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‘ ‘ ratted on us,
5: Terry,” says Johnny
Friendly (Lee 1T.

Cobb) to Terry

Malloy, played by Marlon Brando, who
has just testified against the mob.

“From where you stand, maybe,”
Terry shoots back. “But I'm standing
over here now. I was rattin’ on myself all
those years and I didn’t even know it . ..
You're a cheap, lousy, dirty, stinkin’
mug. And Pm glad what I done to yon,
You hear that? P'm glad what 1 done.
And I'm gonna keep on doin’ it.”

Few realized it at the time, but
this famous scene from On The
Waterfront was cinema a clef, and that
Terry Malloy was speaking for dlr
Elia Kazan, who-lgd-inforing
ferent k.md of mob, Though he % yas g C
about what he did, the director. sdon
found himself the target of hatred and
vilification, and of a subtle, very
Hollywood version of the blacklist that lasted for two decades.
But now that is over.

Elia Kazan will personally end it on March 21, when he .

accepts an honorary Oscar from the Academy of Motion Picture
Arts and Sciences. By that act, the 89-year-old director, actor
and writer will assure the triumph of justice, a fittirg sequel for
a great filmmaker with a “back story” as dramatic and filled with
bristling conflict as any of his movies. And he will allow the com-
munity that has been ambivalent about him for much of his llfe
Lo finally praise a famous man.

Elia Kazan took an unlikely path to becoming the great
cinematic auteur of his peneration. His film school was an exot-

INSIDE

by Marc Berley

BEST Wi

NESS

ic past that began with his birth in
Constantinople in 1909 to the
Kazanjioglou family of Anatolian
Greeks. When he was four the family
came to America, one of countless thou-
sands in a wave of immigration, but Elia
or “GGadg,” as he came to be called
because of his fondness for gadgets,
never lost his sense of being for the
underdogs, or of being an outsider him-
self. When his book America America
appeared, James Baldwin wrote on the
dust jacket, “Gadg, baby, youw're a nig-
ger too.”

The immigrant youth with the
piercing eyes and thick nest of black
hair managed to get into Williams and
then. studied drama at Yale. There he

et o talented writer named Albert
altz, a Columbia grad, who wrote lo
him, “We may be able to help with the

Communist theatre which is starting,”
Like others who would later

. make . the move to Hollywood, Kazan learned his craft in a

miligy dominated by the Communist Party, which praised his
-early effort in directing The Young Go First.

*When Kazan joined the Party, he did so for spiritual rea-
“My hostility was no longer an alienation,” he explained.

““TheiParty had justified it, taught me that it was correct, even

reasonables T could be proud of it; it made me the conu:ade of
angry millions all over the earth. I'd reacted correctly to my
upbringing, to my social position, 1o the society around me, to
the state of the world. I was a member of what was sure to be
the victorious army of the future.”

Continued on page 8

RicHT THINKING AT UC BERKELEY LAW SCHOOL

THE DIVERSITY HoAx

University of California, Berkeley School

of Law (Boalt Hall} in 1997, shortly after
the passage of Proposition 209, the California
referendum ending racial preferences at public
universities, David Wienir was startied by the
lack of intellectual diversity he found among
students, professors, and administrators. What
is more, he was initially dismayed and later
terrified by the lack of intellectual freedom to
be found in classrooms, hallways, and court-
vards, David encountered something he had
not expected to find at a “top-ten” law
school—inconceivable intolerance for any
views that were not in accord with what
appeared to be the prevailing erthodoxy abont
racial preferences, Although it was voted on
by the people of California, David found many

In his first months as a student at the

on campus acling as if Proposition 209 carried
none of the moral power of the law and had to
be reversed by any means necessary.

David was not naive when he applied to
Berkeley, he knew that radical liberal politics rule the
roost at mast American ivory towers—and especially
Berkeley. But he could not belisve that an clite
American law school couid actually turn its back on the
tradition that, fram the time of Cicero, had lawyers train
by learning to argue in utrimque parte, speaking on both
sides of every issue. David did not expect his classmates
to hold his own somewhai conservative view on contro-
versial toplcs such as racial preferences, but he also did
net expect 1o lind classes disrupted and to be verbally
attacked merely for holding his opinion, and pretty
much keeping it to himsell. As David describes it, the
problem was that protesters were intimidating diverse
students in the name of diversity. Within the first month .
of school, members of the Class of 2000 wrote an open .
letter addressed to the dean. Studesits who signed the

Continued on page 11
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FASHIONABLY LEFT

Noemie Emery's thought-provoking article,
“Fashionably Left,” (October 1998) perfectly
explained how members of the left can be greedy
without being greedy. They just have to say they care
and they are absolved. The article has giver me won-
derful ammo to use at a cocktail party, if 'm ever
invited to one, I must nigglingly disagree with her
description of Barbara Amiel, who wrote an innocu-
ous article for Vogue, as being “the very conservative
Barbara Amiel . . .” In maiters economic and politi-
cal, Amiel fils the description of a con-
servative although she refers {o herself as

COMMUNIQUES

My comument i3 simply that without purposeful
actien, it is deubtful that Berry College will do any-
thing about Dr. Laura Fielden, whom it has recently
hired. 1 am & Christian and this concerns me. , . Any
state college, in this day and age, would be glad to
have her, It would be better if she were to find work
there,

Mark J. Evans
Via internet

FEBRUARY 1999

Christine Hughes, senior assistant attornéy general,
about the Katuria Smith vs. University of Washington
case (“Katurias Bravuria," Qctober 1998) highly
offensive. Huphes said of the court decision to nar-
row the case of discrimination egainst the UW from
a class action to Smith and two others: “It's a [deci-
sion] made possible by virtue of Initiative 200, which
the president of the university would tell you s &
very disappointing enactment for the universtty,”
Please, Ms. Hughes, The Washington Stare
Constitution goss to preat lenglhs to enundiate that
the people, Lthe citizens, of the stale are sovereign.
How dare you or the president personify
the university in order to set its “feel-

a “classical liberal.” However, on social
issues she tends (in my opinion) more to
the libertarian than the conservative, She
loves high fashion and wrote earlier this
year about atlending the Paris shows,
being fitted by a couturier, and spending
a kings ransom on “frocks.” . , . She is
also brilliant, one of my favorite writers
and I truly am “very conservative.”

Mary Elfer. Couch
Grassie, Ontario

Reading  “First Fem Pres
Impeached,” (Dec 1998fan 1999) a
rumber of good points were made, but it
seemed to me that the long article
drowned the main point about the rela-
licnship between Hillary and Bill
Clinton. Hillary knew all along what Bill
Clinton was like, and accepted it as the
pill of bad medicine that cured her gen-
der flaw: being boin female, This charac-
terolagically weak sister of a husband, by
ull evidence inordinately persuasive for
the masses, was her road to power.
Hillary’s been about power since day one',
and still is. I expect that Hillary thought -
that Bill was biight enough to keep his
neurolic, compulsive sexuality out of the
headlines, and failed in thal expectation.
Her rejoindar as the grande dame gar-
ners the least deserved of all prizes. She
won respect, What she deserved was a
sotnd drubbing for complicity. I say least
deserved of prizes becapse these two
have been playing off of one another’s

ings™ against those of the state at large~~
especially in connection with Initiative
200, which passed by an overwheiming
margin! Do you really despise us that
much, we whe provide not only the
firancial means but aiso are considered
collectively to be your employers by the
state’s founding document? Never mind,
I fear I know what your answer would be

Kirk Parker

Via Internet
ANTI-SMOKING CONSERV—
ATIVES

I’m a lomg-ime subscriber to
your magazine and have also bought it
for friends of mine. But I-was shocketl to
find one of your articles indulging in bla-
tant propaganda for the tobacco lobby,
Thomas F Bertonneau, in  your
May/June 1998 issue (“The End of
Theory™), absurdly equates non-smok-

*ing with deconstructionism and poiftical
correctneds, and expressés his delight
when he found a professor who spewed
cul filthy smoke: “Never has an acrid
cloud of sceond-hand vapor from chain-
smoked Gauloises been so refreshing.”
As almost everyone nol assecialed with
tobaceo knows, the facl that second-
hand smoke kills (several thousand peo-
ple a year, by medical estimates) has
nothing lo do with pelitical correctness

strengths and weaknesses their enlire
married lives in a complex and devious
manipulation of their constitvency and the public. I
am ready 1o say Lo hell with the American public, as
“there’s none so blind as he who will not see.”

Kay G,
Via fnternet

KAFKA IN UTAH

Ihave just finished reading “Kafka in Utah®
(November 1998). You have rendered an extraordi-
naty service in bringing this story to light, Academic
fascism has reached frightening proportions. 1 hape
the victim does not wimp oul and will demand size-
able punitive damages,

Charles Heidenberg
Chicage, L,

“Kafka in Utah” is a commmendable expose.,

MULTIPLE SARCASMS -

Twould like to both eriticize your work and
compliment it I think you did some good work
cxposing the Black anthers and other excesses of
the 1960s and right now, Bul yet I find yolr sarcasm
offensive, I agree that the objects of your satire
deserve criticism, and yet, 1 think it would be better
to write the criticism in a more calm manner. 1 find
vour writings often too harsh, Not likely o convert
anyone,

Peter Pomeroy
AHington, VA

or Iefl wing visws, Its plain medical fact.
Twell remember attending perhaps hun-
dreds of faculty meetings in smoke-| fll]::d reoms, in
various countries, In the end I had to give up and
exclude myself from discussions on  the
Department’s future. My lungs are permanently
scarred. One of my secretaries ended up In hospital
because a brutal colleague (incidentally, a preminent
Marxist) smoked filthy {Cuban?) cipars and let the
smoke penetrate all over the building, In the end (his
was stopped, not by the University, but by a city ordi-
nance banning smoking in the workplace, Gur Dean,
characteristically, sent out a circular asking us 1o
lreal smokers with consideration, I would regard
smoke in @ professor’s office as precisely equal to
other kinds of physical assault.

Editors Literary
Peter Collier Editor
David Horowitz John Ellis
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K.L. Billingsley IP Dubeig Carl Moore Manager

Benjamin Kepple
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REDUCTIO AD ABSURDUM

FEDERAL SPEECH CODE: Telling “ebon-
fes” jokes, the federal povernment says, is
unlawiul. As UCLA law professor Eugene
Volokh points out, yeu can bura the American
flag, advocate violent revelution, and post inde-
cenl maierial on the Internel, bul you can't dis-
seminate “derogatory elecironic messages
regarding ‘ebonics™ to your co-workers. So
says the Equal Employmenl Opporiunity
Commission. In a lawsuit fited in federal court
late fast month, the EECC is trying to force the
Federal Home Loan Morigage Corp. 1o “take
prompt and effeclive remedial

Crunch and Cherry Garcia and who recently
senl an i1-fool ice cream pie to Capitol Hill 1o
protest what they consider a lack of social
spending in the Federal Budget, have been
rather chilly toward their own workers’
attempts at progressivism. When the 19 mainte-
nance workers at the company’s SL. Albans, V1.,
plant decided to join the local electric workers
union, faster'than you can say Wavy Gravy [or
Chunky Monkey—both are flavors] the hereto-
fore blessedly leftist company tried to thwart
the vote, saying that the presence of a union

Lecture and the Mario Savio Young Activist
Award. In December, the 1998 lecture was
given by Winona LaDuke on “Deconstructing
the American Paradigm: Mative Thoughi for
the New Millennium.” LaDuke was Vice
Presidentinl candidate for the Green Party last
time around, When gueried -about who the
Young Activist award went 1o, the FSM web-
master (www.fsm-a.com) said that he was 2 nice
young man who works wilh poor Hispanic and
Native American families somewhere in the
Southwest, but she couldn't recall his name,

Maric Savio’s “legend” gave him

action to eradicate” such speech
by its workers, This is just the
latest incarnation of a state and

LUNA BEACH By Carl Mocte

federal attempl to creale a work-
place speech code, Here is
Volokhs briel catalogue of some
of what's been described by vari-
ous agencies and courls as
“harassment”: Co-workers’ use
of “draftsman” and “foreman”
(instead of *draftapersen” and
“foreperson™). *Men Working"”
signs. Sexually supgestive jokes,
even ones that aren’t misogynis-
tic, Derogatory pictures of the
Ayalollah Khomeini and
American [lags burning in Iran.
Of course, many harassment
cases involve more than just
impolitic jokes. The -ebonics
cage, for instance, also involved
some threats, which are constitu-
tionally unprolected, and same
one-to-one insults, which might

LHTHOUT YOUR HELP
T WouLoN'T Hove
SURVIVED

ﬁﬂmmymm/mmw/

also be properly punishable, if
the EEOC had just sued aver
this conduct, there would be 1it-
tle constitutional difficully, But
the EEQC has no husiness claim-
ing that toleration of e-mailed
political opinion is “an unlawful
employmenl practice.” Tfow hos-
tile can the workplace environ-
ment become?

PUTTING THE LEATHER
BACK INTQO LEATHERNECKS:
The “don’t ask, don't tell” policy
coneerning gays In the military
has always seemed quintessen-
tially Bili Clinton~—rooted less in

any firm principle than in the
President’s desire 1o have it both

THEY SAY A MAN
1S KNOWW BY THE
COMPANY HE KEEPS,

enough trouble during his life; it
must rezlly bother him now.

THE ALMOST-N WORD: Using
Lhe good old word “niggardly"” is
nol only a thought crime in
Washington DC, but elsewhere in
the nation, Professor Standish
Henning, an English professor at
the University of Wisconsin, was
quoting from Chaucer when he
uttered the contentious word, A
black studeni, Amelia Rideau,
was offended and teld the profes-
sor astauch. The professor, refus-
ing to act like an almost-Mark
Fuhrman for using the almest-n
word, made the mistake of dis-
missing Rideau’s foolishness and
indeed did what any person of
Intelligence  should  have—
repeated the word in class t(he
next day along with a discussion
on the meaning of language. Mg,
Rideau stormed out of class and
promptly notified the language
police on Wisconsin’s Faculty
Senale, “I'm the only person of
color in that classroom,” she told
the Associated Press. “Obviously -
this man doesn’t respect my feel~
ings." This nasty tempest brewed
up in the Washington DC teapot
scems like a racist plot hatched to
make the black people who allow
themselves to be riled by “nig-
gardly” lose several IQ poinls
every lime Lhe subject comes up,

STANDARDS EQUAL RACISM:
Eight minority college students
and three minority groups have
filed a cluys-gction suit against

ways. And, as a quintessentially

UC Berkeley, charging that the

Clinton policy, this one has been

school's policy of favoring stu-

a complete failure, alienating the

mililary rank-and-file and gay-rights advocates
alike (the number of soldiers discharged for
being gay has risen dramaticalty under the pol-
icy), And as with 50 much else during the
Clinlon years, the wrong-headed has now
become the ridiculous. Last June, the New York
Times Magazine ran a cover-story eritical of the
policy, teiling the tale of Capt. Rich Merritt of
the Marines (referring to him only by his first
injtial), described as a model soldier, cruelly
and vnnecessarily forced 1o live o double life.
When he retired from the Marines in the fali,
publicly announcing his homosexuality, The
Los Angefes Times 1an a similag, threnody abount
the waste of human potential. Now the gay
newsmagazine The Advocaee reveals that while
on active duty Merritt starred in at least five
widely available gay porn videos, including
Bullseye, Leather Obsession H, and Bad Moon
Rising. According to the director of ure film he
was particularly enthuosiastic. Merritt “never
PRETENDED to have sex... . . he was literally
HAVING sex. We had to work fast just to cap-
ture what was happening.” Don't tell.

MORAL SUPERIORITY’S ROCKY ROAD:
Ben Cohen and Jerry Greenfield, the ice eream
activists whose flavors include Rainforest

would threaten company cohesion, What’s
next—United Fruit Company Banana Split?

PC GAMNGS: The Feb. 9 Sacramento Bee
explains: “an article on page B1 Saturday incor-
rectly identified two street gangs in Hamilton
City. The Aztec Brown Pride and WVarrio
Hamillon City Locos are aligned with Nortenos
streel ~gangs that identify themselves with
Northern California,” Glad we got that one
straight. For a while there we thought they
might be a new dormitory at Berkeley, or a
Roller Derby team.

DECONSTRUCTING MARIO SAVIO: Mario
Savio, leader of the 1964 UC Berkeley Free
Specch Movement, has, after his death in 1996,
become 'a marketable commiodity at Berkeley.

.There are Mario Savio Steps, Mario Savio cafes

and everything else short of Matlo Savlo mugs
and chinos, He has also become, in the words of
those who want to use his memory for the mul-

_ ticultural politics of the present, “a lifelong

flghter for human rights and social justice.” To
rub the noses of the young and clueless in this
identification, which is probably the same that
they would use for Winnie Mandela, “friends”
of Savio established the Mario Savio Memorial

dents that took advanced place-
ment courses and that bad higher scores on the
SAT violated federai anti-diserimination law.
The plaintiffs include the ACLU, the NAACP
Lepal Defense Fund, and other groups. One of
the lawyers for the plaintiffs has argued that
“we want all applicants to he viewed in a holis-
tic manner” and. that such standards did dot
“capture the entire person.” Of course, race
and ethnicity do capture the entire person even
if individual achievement does not, which is
why these same groups have supported guotas.

SOUTHERN GOTHIC: Speaking recently to
the  National - Family Planning and
Reproduction Center, Ted Turner said, among
other inanities, that the Pope is out of tosch
with reality and whea asked what he'd say to
John Paul I1, the Mouth of the South kicked up
one-leg and said, “Ever seen a Polish mine
detector?” Turner later apologized after the
Polish government accused him of “racism and
bigolry” and noted that he would never dare
make a comparable slur against blacks.or Jews,
One can't be so sure of this, bit it is dead cer-
taln that Turaer would never make a similar
comment about the North Vietnamese s
Communists. If he did, there'd be hell to “§
pay from Hanoi Jane. )



PAGE 4

FEBRUARY 1999

Fear & Loathing of Cold War America

o its many critics, the Cold War

stands as the Jow point of

American history, World War II
may be recalled as the good fight against
fascism and dictatorship. The Depression
may be remembered as a time when the
poor drew comfort from FDR, the New
Deal, an activist government and a
vibrant, progressive political movement.
But the Cold War summons up no similar
images to inspire or reassure. To
moderate critics of the era, the
essence of the matter was summed
up in an episode of CNN's docu-
mentary series on the Cold War, in
which McCarthyism and Stalinism
are portrayed as morally equivalent
gvils, To more idedlogically driven
opponents, the Cold War was a
time when fear and repression
dominated American political life,
a sterile -conformity defined
American culture, and a “national
security state” weakened and
undermined one after another of
our democratic institutions.

+ The controversy over the Cold
War's domestic implications rages even as
the debate over Communism’s merils has
been laid io resl. In & recent episode that
bordered on the bizarre, the New York
Times published an editorial which could
easily be interpreted as a rebuttal to an
article by one of its own reporlers, in which
it was suggested that anti-Communists
may have gotten things partially right
when they accused American Cominunists
of engaging In widespread espionage for the
Soviet Union.

The arlicle was written by Ethan
Bronner and appeared in the Sunday edition’s
Review of the Week section. It raised pointed
questions aboul leftist assertions that charges of
Cormmunist espionage werg nothing more than
the fabrications of McCarthyite witch hunters.
Bronner noted that evidence contained in the
Venona papers—recently decoded governmoent
inlercepts of warlims messages from Soviet
agents posted in the UL.S. to higher-ups in the
Kremlin—point 1o the guill of Alger Hiss and
other Communist or pro-Soviet Americans.
Confronted with the latest evidence, the leftist
scholars quoted by Bronner no longer denied
that a number of American Communists acted as
spies. Instead, they argued, somewhal pathetical-
ly, that the espionage did liitle damage to
American national interests or that, as labor his-
torlan Nefson Lichienstein put it, the current
attacks on the Party represent “an cffort to deny
the legitimacy not only of those whe favored the
Communist Party but the enlire left-wing move-
menl in the post-Berlin Wall moment,”

Within a week, Bronner’s piece was
answered in a lead sditorial entitled “Revisionist
MecCarthyism.” The editerials principal targets
were “American scholars® who have allegedly
been trying to “rewrits the historical verdict on
Senator McCarthy and McCarthyism.” There is,
of course, no basis to (he charge that serious
scholars of Amerigan Comnunism have been try-
ing to rehabilitate Joseph McCarthy, Haryvey
Klehr, Ronald Radesh, Jehn Earl Haynes, the
late Eric Breindel—the apparent objects of the
Thnes' wrath—have always been scrupulous in
disavowing McCarthy and his methods in their
writings aboul the relationship between the
CPUSA and the Soviet Unicn.,

For the Times, and even more for the lefi,

Good Times

by Arch Puddington

the real issue is nol McCarthyism, but anti-
Communism itself. And similarly with the lefl’s
ongoing attempt to rewrile the history of the
domeslic impact of the Cold War, As Jeftist critics
are well aware, the period of the “Great Fear"—
with its House Un-American Activities
Committee hearings, loyalty oaths, and black-
lists—was relatively briel, lasting from 1547 to the
mid-Fifties. The case against the Cold War, how-
ever, encompasses the enlire peried of US.-
Soviet rivalry, from lhe poslwar takesover of
Eastern Europe to the fall of the Berlin Wall, It

President Trurman’s insistence, were first integrat-
ed, a developmen! which inspired the civil rights
movement to seek broader changes in civilian
sociely. And it was during Vielnam and aflter thal
black military men began to achieve posilions of
authority throughout the military services,
Changes in American immigration law
were also motivated in part by sensitivities over
America’s Cold War image, as the commitment o
eliminate racial diserimination in our domestic
life led inevitably o a decision to purge our immi-
gration policies ol ethnic or racial bias, The
debate which preceded adoption of immi-

ol | d
VINTAGE CoLD WAR RALLY

asserts that the Cold War noi only threatened our
civil liberties, but distorted oufscivie values, sel
back the cause of elvil rights, Weakened organized
labor, had a corrupting influgnce on the universi-
Ly, damaged civil liberties, *created -2n economy
dependent on military spending, and’ prevented
the emergence of genuine political alternatives to
the dominant capitalist syslem.

On almost every point, Lhe eritics of Cold

* War America are wrong. The Cold War was nei a

period of reactionary ascendancy, but rather one
in whiclk liberal values usually prevailed,
Occasionally, liberal ideas won out in part as a
reaction lo McCarthyite excess. More often, lib-
eral ideas advanced because America fell obliped
by Cold War pressures to live up fo ils democrat-
ic and civil libertarian ideals, .

Thus, while many factors led to the tri-
umph of the civil rights movement, one consjder-
ation was the American political leadership’s
embarrassment at racial segregation at a lime
when the ULS, was competing for the hearis and
minds of the world's non-white people. The civil
rigllls.ag'encla did not win adoption because of
Cold War calcutations, but the Cold War probably
accelerated the pace of change.

The left, of course, sees things differenliy,
ascribing the persecution of Marlin Luther King
and other civil rights leaders to the antix
Communist paranoia of I, LDdgar Hoover and
other government officials, Hoover cerfainly
hated Communism and detested King, But his
animus towards King derived from many sources,
not the least of which was the FBI chief’s dislike
for race-mixing. In the absence of the Communist
questien, Hoover would have found some other
justification for his anti-King vendetta.

Ironically, some of the carlies! and most.

far-reaching racial gains ccourred in that ultimate
Cold War institution, the American military. Il
was during the Korean War that military units, al

gration reform legislation in 1965 made
[requent reference to the hypacrisy of
America's claiming leadership of the Free
World while maintaining frmigration poli-
cies which discriminated against Aslans.
Tip O'Neill summed up a commonly held
view when he declared thal Lhe restrictive
policy “presenls the ironic situation in
which we are willing to send our American
youth Le aid these people [Vietnamese] in
their struggle against Comimunist aggres-
sion while at the same time we are indical-
ing that they are nol good enough to be
Americans.”

The results of the 1965. changes
have been a revolutien in immigration’s
racial composilion. Where previously
immigration. was overwhelmingly made up
of Buropeans, it is today dominated by
immigrants from Lalin America and Asia,
non-white and often non-Christian groups
which were once excluded or, if they were
permitted to immigrate, treated poorly
once they arrived. Furthermore, the Cold
War pelicy of automalically granting asy-
lum to refugees from Communism primaz-
ily benefited Cubans, Vietnamese,
Cambodians, and viher non-Europeans, It
is thus indisputable that the status of non-whites
improved, in some cases dramatically, during and
in part due ta the Cold War.

But what of organized labor? In, her recent
study of the domestic ifpact ol
McCarthyism, Many Are the Crimes, Ellen
Schrecker claims that McCarthyistn and the Cold
War had a devastating effect on the trade union
movement. The purge of Communist-led unions
by the CIO, she contends, cost labor its dynamism
and contributed to its ¢ventual decline. “The anti-
communist crusade,” Schrecker writes, “diverted
the mainstream unions from organizing the unor-
ganized,”-She also blames the Cold War for mak-
ing laber “more centralized, corrupt, and distant
from its members,” .

The truth is that during much of the Cold
War the American working man and his union
fared extremely well, Unions enjoyed high con-
centrations of membership in the basic indostries
throughout the non-South; at their height in the
mid-Fifties, unions represented some 35 percent
of the private work force and a higher proportion
outside the Southern states. Union members alsa
made important economic gains; the American
working class became the first working class in
history to enter the ranks of the middle class.
During the, 19608, unions gained hundreds of
thousands of new members afler scoring major
organizing breakthroughs in the public sector,

Schreckey and other critics do not blame
the labor movement’s subssquent decline on the
Cold War per se, Insiead, they advince the argu-
meni that labor [orfeiled its indepentdence, mili-
tance, and Hphting spirit when it accepted the
terms of the Cold War consensus and abandoned
the strupgle to bring about significant changes in
American capitalism. While labor prospered
when limes were good, Il was inable lo mount a
concerted countercffensive against the ruinous
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impact of economic globalization and techrologi-
cal change.

The left's version of American history is
littered with “if onlys.” The claim that Smoke-
stack America and its millions of well-compensat-
ed, unionized jobs could have been salvaged “if
only” the labor movement had adopted a class
warfare stance, and welcomed the participation of
Communists and other radicals, is no more con-
vincing than the belief that American politics
would have moved in a more radical direction if
only the lefl had founded an independent party
based on the labor movement, racial minorities,
and mililant feminists.

Of course, organized labor represents
government workers, teachers, well-paid con-
struction workers, airline pilots, and profession-
al athletes, proups that are hardly likely to
remain associated with an institution which
adopts an adversarial stance towards the
American ecenomic system. As for the supposi-
tion that Communists might have played an
impertant rele in a revilalized labor movement,
a look al the European experience suggests the
absurdity of that argument. The English exam-
ple is particularly worthy of note. There,
Communists, pro-Communists, and assorted
other radicals maintained a power base in the
trade union movement right up io the 1980s. The
labor movemenl in Great Britain was the most
militant and class-conscious in the democratic
world, and its cffects on the English economy
were nothing short of ruinous. Ultimately,
agpressive trade unicnism did bring a realipn-
ment of British politics—a realignment to the
right, embodied in the governments of Margaret
Thatcher and the transformation of the ELabour
Party under Tony Blair. '

Communists still retain a major rele in”

the French labor movement, one of Europey
weakest, On the other hand, Communists play no
role in the labor.movements of Germany ang

Scandinavia, where unions coninue o represent
high propoertions of the work foree and exert a. -
sirong—loo sirong, some would say—influence -

over economic policy.

Nor do George Mcany, Lane Kirktand,
David Dubinsky, and other anti-Communist labor
leaders have any apologies lo make for their com-
mitment Lo America's triumph in the Cold War,
More than anything, it is American labors patrio-
tism that infuriates and perplexes the left.

In fact, labor's supporl for the Cold War
derived from sound practical motives,.To begin
with, labor’s blue-collar membership was strongly
anti-Communist, &8 were non-union workers
whomlabor hoped o organize. Another consid-
eralion was labor's unpleasant experiences with
Communist-led factionallsm in 2 number . of
upions, including the United Auto Workers
(UAW),

Labor also saw Communism as an eco-
nomi¢ threal insofar as Communist regimes
destroyed free trade unions and replaced them
with labor asscciations under the total control of
the party-state. American trade unicnists, in fact,
regarded the Communist uirien model as particu-
larly sinister precisely because it claimed Lo speak
in the interest of the working class. The AFL-CIQ
feared that countries under Communist contro}
might, under conditions of détente, succeed in
luring American investment and the transfer of
American jobs through policies which kept
unions tame and wages low. American union
leaders thus opposed Communist unions for
much the same reason they today oppose
Amecrican investmeni in low-wage countries
where union righls are suppressed.

Acorncrsmnc of the left’s brief is the con-
tention that Cold War hysteria and sccurity
mania led to a massive assault on civil liberties
and a reign of terror against ordinary American
citizens. To advance this argumenl, of course, it Is
necessary to restrict the definition of the Cald
War to its earliest years, the period between 1947,
when Truman initiated his loyalty program, to the
cnd of the McCarthy era in the mid-Fifties, Even
during that benighted period, the “reign of ter-
ror” was limited to Americans with past or pre-

_con rvailVe smce The: Cold Warks.end.

sent Communist connections and a few affiliated
with nen-Communist radieal groupings, As for
the loyaltly oaths, anti-subversive legislation, and
MeCarthyite bullying, the principal lesson is that
the American commitment to ¢ivil liberties and
individual rights reasserted itself rather quickly.
MeCarthyism’s most important lingering effect is
in its having given the ieft a blunt weapon to wield
against the American system, In bocks, maga-
zines, movies, documentaries, in works of arl, we
are reminded ad nauseam about America’s failure
to live up Lo its demoeralic ideals, with the mes-
sage, oflen explicitly stated, that a McCarthyite
revival, or somelhing much worse, is always a pos-
sibility.

The left has a certain difficully in
accounting for the state of civil liberties in the
post-McCarthy- period. America continued to
fight Communism, and yet the country underwent
an explosion of rights—individual rights, group
rights, cultural freedoms. The rights of press and
assembly were cxpanded, public employees
gained the right to join unions and engage in col-
lective bargaining, women and minorities gained
equality under the law, criminal defendants won
the right to an attorney and a series of procedur-
al protections against abusive—and not so abu-
sive--palice tactics.

Americans supported most civil liberties
changes—the main exception bging court deci-
sions which were seen as handenffing the police—
because they generally believed in an expansive
definition of personal liberties. These radical
changes occurred, bear in mind, when the Cold
War raged as intensely as it'did during Its earliest
years, a period which included a major war in
Southeast Asia, several minor conflicts which
involved American troops, U.S.-Soviet competi-
tion in.the development of lethal weapons sys-
tems, nuclear: war alerts, 'zmd an’ increasingly
angry dubatc over Amaucas role in the world. In

No. institution of American society was
smd to have been mere thoroughly carrupted by
the Cold War than the American university.

- Cenlral to the New Left's ideology was the propoe-

sition that students comprised an oppressed class,
much like blacks, According to this line of rea-
soning, the university. had abandoned ils core
educational mission by permitting itself to be
exploited for Cold War rclajed research and by
shaping its priorities around @old War securily
needs, In so doing so, studen( activists charged,
univessity officials allowed Hational security con-
siderations to distort curriculum, neglected teach-
ing in favor of research, and inculcated a dehu-
manized environment inhospitable to human
relations and penuine learning,

A particularly helpful source in reassess-
ing the Cold War’s impact on the university is,
ironically, a product of anti-Cold War, revisionist
scholarship. The Cold War and the University 1s a
two-volume series of essays which delves into the
Cold War's alleged impact on everything from
English language studies to the earth sciences.

The essays are written from a decidedly leftist .

perspective, and contributors include such radi-
cal.venerables as Noam Chomsky, Howard Zinn,
and Christopher Simpsen, Seme, however, are
written by thoughtful and more moderate schol-
ars, 1n particular several scienlists who provide
some worthy antidotes to the usual leftist cliches.

As these essays make clear, the Cold
‘War's most important effect on higher education
wassto involve the federal government for the
first time as a major source of furding for the
university. With the U.S.-Soviet rivalry heavily
dependent on scientific and military technologi-
cal development, the government ploughed bil-
lions of dollars into university research pro-
grams, and while the bulk was directed lowards
the hard sciences, funds were also made avail-
able for the social sciences and the liberal arts as
well,

All this was to usher in & golden era for
universily faculty. The need for professors was
constantly growing, creating opportunities - for
advancement and higher pay for just about every-
one, history professors as well as nuclear physi-
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cists. Conditions were especially good for young,
scholars, who in pre-Cold War days had often
labored in semi-poverty until lenure was attained,
Now they were the beneliciaries of doctoral fel-
lowships, grants-in-aid, and a guaranteed job with
lenure track upon graduation. Having secured a
position, a scholar might well receive a federal
research grant, or a contract to conduct research
paid for by a private corperation. Tn some cases,
the research mighl have specific application to the
military, the space program, or some other gov-

.ernment priority, Often, however, the govern-

ment and even some corporations would support
basic resgarch whose military use was not at ail
clear, and might not be determined for years to
came.

As for repression, after the initial wave of
McCarthyism few university professors lost their
jobs for participation In anti-government protest
movernents. A.C. Lewontin, a professor of biolo-
gy at Harvard, notes that throughout the Sixties
he was active in anti-Vietnam causes, worked on
a collaborative project  with  Vietnamese
Comimunists, gave public speeches against the
war, and even submitled a regearch grant propos-
al to the MNosth Vietnamese government. While
Lewontin was under FBI surveillance during this
period, he continued to work under contract on
prajects for the Atomic Energy Comimissicn and
the Deparlment of Energy.

hat accounts for the left’s intellectual

obtuseness? Part of the explanation can be
traced to the left'y abiding falth in the socialist
idea. The left understood that while America was
officially cpen to non-Communist forms of social-
ism, in fact real socialisme—as opposed to the
walered-down social democralic variant—would .
inevitably resemble Communism in most impor-
tant details, Nicaraguan socialism under the
Sandinistas was in many respects similar to Cuban

".épcjalism under- Castro, which itself was. barely
Cdistinguishable from the Sovief variety. Likewise,

while America during the Cold War was dominat-
ed by liberal values, il was ihoroughly inhos-
pitable to any sipnificant rearrangement of eco-
nomic pricrities, Michae] Harrington, a one-lime
Cold War radical who shifled 1o a neutralist
stance during the 1970s, argued that progress
towards socialism in the U.S, was impossible as
long as Cold War values prevailed, a view that
was widely shared on the left.

Furthermore, where the Cold War is con-
cerned, the lefl’s powers of rational judgment have
been dlsmr:ed by the seli-righteous convicticn
that nothing positive can be achievel unless it
enjoys a “progressive” seal of approval. Under
this standard, the Spanish Civil War and World
War IT are desmed “good™ conliicts, whereas
World War I and Korea are dismissed as unworthy
of American intervention. And while the Celd
War’s denouement vepresented a catastrophic set-
back for the American left, the demonization of
the domestic Cold War has been largely success-
[ul, if only because the lefl has largely had the feld
te itzelf. Here it I3 worth noting that for many
years the debate over Alger Hiss, the Rosenbergs,
and other high profile Communist espionage cases
was monopolized by apologists for the accused,
The terms of Lhe controversy changed only after
scholurs like Kilehr and Radosh issued a direct
challenge to the prevailing dogma that was forti-'
fied by dogged research and a shrewd grasp of Lhe
dynamics of radical politics. Although their tind-
ings still meei with resistance, their conclusions
have suceeeded in puncturing the myth of
American Communists as nothing mare than pro-
gressive-thinking men and women who supported
trade unions and fpught for racial justice. A simi-
lar examination of tbe Cold War’s effect on
American democracy would no doubt result in the
desttuction of the left's most cherished remaining
myih, that the United States is a country
where fear and reaction once prevailed, "2
and the potential for a demdstic. police 'Z‘%
state still exiss.

Arch Puddington is vice president for research at
Freedom House, He is writing o history of Radio
Free Burope-Radio Liberty.
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More Mumia Madness

or me, the defining moment of the

Jan. 28 benefit concert t{o free

Mumia Abu-Jamal eccurred not at
the concert itself, but the next night as 1
was driving home from work. I was push-
ing buttons on my radio when I happened
to tune in to the local Pacifica outlet,
WBAI in Manhattan. A Jamaican by the
name of Habte Selassie was hosting a reg-
gae show. He mentioned the concert the
night before and the allegation that

by Paul Mulshine

includes not only rockers bul Hollywood aclors
such as Ed Asner and Mike Farrell. Most seam Lo
be perfectly aware of the facts: that in the early
morning hours of Drec. 9, 1981, in Philadelphia,
Abu-Jamal was found wilh his gun al his feat and
a tlying cop on the sidewntk nearby. But they have
convinced Lhemselves that the gun, the five shell
casingsin il, and the emply holster Abu-Jamal was
wearing can all be explained away.

Abu-Jamal failed to do go at his trial in
1982. He offered the lame alibi that some mystery
gunman had arrived on the scene in the midst of

Abu-Jamal was a cop-killer. *A cop-
killer?” he said dismissively, “Moases
was a killer, too. He killed a man in
cold blood.” Then Selassie recited a
story from the Bible in which Moses
came upon an Egyptian and a Jew
fighting and proceeded to stay the
Egvptian,

Justifiable homicide, in other
words, There are some Americans who
believe there can be a valid reasen to shoot
a cop between the eyes as he is lying
defenseless on the ground. And it is so
refreshing when they come right out and
say so.

Such candor was not in evidence
the night before at the Continental Airlines
Arena in the Hackensack Meadowlands,
Al the press conference before the concert,
Abu-Tamal's supporters maintained the fic-
tion that some mystery gunman had done
the shooting and that Abu-Tamal was an
innocent bystander, That scemed to fool a
good number of the televigion types. And
as for the fans, they didn't really carc.
About 20,000 of them showed up to see an
asgortment of Dbands that included the

Deastic Boys and Rage Againsl the Machine, As

ong young fan diplomatically put it before the
show, “1 wouldn't have cared if it was a concert for
hating baby Jesus. I just wanted to see Rage.”
During the concert, a rap star named
Chuck D tried to lead the audience in a chant of
“Free Mumia,” but few joined in. And the audi-
cence actually booed Pam Africa, a member of a
Philadelphia back-fo-nature cult named MOVE
with which Abu-Tamal was affiliated at the time of

his erime, Africa, whose appearance suggests she”

has gone so far back to nafure that she has just
emerged from a mud puddle, is unleashed by Abu-
Jamal’s defense team periodically. Her obscenity-
spiced tirades against modern sociely can alicnate
even rack fans. She is the one false note in an oth-
erwise perfectly orchestrated PR machine that has
made Mumia the martyr who would not die.

The concert raised about $400,000 fer the
Abu-Jamal defense team. They’re going to need
every cenl, So far, Abu-Jamal’s defense has been a
courtroom disaster. Abu-Jamal's lawyers lost
every one of their appcals in the land where this
latter-day Moses slew his Egyptian foe,
Pennsylvania, The prophet sits on Death Row, at
the mercy of federal judges who are increasingly
reluctant to reverse the work of state courts.

Abu-JTamal made a big mistake in tining,
e shot a cop at the wrong moment in history,
after the reintroduction of capital punishment but
before the deconstruction of the American justice
system by the Q.1. Simpson defense team, Prior to
the Simpson trixl, proseeutors merely had to prove
a defendant gullty beyond a reasonable doubl. But
in the post-O.1. era, deconstructionism reigns.
Jurors are now aware that if they like the defen-
dant enough they can convince themselves that
nothing that occurred in the pest is truly know-
able, . .
_ This is the goal of Abu-Tamal's ever-grow-
ing contingent of celebrily supporters, which

Included was the usual nonsense about the fatal bul-
let not having come from Abu-Jamal’s gun, In fact,
it was a .38 caliber bullet and Abu-Jamal was carry-
ing a .38-caliber pistol, as even the defense’s own
ballistics expert conceded at a 1995 appeals hearing
in Philadeiphia, Then there was the usual nonsense
about a mystery gunman. And of course, the usual

. refusal 1o answer questions about why Abu-Tamal

refuses to name that gunman or give any account

whatsoever of the events of Deg, 9, 1981,
The reason for Abu-Jamals silence is
obvious: The mystery gunman stratepy is just a
ruse 1o win a retrial. In # new trial, Abu-

P

Tamal would be free to start all over again
" and admit that he shot Faulkner, but argue
that he did sc in solf-defense, This wauld be
a lie as well, but one (hat would be much
easier (o gel past a sympathetic jury. At the
time of the killing, Faulkner was fighting
with Abu-Jamals brother, who was resist-
ing arrest after heing stopped for a traffic
violalion, Abu-Jamal—in 4 coincidence
that remains umexplained to this day—just
happened Lo be across the street carrying
his gun, for which Lie had a permit, In a new
trial, "Abu-Jamal could admil he shot
Faulkner but argue that he did so in coming
to the rescue of his brother Weinglass has
already laid the groundwork for ihis
defense by suggesting that il was Faulkner
who fired firsi {though eyewitnesses said
otherwise).

. This sirategy has great potential,
bath from Lhe angle of political agitation
and in generating a sympathetic response
from the largely black jury Weinglass hopes
10 [ace in court some day. At worst, it might
lead Lo a manslaughter conviction, leaving
Abu-Jamal [ree to walk out into a cheering

Mumia ApU-JAMAL

his encounter with police officer Danie! Faulkner.
The mystery man sonighow managed to shoot the
officer as Abu-Famal stood nearby and—though
armed with a gun—did nothing,™

As if the evidercerweren’t bad enough,

Abu-Tamal fought with his covirt-appelnted attor-

ney. He kept insisting that he wanted as his legal
eounsel a non-lawyer by the name of John Alrica,
MOVE?% founder. Abu-Jamal botched things so
tharoughly thal one reporler covering the trial
wrote a long article wondering if the defendant
had a death wish.

Abu-Tamnal made a big mistake. He con-
ducted a Chicago-Seven type experiment in polil-
ical theater without a Chicago-Seven type defense
team., A few years before Abu-Tamals crime,
Black Panther Juanne Chesimard took part in a
shoolout on the New Jersey Turnpike in which an
officer was killed. But she’s now living happily
ever after in Iavana, thanks to the cfioris of the
late William Kunstler and the absence of a death
penalty at the time, Afler her conviction, Kunstier
managed to get her moved to a medium-security
prisen. Two Panthers snuck in with guns and
sprung her. Before long, she was in Cuba.

Bur Abu-Jamal is on Death Row. For
keeps, it would seem, Kunstler, who was easily the
No, 1 intellect of the Chicago Seven, is dead and
50 Abu-Jamal has had to settle for Leonard
Weinglass, who was perhaps the eighth smartest
member of the Chicago Seven, Welnglass has
none of Kunstler’s charisma or brilliance, Hes a
rather goofy-looking guy with thick glasses and a
wavering voice that suggests he's trylng to con-
vince himsell rather Lthan his audience.

‘Weinglass has yet to win even a minor vic-
tory for Mumia in court, but he is & hil with gullible
members of the media, as evidenced by the press
conference before the concerl, Before 18 TV cam-,
erns, Weinglass repeated the usual bunch of lies and

half-truths that make- up the case for Abu-Jamal, -

crowd on the basis of the 17-plus years he -

has already served.

But to got that new trial, Abu-Jamal must
keep up the pretense of a mystery gunman. And
an intelligent observer will note the stubborn pres-
ence, in even the pro-Abu-Jamal scenarios, of
Abu-Jamal’s gun. And thal, like the gun in the first
act of a Chekhov play, it has to be [iréd by the end,
Who Ered it? The only logical suspect is the man
who was carrying it.

But at this point in time, for Abu-Jamal to
admit that he shot Faulkner dooins his appeal for
anew trial, This leads to an amazing spectacle, one
largely unremarked in the mass media: Thousands
of people the world over will loudly proclaim that
Mumia Abu-famal did not shoot Daniel Faulkner.
Yet Abu-Jamal himgell refuses to do so. This is
something new in history, Hundreds of convicted
killers have mounted public campaigns lo prove
their innocence, But Abu-Tamal is certainly the
first to do so without denying he was the killer.

When the Mumia circus came Lo town, my
newspaper, the Star-Ledger of nearby Newark, ran
an editorial pointing out Abu-Jamals obvious
guilt, This prompted a fax from TV star Mike
Farrell, who, with Ed Asner, makes up the
Flollywood chapel of this secular religion. Farrell
asserfed that our editorial overlooked Abu-
Tamal's statements that he did not shoot Fauikner.
I have been searching unsuccessfully for such a
statement for some time, so-I called Farrell in Los
Anpeles to see if he knew something I didn’t. But
he could cite no'such stdtement, though he has
been working sirfce 1993 to convince the world
that Abu-Jamal di¢l not shoot Faulkner,

Farreli was, However, wall versed in gther
aspects of the case, and on the phone he seemed to
be an affable sorl, 1.pointed out to him that
Weinglass had to have discussed’the case wilh
Abu-Tamal and would therefore be privy to Abu-
Tamals knowledge of the identity of any mystery
gunmun, Farrell admitted that he has had many
conversitions on the sibject wilh Weinglass over
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the past five years. “Have you ever asked
Weinglass whether Abu-Jamal shot Faulkner?” I
asked.

. Farrell sounded perplexed. *“ don't know
if T asked him that or not,” he finally said.

1 asked how he could account for the five
emply shell casings in Abu-Jamal's gun.

“Maybe he had gone to target practice
earlier in the day,” Farrell said,

Maybe. Maybe on the night in question
Abu-Jamal actually waved an empty gun at a cop
who had a loaded gun. But then again, maybe not.

[t 1urns out that Farrell is one of the more
rational of Abu-Jamal’s followers, Our newspaper
also got a fax from Mark Lewis Taylor, a professor
al the Princeton Theological Seminery who leads
a 000-member group of pro-Mumia university
professors. I called him and asked the same ques-
tion. He admitted he hadn’t ever asked Weinglass
whelher Abu-Jamal shot Faulkner, but went on to
ask whether the question is relevant.

“When you say something as spe-
cilic as ‘T did not shoot Qfficer Faulkner,
you are aceepting the terms of the charge,”
Taylor told me,

“Are you a deconstructionist?” [
asked. He said no, but this enlire exercise
gives off a whifl of that philosophy.

1 once cornered the clusive
Weinglass and asked him to state [or the
record exactly what happened on the night
Officer Faulkner took a bullet between the,
eyes,

“Well, we don't know,” he replied
with a straight face.

“Did you ever ask your client?” I
asked, He refused Lo say. Obviously he has,
however, and jusi as obviously Abu-Jamal
knows what happened that night. So does
Abu-Jarnal's brother. And if either of them
kinew the truth aboul a mystery punmar,
you can rest assured that-every aclor and
academic from IMackensack 16 Hellywood
would know about it,

This poses a problem for the Abu-
Jamal defense, one that will almost certaia-
ly blow up into an international cause celer
Bre as Abu-Jamal moves ever closer to his
date with the executioner, The-problem lies
in the gap between the myth being ereated for pub-
lic consumption and the case that is now before a
federal court. The nonsense aboul a mystery gun-

" man works wonderfully as a fund-raising (oo, but
the judges keep laughing it out of court. In fast,
Weinglass has mounted his defense so clumsily that
he almest seems Lo be pushing Abu-Jamal into the
death chamber, His performance during Abu-
Tamal’s last round of appeals in Pennsylvania in

. 1995 was typically incompetent. Weinglass put on
the stand two recently discovered “eyewitnesses”

to the officer’s murder. One told of seeing a guy
with “Johnny Mathis hair” pull up in a red car,
shoot Faulkner, and then jump back in the car and
drive away, The story had its flaws—none of the
other eyewitnesses reported anything even vague-
ly similar—but perhaps this tale could have been
the basis for a new trial.

However Weinglass also brought to the
stand another witness who gave a totally diffarent
version of the killing, This one claimed the gun-
mar jumped out of Abu-Jamal’s brother’s car, shot
Faulkner, and ran away on foot. Abu-Tamal’s role
in the tragedy was to go over to the dying officer
and listen as he asked for someone to tell his wife
and children of the trapedy.

Faulkner had no children,

Each story was shaky, but a sharp lawyer
would have at least settled on one, -

T ones followed a Philadeiphia prosecutor
around the courts for two weeks for a magazine

MumMia ABU-JAMAL'S ATTORNEY LEONARD WEINGLASS

story. Day after day, I heard criminat defendants
give lame alibis. Most of “these" cnmmals were not
particularly bright, but I never stm; one so stupid
that he offered two mutuall y con adlctory alibis,
Thet may be a first in the bistory8f jurisprodence,

Weinglass is fooling a lot of TV stars and
rock musicians, but he's not fooling the judges. He
lost every nspect of his appeals in Pennsylvania
and prospects are equally bad in the federal
eourts, The new Effective Death Penalty Act puts

an end to endless federal appeals. Abu-Jamal will
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get just one, and it's underway right now. And
unfortunately for Abu-Tamal, the federal couris
are now cxtremely reluctant to intervene in cases
that have already been thoroughly litigated in
state courts. These days, federal reversals tend to
be reserved for defendants from Southern states,
wlhere (he trial and appeals process are swift and
not particuarly thorough. But Abu-Jamal has had
not only his day in court, but 17 years, Every con-
ceivable appeal has been examined and rejected.
And his case is not helped by the many bonehead
errors he made while trying to acl as his own attor-
ney in the first trial.

If Weinglass is trying to keep his client
alive, he’s doing a missrable job of it. If, on the
other hand, he is trying to create the perfect inter-
national poster boy for the drive to end capital
punishment, then he’s a genius, Abu-famal is no
street thug. He had a middle-class upbsinging and
was on his way to a career in radio before he got

mixed up with the MOVE cult. With his
cute dreadiocks and his deep bass voice,
Abu-Jamal is the liberal white person’s
ideal Death Row inmate, The ease with
which these people convince themselves of
his innocence is a sight to see.
If the federal courts reject Abu-
Jamal’s final appeal, he will almost certain-
Iy be executed, The present Pennsylvania
governor, Tom Ridlge, Is a law-and-order
type whe has zero'sympathy for the type of
people who gravitate .to Abu-Jamal. He
would sign the death warrant lomorrow.
But gel ready for the howling, The
shricks of rage will be loud and long amang
Abu-Jamal supporters from Stockholm o
Sydney. The actual mament of lethal injec-
tion will be reported around the world.
Abu-Jamal will have turned himself 'into
the Moses of a movement that may eventu-
ally wind up once again ending eapitai pun-
ishment in America.
The endgame should be intriguing,
“Will Abu-Tamal wise up and -realize thai
he's being used as the wet dream of  bunch
of Birkenstock-wearing ‘6fs throwbacks
hungering for a martyr? Will he go to his
grave wrapped up in a second-rate alibf
straight out of a true-crime paperback?
Or will he defy them all and admit the

truth, reprising the siatement that: police say he

mads’in the hospital emergency room after the
shoeting: “ shot the motherfuckcr and I hope he
dies?”

That would certainly shock a lot of showbiz
Lypes, but Pacifica radiomin Hable Selassie M

wotld know exactly what he meant, qﬁ
i

Paul Mulshine first wrote abowt Mumia for
Heterodoxy in Seplember 1995,

LT 0 BHERIEH'S FETGHE

]

Receive both The Politics of Bad Faith
- AND Radical Son for $35!

“A passionate and
insightful book.”

—Francis Fuknyama

“One of the best
political memoirs

I have ever read.”
—P. L. & Rourke

- To order call (800) 752-6562 ext. 209
- or visit our website at www.fmntpagemag com -

AP/Wide Wortd Phate



PAGE 8

FEBRUARY 199%

Kazan, Continued from page 1

The effect of it all, he said, “made me into
another person, I felt reborn, or born for the first
time. The days of pain were over. I was an hon-
ored leader of the only good class, the working
ciass, and the only real theatre, the Group,”

The young Cemmunist tock what he
learned from pioneering Russian directors such as
Vsevolod Meyerhold and used it in classes he
taught at the New Theatre League, a-Communist
front organization. Kazan played the lead in
Clifford Odets’ Golden Boy with Frances Farmer,
“the blonde thal you dream abouf,” who had also
been cultivated by the Communist Party. But
Party support, as both Farmer and Kazan learned,
carried a price.

Communist Party doctrine held that art
was a weapon, and that unless a dramatic work
sent the audience home with sweeping revolution-

ary insight, it amounted to mere bourgeois deca-
dence. Cultural commissar V.J, Jerome taught that
Marxists were artistic wbermérschen, who auto-

matically wrofe better plays and novels because -

they understood the scientific forces that motivat-
ed people. The owl-faced Jerome and his New
York politburo vetted plays, scripts and novels to
ensure their political coirectness.

The duty of writérs and directors was to
accept the dictates of Party bosses, Those who
showed too much independence weré required o
crawl before Jerome and recant, a rite to which
playwright John Howard Lawson and many other
Party faithful sibmiited. But Budd Schulberg, one
of the most talented of them, rejected the
Communists’ schedule of changes for What Makes
Samniy Run? and soon left the Party, which sent
one of its heavyweights tovcrlticize Kazan and
ather free spirits.

“The Man from Detroit had been sent to
stop the most. dangérous. thing the Party had to

cupe with; people thinking for themselves,” Kazan

said, “Clomrades took the floar and competed as
to who could say ‘Me too’ best. . - He'd come to
make us fnghtened submzsswe, and unquestlun-
ing.”

That taste bf police-state hfe drove Kazan
out of the Party and transformed him into 4 pre-
mature anti-Stalinist, though he remained a man
of the left, He appeared.as an actor in City for
Conguest and Blues in the Night, The 1945 A Tree
Grows in Brooklyn confirmed that his deft touch

as a stage director iranslated well to the screean,
When the House Un-American Activities
Committee came 10 1own in 1947, Kazan was net
called to testify. During the infamous hearings of
October 1947, he was directing Genteman’s
Agreement, starring Gregory Peck, for which
Kazan won an Oscar, beating out George Cukor
(A Double Life), David Lean (Grea
Expectations), Henry Koster (The Blshop'’s Wife),
and Edward Dmytryk (Crossfire).

Those hearings were halted after the tes-
timony of the Hollywood Ten, John Howard
Lawson, Daltor Trumbo, Lester Cole and others
in the Hollywoed palitburo having delivered a
series of haranpgues that zlienated even some of
their high-profile supporters like Humphrey
Bogarl, Kazan continued to work on the stage,
directing Arthur Miller's Death.of @ Salesman and
Tennessee Williams' A Streetoar Named Desire,
and later a film with some of the same cast, star-
ring Marlon Brande as
Stanley Kewalski and Karl
Malden as Mitch,

Kazan had estab-
lished himself a5 a leading

*mmm wwm@w b R
FRRER & ssunbotnd -

-lvm

R oty

days, He explained himself two days later in an
April 12, 1952 notlce in the New York Thnes. Party
wrath erupted quickly and predictably.

Lillian Hellman called the testimony
“hard to believe for its pious shit" and an
avalanche of hate mail followed, That [ailed ta
deter Kazan, who later wrote, “within a year !
stopped feeling guilty or even embarrassed about
what I'd done.” In fact, ho had other statements to
make.

Schuiberg, who also cooperated with the
Committee, had bought the rights to “*Crime on
the Waterfront,” a series of Pulitzer Prize-winning
articles by Malcolm Johnson, and written the
screenplay that became On the Waterfront, for
Kazan,

The work is an aliegory of what both men
had just been through. A crime commissicn is
investigating corruption on the waterfront; where
the mob runs the union. Crime boss Johnny

Friendly bumps off these who dowr't play D
and D,’—deal and dumb. A priest, Father

Amerigandirector by the time
the Hbuse-Committee hearings
resumed in 1951, Much had
happened since the first set of
hearings. Stalin  launched
anather wave of purges that

included Kazan's-mentor Vsevolod Meyerhold,

along wilh Itzak Feffer and Solomon Michoels, a
pair of Jews which American Communists had
showcased stateside as proof that there could be

‘no anti-Semitism under socialism. With help from

American Communist spies, Stalin had acquired

- the atomic bomb and China had joined the ranks
“of Communist nations. Czechoslovakin fell to a

Communist coup .and North Korea invaded the

' ‘soulh 'By then Kazan was, in hils words, “anmher

man.”

“I believed it was the duty of the govern-
ment to investigate the Communist movement in
our country,” he wrote, “I couldn't behave as il my
old ‘comrades’ didn't exist and didn’t have an
active political program, There wasno way I could
ga along with their crap that the CP was nothing
but another political parly like the Republicans
and the Democrats. [ knew very well what it was,

a thareughly organized, worldwide conspiracy.

This conviction separated me from many of my
old friends.”

Kazan said be had “bcen ready to ques-
tion and doubt . . . I'd had every good reason to
believe the party should be driven out of its many
hiding place$ and into the light of scrutiny, but T'd
never sald anything becatise. It would be called
‘red-baiting.”

Called as a. witness, Kazan at first refused
to identify former comrades hut snon changed his
mind, appearing a: his own' reguest and naming
Communists he had known in the Group Theatre

Barry, played by Karl Malden, urges the men
not to maich violence with violence, If they really
want (o hurt the mob, he says, tlwy bhould testify
to the criine cominission,

“Now bays, gel smarl,” says Darry. “Now
getling the. facts to the public, teslifying for what
you knaw is right agalnst whai you know is wrong,
And what’s ratling to them is telling the truth for
yout. Now can’t yod see that?” Those who remain

silent, Barry adds, share the guilt,

The roken down boxer tells his brother,
Charlie the Gent, played by Rod Steiger, that this
business of testifying is “tougher than'1 thnughl "
But after Charlie falls victim 1o the thugs in a
waterfront version” of a_ Stalinist purge, Telry
decides to talk, leadmg to tl:e farnuus shuwdown
scene.

On the' Waaerfmm won séven Oscars,

. including best- agtor “for. Brando, with . Budd

Schulberg taking Lhe laure[s for ‘best ‘screenplay

_and Elia Kazan for.best director,

“I was tasting vengeance that night and
enjoying it," Kazan wrole, in his 1988 memoirs,
"On the Waterfront was my own story; every day
I worked on that-film, I was telling the Wworld
where I stood and my oritics to go and fuck lhcm-
selves,”

. Atthe hme Brando dldn’! understand the
movie’s symbollsm but the Party. dld “Ii id ‘not
surprising,” wrote. scréen Y
Lawson, who by then was the, CP's commzssar in.
Hollywood, “that the most - subile doses of
McCarthyite poison are’ concocied by men who
wear the livery of the.informer.” The mu\rle, he
sald of this great classic, “points the way to the
death of film art.” For fellow Iollywood Ten alum
Lester Cole, Onr the Waterfront was “designed to
justify stoolpigeons gnd slander trade unionism.”
Kazan's old friend Arthur Miller joined in the
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“stoolpigeon” chorus, and the malicious Lillian
Heliman, who would later disguise her own
Stalinism in a series of deceitful memoirs, cireulat-
ed the lie that Kazan had sold oul for money.

In the moral equation later popularized
by Victor Navasky's Naming Names, if
informing of any kind was a sin, then
informing on Communists was the unfor-
givable sin, and cooperating with the
Committee was worse than defending
Stalinism. Kazan's critics alsc took a cue
from E.M. Forster's dictum that, given the
cholee of selling oul his friends or his coun-
try, he would seli out his country—as if
belraying one's country did not include
one’s friends and family, and could be sacri-
ficed without sacrificing one's own identity
and seif.

Kazan wenl on to make Fast of
Eden, featuring James Dean, an actor he
discovered. The Peeple’s Daily World
called Kazan's A Foce in the Crowd, also
written by Budd Schulberg, “one of the
[inest propressive films we have seen™ even
though it had been produced by “two stool
pigeon witnesses.” Baby Doll and Spleadar
in the Grass [urlher showcased Kazan’s tal-
ents, The Visitors, about a soldler who
brings evidence of rape against former bud-
dies. was the first film to deal with the
home-[ront effects of Vietnam, It was well
recefved at the 1972 Cannes Film Festival,
bul juror Joe Losey, whom Yves Monland
described as a “1950s Slalinist,” voled
agninst il even though he liked the picture,

Kazan also proved thal his talents were
not limiled to stage and screen, penning America
America, praised as a “minor literary miracle” by
the MNew York Times. He also wrote The
Arrangemenit, The Assassins, The Understudy,
Acts of Love, The Anarolian, and the masterful
autobiography, Efla Kazan: A Life. By the time
.this book appeared in 1988, it was becoming clear
that American popular eulidre offered féw, if any,

parallels to Kazan's body of work. In 1989, the
American Film Institute considered him for thelr
Lifetime Achievement Award but the stoolpigeon
argument raised its ugly head once more by a gen-
eration that was in kneepants the first time it came

BLia Kazap

around. Producer Gail Aune Hurd, atiending her
first meeting, sald “we can't §ive this award (o 2
man who named names,” and Kazan was not
selected.

By then it was also clear that, whatever
his reasons for testifying, Elia Iazan had been
right about the natore of Commuitism, Stalin and
the Soviet Union, And he hiad spoken out about it
al a time when Statinist terror was still claiming
victims and in its modt anti-Semitic phase. Far 100
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many Hollywoed liberals, on the other hand, had
been wrong about Comimunism and remained
silent while Stalin steadily expanded his death list,
alist that included thousands of writers and artists.
“If you expect an apology now because I
wotild later name names, yon've misfudged
my character,” Kazan wrote in 1988. “The
‘horrible, immoral thing” [ would do, 1 did
out of my true self. . . The people who owe
you an explanation {no apology expected)
are those who, year afler year, held the
Soviets blameless for all their crimes.”

But Kazan's consistent anti-
Communism only hardened the hatred
against him, In 1996, the Los Angeles Film
Critics  Association considered giving
Kazan a lifetime achievement award, but
Joe McBride, the orpanization's vice presi-
dent, threatened to distribute copies of
Kazan’s testimony before the Commitlee
and said that to give him an award would
be ignoring the moral issue of informing.
The group duly rejected Kazan and gave its
lifetime achievement award instead to B
filmmaker Roger Corman, whose cinermat-
icslag heap includes Teenage Coveran and
Attack of the Crab Monsters,

The rejections disturbed many,
including the man who in A Streetcar
Named Desire had dragged Blanche
DuBois into the light. This past January, an
84-year-old Karl Malden appeared before a
board meeting of the Academy of Motion
Picture Arts and Sclences, a group that
includes Gregory Peck, Lew Wasserman, and
John Frankenheimer, and proposed an honorary
Oscar for Elia Kazan,

“When 1 got up to talk, I suspected that
there would be a big fight, but no one debatéed it at
all," Malden explained, “I said I'm nominating a -
dear friend, and as far as I am concerned, there’s
no place for politics in any art form. An award like
this i3 aboul your body of work. And when it
comes to a body of work, Glia Kazan deserves to

APIWiide World Phoio



PAGE 10

be honared,”

The board agreed, approving the award
unanimously, The conservative Charlton Heston
applauded the decision in the Wall Sireet Journal,
but in libera} Hoilywood the stench of the blacklist
still lingered, sioked by the fires of the stoolpigeon
argument,

“He made a lot of good pictures, so you
could say he deserves an award for his work,” said
Abe Polonsky, screenwriter for Body and Sou!
and one of the Ten. “I just wouldn’l wani to give it
to him, He was a creep. 1 wouldnt want (o be
wrecked on a desert island with him because i he
was hungry, he’d eat me alive.”

Polonsky should know. He was an ultra-
orlthodox Communist Party member (I write the
way I do because I'm a Marxist”) who took a lead
role in the inguisition of Kazan's friend Albert
Maltz, whose crime was to write an article criticiz-
ing the Party doctrine that art must be a weapon.
The Hollywood Communists forced Maltz 1o

recant and write a groveling retraction.

Polonsky was not alcne: “An artist dis-
plays honor when he stands up to HUAC, as the
late great actor Lionet Stander did, not when he
panders to HUAC, as Elia chose 1o do,” said actor
Allan Garfield, “This is simply nol the time, nor
will there ever be a time, tc reward past capitula-
tion with honorary Oscars of the present.”

Stander, who was not a great actor, was
also a member of a Party whose personal dialectic
still ptays, at this late date, in certain Hollyweod
circles. As it goes, America is evil and capitatism is
bad—except for my three-picture deal with
FParamount.

The current cabbage patch left, whether
or not led by Oliver Stone, will likely hold protests
or atlempt in some fashion to sabotage the award
to Kazan. Whatever the tantrum, Justice delayed is
not now justice denied for a great Américan artist,
And if some filmmaker on the rise wanted to show
true guts and independence, he could option
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Kazan's story. The pitch would be easy,

This is a story about a guy who told the
world where he stood, who was glad he did it, who
kept on deoing it under great adversity, who suf-
fered slander and injustice for his stand, but who
stuck to his principles and emerged triumphant in
the end. The filmmaker would not be working
under the same language resiriciions that existed
in 1954. Nor would the tale have Lo be symbolic, as
On the Waterfront was, bul could at last deal with
the Coword quite directly,

John Howard Lawson: "You ratted on us,
Elia,” .

Elia Kazan: “Hey, fuck you. You're a
cheap, corrupt piece of Stalinist shit, That’s why
I'm glad what I did lo you, You hear that? iy
I'm glad what I dene, and I'm gonna keep 6
on doing it.”

Kenneth Liloyd Billingsley is the author of
Hollywood Party, Prima, 1998,

“THE BEST exploration I've seen of
Hollywood...and the Communist Party.”

—CHARLTON HESTON

“BREAKS NEW GROUND.”

— Wadll Street Journal

“For years we've been treated to
the left-wing version of the
Hollywood blacklist. Now
‘Lloyd Billingsley has provided
us-with the rest of the story.”

—DAVID HOROWITZ,
_author of Radical Son
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The Diversity Hoax, Continued from page 1

letter admitted that they “chose to attend Boalt in
spite of {their] grave disappointment in the lack of
diversity evidenced in the Class of 2000." The let-
ter stated thal “completely abolishing [racial pref-
erences| without implementing any other suffi-
cient means of achieving diversity has comgpro-
mised our legal education. The pool of back-
ground experlences and perspectives we are
exposed Lo has diminished significantly, limiling
our opportunities for intellectual growth.” As
Wienir later noted, “Seventy-one percent of the
Class of 2000 signed the letter, and there was
scarce evidence at Boalt that those among the
twenty-nine percent minotity were welcome to
speak. I myself was one among the palpably silent
twenly-nine percent.”

The protesters wanted David,
among others, to sign the anti-Proposition
209 petition, and the more that David
politely refused, the more fiercely he was
meligned, accused, and called offensive
names, Finding his views excluded and his
voice silenced, David describes what he
calls “a hypocritical definition of ‘diversi-

Wy

Those who signed the letter
seemed to see themselves as more
empowered and enlightenad than their
dissenting contemporaries. Those who
refused to sign the letter were—I speak
from experience—scorned and dispar-
aged. The intolerance of the authors of
this open letter was clearly paradoxi-
cal: on the one hand, they espoused
*divergity™; on he other hand, they
rejected  anything but group-think.
Support them, in other words, or be
prepared for a gross slinging of names
that largely stick.

Allhough Wienir's {irst few months
ai Boalt Hall were rough, he kept his poise
and remained optimistic. “My voice was
not suppesed to be heard,” he later wrote, “I was
supposed to count only as one of those hateful,
oppressive opponents of diversity,” Hoping to find
that there was more intellectual freedom and
diversity at Boall Hall than he himself had experi-
enced, David set himsell a project. He sent out a
lelter to every student at Boall suggesting they
subinit essays thal he would try to publish, The
call for papers asked some simple guestions:
“How healthy is the marketplace of ideas here at
Boalt? Do you have falr opportunity to share your
ideay in the classroom? Dwoes expression flow
freely in an environment tolerant of diversity, or
does the climate of tolerance at Berkeley para-
doxically inhibit truc diversity of opinion? Has
political activism within the classroom silenced
important sludent perspectives?” Seeking “diary-
like" submissions, Wienir made it clear that “all
viewpoints are welcome and encouraged.”

He received a remarkable collection of
lwenty-seven cssays Tevealing a rampant attack
upon intelleclual freedom and free speech affect-
ing diverse students from across the political spec-
trum. Duvid sent me the collection to see if the
Foundation for Academic Standards & Tradition
{FAST), the nol-for-profil student organization T
run, would be interested in publishing it. T Felt thé
essays submitled to David clearly deserved to be
heard. The lwo of us cdited the collection and,
since all but two of the picces are skeptical about
the cxistence of free speech at Boalt Hall, decided
1o call it The Diversity Hoax: Law Studenis Report
from Berkeley.

The essays show that David Wieniry
experience as a swudent at UC Berkeley is not
unique. As Wienir writes, “The institutional prac-
tice of racial preference.may have been discontin-
ued in California, and some people -are upset-—
very upset. California®s Proposition. 209, which
banned governmeni-sponsored racial discrimina-

tion, made Boalt Hall ground zero for,a war over .

racial preferences;” with students and Faculty alike,
bemoaning “the lack of *diversity’ due to the ‘re-

segregation’ of campus.’, “Administralors -like

Boalt Hall Dean Herma Hill Kay issued melan-
choly statements about the bleakness of a futurs
without admissions based on racial and ethnic
diversity. Meanwhile, an atmosphere of intellectu-
al violence prevailed in the daily operations of the
law school. As Wienir writes in The Diversity
Heax:

The intolerant activists, comprised of
both Boalt students and other enthusiasts,
have personally attacked students who
express conlrary views by using tech-
niques of slander, intimidation, and pejo-
rative personal statements. They have
torn down flyers of organizations with

" diverse views. They have marched up and
down the halls chanting militant slogans

such as “Let them in or tear it down™
(“them” referring to under-gualified
minority students who- had not gained
admission under the new race-blind
admission policies, -#it" . referring to the
university). They have interruted classes
by insulting professors, blowng whistles,
and screaming into Ioudsgga]icrs. ...The
campus has been defaced. Fire “ujarms
have been pulled, Many of the students
even came lo class in full uniform, wear-
ing identical T-shirts signifying their
desire to ethnically reenginger the law
school, The language (hat the ‘diversity’
protesters used was clear, On the walls
they wrote; “FUCK 209” and “SUPPORT
DIVERSITY, NOT BOALT.”

One of the ugliest tactics of the ‘diversity’
protesters’ prolonged campalgn was to disrupt
classes by bringing in minority stedents from out-
side the Boall community. Alter acting rudely Lo
professors, the protesters would then confront
while people and ask them in a forceful way to
give up their seats to a minority student— a sym-
bolic gesture, But in at least one case, the ‘diversi-
ty* protesters unwitlingly asked a minority student
and refused Lo Lolerats ber dissenting view. As one
woinan who-cares greatly about both {ntellectual
and racial diversity teils in some of the most rivat-
ing pages of The Diversity Hoax, she hersclf,
although a minority of mixed race, was called
replignant, indeed racist, names simply on account
of the views she held, “When I expressed my out-
rage at being asked to give up my seat to a minor-
ity at a recent classroom protest staged in support

. of affirmative action,” writes [sabelle Quinn, “this

caused a classmate io call me a ‘racist white con-
‘servative idiof™” -

*  Students who had always fought to pror

tect the free speech of others found themselves in

*danger of being silenced because of what wag per-

ceived to be their incorrect views on aflfirmative

. .actign, “Funny, Pve always thought of myself as a
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classic liberal—the type that defends veciferously
the rights of people to disagree with me,” Nick-
Anthony Buford writes in his essay, But, “ironical-
ly, the inspiring ‘traditicnal’ 1960 paradigm of
Berkeley—of respect for diverse opinions—is sub-
verted, and trampled by the new intolerance of the
activist student thought-police who police the dis-
cussions which take place in the classrooms and
hallways.* In “News from the Ladies’ Room,”
Megan Elizabeth Murray holds “the belief that we
all have a right to speak.” Buf at Boalt, she points
out, “the very people whose rights I was trying to
respect were not respecting the rights of others.”

Berkeley was famous for fighting for free
speech in the 1960% But the academic year of
1997-58 saw the successful silencing of many stu-
dents who sought diversity of ideas and free
speech, The *diversity’ protesters, a fluctu-
ating group of students penerally ranging
from 20 to 100, used tactics so ugly that lib-
eral and moderate Democrats alike—alang
with a small number of conservatives—felt
silenced by the radical liberals with whom
they thought they shared a belief in fairness
and freedom of speech. Boalt Hal! became
a place where those crying out most loudly
for diversity did everyihing they could to
destroy it.

When intellectual freedom is
denied to some, everyone loses, as the
essays in Thes Diversity Hoax make clear
“In my module, in particular, there exists a
great deal of unease belween the Ripht and
the Leflt,” writes Randall Lewis in his essay:
“1 sympathize with the Left much more
often. Yet, that does not jmply that I'won’t
make comments that [ regard as theoreti-
cally trze when an argumenl on the Left is
weak. Hindering speech and refreining
from making legical points only works to
all our detriment.”

The Ysilencing of dissenting voices
at Boalt also means that our ¢lassroom dis-
cussions are much less rich than they might
otherwise be,” writes Heather MeCormick
in “The Unprofitable Monopoly.” Indeed,
“many who disagree with the ultra-liberal view-
point that dominates discussion at Boalt have
leamned to keep silent.” Wondering how this could
be the case at an elite law school, she asks: “Why is
it that we, as advocates in training, are nevertheless
sc reluctant to stand up for our positions?” It is a
good question. “Our expectations are anchored so
lar to the Left at Boalt™ that “in most classes, we
don't hear from true conservatives at all, only less
extreme liberals,” writes McCormick. “Iif*rcading
this article, maybe you have assumed that T am a
conservative. I am not. I am a moderate Democrat,
That my viewpoints can pass for conservatism in
the classroom (which they sometimes do) appalls
me and shows just how flat the- debate is.”
MeCormick’s proposed solution to the problem
would demand more of conservatives and liberals
alike: “More conservatives must be willing to
express tlieir viewpoinis in class, in spite of their
fears of being demenized., Should the debate
become ene-sided nevertheless, more liberals and
moderates need Lo offer alternative perspectives,
even if that means playing devils advocate,”

On her first day of school, writes Darcy
Edmonds, “I feared confrontation with fellow stu-
dents asking me to carry signs and demonstrate for
a cause about which I was still unsure.” Soon, how-
ever, BEdmonds writes, #1 agraed with [the protest-
erg’] intention of showing that the students were
united in their belief in diversity in the classroom,
50 I agreed le participate.” Edmonds soon noticed
the duplicity of the protesiers, who did not tell all

their supporters the full extent and intolerant .

nature of thelr plans. Instead, she saw their ability
“for usitg . . . other students like pawns in Lheir
game of political strategy.” Where did this leave

her? *I felt I could not tell anyone my personal-.

philoiophies—that T wanted (o increase opportuni-

ties for students of diverse backgrounds but did not -

support affirmative action,” The havassing tactics of
the ‘diversity' protesters created an atmosphere in
which students were “not willing to risk resentment
by veicing their honest -opinions.” The diversity

hoaxz—the “heodwinking l‘assg,.lmption that diversity

B
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includes only certain views—was teirifying.

The ‘diversily’ protesters even treated
Dean Kay, their intelleclual ally, terribly,
McCormick offers this moving comment; “While 1
endorse efforts Lo increase minority enrollment at
Boalt, there was no way 1 was going to stand in the
Dean’s office and shout down a woman who has
devoted a lifelime to defending the rights of
women and minorities,”

David Wienir's experience at Boalt is tes-
timony. 1o the one-sided intolerance that creates
division and keeps people from coming to com-
mon ground, "I came to Berkeley sympathetic to
some of the issues of the liberal Democratic agen-
da, and remain so,” he writes. “However, I am
adamanl that the tactics of the intolerant radical
activists actually erode the validity of much that
they have 1o say. As I pazed across the historic
campus late one April night, 7 wondered what
ever happened to the Berkeley of the Sixties—a
Berkeley that celebrated freedom of expression,

and despised narrow-mindedness?” As Wienir
observes, “many Boalt students act as if their edu-
cation is threatened whenever any conservative
view is expressed. Ironically, the conservative
views are generally those supporting libera)
notions of freedom of expression. Still, almost
every time a lone conservative tried to raise his or
her voice during my first year at Boalt, things got
ugly” How ugly? “Fists, rather than hands, were
raised, Eyes roiled. Glares flashed, Intalerance
radiated. Diversily of mind was declared danger-
ous and unwanted, Ouly racial diversity was cele-
brated and cherished.”

The students who submitted essays for
The Diversity Hoax raise some questions
American higher educetion would do well to con-
front with honesty. “What was I thinking expecting
a mature public discussion in. a top U.S, law
school?™ asks Megan Elizabeth Murray. “To me,
diversily is a range of viewpoints and experiences.”
Muzray asks further, “How can we ‘become’ color-
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blind all the while highlighting our differences with
fireworks? We end up pitted against each otler
based on race instead of forgetting thal we look
different. To advance we must advance ourselves.
Each of us must stop complaining about the past
and look to the future,”

But at Boalt Hall, it appears, hope & iz
and wisdom are not tolerated, q,.

Mare Berley is exccutive director of the Foundation
for Academic Standards & Tradition (FAST), a
not-for-profit student organization, Unless other-
wise indicated, all quotations in this essay are from
The Diversity Hoax: Law Students Report from
Berkeley, ‘eds. David Wienir and Marc Berley
(New York: FAST, 1999).

Read excerpts of The Diversity Hoax by visiting
FAST's Web site al: www.gofastorg. Order your
copy by phone: 1-800-247-6533, or by e-mail:
order@bockmaster com,

edited by
David Wienir
and Marc Berley

Read the inside story of left-wing
ideology at Boalt Hall at UC
Berkeley Law Sc

Diverst

Hoax

e

or read excerpts at the Foundation for
Academic Standards & Tradition’s (FAST)
website at www.gofast.com.

To order 'co_pi'es' call :
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he absence of a left on the radar screen  and identify the political left.

of American politics is one of the won- Who are the left? Socialists, “progressives,”
ders of the age. What happened to all gender feminists, critical race theorists, “criti-
those activists who went to war against the cal” theorists of all stripes, opponents of wel-
System in the 1960s, and who took to the fare reform, proponents of an expanding wel-
streets to promote the West's defeat in the Cold  fare state, members of the coalition to lynch
War? How is it that our universities boast more Clarence Thomas and also to save Bill Clinton,
socialists and kitsch marxists than the former = tax-the-rich ideologues, Christian-haters and
satellites of the-now defunct Soviet bloc? Who “PLO-supporters, reflexive bashers of white
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organizes the party line that promotes the Amnericans and America—hatérs m general.
rhetoric of class, race and gender warfare in And: anyone who uses the term “oppres-
national political debates? sion” to describe any set of social relations in

We think the list below is the beginning of  Apnerica today. And: any knee-jerk name-caller
an answer. Everybody agrees there is a Right in - who responds to this list by invoking the
American politics, and everybody thinks they. - specier of Joseph-McCarthy, which is the left’s
can name the players. We think it is time to favorite tactic-for closing debate on its political
take a balanced view of the political process agendas.
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Ethnosclerosis

The Accidental Asian: Notes of a Native
Speaker

by Eric Lin

(Praeger, New York, 1998, 256 pp. $23.00)

REVIEWED BY KENNETH LEE

his past summer, the Washington

Post printed several letters from

irate readers complaining about a
recent article on Asian and Latino immi-
grants, One writer groused that the article
perpetuated “widely held myths” about
Astan Americans and cited numerous sta-
tistics to support his contention. Another
letter writer, Karen Narasaki of the
National Asian Pacific American Legal
Consortinm,. expressed similar outrage at
the supposedly inaccurate and pernicious
portrayals.

What exactly was the Posrs sin? Did it
propagate Charlie Chan canards? Or make racist
remarks about Asians? Quite the contrary. The
article noted the unique position of Asians in
America’s political and socioeconemic landscape:
as racial minorities, Asian-Americans have histor-

ically been the “victims of racism but have now .

crossed over into the realm of relative privilege.”
Indeed, until the early 20th century, California stiil
had laws aimed at preventing Asians from owning
property.

The most epregious form of anti-Asian
bias, of course, pccurred during World War II
when the federal government placed thousands of
Japanese-Americans into internment camps.
Today, the article noted, Asian-Americans some-
fimes cncounter a different but still injurions gov-
crnment-backed discrimination in the form of
affirmative action. For example, the prestigious
Lowell IMigh School in San Francisco has placed
de facto admissions quetas off overachieving
Asian students.

Overall, the Post arln.le. was an evénhand-
ed discussion of how Asian-Americans (as well as
Latinos) have upsel the old black-white paradigm
ol privileged Caucasians versus disenfranchised
African-Americans. As the article noted, Asian
Americans have managed to make substantial
economic gains, despite historical barders. And
that was the problem with, the article: it portrayed
Asfans in a too positive light, reinforcing the
“model minority myth.” Ironically, while black
leaders complain about too many African-
Americans being characterized as criminals by the

media, some Asian-American activists argue that
Asians are- unfairly depicted as A-students and
successful businessmen: William Wong of the
Qakland Tribune laments, “There doesn’t seem to
be a ot of effort made by media to cover . . . the
underbelly, the downside of the Asian-American
experience.” The media, in other words, should
devote more attention to Asian drug users, wel-
fare cheals and gang members,

This type of reaction is par for the
course In today's whiquitous vietim politics.
Before, it was primasily the more economically
disenfranchised minorities (i.e., blacks) who
portrayed themselves as victims, Now, even
minorities that are well-off by most standards
rush to claim the mantle of victimhoed,
According to these race-peddling activists,
race Is destiny in America. Whites rarely give
minorities a fair shake, and thus affirmative
action and other government policies are nec-
essary Lo prolect the rights of people of color.
A corollary is that there is only one ‘authen-
lic* minority view, which is invariably mired
in victimology and identity-politics.

A useful antidote to this racialistic
thinking comes from The Aecidental Asian,
a briel book by Eric Liu, a twenty-nine
year old former Clinton speechwriter and
currently n stodent af’ Huavvard Law
Scheol. In this collection of breezy per-

sonal essays, Llu, a second-generation
Chinese-American, eschews the idenatity-
pelitics of the left because, as he elo-
quently puts it, he feafs that overempha-
sis on racial identily will lead to
“ethnosclerosis: the haldemng of the
walls between Lhe races.”
Allhough he views identity pol
itics with susplcton, L1u believes that
“race s not simply embrace or dtace,” Lin yearns
for a society where racial minorities can “treat
race a5 an oplion, the way white people loday are
able to enjoy ethnicity as an option.” This scems
to be an acceptable middle-of-the-road vision of a
multiethnic America, a land where people can
respect ethnic differences but also realize that
they are Americans first. As Lin explains,
“America is exceptional not.only beeause it pro-
vides due process and a setting tor {ree cullural
expression but also because it synthesizes the
many cultures it welcomes . . . It i§precisely in an
age of globalization that Amenca becomes the
most necessary place on e,arlln,’l hal s why we owe
it our undivided onalty g

Notwithatanding his dlstaete for the radi-
cal multicultural left, however, Liv has some
ambivalence about assimilation. He describes
himself as an “accidental Asian” who stumbled
into his racial identity, and is often unsure whal it
means to be a second generation Chinese-
American, Such feelings of ambivalence may be
natural, especially among first or second-genera-
tion Americans. Conservalives sometimes unreai-
istically expect immigrants lo assimilale overnight,
and make the mistake of too quickly denouncing
those who- dor't as un-Amesican. Assimilatien,
however, is an inlergenerational process. The first
generation slowly sheds its Old World ways, while
their progeny more quickly adapt to the American
culture,

Liw's ambivalence about assimilation and
his rejection of radical identity politics have made
him anathema to sthnic activists. Liv admits that
he has been called a traitor to his race and a
“banana’—yellow on the outside and white in the
inside—because of his moderate views, (Such
derogatory terms come in colorful and creative
forms—during my college days at Corneli, I
myself was routinely labeled an “Uncle Weag,™ a
play on the term Uncle Tom). Liu notes, however,
that Asian-Americans and other minorities today
“do not face the levels of discrimination and
hatred that demand an enclave mentality.” To be
sure, Asian-Americans still face some racism
today and are too often presumed to be foreign-
ers. But its nothing like that of yesleryear, and
when some people ask ignorant questions, 'it’s
often motivated by curicusity than by hate,

Furthermore, Astan-American activists
are wrong on an even more fundamental level: the

notion of a pan-Asian identity Is itself suspect.
Unlike blacks who may share the historical legacy
of slavery and segregation or Latinos wha share
language and religion {i.e., Catholicism), Asian-
Americans do not have sich a common thread to
bind them. Bach Asian ethnic group has fls own
distinct language and culture, They also have dif-
ferent religions: Vietnamese-Americans are gen-
erally Cathollc, Koreans are moatly Protestant and
many cthers are Buddhists, Also, historical ani-
mosity separates the differenl Asizn ethnie
groups. T is more likely for an Asian-American to
marry someone of a different race than someone
of a different Asian ethnic group.

If there is anything that binds Asian-
Americans, it has less lo do with race than with the
immigrant experience. With the exception of
Japanese-Americans, most Asians came to the
United States only after ethnic origin quotas were

- abolished by the Immigration Act of 1965. Two-

thirds of Asian-Americans are foreign-born, and
the remaining one-third are often caly second or
third generation Americans,

‘What exactly is this immigrant experience
that binds Asian-Americans? It is the inscourity
faced by all immigrants who have lefy their native
Iﬂﬂd and hﬂVC come 1o start anew ina new coun-
ey It is also the appreciation of liberty by those
who fled totalilarian tegimes or lived under the
constant specter of communism. And it is the opti-
mism held by immigtants that America rewards
people who work hard, The intellectual class
might consider such a belief as trite and naive, but
most immigrants—more even than native-born
Americans—have an unwavering faith in the
American dream, When pollsters asked dilferent
racial groups il they believe Lhat people can suc-
ceed in Americs if they only work hard, Asian-
American respondents answered ves at one of the
highest rates of any racial group.

These attributes have made Asian-
Americans natural consgrvatives, notwithstanding
the copious media coverage given to Johuny
Chung and other Asian-American Clinton
cronies. Althongh Asian-American voters are not
permanently wedded to either party, polling data
show that Asians voted more Republican than
even whiles in the 1992, 1994 and 1996 clections.
Indeed, Bob Dornan, the firebrand former con-
gressman, for example, routinely received two-
thirds of the Vietnamese vote, and was a multiple
grand marshal at the annual Korean-American
parade in Orange County. These figures showing
high Asizn support for the GOPR however, have
rarely been mentioned by the media. Liueurious-
1y cnough, docs not mention them either, Maybe a
former Clinton speechwriter finds such facis
uncemfortable,

Despile his aversion towards identity pol-
itics, Liu still can't fully extricate himaelf from the
left’s racial shibboleths. Take the “model minorily
myth,” Liu, while not outright dismissive of the
mosie]l minority imape, is somewhat critical of it.
Other Asian-American activists are more decisive
in their criticisms of the model minority image.
Frank Wi, a law professor at Howard University,
argues thal even positive slereotypes are harmiul
because they still reinforce sterentypes and ignore
individual character. This is a very compelling and
noble argument, but i1 has virtually no credibility
coming from the political lefl. After zll, the very
same activists who denounce medel minority
stereotypes actively support sensitivity seminarg
that perpeluate slereatypes by stressing that dif-
ferent races have different traits, And the left vig-
orously supposts affirmative action, which places
membership in & racial group over individoal

“achievement,

The real reason the left abhors the'model

. minority myth has little to do with its perpetuation

of stereotypes. Rather, the left loathes It because it
shatters the dogroa thal. Ameriea is an ineluciably -
oppressive. aation where minorities catnot sue-

ceed, How is that that Asian Americans, who have

sutfered and continue to suffer from racism, have
succeeded without government help?
Asian-American activists readily admit
that the medel minority image will undernine the
foundation of the welfare state. For example,
aetivist Chau Ming Lee grumbled, “One of the old
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myths is, no matter what kind of problem, the
Asjans can lake care of themselves." (Ged for-
bidl) Grace Yun, a professor of Asian-American
studies, complained, “Because of this [modsl
minority] image, the needs of many Asian
Americans who are poor, homeless, drug abusers
or school dropouts are not even being Identified,
much less met,” And an umnbrella group called
Asian Pacific Americans for Affirmative Action
argued in 1996 that, “This perpetuation of the
medel minority myth masks . . . the continuing
nead by Asian Pacific Americans for alfirmative
action” in coniracting and other areas. (One Asian
activisl even blames the model minority image for
the spread of AIDS. As Joel B, Tan explains,
“Asians are considered to be educated, affiuent,
healthy and heterosexual” and thus not enough
AIDS education has been directed toward
Asians,)

One law professor at Southern Methodist
Universily complained to the New York Times,
“The model minority myth conceals the pervasive
racism and economic inequality that Asian-
Americans suffer . . 'Laotians, Hmong,
Cambodians and Viethamese in the United States
{have high] poverly rates.” But this arpument
completely misses the boat. Of course, there are
numerous exceptions 1o a general Proposition—
that is the very nalure of an aggregate analysis,
For example, one can easily find literally millions
of exceptions to the assertion that Caucasians are
overall prosperous. Millions of whites live on the
dole, and millions of others barely eke out a living,
Yet minority activists always characterize whiles

as generally well-off, which is trie from an aggre-
gate view, Likewise, it is [air to say that overall,
Aslans are faring well in the United States: they.
have the highest education level, the highest fam-
ily income and the lowest illegitimate birth rate of
any racial group in America,

The second argument used by Asian
activists is to minimize Asian American achieve-
ments. Yes, Asians have done well, they argue, but
it's because they were highly ecucated immigranls
who came to the United States with money and a
college degree, The implicit message is that Asian-
Americans really havent succeeded in America;
they brought their success to America. And thus
Asian immigrants’ purported success does not real-
ly prove that America is the land of opportunity.

It is ttue that most Asian immigranls are
highly educated, but their degrees are often use-
less in the United States. Indeed, Trost immigrants
end up toiling at & job completely unrelated to
their former profession. Visit some stores in
Koreatown in Los Angeles, and youw'll meet for-
mer pharmacists who now run dry-cleaning shops.

Most Asian immigrants—like previous
immigrant greups—have succeeded through end-
less hours of work, not because of some lofty
degree or government help. And their sacrifice
ultimately provides more opportunities and a
brighter future for their children. As much of a
cliche as this may seem, this Is the.same path of the
American Dream that generations of immigrants
have always traveled. ..

My family’s immigrant experience Is prob-
ably typical of many Asian jmmigrants, We imuni-

grated in 1980 from Korea, wheére my father had
worked as an engineer. But his college degree did-
Rt open too many deors for him in America: fhere
were few opportunities in a time of economic
downturn for a middle-aged immigrant who could
not speak a word of English. S6 he ended up fix-
ing spray palnt machines for a living. Yet by (oiling
thirteen hours a day, six days a week, my father
was able to save enough money to start his own
business and mave cur family from Los Angeles
to the suburbs of Orange County. My parents also
relied on a community-based loan pool called
“kye”: my parents and a group of their friends
pooled their monies tegether to give each other
interest-free loans. This is hardly a Horatio Algier
story, but it Is typical of how immiprants to
America—be it Asians, Jews, of the Irish—have
succecded through hard work and sacrifice.
Indeed, no immigrant group has ever succeeded
through government handouts. In giving scant
treatment to this aspect of the Asian American
experience, Liu’s book disappoints. He spends
considerable time on the model minority ‘myth’
(he has a chapter called “The New Jews”), but he
fails to convincingly explain how or why Asian-
Americans have succeeded. If we want to Jook
beyond race {as Lin claims to want}, then we
should maybe start by accepting that universal
values like hard work and sacrifice are the s}y,
keys to success for Amencans of all races. qg

Kenneth Lee a sluden! at Harvarti Law Schaol, is
the author of Huddled Masses, Muddied Laws

-(Praeger, 1998).
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President Creates New Agency: Names Woman First Director

yesterday, President Clinton signed an

executive order creating the Federal
Public Safety Administration, and appointed
Janet Sicherheit as its first director. The new
agency, which will incorporate the Federal
Family Security Administration and oversee
many of the functions of the
Departments of Energy, Health and
Human Services, Transportation and
Housing, is a key eclement of the
President’s promise to downsize gov-
emment.

In accepting the appointment, Mrs,
Sicherheit pledged that, as Director of Public
Safety, her [irst undertaking will be to imple-
ment the establishment of the nation’s first
Family Security Zones, an idea that she says
tock shape during her tenure with the Federal
Family Security Administration (FFSA).

“In & society as advanced as ours,
there is no excuse for tolerating the level of
risk 1o life and limb that we see every day in
this couatry,” she told the seleet group in the
Rose Garden. “From the moment I became a
mother, I dreamed of creating the idesl place
Lo raise children. When my own children were
small, it always pained me to have to scrub
their litlle knees after they fell on the play-
pround, because the antiseptic made them ery.
In our Security Zones all sidewalks, streets and play-
grounds will be paved with SofStreet™, an advanced
paving material developed by government enginecrs,
which the OMB assures me will pay for itself in
reduced emergency-room visits by the year 2451, Gur
Family Security Zones will become an oasis of safety
in a perilous world.”

Mrs. Sicherheit’s interest in promoting safe-
Ly did not begin with the birth of her children, how-
ever, A graduate of National Law School, she brings
twenty-four years of experience to her new position,
having been the Director of the FESA since 1989, and
before that, an FFSA altomey in the Division of
Child Welfare, where she specialized in product edu-
cation and .malysls

Born in 1949, the cnly child of Stanley and
Doris Gefalw, highly successful liability lawyers wilh
a practice in Gokview, Arkansas, she expected fo fol-
low in her parents* footsleps, and, immediately after
her graduation from law school in 1975, joined her
parents’ firm of Gefahr, Gefahr, Peligro &
Dangerfiekl, She had worked there for nearly two
years when, alter reading a heartrending letler of
thanks wrilten to her parents by the mother of a child

In a brief ceremony in the Rose Garden

by Judith Schumann Weizner

who had died alter ingesting a serew, she bepgan to
question the meaning of her life. In the letter, the
childs mother thanked the Gefahrs for their tireless
work in winning a ten million dellar setliement from
the manulacturer of the screw, al the same time
observing thal the ten million was not eneugh to dull
the pain of lusing a child,

“I hadn't yet had my children,” Mrs,
Sicherheit says. “In fael, 1 hadn’t yel met Mr

JANET SICHERHEIT

Sicherheil. But the tone of that letter made it clear
that my life’s work must be Lhe prevention of this soit
of tragedy, not just providing Balm for (he bereaved,”

Following a period ol soul-searching, she
look a job In the FFSA, where her first assignment
whas to find ways (0 improve education about safety in
the home, She says she was distressed (o discover how
listle attention was being paid to pillow safety, and she
quickly sought and received anthorization to conduct
a study showing tha: each year since 1962 three or
more children had died as a result of improper use of
pillows, Her work in this area led to the FFSA direc-
tive that labels on pillows;'in addition to specific

_information about the product's cnntent and flamma-

bility, must carry & warning abhut [fhe proper use of
the product, along with & re mend'umn from the
Surgeon General that pil]ow 1dt.be used by children
under the age of sixteen, -

‘Whea Mrs, Sicherheit became the FESA'
director, ber stutl bad one of the warning labels lami-
nated onto a piece of granite and presented it to her,
1t still sits on her desk. “That Iabel was the first tangi-
ble proof 1 had that others considered pillow safety
fmportant,” she says. *I look at it whenever 1 feel

daunted by the size of my task and I think of the chil-
dren whose lives have been saved because of that lit-
tle scrap of cloth”

Now that the importance of public safety has
been recognized by creation of an independent
department, Mrs. Sicherheit is eager te begin working
toward her goal of reducing needless injuries and
deaths by twelve percent a year untii the number
approaches zero. “At that point,” she admits, “we will
have lo take a long, hard look at the remnining
cases.” ’

But Mrs. Sicherheit says she expects
to reach her goal very guickly within the vio-
lence-, smoke- and polliution-fres zones that
are the linchpin of her program. “Hazardous
activities within the green line will be prohib-
ited and anyone engaging in them will be sub-
Ject to prosecution,” she warns.

The Family Security Zones are
expecied to attract large numbers of young
families, as child-safe homes, constructed by
Putting Children First, Inc., will incorporate
rounded corners, soft doors and built-in furni-
ture sensitively placed with careful attention to
individual differences in height and leg length.
To guard against the improper use of appii-
ances, each-adult will have a personal identifi-
cation code to unlock the devices and their
designated electrical sockets; this advanced
system will also facilitate the monitoring of
energy use, Bach house will have a windowless
“eclipse room”, although these will' not be
mandatory outside the zones until 2002

Mors. Sicherleit emphasizes that preliminary -
studies indicate that the zones, featuring smoke-free .
restavrants scrving low-fal, low-sodium, sugarless
cuigine and non-alecholic, non-carbionated and decal-
feinated beverages, will be economically viable,
drawing record numbers of lourists,

In a symbolic gesture, the first Family
Security Zone will open in Washinglon D,C, in 1999
with others following at Lhe rate of seventeen 3 year.
Initially, residents will be selected by lotlery from
amorg the cily’s poort, as the governmenl attempts (o
compensate them for the neglect of the Reagan-Bush
era, but eventually anyone will be allowed to bid on
homes and businesses in the zones; bidding permit
fues are expecied Lo raise the nine hundred trilion
dollars necessary to implement the program, and Mrs,
Sicherheit has already given Congress data indicating
that any costs not offset by the fees will be recovered
in reduced medical and law-enforcement expenses.

Mrs. Sicherheit was quick to assure reporters
that the Family Security Zones will be open | “\'U‘/
to atiyone regardless of race, religion, ethiic gu's.
origin or prior convictions. qn
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