Lo have 2 dedicated
advisor like Dr. Ramdas Lzmb,” she wrole,

. In the time lapse between her first, “hos-
tile environment,” complaint and the later scxual-
ized version, Gretzinger admilted, she read such
lextbooks of the sexual harassment industry as
The Lecherous Professor, Ivery Power, and
Academic and Workplace Sexual Harassment, Her
final statement, in addition o lurid sexual detail,
brimmed with the requisite buzzwords: “fear of
vielence,” “extreme duress,” “Lamb could either
make or break my career at the University.”

Gretzinger also admitted that part of her
purpose in filing the charge was to protect others
[rom Lamb, a gentle way of saying she wanted to
gel him fired, She was well aware Lhal he was not
yet tenured and thus vulncrable, although the
original charge of creating a hostile environment
might not be enough to do the-trick, She con-
trived some tales that rival Anita Hill's coniments
about pubic hair i Cokes and Long Doeng Silvar.

menlally unstable, and. that he had claimed 4,
Elindu-menkey god could speak through him—-a
charge, thet foung, its way inlo news stories, Bhe .

Carl Vi T i HoNGL v Asrrisng
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had also said he had given a name to his penis and
that he had told her aboul beating people sense-
less as & member of a youlh gang and walching as
a six-year-old girl was raped, The accusers aiso
made much of an affair thal Lamb admitted to
before he became a prolessor. '

Bui opening up past behavior turned out
to be a double-edged sword. Lamb's attorneys
pointed out thal during Rape Awarencss Week,
Gretzinger had wrilten an article in Ka Leo, the
student paper, aboul a rape she had suffcred as an
undergraduate at the University of the Pacilic in
Stocklon. In the article she charged that the
attacker wielded a weapon, hid in a bathroom, and

left her in a stale of severe distress. Bul Theodore |

Mentes of the Stockton police lestified that, at the
time of the incident, she mentioned no weapon,
nor the attacker hiding in 2 bathroom. And when
the officer developed photos taken by the alleged
attacker, he testified that he

his 60-80-1b, weight advantage to terrorize her. But
Lamb is a slight, ascetic looking man who has
weighed 140 pounds for decades, and Grelzinger
weighed in at about 130. It was obvious to those who
knew the palr thal they were about the same size.

The marathon testimony also revealed
that Lamb had not called any student a “man-
hater” and had never lost control in class, Unlike
Gretzinger, he had never changed his story. When
it came time for closing statements, both sides
were baltie weary bul marshaled their forces for a
final charge. Lamb's attorney Tony Gill went right
for the Hippensteele doclrine, '

" All right, folks, I'm here to tell you that,
il it talks, it can lie.” As for Gretzinger, “Okay, so
here we've got a lady who will embroider where
necessary, she'll write ficlion where necessary, she
will invent facts where nccessary, to make the
story belter.” Gretzinger, “lied because the inves-

found no evidence of emolion-
al distress bul rather a smiling
Micheile posing complelely
nude, Playboy-siyle,

It also emerged that,
shortly afler her marriage in
1991, Gretzinger had engaged
in an affair. Further, her mar-
‘riage had broken up not
because of the alleged harasse-
ment, but because she had
fallen in love with another
woman, with whom she was
now in a “warm relationship,”
according to her lawyer,

Gretzinger claimed
that Lamb's acticns had
inflicted such suffering that
she needed Lo seek Lherapy,
which would help her deal
wilk the rehashing of painful
eplsodes But it bacame: §1car
in testimony that frer trauma
cime when she realized thal
for the first time she would
have to [ace, under oath,
tough questions abcut the
facts in her charges from clear-
headed lawyers who believed
in the presumption of inno-
cence, Unlike feminist theory,
which thrives in Lhal facl-[ree
ozone layer beyond empirical
verilication, this material
could be checked for veracity.

According o Gret-
zinger’s testimony, it was on
Seplember 7, 1992, that, after class, Lamb took
her home and *penetrated me.” That day, howev-
er, was Labor Day, and there were nd classes.
Lamb spent the holiday at a pienic with his fami-
ly and friends. The seventh incident she men-
tioned, when Lamb supposedly forced her to per-
form fellatio then “entered me from behind,”
took place, she said, on Seplember 11. That day,
however, Ilurricane Iniki slammed into the
Hawaiian islands. The university and ali the
schools were closed, and cverybedy, including
Lamb, was at home preparing for the worsl,

Back in November 1993, when university
officials queslioned Gretzinger about this inci-
dent she changed the date frem the 11th to the
18th, and said she was surc about it, But that spin
only raised another problem. From the 17th to the
20th Lamb, his family and several friends were on
the “big island” of Hawaii to visit Tyagi Ji, a
Hindu meonk from India, for whom the Hindi-
speaking Lamb served as inlerpreter. In addition
1o wilnesses, Lamb showed airline, video and car-
renlal receipls to prove where he had been.

Every one of the 16 incidents, Gretzinger
said, was during the day, Monday through Friday,
never on weekends and never on Wednesday. By

her own estimalion, that did not leave enough days -

for all the incidents to take place. Al one paint she

changed her story to “ten to sixteen” incidents and

“said they might have happened in a different order.
‘Then there was the weighl discrepancy.

Girsleinger, who did not respond to inler-

-view requests for this story, claimed that Lamb used

Susan Hippensteele: In spite of it ail—consideredfor tenure

tigatory system at the University of Hawaii made
il §0 easy, and she thought nobody would notice.”

After further summary of the evidence,
Lamb's other attorney John Komeiji asked “for an
award that sends a message Lo other ideologues out
there, the Tania Mortensens, the Susan
Hippensteeles, a message that says you cannot do
this; we are allowed to speak freely, and should be
allowed to speak freely about the issues, and you
cannot trump up false charges 1o try and silence
someone, We ask that you send a message to them.
People who are not even in this court, but people
whe are watching this case, To lell them, you can-
nel do that. That the people of Hawaii, under our
constitution of the state, the Constitution of the
United States, will not stand for that. That is not the
type of society that we want.”

Gretzingers attorney Clayton Ikei got in
Ihe last word, bockending hiz initial charge that
Lamb was a “serial rapist” with the specter of
what, during testimony, he had called “mentor
rape.” That is, “the kind of rape that occurs when
a person in authority, a person that has a positicn
of prestige, and a person with control over a
woman's future, abuses thal control and compels
the woman lo submit.” Michelle Gretzinger had
come forward “because she, loo, wanted the truth
to be known, and wanted to ensure that no other
woman is subjected to harm,”

On August 23, 1990, efter brief delibera-
Uons, the fourwoman, four-man jury took some
ten minutes lo take a single 80 vote against

. Michelle Gretzinger. Tony«Gill calted il a “clean

- Ididn have a.meitgage, Iwould walk away.

sweep for Lamb.” After further deliberations,
they awarded the professor $132,750 in damages.

“I've known the fruth since day one,” a
relieved Lamb said after the verdict came in. “My
family and 1 have suffered a great deal—more
than anyone can imagine,”

Gretzinger left the court without com-
ment. But one of her supporlers, women’s studies
professor Meda Chesney-Lind, who had led cam:
pus rallies againsl Lamb, cited the verdict as more
evidence that *women are not believed,” as in the
Anita Hilf case.

Lamb and his family showed up at the uni-
varsity’s facully union to express his gratltude for
their support. But as Lamb thanked his colleagues
some women facully walked out. There were nc
retractions from those who had written Op-Ec
pieces assuming Lamnb's guilt. Feminist professors
none of whom had sat in on the trial, still attackec

him in class, claiming that the
jury was biased.

“Ferminisis were upser
that 1 was found innocen
because that would make i
harder for women to come for-
ward,” says Lamb, still Lhe
campus untouchable, “T wat
more reviled because I provec
cne of them wrong I am &
male, and must be guilty’

" Michelle Gretzinger has founc
little trouble in locating high.
powered lawyers who share
that belief. On December 24
Robin Dal Soglic of the Las
Angeles firm of Latham anc
‘Walkins filed an appeal of last
year's verdict with the Mintl
Circuit. And as many feared
the episode, along with the
general PC climate, has had ¢
chilling effect on the class,
-room. Ramdas Lamb, for obvi
OUS TeRsONs, N0 longer main
tains an open-door policy anc
has dropped Religion 348,

easonable observern

might be justified ir
believing that a case in whict
an ungualified zealot used ¢
rigped, unfair process to dam
age an innocent party, poison
ing relaticns on campus anc
chilling academic freedon
while wastling thousands ¢
hours and countless dollarn
along the way, would caill for some corrective mea
sures, But while the jury that found for Lamb ma:
have tried to send a message that trumping uj
falge charges to silence someone is not acceptable
nobody in the upper reaches of the Honolulu cam
pus seemed to hear it.

There were no discipline cases or dis
missals over the Lamb case. Werse, says a faculty
member who asked not Lo be idenlified, “They are
trying to promote the people who have screwec
up the most.” Susan Hippensleele nof enly retain:
the student advocate position, but is being consid
ered for lenure, a move which will allow her t
ride herd with more power and impunity. Mic
‘Watanabe not only remains in place, but the uni
versity has surrounded her with assistants. I
cilect, those maout responsible for the inquisitio
were rewarded. (Beth women, citing an ongoin;
legal action against the University of Hawaii b
Lamb, declined to be Interviewed.) But, althougl
he was exonerated and they were shown to b
wrong, things will never be the same for Ramda
Lamb. The man who once ministered to despises
untouchables has found his own untouchable sta
tus to be something of a permanent caste.

“Righard Jewell [falsely accused Olympi
Bomber] anly Lad to go through it for 80 days,”
says, I identified with him. I'll never be cleared
They can never give me my reputation back. That'
exactly what I feel. Even the fact T have been foun
innocent I irrelevant (e'a lot of peaple. Canipuse,
have beeome a surrealistic, perverted place. It ‘M”‘

>
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The Empire Strikes Out

The Opening of the American Mind
by Lawrence Levine
Beacon Press, 1996. $20, 212 pp.

REVIEWED BY JOHN ELLIS

few weeks ago, Tom Reed of USA

Radio Daily (a network with some

fifty affiliates} phoned to ask me to
take part in an hour-long debate with
Lawrence Levine about his new book The
Opening of the American Mind. As iis title
suggests, the book aims to be the definitive
answer to Allan Bloom'’s best-selling The
Closing of the American Mind, and its
appearance has given new hope to a cam-
pus left that is always on the lookout for
something that might manage to repair its
tarnished public image. According to
Levine, what conservatives regard as the
PC campus has actvally given us “a flower-
ing of ideas and scholarly innovation
unmatched in our history.” Multicultural-
ists like Stanley Katz, president of the
American Council of Leaned Societies,
found Levine’s news to be exhilarating,
“This is the book we have been waiting
for,” be said. “It should put an end to the
‘enlture war’ talk.” But encouraging as this
may seem, I am sad to report that one
rather important figure'Seems not to share
this confidence in Levine’s bocok: its author.

[ agreed to do the debate, bul a lew days
later Reed phoned back fo say that Levine had
refused. Instead, he wanled lo debate Michacl
Berube, 1 read the blurb wrilten by Bérubé on the
dust cover of Lhe book. (“Wonderfully lucid . | . a
book of uncommon imperlance,”) Alier we. had
stopped laughing, we marveled at Levine’s
nalvete—aor was it chutzpah? It not uncommon for
authors to rig debates by setting up soft opposition,
but neither of us had ever seen anyone try Lo get
away with having his opponent be the yoiung man
who had written a fawning gush for the dust cover,

HETATUN . i L

This was not the first
time this had happened.
Anyone who received the
preliminary program of the
Janvary 1997 meeting of
the American Association
of  Universities  and
Colleges had read that the
main feaiure of the pro-
gram was to he a debate
between Lawrence Levine
and four people among
whom were two formida-
ble opponents: Brad
Wilson, Executive Direc-
tor of the National Asso-
clation of Scholars, and
Elizabeth Fox-Genovese,
author of Feminism Iy
Not the Story of My Life,
Again, when Levine saw
the caliber of his opposi-
tion he backed out and
the conference’s main
panel was canceled. The
problem here is not just
cowardice; it reeks also
of the closed-minded
Betrayal of academic
inquiry commeon cn the
polilically correct cam-
| pus that Levine wants
_ us to believe is a [g-
' ment of our imagina-
tien, It certainly does
not fit well with the
tille of his book.
Open Levine’s
%  book and you will scon
i see why he is worried
aboul subjecting his ideas to trial by fire, The two
major deficiencies of The Opening of the American

- Mind are immedialely cbvious. First, it contains

B

very little about the campus conditions that Levine
is supposed to be discussing; second, there is not a
single argument in it that is not found in earlier
baoks defending the PC.campus—even the straw
men he attacks are the same ones that his predeces-
sois invented. .

A book that- agpires to be the delinitive
defense of the current postmodem/multicultural
regime on college campuses, for instance, ought to
have a good deal (0 say about carnpus [eminism and
womens’ studies progranis-—the driving force in the
new campus order, But feminism gets barely a pass-
ing mention, There {5 nol a word on the main fig-
ures—no exposition of their argumenis, no assess-
ment of their importance, and nothing about their
critics. No mention of Catharine MacKinnon and
her drastic redelinition of rape to inclizde consensu-

_al sex; not & word about women’s ways of knowing

and such figures as Peggy Mclntosh {men are verti-
cal thinkers, women lateral thinkers) or Carol
Gilligan {daughiers are brainwashed by their moth-
ers); nothing on Lhe silly feminist science of Sandra
Harding (Newton'’s rape manual: The Principia) or
Donna Haraway (science is male macho). Nothing
about the elaborate patriarchy theories of such as
Gerda Lerner, or the naive Rousseavism of the
“Goddess” fantasies of Marija Gimbutas and oth-
ers nothing aboul the virwent anti-family rhetoric
espedially of campus lesbians; and, of course, not a
trace of the major critiques of campus feminigm by

‘Christina Sommers, Camille Paglia, Elizabeth Fox-

Genovese, or Draphne Patal and Noretta Koertge,
A book about the campus cultire wars
without any discussion of radical feminism is truly
Ttalian cooking without the pasta, Bur there is also
nothing about the state of Black or Chicano studies
programs either. Mot a word ahout Leonard Jellries
or Molefi Assante, nothing aboul the absurdities of
the infamous and very influential Portland “base-
line” essays—and of course not a word about Mary
Lefkowilz's critique of Afrocentrism. Nothing about
speech codes and campus inquisitions of the late
*80s; nothing about the kind of wasteland created at
CCNY by the politically correct policy of open
admissions (even though Levine refers proudly to
his own undergraduate education there); nothing

- aboylthe-kindof postmodern tidience studics™ that,
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provoked Alan Sckal to write the spoof that the edi-
tors of Science Text (the main journal in that field)
printed without being able to tell the difference
between a caricature and the real thing,

The cnly topics covered in this book are:
the canon; multiculturalism as a better mode} for
America than the “melting pot"; and immigration
policy. Bui even here, Levine stays well clear of hard
questions raised by critics. Fle does nol mention
powerful critiques of multicultural social policy by
Thomas Sowelt and Shelby Steele, and so has no
answer to obvious counter-argurmnents such as that
mulliculturalism leads to Bosnia, or that unrestrict-
ed Immigration is hard on the black underclass,
depressing its wages and restricting its employment
opportunities. Levine just ploughs on with the sim-
plistic arguments that we have all heard a dozen
times as if nobody had ever questioned them. A
telling fact Is that he never once cites anything in
Academic Questions, the most important journal of
his opponents. He quotes with approval a study by
the Modern Language Association which tried to
show thal tradilional books (Shakespeare, etc.}, are
slill the staples of coilege literature courses, as if that
study has never been questioned. But Academic
Questions carrfed a devastating critique of “The
MLA%S Deceptive Survey.”

What is a chapter on immigration policy
doing in a book about the campus culture wars
when so much that is more relavant is omitted? The
answer is cvidently that (with the exception of his
discussion of (ke canon} Levine sticks to the area of
his own academic specialily—race in America. He
did not do the work needed to prepare him to write
a book on the campus culture wars, appears to know
Hittle of the debate even on his own side, and can not
rebut arguments against his position because he
does not know them, Levine was too lazy even to set
out the argument of his main antagonist—Alan
Bloom. His summary takes up exactly three sen-
tonces on page six (two of which elaborate an anal-
opy to Nazi Germany) and he only returns to Bloom
on peints of detail a few times later on.

The press kit that comes with review copies
of the book has a sheet entitled “A Brief Chronology
of the Culture Wars,” There are lwo columns: On
the Left and On the Right. In the right-hand column
are seven books, by Bloom, Roger Kimball, Dinesh
D'Souza, William Bennett, Arthur Schlesinger Fr.,
Richard Bernstein, and Lynnc Cheney, with their
dates, running from 1987 to 1995, The left-hand col-
umn has emply space (no Stanley Fish, Gerard
Gralf, Henry Louis Gates, Paul Berman, Todd
Gitlia, ete) until we pet to 1996 and . . . Lawrence
Levine, At long last, enter our lone Ligro!

Is this deceit, or ignorance? Perhaps some
combinalion, {ofr although he muy nol know their
warks in detail, Levine borrows all his main argu-
menls from his predecessors; .

1. The canon has ahways changed, Levine
says, and there “have always been dispules about
those changes, e.g., the diypute between classicists
and modernists' over whether English lterature
should be included. But this has always been a stand-
ard argument for the defense, The most developed
veision is by Gerald Graff, but though Levine
repeats some of Graffs Listorical material, he does
not cite the work itself, In any case, every professor
of literature knows that the canon has changed and
is still changing, What is at issue here is the kind of
change now being made (shallew moralizing pre-
ferred to ilellectual content), the reasons for it
(identity politics), and the character of the attack on
the existing canon (it is racist and sexist). Levine
evades all of these issues, [ wonder whether he
would defend the inclusion of Alice Walkers Am [
Blue, one Jong whine about the nastiness of white
males towards women, minorities, and animals?

2. Criticism is due to the pelitical motives of
partisan conservatives,

Apgain, a standard PC counter-argument
used by Wilson, Graif, Fish, and others. But among
the “comservatives” cited by Levince are Arthur
Schlesinger Jv., a Kennedy libéral, and Page Smith,
a populist lefi-winger who supported Jesse Jackson
for President. Other leftists who have recently
cxpressed concern about the works of the campus
left are Todd Gillin and Alan Sokal.

3. Critics of the new campus order are foar-
ful of change. Once more, a miversal—and ques-
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tion-begging—argument of race-gender-class schol-
ars. Is all change good end all fear of change bad?
Then Levine has no way of criticizing, say, the rise of
National Socialism in 1930s Germany, or of
Gingiich republicanism in 19905 America. Is only
some change good? Then it will have to be evalual-
ed in each case by specific arguments, not by a blan-
ket condemnalien of al! resistance fo each and any
new development.

4, New constituencies of studenls require a
new composition of the canon, Again, a standard
multicultural argument. It never occuis 1o Levine
thal the conelusion has not much to do with the
premise. For example, one might as plausibly argue
that the sudden influx of millions of Hispanics in
California requires more courses it American his-
tory, institutions, and culture, not less—and for
their benefit.

Hven the siraw men that Levine argues
against are familiar to readers of earlier anti-anti-
PC books, For example, according to Levine, his
opponents believe that truth is fixed and finjte; that
America is 2 fixed entity; that its academic history
has been “a long happy voyage in a stable vessel
characterized by blissful consensus™; and that (here
is *a prolecled galaxy of universal truths,”

So the people who want you to read Plale,
David Hume, and Voltaire think the truth i fixed?
Hardly, Levine has il exaclly backwards: it is people
whe want you 1o read Marx or MacKinnon who
insist that they know what the truth is. In his book
Zealotry and Academic Freedom, Neil Hamilton
shows that during the last century and a balf the
academy has experienced waves of zealotry at reg-
uiar intervals, The academys performance thus
varies over lime, sometimes better, sometimes
worse, and il is therefore nonsense to suggest that
anyone who sees a deterioration during the last
twenty years must believe in a formerly perfect uni-
versity.

Soime issues in recent years have been par-
ticularly troubling t¢ the general public: the use of
the classroom for open and insistent advocacy of
an instructor’s political beliefs; the denfgration of

the aim of objectivity in inguiry; the intimidation of -

students; and the use of elephanting jargan.
Levine's mode of defense is the cvasiveness that
was perfected by PC apologists long before his
boek appeared. It is to state the matter in cach case
s0 generally that no distinction is left between the
PC classroom and academic business as usual.
Thus: all professors advocate something (Levine's
examples include hard work and the scientific
methodl); politics is always involved in some way
in the curriculum of the day; students are always
intimidated by their professors; academic fields
always use their own special language,

But this js essentially the Nixon defense:
all politicians lie . ., so why impeach me? To which
the answer is: il you insist that everyone is the same
in kind, then we shall have fo pay increased atten-
tion (o differences in degree, Some lies are more
Important than others, some liars more habitual
than others; some intrusions of politics into the
curriculum are more destructive than others; some
kinds of advocacy are less destructive of [(ree
inquiry in the classrcom than others; some kinds of
jargon aie necessary, others are obscurantist; and
intimidation of siudents is not always of the same
intensity or the same character.

Levine's stratagem of generalizing things .

away leaves him unabie to make judgments about
unacceptable levels of intimidation, or of pelitical
interference, I wonder whal he would say if he
were transported to a classroom in a German uni-
versily in the "30s: would that be jifst the politics of
the time reflected in the curriculum too? Or
whether he really thinks that there is no difference
between the iron prip of politics on the academy in
communist regimes and its far less pervasive influ-
ence in Hberal democracies?

There is one recurring note i this. book
that is distinclively Levine’s own: its obscssive sell-
congratulation, and the sanclimonions lecturss
that he delivers to those who disagree with him.
Critics of the campus left nesd “the courage to live
with the complexities of a decper understanding,”
Levine tells them condescendingly. He also
believes that “for some critics the complications
are oo much to bear™; and that what he offers is “a

much less comfortable way to explain and under-
stand our society™; or that his “new perceptions are
not particularly easy to grasp or to live with,”
Right. And neither a borrower nor a lenderbe .., .,
With this combination of pompous irrelevance and
blindness to the rotlenness surrounding him,
Levine runs Polonius a close second.

Levine’s constant complaint is thal critics
of campus PC lack a sense of historical context.
But it’s more than a little absurd to say that distin-
guished historians like Arthur Schlesinger and
Page Smith lack 2 sense of history, Once more,
Levine begs the question: whose sense of history?
The kind of history en display recenily at the
Smithsenian, distorted Lo conform to the animus
of leftists against their own society—or another
kind? For Levine, having a historical sense meésns
facing the uncomfortable truths thal the history of .
America includes slavery and racial prejudice, and
thal the Western tradition is only one among oth-
ers. But there is a different hisiorical sense that I
would recommend to him. According to thissense
of history, the West is leading the world slowly
away fron racism and sexism, and thal means that
Levine and his kind deceive themseives aboutl
their relation to the Weslern tradition, In so far as
they demand racial and sexual justice (though not
in the academle thuggery they qmbrage) they are

impatient and ruthless enforcers of the Western
ethic—Wester: extremists,

We are still witnessing the playing out of
the great cultural revolution known as the
European Eniightenment, which replaced the for-
merly ubiquitous tribalism with a sense of univer-
sal kinship, and so set in motion forces that have
already drastically reduced slavery, genocide, tor-
ture—all practices that were worldwide, but now
survive only where the spirit of the Enlightenment
has not yet penetrated. Europeans did indeed
practice slavery, as virtually all cther peoples did,
but their unique rele here was Lo Lake Lhe lead in
its abolitjon, Because this: world cuitural revolu-
tion hias taken Iwo hundred years to Teach its pre-
sent still incomplete state, today's morality can not
be used 1o judge pecple ol-even a hundred years
ago, - when oppresscr groups diffeted [rom
oppressed not by their ethical standaids, but by
their suceess. Judging colonialism by modern {thus
Western) standards is an anachronism, And pre-
cisely because of Western leadership in the
Enlightenment cultural revelulion, Western
morality and thought, Western styles of govern-
ment, and Weslern technology are spreading
thrgughout the world, They are therefore not one
way among olln,rs—lhey are modernity %
itself,
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he trial of Thomas Kinder, accused

of child neglect and abandonment

foliowing an incident last May in
which he left his two children, ages eight-
een months and three years, in the back
seat of his car, begins tomorrow in
Superior Court. Child welfare advocates
will be following the case with great inter-
est as they seek to gauge the effect of
recent legislation designed te improve the
lot of America’s children.

Kinder, a twenty-nine-year-old
plumber, told police he was driving on
Lower Beaver Streel in Maple Grove
when he saw flames shootirig from the
roof of 2 house. Leaving his children
secured in their safety seats, he ran to
the house to see if anyone was inside.
Police credited him with saving the
lives of three members of the Bambini
family, whom he dragged into the front
yard after finding them unconseious in
a second-floor bedroom.

Later, after reviewing a tele-
vised broadeast in which Kinder told a
reporter al the scene that he had no
lime to give a statement because he
had Jelt his children alone in the back
seat of the ear, the police arrested him.

Charlotte Childress, the Child
Welfare Agenl assigned o the case,
told the judge that Kinder was arrested
in his home as he and his wife were
{ucking the children into bed ai nine
thirty-two p.i., even though both chil-
dren are under the age of four, (Under
the new guidelines, the recommended
bedtime for children under the age of -
lour is eight o'clock.) Ms. Childress
noted that Mr. Kinder’s explanation
that his activities at the scene of the fire had
altered the family’s schedule seemed unconvincing

in light of the fact that he had returned home al six

forty-five, which would have given the Kinders

plenty of lime to put the children to bed by elght

o'clock. Kinder was subsequently granted bail on

condition that he have no contact with his children

pending a Level One investigation by the Qffice of
" Child Welfare,

Although interviews with neighbors failed
to produce evidence of regular late-night activity
involving the Kinder children, Mr. Kinder’s barber
lold investigators that his client had more than
once remarked that the children’s demands for
extra bedtime stories made it impossible for him
to see Law and Order with any regularity, In
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Plumber Facing Trial for Child Neglect

By Judith Schamann Weizner

was prima facie evidence that the children were
often kept up late at night, according lo Ms,
Childress, who sought and received authorization

" 1o conduct a Level Two investigation,

The family’s medical records revealed no
injuries in which abuse was suspecled, although
Ms. Childress did inquire into he cause of multi-
ple bruises sustained by the three-year-old some
months earlier, According to the file on that inves-
ligation, Mrs, Kinder had been placing the child in
his safety seat but had not yet secured the harness
when her parked car had been hit by a pick-up
truck. TFailing 2 test in which she was asked to

Thomas Kinder

secure a dumnmy in a child safoty seal within the
recommended ninety séeonds, Mrs. Kinder was
ordered to attend a courﬁ,el?r; child safety, and,
upon completion of this -coursé, provisional
charges of negligence-had bgén dropped.

Similarly, pmvis?o"nal negligence charges
had been dismissed after an investigation into
treatment of the younger child for food poisoning
revealed that the baby's food had aclually been
contarinated at the packing plant, where tests
proved that Mirs. Kinder could not have been
aware that the food had been spoiled, since it had
not had any unusval color or taste.

This latest investigation into the Kinder
family has been cited as an example of the
increased level of vigilance anticipated under the
President’s New Awareness Program (NAP),
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Previously, such a detailed investigation as the one
which established the Kinders' guilt would not
have been possible in the absence of strong evi-
dence of physical abuse. Several headline-generat-
ing cases in New York City spurred creation of the
program because presidential advisors felt that the
government was not involved actively encugh in
protecting children,

The NAP Guidelines, developed with
input from the First Lady, various teachers’
groups, the United States Association of Youth
Psychologists, the Children's Proteciion League
and other groups with expertise in child rearing,

give parents invaluable help in deler-
mining what is best for their children at
all levels of development.

When a survey of grade-school
teachers showed thal a imajority of
them fell thal children were coming to
school without having had sufficient
rest, suggested bedtimes for children of
different ages were included. in the pro-
gram’s guidelines, Diietary guidelines
siress. the consumpiion of fresh fruit
and vegetables, although some parenis
report ditficulties in getting their chil-

.dren Lo eat broccoli, and there have
been several instances of overly strict
enforcement of Lhe dielary guidelines,
including one in which two children
were [orbidden to attend their town's
Diversity Play Group unless they ate
their black-syed peas, Their problems
reporledly came to light when the
Group Leader visited the parents toc
ascerfain the reason for the children’s
absence, Tsing conflict resolution tech-
niques, the Group Leader suggested
that the children bring their peas to
Play Group to be eaten at snack time,
thus defusing the situation and
instructing the parents in proper con-
fliet rasolution at the same time.

When the New Awareness Program was
first created, child advocates were .alarmed at the
surge in the number of abnse cases, bot as parents
have become accustomed to referring to the
Guidelines for answers to their questions regard-
ing the upbringing of their children, the number of
abuse reports has tapered off, and experts are con-
fident that they will soon see a return to their for-
mer level,

If Kinder is convicted of the charges
against him, he faces a mandatory ten-year jail
sentence, but in the interest of maintaining the sta-
bility of the family, he would still be allowed to
attend graduations, schoel plays, dance or ,
piano recitals, and Little League playoff é-h‘
games. )

Maple Grove, Law and Order airs at nine, and this
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