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NITWIT FEMI

ne night last April,
American feminists,
among them Gloria
Steinem and National
Organization for Women (NOW)
president Patricia Ireland, met at
the 25th anniversary of the Ms
Foundation to hear Roseanne
(who once grabbed her crotch
while “singing” the national
anthem) joke about Bill Clintons
reputed affair with an intern
roughly the age of his daughter
and excuse the man now revealed
to be, if nothing ¢lse, a serial grop-
er, because as she said, he is
Youte.” .

-~ Thig ?‘?{‘éetin'g of feminist
nabobs was symbolic of the rea-
sons that the Dulles chapter of
NOW from the suburbs of
Washington rebelled, The women
of the Dulles chapter, disgusted

cases of sexual misconduct that
did not involve Demaocrats, There
was also NOW?% apparent belief
that Clinton’s alleged seduction of
a young girl in his employ was a
harmless consensual “love affair.”
And NOW's silent, tacit endorse-
ment of the “nuts and “slnts™
attack by-Clinton’s friends on the
women acousing him of impropri-
eties, And NOW?% incoherent and
opportunistic position on the
Presidential libido, including
Ireland’s reluctant statement call-
ing the alleged ‘groping of
Kathleen Willey a  “sexupal
assault,” and then dropping the
matter. Bven NOW founder Beity
Freidan and friend Susan Faludi
said that Clinton’s office assaylts
were in his “private life” and none
ol our business, and NOW hall-
heartedly considered a march to

with the radical feminist status quo, met with members of the
scrappy and conservative Independent Womens Forum (once,

denounced as “dangercus” by Ireland) a month later to-

announce their intention to work together on harassment and

possibly other issues; to urge the formation of a new women’s )

movement; and to declare that feminism, as NOW has defined it;
is dead.,

What stuck in the craw of this dissident NOW chapter,
the first one to issue such a bold challenge to the national orga-
nization? For one thing, the dismissive, even defamatory atti-
tude of the national NOW leaders toward Paula Jones, a con-
tempt they expressed at the same time they were pressing lesser

. the White House and then rejected the notion because, in

Ireland’s words, it would appear that the organization was “tak-

. ing a side,”

< ". “This is nitwit feminiem * said Marte-Jose Ragab, presi-

_denf of the Dulles chapter, which called for the resignation of
‘thé NOW national leadership on the grounds that it has made

the orgdfiization into a tanghing-stock and deserted ndt only the
15,000 women now seeking relief from sexnal abuse through the
nation’s court system, bui the founding ideals of a once-sensible
movement. Flanned to be democratic, NOW?s leadership had
made the organlzation repressive and marginal Planned ta
unite women, it had made war on religion and families. Planned

Continited on page 9

D1vERSITY HITS THE BEACH AT MONTEREY BAY

FUTURECAMPUS

by Paul Ciotti

funny thing happened to California
ASiate University at Monterey Bay on
“Aits way to the 21st century. When it
opened for businiess two years ago on the
sandy dunes of what used to be the old army
base at Fort Ord, campus officials did a nation-
wide search for progressive diversity-minded
faculty, put together a new interdisciplinary
social service-oriented curriculum, hired
Chicano activists to staff the administration
and then sat back to await what they hoped
would be a flood of students from “historical-
ly under-served, under-educated and low-
income populations,”

But this rise of the underclass never happened.
Contrary o admlnistration hopes, the student bady did-
'l come primarily from the familjes of strawberry and
lettuce-field workers in ncarby Salinas. Instead two-

thirds of the school’s enrollment grew op in such
wealthy while southern California beach communitjes
as Santa Barbara, Santa Menica, Irvine, and Huntington
Beach. To officials at_the new campus, this was more
than a shock. 1t aisc raised the disturbing possibility that
critics of Lhis “multilingual, multicultural, gender-gqui--
table” school might have been right after all, Perhaps
there had never been any need to build another campus
in Monterey to serve “historically under-served” popU-
lations, or anyone else, Perhaps, maost disturbing of all,
the reason far building the school had never been edy-
catfonal anyway.

f the California Slate Universi ty at Montarey Bay is,
as {ts boosters insist, “a campus for the 21st centogy,”
the foture of education in this country is a good deal
bleaker than perhaps most of us now realize. To pet 1o
the school you start at the Pacific Ocean, drive dus east
through sandy, wind-swept dunes, past long rows of
Continyed on page 12
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Murderously Angry, But Why?

I have often wondered at what, exactly, rappets
like Ice Cube are so murderously angry. What
fuels their seemingly limitless rage and hatred?
Here is a group of young men that has found
suceess and riches beyond the reach of many
people, white or black. And they have succeed-
ed in a country that they regard as a bastion of
racism. How ironic that the hatred, bigotry, and
violence that is espoused in so much of their
music is on par with or greater than similar sen-
timents advanced by the most virulent white
racists and anti-Semites. Ice Cube et al, have
become more zealous bigots than their straw-
man “oppressors” ever were, and the revoln-
tionary future envisioned by these hip-hop
“gangstas” rivals in its horrors any of the great
barbarisms we have witnessed in the twentieth
century. Lastly, the true cowardice of Jee Cube
and his like-minded fellows is apparent in their
calls to “swarm” the suburbs and assault, rape,
and murder defenseless whites. There are
places in this country where true white racists
live and congregate, who I'm sure would

biography of Engels, they would see that Marx
was metely the man Engels, a high-school drop-
out, hired to flesh out and give an air of acade-
mic authority to his predictions of working-class
revolution well before Marx had any interest in
such ideas. What Engels called “Marxism” is
primarily his own ideas—the ideas of Engels
the patron, not of Marx the perpetually begging

client, If these facts were known and accepted
by those who have followed academic fashions,
what Engels called “Marxism” might have lost
its academic alure long ago,

Lawrence Cranberg
Austing TX

Fables for our Times

A complaint! A valid complaint! The article by
Judith Schumann Weizner in the last issue of
Heierodoxy is truly a sad attempt at satire,
Although T've a fairly well developed sense of
humor and am able to. generally ignore the
occasional lapse of good taste or intelligent

welcome with relish the sight of a hip-
hep swarm coming their way.
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Tom Gordon || ZATeLES nARBATTERONS o FOLTEA,

New York, NY
Marcusian Socialism

David Horowitz's “150 Years of Evil”
explodes with deserved anger at the New
York Times for featuring a eulogy of
Marx by English professor Steven
Marcus, But Marcus merely proved that
he had iearned little since his 1974
Random  House book, Engels’
Manchester and the Working Class. That

rested, 3

REcers D OTHER FOLLIES
WRITE TO US
With this &u.ylil Hssu .‘fgez}ﬂmdo.ty goes on its
annual summé\k

X| ect;n ‘hear fromt us
h

again nrm!nd Lab |:

book was a eulogy of Engels’ “The
Condition of the Working Class in -

LEngland in 1845" originally published in.

German, and read with avidity by Germans
envious of England’s burgeoning industrial
power, eager to believe anything deropatory
about i,

In fact, a recent edition of Engels’ work by an
enlinent economic historian, the late William
Otto Henderson, exposed thoroughly its many
felse and misleading assertions, and places
Manchester’s industrial history in proper con-
text. But Marcus evidently neither knew nor
cared what competent historians had to say
about Engels’ Manchester as representative of
the down side of the Industrial Revolution in
England. Marcus' Manchester was almost one
hundred and fifty years out of date, so it is not
surprising that his views today on the
Comnuinist Manifesto are equally out of date.
What beguiles academics whe cling to Marxian
dogma in the face of its overwhelming repudia-
tion by history? Is it because they see them-
selves in some way in the impressively bearded,
monocoled figure of Dr. Marx, with his acide-
mi¢ pretensions and hunger for power? Perhaps
if they read Henderson’s masterful two-volume

writing, Ms, Weizner’s effort does nothing more
than hold Heterodoxy up to ridicule. Of course,
its your prerogative s editor to do whal you
choose, but an article such as “Housewife
Arrested” makes it dltogether difficult for the
less than sophlstlmted “1eader 1o accept
He!crodaxy as a serious joumal of conservative
issues. As you know betler than most, we need
all the sericus consideration and #ttention we
can get. If you must print Ms. Weizner’s
“Stranger than Fact” articles, could you not
clearly label them as “Fables for Our
Beleaguered Times?” In doing so you would
avoid the likely misunderstanding of why you
prinied the articles in the first place. For (he
record, I beught two of Ms, Weizner's Stranger
Than Fact books, one for myself and one for
our daughter and enjoy reading them. So I
guess T qualify as a fan,

Gene Trimble
Sun City, CA

Satire Brings Scorn on Conservative Press

It's certain that the Los Angeles Times

would never dream of publishing a headline so

IETE a8,

cleverly ironical as to call The Communist
Manifesto a “Sacred Document,” so the enclo-
sure has to be wholly Heserodoxy's work. 1 hope
you never pull a boner like this again. It tends
to call scorn and ridicule down upon the con-
servative press.

Unless you really did intend “profit”
for “prophet,” and the misspelling parodies a
habit of the Los Angeles Times that I never
heard of before—in which case I apologize for
the foregoing.

Bob Leman
Bethel Park, PA

Much Rejoicing on the Internet

Where have you been all my life?] I pride
myself on being well read; up to date on ali the
late breaking; sitting on the cutting edge of edi-
torialfinfo . . . I've been lonely too. I must con-
fess. I thought Pat Buchanan and me the oniy
souls of Conservatism left in this country and
then I stumble as it were into your websitel Just
a brief scan of what you have to say
about your magazine is enough to whet
my UnPC cheps. I am between .assign-
ments at present and do not have $25 w0
fork out for this subscription. T am book-
marking your sife and wiil send in my
check soon, I've got to have your maga-

zine!
Alnsley Broussard
via E-mail
Austin, TX
Academic Gulag

When I read the asticles in
Heterodoxy or some of the tidbits on
your website, these disparate picces of
information appear to be similar to the sort of
fragments that Solzhenitsyn used to assembie
The Gulag Archipelage,

He secretly smnggled out small pieces
of information from the individual camps and
pieced together the wider story known as the
evil empire. Based on many of the articles T've
read, it seems that conservatives (or non-left-
ists} are forced to act like Marranog+in the uni-
versity setting and to secretly smuggle out bits
of information on some of the secretive admis-
sion, promotion and teaching practices used by
the university left,

The next step i1 the counter-revolation
seems to me to be the creation of a work like
Solzhenitsyn's that would galvanize informed
opinion in the way that the Gulag Archipelago
did. It would cover all the secretive practices
and injustices perpetrated by the left on free
inquiry and thought. It would nced a catchy title
like the Gulag Archipelago to attract attention.
This sounds ke an effort that you and Peter
might like to undertake, It may very well be
that the academic world in the Soviet Union
was freer than it is here!

Larry Menzin
Lexington, MA
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REDUCTIO AD ABSURDUM

HOIST ONTHEIR OWN PETARDO: As Roger
Clegg points out, the proponents of bilingual edu-
eation have long tried Lo bolster their support for
bilingual education by invoking two federal laws,
Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act and the
EEOQA. Bulnow, as the pro-bilingual forces design
their lawsuit in the wake of the smashing victory of
California’s Proposition 227, these two laws may
well turn cut to be a double-edged sword, Title VI
bans any federally funded program from discrimi-
nating on the basis of nalicnal origin. The BEOA
requires each public school system “to take appro-
priate action to overcome language

FRESIDENT OF STRONG DRIVES: A new

Clinton. biography calls the President “young,

promising and elegant.” It accuses American
news media of fabricating the charges that have
destabilized his Presidency and says that the
Republican Party is guilty of bashing atm just so
il can return to pewer. This book says that
Clinten is handsome and says it is no wonder so
many women have claimed to have had affairs
with him. So, is Clinton: A President of Strong
Drives written by Sidney Blumenthal or some
other toady to the President, or a publication of

resentations of women who desired other
women in Western Europe from the 15th-17th
centuries. Foeusing on England and Italy, with
forays into Framce, Germany, Spain and
Holland, we will read early modern texts
(poems, drama, opera, mythology, prints, paini.
ings, domestic artifacts, pornography, and med-
ical writing), as well as contemporary theorizing
about lesbianism, Charting continuities and dis-
continuities between early modern conceplions
and twentieth century ones, we will investigate
the exteat to which a coherent history of lesbian-
ism exists.”

barrers that impede equal partici-
pation by its students in its instrue-
tional programs.” If bilingual edu-
cation were the only way to teach

LUNA BEACH By Carl Moors

FAT LIB: This is something we
missed- last year when it hap-
pened, but it is so good that it

children English, the anti-227-
forces lawsuit, based on Lhese
statutes, might have some plausi-
bilily. But Proposition 227 calls for
another, more effective, method of
instruction—rapid immersion in
English. It is therefore hard lo
understand how the rejection of
bilingual education can be seen as
a [ailure to “cvercome language
barriers® in violation of (he
EECA, let alone as “discrimina-
tion” on the basis of national origin
{n violation of Title VI, Meanwhile,
in an interesting twist, the cppo-
nenis of bilingual education have
begun 1o use Title VI and the
EEOA against it. Supporters of
Proposition 227 can point out that
children who already speak

TIANANNIEN SQUARE.
WHAT A SIGHT!

REMEMBER THAT 6UY
WHD STO0D 1N FRONT
OF THE TANKS 7 iar

CATONES !, 8184,

qualifies as a golden oldie in the
realm of reductios, When
Dartmouthh College celebrated
the iwenty-fifth anniversary of
coeducation on its campus last
year, it didn't, as mighl be expect-
ed, invite distingnished female
alumnae to spesk, But the
Wamen’s Resource Cenler did
organize many events featuring,
among them, "A Reading and
Discussion {n Celebration of the
Power, Strength, and Sensuality -
of Fat Women™ led by Susan
Stinson, a writer and fat-libera-
tion activist. Her books include
Belly Songs: In Celebration of Far
Women, a collection of poctry,
essays, and short fiction; and the

novels Fat Girl Dances with

English are frequenily placed in
billngual programs simply because
they are Hispanic, which is discrim-
ination on the basis of pationai ori-
gin. The mounting empirical evi-

dence against the educational effi-
cacy of bilingual programs is also
enabling their opponents to use the

EEOA In attacking them, The "
courts have interpreted this statute

as requiring any language program ¥y
to pass a Lhree-part test, the last ¥

prong of which demunds that the
program actually produce success-
ful results. Bilingnal education’s
* documented failures, particuiarly
as measured by standardized tests
in specific school districts, make it
a ripe target. Whal's more, school
systems have refused cven to test
many children in bilingoal pro-

KEEP 1T MOViING, BuYS!
RIGHT THiS 4ny!

T

Rocks, and Martha Moody, She
was also invited by -SIZE, a
British size-acceptance coalition
based in London, to read in
Birmingham along with a visual
art exhibition of Positive Images
of Fat Women, Her work is the
subject of the video Graciops
Flab/Gracious Bone, and she has
warked with the Lesbian Fat
Activist Network., The
Dartmouth Women’s Resource
Center presented this program in
conjunction with,.  Eating
Disorders Awareness Week.

GORE FOR UNPRESIDENT:
In his 1992 book Earth in the
Balance, then-Senator Al Gore
attacked the automobile industry

s a destroyer of the environment

grams, making it easier to hide the
programs’ failures,

MASTERS OF THEIR DOMAIN: Network
Solutions, the private company that contracts
with the government to register Internet domain
names sites ending with .com or .org, recently
allowed the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People to register six
aames with the word “nigger,” and the Anti-
Defamation League another six with the word
“kike.” The NAACP intends to use its new
domains 1o create Web sites for combating racism,
The ADL bought its new names to prevent anti-
Semites from getting them. 1t dagsn't plan to use
the names, Proviously the names were blocked,
but then were released to crganizations deemed
PC. enough to use them responsibly. Officially,
Network Solutions has denied use of only seven
off-color words familiar to anyone who knows
George Carlin’s comedy routine. It even allowed
registration of u site whose name represcnts
extreme homophobia. But the twe woerds in ques-
tion were deemed 5o sensitive that they had to be
given out preemptively to organizations that
would use them for the greater good. MNaobody
helds much hope for peopie who use hate words,
but the Internel doesnt need Big Brother, Alsc,
how many hits will those NAACP sites get?

the Democratic National Committee? No, it is a
book that recently appeared on the bookshelves
of Beifing. Even though it was worshipful, it was
apparently still considercd a potential embar-
rassment because of chapters on the sex follies in
the White House. So Chinese officials confiscat-
ed remaining copies of the books in anticipation
of the Presidential visit, We can imagine the deal
struck behind closed doors: you get rid of the
book and T'won't say anything about Tianamen
Square !

BUT I§ IY ART?: The University of Michigan's
Art History Department regularly offers Axt
History 394, “Special Topies.” The topic for
Section 002 is very special, perhaps even bizarre.
“Crossing Erotic Boundaries: Representations
of Lesbianism in Early Modera Western
Europe,” will be offered by Pat Simons, associ-
ate prafessor in art history and women’s studies,
Simons is the author of such gems of scholarship
as Alert and Frect; Musculinity in Same Halion
Renalssance FPortrajts of Fathers and Sons, and
(Check}-Mating the Grand Masters: The
Gendered, Sexuslized Politics of Chess in
Renaissance Italy. The following deseription
gives a sense of what the students in the cluss are
up against: “We will examine the varietics of rep-

and recommended the abolition
of the internal-combustion engine, writing that
cars posed “a mortal threat to the security of
avery nation.” But as he gears up for a presiden-
tial run in 2000, the Vice President is apparently
ready to jettison thesc core values, Speaking last
month before the Economic Club of Detroit—
andd undoubtedly hoping a few of the United
Automobile Workers* 800,000 members were lis-
lening in—Gore was overcome by the romance
of the road. “Here in Motor City, we recognize
that cars have done more than fuel our com-
merce,” he gushed. “Cars have freed the
American spirit and given us the chance to chase
our droams,” .

GORE FOR UNPRESIDENT II: Just to show
that he is cool and hip and able to tell a jump
shot from a cheap shot, Al Gore issued congrat-
ulations from the administration o the Chicago
Bulls after they eliminated the Utah Jazz. He
said ali the usual things about this remarkahle
dynasty and then came to the subject of its star,
and Began to rhapsodize about the great Bulls
guard, “Michaet JACKSON.” One might think
that Gore had fallen into the syndrome of “they
all ook altke,” but no one looks like % i
Michael Jackson, certainly not the preat q‘
Michae! Jordan. . i .
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Walter Cronkite Doesn’t Tell It the Way It Is

Interfaith Lefties

by Mark Tooley

alter Cronkite, for a generation

the most trusted man in

America, is now lending his
reputation to a coalition of religious left-
wingers who use people such as the for-
mer CBS anchor to bash Christian con-
servatives in order to make themselves
seem “mainstream.”

“For many, many years, [ did my best to
report on the jssues of the day in as objective a
manner as possible,” Cronkite wrote in a recent
fund-raising letter for the Inlerfaith
Alliance, a religious opponent of the
Christian Coalition, “Now, however,
my circumstances are different. [ am in
a positicn tc speak my mind.” In the
words that follow, Cronkite castigates
the “religious right-wing” as a “gen-
uinely radical movement” with a “mil-
itant ideology” that is “wrapping their
harsh right-wing views Int the banner of
religious faith.”

Standing  against  what
Cronkite sees as “the forces of extrem-
ism and division” is the Interfaith
Alliance, whose national board, he
believes, includes “some of America’s
most distinguished religious leaders,”
people who are as “diverse as
Ameriea.”

Walter Cronkite has been
conned. In truth, the Interfaith
Alliance’s board {s about as diverse as
a Soviet politburo during the empire’s
final, geriatric years. Yes, some were
bald, others had bushy eyebrows.
Some came from Leningrad, others
from Minsk. Some were septuagenari-
ans, others were ociogenarians. But
the diversity of Soviel leadership did-
n't extend any farther than this. So too
for the Tnterfaith Alliance, founded in
1994, whose board is comprized almost
entirely of the tired voices of 1960s
church activism, the last era of glory
for the Religious Left.

There are the usual suspects
from the - reliably anachronistic
National Couneil of Churches. There
are two Catholic bishops from the church’s lefi-
fringe, Thres liberal rabbis. And several black
denominational leaders who shun the social con-
servatism typical of most black churches.

~ And how about the “wide spectrum” of
opinien? The Alliance beard includes defenders
" of partial-birth abortions, advocates of homosex-
ual marriage, opponents of welfars reform, out-
spoken critics of U.8, nationai security interests,
and apologists for Marxist regimes. On core theo-
logical and sexual issues, they disagree even with
the teachings of their own denominations, The
Alliance did not even bother to procure a token
evangelical spokesman to give the organizalion
cover.

The Alliance bemoans the politicization
of religion and is deeply offended by the
Religious Right’s partiatity 4o Republicans. “The
Alliance succeeded in revealing the Christian

Coalition’s partisan core, lifting their veil of reli-. -

pious authenticity,” gloated Alliance Vice
President I, Philip Wogaman alter the 1996 presi-
dential election. (For his day job, he pastors the
Tnited Methodist chureh in ‘Washinglon that
President Clinton attends with the First Lady.) In
deriding the Christian Coalition’s partisanship,
Wogaman did not mention the Alliances own
receipt of 325,000 frem the Democratic
Congressional Campaign Committee in start-up
money, Nor did he mention the “soft” campaign
cash that the Alliance received from Project 96,
$4 million efforl hy Democratic Parfy aciivisis

and labor unions ie unseat House Republicans
last year. Project 96 funded the distribution of
Alliznce voter guides in several key congression-
al races.

Walter Cronkite should consider careful-
ly the résumés of Interfaith Alliance leaders
before opposing the Religious Right as outside
the mainstream,

According to Interfaith Alliance Presi-
dent Albert Pennybacker, "Religion should never
be used as a weapon to promote a political agen-
da or to wage a culture war.” But the hollowness

WALTER CRONKITE

of these words is apparent when one considers
that Pennybacker is also chief of the Washingfon
lobby office of the National Council of Churches,
which is not commonly knowa for its reluctance
to gpeak politically in behalf of left causes.

. At the NCCs fall 1996 board meeting,
the organization’s General Secretary Joan Brown
Campbell, who is herself an Alliance board mem-
ber, boasted of the NCC’s role in establishing the

Alliance. :

Like most on the Interfaith Alllance
board, Pennybacker and Campbell have long his-
tories of liberal political activisr. Both visited
with Bill Clinton in early 1995 to offer the NCC’s
solidarity apainst the Republican Congress, Both
have exploited—and distorted—the arsons of
black churches to enrich the NCC's “racial jus-
tee” political campaign, which equates political
conservatisim with white supremacy.

Campbell joined with Alliance board
member Edmond Browning, the presiding bishop
of the Episcopal Church, in a highly controversial
1990 visit with Iraqi officials in Baghdad on the
eve of the U.S.led liberation of Kuwait. During
U.S. military operations, both condemned per-
ceived American “aggression.” Both are favor-
ably disposed towards the homosexual move-
ment. Without official NCC backing, Campbell
has demensirated for homosexual rights, while
Bishop Browning has testified before Congress
on behalf of “gay marriage.”

In 1996 Browring joined Interfaith

Alliance board members Wogamen and Jehn
Swomley of United Methedist 5t. Paul’s School of
Theology in Kansas City to oppose legislation
that would hagve outlawed partial-birth abortions.
Wogaman, who has authored a tract for what was
onee called the Religious Coalition for Abortion
Rights (now called “Religlous Coalition for
Reproductive Choice™), decried that such a ban
would be “unfeeling,”

‘Wogarnan has {n the past called himself a
“demacratic socialist.” In the 1980s he wrote thal
socialism “can claim modest but real economic
guccess” in Cuba and China. The
{United Melhodist pastor outspekenly
favors the ordination of practicing
homesexuals into the ministry, In 1995
Wogaman hosted a symposium on
bomosexuality and shared his pulpit
with the iconaclaslic Episcopal Bishop
John Shelby. Spong, well known for
such surreal statements as his claim
that St. Paul was a “sell-hating gay
man.” (Wogaman got into the act too,
implying that King David himself
“might have also been a gender bender.)

Swomley, is a retired seminary
professor whe is rencwned more for
his far-left activism than his theology.
In 1994 he visited communist North
Korea, after which he wrote a glowing
report for a United Methodist maga-
zine in praise of the Stalinist dictator-
ship. Swomley heads the American
Commitiee on Koreg, which has
defended North Korea’s nuclear pro-
gram, .
Former Presbyterian Church
(U.5.A) Moderator Herberl
Valentine, another Interfaith Alliance
hoard member, once led his denomina-
tion’s poneral assembly in 8 Native
American “smudging ceremony,” dur-
ing which a tribal shaman blew away
the evil spirits with incense and smoke,
astonishing devout Calvinists, In 1993
Valenline defended the church'’s partic-
ipation in the radical zfeminisl Re-
Imagining Conference, which ignited a
nationwide uproar over ils goddess
worship and celebration of lesbianism.

Of course, no lefi-wing board could bs
without its people of colar. Alliance board mem-
ber Amos Brown, pastor of the Jargest biack con-
gregation west of the Mississippi, the Third
Baptist Church in San Francisco, endorsed
California stale legislation in 1994 that would
have lepalized same-gender marriage. Three
vears earlier, he testificd against Clarence
Thoras, whose Supteme Court nomination he
called “disgracelul and an insult to African
Americans.” Brown defended boxer Mike Tyson
in 1992 after he was convicted of rape. Even if
guilty, Tysen should be punished no more than
(acquitted) Wiliam Kennedy Smilh, Brown
declared, Brown joined in & National
Organization of Women “Fight the Right” march
in 1996. More recently he has condemned Billy
Graham, who was planning a San Francisco cru-
sade, for not aclively opposing Proposition 209,
the California Civil Rights Initiative.

Catholic Bishop Thomas Gumbleton of
Detroil is active In the radical Call lo Aclion, &
dissident Catholic group whose leaders have
advoeated goddess worship, the cause du jour for
religious feminists. Tn 1993 he told demonstrators
against the Persian Gulf War thai the U.S.-lec
effort to liberate Kuwait from Iraq was “naked ir
its immorality.” Formerly leader of the leflis
Catholic peace groep Pax Christi, Gumbleton ha
Frequently been arrested for acts of civil disobedi:
ence at 11,5, military, installations, In the 1980s the
bishop vigorously defended the Sandinista dicta-
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torship in Nicaragua, calling the U.S. embargo
against the Marxist regime “illegal and immoral.”
Gumbleton criticized Pope John Paul II for not
understanding “the roots of the revolution and
how popuiar that revelution was,” Expiained the
bishop, “The enemy is the United States.”

Other Alliance hoard members include
Unitarian  Universalist Moderator Denise
Davidoft, whe is an outspoken proponent of
homaosexual marriage and abortion rights. At her
denomination’s 1995 assembly, she supported an
elfort by sell-professed pagans to institute “carth-

wlered” worshlp services, whose New Age
ses disturbed even many theologically per-
.nssive Unitarfans,

There is also former American Jewish
Congress President Arthur Hertzberg, who now
teaches at Dartmouth and is a regular spokesman
for liberal causes. Other Jewish leaders were fre-
quently irked by his outspoken erlticism of Israeli
national security policies. In the 1980s he joined
other left-leaning religicus figures in denouncing
the Sirategic Defense Initiative (*Star Wars™yasa
“system of security based on fear and intimida-
tion.” As he once boasted, “1 am as liberal left as
you can be within the organized Jewish communi-
LA

Foy Valentine is a former Southern
Daptist official who later became president of
Americans Uniied for the Separation of Church
and State, which adopls an absolutist position
againsl voluniary, organized school prayer end
other public displays of traditional religious faith.
His support for the Religious Coatition for
Abortion Rights raised the ire of fellow Baptists,
who successfully pushed for his early retirement
as chief of the convention’s Christlan Life
Commission. :

Perhaps most vitriolic ameng the
Interfaith Alllance spokesmen is Presbylerian
minister Robert Meneilly of Kansas City, who has
likened the Religious Right to Hitlerism. “We are
seeing a new version of cthale cleansing right here
in the Unifed States,” he thundered irrationally,
Meneilly has said that religions conservatives arc
a "worse threat than communisin,” and are “cul-
tic, delestable, and criminal,” & )

It was a sermon and subsequent New
York Times op-ed by Meneilly in 1993 warning of
the threat of “theocracy” in America thal fusled
the Interfaith Alliance’s creation.

Cathelie Bishop Francis Murphy of
Ballimore opposed spending on SDI in the 1980s
and called the U.S war in the Persian Gulf
“Immoral.” Demanding Saddam Hussein’s with-
drawal from Kuwalt left no room for considera-
tion of Irag’s legitimate grievances, the Bishop
sald. )

Former Episcopal Church executive
Diane Porter is a trustee of the Episcopal (General
Seminary in New York City, where she hailed &
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new policy welcoming “committed same-sex, cou-
ples™ as a step forward for the church. She partic-
ipated in a 1994 summit of black leaders orga-
nized by the NAACP in which Louis Farrakhan,
was enthusiastically receivedt

Krnighton Stanley pastors Peoples
Congregational Church in ‘Washington, D.C. He
opposed the Persian Gulf War as the “legacy of
American raclsm and cultural arrogance,” {Ina
truly bizarre aside, he blamgd the failure of U.S.
intelligence to detect Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait on

- “the lack of racial and ethnic diversity tn our for-

eign policy establishment.”) In 1995 Stanley

helped edit a United Church of Christ hymnal

into a politically correct song book in which God
is"both Mother and Father,

Gardrer Taylor, a New York Baptist
preacher, is not reluctant te employ 4 pulpit for
politiés. “We are in the iidst of a new and unbe-
coming and vntoward movement in our land. It's
called a Contract with America,” he intoned at a
worship service attended by President Clinton in
1995. Gnly four years before, Taylor had joined
other leftist church leaders: in deriding the U.S,
sffort in the Persian Gulf War # “wiong, unnec-

essary, unprincipled—in violation of all standards,

of fundamental human rights.” When introducing
Nelson Mandels in 1990, Taylor alleged thal the
United States “by procept and example taught
South Afrlca the structure of apartheid,”.

“William B. Thompson is a Presbyterian
minister who has served on the governing boards
of the National and World Councils of Churches
(WCC), During the 19803 he assailed .S, poli-
cies in Central America while defending the
Sandinista regime, once paying 2 “solidarity"” visit
1o the Nicaraguan forelgn minister and president.
As chair of 2 WCC drafiing committee,
Thompsen blocked efforts to condenn the Soviet
invasion of Afghanistan.

The Interfaith Alliance advocates “toler-
auce” and “diversity.” But ils leaders are nearly
uniform in refecting the historic teachings of their
denominations regarding sexuality and many core
thealogical” beliefs. (For example, the Rew.
Wogaman has warned that insisting on. Jesns’
Virgin Birth has “hurt” many people.) They
vagucly celsbrate “faith,” but they cannot as a
group affirm the traditional faith of Christians
and Jews in the God of the Bible. Their real faith
is in the outduated political conventions of the sce-
ular Left.

Only a single Alliance board member
identifies kimself as 1 Republican. And as an out-
spoken critic of welfare reform and defender of
homosexual cruses, the Rev. Meneilly is hardly a
typical Midwestern member of the GOP. Several
board members might be described as main-
stream liberals. But most are.weil to the Ieft of
typical Democrats.

Offering ne positive vision of its own, the

AMOS BRowN, PASTOR OF THE THIRD BAPTIST CHURCH 1 SAN FRANSISCO

Alliznce falls shortof its demands for “eivility”
by demonizing s opponents as bigots. For reli-
gious conservatives, the Alliance is hardly a nui-
sance, much less a threat, The Aliiance summons
its supporl from the effete curia of declining
churches and elicits its atlention rom a media
anxious to dismiss religious conservatives as &
serious force.

Waller Cronkite, perhaps a dupe of
Alliance propagands, seems 1o have understood
none of this. “Will you help the Interfaith
Alliance in saying ‘No* to religion as a political
cover?” he implores in his fund-raising letter, It
never secing to have occurred 1o him that the
Religious Left, including many of the Alliance’s
present leaders, enlisted America’s churches in
their political crusades starting decades ago, The
resulting moral vacuum ensured that a Christian
Coalition would be born to fight against

these subversive tendencies. /A
%%

And that’s the way it is,

" Muark Tooley is on the staff of the siitute for

Religion and Demeocracy.
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A Sketch of Intellectual Liberation

The End of Theory

or years the books accumulated on
makeshift shelves, in grocery car-
tons, spilling over into chaotic piles
and stacks on the floor. Many bore the
same imprint, the University of
Minnesota Press, and represented install-
ments in an ongoing series devoted to
contemporary critical theory, the newest,
the latest, the slickest, Others, from the
hallowed printers at Harvard and Yale,
jostled for position. They
swarmed after us—my wife and
I—like a pack of furies as we
moved from one West Los
Angeles apartment to another
during our graduate school
years, and they followed us east,
to Michigan, occupying a dispro-
portionate and bulky niche,
among our ratty furnishings, .in
the moving van. When the baby
came, they migrated downstairs,
where they stood, doubled up on
the shelves, against all four walls
in what ought to have been the
TV room. As books do, especial-
ly when stored away, they
acquired a musiy aroma and yel-
lowed at the margins with age,
Thess were not the academic
paperbacks (seventy-five cents.or a
dollar) of the 1950s and *60s. Under the
category of the trade paperback, they
had cost me dearly. They crowded
other, less pretentious volumes from
the home iibrary. Bedeviled by a
Puritan determination aot to waste, 1
devoted uncountabie hours to the actu-
al reading of these texts (to use a some-
what suspect term), not only while
enrolled in the graduate’ seminars
offered by UCLA®  English
Department, but, so to speak, on my
owa, I did not therelore crack the-spine

by Thomas F. Bertonneau

deconstruction impinged on my attention in a way
that compelled me to attend to it. Ross Shideler
(an insightful authority on Strindberg, Valery, and
much else} offered a seminar on the Symbolist
poets, of which people who had taken it spoke
highly, As T had outgrown undergraduate courses
and had earned tentative acceptance into the
graduate Comparative Literature Program,
Professor Shideler (to whom, I wish to make it
clear, I owe much) invited me (& participate with
the graduate fellows. In the matter of Baudelaire,
Mallarmé, Valéry, Rilke, and Crane, 1 could hold

sensitive recoil from all institutions, from every-
thing not created by poetic imagination and so not
under the control of the aesthetic imperative to
order and beautify life. Perhaps, I thought at the
time, this was not s0 different from what Matthias
meant, except that T thought the poem an assthet-
ic success, a precocious nse of language evocative
of the very transcendence for which its lyric sub-
ject yearns (“Pazure”), even if he yearns ineffec-
tively. 'And I had no idea what the terms
“inscribed” and “aporia” meant in Matthias’s
recondite nse.

" But the point is not Mallarme,

of De Man or Derrida merely because

Joe Riddel, himself 2 minor academic star,
assigned them. Clearly, on the Westwood campus
in the 1980s, wisdom lay enshrined under these
names, and no one who pretended 1o crifical
sophistication could afford, publzcly at any rate, to
disdain them.

Real critics ought insistently to ask their
colleagues when and where and under what
motive they first took up Of Grammatology, the
oracular disposition that catapulted the obscure
Derrida of the Ecole Normale, Paris, info acade-
mic celebrity in America. And the questioner
should put due emphasis on motive, In my case,
terror motivated me: The terror of a callow stu-
dent admifted 1o graduate courses in his final
underpraduate year who needed, on impulse,
witl:out reflecting on the matter, to demonstrate
1o his professorial mentors and fellow students
alike that he knew how to be Intellectually hip and
how not to be square. What I identified as “my”
hunger for the opague discourse of then-tonlem-
porary academy really stemmed, to inveke a bit of
verbiage, from postmodernism itself, from “the
ather.” From a veritable legion of “others,” From
people at Berkeley or Brown who (as ane's imagi-
nation supplied it) stood on the frontier of theory
and locked back at us as at stragglers in a benight-
ed distance. The fact that the UCLA stedent
boovkstore had trouble keeping (he lalest books of
literary theory in stock proves that many Hved in
the samne anxiety of being surpassed as I did;

My memary still fixes the first time tha!

my own; knowing some of the Scandinavian and
Slavic Symbolists even gave me a slight advantage.

{ knew some philosophy ns well and could Boast a-

fairly wide reading in mystics like Boehme and
Swedenborg, -who exercised considerable influ-
ence on Baudelaire and Malarmé. I lacked one
thing, however:-a familiarity with the odd new
vocabulary being tossed around sportively by the
other participants in the seminar. Matthias and
Carol (I avoid surnames) appeared particularly
adept in this branch of diction, dispensing terms
like “binary cpposition,” and “phallogentism”
with a studled fnsouclance, (A raised eyebrow ora
slight smile at the corner of the mouth when using
such terms strikes mo now as having bétrayed the
scif-satisfaction of someone who can make a
sectet sigh or convinge others of his status by a
cryptic handshake, “Look at me,” the lodutions
seemed (o say, in what post-structuralists them-
selves like to call a “subtext,”).

Matthias, already preparing his examira-
tions for the masters degree, casually dismissed
Mallarmés Les fendtres {The Windows) as an
“enaciment” (3 word which now so irritales me
that 1 can-hardly bear to hear or read it) of the
“faiture of phaltocentrism to inscribe its own apo-
ria” and claimed that it thereforé signified “the
sterility of writing as such.” The phrase as such fig-
ured as the tag In many academic locutions at the
time, as did the topic of “writing,” always invoked
in the most tenuous and non-empirieal way. Now

in my humble view, Lex fendires bespoke a poets

nor even the snobbishness implied by
. the “in” language of woutd-be literary
critics, The point is the resentment—
mine—which caused me to impute to
the verbal mystifications of my peers a
type of belng from which I felt myself-
callow, uninitiated, arriviste—emphati-
cally exciuded. In a general way, with-
out subscribing to particular doctrines,
Professor Shideler probably approved
of the au conrani attitude which the
more advanced students exhibited
through thelr use of the avant-garde
terms, and he probably made gestures,
overt or subliminal, of this approval,
(Shideler, a thoroughly decent man,
was never a deconsiructor, but he did
like to appear hip; indeed. he was hip.}
Professorial approval of the new
rhetoric could only inflame resentment
the more and determing the outsider
(myself) to acquire the belng, the onto-
logical solidity, that the words seemed
to bestow on those who uttercd them,
Many voices seemed suddenly to be
whispering in my inner self urging me
Lo be like the others, to do as they did,
speak as they spoke. And this required
me {o read es they read, to speak as
they spoke. All of these “aporias,”
“jnscriptions,” and “deferrals” were
something 1 had to master, Soon lhe
cashier al the student bogkstore took
from me the then stiff price of twelve
" dellars for Gayatri Spivak’s translation
of Of Grammatology {lhe title forces
the absurd reiteration of the preposi-
tien), from the University of Chicago Press.

30 bepan the cascade of tomes, hul not
only of tomes, but rather of polysyllables, pos-
tures, aid pseudo-paradoxes as well, Call it a
pyramid to folly.

Although deconstruction presents itself as
the {inal demystification of myth (the Whike
Mythology by which, according to Derrida, the
West has perpetually justified its supposed brotal
pragmatism), it is Itself a myth, a fable for intel-
lectuals, as dependent on vocabulary charisma as
any medieval abracadabra. And an abracadabra, a
hocus-pocus in chorus, drowned out serious liter-
ary studies in those days, as it sadly sill does. The
many volees whispering jnwardly for me to join in
the recitation merely echoed the many voices
soliciting e oulwardly lo be like them. 1t was a
context in which the rush 1o be different always
praduced unwitting, nof to say witless, uniformity.

As we added Margins, Dissemination, and
The Post Card to our perscnal iibraries, and De
Man and Lyolard lo Derrida—and then Culler
and Norris because the rest proved, if truth be
told, tainly indecipherable—the psychic turbu-
lerice of it mads us ever giddier and ever more stu-
pid.

The characler of gradoate seminars in
theory at UCLA arcund 1986 or 87 resists descrip-

. tion for two reasons, In the [first place, the intel-

lectual leve] of the student contributions remained
quite fow, which resuited from the students’ fun-
damental ignorance of primary texls and tradi-
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tional commentary, {o which the fatuousness and
intolerance of post-structuralism led. In the sec-
ond place, the professors had relinquished their
responsibility as custodians and transmitters of
knowledge; they no longer pretended to be
authoritative fudges of intellectual work. We spent
weeks in one of Joe Riddel’s seminars discussing
the chapters in Of Grammatology on Rousseau
and in Dissemination on Plato, Nét once, in my
memory, did Riddel suggest or better yet insist
that anyone read Rousseau’s On the Origin of
Language or Plalo’s Phaedrus, Still less did any of
us en his own think to look into the massive exist-
ing lilerature on these subjects. Neither
Rousseau’s text nor Platos needs many pages, and
neither uses a specialist’s vocabulary, All partici-
paats in the seminar could have read both of them
on Maonday of the first week and doing so would
have abviated a great deal of narcissistic palaver.
A perusal of Irving Babbitts Rousseau and
Romanticism, first published in 1919,

would have demonstrated that none of

Derrida’s “aporias” were new; and a

little knowledge of the Metaphysics

would have divulged thal Aristolle

doubted the existence of Plato’s ideas

several millennia before the father of

decenstruction.

Instead of primary sources we
endured a belated Dadaism of the most
depressed and most derivative grade,
as unread geniuses in their mid-twen-
lies followed the leader in annikilating
all truths of the two-thousand-year
Weslern tradilion. Most student dis-
course in the class stemmed from awk-
ward puns {a sickness stil! afflicting the
humanities). Or the hemily on “insides
and outsides,” a “binary opposition”
beloved by the avant-garde, during -
which the presenter ratlied an ornate
box with something undisclosed inside
it which made 2 curious noise, Could
anyone resist taking the bail? No. And
would the presenter say whal produced
the curicus neise? No. Petulantly no.
The degree of his petulance, morsover,
set the degree of peer-approbation. As
to the content of the talk, I remember
nothing, nor did anyone else within ten
minutes of the presenter having ended
iL. Bul everyone remembered the box,
Melaphorically, at any rale, no one
afierwards could gel away with a class
presentation without rattling a box.
Maithias, of whom I spoke abave,
ended up cxtolling the virtues of seif-

. v{l\\_)"

spoke in only one veice, my unconscious rationaie
prompted me, whereas the facully, the graduate
students en masse, and all those books spoke with
a voice like a eataract. Denying truths, free-assaci-
ating fram the text, revealing the ubiquity of delu-
sion and power—these activities overpowered us,
or at least overpowered cur reason,

So how came it, then, thal a few years
later [ drove to the Curious Book Store on Grand
River Avenue in East Lansing, the trunk of the
Taurus packed with brightly colored soft-cover
books bexed up in moving cartons, to sell the lot
happily for a fraction of the original (quite horri-
fying} outlay? What could provide the catalyst for

" what ameunted to a conversion, so that, when pro-
prietor Ray. Walsh and I exchanged fifty dollars
for & hundred and fifty pounds of books, ‘a long
enduring pressure lifted from my soul and a some-
thing like my real self made its welcome reappear-
ance? How was it that instead of struggling in the
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level of grammar and diction, to outline the sen-
- tences by explaining the function of a subordinate
clause, and even to point ouf that words in
description of nature actually poini te nature and

that much in natere is beautiful. When
Wordsworth wrote that “the world is too much
with us,” he was talking about the abstractions
that mark intellection for its own sake and tug the
person into a state of insubstantial delusion.

Of course, one did not have to approach
one’s teaching assignment this way. Matl
Schneider, who shared the office with me and
became my friend, noted that while he and 1 did,
others conspicnously did not, We often heard
them talking about how their students resisted
Lheir attempt to convey the deconstructive view
that poems and stories are never “about” some-
thing but consist merely of “signs” in arbitraty
conjunction with one another. (“I baffled them
teday,” one of these would-be teachers once said,
over a self-satisfied smile, as if it were
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the MLA, no doubt underwritten by a trave! grant
from the UCLA graduate student fund. Many
women, having read the chapter in Jonathan
Culler’s On Deconstruction called “Reading as
(like) n Woman,” exhibited their scholarly origi-
nality by reading as (like) a woman; and many
men followed suit.

Since this essay constitutes, in part, a con-
fession, I should admit my ewn contribution o the
circus. Impressed by the Derridean model of a
“double text," a species of essay that argues its
argument bath ways, or merely randomly contra-

dicts itself, the would-be deconstructor laborfous- |

ly produced, on a typewriter, an essay on Wallace
Stevens and Paul Valéry which, in some manner
now mercifully forgotten, had it both ways ahout
both of them. The paper made & favorable impres-
sion cn Joe Riddel, who usually%emained aloof,
(He gave high marks (o all his students, of course,
even to the fellow with the rattling box and to
Mattias, but he rarely praised them,) Al the time,
my wife (no( yet my wife, but in the prospect)
expressed a certain disregard for the enterprisc.
But why? I wondered aloud. No one else had writ-
ten such a paper (we all exchanged papers) and
the professor had acknowledged mine. It
appeared to me that I had sguelched the terror of
being “out” while other students were “in” by
mastering the charismatic words of the decon-
“structive seminar, the audacious style, the superiar
pose. She frowned and weni back to work on her
primary texts from the French Renaissance, Susan

mentak sea-currents, as I had for years, I made my
way 1o the local Tower Records and happily spent
my loot on CDs of Beethoven and Bruckner in
performances with Wilbelm Furlwiingler leading
{he Berlin Philharmonic?

The source of this radical change of heart .

lay back in graduate schoel, where an increasing
discord belween the Lheoretical and the real
intruded into my aitempt to harmonize myself
with the murmur of the transfixed crowd.
Graduate students in comparative literature and
English at UCLA earn their keep term by term in
the teaching of service courses, like freshman
composition or the mandalory freshman iniroduc-
tion to literature; The teaching fellows, as the
depariments'call them, share offices in Royee Hall
and Haines Hall, six or seven o a room. Teaching
freshman composition quickly reminded me that
ianguage basics like grammar and diction have
nothing to do with a “logocentric conspiracy,”
They function as instruments enabling people to

express themselves clearly and consistently, -

Helping badly educated freshmen to acquire the
rudiments of adult discourse meant that I had to
do the opposite of what I had been doing in semi-
nar. The new situation required me to speak clear-
ly, nat obscurely, to produce written models of
self-evident argumentation, and to find readings
Tor the students, which themseives exhibited these
charactexlstics.

To get eighteen-year-olds to understand a
sonnet by Wordsworth, one needed to begin at the

an accomplishment.) “This is destruc-
tive,” Malt said to me over funch in the
Kerckhoff Coffee House, “its
immoral.” He then amended his state-
ment: “I is bullshit,”

It was also politics. ¥t soon
dawned on me that perfecting the
deconstruclive lilany served a quite
specific purpose beyond itself. Despite
the postmodern denial that words signj-
fy - anything, that great mass of
Derrideanisms did signify—1 would say
invariably—that one had adopted the
standard left-wing politics of the post-
war (of the post-cold war) humanities,
The Soviet Union had not yet seli-
deconstructed in those days, but the
Alfghan war had stained cnee more the
imape-of the workers’ paradise, tonta-
minating Maixism itselfin the process.
Reagan’s re-election in 1984 indieated,
at the same time, a naticnal consensys
that excluded the political Left in a
resounding way. Circumslances neces.
sitated, then, a new stealth-Marxism, so
that the committed could continue their
commitment under & less.obvious guise,
Foucault, although he enjeyed wide
currency, was too overtly Marxisl and
did not quite fll the bill. (He weuld
later reappear with a vengeance.)
Dexrrida did fill the bili. So did Lyotar.
Sc did Frederic Jameson, because his
pedaniry conceajed his rantor. Bui
Desrida more than the others provided
an indirect vocabulary for conducting
what the Left, in all sincerity, describes
as its critique of ideology. It was pelitics with a
vengeance, My buddy in comparative literature,
Tom Haeussler, remarked 10 me one Friday after-
noon that, oddly, the preponderance of depart-
mental boons seemed to fall to a select and invari-
able group of students, and that these studenis
tended to have close refations with the program’s
most peliticized professor. 1 said to Tom that my
tolerance for ideological professors and their
politicized students had shrunk considerably,
“Mine too,” he said.

When I told Susan about my growing-
predicament, she recommended an alternative, |
Extract yourself from the whole phony husiness,
she said. Go study with Eric Gans, a serious
teacher who entertained no ideology, who intuited
a stable human nature and felt certain that he
could make positive statements about it, I did this,
and here, immediately, I discovered a mentor with
his ewn ideas, one wha stood apart from ihe bab-
ble of neplogisms and the ubiquitous nptightness
of facuity and students alike. There were tell-tale
signs of the man's philosophical soundness which
one remarked right away. For instance, Gans .
blithely ignored the politically correct ban against
smoking in the classrooms. Never has an serid
cloud of second-hand vapor from chain-smoked
Gauloises been so refreshing, He exhibited, in
those days, a slightly overweight jollity. and gen-
uine happiness in dialogue with his students. He
has since made himself athletic, but the friendli-
ness, lhe helplulness, has not diminished in the
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least, Where deconstructors in English prattled on

aboul Plato, Gans actually knew Greek, and dealt, .

in detail, with the original text; where deconstruc-
tors casually tossed around the names of Kant and
Hegel, Gans had read Kant and Hegel, in
German. I intend to say little more ir detail about
Gans here; but I do wish to underscore the con-
creteness of his discourse and his joy in both the
beauly and the insight of literaturs. One could
visit the man during consultation hours and con-
duet an ordinary conversation. Mot & trace of pre-
tentiousness. Schneider and Haeussler agreed
with me. :
One other thing: Gans had studied with
René Girard, and he helped the French graduate
students bring Girard lo campus for a talk. This
was, 1 believe, in 1986, At this point, I was not yet
on my later, familiar terms with Gans, and stili had
aftachments to the deconstructionists, despite
prowing misgivings. In seeking for the discrete
event that clarified my confusion and turned me in
a new direction, Girard’s visit strikes me as that
event. Good advertising breught out a big erowd,
which filled the lecture room in the northwest cor-
ner of Royee Hall, all dark woed and plush car-
peting, with magnificent views of the Brentwood
Hills through the big windows. Girard’s
announced topic, “deconstructlon and sacrifice,”
naturally piqued interest. And 1 suspeci that,
knowing Iittle about Girard, most of those present
expected something other than what they heard.
Enthuged about the (half-understood)
Nietzzchean idea of “the Dionysian,” used to the
violent diction so important to Derrida, and infat-
uated by revolutionary rhetoric, many of those
who eame to see Girard that day probably expect-
ed the obligatory verbal sacrifice performed on
tradition, They no doubl aiso foresaw a staid per-
formance, a reciiation from a prepared typescript
by a speaker confined menotonously 1o the podi-

um, lnstead, Girard gave his characteristic fmpro-

vised performance, leaving the podium and leciuz-
ing en ambulant from the aisles, The French
accent imbued the words with a slightly comical
flavor, although the man commanded his English
with idiomatic perfection, right down to the delib-
erately placed Californian *you know.” In sum,
Girard said that good empirical evidence argues
for a predicable human nature. This nature, more-
over, is characterized primarily by two traits.

Human beings imitate sach other-and, in so doing, -

come into conflict. What mechanisms have
evolved to defer conflict? “There is, you know, fe
bouc emissaire, the scapegoat, with his rifual” A
shrug of the shoulders accompanied the state-
ment, Myth, in particular, Girard said, confirms
what we see about us every day of human behav-
ior by constantly reiterating the story of how a
group in conflict deferred violence, and therefore
survived, by polarizing its bellicosity around an
arbitrary fall-guy. Scapegoating, said Girard, is the
universal formule for producing unanimity (or,
rather, unanimity-minus-one), History, he contin-
ued, .concerns the gradual “revelation™ of scape-

goating, which historical religlons like Judaism
and Christianity tend to condemn, even while
revivals of myth attempt to justify sacrifice and
expulsion. It is curlous, said Girard, how certain
passages in Heidegger and Desrida bear a close
resemblance to episodes in myth.

At this point, Matt Schneider passed me
a written note: “At last—an antidote to nihbilismi®

Girard’s speech had, however, stirred up
preat hostility, the irony of which passed over the
heads of the numerous host, now uaited in their
anger at the one who dared call their sacred lan-
puage into question. When (Gans, moderating,

called on the audignee for questions, a stream of.

vituperation pushed forth. Girard’s theory, said
one netable deconstructionist, was so much
“Romanticism,” all but spitting out the word,
{For the academic Left, “Romahtic” functions as
a synonym for “Fascist.” Never mind that moderm
radicals are belated mimics of Rousseau, the corig-
inalor of Romanticism.) “How can you posit an
origin for culture,” a graduate student wanted to
know, “when the whole notion of origia has been
discredited?” (This was one of those undigested
shibboleths out of Derrida.) The taboo against
discussion of otigin, Girard remarked in good
humor, in fact preserves scapégoating against rev-
elation; and Lhus does revelylion always amount
to a scandal for the prevalllngmlsdom, which i3
why philosophy has never been able 1o reconcile
itself te Jewish prophecy or to the Gespels, That
only made the crowd, which s what it was at this
point, madder yet. One gf the English depart-
ment’s chief radicals now stood up to give & ram-
bling, denunciatory speech which ended with an
invocation of the names of Latin American coun-
tries pronounced archly in 2 Spanish (or al least
what he took to be a Spanish) accent: “Viva la rev-
olucion en "Nicaragua, ven E! Salvador, en
Guatemala, ¥ naturalmente en Cubat® (As amus-
Ing as they might sesm 1o oulsiders, such thefori-
cal formulae are routine in the academy.)

By the time Gans called the proceedings
to an end, a murmur of animosity indicated that
Girard’s impermissible hypothesis—that crowds
gain their unity through focusing ire against a
convenient contempter—spplied incontrovertibly
to the present occasion. Pecple who had spent
hotrs in seminar in-a'stale of affected emotional
nor-involvement (the’ black«dress biasé of the
postmodern intellectuals) snow agitated: them-
selves over an Iden. You ¢oiild overhear their
comments outside the ledfure room as the words
resounded in the stairwell, Not analytical, they
reflected the formerly tacit and now volukle mob
mentality, and each offered as its gist the observa-
tion that this guy was definitely not one of us,

Later that day, when Girard sat down to
let me interview him [or the French graduate stu-
dent journal, he showed himself o be congenial,
forthcoming, without personal conceit, and toler-
ant of my own striggle with his Ideas, (One strug-
gled, not because the ideas were obscurantist, but
because they were as plain as day, and, for one

mentally befogged by obfuscation, this at first
proved baffling.) Girard had made another point,
that primary texts—novels, plays, poems—don’t
need to be strangled with theory because they are
already theoretical in the recoverable root
essence of the ferm, In Greek, theorein means
“observation,” intense observalion. Poets, play-
wrights, and novelists fulfill their vocation by car-
rying out a scrupulous study of human life,
Theory, so-called, whose premise is that it knows
more than the primary texis is, al best, danger-
ously arrogant, and, at worst, deliberately self-
serving, In his lecture, Girard had finally {ntro-
duced his concept of “mediated desire,” We
rarely originate cur wants, he said, but learn them
from others, as in the various forms of covetous-
ness,

Perhaps even more than his defiance of

.the deconstructive ban on discussing origins {by

proposing an originating mechanism of con-
sciousness and culture), this had stung the crowd
into fury. The remark clarified for me my own
time-wasling mislake, beginning wilth my uneriti-
cal impulse to assimilate my vocabulary to that of
the “in™ crowd. More than this, the discourse
which began by denouncing all previous dis.
course in ail likelthood did 8o because it wished
to appropriate the perceived authority of much
of previous discourse. Only with the greatest dii-
ficulty, after long hard years of study, could ans
ever hope to match Erich Auerbach’s achieve-
ment in Mimesis, or the much-despizsed Maithew
Amolds in Culture and Anarchy. But with the
greatest of ease one can denounce and dismiss
them,

To be like the decenstructors, one had
firsi to annihilate what they annihilaled, and, like
my friend Matt, 1 had eaten my fill of nihilism,
Nevertheless, If enly from a type of residual idol-
atry, I hung on to those brightly colored trade-
paperbacks from lhe University of Minnesola
Press and elsewhere. The thought that they were
there, on my shelf, fed an obscure hunger, as

. though I had only hall-suppressed a tasie for dope

but knew-that I could seare up some Flumbolt
sensemilla anytime | wanted. But after this hot-
house experience at UCLA, 1 stopped buying the
books in question and began to acquire nstead
second-hand copies of clder critical literature,
especially the Edwardian and inter-war writers on
the classics, and monuments like Mimesés and
Culture and Anarchy. Gradually, the craving sub-
sided. The calm and readable books of Girard,
Gans, Walter urkert, and Bric Vocge in asserted
their importance in my view,

One day, the moment abruptly ripened,
and I packed the postmodern stuff into the cartons
and took it for resale at The Curious Bockstore,
“Oh, they'll sell,” store owner Ray Walsh
slyly opined, *I'm right across the street kil
from a graduate program in English. "/&
Tom Bertonneay is author af Defining Standards
at Michigan’s Public Universities,
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Nitwit Feminism, Continued from page 1

to be universal, it had become selective, sup-
porting only those whose viewpoints it favored.
Planned te be non-partisan, it had become a
tool of the Democrats. To protect the move-
ment from the lkes of Steinem and [reland and
Roseanne, the Dulies group felt that it had ta
go public, destroying the village to save it.
“QOur ultimate aim is the revival of
American feminism,” Mrs. Ragab
told her audience when she and her
cohorts denounced NOW in May.
“American feminism is more impor-
tant than NOW.”

he rebellicn of the Dulles chap-

ter is only one more sign of a
growing disenchantment with NOW.,
What made this organization, in the
opinion of individuals who should be
committed to it, the enemy of
American women? What gave it an
ouiré agenda that has carried the
group out of the national main-
stream? These questions are com-
plex ones having to do with the evo-
lution of politics, especially lifestyle
politics, over the last three decades.
But it is clear that concerns of
America'’s mainly traditional women
are no longer key issues for NOW.
What counts are issues like a unisex
army and an insistence that Title IX
be interpreted as an affirmative
action law, mandating strict numeri-
cal equality between lemale and
male athletes whatever the context
and whatever devastation such an
interpretation causes to sports pro-
grams. What really counts are issues
like gays and abortion, which are not
high on the agenda of niost womoen.
(Gay rights i8 a non-starter, and
while polls show women supporting
limited access to early stage abor-
lion, a majority of women also have
growing doubts about this procedure and sup-
port parental consent and other restraints and
restrictions that NOW and its alliss abhor, The
NOW view of abartion as an absolute civil right
that cannot be diluted iz held by less than three
women in fen.)

NOW has made these marginal issues
inle a loyalty oath. At times it drifts off into still
stranger alleyways such as toying with an advo-
cacy of and defending transsexuals, a {heme
much in gvidence at the last NOW national con-
vention, No wonder the organization’s member-
ship has shrunk, according to Ragab and other
critics, as women vote with their feet and drive
membership down from a high of 250,000 to
below 100,000 today. Speaking of the NOW
[eadership, Ragab, who iz a French native, says,
“Those women are a laughing stock in the inter-
national community. When the world looks at
the NOW national representatives, it sees
women who believe that gender-bending is a
mainstream issue. It is not.”

It was the confluence of the items in this
agenda with insularity, arrogance, and irra-
tionality that broupght the current sexual harass-
ment crisis to a head. Given the identity NOW
radicals have given the orpganization, il was
inevitable that Clinton’s obeisance to NOW’s
signature issues—his presence ab a gay rights
dinner; his support of Ellen, on and off-camera;
his repeated vete of bills banning late-term

NOW PrESIDENT PATRICIA ERELAND

abortion; not to mention his “model” open mar-
riage to the ball-bpsting, Hillary—should, for
NOW, outweigh not enly, the harm he had done

- to individual women, but thé damage he had

done to workplace sexual dynamics and to the
belief that all women,evemb bo'; ought to get
respect from men,

But NOW had claimed thﬂ sexnal
harassment franchise since the Hill-Thomas
hearings and could not seem to be absclutely
indifferent te Clinton’s sexual follies, so the
organization came up with an explanation for
his behavior. First, it was not in fact legal
harassment, Second, even if it was, it was not
reably a serious offense, especiatly compared to
the depredations of conservative men who com-
mitted their sins without an exculpatory com-
mitment to the feminist agenda.

The Dulles chapter of NOW had long
been troubled by the growing view among radi-
cal feminists, caused perhaps by the work of
university deconstructionists, that the truth is

subjective and can be bent to political expedi-
eney. “They function constantly in the nearirra-
tional,” Marie-Jose Ragab says of NOW’s
national leadership. “There is no difference to
them between the world of the imagination ard
the world of knowledge, They think that knowl-
edge is ‘the imaginaticn of men,’” This leaves
them free to invent their own “knowledge”—
the “imagination of women”—which in their

: minds has equal validity with truth,
Thus, they have been able to invent
statistics-—about sexual violence,
rape, and eating disorders—when it
serves their interest and to deny the
truth when it doesn't, as in the case of
research showing that children tend
to fare poorly in homes without
fathers; and thal boyfriends tend to
abuse women and children, while
husbands and fathers do not, If it
makes sense to claims tha! hundreds
of thousands of girls have experi-
enced eating disorders; that one-half
of all women are raped in their life-
lime; that the Promise Keepers are a
menuace to women, then it may make
sense to claim that the messy private
lives of conservatives bear attention
while the messy private lives of liber-
als do not; that the fire chief reading
Playboy in the firehouse is harass-
ment while assault in the White
House iz not. .

“It’s the pretense, above all,
that does the damage,” writes
Marjorie Williams, & feminist and
admitted Democrat, in Vanity Fair.
She sugpests a plausible case from the
left that Clinton’s public policies aut-
welgh the effects of the “sordidness”
of his personal conduct, But she adds,
“Making this argument is something
dilferent {rom simply sweeping his
behavior under the rug,” let alone
celebrating it, as Roseanne and her
audience appeared to be doing in
their April get together.

“They are making the same lame excus-
es men-used to make fifteen years ago,” says
Marie-Jose Ragab of the NOW leadership. Lost
in the WOW shuffle, according to Ragab and
her colleagues, has been what should be the
centrat tenet of a feminist movement—that all
women are full human bamgs and- due respect,
not toys or objects, which is a view obviously
held by many- “feminist” male politicians. Nor
does the current national leadership appear to
care that the hard work of decades appears to
be crumbling, As Williams writes in Varity Fair,
“When the dust of Clinfon’s presidéncy finaily
settles, the laws against sexual harassment will
still be on the books, But the social sanclions
against the behavior will be lrretrlevably dain-
aged.” - '

As will be NOW's moral authiority. “We
will strive to ensure that no party, candidate,
president, senatof, governor, congressman, or

Continued on page 11 o
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Confessions of a Republican Academic

by Laura Freburg

n the May 11, 1998, editorial
page of the Wall Street Journal,
Vincent Carroll asked why so
few Republicans may be found among
the ranks of the country’s university fac-
ulty (“Republican Professors? Sure,
There’s One”). In a response to the edi-

tor (published May 20, 1998), T detailed.

my experience as an out-of-the-closet
Republican psychology professor at
California Polytechnic State University,
San Luis Obispo, as an example of how
this disparity is maintained.

“finding” themselves, not successful ones, and
ohimigosh, this is the mifitary we're talking about
here! In some cases, more overl questions are
asked of candidates. Cal Pely is located near
Pacific Gas & Electric’s Diablo Canyon Nuclear
Power Plant, which was a magnet for leflist fac-
ulty during its’construction in the late '70s and
early '80s. I'm convinced thal many faculty
accepted jobs at Cal Poly during that era just to
be where the actien was. Al any rate, I have
heard candidates for facully poesitions asked
specifically whal they thought o[ [Mzblo Canyon.
When one candidate dropped his jaw in amaze-
ment at the question, the professor asking

these students' parents, most of whom lived in
Orange County, if they knew their sons and
daughlers were being involved in such an efiort.
I serve as the facully advisor for ithe Cal
Poly College Republicans. Nobody else would
take the job, which is a stalement about the cam-
pus climate all by itself. The students’ flyers are
destroyed or removed within 15 minutes of post-
ing, their sandwich boatds disappear or are van- -
dalized, and faculty have attended meetings to
“stare down" those whe participate. One of our
membera posted a Dole/Semp poster in his
dorm window, and had it not been for the volun-
teer intercession of some. pretty high-powered
legal types, the student would have

The small numbers of
Republican faculty do not
occur by aceident, The exclu-
sion of Republican academi-
cians is an cvert and conscious
effort on the part of ideclogical
gatekeepers,

Gatekeepers become a prob-
lem when Republican academicians
begin applying for jobs and seeking
publication of (heir work. The firsl of
many cheekpoints is the lopic and
conclugions of a person's research. If -
this doesn't pass muster, employment
and advancement are impossible. On
one oeeasion, 1 allempted Lo publish
research resulls thal clearly demon-
siraled long-lerm academic benefits,
for children who repeated -kinder- -
garien. The cdilor of the scholarly
journal reviewing my manuscripl
relused publication unless 1 removed
the offensive dats and conclusions, He
told me, “We don™ believe in Hunking
children anymore.” Forgel the truth—
we're only geing to publish those data
that support our preconceived poli-
cies. Although 1 really needed addi-
tlional publications at that point in my
cureer, [ pulled the article rather than
give in to this outrageous demand. An
academician’s ability 1o obtain a posi-
tion, research [unding, and publica-
tion is highly dependent on Lhe
“acceptability” of the questions he or
she is asking. Don’t hold your breath
waiting for in-depth studies of the effects of day-
carg on children or the psychological aftereffects
of abortion on women. There are some legitimato
topics that just won't be investligated because of
their potential political repercussions,

Selection committees are also Jooking
for more subtle signals thal the candidate will
“fit in,"”

During the interview process, onc can
observe clothing, language, and general appear-
ance far “fit." At relatively informal lunches and
dinners with a candidale, you caa listen careful-
ly for family background. As a happily married
wife for 25 years with three children, who grew
up in the not-so-deprived and staunchly conserv-
ative lown of 8an Marino, California, T stand out
like a sore thumb. First of all, having three chil-
dren is {otally incorrect, as it-Goniribuies to pop-
ulation prowth, A long-term martiage to the

* same man is also suspect, One of the most high-
Iy touted professors in my depariment regales
students with stories of how she and her husband
were both living with other pcople when they
met, and then he “rescued™ her from her abusive

relationship. This is far mere acceptable than

marrying your high schaol sweetheart, I'm not
an alcoholic, my parenis never abused me, and
I'm not a survivor of anything, The fact that my
oldest daughter recently completed her first year
at West Point has been fhe final blow—you're
supposed to have (roubled children who arc
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laughed it off as a joke. The candidate did not
get the job. . . ‘

Once in the system, faculty are in a posi-
tion to {nfluence students and each other. One of
my department colleagues made 2 habit of ask-
ing her students about their families’ magazine
subscriptions. One hapless student said that her
family subscribed to Reader’s Digest, und.she was
promptly and publicly humiliated by the profes-
sor. The student was told that Reader'’s Digest
was “yellew-journaliam right-wing propaganda,”
and that if she wanted the truth, she should read
Ms. magazine. And to think that for all these

years, I thought Reader’s Digest was just some-,

thing you read at the dentist's office, with stories

like “My.Encounter with a Grizely Bear.” After

her magazine diatribe, the professor poked her
head into my office door, and complained that
the students’ views don’t change nearly enough
during their experience at Cal Poly. Other efforts
10 influence students were so outrageous, they’re
almost .unbelicvable. This same professor was
notorlous for glving “extra credit” to students
who would do precinct walking for candidates
she selecied, The students understood that
“extra credil” in this case meant passing the
course, and they complied. During the 1980s, the
advisor of our department student club arranged
for all funds raised by the club ta be donated to
a group called Madre, which ostensibly helped
the "women and children of Nicaragua.” Yeah,
right. All 1 could imagine was the reactions of

been forced by Cal Poly's administra-
tion to remove his sign. I'm just guess-
ing, of course, but I think a Clinton
sign would not have provoked the
same Tesponse. At commencement
lime, we have heard from Demrocratic
State Senzlor Jack O'Connell, but our
local Republican Assemblyman, Tom
.Bordonaro, who is & Cal Poly grad to
boot, has been notably absent from
the podiun.

One of the most dramatic
examples of faculty political influence
is the placing of fundamenltal Christian
students in internships al Planned
Parenthood or other local. agencies
engaged in abortion referral, I found an
alternate internship placement for one
of these students at the Alpha Agency,
which-is a lecal .nen-profit sun by
churches, and whose goal is to assist
those women who choose Lo keep their |
babies, The agency provides everything
from diapers and [ormula-to deposits
for apartmenis. Personally, I thought
this was an ideal solution to the stu-
dent’s dilemma, but 1 was strongly criti-
cized by my department colleagues for
providing this “out.” While working
wilh this studenl, the Alpha dircclor
indicated that the agency was unsuc-
cessful in obtaining permission from
the university adiministration for plae-
ing their literature at the Student
Health Center. Planned Parenthood
could do so, but not Alpha, It's not just
the faculty who act as gatekeepers,

Faculty also maintain political influence
over one another, In depariment facully meet-
ings, political bumper stickers, buttons, peti-
tions, and fund-raising requests are openly
solicited. One of my colleagues, who travels
widely as parl of a UNICEF team, shared her
stides of a trip to Cuba at a faculty meeting. Her
conclusion was that she was “disappointed” that
things weren’t going belter, because, of course,
Cuba had such a “superior political system.”
Heads nodded wisely ail around the fabie, A
department colleague of mine was terribly
[rightened that her failure to participate in an
“anniversary protest” at the Diablo Canyon
Nuclear Power Plant would cost her tenure, Asa
non-tenured faculty member in such an environ-
ment, you keep your mouth shut and hope
nobody notices you. I gained some lemporary
respite from this pressure by pointing out that
my husband was a small business owner, and we
could mot take public political positions.

‘Amazingly, this, played well enough that I was

given tenure in 1991, although suspicions were
beginning to show on the part of some of my-col-
leagues. [
My cover was “blown” when my husband
decided (o enter politics himself. He was
absolutely cutraged by the election fo local office:
of a middle school leacher who was, according o
the lnea! District Attorney’s Office, a long time
“uger and seller of illegal drugs.” This miner fact,
of coursg, had been carefully hidden by the local
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paper from the voters prior to the eiection, My
husband’s interest in this case led him to run for
county supervisor himself on two occasions.
While the supervisor’s position i3 supposedly
non-partisan, my husband was simultaneously on
the ballot for the locai Republican Central
Commitiee, The reaction among my colleagues
was instantanecus and dramatically negative,
Some were extremely worried about what [ knew
about their recreational drug use, Others asked
hepefully if ours was a “mixed marriage.” One
faculty member stated, “We would never have
hired you if we'd known you were a Republican.”
Within six weeks of my husband’s declaring his
candidacy, I was fired as department head. There
had been no personnel reviews or other normal
steps taken. No administrators supervised the
meeting at which I was fired, which was a davas-
tating experience lasting four hours.

In the ensuing years, I have continued to
experience discrimination and harassment based
at least in part on my polilical views and associ-
alions, One professor argued against my receiv-
ing an internal grant on the basis of my hus-
band’s polilical activities, Although I abjected to
the admiristration, no action was taken. My
department  head  circulated  offensive
Republican jokes via the department e-mail
alias, which goes to all faculty and staff. When I
suggested 1o him that this was a misuse of a state
resource, he rveplied that it wasn’t a state

resource, because he sent it “after 5 p.m,” When
I brought a formal complaint to our Affirmative
Agction adminisirator, she confided that the 5Yy5-
tem “just Isn't set up to deal with this kind of
thing.” She did indicate that her brother, wha
was a Republican, also found the joke highly
offensive. No action was taken by the adminis-
tration, other than the fact that a senior adminis-
trator congratulated my department head for the
“humorous” joke.

Fortunately, I obtained tenure before
my status as a Republican became known.
Subsequently, I have been turned down four
years in a row for promaotion from associate to
full professor, in spite of some of the highest stu-
dent evaluations on campus, numerous current
publications, and a long record of service to the
university and the community. I have filed suit in
the Los Angeles Federal Court, and my trial
comes up in November, The administraters and
faculty responsible for this situation enjoy
unlimited legal representation at taxpayer
expense via the California State University
Chancellor’s office in Long Beach, I regrot the
use of precious education dollais on the part of
the CSU for the purpose of defending this dis-
crimination. My family is liquidating assets to
pay my legal costs, In the meantime, the former
drug-dealing county supervisor now works at Cal
Poly, and my husband, with his fwo masters’
degrees in business from USC, extensive mar-
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keting experience with Nestle and M&M Mars,
and many years of collegiate teaching experience
(including Cal Poly), is now told that he is no
lenger qualified for the part-time teaching pool,

The politically correct stranglehold on
America’s educational establishment will not be
casy to loosen, However, tenured faculty and
administrators do retire eventually, and parents,
alumni, taxpayers, and financial donors can
insist on a4 more open climate for the discussion
of ideas. Start by reading your sons’ and daugh-
ters’ texthooks. The history book currently in
use for middle school students in California con-
cludes that Attila the Hun was “tolerant” of
other people’s religions. If you think tolerant
Huns are a novel concept, read your senior high
schooler’s American history text. There you will
learn that Jlimmy  Carter was the great
“Environmental President,” but the only thing
worth noting about Ronald Reagan is that his
father was an alcoholic,

If we cannot establish a climate on our
educational campuses in which ideas are freely
shared and debated, I cannot imagine how we
will achieve any reasonable level of tolerance
and civility in our communities and democratic
instituticns. This current system is self-perpetu-
ating, and will only improve when parents, stu-
dents, taxpayers, and leachers educate them-
selves about the sitvation and demand 3y
change. Kk
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any public official who betrays or ignores the
principle of full equality between the sexes is
eiected or appointed to office,” runs the origi-
nal 1966 NOW statement of purpose. “NOW
will hold itself independent of any political
party in order lo mobilize the political power of
all women and men intent on our goals.” The
members of the Dulles chapter (all Democrats)
believe that NOW has since become a full arm
of the Demacrat Party, eager to sheltet its most
errant members, and willing to sell out any-
thing in its behalf,

In her Vanity Fair article, Marjorie
Williams traces the web of connections
between the White House, the overtly radical
diversity lobbhles, and the groups who claim to
speak for women at large. She discusses the
White House hack whe attacked Kathleen
Willey and who came to the Clintons via
Planned Parenthood and the supposedly neu-
tral Women's Politicat Caucus; the head of the
supposcdly non-partisan Women’s Campaign
Fund (a friend of Hillary} who has said nothing
about the White House scandals; the veteran
feminist and impassioned ecrusader against
Clarence Thomas who is Hillary's chief of staff,
What does a Paula Jones or Kathleen Willey
count for against such a juggernaut as this?

Net much. So this spring, while NOW
and its allies celebrated “Take Your Daughter to
Work Pray™ in the very shadow of the Clinton
White House and watched with straight faces as
Clinton signed into law a “Violence Against
Women" provision that could still make him a
felon, the Dulles chapter came out in support of
the Paula Jones lawsvit as being within the
framework of the NOW 1966 Statement of
Purpose which promised .action against public
officials accused of harassment. It also
approached the Independent Women’s Forum,
an organization of 900 women, mainly young
congervatives with some former liberals, who
see themselves as “equity” feminists who don't
hate men or family and believe their cause has
been betrayed, Together, the Dulles chapter of
NOW and the IWF plan to move feminisim off
NOW?’s gender agenda and on Lo more pressing
soncerns, Marie-JTose Ragab, for instance, wants
a feminism based on “reason and knowledge”™
that applies logic to current economic and cul-
tural problems wonfen face, She is currently
working with religious conservalives to fight
porn on the Tnicrnel, an alliance that the current
nabobs of NOW wou{d never countenance

. ¥

or years, groups made u}» of traditional

women have dwarfed NOW in numbers,
but have had littie media presence or appeal to
younger professional women, The EWF and the
Dulles group are different. The lawyers and
wrilers who comjarisé.their’mémhersh]p speak
the media’ language and that of the college
rnd young working wiomien, groups NOW has
always assumed it controlled. The Clinton
scandals have been gold for the IWF particu-
larly, raising- Hs profile, as the media have
looked to the organization for “talking heads”
to go one on one with NOW's Clinton-defend-
crs on notwork shows like Thiy Week, The
defection of the Dulles chapter increases the
pressure.

At this moment NOW rescmbles noth-
ing quite so much as the Saviet Umpn in its last
days of power—a corrupt, yacapt shell of a
structure, rapidly losing suppofters and satel-
lites, living on dreams of past glory. From the
moment that the Clinten scandals erupted, the
organization began to lose standing with the
general public, those women who have seldom
marched or denated vast sums of money, bui
have believed generally in both “women and
“progress” and In what it took to be the ideals
of the feminist movement, But press coverage
of NOW’s political act soon became mocking,

Hostile pieces appeared in places like the cen-'

ter-left New Republic and the trendy New York,
Pieces appeared in George and in Capital Style
that called Hillary a dreadful role model,
Feminist Naomi Wolf said (also in Geerge) that
hitting or interns was wrong, And then the
queen of the glossies, Marjorie Williams,
dumped on them all in Vanity Fair, calling the
conduct of NGW and its allies “a roadmap to all
that ails liberal feminism , . . political self-deal-
ing, class bias, and a dedication to a bleak ver-
sion of ‘sexual liberation’ that has deprived
them of what was once the moral force of their
beliefs.”

The alliance with the White House has
spent all of NOW?' capital. “Bill Clinton has
been bad for women,” writes Suzanne Fields in
the Washington Times, “He’s brought back the
slereotypes—the tramp, the connivers, the
vamp, the seductress, the avenger, the patient
wife, who will accept almost anything by the
public admission that her husband’s a cheat, and
the vainerable ingenue on the casting touch,
who will accept any kind of degrading behavior
to keep an aflfair going with a powerful man.”

Maggie Gallagher and Mary MeGrory

have nailed the roles of NOW-and the Clintons

together in reviving all the old feminist demons:
Victorian marriage, the wandering husband, the
woman as doormat or slut. Gallagher found the
President calling up the image of a time when
the cheated-on wife suffered in silence and

“men were granted a special.license to play
around.” McGrory nated the President’s rise in
the estimation of the chauvinist faction which
used to despise him and Hillary but now admire
him for playing around and her for enduring it.
“Hillary Clinton, ence regarded as an uppity
Yankee shrew, has become something of 4 hero-
ine among the Bubbas, wha relate more $o
Tammy Wynette than to Eleanor Roosevelt.
They once thought of her as ‘too smart for a
woman,’ but now she% a good ol girl, who
stanils by her man, and understands ‘guy things’
better than they thought,”

This is the price paid by Bil! Clinton to
indulge his appetites; by Hillary Clinton to pro-
tect her power; and by NOW (o salvage ifa stake
in the two of them, .

“New York Supergals Love That
Naughty Prez,” ran the headline for New York
Observer article last February about a round-
tabie panel of ten trendy feminists who agreed
that they approved of a “boyish Chief
Executive” who scemed to be “alive below the
waist.”” They mused an what it might be like to
savor a president’s semen, and agreed that-a
“presidential fuckabout” was better than a “fas-
cist pig" (like Ken $tarr) One of those inter-
viewed seemed to sum up the emotions of the
rest when she said, “I, for some reason, like
Clinton -cven more after this.” They would
have fit in at the Ms Foundation gala this past
April, when Steinem and Ireland laughed at
Roseanne, After this event, Andrea Peysor
wrote in the Mew York Post, “These days, I see
the feminist movement as one giant comedy
roytine, with its most vulgar elemenis—
Roscanne, President Clinton, Courtney Love—
as its featured acts. In the audience, feminist
royalty like Steinem and Ireland applaud like
mad, using their clout to validate behavior that
many decent people would consider offansive,
Maybe this is what thirty years of feminism has
brought.” 7

It also has bronght the défection of the
Dulles chapter, perhaps the first of many such
rebellions, And it may also have finally brought
the unraveling of NOW iiself,

—Noemie Emery

Neemie Emery has written for The Weekly
Standard and other mugazines,
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TutureCampus, Continued from page 1

faded, peeling, two-stery wooden barracks with

boarded-over windows and through acres of -

fenced-off asphalt assembly grounds with weeds
growing through the cracks. )

Asaresult of the Army penchant for plac-
ing everything a quarter-mile from everything
else, the campus is too spread out to have a vital
center. If it weren't for signs identifying certain
buildings as a classroom or the dining commons, it
would be hard to recognize the place as a univer-
sity campus at all, The school’s 100 faculty mem-
bers and 1,500 students are rarely in evidence, The
school has no football team, little grass, few trees
exeept the occasionzl windblown cypress common
lo this area, no teeming sidewalks, jammed pizza
parlors, not even any cozy nooks where students
can spend a pensive hour. Even more (o the point,
there’s a decided lack of intellectual excitement in
the air, which isn't surprising when you

number for another 30 years, ‘
‘What about the 25,000 students the uni-
versity had promised, asked local businessmen
waiting for all that money 1o be spent and the con-
stant eating to begin? Since there was only water
for 8,000 on campus, said Smith, the other 17,000
wouid have to take their classes via computer from
remote sites (called “distance learning™). For
some, this was not an answer (hat held water. “But
if distance learning is the solutien,” former
CSUMB business professor Tom Anderson want-
ed te know, “why would CSU build a residential
campus at Monterey Bay in the first place?™
- As for the supposed economic depiession
facing the communily if a 25,000 student universi-
ty didn’t go in, that, said critics, was a scare tactic
to drum up supporl for a university the Monterey
area didn't nead, couldn't use, and would be better
off not having. For one thing, Monterey County
only had 350,000 peaple, far fewer than that need-
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“he hasly way in which these subsiantial road-
blocks were dismissed suggested 1o some that
partisans of the new campus must have other rea-
sons for insisting thet Cal State Manterey Bay
must go forward. These cynics were right,
Actually, there was another reason CSU officials
wanled to set up shop there—and it had little to do
with boosting the local economy or any of the
other reasons adeuced to support the need for a
new campus in Monterey Bay, Because CSU
adminjstrators would be building a brand new unj-
versily, a campus at Monlerey Bay would give
them a chance lo create their very own traditions,
implement a multicultural agenda from the,
ground up, and create a totally new kind of school
that would serve as a prototype for higher educa-
tion everywhere.

“Today, we are seen as a secret promise
for American education just as the Lreops who
siormed the beaches at Normandy and established

beachheads for campaigns to defeat the

consider how small a role education
played in the decision to build a cam-
pus here in the first place,

The origing of Cal State at
Maonterey Bay, in fact, tell a story that
is not about education but about the
pelitics of education. When Dick
Cheney, the Secretary of Defense in
the Bush Administration, announced
back in 1990 that the base-closing coin-
mission intended to close Fort Ord in
the next three years, Leon Panetta, the
area’s Jong-time congressman, immedi-
ately formed a community task force,
first to fight the decision and then,
when that failed, to create a new uni-
versily called CSU at Monterey Bay. It
wasn't a universally popular degislon,
Some Monlerey residents remembered
how the lzst WUniversity of California
built had turned what had once been
the quiet seaside community of Santa
Cruz inte a time warp for aging hip-
pies, tenured radicals, befligerent pan-
handlers and environmental zealots for
whom whales, not dogs, were man’s
best friend.

To head off fears that
Monterey might new take the same -
path, CSU officials went out and cam-
paigned for the school ss if it were a par-
ticularly deserving political candidate,
warning local residents about the state’s
compelling need to prepare for “Tidal
Wave II™—the alleged hundreds of
thousands of additional students they
said would swamp the state’s universi-
ties and colleges over the next ten years, Under the
circumstaznces, they argued, the base was an unbe-
lievably good deal both for California taxpayers
and local businesses, In exchange for one dollar, the
Army was willing to give the CSU system nearly $1
billion in praperty and assets—3,365 acres of prime
coastal real estate, 190 buildings totaling 4 million
square feet, and 1,253 housing 3nits, not one of
which was more than 13 years old,

Then came the clinching argument.
Would the residents of Monterey sit back and do
nothing while this historic military base closed? I
there was no new campus to fill the ecoromic gap
when the army left, the Monterey area might well
end up with a 35 percent unemployment rate, On
the other hand, if a new state university carmpus
went in at Fort Ord it would bring with it 25,000
students, an annual $200 millien budget and many
millions more in new construction, all of it flood-
ing happily through the local economy, “The won-
derful thing about a campus,” pointed out one
businessman whe got caught up in the enthusiasm,
“is when students uren’t in class they spend and
eat constantly.”

The campaign succeeded and the work
beating swords inte intellectual ploughshares
began. But then boyish CSUMB President Pater
Smith (as a Princeton undergraduate he was the
Princeton figer at football games) revealed that
creeping salt water Intrusion into the local water
table would forever limit the campus to 8,000 stu-
dents. And the campus wouldn't even reach that

first appeared.

R

BiLL CLINTON, LEON PANETTA, AND UNIVERSITY PRESIDENT PETER SMITH

¢d to support a large university, For another,
Monterey was a retirement/iourisi community
without a large college-age population. Most
important, perhaps, the area’s educational needs
were already more than adequately served by four
local corumunity colleges, the Defense Langlage
Institute, the Naval Postgraduate School, Institute
for International $tudies, a branch of San }'ose
Slale in nearby Salinas, and the University of
California a1 Santa Cruz just 30 miles north. |

Given all these existing institutions, atked
critics, what possible justification was (here o build
yet another school in Monierey, especially since
there were plenty of other places in California with
exploding pdpulations which currently had no local
universities -and for which the need for more
schools was far more compelling? “If you want to
invent a campus for the 2ist century,” Patrick
Callan, executive director of the California Higher
Education Policy Center, told the San Jose Mercury
News, you cught to do #t “in a real place—not
around the corner from Pebble Beach.”

5till, to CSU officials, the olfer of so much
highly prized ocean-front land was too good = deal
o turn down, Later, once university officials
began toting up the lrue costs of cleaning up acres
of unexploded artillery shells, morlar rounds,
rockets and grenades, ordnance, retrafitting build-
ings which didn’t meet the state earthquake code,
and removing asbestos-insulated pipes, it became
clear the base was a far less impressive gift than il

Axis powers,” said CSU Monterey Bay
President Peter Smith in his fixst state
of the university speech. “We have,
with great courage and sacrifice,
stormed the beaches of tradition, and
established our beachhead here at
. CSUMB,”
To create this new philesophy
ol educatfon, administrators and facul-
ty worked upwards of 15 hours a day
palting together what CSU information
officer Holly While calls “their perfect
world,” Thig blueprint for educational
utopia was based on a Platonic ideal:
“IrT were a student, this is what I would
like to lzarn, This is how 1 would want
to learn it. This is what I would want my
students affairs to look like.” The com-
mittee made rules on everything from
curriculuin to testing to pet policy—no
dogs upstairs, no snakes over six feet,
fish tanks limited 1o 30 gallons on the
second Hoor. #1t was like creating a new
city,” says White.
. It was also vastly different
* frem ihe kind of education most adults
received when they went te school, The
traditional noticn of the “sage on the
stage” (professor lecturing to studenis)
was Teplaced by the newer concept of
the “puide on the side” {instructor as
advisor/connselor/friend). Students
would design their own course of study
in areas such as visual and public art,
environmental science, entreprenes-
ship, human communieation, and social
and behavioral sciences, Grades were
de-emphasized, “decided by participants,” or dis-
pensed with altogether. (If & student needed a
grade for graduate school, CSUMB would sssign
him a “shadow grade™),

The emphasis wasn't whether or not & stu-
dent had completed a course. Instead students
were “agsessed” on what they actually knew, a
more subjective approach which would allew for
minority and/or female students’ allegedty “differ-
enl ways of seeing and knowing.” If a student was-
ot good at test-taking, for instance, he could write .
a paper. Or if that wasn't his forte, he could joln
with others to complete a group project or make a
video of their efforts, Students wrote their papers
on computers, did research on the Internet,
accessed distant databases (a eritical function
given the school’s small and vanishing number of
library bocks), and made “socially relevant” films,
videos, and documentaries. .

In this laboratory, old ideas were recycled
and made to lock innovative, One of them was the
belief—iried periodically with indifferent success
in primary education—that students learn by
doing rather than by thinking. So, instend of Just
studying histories of the local area, for instance,
students would actually go out into the Monterey
Bay community and take oral histories of long-
time residents or retired soldiers from the former
military base, As part of the scheol’s commitment
1o serve the commuenity, students were also
required to volunteer to work for multicultural
non-profits four hours a week, & process which

AP{Wide World Phor
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was supposed to teach what founding provost
Steve Arvizu described as “rich white kids” having
to contribute to low income communities and “to
enter and exit” those communities “respectfully
and appropriately.” Finally, before students conld
graduate they had to demonstrate an understand.
ing of “the differential and unequal treatment of
people of colot, females, gays and leshians, the
poor, and others from historically oppressed
groups” and how affirmative action worked o
“address inequalities in institutions such as
schools, governmental agencies and businesses.”
3chool officials had hoped that the stu-
dent body would be largely Latino. When the first
class turned out te be only 22 percent Hispanic,
however, they didn't reassess their assumptions
and wonder if they had overlooked the possibility
that Hispanic parents wanted for their children
what other parents want—a solid education that
would lead to the competence required for a good
job, Rather, they concluded that they hadn't made
the campus multi-cultural enough, Se they started
packing the curriculum with courses on “Mexican
History,” “Chicano Life and History,” “The
History and Polities of Mexico,” “Chicano
Literalure,” “La Literatura Mexicana,” and
“Lalina Life Stories” and then supplemenling
these with still other courses on “Race, Ethnicity
and Multiculiural Conflict in the United States,”
“Sociological and Historical Approaches to Race
and Etihnicity in the United Siaies,” and
“Buploring Whileness.” What was missing—an
absence these administrators apparently thought
Hispanic parents and students weuld overlook—
was the kind of core curriculum considered essen-
lial in more traditional institutions, They assumed

that Hispanics embodied Montezuma's revenge .

and just didn't do Aristotle, Plato, Milton,
Descartes, Shakespeare, the Federalist Papers,
Abraham Linceln, and Adam Smith.

H faculty members were embarrassed by
such omissions, they didnt show ii. When asked
aboul the somewhat surprising absence of works
by Shakespeare ar any British writers'in the book-
slore, one professcr told the California Higher
Education Policy Center that “we liberatgd our-
selves in 1776, American people are from different
cultures and should get 1id of bad habits.”

One bad habit school cofficials got rid of
was academic modesty, Despite the schools only

having opened ils doors in the fall of 1995, one’

CSUMB dean claimed the school was already so
well-regarded it was now attracting professors
who otherwise would have accepted positions at
“Harvard, Yale, Princeton and MIT.” As proof,
CSUMB officials pointed to the fact that the
schoo] received 7,000 applications for the first 60
faculty slots, thus allowing the hiring conunittee to
put ‘together a faculty that, according to Steve
Arvizl, was comparable to that of “any private
elite institution in the country.”

Although CSUMB’ administration may
have considered its faculty among the best in the
country, students were somewhat less enthusiastic,
“As much as I heard about the teachers wanting to
come to the scheol, the quality of the teachers
they did have was pretty low,” said Robert
Gahnberg, now'a 26-year-old student of interna-
tional relations at the nearby Monterey Institute
of International Studies. Gahnberg was also puz-
zied, he said, by the schools seeming neglect of
“Anglo-Saxcn culture,”
that there were far more Caucasian studénts than
anything else: “For a school that claims to be mul-
ticultural, it seems the only culture they wers
siressing was Hispanic.”

“The curriculum seemed to be more
socfal engineering than education,” agreed a 38-
year-old business student, “Ii was made abundant-
ly cleax that the military was an unnecessary and
negative influence. it's drummed into you in every
department, white men are bad,”

A student jovirnalist complained that pro-
fessors taught in the “terminology of Marxism,”
openly advertised their seXual preferences, “exac-
erbated racial tensions” and tried to “imprint stu-
dents” with the kind of leftist ideology that made
white males “feel on trial,”

Stephen Reed, the school’s Vice President
for External Affairs, dismissed the notion that the
school was anti-white male, saving there was noth-

ing new aboui such hostility in academia. Even so, -

the ubiguitcusiess of such hostility came ag a syi-
prise to Ronald Pect, a local writerfinvestigative
reporier who, when he took his daughter to the
school’s first graduation last May, was surprised to
find the senior “Capstone™ exhibits shabby, left-
leaning, and rampant with politically correct atti-
tudes: “One of the themes runaing through the
exhibits was renouncinig your whiteness,”

If there was'éver any doubt regarding the
school’s true agenda, says-Peét, it vanished when

and this despite the fact |

the schocl hired agit-prop playwright Luis Valdez
ta head its teledramatic arts program. Valdesz,
who is considered a national hero in Mexigo,
founded El Teatro Campesino, a Latino activist
theatrical group, which got its start putting on
shows for Cesar Chavezs farm workers from the
backs of flatbed trucks in the 1960s. Althotgh
Valdez subsequently went on to write La Bamba,
Zoot Sult, and Bandito, his works were (oo one-
dimensional to have any widespread commercial
or critical success, Blaming his refection on
racism, Valdez retreated into a kind of radieal
Latino mytholopizing which exalted the Mexican
race (la reza), advecated the reconquest for
Mexico of Aztlan (a mythical Aztec homeland
comprising the southwestern United States}, and
regarded United Farmworkers founder Chavez
(about whom Valdez is currently writing a screen-
play) as the literal reincarnation of the Aztec god
Quetzalcoatl.

. Despite his histery (or perhaps in part
because of it), Valdez is highly regarded at
CSUMB, The school was lucky to land him, says
[ormer provost Steve Arvizu: “The man is an
feon.”

But in the view of some critics, CSUMB’s
Latino studenls don’t so much need feons as they
do rigorous acadermics capable of providing a solid
traditional education in institutions which have a
real reason for existing in the first place. Shelby
Steele, an author, research fellow at {he Hoover
Institute, and resident of Monterey, sees CSUMB
as playing a cruel trick on minorily students,
“many of whom don't know what a traditional
education is supposed to look like, and giving
them the kind of educaticn you could never sell to
middle-class whites."

“What are these deprees going to mean?”
asks Steele, “They den't learn the history of
America. They don't learn the history of the civi-
lization in which they live. Instead théy tdlk to old
people from Fort Ord. Well, that’s (lne in an
advanced graduals course in interviewing. But
undergraduates should b in a classroom in a seat
with a paper and pencil. They should be learning
the extracrdinary history of America, wlnch
is the history of the woerld at this point. If‘-
you are lgnorant of this, you are lost,” A

Poul Ciowi is a freelance writer who lives in
Southern California.
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hile many in the United States

see immigration as a looming

problem that threatens the very
fabric of the nation, John J. Miller makes
a convincing argument that the problem is
not actually immipration per.se, but
rather the failure of new immigrants to
assimilate into American society. But this
failure is not the result of pejorative ideas
held by society at iarge or obstacles creat-
ed by racism, Instead, Miller presents a
Iucid and sharp analysis that rightly faults
heavy-handed government programs and
wacky multiculturalist policies for the col-
lapse of America’s assimilationist tradi-
tion. Bilingnal education, the disturbing
political ramifications of group rights, the
refusal of government to altow English-
only work rules—these instances of mas-
sive and usually failed government inter-
vention into the lives of Americans are
the stumbling blocks on the path to true
citizenship on the part of hundreds of
thousands of new - Americans.

In 2 work which combisnes a healthy dose
of historical fact with 2 cogent analysis of modern-
day problems, Miller examines the rise and fall of
the Americanization movement and the current
roadblacks preventing the reviva} of the tradition
of assimilation, Sharply criticizing government
reforms in the late 1960s and early 1970s for
undercutting colorblind justice and creating an
unworkable ethric pluralism, Miller also attacks
the conternporary offspring of such developments,

+ such as the warped academic propaganda of mul-
ticulturalists, “The muiticulturalists® greatest fear
about assimilation is ‘that it will happen,” he
writes. “They view Americanization as a kinder,
gentler form of cthnic cleansing, , .. In a sense,
they want to fracture the American iclentity and
turn the United States into a small global village,
like Epcot Center’s World Showease attraction,”

As a particularly loathsome example of
this hatred of America, he-takes us inside the

inner workings of Rethinking Americanlzation, an
academic conference held at the University of
California at San Diego in May of 1995. As Miller
writes, “More than a dozen academics presented
papers at this conference and almost every one of
them attacked the idea of
Americanization. They constantly
harped on the claims that the
United States is irredeemably
_ racist, that racial allitudes have not
changed significantly since the
founding, and that immigrant
assimilation is nothing more than
the capltalist exploitation of a for-
cign-born proletariat,”
As an example of this
new academic nether world,
Miller discusses Ilisa Lowe, a
professor of literature at UCSD,
who claims that the concept of
citizenship tricks Americans into
thinking that everybody has
equal access (o the benefits of it,
while in reality—or at least her
reality—il’s a pernicious fraud
masking racial, sexual, and
class inequality, There is also
Juan Perea, a University of
Florida law professor, who
babbles on zhout “death by
Engllsh” and claims Ameri-
canization must be “aban-
dened -ag a premise of
American’identity.”” And the
University of Michigan’s
Roger Rouse, who begs his
pupils to support what
Miller terms “transnational
multiculturalism,” a home-
made doetrine holding that
peopie are first ethnics and nationals

second.

But multiculiuralism is net the only cul-
prit. Equaily bizarre thoughts come from the rest-
less nativists, whom Miller compares to modern-
day members of the Know-Nothing Party. Ie
examines and easily debunks such writers as
Chilton Williamson, Jr., whose anti-lmmigration
brush even tars the Irish, and the paranoid Samnel
Francis, whose racialist ¥iew-of American socisty
is similar to that of the Impetial leard of the Ku
Klux Klan,

But neither do "we’
grants very well today, he points out-in “The
Practice of Americanization,” and this is primarily
begause of nonsensical policy. This is most evident
in Miller’s treatment of bilingual education, a pro-
gram he abhors—not only because it Is a dismal
failure, but also due to the micromanagement of
the program by federal bureaucrats. He correctly
notes thal bilingual education is a maln stumbling
block in the way of assimilation. As Is often noted,
the goal of the program is to teach competency in
two languages, but what it actually provides is
competency in none and a continuing indenture in
the shadowland of the world given up to come to
America. The Unmaking of Americans offers an
in-depth portrait of the failures of bilingual educa-
tion as a movement, from its inception In the 1960s
ugp to the present day, But these failures are all the
more stark when contrasted to the successes of
turn-of-the-century urban  educators  whe
immersed their immigrant students in Euglish, gnd
by so doing zet them free.

" So who is to blame? Miller links bilingual
education to the muiticulturalist bureaucrats who
demanded its implementation, “As the architects
of anti-Amerfeanization public policies such as
bilingual education, they are intent on using state
power to preserve native culiures, native lan-

" guages, and group solidarity,” These burenucrats

should be embarrassed. In the receit Callfornla
referendum that outlawed hilingual education,
even supporters of the programs conceded they
were failures, But inside and outside of California,

Miller writes about schoo! syslems under pressure -

to implement Spanish-cnly classrooms, profes-
sional educators speaking of overcoming “institu-
tlonal racism,” and #Anglo-confermity,” and lob-
byists blithely argning that bilingual education will

help prevent “grave psycholegical harm® to immi-
grant children confronted with the prospect of
Americanism,

These immigrant children can spend as
long as six or seven years in bilingual programs,
and because of these programs, routinely read and
write two to three years behind thelr grade level.
It isn't uncommeon to have the best students in a
school’s program reading one year behind their
grade level, and normal students reading at an 8th
or 13th percentile level when compared {o their
peers. Unenforced ruies mandating “mainstream-
ing” and complacency on the part of parents,
teachers, and students create a morass in which it
is entirely feasible for a student to go through his
entire public education in a bilingual program and
come away without the tools of citizenship,

‘Worst of all, however, is that practically
all Hispanic students are autcmatically targeted
for these programs, whether or not Spanish is their
primary language. Miller notes that for a Hispanic
student, being assigned to the bilingual program in
New York City, for instance, is like receiving a life
sentence. Many bureaucrats work to ensure that
students remain in the programs even after they
have learned English, Miller draws the moral:
“Immigrant children somelimes succeed in spite
of bilingual education, but far feo often they fail
because of il. There may be no better example of
an Amerlcan Institution mis-serving its immigrant
population than a bilingual education program
that refuses to teach English.”

Closely related to the bilingual education
debacle is the trend towards group rights and
identity politics that seems 0 popular in this day
and ege. The disunifying force of racial pelitics
also harms assimilation—not only by turning off
the immigrant population but also by turning off
the native-born population, leaving immigrants
who do not want to assimilate and natives who
don't want to help them. In addition, what Miller
terms “the current regime of voting rights”"—the
existence of so-called “minority majority”
Congressional districts, foreign-language ballois,
and the less-well known act of including iliegal
aliens and non-citizens in Congressional districl
reapportionment—helps o create a “United
Nations nation-—a country made up of bickering
factions divided by their race, cthnicity, and lan-
guage.” Miller makes a strong case for his state-
ment that the “cult of group rights remains one of
the most significant threats to the Americaniza-
tion of Immigrants,” .

Of course, once citlzens , become
Americanized, there are alse the problems associ-
ated with natoralizing them, The Immigration and
Naturalizatien Service.is one of the worst-rua
branches of the government, noted for its hideous
inefficiency and appalling service to immigrants

‘aftempling to nafuralize. Lines stretching for

hours on a weekday at INS offices—sometimes
only located in central cities—are routine, and
Miller does an excellent job of not only pointing
out the probiems in the naturalization process, but
also suggesting solutions.

Miller counterbalances a strong pro-
immigration stance with common-sense enalysis
and commentary-—the type that makes inherent
scnse, but perhaps because of this, only has a
remate chance of being considered by a legisla-
ture, Indeed, it took a referendum in California to
end bilingual education, a move that Miller rec-
ommends that the entire country pursue post-
hasle. We are at a crucial time—will we implement
the changes needed to assimilate the new genera-
tion of immigrants inlo American society as we
have assimilated gvery generation before them?
Or will we allow government regulation, identity
politics, and bilingual education work to create
dozens of Httle Quebecs in cur midst?

The melling pet metaphor is out of favar
these days in discusslons about the making of
Americans. The self-described pattisans of immi-
prants prefer a more politically correct image like
that of the mosaic, with each identity- group
becoming a pari of the larger picture, What this
image misses, however, i the notion of the
cemént—in this case a commitment to 7
American eitizenship—which holds the q‘
pleces of the national picture together. )
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Bar Owner Appeals Employment Ruling

he owner of the Bar None, a small

West Side cocktail lounge, is appeal-

ing a recent ruling by the Federal
Workplace Ambience Regulatory Commis-
sion (FWARC) requiring him to continue to
pay full wages, as well as medical expenses,
to a cocktail waitress WhO no longer comes
to work,

Business owners are closely fal-
lowing the case, which centers around the
waitress's assertion that her inability to
report for work is due to an emotional
problem arising from her employment
that she wil} not be able to resolve if she
is obliged to continue working,

The bar's owner, Tom Kollenz,
insists he has acted reasonably and legal-
ly toward the waitress, thirty-eight-vear-
old Sherrie Ballantine, and says he is pre-
pared to taks his case into the civil courts
and go all the way to the Supreme Court
if his appeal before the Federal
Workplace Code Enforcement Court
fails.

Kollenzs problem with Ms.
Ballantine began threc years ago when
patrons began complaining of lipstick
marks on their glasses. Eventually, a cus-
tomer spotted Ms, Ballantine sipping
from his drink as she carried it to the
table and informed Mr Kollenz, who
demanded an  explanation. Ms,
Ballantine told her boss that she had
always feared she would make a mistake
with a patron's order and had devised this
method of checking on her accuracy. Although she
confided that she was in therapy for her compulsive
tendencies and assured him that she was trying fo
improve, Mr. Kollenz fired her.

Adter several weeks of unsuccessfully seek-
ing similar employment, Ms. Ballaatine returned to
the Bar None and asked Mr. Kollenz to reinstate her,
promising that she would find a way to control her
behavior, Having hired and fired a number -of
replacements in quick succession, Kollenz relented,
but to assure himself that Ms, Ballantine would honor
her promise, he watched her closely as she carrled out
her duties.

Kollenz's palpable lack of trust engendered
feelings of insecurity in Ms, Ballantine, and she found
herself looking over her shoulder frequently as she
did her job, Fearing a lawsuit if she were (o stumble
and fall on a pairen, Mr. Kollenz warned her to look
where she was going. She explained that his undis-
guised, relentless supervision had reawakened the
psychological discomfort her parents had inflicted on
her when hey had caught her playing William Tell
with her younger brother. Mr, Kollenz answered by
reiterating that if she didn't look where she was going
he would fire her and would not take her back.

This threat semt Ms. Ballantize to the
WARC, where she demanded a hearing, charging
thai by singling her out for scrutiny, Kollenz had poi-
saned her atmosphere, makmg it unpleasant for her
to come to work,

by Judith Schumann Weizner

At the hearing, Kollenz explained that he
had fired Ms. Ballantine for cause and re-hired her on
prabation; he was legally entitled to assure himself
that she was meeting the terms of that probation, The
FWARC ruled that since there had been no further
complaints from palrons, she was ebviously in com-
pliznce with the terms of her reinstatement, which
were simply that she not drink from her customers’
glasses, and warned Kollenz that if he wished to avoid

SHERRIE BALLANTINE

a fine and being placed on the FWARC's Register of
Insensitive Employers, he would have to serutinize all
cmployees equally, and to make sure that Ms.
Ballantine felt at home at work,

Not wishing to permit a state of affairs that
would give his patrons anything to compluin about,
Mr. Kollenz took to observing her more tactfully and,
at the start of each shift, made surc tp inquire about
the stale of her health and to ask if’ thgrp was imything
he could do to take her feel more at- iome. This did
not sit well with the other employees. however, and
they began asking her, with exaggerated “olicitous-
ness, whether she felt well, whether there was any-
thing they could do for her, and whether she might
feel more at home if' she were to sit down and put up
her feet,

Recognizing that she had become the butt of
her co-workers’ barbs, Ms. Ballantine began {0 have
difficulty lalling asleep, and, as a result, was ofien late
for work. Kollenz reminded her that once he had
issved the eleven weekly warnings required by
Federal Workplace Ambience Regulation C-6, he
would legally be gble to dock her for any missed
hours, and urged her to be more punctual, Stung by
his lack of concern for her well-being, she lodged
second complaint with the FWARC, compiaining that
the sarcastic solicitonshess of Mr, Kollenz and the
other Bar None employees was making her life mis-
erable, affecting her sleep habits and making it
impossible for her to get up in time for work.

Once more invited by FWARC to justify his
actions, Kollenz was cited for unacceptable rigidity,
fined eighteen thousand dollars, and told to work out
a schedule that she could live with, He was also
ordered to instruet his other employees to cease their
sarcastic treatment of Ms. Ballantine,

Ms, Ballantine returned to work, but her
seli-esteem had been damaged and she found i
impassible to smile at her customers, Her tips dwin-

died and she began to question her abili-
1y to support herself. As a last resort, her
therapist recommended acting classes as
a means of bolstering her self-confidence,
noting that actors have king-sized egos.
Ms. Ballantine eagerly followed this
advice and soon discovered a previously
unsuspected talent, She enroiled in as
mauy acting classes as she could afford,

The pace of her recovery was
slow, however, and she realized that
ualess her earnings picked up she would
not be able to continue her acting lessons,
Accordingly, she asked Mr. Kollenz for a
_paid leave in order to hasten the day
when she would be able to return to the
Bar None as a fully productive employee.
In papers filed with the FWARC, she
deseribed his response as “a contemptu-
ous sneri that instantly wiped oul the
gains of many months of therapy.”

The FWARC ruled that by dis-
paraging Ms. Ballantine’s request, Mr.
Kollenz had discriminated againsl her on
the basis of a disability under the
Americans with Disabilities Agt, brought
about by his own and his employess’
actions, and ordered him to pay her full salary. In
addition, since her health insurance coverage does
vot extend to acting classes, he was directed to pay
the cost of her lessons until she feels sufficienlly
recovered Lo return to her job.

Kollenz is expected to base his appeal an the
argument that if he has to pay Ms. Bailantine not to
work he will go out of business, thereby terminating
his employar-employee relationship with her, along
with any responsibility for her medical expenses,
Legal experts do not hold out much hope for his ulti-
mate success, however. Last year, in Furiante v.
Caveaterptore Used Cars, ne., the Supreme Court
upheld & ruling by the Federal Workplace Code
Enforcement Court that an emplover who had dam-
aged the self-esteem of a non-productive salesman
could be required to suppert the families of the vic-
tims of (he salemman’s subsequenl murderous Tam-
puge. (Charges of accessery o murder are stili pend-
ing apainsl Vito Caveatemptore.)

The.  TFederal Workplace Ambience
Regulatory Commissicn is reportedly still weighing
the possibility of ordering Kollenz to pay Ms.
Ballantine overtime for busy pericds when she would
nermally have worked exira hols, as well as an addi-
tionzal 20 percent to cover lost tips, and a bonus of 23
percent of 15 percent of her wages and tips, the
amount she would have carncd in the stock market if
she had not been forced to spend so much on i,

acting classes. ‘%
)
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