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ano OTHER FOLL?ES

FIRST FEM PRES IMPEACHED

he impeachment trial of
William Jefferson Clinton
may be a spine tingling
drama of law and bad feel-
ing, but it is also a story of another
sort; the implosicn of our very first
feminist government—the first of its
kind in our national history-—as it
cracks under the strain of its own
constantly regendered deviance, In
this bizarre spectacle, the feminist
male is revealed as a serial abuser,
defamer, ‘and proper of women; the
feminists denounce their own laws
and precedents; and the First
Lady—hailed at the start of the
administration as the apotheosis of
an empowered Strong Woman—is
adored-nows an-old kind of femi-
nine victim, and seeks a new path to
redemption and power as the most
mistreated woman in the world.
Make no mistake about it:

books are in the works about
Hillary Clinton, and why not? By
himself, Bill is a bore; but she is
altusive and protean and evocative.
Tt is she who gives the story a plot. It
is she who disconnected Bill from
the gender norme of the good old
boy.
Clinton ran in 1992 on Anita
Hill’s ticket, surrounded by stars of
the “Year of the Woman,” and
buoyed by his feminist wife. “I
believe Anita Hill,” said then-
Governor Clinton, clasping hands
with Carol Moesley-Braun, Patty
Murray, and Lynn Yackel, who rana
one-note jennie campaign against
Arlen Specter for expressing doubts
about Hifll. (Doubts, as it worked
out, that were far milder than what
later came out of Clinton’s White
House about the women who had
challenged him.) All agreed in 1992

‘feminist” is the only political label

Bill Clinton has ever consistently earned. Elsewhere, his place .

on the political gpectrum has been both diffuse and ambignous;
he has been both a New and the oidest of Democrats; on differ-

ent sides of many tax issaes; in theory at least for both big and

small government. His “issmes,” such as they are, have been
small, feel-good measures, poll-tested so as not to offend any-
one, The divisive, definitive, emotion-charged and hot button
parts of his povernance-—abortion, Joycelyn Elders, gays in and
out of the military—have all been gender-based. Similarly, the
one thing that gives Clinton his interest is his wife and his mar-
riage, which gives his story its tension and texture. Many big

INSIDE

by Stephen B. Young

that exploitation of female employ-

-pes deserved rigorous censure, Who was to know that, one year
‘latér, a woman would claim that, in May of 1991, Governor

Clinton had sent his state troopers to bring her—then a clerk

"makmg less than $5 an hour from the state of Arkansas—to his

hotel room in Little Rock, where he exposed himself tg her? Or,
that another woman would later charge that on November 29,
1993, when she, an unpaid White House aide, had gone to the
president to ask for a paid job because of grave financial and

. personal problems, her friend the president had grabbed her,

and forced her hand to his crotch?
Continted on page 8

THE ANTI-WAR MOVEMENT HAD 1T WRONG

THE WHITE PAPERS REAPPRAISED

Washington was spinning out even befote the
Gulf of Tonkin incident, or whether its factual

FRERERS

I ast year, a series of momentous thirtieth

-anniversaries from the Vietnam era

were marked—Tet, LBJs withdrawal
from seeking re-election, and the tiots at the
Chicago convention. The war, once so con-
tentious, has now receded into memory, even
into nostalgia, as a generation conpratulates
itself once again for doing what the North
Vietnamese never could have—defeating the
United States. History, as they say, iz written
by the victors, and the victor in this conflict
was the American anti-war movement. It is no
wonder, then, that our national recollection of
the war matches that of the New Left, It is no
wonder too that cettain questions are no
longer asked, chief among them the question,
a central one thirty years ago, of whether the
U.S. involvement resulted from a tissue of lies

assessment of conditions in South Vietnam,
Laos and Cambodia and its consequent policy
response o the plight of the South Vietnamese
people was rational and justifiable.

The official American threat assessment of the
causes of war in South. Vietnam was conlained in two
White Papers that the State Depurtment issued in
December 1961 and inMarch 1965, These White Papers
alleged that Hanoi was direciing a campaign of overl
and covert subversion and aggression against an inde-
pendent South Vietnam, As the war began to cscalate in
1963, these White Papers became the subject of a fero-
cicus attack by the anti-war movement, which insisted
ns its chief arguing point that the war was a civil war
between 1.8, puppels and an indigenous resistance in
South Vietnam. In fact, denial of a Nosth Vietnamese
presence in the South was holy writ for opponents of the

Continved on page 10
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A Tale of Our Times

When I was in the armed services, I found
what 1 believed 1o be the only truly equal society, at
least as seen from the “belly of the beast.” There many
of my superiors were minorities. They were provided
with the training and tools that were needed 1o succeed
and they did so with pride, hard work, and enthusiasm.
They accepted the responsibility for the training and
lives of their fellow members. Even though many still
chose to asspciate with their own race, there was an
understanding thal we all depended on each other and
needed to work #s a team in order to succeed regardless
of race or gender,

Returning home after my active duty, I found
that my county job had not been held for me. [ began
attending college at the State University of New York,

I later needed help understarding my math
and found that there was an organization, Educational
Opportunity Program, on campus to help the studenis,
I saw many whites helping minorities but thers were ng
whites being helped. I asked the man in charge if I could
get help with my math, He told me that the help avail-
able was for students with low income and (just looking
&t me) 1 did not gualify. After telling him what
my income was, he admitted that it was certain-
Ly low enough, but I did not come from a “sth-
nieally deprived background.” This was deter-

work as one of two corperate purchasing agents. During
the interview process I was told by the senior manager
that they were also looking to promote me into my
supervisor's position within the next year,

My work went well until 1 made several rec-
ommendations to my female supervisor {0 improve the
efficiency and effectivenass of the depariment. She
snapped back at me saying that I should forget all that I
had learned about the business and purchasing world
since none of it was applicable here.

Shortly thereafter, [ was passed over for pro-
molion for my supervisor's position as she was promot.
ed out of purchasing into human resources. My new
superyisor was anather very intelligent lacly, but she did
not koow anything about purchasing or business prac-
tices, My past supervisor and I worked very hard with
her to show her the baslc concepts so she could get by in
her new position, She was a quick study, but it was
impossible to provide her the years of experlence and
training which 1 had. I later found that she did not have
a college degree and did not meet any of the require-
ments above,

Then I met with the other purchasing agent to
discuss the hiring and promotion discrepancies at the

mined without any consideration to the fact that
1 was below the poverty line, marrled with a
srall child, and had been on my own for over
ten years. It was enlightening to me that just by
looking at me and without completing any
paperwork showing my income, or that of my
parents, he dstermined that I was not eligible.
He did not have to say il was based on race, it
was obvious,

After graduating [ started my first
"professional” position with a small company as
a purchasing agent, There, I was in chargs of
purchasing and recefving. At a whopping
$14,500 a year, my salary was such that the une-
ducated empleyees in the plant earned more
than I did, T was still proud of what my wife and
T had over corhe with a lot of hard work, dedication and
responsibility, Our family had lived through some very
hard times, we knew there was no where to go but up,

A few years later, the hard work and the
responsibility which I had accepted paid off for me
again when I was promoted fo-materials manager. In
this position [ was responsible for purchasing, inventory
contrel, shippingfreceiving and interacted with preduc-
tion control in several additional lecations. I continued
my work ethic which in fura provided me and my fami-
Iy additional rewards. After five years, I decided that it
would be a good time to look at other opportunilies
with larger organizations, My search lead me to an
opening with a large utility company, headquartered in
Rochester, NY.

As a candidate for the position of purchasing
agent, T was asked if T had the following qualifications:

1, A four year degree in the field of business manage-
ment

2, Three to five years previous experience in the feld
of purchasing management

3. National Association of Purchasing Management
Membership

4, Certified Purchasing Manager certification

5. Previous experience with computers and puirchasing
software.

I exceeded the above requirements, and began

@
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company. He confirmed my suspicions by pulling out of
his desk the company publication showing the prome-
tions for the previos six months, It appeared that about
eiglty percentl of the promolions were women and
minorities. This cerlaiity. was not representative of the
company employee populatmn and documented the
problem.

A few moriths: later, the other purchasing
agent retired. He was replaced by a.woman who also
met none of the five requirements I was asked to meet,
She did have a college degree, but it was in psychology.
Again I worked, along with the retiriag agent, to give
her some information from which to work.

Shortly after she was brought cn, [ hecame
known as “the token,” This name was given to me by
1y supervisor as I was the only male in the work group,
‘This title was used frequently by my supervisor and sub-
sequently by my colleagues. Additionalty, I also became
aware -of subtle differences in the way [ was treated,
Perks such as a new larger office, newer computer and
telephone equipment, and less accountability were
given to the female employees. Interestingly, it appears
that given the opportunity, women and minoritics
axploit people as badly as those they complain about.

1 continued te work hard and this was ulti-
mately noliced by the management in other depart-
meats, Working with other management personnel, and
the end users in product standardiziirg, I slashed hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars frorm the costs of purchas-

ing equipment and supplies. When word of my sucee
reached the vice president, they decided to give me
award for my outstanding performance, This was t
highest award given to an employee with the compal
but when I received it I saw clearly that it was all
would get. It became clear to me that 1 would n
receive a promotica working in this department. I the
rized that moving to another department would make
difference,

In mid 1992, I was transferred (o inlerpal aue
to enhance my opportunities for promotion. In ear
1993 a new audil director was appointed. He broug
with him new objectives from senior management f
the deparlment and company. My perceptions of hirit
and promotion objectives were now clearly outline
The company’s primary priority was to quickly enhan:
the diversity of the company. At first the employe:
supported this policy, until we learned that manageme;
was locking to replace some of the current white ma
employees to accomplish this objective. This missic
was confirmed in our staff meetings and documented
1he corporate and departmental objectives. At the tin
of my termination, I believe that 1 was discharge
because of my race. This practice could also be statis|
cally verified throughout the organization.

[ along with 12 past employees has
filled charges with the EEQC for discriminatic
against this company. Others did not Jile as »
were lold that if we did not make any Lrouble w
may be brought back into the organization 1
needad. This never oceurred,

Recently my case came before (b
Federal Court. The judge opened the discussic
by stating that my case appeared to be a case ¢
reverse discrimination. He said that no matu
how this case lurns out, he wanted to let m
know that my atiorney had done a good job rej
resenting me, These statements were all give
even before (he opening arguments were delir
ered by either side, No decision has been give
as of today, eight (8) months later, and five (!
years after filing with the EEOC.

During my job search, I have slept
floors, been thousands of miles away from: hom
and my family (even through the holidays). Over tw
thousand (2,000) resumeas and five years later T am sti
unemployed. I hired a private investigator to sce if the
could uncover the reason that I could not get any jol
They found that the public utility that laid me off ha
lieen piving negalive references, some of them illagall
referring to the charges fifed with the EEOC, to poter
tial empieyers.

Twenty four years ago [ left the life [ had bui
because my country needed me to serve in the militar
and again today they are requiring me and my family
make another sacrifice. Perhaps elécted officials shouf
canry Lthe same unjust burden to better understand whi
suffering their actions create here in the real world, T a1
nol angry, [ just want change,

In closing I would like Lo ask at what point wi
we stap paying for a debt we never owed? When wi
people who say that they are against racism/sexism sto
using it for their own gain? When will we demand equi
standards, and equal help for all studeats? Sometimes
wonder if anyone in authority knows what a level play
ing ficld looks like.

This Is an overview of what {nonjequ
employment has done to my life, a while male, wit
over twenty years of business managemen experienct
[ am not angry, I just want change and equal treatmer
for everyone,

Name Withheld Via Interm
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REDUCTIO AD ABSURDUM

TEACHING PC: Is there any subject that can’t
be taught in the PC university? Apparently thers
is., Sanford Pinsker of Franklin and Marshall
wriles of the case of Bowling Green University
Sociology professor Richard A. Zelier, who,
after a poll of students revealed that they
thought courses were filled with left politics,
decided to teach a course called “Political
Correctness” that would investigate the phe-
romenon. Perhaps because his book list includ-
ed works such as Dinesh D'Souza’s Ifiberal
Education, Richard Herrnstein and Charles
Murray’s The Bell Curve, and
Christina Hoff Summers’ Who

esteem but incensed a small number of black par-
ents who were haying a bad hair day) Who's
next—Ralph Ellison? Richard Wiight? When this

" linguistic version of ethnic cleansing gets started,

nobody’s safe, not even America’s first affirma-
tive action Nobel Prize winner, Toni Morrison.

SELF HATE CRIME: If was bound to happen,
At 8t. Cloud State University, a lesbian student
commited a hate crime against hersell, Claiming

" she had been attacked and beaten after a candle-

light yigil—what else?—because of her sexual ori-

progressive change.” Then he pumped his fist in
the air and shouted, *All power to the people!”
Instead cof this worn out slogan, he should have
tried, “First as tragedy and secondly as farce!”

DAZED AND CONFUSED: According 1o a
CBS Poll released in late January, high school
juniors, by a margin of 62 o 33 percent, describe
race relations in the United States as pood.
While 34 percent of those students polled think
race relations will get betier over the next four
years, 11 percent think they will probably get
worse. However, when asked if
there will always be a lot of prej-

Stole Feminlsm?, Professor Zeller
was turned down flat—first by his
own Soclology department, then
by the American Studies, Ethnic
Studies, and Psychology depart-
ments. No matter that Mr. Zeller
doesn’t happen lo agree with
everything these authors pro-
pose—or, most important, that he
is commilied to teaching about
political correctness in an even-
handed way—his colleagues
would have none of it, The course
was deemed illegitimate,
although in ancther department,
Bowling Green once offered a
course in the roller-coaster—
complete with field trips, Pinsker
called Gary Lee, chairman of the
BGSU Sociology department,
who likened Zeller's proposed
course to an “infomercial,” one
that would would end up with tax-
payers footing the bill for advoca-
cy rather than education. (As if
this were not already standard
operating procedure.) He also
believed that Zeller would grade
students on the basis of how much
they agreed with his politics,
although no student or adminis-
Lrator has ever complained about
Zeller In the more than twenty
years he has taught at Bowling
Green. As it stands, Zeller may
be the only professor in BGSU
history who has been so systemat-
ically stonewalled. Even his offer
te teach “Political Correciness”
as an “overload” (not counting
against his teaching requirement)
and without compensation gol
Zeller nowhere, Perhaps he
should try again some time, He

CMOORE

udice in America, more than half
say yes, Most students have a pos-
itive view of affirmative action,
Of those polled, 64 percent say it
is necessary to have laws to pro-
tect racial minorities from dis-
crimination in hiring and promo-
tion, while 72 percent think gov-
ernment affirmalive action pro-
grams in hiring, promotion, and
college admissions should be con-
tinued.

REHABILITATING RACISTS;
CNN, which tilts so far to the left
that it has earned the title “the
Clinton Mews Network,” culdid
ftsell recently when it Fealured
notorious racist Louis Farrakhan
as a spokesman against racism (1)
in its “Voices of the Millennium"
spot. In the spot, which ran in mid
January and was sponsored by
United  Airlines, Tarrakhan
appeared with reputable figures
such ns Sen. Fohn MeCain and
Rep. 1.C, Watts, The decision to
showcase an unrepentant anti
Semite who has also spewed mes-
sages of hate about whites, gays
and even other black leaders, cre-
ated a sense of bewilderment and
cognitive dissonance on the part
of many observers, The Anti-
Defamation League issued a
stalement saying that Farrakhan
was “part of the disease; he s cor-
tainly not part of the cure." The
League might have said the same
about CNN itself, whichi at the
same time it presented Farrakhan
was also giving us a rulti-part
history of the Celd War in which
it was impossible to teil who the

could title his next course offering
“Diversity Unmasked.”

' VICTORIAN HOOTERS: Posted on the inter-
net by Rebecea Stern of Ball State University’s
English Department as a call for papers to

“Victorianists” planning to attend the MEA con- .

ference. The special session is to be called
“Victorian Breasts: Funclional vs. ornamental
breasts; erotic breasts; classed breasts; imperial
andfor colonized breasts; nationalist breasts;
aging breasts; beauty and the breast; medical
breasts; and other related topics considering rep-
resentations of the breast in Victerian Britain.”
If they could see us now, @

N-WORD CENSORS AMOK: New York city
schools removed two books intended for class-
roem discussion because they contained the word
“nigger”—despite the fact that the books were
highly regarded and contained a positive message
encouraging tolerance of people of different
races. Principal Linda Faucette threw out the
Alex Haley-edited War Comes to Willie Freeman
and Christopher and James' Colliers Days of
Courage: The Little Rock Story in an apparent
attempt to avold the controversy that had sur-
rounded another children's book, Nappy Hair
(which also featured a message of positive self-

entation, St, Cloud senior Jennifer Prissef, 22, was
found in a subsequent police investigation to have
self-inflicted her injuries and to have lied about
the entire event. Something like this happened
with a similar hoax a few years ago, when Tawana
Brawley claimed to have been attacked and dese-
crated by while men. In that case, Bill Cosby and
others sprang to Brawley’s defense. In the case of
Prissel, something similar happened. The St
Cloud community rallied to her support, with 600
students and faculty holding, you got it, another
candlelight vigil against hate erimes. She could
become an even bigger martyr now, however than
if the charges had been (rue, Prissel now faces a
hearing before the schools disciplinary board for
violating the Code of Student Conduct.

" THE VISION THANG: In an exceedingly carly

anntonncement for o local eleclion, former Black
Panther Field Marshal David Hilliard has
announced he will rtun for the West
Oakland/Downtown seat on the Oakland City
Council and have Babby Seale as his campaign
manager. Standing on the steps of the high
school he attended, Hillard, who was temporari-
ly in charge of the Panthers in 1969 when the
other leaders were in exile or in jail, said, “T want
ta resurrect our dreams and return to a vision for

pood guys were.

MORE NEWS ABOUT BLACK RACISTS: In
Oxford, Ohio, Miami University officials came
to the reluctant conclusion in late January that it
was two black student leaders who were respon-
sible for racist messages posted at a campus
black culture center. The fliers were posted sev-
eral months ago and atlacked blacks and homao-
sexuals. This was seen as more evidence of white
racism and homophobia, and resulted in demon-
strations that disrupted campus life and led to
seven arrests. But a painstaking analysis of the
offensive flyers revealed the fingerprints of
Nathaniel Snow, President of the Black Student
Action Association—--who met with university
officials after the injtial incident to demand that
something be done about campus racism, and
Brad Allen, one of the students arrested during
protests over the incident, Showing once apain
that the contemporary ideal for university
administrators is a cross between Saul Alinsky
and Neville Chamberlain, Miami President
James Garland found this moral in the story: “I
believe that mast of the students who participat-
ed in the demonstrations did so because they kad
legitimate concerns. And we need to &y
remember that those concerns need to be q“
taken seriously.” i
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What Happened to John Goode

hen John

notice that his contract to sell

food during special events at
the Austin, Texas, Convention Center
was terminated because he did not guali-
fy for a racial quota, he was outraged and
determined to fight back. It was the same
reaction displayed by countless others
who have been the victims of reverse dis-
crimination. Why me? What racist act
have I been guilty of to suffer this
injustice? But there was something
different about this case. John
Goode is black. The racial quota,
which was intended to work in his
favor, has destroyed his life. And
this destructiveness, he believes, is
the essence of that pathology which
goes under the name of affirmative
action.

The 53-year-old Goode shonid
have been a local hero, instead of a victim
of Austin’s municipal racial bureaucracy.
His is an “up by the boolsiraps” story.
When he was born in Austin after the war,
hig father was 14 and his mother was 16,
Since his parents were kids themseives,
Goode was raised by his widowed grand-
mother. She tanght him not to look to his
past for reasons to fail. For her, the road to

. success was always under consiruction.
"Even at a time when blacks were stifl sec-
ond class citizens, she made her grandson
believe that the American’ Dream,
although incompletely realized, was still

spacicus encugh for him,

“T was always very entrepreneur-
jal.” Goode says. “1 had a newspaper route
beginning in the third grade, delivering
over 100 different papers every morning at
5 AM. It grew to the point that I had to
hire two other kids to help me. I had a customm
paint and body shop. I had & peanuts business. I
have always done something legal to make il It is
in my blood, I guess, I have the originai bill of sale
from my preat-grandfather who bought 55 acres of
land in 1865 in Texas. That was the year of the
Emancipation Proclamation. If my great-grandfa-
ther could buy land in 1865, why can’t a black man

accomplish anything he wants? That has alvrays .

been my Inspiration.”

Goode’s first love was the restaurant
business. After working as a waiter in nearly
every Austin restaurant, he went to San
Francisco, where he started a French restaurant.
After selling that enterprise, he returned to
Austin to start Jacob’s Restaurant and Jazz Bar
in 1985, which soon fell victim to the Texas oil
bust. In 1989, Goode copened Mr, Hones
Barbecue ‘in Morth Austin, He was soon
approached by a company called Volume
Services and asked if he would be interested in
setting up a barbecue stand at Palmer
Auditorium, the City Coliseum,
Convention Center to seli*food during special
events. Goode jumped at the opportunity, amd
entered inlo a contract with Velume Services in
which he was given the exclusive right to sell bar-
becue at the city facilities in exchange for giving
Yolume Services a share of his sales,-

In June of 1995, Austin took the conces-
slons contract for city venues away from Velume
Services and gave it to the Fine Host Corporation.
Goode says, "I was at the City Council meeting
the night they were awarded the contract. I was
approached by eifher an attorney or lobbyist for
Fine Host who had been the lobbyist for Volume
Services. He said they had heard a lot of good
things about me. He said we hope you will consid-

"Goode received

and the

Black Quotas

by Marc Levin

er staymg on. I w111 never forget their exact
words.”

Fine Host tried o squeeze 30 percent of
his sales out of Goode, even though unlike
Volume Services, they refused to pay for his
required cne million dollar cumulative lability
policy. {They ultimately came to an agreement on
a one year contract providing Fine Host with 23
percent of Goode's sales and requiring him to
carry his own Insurance.) But then, early in 1996,
thé Austin City Council passed an ordinance
implementing racial quotas for city contracting,

.. Jorm, GoobEr A VIciim ka? RACIAL QUOTAS
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R
The law Tequires contrﬂclorswnh the city to glve
a certain percentage of {heirbuginess 1o certified
minority subcontractors, In the casé 'nf the conces-
siong at.city auditoriums, Fine Host had to meet a
25 percent quota of minority subcontractors. It
was a requirement with teeth: a contractor whe is
found not to be in comp]zance with these “goals”
can be barred from city contracts for up to five
years, assessed finés, or sued for breach of con-
tract.

. Fine Host began askmg Goode to certify
himself as a minority owned business shortly after
the Council’s action, “I edplained to them that T
did not believe in set asides and affirmative
action,” Goode says. “T also did not want to certi-
fy because the program was invasive inic my per-
sonal life, It required me to submil three to five
years of my financial records and tax relurns, a List
of all my assets, employee data, and all kinds of
personal information. T didn’t see the purpose of
it, That confidential information doesnt do any-
thing to determine whether it is minority owned. I
told them you all know I am black and that T own
the business. I told them I wouldnt do it, that 1
would never cértify.” _

Goodéy problem was as much ‘what he
believed as il was what the Austin City Council
believed. I am definitely and openly a black con-
sarvatiye. 1 ase a-lot of social programs as doing
more damage than good. The only blacks that
seem to benefit from affirmative action are upper-
income black professionals’ children, The blacks
in the slums and projects don’t benefit from it. For

. example, busing did nathing but destroy the black

community. What the NAACP and other organi-
zations need Lo do is demand better teaching
malerials and schools,” He belicves that “affirma-
tive action wiil come back to haunt future genera-

tions of young blacks, They don’t feel they really
have te try hard anymere because they think they
will get in because of affirmative action, bul you

‘can’t sell that argument to cur so-called black

leaders.”

Speeking of black leaders, Goode
believes there hasn't been a real one since Marttin
Luther King. He says,“A lot of blacks don’t admit
Jesse Jacksen is one of the biggsst poverty pimps
to ever set fool on the ground. He promotes he
Texaco and Denny’s lawsuits, but has anyone ever
heard of a working class black getting a franchise?
Who gets all the money? The poverty
pimps. As a result, many bright black kids
end up selling dope. They don™t see a
future, It is not the while man's favll; it is
the leaders in the black community.”

In August of 1996, Fine Host sent a
lettér to Goode canceling the coutract,
Goode was shocked by the letter. He went
to see Fine Host and asked if his contract
could be considered under the “Specialty
Business” category instead of the
“Minority Owned Business Enterprise”
category. Fine Host responded, “This
would not benefit us,” meaning that it
wouldn’t help them make their racial
quota. .
The termination came at a very
bad time for Goode. The North Austin
branch of Mr. Bones Barbecue was doing
well, but he was in the process of building
another Mr. Bones in South Austin fo take
advantage of increased traffic to the new
airport, He was counting on the profit from
the stand during the remainder of 1997 to
help finance'the expansion. Goaode says, *1
was paying for everything as I go. I had no
Ioans from institutions, The termination
caught me at a poiit when I was totally
financially wiped cut. The months between
September and December were the busiest
ones at the city facilities. I had counted on
those four months for $25,000 to carry the
new location. Timing is what killed me.”

Goode was forced to decide which loca-
tion to keep. Even though the original Mr Bones
was eslablished and making good money, the new
one had the best chance for long run siccess,
because of the new airport and an option he had to
buy the property at a very good price. He was
evicted from the original location—which he had
put $100,060 into—becduse he could not pay the

. rent, He managed Lo keep the new localion open

for a year. “It did -real well for the first [ive
months,” he says, “but it died down when winter
came.”

After receiving word of the lermination
by Fine Host, John Goode sought legal represen-
tation. He first approached former Democratic
Congressman Craig Washington, who expressed
inlerest in the case, but demanded a substantial
retainet which Goade could nat affonl. Cloode
then tried University of Texas Las Professor Lina
Graglia, a well known opponent of racial prefer-
ences, who had been skewered by the state and
national media for his politically incorrect
remarks on affirmative action in connection with
the Hopwoad vase al a 1997 press conference.
Graglia's secretary advised Goode that Graglia no
longer accopts cases,

Goede finally got in touch with the
Institute for Justice, a Washington, D,C, public
interest law firm that litigales against repressive
sconomic regulations, restrictions on free speech,
and racial quatas, The case wound up af the Texas
Justice Foundation, a San Antonio based non-
profit group that provides free legal assistance to
plaintiffs fighting for economic freedom, religious
liberty, and equal rights, This past March, Austin
attorneys Tom Hutchinson and Keith Laverman,
working pro bone, filed sult against the City of
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Austin and Fine Host Corporatien before the
United States District Court in Austin, However,
Judge Sam Sparks dismissed the action in
December, flippantty declaring, “The plaintiff
does not have'standing to assert his discrimination
claims against the City and Fine Host because he
suffered no injury in fact,”

Goode was depressed by the outcome: “I
was disappointed not for losing, but for what I
viewed as his clear lack of understanding of what
the program is, how it worked, how it functioned,
and how clearly discriminatory it was. It has
caused me to guestion my faith in the legal sys-
tem.” He points out that white-owned businesses
did not have to go through any certification
pracess, and while Fudge Sparks pointed out that
he had an equal opportunity to compete with
non-certified white businesses, the fact is that
Fine Host replaced him with a certified minority
business that got a free ride,

Sparks did rule that Fine Host was guilty
of a breach of contract for not giving Goode 30
days notice of his termination, which was
required by a clause in their contract. However,
Sparks refused to award Gocode any darages for
this, because he claimed that it could not deter-
mine exactly how much money Goode would
have made from the barbecue stand during this
time.

Observers were not surprised by the
bizarre reasoning. As one Austin atlorney says,
“Sparks has made a name for himself as a left-
wing activist from the bench. He is the judge who

dismissed the Hopwood suit challenging racial

quotas at the University of Texas Law School.” In
this historic case, the U.8. Fifth Circuit Court of
Appeals overruled, Sparks, which declared the
Law School's quota system uriconstitutional,

Goode is hoping for a similar resuit in his
case, When, on January 15, Sparks refused to
reconsider his dismissal of the cass, the Houston
based Campaign for a Color-blind America
began the process of finding additional counsel
to assist Laverman in handling Goode's appeal to
the Fifth Circuit. But even If he is vindicated
somewhere down the road, this cage has already
taken its toll. After losing his entire barbecue
business, parfly as a result of the termination,
John Goode was no longer able io employ his
two grown sons in the enterprise. “The situation
drove them to where so many other young black
males are—in prison,” he says sadly. “One is still
there. It was for drugs. They worked hard, seven
days a week, for my barbecue business. After |
was forced to shut it down, they said there goes
the whole business of trying to get respect-from
white men by wnrkmg hard. I never ihought my
sons would sell drugs,”

Goode had to sell his home after losing
his business. He can no longer afford a car, which
is a necessity in the spread-out Texas landscape,
He scrapes slong to lake care of his eight-year-old
san and the 81-year-old aunt Wholives with him.
He now fights high blood pressure and is a bor-
derline diabetic, To add jnsult to injuries which
have come lo ressmble a Biblical plague, Judge
Sparks ordered him to pay $7,800 in legal bills for
the City of Austin and Fink Host Corporation

after the dismissal of his suit, Goode says bitterly,
“From 1989 to 1996, the City of Austin and Fine
Host received $70,000 from me as & percentage of
whet I made at the barbecue stand, and now I get
the bill for their legal fees.” )
But John Goode is gtill optimistic about
his ability to claw a path for himself through this
toxic landscape of bureaucratic rules and regula-
tions. He was recently invited by Orrin Hatch (R-
Utah), Chairman of the Senate Judiciary
Committee, fo testify about what had happened
to him. {Goode recalls, “A black lady sitting next
to me who owned a computer ecnsulting compa-
ny in San Jose seemed very uncomfortable at my
presence, She was there complaining that minori-
ties were not getfing enough contracts when her
company was making over $5 million a year I
thought to myself, why does she need a prefer-
ence anyway?”) He is now working as a tempo-
rary employee 12 hours a day, six days a week, for
the Westinghousé Metor Company. They have
offered him a permanent job. But that old dream
of entrepreneurship still lives.

“1 will either get back in the barbecue
business or open a Mexican restaurant,” Goode
says. “My plan is to start out with a mobile trailer.
1 figure if I don't get back in the business they will
have defeated me. I will not let that hap- -
pen, ¥ 1 kill myself working, at least I'll qyg
know I was working,” .'I

Marc Levin is Publisher & Editor of the Houston
Review and Editor Emeritus of the Austin
Review.
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I, Rigoberta Menchu, Liar

he story of Rigoberta Menchuy, a
- Quiche Mayan from Guatemala,

whose autobicgraphy catapulted”

her to international fame, won her the
Nobel Peace Prize, and made her an
international emblem of the dispos-
sessed indigenous peoples of the
Western hemisphere and their attempt
to rebel against the oppression of
European conquerors, has now been
exposed a5 a political fabrication,
a tissue of lies, and one of the
greatest intellectual and academic
hoazxes of the 20th Century.

During  the last decade,
Rigoberta Menchu had become a lead-
ing icon of the university culture. In one
of the more celebrated “breakthroughs”
of the multicultural left, a demonstration
of left-wing faculty and students at
Stanford University, led by the Reverend
Jesse Jacksen, had chanted “Hey, hey,
ho, ho, Western culture’s got to gol” The
target of the chant was Stanford’s
required curriculum in Western civiliza-
tion, University officials quickly caved
before the demcnstrators, and the
course fitle was changed simply to
“CIV.” Works by “Third World” (mainly
Marxist) authors previously “excluded”
were now introduced into the cancn of
preat beoks as required reading. Chief
among these was an autobiography by an
indigenous Guatemalan and sometime
revolutionary, 1, Rigoberta Menchu,
which now took its place beside
Arxistotle, Dante and Shakespeare as the
Stanford students iniroduction to the
world,

Published in 1982, 1, Rigoberta

leftist, Blisabeth Burgos-Debray, wife of

the Marxist, Regis Debray, who provided the
“foco strategy” for Che Guevara's failed effort
to foment a guerilta war in Bolivia in the 1960s.
The idea of the foco was that urban intellectuals
could insert a mititary frent inside a system’of
social oppression, and provide the catalyst for
revolutionary change. Debray's misguided theo-

1y got Guevara and an undetermined number of-

Bolivian peasants killed, and as we shall ses, is

at the root of the tragedies that overwhelmed -

Rigoberta Menchu and her family, and that are
(falsely) chronicled:in f; Rigoberta Méenchu.

As recounted in this autobidgraphy, the
story of Rigoberta Menchu is the stuff of classic
Marxist myth. The Menchus were a poot
Mayan fantily, living on the margins of a coun-
iry from which they had been dispossessed by
Spanish conquistadors. Their descendants,
knewn as ladinos, try fo drive the Menchus atid
other Indian peasants off unclaimed land that
they had cultlvated. As she tells her story
Rigoberia is illiterate and kept from getling an
education by her peasant father, Vicente. He
refuses to send her to school because he needs
her to work in the fields, and because he is
afraid that the school will turn his daughter
against him. So poor i3 the Menchu family,
because of their lack of land; that Rigoberta
has to watch her younger brother die of starva-
tion. Meanwhile, Vicente is cngaged In a hero-
ic but ultimately hopeless battle with the ladino
masters of the land for a plot to coltivate.
Finally, Vicente organizes a resistunce move-
ment called the Committee for Campesino
Unity to advance the land claims of the indige-
nas against the ladino masters. Rigoberta
becomes a political organizer too.

by Dawd Horowitz

Enter the Guevara-Debrayist guerrilla
foco. The indigenous resistance nmovement orga-
nized by Rigoberta’s peasant father links up with
an armed revolutionary force—the Guerrilla
Army of the Poor (ERG), Now the peasants have
a fighting chance, But the Iadino descendants of
the conquistadors call on the bratal Guatemalan
security forces to crush the rebellion and preserve
the status que of social injustice, Vicente Menchu
is killed. The surviving family is forced to watch
Rigobertas brother burned alive. Rigoberta’s
mother is raped and killed,

Asg told by E}igo_lggfﬁa, the tragedy of
the Menchus is “the stofy of all.Guatemala’s
poor” The author of [, Rigoheita Menchu
makes this linkage explicit: “My personal expe-
rience, is the reality of a wholg people.” Itis a
eall to people of good will alf over the world to
help the noble but powerless indigenous péo-
ples of Guatemala and othgr Third World
countries to gain their Jightful inheritance.
Made internationally | famois: By the success of

-her book, and by the Nobel Prlze she was

awarded in 1§92, Rigoberta is now head of the
Rigoberta Menchu Tum. Foundation for
Human Righis and » spokespersan for the
cause of “social justice and peace,”

_ Unfortunately for this poIattcal fantasy,‘

virtually everything that Rigoberta has written
is a lie. These lies, moreover, are neither inci-
dental nor acéldental. They are lies about the
central events and facts of her story, and they
have been deliberately concocted to shape its
political content and to create a specific politis
cal myth. This myth begins on the very first
page of Rigoberta's text:

" 'When 1 was older, my father regret-
ted my not going to school, as I was a
girl able to learn many things, Buf he
always said: ‘Unfortunately, if T put you
in school, they’ll make you forget your
class; they’ll turn you into a ladino, I
don’t want that for you and that’s why I
don’t send you.’ He might have had the
chance to put me in school when I was
about fourteen or fifteen but he could-
n't do it because he knew what the con-
sequences would be: the ideas that they
wouid give me.

To the trusting reader, this looks like a
perfect realization of the Marxist paradigm, in
which the ruling ideas become the ideas of the
ruling class, which controls the means of educa-
ton. But, tontrary to her own assertions,
Rigoberta was not uneducated. Nor did her
father oppose her education becalise he feared
the schools would indostrinate her in the values
of the fadino ruling class. According to class-
mates, teachers and family members, Vicente
Menchu did send Rigoberta to schocl. In fact,
he sent her to two prestigious private boarding
schools, operated by Catholic nuns,
where she received the equivalent of a
middle-school education. (In a telling
irony, it is most likely there that she was
recrujted {o the Marxist faith and
became- a  spokesperson  for  the
Communist  guerrillas.) Because
Rigoberta was indeed away at boarding
scheol for most of her youth, moreover,
her detailgd accounts of herself laboring
eight months a year on coffee and cotton
plantations and organizing a political
underground are also probably false,

These and other pertinent
details have now been established by
anthropelogist David Stoll, one of the
leading academic experts on Guatemaia.
Stoll interviewed more than 120
Guatemalans, inciuding  relatives,
friends, neighbors and former teachers
and classmates of Rigoberta Menchu,
over a ten-year period, as the basis of his
new blography, Rigeberta Menchu And
The Story of All Poor Guatemalans. To
coincide with the publication of Stoli%s
book, the New York Times sent reporter
Larry Rohrter to Guatemala to attempi
to verify Stoll's findings, which he was
readily able to do,

Perhaps the most salient of
Stoll’s findings is the way in which
Rigoberta has distorted the sociology of
her family situation, and that of the Mayans in
the region of Uspantan, to conform to Marxist
precepts, The Menchus were rat part of the
landless pooer, and Rigobertz had no brother
whe starved to death, at least none that her
own family could remember, The ladinos were
not a raling -caste in Rigoberta’s town or dis-
trict, in which there were no large estates, or
fingas, as she ‘claims, Far from being a dlSpDS-—
sessecl peasant, Vicente Mcnchu had title to
2,753, heciures of land, The 22-year land dispute
descrlbcd by ngoberta which is the central
event in her book leading te the rebellion and
the tragedies that followed was, in fact, over a
tiny, but sxgmﬁcant 151 hectare parcel. Most
impartantly, Vicente Menchu’s “hercic struggle
against the landowners who wanted (o take cur
land” was in fact not a dispute with representa-
tives of a Buropean-descended conquistador
class, but with his own Mayan relatives, the
Tum family, headed by his wife’s uncle.

Vicente Menchu did not organize a
peasant resistance called the Committee for .
Campesine Unity, He was a conservative peas-
ant insofar as he was political at all. Even more
importantly, his consuming passion was nat any
social concern, but the family fewd with his in-
jaws, who were small landowning peasants like
himscif. It was his involvement in this family
feud that caused ltim to be caught up in the
larger political drama enazeted by students and
professional revolutionaries, that” was really
irrelevant to his concerns and that ultimately
killed him,

Al the end of the Seventies, coinciding
with a global Soviet offensive, Cuba’s
Communist dictator, Fidel Castro, launched a
new turn in Cuban [oreign policy, spensoring
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and arming & series of guerrilla uprisings in

Central America. The most significant of these

were in Nicaragua, El Salvador and Guatemala,
and followed lines that had been laid down by
Regis Debray and Che Guevara a decade
before, The leaders of these movements were
generally net Indian peasants but urban
Hispanics, principatly the disaffected scions of
the middle- and upper-classes. They were often

the graduates of cadre training centers in

Moscow and Havana, and of terrerist training
camps in Lebanon and East Germany. (The
leaders of the Salvadorean guerillas even
included a Lebanese Communist and Shi'ite
Muslim named Shafik Handal.) .

One of these forces, Guatemala’s
Guerrilla Army of the Poor, showed up in
Uspantan, the largest township
Rigoberta’s village of Chimel, on April 29,
1979, According to eyewitnesses, the guerrillas

Piltdown Man

painted everything within reach red, grabbed
the tax collector’s money and threw it in the
streets, tore down the jail, released the prison-
ers, and chanted in the town square, “We're
defenders of the poor,” for fifteen or twenty
minuies,

MNone of the guerilla intruders was
masked, because none of them were local, As
strangers, they had no understanding of the sit-
uation in Uspantan in which virtually ail the
{and disputes were between the Mayan inhabi-
tants themselves. Instead, they percelved the
social problem according to the Marxist text-
beok version, which has now been perpetuated
by Rigoberta and the Nobel Prize committee

through Rigoberta’s book. In their first revela-

tionary act, the guerrillas executed two loeal
ladino landholders,

Thinking that this suegessful violence.

had established the guerrillas as the power in

his region, Vicenté Menchu cast his fate with’

them, providing then with a meeting Place, and
accompanying them' on & ,protest. But
Guatemala’s sccurity fobees, which had been
primed for Castre’s Soviet!backed he,mlspherlc
offe.nswc, responded by descending on the
reglon with characteristic brutality. The klllmgs
that ensved were abetied by enr'lged relatives
of the murdered ladino peasants scekmg

revenge on the leftist assadsins, The trail of vio-"
lence left many innocents slaughtéted in its
wake, including Rigobérta’s parents and a sec-

ond brother (whose death Rigoberta sensation: -

alizes by falsely claiming that he was burned
alive and that she and her parents were forced
to witness the act),

The most famous idcident in
Rigoberta’s bock is the January 1980 occupa-

near

tion of the Spanish embassy in Guatemala City

_ by'a group; of guarnﬂas and protesting jpeas-

ants. Vicente Menchu was
spokesman. The occupation
the Robin Garcia Revo]utmnary Student
Front, A witness deseribed to David Stoll how

Vicente Menchu was primed for his role:

the peasant

They would tell Don Vicente, “Say,
_'The people united will never be defeat-
ed,” and Don Vieente would say, ‘The
people united will never be defeated.”
They would tell Don Vicente, ‘Raise
your left hand when you say it,’ and he_
would ralse his left hand.

When they had set out on the trip that
brought them to the Spanish Embassy, the
Uspantan peasants who accompanied the stu-
dent, revelutionaries had no idea where they
were going, or what the purpose of
the trip actually was. Later, David
Stoll interviewed a survivor whose
husband had died in the incident.
She told him that the jourdey orig-
inated in a wedding party at the
Catholic church in‘ Uspantan, Two {2
days after-the cer¢mony, the wed-; i
ding parly moved on, “The sefiores
said they were going to. the coast,
but they arrived at the capitaI.”
Once there, the .student. revolu-
tionaries proceeded with thelr plan
to occupy the embassy and take
hostages, with the .unsuspecting
Mayans ‘ensnared. Although the
cause of the tragedy that ensued is
in dlspute David - Stolf - presents
persuasive evidencet that 2
Meldtoy cocktail brought by the
8 dents. :dgnited .and  set the
basgy on fire. At feast 39 peo-
plc, including Vncentc Mcnchu
were kiliéd. '

As a resuli -of Stol]s
research Rigoberta Menchu has
been ‘exposed as a- Communist
agent workmg for terrorists who
were ultimately respansible for the
death of her own Tamily. S¢ rigid is
Rigoberta’s party-loyalty to the

Castroist cause, that after her book
was published and she bécani€’gh international
spakesperson for indigenous peoples, she
refused to denounce the Sandinista dictator-
ships genocidal attempt tc eliminate its
Miskito Indians. She even broke with her own
translator, Eiisabeth Burgos-Debray, over the

issue of.  the Miskiios {Burgos-Debray, along -

with other prominent French leftists, had
protested the Sandinista attacks,)

Rigoberta's response to this exposure
of her lies has bean, on the one hand, “no com-
ment” and, on the othe_l'; to add another le—
the denial that she had anything to do with the
book that made her famaus. But David Stoll
listenied to two hours of the tapes she made for
Burgos-Debray (which- provided the text for
the book) and has concfuded that the narrative
they recorded is identleal to the (false) version
of the facts in the baok itsell. Of course,
Rigoberta did not' disclaim authmslup of the
book when she acccpted hier Nobel Prize.

The fibtional life of Rlgoberta Menchu,

isa pleCe of Commurist propaganda designed

to incite hatred of Buropeans and Weslerners,
and the societies they have built, and to orga-
nize support for Communist ind ferrorist orga-
nizations al war with the démocracies nf the
West. It has 4l40 Become the single most influ-
entiaf social treatise read by. Amerlcan college
studehts, Over 15,000 theses have been written
on ngoberta Menchu the world over—all
accepting her les s gospel Rigoberta herself
has been the recipient of 14 hororary ddctor.

ates at prestigious Institutions of higher léarn- .

ing, and the Nobel Prize committee has made

Rigoberta an  jnternational figure and

spokesperson for “soecial justice and peace.”
Almost as remarkable as the hoax

itself was led by-
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itself, and-indicative df the enormous cultural
power ¢f its perpetrgtors, is the fact that the
revelatdion of Rigobertas mendacity has
changed nothing, The Nobel committee has
already refused to take back her prize, the
thousands of college courses that make her
book a required text for American college stu-
dents will continue to do so, and the editoriat
writers of the- fajoi  press -institutionis have
already defended-her falselioods on,the same
grounds that supporters of Tawana Brawley’s
parallel hoax made famous: even if she‘s lying,
she’s telling the truth,

In an editoriat’ respondmg to thesé rev-
elations and typical of press reactions, the Los
Angeles “Timés glossed over the enormity of
what Rigoberta, the Guatemalan terrorists, the
French. left, the. internatipnal community of
“human rights” leftists, the Nobel Prize com-
mittee fellow-travelers and the tenured radicals

who dominate the American academic commu-
nity have wrought, While recognizing that
something has gone amiss, the Times concludes
that it would be wrong to tarnish the entire
cauise becausc of the excesses -of-Rigoberta’s
baok, *After the-initial lies, the -internationat
apparatus of human. rights activism, journalism
and academia pitched in to exaggerate the dire
condition :of the peasants when a simple
recounting of the fruth. would have been
enough.” .

But would it? If a simple recountmg of
the truth would have been enough, then
Rigoberta’s lies would be.unnecessary: So why
tell them? If there was:any truth-in the myth
itself, the Guatemalan guerrillas would not
have been wiped out in twoe or three years. The
fact-is-that there was no sociaj ground for the
armed insuryection that these Castroists. tried
to.force, any more than there was for Guevara’s
suicidal effort inm. Bolivia years before.
Ultimately, the source of the violence and ensu-
ing tmisery- that -Rigoberta. deseribes in her
destructive little book is the leftist intelligentsia
itself; forwhom this Guatemalan poseyr was a
Marxist heroine weiling to happen: .

o .Rigoberta Menchy made a fogl of the
credulous:defenders of Third Werld-ism on the
Naobel Prize gommitlee, and of her-feckless aca-
demic-sponsers at:Stanford and other -universi-
ties, all of whom were looking for such a fraud
to legitimate their fantasies. Along with the
Castroite agents of disinformation behind this
project, they all made a monster.in £, Rigoberta
Menshu, which now:stands alongside the Hitler
Diaries, a-bird of a similar political *’M"‘

feather, as the great literary hoax of our
age.
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Fem Pres, Continued from page 1

Could this be happening? It could: The
feminist president broke femninist law, and dam-
aged himself, his wife, and their allies, with the
tools they had used to win power. Few desserts
were ever 50 sweet, or 5o fitting, Few dramas ever
had their dramatis personae so scrambled,

Bill Clinton

Bill Clinton is our “first female presi-
dent.” novelist Mary Gorden said at an anti-
impeachment rally in New York. (This was at
about the same time fellow fiction writer Toni
Morrison said he was the first black President.)
‘This may be stretching it. But if not guite a female,
he is the next best thing to it, our first feminist,
even a feminine, president, so cued to emotion
and feeling, so alert to nuances that may become
_crevices of opportunity, Few ever stepped
ont of the “prison of gender’” so much as
Bill Clinten, the mama’s boy, sheltered by
80 many sirong women, and so sccure in
their protective circle that at times he has
seemed o be one of the girls, In many
ways, most of his (raits seemed to be
female: He cried, He emoted, He hugged
without mercy. He never stopped talking,
His m.o. was seduction, not conquest. He
fended to whine, and not threaten. He
seemed 1o dislike, even fear, the armed
forces. His physical presence appeared solt
and squishy. He had a weight prablem.
Pecple made fun of his thighs. True to
form, he followed the feminist line on all
points of theory. He gave them a Cabinst
that looked the way that they thought that
Amierica ought to, not enly with peaple of
varying color, but of fierce-looking women
and tame-looking men.

Bui all was not peace in this femi-
uist Eden. This man, who won feminist
hearts when he married the plain gitl in
plasses, was afso drawn to the ‘wrong’ kind
of woman-—all tight clothes, thick makeup,
big hair. As it turned out, their new man
was an old kind of problem, and one they
had dealt with before: like Ted Kennedy, of
Chappaquiddick, Palm Beach, and serial
incidents; like Bob Packwood, the serial
groper; Hke Gary Hart, the model new sen-
sitized candidate until caught with a blonde on a
boat. All were in tune with the gender agenda,
finding new ‘rights' where none had existed. All
taok some hits In their way from the feminist cul-
ture. But none- flouted so openly what Clinton
campaigned on, and none broke o feminist law.

Was it the Hill-Thomas furcr that sensi-
tized Ms. Jones to her own sad outrage, and to its
preat possibilities? Was she moved by the words of
Ms. Hillary Clinton, whe praised Ms, Hill so much

" for her ‘courage,’ and urged other abused women

to speak out? Jones spoke and éxploded one fem-
inist theory: that maies, even the squishes like
Clinton, can be sthooled out of wafting: women
who do not look maieh or act much-like men, “The
semsitive New Man turned out to be just another
old-fashioned masher and skirt-chaser,” wrote
Camille Paglia in the New Republic, “The irony is
that Bill's aw-shucks, Huck Finn rap is one of the
most effective womanizing styles of all time,”
Clinton's real legacy, such as it is, may be this
insight into sexual politics: that one can be the
worst kind of abuser and lecher, while being it ne
other ways like & man, Carf¥ing an ‘L’ on his fore-
head—fer having lied about sex, in a harassment
cage, of all possible ironies—he will lurch forever
through the halls of history, his pants at his ankles,
as he is in so many skits and cartoons. So much for
androgyay. 8o much for empathy, So much for
Feminist Man.

Hillary

“Hillary Clinton s the todestar of this
admindstration, magnetically attracting its core
constituencies and repelling its die-hard esemles,”
Michael Barone perceptively wrote in 1994, call-
ing her ‘a hugely important symbat for feminists’,

. . , the personification of the idess and personal
choices implied by the name.” Indeed, she, not her
hushand, was the soul of the enterprise. He was a
man, like so many others. She was the diffetenca.
He was just old stuff. She was the new. She was no
Jackie, changing the furniture, She was no Nancy,
staring up doe eyed. She was nc Barbara Bush,
leaving college to marry her war hero and bear his
six children, volunteering thereafter in hospitals.
This was no Little Woman. This was no Lesser
Life,

“She represented ail the hopes of women
who woke up and got angry,” said an approving
Susan Faludi, author of Beckiash. And anger at
what? At being used, abused, and discounted by
men, used as backdrops in campaigns to assure
their ewn future, while being privately cheated on.
Rose, Joan, and Jacqueline Kennedy were blasted
as doormats, as was Lee Hart. In fact, in 1987,
Garys wife, after feminism had been around for &

First LADY HILLARY CLINTON
while, came In for a govd.deal of sisterly bashing.
How could she stay? How totld §he stand it? How
could she campaign for him? “Her conducl,” wrole
Ann Grimes in Running Mates, her book about the
wives of candidates in the 1938 elections, “was
questioned by many and countenanced by few. , , .
Her faithfulness in the face of infidelity, aiid fer
husband’s hollow words—‘She has always beligved
in me, and she has a remarkable ability to detach
her relationship to me as my wifé from my roles as
4 candidate’—hif women especially in the gut.”.
= Grimes quotes a ferninist who said that
Lee Hart, like Joan, Jackie, and even Eleanor
Roosevelt, could notbe blamed becausé they had
Been brought upin benighted-eras to be dupes,
doormats, and housewives, unlike such luminaries
as “Gerry Perrare [and] Eleanor Smeal.” Such
indignities, the writer implied; could not happen
to a Smeal or Ferraro because their feminism
would prevent it. Or, to a Hillary Clinton, who

-would burst on the national scene four years later,

and ndw is defended by both of them. Such things
could not happen to a Hillary Clinton, whao
demanded, and got, such respect from her hus-
band, But they did.

Hillary Clinton—-strong woman, co-presi-
dent—first met the American public on Super
Bowl Sunday in 1992, sitting beside and support-
ing her husband as he (falsely) denied an affair
with Gennifer Flowers, one of the many, many,
many women with whom Clinion never had sex in
his life. Now here she was ngain, cn January 26,
1998, telling the Today Show, and all the rest of us,
that if her husband had had an affair with an
intern in the While House that would truly be
‘extremely serious,’ but ‘that will not be proven to
be true.” Hillary Clinton was credited at the time
with having rescued her husband’s uwnraveling
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presidency, but almost immediately her image ha
started to change, Angry pieces appeared in Tim
the New Republic, New York, the New Yorker, an
such glossy monthlies as Capital Style and Georg
She was called an ‘enabler,” a battered wife, and
‘feminist beard,’ allowing her husband to go o1
and abuse other women. Her credentials and bai
gains were called into question.

“Hillary’s power seems derived largel
from her ability to extricate him from sex scar
dals,” wrole Mary Jacoby {who once worked fc
the Rose Law Firm in Little Rock). “Hillary ha
been playing second fiddle for a long time.” Eve
left-wingers atlacked her. “Someone needs to te
this woman that the first time a wife slands up fc
an allegedly adulterous husband, everyone think
she’s a saint, The second or third time . . . sh
begins to look disturbingly complicit,” wrot
Barbara Ebrenreich, And the redoubtabl
Andrea Dwerkin complained, “Being & feminic

has to mean you dont use your intellec
and your crealivily to proteet a man’
exploitation of women,”

But if Hillary lost ground amon
female writers, she also gained many ney
iriends. Among them were the angry whit
Southern males, who once sirongly detesi
ed both of the Clintons, but now found
place in their hearts for them both. O
course,-he, fooled around—as they woulc
Mary McGrory reported. Of course, h
lied—as they would. “Then Hillary come
ouf apd defends him. Every man shoul
have a wife like that . . . Hillary Clinton
once regarded as an upplty Yankee shrew
has become something of a heroine amon;
the Bubbas, who relate more to Tamm
Wynelle than to Eleanor Roosevelt. The
once thought of her as . . . ‘too smart for:
woman,' but now she's a good ale girl, whe
stands by her man, and undesstands ‘gu

- things’ better than they thought.”

" She also gained ground amorn;
other women—the traditional housewive
she once had disparaged, who bondes
along lines of suffering. As conservatiw
Maggie Gallagher wrote, “Homemakin
women . . . identified with Hillary, and . .
began to swing to Clinton’s side when sh
made her remarkable defense of ‘my hus
band,” understanding too well what i
meant 1o rely upon a philandering bread

winner.” Gallagher traced the Clintons® support
“the same mechanisms that led 1o the Victorim
double standard,” in which “men Were granted
special sexual license,” while wives defendet
thein, ateacked “othgr women” as tramps and con
nivers, and othefwise turned a blind eye.

Hiltary’s numbers, which started to rist
with her winter defease of “my. husband,” really
took -off -after his Angust-17th nog-confession
wheén it at last became clear to the country that-no

-only had her husband cheated repealtedly in thei

homie (on Easter, and on their anniversary) with ¢
girl young enougly to have been their own daugh
ter, but hiad alsd sent her o to tie for months o

-erid. Now twice the vietim, and played for a sap

Hillary's polls shot to new heights of approval. She
was victimhood squaréd. At the same thme, whal

-ever her role as a backstage advisor, her publi

profile had shrunk to the worst kiad of First Lady
fluffery: going on meaningless *historical’ visits
patting smail children at classroom oceasions, edit:
ing children’s letters to her cat and dog. And pos
ing for Vogue, looking stunning and glitzy, along
side a long puff piece extolling her “dignity,” witt
little mention of what this dignity has been callec
upon to overcome. “Her approval rating is at ¢
record high, even as her actual achievements arc
at a record Jow,” said Wendy Wasserstein, whe
used to adore her. "Hillary is moving at breakneck
speed away from ‘even the appearance that she
doing something meaningful for the lives of
Amerleans,” wrote an unadoring Andrea Peyses
in the New York Post. “Insicad, she's chosen tc
cast herself in the image of a sad, abused, misun-
derstood, and, abeve zll, glamorous princess,” a
shorter, less attractive, Princess DI,

Even her recent November successes,
when she helped to elect some favorite
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Democrats—Chuck Schumer in New York, against
her old enemy Al D'Amato; and her in-law and
favarite, Barbara Boxer—were less an assertion of
feminist power than odd re-assertions of this
dynamic of grievance. Democrats who still liked
Bill Clinton could rally to her as his consort and
surrogate. But people appalled and repelted by his
conduct could register this against him, not his
party, by supporting her a3 his single most visible
victim—a win-win formulation all around. No First
Lady not 50 abused by her lout of a husband could
have had such electric and staggering fmpact, the
perfect example of weakness as strength. No doubt
this dynamic will weigh in again, should she decide
to seek elective office. This killer-{awyer-co-presi-
dent has never scared higher, than as a symbol of
feminine weakness, “Mrs. Clinton has gone from
seeming too contrelling for some to seeming
unable {o control her own husband,” says the New
Yorker's Jane Mayer. *Thanks to Monica, Hillary
is, finally, one of the gisls.”

‘Who ever guessed that Hillary Rodham,

who came to town as the empowered gender-

avenger, would end wp {for the time being, at
least) ag the stiff upper-lipped 50's matron, stand-
ing up once again for her man? No wonder Wendy
Wasserstein says mournfully that “her current
popularity seems a bridge to the past, rather than
the fulurs.” Wasserstein's osuvre is the story of
Hillary’s coliort, as it moves from uncommon femn-
inist promise 1o the confusions of modern reality.
Is The Hiflary Chronicles the next stage in the
canon? Stay tuned.

The Feminists

Bill and Hillary Clinton will probably
hang on in office, however diminished, but
whether they do or not, their allies in the feminist
movement will have taken a hit. Joined at the hip
to both of the Clintons, they have smashed their

own codes to foliow the PFirst Couple’s gender

gyrations, and as a consequence have endorsed
iwo of the siereoiypes they once opposed—the
clinging, forgiving, Victorian doonnat; and—the
compulsive and abusive lech, Functioning as a tail
Lo the Clinten kite, the feminists have been forced
lo explain why harassment, which they once saw
under every bed, was not always what it looked
like, and why some abused women were actually
just reactionaries. “She wasn't killed. She wasn’t
harassed, She wasn’t fired,” said Betty Friedan of
Paula Jones, “Ii’s a diversion, 1 abhor the usc of a
sexual issue this way.” And on the Willey front,
Gloria Steinem invoked her “one free grope” the-
ory, in which assault-was not harassment, and not
really criminal, as long as It stopped short of rape.
Meanwhile, she would not deign to judge Mz
Clinton, as she was not blameless. How could she
hold him to a higher standard than hersalf?

‘What a transformation, “There is no room
in the job description for Chief Womanizer,” Ellen
Goodman once wrote during the Gary. Hart scan-
dals. Betty Friedan—then---agreed. *This is. the
last time a candidate will be able to treat women as
bimbos,” she told Fime in 1987, “There’s an
implied denigration of women; a lack of respect of
[their] values,’ But “So whal?” she says now.
“What's the big deal?” Here is Ellan Goodman
agaln, in 1987 during the Hart affair “Is sex the
only thing that’s off limits? . . . much has been
changed. . .. The old-boy tolerance of dalliance—
men wil be men~—has been changed by the admis-
sion of women into the political system: the pentle-
women'’s disagreement, , . ., A slogan of the
women’s movement—ihe parsenal is political—
has become a common sensibility. We are more
willing to admit the importance of something
called character, And less willing to accept a char-
acler thal is split belween public and private life.”

Bul things haven't changed, quite as much
as she thought. “Compartmentalization” is now
hailed a8 a virtue. Men will be men, Geraldine
Ferraro told Rep, Tillie Fowler, asking her nat to
vote for impeachment. And Friedan describes the
Jones and Willey episodes as being pari of
Clinton’s private life.

Likewise, the girls have turned cart-
wheels, trying to kesp up with their evolving
(devolving?) First Lady. What was repression and

>

shame in Lee Hart and Rose Kennedy is maturity
and strength in her. *She demonstrated what a
partnership is in a merriage,” says & spokesman
for the Feminist Majority, incredibly. “The public

sees a woman who has conducted herself with dig-

nity and strength and courage in the face of adver-
sity, and.their respect for her will only increase.”

And maybe it will, but around March,
respect for the feminists dropped like a stone, and
still has not recovered. They will always retain the
support of core members, but respect for them as
supporters of women—all women, not just their
special allies—is gone. They no longer have the
automatic support of the mainstream, the atten-
dant nen-members, who once assumed that atl
women shared the same interests: equal pay, eqal
rights, better treatment of rape victims, and keep
your big hands to yourself. Now, questions on the
Sunday talk shows appear largely focused on the
duplicity of the feminist movement, and feminist
talking heads often find themnselves opposed nat by
guilty males but by disgusted conservative women.
Gloria Borgia bailed out. Richard Cohen defectad.
In Vanity Fair, Marjorie Williams, a self-confessed
feminist and a Democrat, raked the sisters aver the
coals for an unseemly defense of their president,
Even Margaret Carlson was moved to speak out:
“Tf Clarence Thomas laid Coke cans end lo end,
each with a public hair on tep, sufficient to encircle
the Capilto!, his behavior would not have been as
offensive as the Gtivernor of Arkansas, inviling an
employee to his roor, dropping his {rousers, and
asking ber to kiss it,” she said.’

This is what hapfens when a group loses

its’ moral authority, and sinks from the status of
noble cause to that of fringe interest group, pre-
dictably partisan. In this case, the feminists have
lost the ability to spsak out for the interésts of
women in general, to carry their case to the gener-

al public, and even to press further harassment .

cases without fear of iooking ridiculous, Probably,

they. have been like this Eor AVery. long time—in

their very soft treatment of Selistor Kennédy, in
their very long silence on Senator Packwood; on
their silence in 1996 upon the discovery Lhat Dick
Morris, Bill Clinton's then-pollster, was also doing
work for one Alcx Kelly, the oge-time teen fugi-
tive, now convicted for several rapes. But it wasn't
brought to light so vividly until this year, “It took
a Hlllary to raise a,president " said Gail Sheehy,
meaning it took her dlsctplmmc whip her boy into
shage. And it took a Bill'Clinton to bring down
the feminists. Always. ioqlgﬁ,g_ul for your friends.
Their face is not-the only thing feminists
have lost in their defenses of Bill"and of Hillary
Clinton, They have shot holes all through the
harassmenl statules—their .signature issue—as
well. This may be good, or bad, or perhaps both
and neither, but it is certainly happening. How can
they enforce laws upon Tom, Dick, and.Harry,

when they waive them -on behalf of their Bill?

What they have been doing throughout this scan-
dal in defense of their hero has been to given him
leave to break the laws that they.sponsored, and
morg, that they urged him to sign, It was their idea

‘to make harassment daw this important; thelr idea

to give the woman’s attorney the right to ask the
male defendant all those nosy, pesky, invasive
questions about. aides ‘and/or interns, and. who
touched who where. Freidanesque weaseling, all
about privacy, would quickly unravel this fabric,
“Tosay, .. that it’s forgivable for the defendant to
lie about sex in a sex harassment case is to trivial-
ize and-ultimately delegitimize sexuzl harassment
claims,” said Heather Higpins in the Wall Street
Jowrnal, “If . . . Mr, Clinton should he excused
from perjury and obstruction in these matters
because the disclosures would have been embar-
Tassing . . . 50 too should that standard apply to
embarrassed business executives , , , and if work-
place relationships that are cither embarrassing or
consensual are therefore deemed ‘private’ and
thus either off limits or okay to lie about, then sex-
ual haressment law as written wili soon be a
farce.”

But mere days after the scandal broke,
the harassment culture had started to crumble; as
men started to realize it was all right to leer. “T can
now revert to my oid, bipoted form,” said one
cheerful executive. “The current scandal might

send men a new signal,” ran a New York Times
story, “a sign that the time is now ripe for a more
relaxed, less rigid, climate.” The Times quoted a
harassment consultant a8 having said of his clients:
“They are looking at this case as a test case, If the
same groups that pushed sexua! harassment poli-
cies on to the agenda are now giving the president
a pass, then maybe something hag changed.”

“Bill Clinton has been bad for women,”
wrote Suzanne Fields in the Washington Times.
“He’s brought back the old stercotypes: the tramp,
the conniver, the vamp, the seductress, the
avenger, the patient wife, who.will accept anything
but public admission that her husband’s a cheat,
the vulnerable ingenue on the casting couch, whe
will accept any kind of degrading behavior to keep
an.affair poing with a powerful man.” Since the
femninists made it their calling to change 211 these
images, Clinton hurt them most of 211, He reinstat-
ed the Victorian model of the cheating man and
long-suffering consort, He shredded their laws,
tarnished their image, and reduced their role
model to a brave [ittle wife.

But if it took.a Bill Clinton to damage the
feminists, it took the feminists to tarnish their Bill.
‘Without their work over the course of a generation

- there would have been no scandai; ne trial, They

would not be exposed, Hillary Clinten would not
be embarrassed; and President Clinton would not
be impeached. How did this happen? Committed
o the harassmeit issue after the Hill-Thomas
hearings, feminists, with lwo friends in the White
House and many more in the Justice Department,
began to press for large expansions in harassment
law, People were now fined, or fired, for what some
considered harmless, or commonplace, language,
A chance remark, or an off-color joke, could be

_considered. harassment. A picture that someone

disliked was considered harassment. 5o was the

“wrong” magazine. Laws were tipped sharply in

favor of plaintiffs: including one that made it possi-

_ble for a woman’s attorngy, on ihe grounds of seek-
"ing a pattern of conduct, to {nvestigate all the

defendant’s sexual contacts with people once in his
employ. It was this provision, a recent departure,
that gave Paula Jones's lawyers the right to seek
and to find one Miss Lewinsky, and ask Clinion the
questions that caused him to lie.

Congorvalives claimed that this law was
excessive, but feminists said il was needed, At
their behest, Clinton signed it again into law, when
he reaffirmed the Violence Against Women Act in
February 1998, Conservatives might also have
thought the Paula Jones case was, not legal harass-
ment, as she seemed to have sufféred no conse-
quence;.but the Anita Hill spectacle had a differ-
ent message. Feminists claimed then that the
alleged conduct itself was legal.harassment, and it
was on these grounds that the Fones case.gained its

legitimacy, *“These are principles embraced not by

the enthusiasts of Ms. Jones,’ wrote Philip Terzlan,

#but by the presndent’s friends- and colleagues in
‘the academic wordd” - . -«

.+ .~ --And so they were. Thc pomplamts u!tered
by'femmlsts against the * sexual terrorism” used
by conservatives in the Jones case were a little bit
specious, as they. had invented these tactics, and

-approved of (hem, heartily when.they. were used

against their, enemies,. Their-real complaint was
that these.measures were used on all the wrong
people. They were set up-in large part to catch
pro-life judges, not their own weepy Bill, They are
like terrorists whose bombs have blown up in their
own faces, “Thair rules were designed to trap a
Wilbur Mills or a Clarence Thomas,” wrote
Barbara Amjel. “What feminists never anticipated
was catching cne of their own.”

But they did. One of the arguments made
by Clinton’s defenders, Arthur M. Schlesinger
among themn, was that Clinton had the ‘right’ to lie
to the lawyers, as those were questions o one had
the ‘right’ to ask of him, But they did have the
right. He gave it to them, He, and his feminist
friends, Mever has justics been so swaet, ar poetie.
Whatever the outcome before the Senate, -,
Bill Clinton, at-the urgings of his wife and Q
their allies, managed to Impeach himself,

Noemie Emery wrote “Fashlonably Left” in the
October 1998 issue of Heterodoxy.
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White Papers, Continued from page 1

war. The White Papers were portrayed as worse
than propaganda—a calculated campaign of disin-
formation, tantamount to ‘intellectual treason.
Destroying the credibility of these White Papers
was 8 chief objective of the anti-war movement
and the first step in {ts ultimate victory over 118,
policy. But now, thirty yéars after the fact, it
appears that the government view was cne of
those truths that are the first casualty of war.

he 1961 White Paper put it-boldly: the Viet
Cong were not indigenous freedom fiphters;

Hanol was behind a growing guerriila war in~

South Vietnam: “. . . Seized documents, propa-
ganda pamphlets, and indoctrination leaflets
picked up throughout South Vietnam make clear
that the Lao Dong (workers) party, that is, the
Communist Party, is the vanguard of the “libera-
tion” movement. As those familiar with

travel documents used by Viet Cong officials.
COrganization tables for the Communist political
and military organization of the war in'the South
were provided. There was a documesit captured
in 1962 showing that the new People’s
Revolutionary Party in South Vielnam was sub-
ordinate 1o the Lao Dong Party in-the North,

The front page of this sooni-to-be-dispar-
aged White Paper contained’ this quote from
President Johnson: “Our purpose [in Vietnam) is
to join in the defense and protection of freedoin
of a brave people who are under attack thal is
conirolled and thal is directed from outside their,
country.” o

‘Here Johnsor tied 'his -objective in
Vietnam-—defense of a non-Communist govern-
ment—to the conclusions of now ‘two “official
White Papers. Coa ’

The 1965 While Paper concluded: “It [is]
established beyond question that North Vietnam
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Department of nol presenting ‘the war as “a
rebellion in the South, which may owe some men
and material te the North bt is largely depen-
dent on popular indigenous support for Its man-
power, as it is on captured U.S, weapons for its
supply” Stone then blamed South Vietnam's first
Presiderit, Ngo Diem, Tor the'war: “It was this
campaign [to wipe cut opposition] and the
oppressive exactions imposed on the peasantry,
the fake land reform, and the concentration
camps Diem set up of political opponents of al]
kinds, which stirred ever wider rebellion from
1958 onward in the grass roots before North
Vietnam gavé support.” T
g Stone’s sole source for his view of the ori-
gins of the war was 3 1962 article by Philippe
Trevillers, a Frenchman who had sympathized
with Ho Chi Mich since 1946.
Other critics of Johnson’s Vietnam poli-
cies then bepan to pile-on as Stone’s critique
became a party line. In December 1905,

the Communist movement know, this
means that the “liberation” movement is
directed by the Communist Party . . .
Clearly, the Liberation Front is Hanoi's
crealion; it is neither independent nor
southern, and it hardly seeks what most
men would consider iiberation, The only
accurate word in the title of the organiza-

| £ State
RN Pepartment 0
3fﬁce of the Spokesman
Press Statement -

Staughton Lynd and Tom Hayden visited
North Vietnam. They found Hanoi's
Prime Minister Pham Van Dong, to he
“not part of an ‘other side’, but part of
that great cross-section of humanity that
today is emerging from misery to Indepen-
dence,”

The struggle of the Communist

tton is ‘front.”” (pp. 11-15)
When it issued this White Paper

guerrillas ip ‘South’ Vietnam, Lynd and
Hayden felt, had strengthened the tradi-

on Vietnam,  the new Kennedy Nuﬂﬁﬂ;‘%“]‘gglgess n tions of community and democracy which
Administration had been humbled by | MarhZ Releage of Forefgn Relations VO {000 ooted in Vietnamese history. They
Khruschey in Vienna and by the fiasco at k) o the United explained the Resistance to the South
the Bay of Pigs invasion failure in Cuba, fsmareteasedwdnyP"“’f‘”“*&ﬁﬂﬁﬁ“@&ﬁ of Amer] Vietnamese government as arising from
and it had given in to Communist military | The m&mﬁgﬁimm of thte o1y o‘mig Cgicé?!}%“mﬁng 1966. deep personal stakes: “There s a revolu-
pressure in Laos, Kennedy decided, there- hzgﬁ;,neﬂfm accolm of 1.8, peliey i e coverage of Limfaryl force in Vietnam. T is simply the
fore, that Vietnam would be where he had stinses the Degariment of Srate's EXPRI anompmhm ve| aspiration to rise above misery, because
nfinue:

to draw the line of containment againsi
Communism in Asia. The White Paper
sorved to make his case that assistance to

South Vietnam was legal, moral and in all

alher ways proper,

Further evidence for its belief that
the guerrilta war in Vietnam was part of a
Communist effort to subjugate indepen-
dent people was found in the confessions
of North Vietnamese agents arrested at
sea on June 5, 1961; a Hanoi agent placed
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people have realized that misery is not
inevitably their condition,”
‘Bui it was not only movement fig-

~ures like Lynd and Hayden who assaulted |

the While Paper. la 1965 Hans
Morganthau, one of the respected estab-
lishment gray-beards in foreign policy, bitl-
terly criticized American participation in
the Vietnam war; “Let it be said right
away that the White Paper is a dismal fail-
uré, The discrepancy between its asser-

ehe Iohnson pmsiden_ﬁy'r i

tions and the factual evidence adduced ta

in the South prior to 1955; documents
found in Communist mouritain infiltration

. stations; pletures found on dead Viet Cong

goldiers of the men in North Vietnamese uni-
forms; diaries documenting infiltration experi-
ences; and documents captured from the Viet
Cong.

All this evidence offered by the Kennedy
Administration 1961 White Paper may not have
been a “smoking gun,” bat it did fustify the con-
clusions of the White Paper.

Kennedy’s resolve to assist. South
Vietram and his steps towards that end did not
stop the tide of conflict, In November 1963, just
before his own assassination, South Vietnam's
government collapsed in a murderous coup d’e-
tat, Guerrilla forces took advantage of this

opportunity and expanded their efforts to seize

power in South Vietnam, - ) .
Theé: ieiv American president, Lyndon

Johnson, ind Kennedy’s surviving advisors stood

by the earlier poliey of support for the South

Vietnamese, By sarly 1965, the war was poing’
even worse-for-the: Americans and their allies,”

Intreduetion of American military forces for the
bomnbing of North Vietnaniatid-ground fighting

in South Vietnam wasbeconiiiif unaveldable, 8o; -
a second White Papér was released- in lafe:

February 1965 to once ‘again make the point that

the war was caused by Hanol's poliey-of con’

quest. - - ¢ 2 ) !
The "1965 ‘White -Phper staféd - tHit:

“South Vietnasi. is fighting forifs life'against a -

brutal campaign-'of terror and drimed attdck

inspired, directed, dnd -confrolled- by the-

Communist regime in Hanoi. This flaprént
aggression has been' going on’ for years, biit
recently the pace has quickenéd that the threat
has now become acute,” {p. 1)

Appendices to the 1965 White Paper
show copies of North Vietnamese passports and

StarE DEPARTMENT PRESS RELEASE

is carrying out a carefully. fonceived plan of
aggression against the South. % .Hanoi continues
to press its systematic program of aTmed aggres-
sion into South Vietnam. This aggression violates
the United Nations Charter, It is directty con-
trary 1o the Geneva Accords of 1934 and of 1962
to which North Vietnam is a party.” (p. 29}

he leaders of the anti-war mdvement not -
only rejected the conclusions’ of the White
Papers but boldly replaced the governinent’s’
argument with their own version of events in
South’ Vietnam, the Intellectual equivalent of
anti-matter meant to dnnlhilate the substance of
thé Johnson Adminisiration’s’ call-fo-arms.
Sifnply;- the anti-war. lefidérs denied the fact of
North Vietmamese Communist aggression’ in
South Vietnam; in order to take Vietnam out o
the arenz of containment policy. B
' 'The war wag described by journatists and
acadeniids in teack-ing aid in congreasional heat-
ings, but it was described a4 bfrbggle of indige-
nous peasants suffering opptession from an ille
gitimate government;'™> - -
v+ L'F (Izzy) Stone;fater révkaled (o have
been friendly to the Sovietd; wasted fio time chal- -
lenging the 1965 White Paper. On'March'8, 1965,
he pblished: a searingeritigue i’ is LI Stone’s
Weekiy, He took for granted the fact that North
Vietnam “supported” the' guertillas -in’ South’

" Vietnam just a8 the Unitéd Stalés “supported” -

the Scuth Viethamest government as a way of
deflecting the charge of the two Administration’
White Papers that Huanoi “directed” the war
insidé South Vietnam, ‘ ‘ ’

Stone accused-the” 1965 White Paper of

“withholding all évidence which points to a civil -
" war” in South Vietham. Stone accused the State

support them borders on the grotesque.
The United States has decided to change
the character of the war by unilateral declaration
from-a Sputh Vietnamese civil war to a war of
Horeign aggression’.” i
The Frenchman Jean Lacouture, who
would become something of an'ieon to the anti~
war aclivists, had his work, Vietham Entre Deux
Paix, translated inte English in 1966, The influ~
ential journalist Joseph Kraft wrolé an introduc-
tion “to* the English translation, Kraft used
Lacoutures work te support his conclusion that
“int short, like almost all rebellions, the Viet Cong
revolt was nc_}t"set- off by some master planner
working from thie outside. It was-generated basi-
cally by 16cal ‘coaditions. . . Bt was only after the
[National Liberation] Froit ‘was already in
motion; i Septémbes 1960, thizt Hanol gave it
explicit sipport,” ~ ¢ : ’
Lacouture himself said: “The argument
of the [1965] White Paper was ol impressive and
proofs of Norfliern intérvention wére weak . .”
His version of how the war began was summa-
rized in his ‘observation: “Invasion of South
Vietnam? Qf cousse not.”  ©
- 'These -ideas had tonseguences. While
Artlier Schlesinger had Heen an advisor to
Prosident John Kennedy; he had supported the
Kennedy; call “for * militant  opposition to
Cotimuitist expansion in the Third Wozld. But
after Johnsor becamé President, Schlesinger’s
views'on Vietnam began to change. The former
Haryard professor adopted the Lzzy Stone, Lynd,
Hayden, Morganihaw, Lacouture view ol the war.
“ v Schiesinger saw the logit of Johnson’s
policy of continued escalztion as arising from a
need 10 pul militﬂr); presgure on Hanoi until it
pulled out its forces or allowed the war to lade
away, a straiegy of forcing Hanol to queslion
whether the war was worth the price. He rejected
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that strategy: “The illusion that the war in South
Vietnam can be decided in North Vistnam is evi-
dently a result of listering too long te our own
propaganda.”

“Qur gavernmem has Insisted so often
that the war in South Vietnam is, in President
Jahnson's phrase, *a vicious and illegal aggression
across this little nation’s frontier’ that it has come
to believe itself that the war was started in Hanoj
and car only be stopped there,”

In 1967 Correll Professor George Kahin,
along with co-author John Lewis, contributed a
seminal text to the anti-war movement, entitled
The United States In Vietnam. First appearing in
June 1963, their material had been extensively
used in the teach-ins, and events had escalated
anfi-war sentiment from fringe protests to a
respectable political undertaking,

Kahin passionately believed that: “In
sum, the insurrection is Southern rooted; it arose
at Southern initiative in response to Southern
demands, The Liberation Front gave political
arliculation and leadership to the widespread
reaction against the harshness and the heavy-
handedness of Diem’s government. . . .
prisingly, they [scuthern former Viet Minh
cadres] lost patience with the Communist North
and finally took matters into their own hands.
Hanoi, despite its reluctance, was then obliged to
sanction the Southerners’ actions or risk forfeit-
ing all chance of influence over the course of
events in South Vietnam.”

Kahin concluded: “Contrary to 1.8, pol-
icy assumptions, all availat:le evidence shows that
the revival of the civil war in the South in 1958
was undertaken by Southerners at their own—
not Hanois—initiative, There is no evidence to
assert, as Joes the .S, White Paper of 1945, that
‘the Liberation Front for South Vietnam . . . was
formed at Hanoi’s order.” This assertion is mere-
ly a convenient assumption and is quite as deveid
of actual foundation as is Secretary [of State]
Rusk’s dependent assumpiion that the civil war
‘could end literally in 24 hours . . . if these pecple
in Hanoi should come to the conclusion that they
are not going lo try {o seize Vietnam and Laog'by
force,””

The book event In which the anti-war cri-
tique culminated was Fire in the Loke, published
by Frances Fitzgerald in 1972, A national best-
seller that won the Pulitzer Prize, the National
Book Asard, and the Bancroft Prize for History,
the book proposed a view of the war that was
actually derived from the writing of Paul Mus, a
French colonial educator and scholar. Mus had
been another sophisticated cultural apologist for
Ho Chi Minh in 1945 and 1946, when DeGaulle's
Free French party had attempted to use Ho Chi
Minh in the interests of a renewed Frencli colo-
nial presence in Vietnam. Thoupt¥she spent some
time in'Vietnam in the mid-1960%, Fitzgerald saw
all things Vietnamese through those erudite,
French colonial eyes, .. .

Fitzgerald’s derivative position was that
the Saigon regime .was “inauthentically”
Vietnamese. She made the following reference (o
the 1965 White Paper” “In this paper, State
Department officials claimed that the NLF was
no more than an instrument of North Vietnam
working against the hopes of all the South
Vietnamese for peace, independence, prosperity
and freedom, Had these official claims been true,
they would have delireated a situation not very
different from civil wars in Nigeria or Pakistan. , .,
But the Vistnam War was not a CWll war; it was a
revelutionary war that had raged throughout the
-entire country singe 1945, , . . The leaders of the
NLF worked in close cooperation with the north,

. but it was not until the intervention of
Amecrican combat troops that they became
dependent on the north for war materials and [or
men ., . It is difficult to imagine that with its own
resources and material, the NLF had no influ-
ence in Hanoi, . ., I the norih was indeed trying
to conquer the south, it was doing so by politics
and culture but not by force.”

. She described the NLI, or Viet Cong, as
a “national movement with appeal for the great
mass of the rural people.” She sald: “The NLF
was the counterbalance without which the soclety

Not sur-

would not have been complete—the yvang io the
yin of the government.” She concluded her bock
with the thought that victory for the Communists
would te “the only way the Vietnamese of the
south can restore thelr country and thelr history
to themselves.”

1 is interesting to compare the anti-war move-
ment's attack on U.S. policy in Vietnam, and
particularly on the 1965 White Paper, with the
“Summary of Facts® about the war completed in
1987 by Hanois Military History Institute. A
hand-typed presentation copy of this Summary
first given to Hanoi General Vo Nguyen Giap
was later given to me in 1995, This document of
several hundred pages describes key decisions
made by Hanol regarding South Vietnam from
the Geneva Conference in 1954 until the final
conguest of Saigon by the Communists on Agpril
30, 1975.
General Gilap is still the great military
hero of the Vietnamese Communists for his 1954
defsat of the French (o the mountain valley of
Dien Bien Phu. That defeat had broken the will
of the French to fight the Vietnamese
Communists. The French then agreed to the par-
tition of Vistnam between the Communists in the

north and the non-Communists in the south, as

had been done in Germany and Korea,

The Summary confirms the two

American White Papets_and utterly refutes the
position of the anti-war movement.
' Hanois document reveals how, step by
step, the Vietnamese Comnfunist leadership in
Hanoi made the decisions to foment a war in
South Vielnam and then, again and again, to
escalate that conflict without regard [or casual-
ties.

[n September 1954, after the Geneva
Conference had divided Vietnam into two inde-
pendent, autonomous states, the Politburo of the
Vietnamese Communist Party mace a decision to
begin a peaceful struggle (ddu tranh hoa binh)
against the new non-Communist government of
South Vietnam, In the opinien.of the Communist
party leadership, Vietmam had been divided by
the accords reached in Geneva into twe indepen-
dent states only temporarily. While the North
would build socialism, the South needed a new
kind of struggle apprepriate for new circum-
stances to, as the Party leaderslip expressed if,

“complete the democratic reyolution, liberate
the south and unite (he [ath@rland * (p. 10)

So, right from t & "“star”_of South
Vielnam's existence, Hanol was resolved to crush
ite autonomy and bring its people under
Communist rile.

According to the Summary. the initial

efforts fo conquer the South then developed ina
cumulative sequence of three phases: phase one,
from 1954 to 1956, was a_political effort to
demand implementation of the Geneva Accords;

phase twa, from July 1956 to 1938, was continued.

political struggle with the addition of armed pro-

paganda and armed seli-defense; phase three,
from 1959 to 1960, saw .the revolution in the .

South move to the offense, implementing region-
al uprisings to overthrow the political strategy of
the Americans,

The Communist Parlys efforls in the
first phase of purely political activity were a fail-
ure. From 1954 to 1956 the Npo Dinh Diem gov-
ernment In Saigon resettled nearly 1,000,000
refugees from Communism, buill an administra-
tion, "and began economic development. Diem
refused to surrender his country to Communist
leadership as the Communists thought wonld
bappen if the Geneva Accords were implement-
ed along Coramunist lines.

Recognizing its failure at political agita-
tion in the South, but not giving up, the Party

experimented after 1956 with various ways to use-

force and undermine the DHem goverssment, Key
Communlst feaders met in Apeil 1956 and Fune
1956 and decided to escalate actlvitles in the
South by combining political struggle with armsd
propaganda  and armed  seli-defense,
Assassinations of Jocal South Vietnamese teach-
ers and officlals began. In October of that year,
two headquarters were established by Hanoi

inside South Vietnam to command the growing
military efforts there. In the middle of 1958, a
third separate command headquarters was cstab-
lished for the Mekong Delta region.

Positive results for Hanoi were now
being achieved under the new policy of armed
violence. In August 1958, rising Communist
lzader Le Duan presented to his colleagues in the
Hanol leacership an.action plan, calling for fur.
ther escalation of the fighting in Scuth Vietnam.
In January 1939, the 15th Plenum of the Central
Committee of Vietnam's Communist Party was
convened. Declsions (nghi quyet 15} were then
taken about affairs in the South, Le Duan’s argu-
menlfs carried the day. The method of developing
the revolution was to use violence; depending on
the situation, the power of the people directed
into political action would be the tactic of first
preference, but such political sleps were to be
combined with armed action, less or more,
depending on tactical needs, to overthrow the
government antherities,

All this actually happened just as the 1961
White Paper told (he American people it had hap-
pened two years later. For example, the 1961
‘White Paper explained: “After 1958 the use of ter-
ror by the Viet Cong increased sharply, The con-
trol organizations in the Norih expanded and their
techniques were refined. Political cadres and mili-
tary replacements were sent South in increasing
numbers, Infiltration systems—by sea and by
land—were expanded. Local recrniiment, throungh
terror and propaganda, became a prioricy assign-
ment for all umits, Communications between
North and South were modernized.” (p. 4)

The Decisicn of the 15th Plenum meet-
ing of the Central Commitiee sst in motion a
strategy of local uprisings, as pelitical dissidence
was upgraded to open, armed rebellion. K To
implement Decision 15 of the Central
Committee; many agencies were established o
help the leadership in Hanaoi direct and coordi-
nate the revolution in the South and military
efforis in Laos,

In March 1559, the Politburo directed
that a base be set up in the Central Highlands of
South Vietnam to provide secure communica-
tions and other links with the North. In April
1959, the Ministry of Defense established Group
539 to manage transportation hetween the North
and the South over the Ho Chi Minh trail run-
ning inside. Laos, In July 1959, Group 759 was
established to manage transport via sea to South
Vietnam, At the same time, training: was begun
for soldiers and cadres to be sent iffto Soulh
Vietnam. )

When Decision 15 was received, in vari-
ous, provinges of.the southern’ part. of South
Vietnam, revolutionary efforts took off immedi-
ately, The party commissar for Byn Tre Provinee
organized and led an uprising from January 17 to
January. 21, 1960, Government officials. were
overthrown in the villages' of three districts in
that proyince, and people’s. administrative com-
mittees were established to provide for contml of
these viliages.

. CAfter thisy uprlsmgs were organized in
the provinces of Can Tho, Kien Phong, Tra Vinh,
An Xuyen and Ca Mau. The regional and provin-
cial party commissars in Tay Ninh province orga-
nized & successful drmed attack on a large GVN
military base, People’s revolutionary govern-
ments were set up in 563 villages, {p, 22} Then, in
1960, revolutionary forces fought 1,602 engage-
ments in southern South Vietram and 70 in the
central provinces. Liberated areas were estab-
lished in mountains and jungles, and bases for
guerrillas were seeured in the midst of govern-
ment territory, |

The Third Congress of the Vietnamese
Communist Party convened in September 1960,
To build on the success of the regional uprising
strategy used after 1958, the Congress decided to
unite all the people in the South to resolutely
struggle against the Americans and make uncom-
promising war to overthrow the Ngo Dinh Diem
goverament. {p. 28) The Congress decided to
establish the Central Office for South Vietnam to
directly lead the revolutionary struggle in the
South,
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“Following the road set out by the Party
Congress, on December 20, 1960 the Peeple’s
Front for the Liberation of South Vietnam was
established.” (p. 28) The NLF, or Viet Cong
political organization, is thus revealed by the
Summary as having been the creation of Hanoi’s
Communist Party.

That one little sentence in Hanoi'’s
Summary retrospectively converts the passion-
ate assertions of anti-war leaders like Kahin and
Fitzgerald into falsechoods. If anything, the first
American White Paper underestimated the
impact in South Vietnam of Hanol’s declsion o
£0 to war.

The decisions of the September 1960
Party Congress were further implemented in
actions taken by the Politbure in January 1961.
The Central Military Commission and a new
Unification Office in Hanoi were tasked with
helping the central authorities direct the struggle
in the South, The Politburo also decided to aug-
ment the leadership of the Central Office for the
Sculh and the various other reglonal commands
in South Vietnam. (p. 29)

On February 15, 1961 all Communist
organized armed units in South Vietnam were
nnified into the Liberation Army of the South.

The first main force regiment of this new
army was constituted In  Augus{ 1961
Communist military forces, which had been
1/17th the size of South Vietnam's army (ARVN}
at the end of 1960, grew to 1/10th the size of the
ARVN Dby the end of 1361, By the end of 1962,
the ratio grew to 1:7 and a total armed force of
42,500 men had been organized by the
Communists in South Vietnam,

By the time of the 1961 While Paper,
Hanoi had put in place a political and military
structure to subvert South Vietnam and suppress
the independence of its people. The 1961 White
Paper assessed the inteniicns of Hanoi- with
complete accuracy, and had described the nature
of Hanoi’s war effort with gratifying precision.

Even the overthrow of Ngo Dinh Diem’s gov-
ernment by the South Vietnamese Army on
November 1 and 2, 1963, did not divert Hanoj
from its ultimate objective. The Central leader-
ship of the Vietnamese Communist Party met in
December 1963 and issued a Decision that the
revolutionary war in the South must develop in
steps leading 1o a general offensive and peneral
uprising. (p. 37)

The decision was to prepare for a pro-
tracted war with cven larger military forces
deployed. Political opposition wouid be aug-
mented 1o take advantage of instability in South
Vietnam after Dief’s overthrow and murder
There would be no effort made for a peaceful
setilement with the South Yietnamese national-
ists by Hanoi at the end of 1963,

The Summary reports the Communists’
great success in having 20 million people take
part in different political protests in the cities of
Saigon, Hue, and Danang, which forced govern-
ment pacification efforts to collapse back to the
provinces around ‘Saigon only, and in expanding
milltary operations from battalion level to regi-
mental levels, and even multi-regimental levels
on occasion.

Now Communist military efforts took on
the character of campaigns covering large geo-
praphic areas, By the beginning of 1965,
Communist armed forces in the South consisted
of 11 regiments, 15 mfantry battalions, local
units, commandos, engifisers and logistics units.

By this point’in time, the Summary con-
cludes, the government in Saigon had been
brought 1o the edge of complete collapse,

Now the survival of South Vietnam was
in the hands of Lyndon Johnson, just elected
president of the United States in his own right.
‘Would he fight in Vietnam or would he abandon
the government in Saigon? Hanoi had put him in
that dilemma.

he 1965 White Paper asserted that: YA spe-
cial infiltration unit, the 70th Transporiation
greup, i3 responsible for moving men from
North Vietnam into the South via infiltrarion

trails through Laos. Another special unit, the
maritime infiltration. unit, sends weapons and
supplies and agents by sea into 1he Sounth. .
since 1959 nearly 20,000 VC officers, soldiers,
and technicians are known to have entered
South Vietnam under orders from Hanoi.
Additional information indicates that an esti-
mated 17,000 infiltrators were dispatched to the
South by the regime in Hanoi during the past 6
years.” (p. 3)

The 1965 White Paper relied upon inter-
views with Communist soldiers such as Tran
Quoe Dan, Yo Thoi, Nguyen Thao, Nguyen Viet
Le, Nguyen True, Nguyen Cam, Nguyen Hong
Thai, Dao Kien Lap, and Tran Ngoc Linh, These
men reporied that they had received military
training in North Vietnem for fighting in the
South, and were then given official orders to
fight in South Vietnam. Finally, they were taken
into the South by an organized structure of
camps and transportation facilities.

LF, Stone, torch bearer for the anti-war
movement, dealt with the facts of cadre and
traop infiltration [rom North Vietnam by point-
ing out that only & infiltrees of North
Vietnamese birth were identified by name in the
1965 "White Pager. From this observation Stone
trimmphantly concluded: “Tt is strange that after
five years of fighting, the White Paper can cite so
few.”

In their 19485 book, Staughton Lynd and
Tom Hayden reported without. comment the
deceitful reply of Prime Minister Dong that “the
so-called presence of forces of the DRV in South
Vietnam Is a sheer U.S, fabrication in order to
justify their war of aggression in Scuth
Vietnam.” In the bibliographical version of a
self-fuifilling prophecy, Lynd and Hayden then
cited LF. -Stone’s artlcle as further refutation of
the 1965 White I’aper even though they admit-
led thal a substantial movement of soldiers [rom
Morth to South may have occurred after the
United States had escalated lts parficipation in
the war in February 1865, Sc they concluded:
“We suspect that the much-celebrated aggres-
sion from the Norith in fact amounts to the
return, after the escalation of February 1965, of
several thousand Vietminh soldiers who had
regrouped to the Nerth under the Geneva
Agreement,” - .

Yet other ne\x doqzumeuts from HManoi
show just how credulouy these spokesmcn and
tastemakers of the aniix
undated statistical tabitd* from Hanoi's Mmh‘try
of Defense, Section K4, sets forth the “new” sol-
diers (rep]acements, or tan binh} senl into South
Vietnam frem 1959 to 1975. The one-page table,
typed with a blue ribbon, was given to me along
with the “Summary of the War” deseribed
above. The table is not complete; foetnates indi-
cate that it does not include the original armed
units sent to the front in the central part of South
Vietnam and the replacements for those combat
elements,

The following chart compares the data
of the 1965 White Paper with Hanoi’s numbers
of men sent south for the war efforl;

1865 White Paper  Hanoi’s Figures

1958 0 542

1960 1,800 1,217

' (1,759 total)
1961 3,700 5,521

1962 5,400 7,203

1963 4,200 8,719

1964 7,300 17475

The 1965 White Paper underestimated
the manpower Hanol was sending south. The
American povernment erred only in small
degree, and on the side of of caltion.

The totel number of men disclosed by
the table as having been sent south by Hanci
during the war in another country is nonetheless
impressive: 976,849 scldiers,

Thc 1965 White Paper stated quite plainly
that: “In addition to providing a channel for
lroops and agents, the infiltratién routes [rom

Nozth Vietnam into the South are used to trar
fer supplies and equipment, There is also regul
traffic across the mountain trails and by seagoi
junks which supplies the VC with material {
clothing and uniforms, medical supplies, comm
nications eguipment, tools, generators, and
the many things required by a fighting force
the field.” (p. 10}

It also noled that, while the Viet Co
depended heavily on weapons captured frc
South Vietnamese forces, by early 1965 the pa
of war had quickenad to such a degree that ]
had changed. [n particular, semi-automatic c
bines, light machine guns, and assault rifles frc
Communrist China were seized from Commun
soldiers. Tn February, 1965 at least 100 tons
war materigl that was produced in Commun
countries were discovered near a ship sent sou
from North Vietnam (p, 16) =~ -

Undertaking to “explain™ this issue
weapons used by the Communists in Sow
Vietnam, Izzy Stone, in his refutation of the 19
White Paper, belittled the fact that of the 15,1
weapons captured Irom ‘the Communists sin
1962, only 17% had been reporied to neut
observers in  the International Conty
Commission as having besn made in Commun
countries outside Vietnam, Then, {o dismiss t
significance of the 100 tons of war supplies mc
ing south found on just one ship, Stone point
out that 12,000 vessels were searched by
South Viectnamese Navy each month with lit
military contraband found, So, Stone conclud¢
“The lone case of a whole shipload of arms
puzzling,” leaving an inference that the Unit
States had planted the evidence to justify its p-
icy.

But regarding supplies for its war in t
South, another newly acquired table fr¢
Hanoi’s Ministry of Defense reveals that frc
1965 to 1975, Hanoi successfully sent along sot
over the He Chi Minh trail 1,777,027 tons of g1
plies, including fuel and lubricants for vehicl
This was the tonnage which made it south; mu
else was destroyed in transit by American int
diction efforts.

This figure does not include, apparen
supplies sent by sea via Cambaodia into southe
South Vielnam. The supplies sent via Le
appeared to have constituted 65 percent of 1
war matcrigl Communist forces used in t
South Vietnamese theater of eperations.

Unlike the two other Hanoi documer
this table does not give informatien on suppl
sent south -prior to 1965. But ive know sup;
shipment organizations existed in Laos and
the sea from 1959, We may assume that the
North Vietnamese officers and men were not
ting around twiddling their thumbs waiting
1965, They were moving goods south as much
they could.

hat conclusions are we {o draw from th

boastful North Vietnamese documer
released after their triumph both on the fleld
batile and in the history bocks of the U.8.7 Fii
that the much maligned White Papers of 1%
and 1965 were correct. In fact, they undere
mated the scope of North Vietnam’s effort
conguer Sauth Viclnam between 1954 and 19
Secondly, that the credibilily gap was not cre
ed by the mendacity of the Kennedy a
Johnson Administralions, but rather manuf
tured by the anti-war movement.

The first White Paper had correctly o
cluded that; “For the people of South Vietnam-
meaning of a Communist victory Is obvious, .
Absolute political control would rest with -
Commonist Party, In short, the patiern
Communist demination and dictatorship weuld
imposed over the enlire country and 14 milk
able and energetic people weuld find themsel
in the “socialist camp,” Given the truth ab
events in Vielnam up until April 30, 1975, wt
Hanot imposed its rule throughout South Vietn
once and for all, these words turned out to gy
be prophetic, not propaganda. ‘7.
Stephen B, Young is o Minnesota atforney w
has written extensively about Vietnam.
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Where the Water Buffalo Roam

The Shadow University: The Betrayal of
Liberty on America’s Campuses

by Alan Kors & Harvey Silverglate

(Free Press, 1998, 320 pp. $27.50)

REVIEWED BY CANDACE DE Russy

liss was it, in that very dawn to be
B alive, Setting foot on an American

campus in the 1950s, accarding to
one professor, was like “entering into par-
adise.” But there are few among us who
would dream of waxing so loflily about
the Amerlcan academy in its present
incarnation, But then, the professor who
spoke so numinously about the American
academy of vesteryear was Jacob
Neusner, the preeminent Judaic scholar
who would have been all too aware of the
destruction of freedom within the
German oniversity at the hands of the
Nazis. Sutely for Neusner, as for the many
scholars who actually sought refuge from
the hell that Germany became on this side
of the Atlantic, the American academy
was indeed paradise—a citadel of open-
mindedness and light. And the high

regard in which Neusner and others held -

the American university is, I believe, still
shared by many today. For most
Americans are still content in their
assumption that our colleges and universi-
ties are dedicated to the task of educating
students in an objectivé, open-minded
way-—that is, in an enlightened way, in the
way that is open to the light.

Alan Kors and Harvey Silverpglate would
disabuse thern of this assumption. For in fact, the
erstwhile citadel of light has become what they call
“the shadow undversity.” Kors and Silverglate are
concerned not with the incoherent and politicized
curriculum currently offered on so many campus-
es, though Kors fully recognizes the “intellectual
catastrophe” that besets, above all, ihe humani-
ties. Rather, their focus in The Shadow University:
The Betrayal of Liberty on Amerlca's Campuses is
on the Kafka-esque ways in which university

"REVIEW

administrators impose pelitically cerrect thought
and behavior on the students under their care. In
this, one of the most impressive works in recerit
times on the academy’s troubled soul, Kors and
Silverglate mount a wall of evidence that displays
a most sinister side of conternporary academic life,
They trace a maze of speech codes, sensitivity
seminars, freshman indoctrination, and innumer-
able other means for controlling stu-
dents” minds, And their analysis is devas-
tating,
Kors, a professor of history at
the University of Pennsylvania, is a spe-
cialist on the intellectisal history of the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries,
"'To my mind, he is also one of the
nation’s most electrifying speakers, In
1993, Kors' commitment -tc student
freadorn galvanized at his own campus
with hig involvement in' the cause
céiebre known as the “water buffalo”
affair, .
This  convoluted intident
began when Penn freshman Eden
Jacobowilz, attemnpling to write a class
paper, was disturbed by a boisterous
group of female students celebrating
in the early bours beneath his donmn
window. Exasperated, Jacobowitz
threw open his window and shouted,
#Shut up, you water buffalo!”
Because the.revelers were black, he
was soon hauied before Penn admin-
iskrators on charges of raclal harass-
ment, He was threatened with expul-
sion, even though the words “water
bulfale” were not shown fo be racist,
(More exactly, as the New York Post
recently noted in an editorial that

the term is a translation of “behe-
ma,” a word in Jacobowitz’s native
Hebrew used to describe someocne
as obnoxieus,) Afler much-publi-
cized hearings that brought a new wrinkle to the
accusalion “McCarthyite,” the campus retreated
and Jacobowitz was exonerated. Throughout all
this, Kors was one of his mast stalwart defenders.

Kors’ co-author, Silverglate, practices
criminal defense and civil liberties law in Boston,
He is also a civil libertiés columnist and has been

" active throughout his career in the American Civil

Liberties Union. "As poted in The Shadow
University, the lwo mén’arg’ close friends and
undertook this work as a conseguence of many
years of collaboration “in defense of students
threatened with the new tyrannies.”

Kors and Silverglate show that the “water
buffalo” incident was not an isolated attempt at
repressing and punishing speech. Rather, it was
part of a pattern of suppressing ideas on campus-
es—suppressing those unruly ideas that do not
conform to the left-leaning, multiculturalist strait-
jacket that comstricts academic freedom and
stymles debate, According to the authors, the hun-
dreds of intrusive speech codes that hold sway on
campuses share a common premise regarding
what constitutes “tnacceptable” and “acceptable™
speech: namely, that to ensure that “disadvan-
taged” students participate equally with “adven-
taged"” students—all defined by blood and hijsto-
ry—speech must be restricted. This underlying
orthodoxy {s-quintessentially captured in the code
at the University of Vermont; “Each of us must
assume responsibility for becoming educated
about racism, sexism, ageism, homophobiathet-
erosexism and other forms of oppression.”

Such “education” on behalf of favored
categories, anti-individualist in the extreme, fre-
quently has sexual overfones. When the
University of Maryland at College Park, for exam-
ple, forblds “unacceptable verbal behaviors,” its
ban extends to “sexual slurs, sexual innuendos,”
“provocative compliments,” “sexual teasing,” and
“idle chatter of a sexual nature,” The #unaccapt-
able gestures and nonverbal behaviors” banned at
College Park include “licking lips or ieeth™ and
“holding or eating food provoeatively,” Syracuse
University bans “leering, ogling . . . {and] sexually
derogatory jokes.” The code at West Virginia

showcases The Shadow University, -
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University, or WVU, outiaws “insuits, humor ...
and/or anecdotes that belittle or demean an indi-
vidual’s or a group’s sexuality or sex.” “DO NOT,”
the code orders, “tolerate jokes which are poten-
tially injurious to gays, leshians and bisexuals.”
“DO NOT determine whether you will interact
with someone by virtue of her or his sexual orien-
tation.” Rather, it commands, *“Value altsrnative
lifestyles” and “use language that is not gender
specific,” And what kind of gender-neutral
newspeak does WYU ordein? “Instead of refer-
ring 1o anyone’s remantic partner as ‘girlfriend” or
‘boyfriend,’ use positive generic terms such as
‘friend,” “lover,’ or ‘partner.’ Speak of your own
romantic partner similarly.”

Many of the codes favor charging a stu-
dent with sexual harassment even if his intent is
innocent. As Herbart London, a dean at New
York University, observes, “Accusations are based

. on *impact,’ not intention, therefore, the accused

is guilty, if the accuser believes him to be guilty.”
Bowdoin College in Maine, for instance, pro-
claims that “no one is entitled to engage in behav-
ior Lhat is experfenced by others as harassing.” But
not even the existence of a harmed party is essen-
tial. Af the University of Puget Scund, speech or
expression can be coosidered sexual or racial
harassment even if the alleged “victim™ of the
offense did nol object to the speech or expression
at all.

Not only students, but faculiy members
who express views in political disfavor become
ensnared by the codes. In addition to the cases cat-
alogued by Kors and Silverglale, /nsight magazine
describes an ncident exposed by Daniel Shapiro,
a professor of philosophy at WVU. Shapire was
reported to the campus’ Office of Social Justice
for using the word “wife” in the classroom. He was
instrucied that the word “wife” is “sexist” and
advised imstead to use nonsexist terms such as
“frlend” or “partner.” As Shapiro notes, he had
been unaware of the existence of the WVU code
until this complaint was made against him, and, In
fact, the code was concocted without the knowl-
edge of the University’s faculty. For, as The
Shadow University systematically demaonsirates, it
is weak and unprincipied administrators who bear
primary responsibility for the codes, though acqui-
escent faculty and a public slow Lo anger also are
Lo blame.

Speech codes with sexual overfones are
just one means by which campuses mandate a
panoply of “appropriate® visws, Freshman orien-
tation, too, i exploited to this cnd, and Kors and
Silverglate show the vast extent to whjch the initi-
ation ol [reshmen inlo.college life has been trans-
farmed into a teot for impoesing an official moral
agenda, For example, in 1994, Smith College gave
every freshman a guide to “identity” and “oppres-
sion.” Included In the canon of “oppressions”
were "ABLEISM: oppression of the differently
abled, by the temporzarily able . . . AGEISM:
oppression of the young and the old, by young
adults and the middle-aged . . . CLASSISM:
oppression of the working class and non-proper-
tied by the upper and middle-class . . . [and]
LOOKISM., . .. oppression through sterectypes .
.. of both those who do not fit {a standard of beau-
ty] and those who do.” At Oberdin College in 1952,
incoming students were told about “differences in
race, ethnicily, sexuality, gender, and culture” and
subsequently separated into different orientation
sessions for blacks, Hispanies, Americans of Asian
ancesiry, gays, lesbians, and bisexuals.

In addition to many other programs, cam-
puses intrude upon the private minds and con-
sciences of studenls by establishing “educational”

- sessions in thelr vesidential lives. At enn, from

1988 to 994, such thought relorm was set in
motion in every residence via an iniliative named
“Challenge for ‘Change,” It consisted of, in the
words of Kors and Silverplate, “a veritable wish
list of ideologically uniform indoctrination.” Some
of the topics to be covered in dormifory indoetti-
nation sessions Included “racist behavior . . . racial
supremacy groups . . . race a8 a social construct . .
, definitions of hetorosexism and homophobia . . ¢

- goming out . ., internaiized homephaobia . . . reli-

glous stereotypes . . . abortion/contraceptlon . . .
sexismfwomen cletgy,” and so on, and so forth.
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At Haverford College, in 1993, under the
direction of the dean of the college, upperclass-
men engaged in “games” (involving the trading
and acquiring of chips) bearing on race relations
in freshmen residences. The purpose of these
exercises, according to organizers, s “to raise stu-
dent awareness of racial and ethnic diversity.”
Their true purpose, as Silverglate states in an
interview with The Washington Times, s to “train®
students to believe that they are products of a
“male-dominated, heterosexist, FEuropean,
Eurocentrist society that has spawned different
classes and that these classes are entiiled to
redress for the historical wrongs that they and
their ancestors suffered.”

The “trairing” of campus residence advis-
ers (RAs), who are to function as agents of moral
change in the dormitories, is biased precisely
along these lines. At the University of Cincinnali,
at a mandatory “Cultural Diversity Workshop”
for RAs in 1993, the “sensitivity facilitator”
announced that “all whites were racists” but that
white males, in particular, hold all power and
oppress everyone else, And what is deemed to be
the appropriate response—the response of white
males—to this barrage of attacks against them so
reminiscent of the Chinese Cultural Revolutlon
“re-education” tactics? How does a diversity
trainer know he has achieved his objective in sen-
silivity training? The following answer was pro-
vided by one such trainer to a reporter for Insight:
“[1 know I have succeeded] when [ see white male
students feel guilty and cry.”

Campuses have instituted a range of disci-
plinary procedures for punishing those stiffnecked
students and faculty who refuse to conform to the
codes and other policies that seek to censor their
thought and speech. For starters, those tagged as
guilty of violations can be forced through kanga-
roo-court proceedings and ordered to attend “re-
training” along the lines just described. Funding
for student activities deemed politically incorrect
can be cut off, Students can be suspended or even
expelled. Faculty and admiristrators can be
deprived of promotions and salary increases as
well as fired, Sarah Lawrence College, for
instance, found a student, Marlin Lask, guilty of
“inappropriate laughter” and sentenced him to
read the text “Homophobia on Campus” and to
view (he videotape “Flomophobia.” A whole fra-
ternily at Montclair State University was sen-
lenced to 150 hours of community service after
one of its members huag a Confederate flag in a
cafeteria for 15 minutes. An RA at Carnegie
Mellon University, Patrick Mooney, refused on
religious grounds to wear a pink tdangle during
mandatory gay and lesbian sensitivity training, For
this, the University’s office of housing fired him.

Not surprisingly, as Kors and Silverglate
also show, restrictive policies do not apply equally
to all students. Although most speech codes pro-
fess to uphold freedom of speech and diversity,
they do not protect white fraternities, Catholics,
Protestant evangelicals, and Orthodox Jews.
Under many codes, a heterosexual male cannot
call a gay person a “queer,” though a pay person
can with impunity call a heterosexual man *a dis-
pusting homophobe.” The rationale given for this
double standard, says Silverglate in Tke
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Washingten Times, is that “homosexuals don’t
have the power to discriminate because they are
minorities.” In 1994, the University of California-
San Diego (USCD) presented each new student
with an essay entitlied “Combating Racism,” It
pronounced: “No individual can be racist in isola-
tion [from power] . . . Blacks cannot be racists.” In
1997, at Pennsylvania State University, Catholic

. students protested a campus exhibit of a quilt, *25

Years of Virginity,” made up of 25 palis of panties
with crosses sewn into the crotches. Claiming that
the quilt created a “hostile environment” for
them, and that Penn State's speech code protected
them too, the students asked that the quilt be
removed: The Unriversity President’s response
was! “I can't imagine any circumstances under
which this university would want to encourape
censorship.” This and many similar cases bolster
the view of J. Stanley Oakes, president of the
Campus Crusade for Christ's International
Leadership, that comments by Christlan students
and faculty members are commenly assumed to be
“hate specch.” However, the vilification and
denunciation of Christians by other groups are
not, '

Nor do campus inquisitors mete out pun-
ishment equally, The words of Morton Halperin in
1989, then of the American Civil Liberties Union,
apply more than ever today:-“There are no cases
where universities discipline students for views or
apinions of the left, or for racist comments against
no-minorities.” Kors:and Silverglate document
the “pandemic” theft and destruction of student
publications by people whe object to one or more
articles in them, frequently because these atticles
are at odds with multicultural nostrums. What a
Dartmouth College spokesman said after a num-
ber of such incidents in 1993 reflects the reaction
of many administrators: Trashing free copies of
the offending publications*is permissible because
the copies were “litter.” The reaction was the
opposite at Wabash College when, in 1995, 4 con-

servative stndent journal criticized .an African-.

American history course for promoting an atti-
tude of victimization rather than historical explo-
ration, The student senate withdrew funding for
the journal and tramsferred the money to the
College Democrats' publication,

It is true that more students and faculty
are openly resisting sich selective and subjective
assignment of free speech Moreover, as the
authors show, sines World War I the courts have
moved toward near- absqfut constitutional pro-
tection for ali to express theiF views. It is also true,
however, that mosl people on campiiges have been
cowed into silence, not only by formal spgech
codes and similar instruments, but also by a gen-
eralized climate of suppression based upon too
great a critical mass of acceptance of restrictions
and too great a general will to censor. “Freedom,”
ag the authors caution, “dies in the heart and will
before it dies In the law,”

How did higher education come to be so
enmeshed in a political correctness so coercive as
1o smack dangerously of totalitarianism? Kors and
Silverglate, as well as other crities (such as Roger
Kimball), focus on the large numbers of New Left
radicals of the 1960s who went on to receive grad-
uate degrees and then tenure within the academy.

learning sheuld be permitted to do so.

Having always had an exalted perception of their
right to wleld power and impose their utopian
vision on others, and incensed by the Reagan rev-
olution of the 1980s, these radicals—countercul-
turalists whom Kors does not shrink from calling
“new Stalinists"—have arrogantly and cynically
imposed their ideology on the academy, an institu-
tion over which they have control, “It’s an irony
and a hypociisy,” obaerves Kors, “The generation
that demanded free speech at Berkeley . . . now
installs speech codes for students ... ."”

He and Silverglate trace as well the
Marxist origins of the speech commissars’ double

-standards, placing particular emphasis on the sem.

inal influence of the radical political theorist
Herbert Marcuse, who gained a following in the
New Lefl movement. The libesal ideals of free
speech and tolerance, Marcuse held, are mere
smokescreens for hiding the basic inequalities
caused by capitalism. Because this “repressive tol-
erance” benefits only the powerful and the
wealthy, the weak should not be required to piay
by the same rules but “would have to get informa-
tion slanted in the opposite direction ....” Only
then, according to Marcusean logic, could the
weak be liberated and a socialist heaven on earth
emerge.

And what are the implications of this
“slanting” of specch in the academy? The aim of
the Left, warns David Horowitz, is to “replace the
American legacy, which is of unfolding freedom to
the world. Even in China, where the students
came out in Tienanmen Square with a Statue of
Liberty. It's a symbol of freedom everywhere in
the world except on American campuses...."” In
pursuit of its own power, the lefl has “poured acid
inte the fabric of the body politic.”

The conclusion of. The Shadow University
is equally uncompromising-—and shattering,
“Universities have become the enemy of a free
society,” Kors and Silverglate conclude, “and it is
time for the citizens te recognize this scandal of

-enormous.proportions and-hold these. institutions

to account.” Stalwart defenders of individual lib-
erty that they are, the authors rightiully abhor all
forms of counter-censorship as a response to insti-
tutional violations of thought and speech. The best
remedy, they insist, is public exposure—"sunlight
is the best disinfectant.,” When asked, however,
what actions society and those with institutional
fiduciary responsibility might properly take
toward campuses that refuse to ensure freedom of
speech, Kors replies, “Socicty absolutely has the
right 1o remove its subsidies from such institu-
tions, and trustces absolutely have the right, with-
in the law, and at the appropriate time, not io
renew the contracts of administrators whe do not
ensure such freedom,”

The song of the peat bog soldiers dis-
patched by the Nazis to work until they died was,
justly, “Thoughts are free.” Free thought. Freedom
of the inmer self, Private bellefs. These truly are the
holy of holies of liberty. “No moral person,” the
authoss: pl_'oclatm, “would pursue another human
being there.” And no instituficn of higher \gy‘

?,'
Candace de Russy Is a Trustee of the State
University of New York,
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Court Rules on Flag Display

the members of the Albany,

Massachusetts Police Department to
remove all American flag insignia from
their uniforms. The order is a by-product
of last week's trial of Jorge Bandera, the
Albany car wash attendant acquitted of
multipie felonies when jurors found him
to have been justified in resxstlng
arrest.

Six years ago, Bandera, a 28-year-
old native of the tiny Carlbbean republic
of Pequefia Dominica, arrived in the
United States in the hold of a frelghter,
intent on realizing his life-long dream of
becoming a major league baseball player.
He hoped to fellow in the footsteps of his
older brother, Ernesto, a free agent report-
edly about to sign with the Toronto Blue
Jays, Within a year of his arrival, Jorge was
pitching for the Albany Petrels, but
because his fastball rarely topped sixty-
eight miles an hour, he was Jet go at the
end of the season, Discouraged, he went to
work in a car wash to support the woman
he had married during his journey to
America, while in his free time working to
improve his fast ball.

Several months later, his wife left
him for the Petrels’ catcher, Chuck
Bunting, and he began to harbor deep
resentment toward the team, whose logo is a
petrel with an American flag in its beak. That
image, with all it had seemed to promise, mocked
him, His humillation increased daily as he imag-
Ined his wife rooting for his former teammate at
Peirel Park on Saturday afternoons while he
toiled in the car wash, unable to ignore the broad-
casts of the games on his co-workers’ radios.

Shortly after the start of spring training,
he learned that his wife had abandoned Bunting
and moved in with the second-string right felder.
When he overheard two of his fellow workers dis-
cussing the news, Bandera Jost his composure and
smashed the windshield of a Mercedes he was
simonizing, After pulverizing the windshield, he
calmed down and, according fo eyewiiness
accounts, cracked Jokes with his co-workers while
waiting quietly for the police, but when they
arrived, he again fell into a frenzy, clubbing one
officer to the ground with his own nightstick
before being subdued, He was charged with the
attempted murder of a police officer, assaulting a
police officer, resisting arrest and malicious
destruction of property.

Judge Thomas Kleinkopf has directed

by Judith Schumann Weizner

Bandera’s attorney entered a plea of not
guilty by reason of self-defense.

At the trial, one afier another of
Bandera’s co-workers described the way Bandera
had lost his temper upon hearing the news about
his wife's new love interest, and how he had
addressed the Mercedes' windshield with the bat
he had kept with him constantly since leaving the
Petrels. Several of them were able to repeat jokes

JORGE BANDERA

he had made while walting for the police, and the
three who had been standing closest to him testi-
fied that they had heard”him muotter under his
breath, “No mas!” just balore he seized the cop’s
nightstick and beat him inlo a coma.

The defense called only one witness, Dr.
Paul Pennante, Director of the Heightened
Sensitivity Syndromes Foundation and Clinic,
who testified thal he had begun treating Mr
Bandera for Negative Emotional Transference
Syndrome (NETS) . shortly after his arrest,
(Negative Emotional Transference Syndrome is a
transfer of negative, emotion frem the original
object of that emoticn into hbjghlened sensumly
o u second object, resultlng in episodes of vie-
lence toward anything, assocﬂted with the object
of the transfer.) Dr. Penrtantc cxp]amcd that Mr.
Bandera had [irst associated his feelings of worth-
lessness with the Petrel logo, but that subsequent-
ly, the American flag itself had become the symbol
of his faitore, He omphasized that the syndrome
can be cured only if it is caught soon after the
transfer occurs, but typically, victims of NETS are
not aware of the transfer, making early diagnosis

and successful treatment exiremely rare,

Dr, Pennante reiterated that at the lime of
his brush-off by the Petrels, Mr, Bandera had suf-
fered a grave diminution of self-esteem, subse-
guently compounded by his wife’s having left him
for a teammate. Furthermore, his patient admitted
having entered the United States illegally, and,
although he had been granied citizenship under
the Courageons Immigrant Tolerance and
Amnesty Act of 1998, he still perceived his
immigration status as uncertein; this, cou-
pled with his inability io speak English,
predisposed him to an unnatural fear of the
American flag, the symbol of the authori-
ties, making his case extremely difficult to
treat.

Quoting from his book, “Negative
Emotional Transference Syndrome and
You,” D. Pennante iold the court that dur-
ing the treatment period it is of the utmost
importance that the victim not be subjected
lo negative stimuli, explaining that the
American flag had been removed from the
courtreom to avoid any possible provoca-
tion, He said it was not at all surprising that
hig patient had become enraged at the sight
of the American flag patches on the offi-
cers’ sleeves, and that in his opinion, Mr.
Bandera had been convinced that he was
acting legitimately in self-defense when he
struck out at them, seeking only to preserve
what remained of his manhood and to
resist their attempt to impese their national out-
lovk on him.

The jury found Mr. Bandera noi guilty by
reagon of cultural sell-defense, and, in an unprece-
dented move, petitioned the judge to direct the
Albany police to remove the flag symbols from
their uniforms,

In an unscheduled interview following the
announcement of the verdict, Mayvor Keith
Bannerman declared his infention to establish a
commission to consider whether, [n the light of a
recent three-fold increase in the immigrant popu-
lation of Albany, it is not a form of cultural harass-
ment to fly the Awmerican flag outside public build-
ings. “When a tragedy such as (his one occurs, it
compels us to acknowledge thal a lack of sensitiv-
ity can adveraely affect people’s lives in very seri-
ous ways, and we are constrained ehguestlon the
wisdom of forcing cur symbols on them,” Mr
Baanerman told reporters as he left City Hall this
afternoon. “I want to personally assure Mr
Bandera that T will do all I can to prevent

iz
what happened to him from happening to ‘
anyone else.” N
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