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Baby bottle disease~there’s big money init.

Declining birth rates
in western countries have sent
infant formula manufacturers
looking for new markets. They've
found them mostly in the Third
World.

But no more than 10% of
third-world mothers — those who
can't breast-feed —have any real
need for formula. So the manufac-
turers launched aggressive mar-
keting and advertising campaigns
to convince the other 90% that
bottle-feeding is modern and sci-
entific, breast-feeding backward
and primitive.

These campaigns have
been incredibly successful.

In Singapore, in 1951,71% of all
babies from low-income families
were breast-fed. Twenty-years
later, only 5% were.

But the problem is much
more serious than just promoting
an expensive and unnecessary
product. To use infant formula
safely requires pure water, a way
to sterilize bottles and nipples.
and enough money to buy the nec-
essary amount of formula. A re-
frigerator is also needed unless the
formula is to be prepared every
few hours.

Because exclusive bottle-
feeding can cost over 80% of their
total income, many families over-
dilute infant formula, which
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leads to malnutrition.

They must also mix the
formula with contaminated water,
because that’s the only water
available. They can't afford fuel to
boil water. so the bottle and nipple
become contaminated too. Then
the prepared bottle usually bakes
in the sun. The result 1s diarrhea,
which also leads to malnutrition.

Malnutrition causes irre-
versible brain damage in infants.
If prolonged. it brings death. The
problem is so widespread that
doctors speak of an epidemic of
“baby bottle disease”

By the time baby bottle
disease is diagnosed (if it ever is).
it's usually too late to do anything
about it. because the mother’s
own milk has already dried up.

Chronic malnutrition

- CrunchNestlé quic.

Boycott anything with the name Nestlé on it, including Taster’s Choice, Quik, Nescafe, Nestea, Decaf, Crunch, Souptime and
Lactogen; all Libby’s and Stouffer’s products; as well as Crosse & Blackwells, Keiller. Maggi, McVities, Crawford, James Keller & Son;
also Deer Park Mountain Spring Water and Swiss Knight cheese.

THE
LIBERTARIAN
REVIEW

December 1979
Yolume 8,No. 10

directly due to the unsafe use of
infant formula by mothers who
could have breast-fed has killed
thousands of third-world babies
and caused severe mental retarda-
tion in countless others.

Church groups here have
used stockholders’ petitions and
lawsuits to force some U.S. for-
mula manufacturers to discon-
tinue their promotion of infant
formula to mothers who can'’t
afford to use it safely.

But Nestle, the gigantic
Swiss transnational which sells
more than a third of all the infant
formula in the world., is, by its
structure, immune to such pres-
sures. They ignore moral argu-
ments. The only way to get at
them is a boycott. A partial list of
Nestle products (and products of
companies they control) is at the
bottom of this page.

For more information
about the boycott, or to help us
organize it, or to contribute to the
cost of running it, contact the
Infant Formula Action Coalition
at 1701 University Ave SE, Minne-
apolis, MN 55414,

But most important, when
you see a Nestlé product, remem-
ber what it represents — third-
world babies who died for
the lack of their mothers’
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BILL BIRMINGHAM

BELIEVE IT OR
not, there is a law of
the United States
which forbids the
U.S. Treasury to
borrow more than
$400-billion. So
how is it that the na-
tional debt current-
ly stands at some
$830-billion? Why,
several times a year
Congress “tempo-
rarily’’ allows the
Treasury to borrow
more. This gives the
solons a chance to
posture as fiscally
responsible; railing
against deficit spend-
ing before author-
izing more of it.
Posturing is all it is,
of course; none of
them would dream
of letting the “tem-
porary” debt ceiling
expire (“We’d bring
the Government to a
halt,” one horrified
Congresscritter said
recently). So per-
haps it’s just as well
that the House,
which needed two

4 votes to pass the lat-
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est “‘temporary’’ increase,
voted to end the posturing
and subsume the ritual
ceiling-raising into the an-
nual budget process. There’s
no point, after all, in forcing
our rulers to march to the
abyss if we can’t make them
jump in.

Starting next year, twelve
gallant, self-sacrificing vol-
unteers will get $25 a day to
eat beans for science. It’s all
part of a research project
planned by University of
British Columbia food sci-
entist Brent Skura, who feels
that beans could help solve
the world’s food problems if
some method of limiting
bean-induced flatulence
were found. Dr. Skura will
observe the twelve to deter-
mine what factors control
gas production, in hopes
that science can someday
produce a less windy vege-
table. The Canadian Minis-
try of Agriculture is sub-
sidizing the search for the
breezeless bean with a
$36,000 grant.

Yr hmbl srvnt must
apologize for last month’s
column, in which he called
the Blessed Susan Brown-
miller “the walking argu-
ment for patriarchy” and an
advocate of censorship. Like
Geoffrey Stokes of the Vil-
lage Voice (“The First
Amendment Bullies,” Voice;
August 20, 1979), he took
Brownmiller’s enthusiasm
for the pro-censorship rant-
ings of Warren Burger,
which she parroted in a
Newsday article reprinted in

the Los Angeles Times, to
mean that she, too, favored
government censorship of
pornography. But a letter to
the Voice by anti-porn
Maenads Marilyn Hayes
and Dorchen Leidholdt has
set us straight: “Stokes’s
[and, perforce, “Opening
Shot’s”] characterization of
Susan Brownmiller as ‘an
enemy of the First Amend-
ment’ is unfounded. He [and
OS] chooses to ignore the
fact that in her Newsday ar-
ticle she calls not for gov-
ernment censorship, but for
the views and welfare of
women to be taken into con-
sideration when com-
munities determine what
can and can’t be displayed in
public.” We’re sure the
reader will appreciate the
difference.

The Post Office, the GSA,
Amtrak, and now ... “The
chairman of the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission
said yesterday that the NRC
might take control of a
stricken nuclear power plant
in the event of another acci-
dent like Three Mile Is-
land.” (Washington Post,
October 4, 1979.) Call it
The Washington Syndrome.

And for yet further illumina-
tion on the question of cen-
sorship, heed the words of
Rabbi Abraham Hecht,
president of the Rabbinical
Alliance of America, who
denounces Monty Python’s
satirical movie Life of Brian
as ““blasphemous, sacrile-
gious and an incitement to
possible violence,”” and

perhaps even to impossible
violence. Questions of First
Amendment bullying do not
arise, says Hecht, because
“Blasphemy and sacrilege
are not protected by the First
Amendment.” Pity one can’t
hold a pogrom for just one
person.

As the anointing of Teddy
Kennedy proceeds, Mon-
tana gun collectors, too, are
paying tribute to the na-
tion’s most rabid advocate
of gun control. In recogni-
tion of the Senator’s “res-
olute stand against the
Constitution of the United
States,” says the newspaper
Gun Week, the Weapons
Collectors Society of Mon-
tana awarded him “an elk
horn bolo tie, handcrafted
by James Crosan of Post
Falls, Idaho, depicting the
posterior of a horse.” Unfor-
tunately that’s probably the
only Kennedy ass Carter has
any chance of whipping.

The U.S. Army would seem
to be a prime candidate for
gun controls: it has contrived
to lose thousands of .50-
caliber machine guns. Sena-
tor Charles Percy of Illinois
asked the Government Ac-
counting Office a few
months ago if it would in-
vestigate the Army’s plan to
buy 1530 M-2 machine
guns at a cost of $10.2-
million. And lo! the GAO
discovered, lying unused on
the Army’s own shelves (and
those of the Navy, Air Force
and some foreign countries),
nearly 10,000 such weapons
“that could be modified for
Army use at a fraction of the
cost of new weapons.” An
Army official told the GAO
that “the Army has recently
initiated [unspecified] pro-
cedural changes which
should preclude similar un-
necessary buys in the fu-
ture.”

In the wake of Andy
Young’s resignation, Nezws-
week hinted darkly that
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the sainted Mr. Young was
a victim of the Mossad,
the Israeli secret service,
which may have spied on his
meeting with PLO represen-
tative Zehdi Terzi. Indeed,
Newsweek claimed that the
Mossad can count on “the
help of American Jews in
and out of government ...
‘Mossad can go to any dis-
tinguished American Jew
and ask for his help,” says a
former CIA agent.” In an
excellent article on these
matteérs in the New Repub-
lic (“Andy Young’s Undo-
ing,” September 15, 1979),
Jerusalem . Post corre-
spondent Wolf Blitzer
heatedly denied the charge:
“Are Harold Brown, Henry
Kissinger, Robert Strauss,
and dozens of other former
and present senior US offi-
cials who happen to be Jew-
ish really potential Israeli
spies? Ridiculous.” But he
did not stop there: “Several
strategically placed Jews
with access to information
that could be very useful to
the Israelis insist that they
never have been approached
by Israeli intelligence.” No
doubt. Which suggests that
the FBI has been squander-
ing our money following

LSy

Russians, East Europeans,
and the like around to see if
they’re spies— even when
they “insist” that they
aren’t. Perhaps we can hire
Mr. Blitzer to take over the
job.

What price “privatization”?
Time magazine reports that
Wichita, Kansas, has
formed a citizens crime
commission to help the
police shoulder the burden
of law enforcement. “It is
headed by former G-man
Maurice (‘Corky’) Cocho-
ran, 60, who likes making ‘a
stakeout’ and boasts of nip-
ping a bingo operation and
an abortion ring.”

After President Mobutu of
Zaire visited Washington,
claims the Wall Street
Journal, national security
advisor Zbigniew Brzezinski
sent Jimmy Carter a note:
“You should know that rhi-
noceros horns such as the
one Mobutu gave you are
second only to unicorn
horns as an aphrodisiac.
(Can 1 borrow it some-
time?)”’ (The Presidential re-
sponse supposedly was: “If
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you certify your need and
identify your partner.”) This
should be kept in mind
when pondering the First
Lady’s assertion that
“Hamilton Jordan is as dif-
ferent from his image as
anybody I know ... a very
clean-cut, very decent young
man.” (The New York
Times, September 22,
1979.)

On September 25, the
House passed a resolution
accusing the Soviet Union of
systematically failing to de-
liver American mail to Jews,
dissidents, and other un-
popular minorities. This is a
terrible example of Soviet
oppression. In the good old
USA, the U.S. Postal Service
systematically fails to deliver
mail to everyone, regardless
of race, creed or political
opinion.

Our Doublespeak Award
goes this month to Mr.
Eugene S. Sunshine of the
New York State Energy Of-
fice; for his description of
the 78 degree cooling limit
for commercial buildings:
“In large measure, this is a

///—:-/%

CHICAGO TRIBUNE/NEW YORK NEWS SYNDICATE

voluntary program, even
though it’s mandatory.”
(Quoted in Forbes, Septem-
ber 3, 1979.)

Great Moments in Political
Philosophy, Zen Populist
Division: On September 19,
new-fangled politician Jerry
Brown treated the annual
convention of the AFL-
CIO’s Industrial Union De-
partment to some old-
fashioned demagoguery in
opposing a tax cut. “I’ll tell
you what’s going to happen
to that tax cut,” Brown told
the enthusiastic delegates
“People are going to go out
and buy Perrier water,
Swedish crackers [Swedish
crackers?], Mercedes Benzes
and Italian shoes.” Better
that, we suppose, than Cali-
fornia fruitcakes.

“Speculation over whether
Linda Rondstadt wants to
be California Governor
Jerry Brown’s first lady can
stop,” declares Utah Lib-
erty, newsletter of the Utah
Libertarian Party. “Know-
ing his monastic back-
ground, she probably al-
ready was.” M

DECEMBER 1979




~ LIBERTARIAN

EDITORIALS

In praise of the
Nestle boycott

ANYONE WHO’S
ever spent much time
in the supermarket
knows about the
Nestle company. It’s
a giant, Swiss-based,
multi-national con-
glomerate which
manufactures vari-
ous chocolate prod-
uctsand either manu-
factures or distrib-
utes Libby’s canned
goods, Stouffer’s
frozen foods, Tast-
er’s Choice coffee,
and a number of oth-
er foodstuffs, includ-
ing baby formula. It
is this last product
which has recently
got Nestle in trouble
with its customers
all over the world
and has led to the
formation of some-
thing called the Nes-
tle Boycott.
According to the
Infant Formula Ac-
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tion Coalition (INFACT),
the organizer of the boycott,
Nestle already sells a third of
all the baby formula in the
world. But the declining
birth rate in the indus-
trialized Western nations
has forced the company in
recent years to look else-
where for enough new busi-
ness to make up for its
declining old business. The
search for new markets has
taken Nestle, predictably
enough, to the Third World,
where it has launched ex-
pensive, aggressive advertis-
ing campaigns which the
boycott organizers say are
designed to convince Third
World mothers that bottle
feeding is advanced and sci-
entific, while breast feeding
is primitive and backward.
The campaigns have even
been extended, say Nestle’s
critics, to the length of hiring
women to dress up as nurses
and call on new mothers to
offer them free formula
samples.

The problem with all this
is that since the water supply
in their countries is usual-
ly polluted, Third World
mothers mix their Nestle
baby formula with con-
taminated water. (They fre-
quently can’t afford the fuel
required to boil, and thereby
sterilize, the water.) Also,
since they ordinarily can’t
afford to buy it in sufficient
quantity to replace their
own milk, they dilute the
formula beyond the man-

ufacturer’s instructions, and
then, also contrary to in-
structions, fail to refrigerate
it. (In some cases, of course,
they are illiterate and unable
to read the instructions,
even if they had the will and
the wherewithal to follow
them. And almost none of
them own refrigerators.)
The result is thousands of
sick, malnourished babies
who would be at least rea-
sonably healthy if their
mothers had nursed them.
By the time their mothers
reach this conclusion for
themselves, if they do, their
own milk has dried up and
they are left with no alterna-
tives. According to the or-
ganizers of the Nestle Boy-
cott, this state of affairs has
become so commonplace in
the Third World that doc-
tors there have begun speak-
ing of an “epidemic” of
“baby bottle disease.”

It is worth noting at this
point that these accusations
against Nestle do not add up
to a substantial charge of
violating anyone’s rights.
No Third World mother is
forced to substitute Nestle
formula for her own milk, or
to mix that formula with
contaminated water, or to
stretch that formula so that
it lasts three or four times as
long as it was meant to last
and leaves her baby mal-
nourished. It seems obvious
to many people, this writer
included, that Nestle is
guilty, on the other hand, of

callous and insensitive be-
havior—some might say, of
a breach of that fundamen-
tal rule of human morality
which stipulates that one do
unto others as one would
have others do unto oneself.
Some libertarians might not
agree — though all would
presumably agree that such
a breach, however. morally
contemptible it might be,
should not be legally action-
able.

It is therefore significant
from a libertarian point of
view that the organizers of
the Nestle Boycott are not
seeking government action
of any kind against Nestle.
Rather, they are taking the
form of voluntary action
which is best suited to such
cases: they are refusing, in-
dividually and collectively,
to buy the products of a cor-
poration whose policies they
find morally offensive. Con-
trast this with the stance of
the Nestle company in its of-
ficial replies to the boycot-
ters’ charges. “The real
problem,” Nestle declares in
a white paper called “The
Infant Formula Controver-
sy: A Nestle View,”

involves total infant nutrition
throughout the Third World. It
is a much more complex and
important issue than the single
aspect that deals with product
promotion. ...

Nestle believes solutions to
this larger issue, and whatever
role infant formula may play in
it, lie in approaching the prob-
lem on the basis of shared re-
sponsibility.

Industry as a whole, gov-
ernments— with an emphasis
on the governments of develop-
ing nations— the medical pro-
fession, international agencies
and others with a stake in the
issue must work together to
find a solution.

The organizers of the Nestle
Boycott are calling for vol-
untary collective action
against an organization they
regard as a wrongdoer; the
Nestle company is calling
for the seizure of funds
(through taxation) princi-
pally from the already pov-
erty stricken citizens of
Third World nations, to fi-

nance the creation of a
legitimate market for its
products. It would seem ob-
vious which side of the dis-
pute should appeal more to
an advocate of liberty.

At the same time, as has
been mentioned, some liber-
tarians may disagree with
the proposition that Nestle’s
policy is immoral or in-
humane and may choose
not to boycott the firm’s
products. And, in fairness, it
should be acknowledged
that not every detail of the
case against Nestle has been
proved beyond the shadow
of a doubt. An example or
two will suffice to indicate
the nature of the still-argu-
able points: the boycott
sponsors argue that “in Sin-
gapore, in 1951, 71 percent
of all babies from low-
income families were breast-
fed. Twenty years later, only
5 percent were.”” Nestle
makes no effort to deny this
figure, but points out that
the infant mortality rate in
Singapore ‘‘stands at just
over 12 per thousand, one of

the lowest rates in the world,
and below that of the United
States.” The boycott orga-
nizers retort that the major
problem from baby bottle
disease is not death, but
malnutrition and resulting
mental retardation, along
with a higher rate of disease.
Nestle replies that sound
studies proving that bottle-
fed babies are less healthy
than breastfed babies are
nearly impossible to find.
The boycott organizers re-
tort that “dozens of studies,
old ones from the first half
of this century, and very
recent ones, some from
Western industrialized coun-
tries and others from the
Third World ... show a
much higher disease inci-
dence in bottlefed than in
breastfed infants. No scien-
tist or immunologist can
deny the fact that human co-
lostrum and breast milk
contain substances which
confer immunity -on the in-
fant and protect him from
infections, and that infant
formulas do not contain

Declining birth rates
in western countries have sent
infant formula manufacturers
looking for new markets. They've
found them mostly in the Third
World.

But no more than 10% of
third-world mothers — those who
can't breast-feed —have any real
need for formula. So the manufac-
turers launched aggressive mar-
keting and advertising campaigns
to convince the’other 90% that
bottle-feeding is modern and sci-
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They must also mix the

directly due to the unsafe use of
infant formula by mothers who
could have breast-fed has killed
thousands of third-world babies
and caused severe mental retarda-
tion in countless others.

Church groups here have
used stockholders’ petitions and
lawsuits to force some U.S. for-
mula manufacturers to discon-
tinue their promotion of infant
formula to mothers who can't
afford to use it safely.

But Nestle. the gigantic

entific, breast-feeding backward
and primitive.

These campaigns have
been incredibly successful.

In Singapore, in 1951,71% of all
babies from low-income families
were breast-fed. Twenty-years
later, only 5% were.

But the problem is much
more serious than just promoting
an expensive and unnecessary
product. To use infant formula
safely requires pure water. a way
to sterilize bottles and nipples.
and enough money to buy the nec-
essary amount of formula. A re-
frigerator is also needed unless the
formula is to be prepared every
few hours.

Because exclusive bottle-
feeding can cost over 80% of their
total income. many families over-
dilute infant formula, which
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available. They can't afford fuel to

" boil water. so the bottle and nipple

become contaminated too. Then

the prepared-bottle usually bakes
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doctors speak of an epidemic of
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Swiss transnational which sells
more than a third of all the infant
formulain the world. is. by its
structure. immune to such pres-
sures. They ignore moral argu-
ments. The only way to get at
them is a boycott. A partial list of
Nestle products (and products of
companies they control) is at the
bottom of this page.

For more information
about the boycott, or to help us
organize it, or to contribute to the
cost of running it, contact the
Infant Formula Action Coalition

at 1701 University Ave SE, Minne-

apolis, MN 55414.

But most important, when
you see a Nestle product, remem-
ber what it represents — third-
world babies who died for
the lack of their mothers’
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also Deer Park Mountain Spring Water and Swiss Knight cheese.
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these substances.” And so it
goes.

More important than
these details, however, is the
central fact of the boycot-
ters’ argument, which Nes-
tle makes no effort to deny
—that some number of in-
nocent children is being sub-
jected to needless disease
and death because their par-
ents are being persuaded to
feed them a commercial
product which they have
neither the knowledge nor
the money nor the kitchen
equipment to use properly.
Those who disapprove of
such persuasion are boycot-
ting the persuaders—and, as
of our most recent informa-
tion, have convinced the
persuaders to modify certain
of their Third World adver-
tising and marketing prac-
tices. Multinational giants,
it seems, are as much at the
mercy of their customers as
are mom and pop stores—
and this is a lesson which
needs to receive wide circu-
lation in these days of run-
ning to government for re-
dress of any and all ills. Lib-
ertarians who desire not
only a free society, but also a
decent and humane one,
should support the spirit of
the Nestle Boycott. —JR

The Nestle
boycott: the

unsettled issues

IT ISN'T THAT SIMPLE.
The only praise which can
be sung for the Nestle boy-
cott in any unambiguous
way is over the (temporary?)
fact that it is a boycott
which is being called for,
and not government action.
Yet.

But those who have called
the boycott are unfortu-
nately doing much the same
thing as consumerists in
every area: they are focusing
on one aspect of the trade in
a product or practice, to the
exclusion of all else; and
they are making moral
judgments based on an

evaluation of that single as-
pect. But, it might be re-
sponded, when that one as-
pect involves the health—
even the very life—of a help-
less infant, what other con-
siderations need come into
play? The answer is: plenty.

If the conflict were only
between the relative safety
of breastfeeding infants ver-
sus the use of supplements
or substitutes, then it might
be easily addressed. But
there are other questions,
not all of them, incidentally,
pointing in a direction fa-
vorable to Nestle.

The plain fact is that it is
not only the water which is
in sad shape in Third World
countries, but nearly every-
thing else as well. Poverty is
everywhere, and with it a
low standard of living on all
levels. That is why it is often
difficult for mothers to
nurse their babies without
any further considerations.
Many mothers in Third
World countries are them-
selves malnourished, and
breast feeding is often sadly
inadequate in such cases.
Moreover, many mothers
desperately need to work to
help support the family.
Breast-feeding can so seri-
ously tie up a mother’s time
as to make this difficult, if
not impossible, in some
cases. And since there is
more to health than nutri-
tion, who is to say that it is
better to sacrifice the in-
creased standard of living—
including the ability to af-
ford medical supplies —
which results from a work-
ing mother’s added income?

Of course, some of the
boycott advocates have a
solution to this: it is to have
the government support
mothers of newborn chil-
dren for the first three
months after the infant’s
birth. Yet this sorely mis-
judges the economic condi-
stions in Third World coun-
tries, as well as the hardships
imposed on others from the
marginal taxation needed to
finance such humanitarian
goals. And so it stands: the
choice is not merely be-
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tween breast-feeding and
some other, commercial,
method of feeding babies.
The choice is between dif-
ferent ways of solving com-
plicated problems which
people in the Third World
face.

Moreover, the boycotters
aren’t even facing up to the
problems they themselves
raise: the nourishment of
newborn babies. Many ex-
perts who have studied
Third World conditions and
the needs of infants there
agree that breast-feeding
should only be the sole
source of nutrition during
the first three months of life.
After that, supplements at
the very least are needed, or
the infant’s health and
growth will be adversely af-
fected. So what, then, are
the mothers to turn to for
a supplement? The only al-
ternatives here are native
weaning foods and com-
mercial foods such as Nes-
tle’s. Unfortunately, the re-
sult is that in many cases in
the Third World, native
weaning foods are even
more dangerous than com-
mercial foods such as those
prepared by Nestle’s. For
mothers to rely on such al-
ternatives, then, may be
even more risky for the child
than reliance on the admit-
tedly inadequate Nestle
products. And unless we
consider this unfortunate
choice open to Third World
mothers, we have no busi-
ness offering advice, let
alone challenging a com-
pany which does give them
an alternative as a “mur-
derer,” as some of the

boycott people have called

Nestle.

One of the complaints
against Nestle’s products
and its promotion is that the
products are being used by
mothers who have not the
means or inclination to use
the formula properly. True
enough. But this has led IN-
FACT to demand that “arti-
ficial formulas ... be pre-
vented from getting into the
hands of people who do not
have the means or facility to
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use [them] safely.” Now,
just how is that to be done—
without also keeping it out
of the hands of those who
can use it safely, to enhance
their children’s lives and
well-being? Indeed, even
after Nestle caved in to a
host of irrational recom-
mendations for a meeting on
infant and young child feed-
ing organized by the World
Health Organization and
UNICEF, INFACT pro-
claimed that the Nestle
boycott ‘““must continue
until the companies make
direct and enforceable
commitments to halting all
formula promotion.”

To take that path may
well keep some of the for-
mula out of the hands of
those who, through lack of
tools (such as the ability to
sterilize water) or through
ignorance, cannot use it
properly. But, again, it will
also succeed in keeping it
out of the hands of those
who can use it safely and
properly. The boycotters
neglect the crucially impor-
tant truth that whatever its
intended use, advertising
has the inevitable effect of
spreading knowledge. They
instead adhere to the fallacy
of advertising determinism,
which holds that advertis-
ing somehow circumvents
people’s critical faculties,
forcing them to slavishly use
whatever is advertised.
Nothing could be more
elitist in attitude, or more
condescending  toward
Third World people.

Far worse are the craven
actions of Nestle, which, in-
stead of taking the claims of
the boycotters seriously, and
moving to address them in a
way which maximizes the
positive, constructive use of
its products in the Third
World, has instead caved
into a crazed list of “rec-
ommendations’” made by
the WHO/UNICEF meeting
last month.

First on this list of “rec-
ommendations’ is this:
“The government of each
country has the responsibil-
ity to promote coherent

foods and nutrition policies
which should give special at-
tention to mothers, infants
and children.... Govern-
ments have a duty to ensure
the supply and availability
of adequate infant food
products to those who need
them, in ways that will not
discourage breastfeeding.”
Moreover,

there should be no sales promo-
tion, including promotional
advertising to the public of
products to be used as breast-
milk substitutes or bottle-fed
supplements and feeding bot-
tles .... There should be an in-
ternational code of marketing
for infant formula and other
products used as breastmilk
substitutes. This should be sup-
ported by both exporting and
importing countries and ob-
served by all manufacturers ....
There should be no marketing
or availability of infant formula
or weaning foods in a country
unless marketing practice is in
accord with the national code
or legislation.... Facilities of
the health care system should
never be used for the promotion
of artificial feeding.

This and much more has
been endorsed by Nestle.

All of these demands rest
upon the baseless assump-
tion that conditions every-
where are the same, that
government has either the
competence or the right to
regulate anything so vital
and personal as nutrition,
that advertising of substi-
tutes for or supplements to
breast-feeding can only
have harmful consequences,
and that there can never be a
sound reason to promote ar-
tificial feeding through a
health-care system. None of
these assumptions is true
and every one of them, if
codified, will result in harm.

Nestle is neither blameless
for its often thoughtless
promotion of products to
people who are not able to
use them properly, nor
blameless for the harmful
consequences which are
likely to follow on the heels
of these policies.

One thing is certain: there
are no simple answers here,
even if the boycotters are
right in stressing the harm

which Nestle’s products can
do when they are not used
properly. One solution, to
which neither side has
looked — because it is a
long-run solution — is to
smash government control
of the economy and of
people’s lives in Third
World countries. Govern-
ment opposition to birth
control and abortion —

policies which are leading to -

skyrocketing birth rates—
and to a free market econ-
omy have done much to
brutalize all the people of
those areas of the world,
both children and adults.
In the meantime, Nestle
should do everything it can
to see that its products end
up in hands capable of using
them properly, and the

boycotters, while remaining .

watchdogs, should point
their fingers not merely at
Nestle, but also at the Third
World governments whose
policies routinely grind
people into the dirt, ob-
literating both life and hope.

—RAC

Women against
pornography?

OVER THE LAST YEAR
and a half, feminists have
been on the march again vio-
lent pornography— the sort
that features bondage, sub-
jection, torture, and some-

times even the mutilation of

women. Organizations like
Women Against Violence
Against Women (WAVAW)
and Women Against Vio-
lence in Pornography and
Media (WAVPM) have
mounted mass demon-
strations in cities like Los
Angeles, Pittsburgh, Phila-
delphia, Boston, and San
Francisco. The latest was a
march and demonstration
against the Times Square
porno district in New York
City on October 20, spon-
sored by Women Against
Pornography (WAP), a group
that has been conducting
sightseeing tours of the out-
lets for pornography in the
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area from its Time Square
office. According to the
New York Times, more
than 5,000 demonstrators
marched, chanting, among
other slogans, “Clean it up,
shut it down, make New
York a safer town.”
Feminists are distressed
that such mazches are often
seen as attempts to bend the
First Amendment by calling
for censorship, and they
protest that they want in-
stead to publicize the false
nature of the message that

all women want to be bat- -

tered, which violent pornog-
raphy implies. So far, so
good.

But several questions
come to mind about the
recent WAP demonstration.
Why did Women Against
‘Pornography, which is af-
filiated with the West-Coast
based Women Against Vio-
lence in Pornography and
Media, adopt the shorter
name? Some think that it is
because they are against
more than violence, but rep-
resent instead the cutting
edge of a new puritanism
that is against any explicit

depiction of male-female
sexual relations because
they see all heterosexual re-
lations as inherently violent
— because of what they see
as the patriarchal structure
of contemporary society.

WAP is certainly not mak-
ing itself clear if it is calling
for a private economic boy-
cott and not government ac-
tion. One suspects that its
members think that only
some government action is
censorship. Why else has
Susan Brownmiller, the fem-
inist most publicly identified
with WAP, been widely
quoted as saying that por-
nography is not protected by
the First Amendment? And
why did Bella Abzug reiter-
ate this message at the dem-
onstration itself? And what
did” Lynn Campbell, co-
organizer of the march,
mean to indicate when she
stated that “our group is
demanding awareness, not
censorship. If legislation
grows out of our actions,
we’ll comment on the spe-
cific legislation at that
time”?

Are they fronting for city

AL,

government attempts to
clean up Times Square? Is
that why they combine an
economic protest with state-
ments that pornography is
not protected by the First
Amendment, which carries
the clear implication that
government action against it
would be all right? It seems
as if WAP wants to have it
both ways: although the
demonstrators were not
specifically advocating any
legislation or other govern-

ment action, some critical

feminists were circulating
information that the orga-
nizers were promoting the
plans of a group that wants
to have the entire Times
Square area condemned as
an urban renewal project.
Now that’s not a private
boycott. ‘

WAP gets its office rent-
free from the quasi-govern-
mental Forty-Second Street
Redevelopment Corporation.
It has been publigly sup-
ported by the Mid-Town
Enforcement Agency, a
branch of the New York
Police Department, whose
director issued a statement
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saying that “our means and
ends may not be exactly the
same, but the issue of por-
nography is obviously a
matter of concern to both
the city and feminists.” And
among WAP’s financial
supporters is OTB, the New
York City agency that has a
city-wide monopoly on Off
Track Betting. (Apparently
the city government wants
only official vice to flourish
in Times Square.)

Other feminist organiza-
tions against violence that
are directed against women
have made it clear that they
are calling for private ac-
tion. WAP is not making
it clear—perhaps because it
is not consciousness-raising
about violence, but is pro-
moting the urban-renewal
destruction of the Times
Square porno district. While
the First Amendment pro-
tects demonstrations against
ideas as strongly as it pro-
tects the printing presses of
the offending ideologues, it
does forbid government ac-
tion to “Clean it up; shut it
down” —even city govern-
ment action. —JKT
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Revolution in
El Salvador

JIMMY CARTER’S HU-
man rights policy is a farce.
Look at his treatment of the
tiny Central American na-
tion of El Salvador. Until
early October, the nation
was ruled by a right-
wing military dictatorship
propped up and supported
by the United States. The
Carter administration did
threaten El Salvador with a
cut-off of military aid three
years-ago, and then followed
through on the threat—be-
cause the dictatorship was
making up for its size by
building a reputation as one
of the world’s worst human
rights violators. So the U.S.
officially cut off all military
aid, but the economic aid
continued to flow. In fact
the U.S. Agency for Interna-
tional Development chipped
in with an $8-million “basic
human need” loan, and the
U.S.-supported Inter-Amer-

ican Development Bank do-
nated another $30-million.
General Carlos Romero’s
Congress then merely trans-
ferred some 21-million of
those dollars out of housing,
education and health into
the military. In the begin-
ning of 1979, while the U.S.
still publicly supported the
regime of General Romero,
the government passed on
another $10-million in eco-

_nomic aid.

One wonders how much
of this ultimately was used
to torture, imprison, threat-
en, and kill. The Roman
Catholic church in San Sal-
vador estimates that 406
citizens were assassinated
for political reasons by the
government in the first six
months of this year. And
hundreds of others have
simply “disappeared after
arrest,” a technique becom-
ing alarmingly widespread
in Central and South Ameri-
can countries. So repressive
had become the rule of
Romero’s fraudulently-
elected regime that one

RVRRDAL NS ATI®

THE LIBERTARIAN REVIEW

BUENOS DIAS ... WERe
DRFACTORS FROM THE
MAXICO CITY BALLAT

could be tossed into jail just
for wearing the campaign
button of an opposition
party. And the government
openly encouraged the ac-
tivities of a terrorist group
called “ORDEN” (Order)
which was fond of shooting
fathers in the company of
their children, and priests
before their congregations.
The tactics of government
and its supporters were clear
—scare and intimidate the
populace into quiet, faithful
obedience of government
and military authorities.
For those who despaired
of living in El Salvador be-
cause of the economic or
political conditions, the
countries to the north natu-
rally beckoned. And what of
the reception by the U.S. to
persons fleeing for their lives
from Romero’s practices?
That reception was mod-
elled from the 1952 McCar-
ran-Walter Act, setting U.S.
policy for refugees. It only
grants refugee status and
political exile to those escap-
ing from communist coun-
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tries and the Middle East. It
makes no provision for per-
sons fleeing right-wing mili-
tary dictatorships. Thus, a
ballet dancer leaving the
Soviet Union for “‘artistic
purposes” is welcomed with
open arms, immediately;
but a priest running for his
life from El Salvador cannot
stay in the U.S. unless he can
present evidence proving his
need for political asylum.
And for such persons illeg-
ally entering the U.S. and
caught by immigration offi-
cials, there is little opportu-
nity to make a strong show-
ing in their 15-minute hear-
ing. The truth is that only
one person from El Salvador
has been able to obtain such
political asylum between
1971 and 1979, out of the
almost 2,000 persons given
this favored status during
that period. And the treat-
ment of refugees from other
American nations isn’t any
better. In 1973 when the
democratically elected gov-
ernment of Chile was ousted
by a military junta sup-
ported by the U.S., more
than 30,000 Chileans
needed to leave their home-
land quickly or risk death.
But only 76 of these persons
were allowed to enter here.
Contrast this sum with the
general parole given
150,000 Indochinese and
hundreds of thousands of
Cubans fleeing Castro’s
communism.

Before the fall of Rom-
ero’s government, El Salva-
dorians fleeing their nation
and captured by immigra-
tion officials in California
were being deported daily
on a Pan Am flight between

"Los Angeles and San Salva-

dor, even though it was well
known that many who de-
barked from that aircraft
were arrested and killed by
Romero. The U.S. govern-
ment must stop paying lip
service to human rights. It
must end Ugly American in-
terventionism which props
up oppressive regimes like
Romero’s and it must stop
discriminating among aliens
seeking refuge here. —LJN
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Who needs
the MX?
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IT IS SOMEWHAT IRON-
ic that in his efforts to win
Senate approval of the SALT
II treaty President Carter is
being forced into launching
the largest strategic arms
expansion since the ‘“mis-
sile-gap” period of the late
1950s. The purposeis to buy
conservative votes for ratifi-
cation while helping to pro-
tect his administration
against charges of appease-
ment, such as those recently
made by Senator Henry
Jackson of Washington. .

Carter’s first move was to
ask for a real five percent in-
crease in the defense budget
for fiscal 1980. This means
five percent on top of infla-
tion, or closer to 15 percent
in real terms. Next was a
boost in civil defense spend-
ing, surely one of the most
useless expenditures in the
entire budget. Now Carter
has announced his support
for the MX missile program,
a pet Defense Department
scheme for ages.

The MX is a huge missile,
weighing 95 tons (as op-
posed to 39 tons for a Min-
uteman III), with 10 ther-
monuclear warheads (the
Minuteman has 3), requir-
ing the building of deep
twenty-mile-long trenches
along which the missile can
be moved on rails to protect

=

it from attack. The cost of
deploying the MX missile is
estimated by the administra-
tion to be $30-billion, al-
though Senator William
Proxmire says that the true
cost may be as much as
$70-billion.

There seems to be little
question that Carter’s only
purpose in moving ahead
with the MX program is to
fend off conservative politi-
cal attacks. In fact, shortly
after the MX program was
announced one of President
Carter’s assistants, Joel
McCleary, deputy assistant
for political liaison at the
White House, told a student
audience that “we are wast-
ing billions of dollars to pla-
cate” conservatives in Con-
gress. Nevertheless, he went
on to say, this still represents
billions of dollars of savings
“because if they had their
way what we would spend is
mind boggling.”

Needless to say, the con-
servatives have not been ap-
peased. Rather than being
satisfied with concessions,
the conservatives have re-
doubled their attacks on
Carter and the SALT treaty,
somewhat like animals
which have tasted blood.
They feel that Carter’s sup-
port for the MX only proves
how scared he is of the
militarist Right.

Interestingly, Carter’s re-
jection of alternatives to the
MX has brought criticism
from both Left and Right.

Senator Mark Hatfield, an
MX foe, has charged that
President Carter grossly
overestimated the cost of
converting the existing
Minuteman missile system
to a mobile mode. Accord-
ing to a Library of Congress
study released by Hatfield,
the Minuteman could be
made mobile for several bil-
lion dollars less than it
would cost to build the MX.
Conservatives, on the other
hand, are concerned about
Carter’s rejection of the Air
Force proposal for the MX,
which would utilize covert
shuttling of 200 MX mis-
siles among 4,000 under-
ground silos in lieu of the
trench system approved by
Carter. The Air Force pro-
posal would have cost at
least $7-billion less than the
approved plan. This fact led
conservative columnists
Evans and Novak to
speculate that Carter was
possibly setting up the MX
for later abandonment on
budget grounds once the
SALT treaty was approved,
just as the B-1 was termi-
nated.

The fundamental ques-
tion remains, however, as to
whether any kind of massive
upgrading of our strategic
weapons system is needed or
justified. Some conserva-
tives, like Dr. Robert
Pranger of the American En-
terprise Institute, have come
out against building the
MX. Pranger recently tes-
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tified before Congress that it
would be better to counter
the Soviets by projecting self
confidence and taking the
conceptual jolt which would
be required to establish key
changes in tactical and
strategic thinking, as op-
posed to increases and de-
creases in spending. If we
can communicate the im-
pression that “we are cre-
ative and we are imaginative
in our leadership, that might
be more impressive than
simply increasing the de-
fense budget,” Pranger said.
A more radical response
still would be to force a total
reappraisal of war as an in-
stitution. As foreign policy
expert Robert Johansen
recently wrote in Harper’s,
To oppose the political Right is
“easier than to oppose the war
system, butitis also less promis-
ing. To think seriously about
abolishing war as an accepted
institutioh means a fundamen-
tal questioning of the present
international system, where we
all ‘enjoy privileges because of
the present global distribution
of power and wealth. Yet with-
out commitment to demilitar-
ization of the world security
system, one or two weapons
systems will come and go, as
SALT fails or succeeds. But the
return to new arms buildups,
'like the craving for a fix by an
unreformed addict, will always
return until steps are taken to
kick the military habit com-
pletely—a message that should
be carried to our Senators
rather than the appeal to vote
“yes” on SALTI. _BRB
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Abortion

and choice

IN RESPONSE TO LESLEE
J. Newman’s excellent arti-
cle in the September LR,
here is additional news on
the anti-abortion move-
ment.

I learned recently in Dal-
las that certain individuals
view my uterus as public
property. These men and
women hope to vote for a
constitutional amendment
that would determine
whether I can own my own
uterus or whether it would
be owned by them and all
U.S. citizens.

Under the leadership of
Francis A. Schaeffer, philos-
opher, and C. Everett Koop,
M.D., the so-called “pro-
life” movement held a con-
ference at Moody Coliseum
at Southern Methodist Uni-
versity, Dallas, Texas. Ap-
proximately 1,500 people
gathered together to rein-
force the movement to fight
our right to control our re-
productive functions.

They claim that, in spite
of 6,000,000 abortions
since 1973, child abuse has
not changed. Since pro-lifers
don’t have abortions and
consequently must (as a
group) have more children
than any other segment of
society, are they the child
abusers?

I cannot help but question
the movement calling itself
pro-life. For several years
they have used poor women
as political pawns to fight
the 1973 Supreme Court de-
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cision. A poor woman can-
not use her medicaid card to
help cover the cost of an
abortion. As a result of this
injustice, a Texas woman
named Rosie Jimenez, a
medicaid recipient, died
from an illegal abortion. I
fail to understand why these
individuals call themselves
pro-life. Anti-life seems
more appropriate.

The leaders of the Schaef-
fer conference did not stop
to talk about how we will
feed everyone on the planet
if we don’t curtail our re-
production. Nor did I hear
them say anything about
paying the medical expenses
of lonely, unwed mothers or
of poor pregnant women
who want to have children.
Nor did they take up a col-
lection to feed the children
who are loved and wanted,
but starving.

The anti-lifers are upset
that the same society that
struggles to save the whales
permits the termination of
pregnancy. But 'm upset

that the leaders of this con-
ference blatantly discuss my
uterus and reproductive or-
gans as if they own them.
I’m upset that they maintain
that their hot-line to God is
more authoritative than my
hot-line to God. I am upset
that they are telling me to
control my sexuality rather
than learn about contracep-
tion. I’m upset that Dr.
Mildred Jefferson smiled
when she said that a woman
who has an abortion will
never quite become a mature
woman and consequently
will always be a little less
than human. Pm upset that
the audience applauded
when she said it.

I am upset to learn that
under their proposed con-
stitutional amendment my
uterus could not have a
D&C if I should ever be a
rape victim. They maintain
that the worst results from
rape are VD and physical
abuse. They would allow me
to have DES (the controver-
sial morning-after pill). In-
stead of a safe abortion,
with a current complication
rate of 0.031 percent for
terminations at between 6
and 8 weeks pregnancy, the
Schaffer folks would give me
DES so that I might never
have a period again.

Mr. Schaeffer and Dr.
Koop apparently want less
human freedom than is
available to them. That’s
their business. Thank good-
ness we still live in a society
where church and state are
separate and people can
tight for their basic human
rights. Just as I will never be
in the position of telling

them how to run their lives, I
hope they will never be able
to tell me how to live mine.

LINDA L. SPRAGUE
Dallas, TX

I HAVE BEEN A HARD-
core libertarian and a liber-
tarian activist for about the
past ten years and agree with
most of the opinions ex-
pressed in your publication.
However, [ am distressed by
your September, 79 article
on the abortion issue. I think
that it is unfair to infer that
all people who have moral
reservations about abortion
are either bigoted religious
fanatics or ultra right-wing
reactionaries intent upon
imposing their beliefs on
others. I am particularly dis-
turbed by libertarians and
other feminists who ridicule
the idea of being pro-life.

It may seem strange, but
my pro-life sentiments
motivated me to become a
political activist for peace
and justice-related causes in
the first place; to work for
peace, by opposing all forms
of killing as well as de-
humanization which leads
to killing. My pro-life
sentiments lead me to op-
pose war, militarism, capital
punishment, nuclear power
with its inherent dangers,
and political oppression.
They lead me to oppose any
form of dehumanization in-
cluding sexism, which is
why I support most feminist
causes in the first place.

I realize that many prom-
inent anti-abortionists seem
like such foolish hypocrites
when they claim to respect
life while taking anti-life
stands on just about every
other peace and justice-
related issue besides abor-
tion; I have already written
hard-hitting letters to some
of these people suggesting to
them that if they are so pro-
life they ought to become
more concerned about
human rights after people
have been born, too. How-
ever, the inconsistently pro-
life stands taken by some
anti-abortion fanatics on

other issues does not ob-
scure the fact that human
life should be respected and
should not be tampered with
for the sake of expediency.
When pro-abortionists
argue that women can mur-
der their unborn babies for
the sake of expediency their
reasoning is similar to that
of the corporate state inter-
ests which support poten-
tially dangerous nuclear en-
ergy and which support
interventionistic foreign pol-
icy involving crushing Third
World liberation struggles
and propping up oppressive,
murderous dictatorships in
order to curry such regimes’
political-economic-military
favor. All of these treacher-
ous schemes involve sacrific-
ing human life for the sake
of convenience and expe-
diency.

When the pro-abor-
tionists try to rationalize
that a human fetus is not re-
ally human, their reasoning
is similar to that of the Nazis
who decided that Jews were
not really human and could
thus be exterminated for the
sake of expediency; such
reasoning is similar to that
of some early Americans
who decided that Blacks or
Native American Indians
were not really human either
and could thus be made into
slaves or massacred for the
sake of expediency—what if
the abolitionists had decided
that people had a “right to
choose” whether or not to
own slaves since many
slaveowners felt in good
conscience that their slaves
were not really human? A
dangerous precedent is set
whenever an attempt is
made to rationalize that a
person who is “different” is
not really a human being,
whether the criterion for
judging a person as sub-
human and not entitled to
human rights is a difference
in race or a difference in
biological development.

Perhaps abortion is a
symptom of the agism pre-
valent in our society and cul-
ture. If children and teenag-
ers are not considered fully

entitled to their basic human
rights then perhaps it is only
natural that at a certain
early stage in biological de-
velopment human beings
can be considered not enti-
tled to any human rights at
all. It would seem only natu-
ral thatin 1973 the Supreme
Court would make such an
unfortunate decision regard-
ing the “right” to abortion,
as this is the same Nixon-
appointed Supreme Court
which has tried so-hard in so
many other ways to deprive
people of their basic human
rights. Obviously, such an
oppressive Supreme Court
would not hesitate to cater
to the agism present in our
society, as this same Su-
preme Court which showed
such utter disregard for the
rights of people after they
had been born could hardly
be expected to respect the
rights of the unborn.

Some pro-abortionists
defend abortion on the
grounds of “the right to re-
productive freedom.” How-
ever, this is the same reason-
ing rapists use to defend
their behavior. One’s legal
right to sexual freedom ends
when it involves committing
aggression or brutalization
against another person. Just
as rape is an act of aggres-
sion and brutality against a
woman, so abortion is an act
of aggression and brutality
against a baby. Many hu-
manistic people oppose
abortion precisely on these
grounds; becausé they feel
that it is not simply a private
matter of “doing your own
thing” or “controlling your
own body” but rather an act
of brutality and aggression
against an innocent person.

ROBERT MADDOX

FERRERA
Villanova, PA

I READ AND ENJOYED

" Leslee J. Newman’s very fine

article on abortion in the
September issue. Fetal fanat-
icism has always struck me
as a bizarre, perverse, and
pernicious superstition. A

fetus is a non-viable non-
person, so that if a woman
does not wish to carry it to
term no one has the right to
compel her to, least of all
those to whom the continu-
ing multiplication of a
clump of cells is more im-
portant and overrides the
rights of pregnant women
and children. Indeed, one
can argue thatif “pro-life” is
to be synonymous with “the
compulsive increase in
human biomass,” then it
provides no reason for living
whatsoever. Life is not dn
end in itself no matter what,
as proponents of capital
punishment would concur.
The point is that for many
women, to be compelled to
bear a child is a reason for
not living, a cause for de-
spair, and thus anti-life, in a
perfectly proper sensible use
of the term. So to be pro-life
is to be in favor of the right
to choose not to harbor and
incubate an undesirable or
undesired fetus within her
body so long as she does not
prevent other females from
choosing to harbor, man-
date and carry to term
fetuses within their bodies.
To bear or not to bear is a
question that every female
has the right to answer by
herself and only by herself if
she so chooses.

SIMON WEINBERGER
Maspeth, NY

AS A MEMBER OF THE
newly formed Libertarian
Council on Religious Af-
fairs, I think it is important
to stress a distinction that
was overlooked by your au-
thor Leslee J. Newman in
her article, “Abortion: The
Battle Over Freedom of
Choice” (Sept. 1979).

In one of the last para-
graphs in her article, New-
man maintained that anti-
abortion groups were seek-
ing “to impose their reli-
gious views on others by
law, in defiance of the sep-
aration of Church and
State.”

Almost all libertarians

(including me) believe that
abortion should be legal. I
must also stress that the Lib-
ertarian Council on Reli-
gious Affairs is not anti-
abortion.

But all libertarians—be-
lievers in God or not—sup-
port freedom of religion and
should welcome religious
people into the libertarian
fold. It is vital, therefore, in
talking about the activities
of religious groups to distin-
guish between the gov-
ernmental establishment of
religion and religious influ-
ence on society and politics.

Establishment of religion
fundamentally means set-
ting up an official church
and has properly been ex-
tended to include direct sub-
sidies to churches and all re-
ligious activities under offi-
cial auspices.

But if a group called
Clergy and Laity Concerned
successfully lobbies against
the war in Vietnam, such
lobbying is not a violation of
separation of Church and
State. Instead it is a positive,
pro-libertarian religious in-
fluence. If a group called the
Women’s Christian Tem-
perance Union successfully
lobbies for alcohol prohibi-
tion, neither is that the es-
tablishment of religion. In-
stead it is a negative, anti-
libertarian religious influ-
ence. In both cases, of
course, there were religious
people on both sides of the
issues. I don’t think it
clarifies things to speak of
the political activism of reli-
gious people as a violation
of the separation of Church
and State. The wiser course,
it seems to me, is to search
for and ally with religious
people who have libertarian
values on these issues.

WILLIAMSON M. EVERS
Palo Alto, CA

'Newman replies

IT°S TOO BAD THAT MR.
Ferrera inferred from my at-
ticle that all people who
have “moral reservations
about abortion are either bi-
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goted, religious fanatics, or
ultra right-wing reac-
tionaries.” I was only trying
to show that most anti-
abortion activity is emanat-
ing from such persons. Cer-
tainly, there are libertarians
who are opposed to abor-
tion. But many are silent be-
cause they feel thatit is more
important that all women be
given the right to choose
whether or not they want an
abortion. These libertarians
do not wish to oppress
others with their own moral
or religious beliefs.

But where I really must
argue with Mr. Ferrera is
over his belief that abortion
is not justified for “expe-
diency.” Why shouldn’t a
woman have the right to de-
cide whether or not she
wants to interrupt her
schooling or career to have
an unwanted child, or
whether that child would
cause her unbearable finan-
cial hardships? That deci-
sion, unlike the expedience
of corporate state interests
supporting  potentially
dangerous power sources,
whatever they may be, only
affects her or her family. Un-
like the decision of the cor-
porate state, thousands or
millions are not aggressed
upon involuntarily by such a
decision. Furthermore,
more pregnancies than one
might believe are not the
fault of carelessness or irres-
ponsibility. The ACLU has
recently reported that one
couple in three who prac-
tices birth control rigorously
still has an unwanted preg-
nancy every five years.

Finally, I must refute Mr.
Ferrera’s contention that the
pro-abortionists are disre-
spectful of human life in the
same manner as the Nazis or
early Americans. The Nazis
were anti-abortion, yet they
were not “pro-life” in their
feeling towards certain
minority groups. Today in
many countries where abor-
tion is outlawed or severely
restricted by the state, thou-
sands of persons might be
randomly imprisoned, tor-
tured, or shot, as in many of
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the nations in Central and
South America. Thus, it
would appear that there is
no correlation between the
outlawing of abortion and a
general respect for the
human rights of a populace.

The important point of
distinction is between the
murder of an actual human
being and the killing of a po-
tential human being. And
that distinction is a difficult
one to define. The Supreme
Court in its 1973 decision
came close to drawing it at
viability or the last trimester
of pregnancy, where the
high court decided to per-
mit abortion only under
emergency circumstances,
and this in practice is what
has occurred. In fact, only
0.01 percent of all abortions
are performed at this time
when the fetus is coming
close to actual human being
status. Most abortions are
performed during the first
trimester, before quickening
of the fetus, long before that
fetus is capable of life with-
out the mother’s support
system. And clearly abor-
tion at this stage is not mur-
der, but the termination of
potential life.

Abortion is not a pretty
thing, and in my opinion,
should be used only as a last
alternative. But the factors
of each case must be
weighed independently.
Every woman must have a
right to choose and measure
the “brutality and aggres-
sion” imposed by her preg-
nancy against the “brutality
and aggression” she imposes
against her unborn fetus.

I would agree with Mr.
Evers that religious people
with libertarian values
should be welcomed into the
fold, and it was not my in-
tention to alienate any such
persons. Clearly, there are
persons of every religious
persuasion on both sides of
the abortion issue. In fact, as
I stated in my article, “‘a
recent Gallup poll found
only 25 percent of the Cath-
olics polled supporting their
church’s total ban on abor-
tion.”

As for the so-called sep-
aration of Church and State,
ther are those who would
heartily argue that the lobby
by the Women’s Christian
Temperance Union for pro-
hibition of alcohol was
clearly the establishment of
religion. Political activism of
religious people is not a vio-

Jlation of the separation of

Church and State. But ac-
tivism leading to the en-
forcement of certain reli-
gious beliefs against the will
of others s a violation. State
enforcement of the Catholic
belief that conception origi-
nates at the moment of con-
ception would violate a
Methodist woman’s belief
that her religious duty is to
consider abortion in the case
of an unwanted pregnancy.

The proposed “human
life” amendment would es-
tablish the religious beliefs
of some as official doctrine
to be legally enforced. This
threat must not be brushed
off as lightly as Mr. Evers
implies.

Libertarians
in government

Ron Paul

MILTON MUELLER, IN
his September “Movement”
column, looks for the “bet-
ter political entrepreneur,”
and then denigrates the only
one in Congress, Ron Paul.

Despite what Mr. Mueller
says, it is possible to be both
an effective legislator and a
builder of public support for
liberty.

For the former, Ron Paul
stopped the Treasury from

enlarging its inflationary

draw authority and has
made real progress in taking
away its power to seize pri-
vate gold. And he was in-
strumental in stopping the
reinstitution of draft regis-
tration.

For the latter, he has in-
troduced bills to repeal the
Federal income tax and the
Selective Service Act, as well
as to reduce Congressmen’s
salaries by the increases in
the cost of living and to end
junketing. All have been
important in rousing public
anger at government abuses.

To say that Dr. Paul’s ac-
tivist position against the
draft got him “into a jam”
with constituents, where-
upon he backtracked, is
scandalously wrong.

Ron Paul has devoted
more time and effort to the
anti-draft movement —in
speeches, committee tes-
timony, floor debates, out-
side debates, insertions in
the Congressional Record,
press conferences, and lob-
bying of other members —
than any other Representa-
tive. And he has been effec-
tive precisely because he is
pro-American and in favor
of national defense, and not
one of those opposed to the
draft because it might be
used against Marxists.
Many of these sunshine
anti-patriots would be only
too happy to have Ameri-
cans drafted to invade South
Africa or Chile.

Congressman Paul did
decline an invitation to
speak at an SLS anti-draft
rally; he was scheduled to be
in Houston on that day. But
he participated in an SLS
teach-in on the subject with
LR editor Roy Childs,
among others.

Is it really selling-out to
work and vote for laws that
“make us just a little bit
freer”? By Mr. Mueller’s
rules, we couldn’t advocate
tax credits, for example,
since they are less than pure
freedom.

As to Ron Paul’s being a
less than consistent advo-
cate of liberty, “especially in
foreign affairs,” does this

mean his refusal to endorse
entangling foreign treaties
like SALT II, or to hail the
Ayatollah as a big improve-
ment on the Shah? Con-
gressman Paul supports a
non-interventionist foreign
policy, and is the only Re-
publican Representative
who says we should bring
our troops home.

To some libertarians, it is
not enough to be non-inter-
ventionist; you must excuse
the Soviets. It is not enough
to advocate the repeal of
victimless-crime laws; you
must endorse the behavior
they outlaw.

Ron Paul is the only
Member of Congress who
takes a completely free-
market position, domesti-
cally and internationally. If
his moral beliefs bother the
Radical Caucus, that is to
his credit.

But Mr. Mueller should
get his facts straight.

LLEWELLYN H.
ROCKWELL, JR.
Administrative Assistant
to Ron Paul
Washington, D.C.

Mueller replies:
I AM VERY SURPRISED
at the huffy tone of this
letter. To say that I “deni-
grated” someone my col-
umn reférred to as a “man of
principle” is a real poke in
the eye. ]

When I cited the pressures
brought to bear on a Con-
gressional draft opponent
"whose constituents support
the draft, my whole point
was that even the best, most
principled elected officials
have to make decisions, to
quote the column, ““about
which areas they can dis-
mantle and which areas they
do not want to risk their
necks attacking.”” That I
used Representative Paul to
illustrate these pressures is,
in its own way, a compli-
ment. My point would have
been very weak and insignif-
icant had I simply shown
how political pressures af-
fect your typical, amoral

politician; the very fact that
Representative Paul is a
staunch and principled op-
ponent of the draft formed
the basis for the argument.
The argument was that
“representative democracy
limits the parameters within
which libertarians can man-
euver” — not such a con-
troversial or insulting
statement, is it? As it hap-
pens, I was wrong in this
case about the extent to
which Representative Paul’s
actions were limited by his
constituents’ support for the
draft. More about thatlater.

I will, however, stand by
my statement that Represen-
tative Paul is not consist-
ently libertarian on foreign
policy issues. He is to be
commended for his stand on
troop withdrawals. But his
signature on a full-page ad
calling for U.S. intervention
in Nicaragua is, frankly,
disgraceful. (There are other
areas of disagreement: he
has submitted items in
the Congressional Record
about nuclear power which
say nothing about the free
market, but simply promote
nuclear power per se.) But
Mr. Rockwell should know
that disagreement is not
denigration. Perhaps, as the
next to the last sentence of
his letter indicates, Mr.
Rockwell has confused my
column with the attack from
the Radical Caucus; should I
forward the letter to them?
(Ihave never been a member
of the Radical Caucus; it
isn’t radical enough for me.)

Incidentally, although the
“Movement” column in
question appeared in the
September issue of The Lib-
ertarian Review, it was writ-
ten much earlier— in late
May and early June. Since
then, Representative Paul
has done absolutely fantas-
tic work against the draft in
the House. To say that he
has stuck his neck out is
almost an understatement:
he has submitted a bill to
repeal the Selective Service
Act which, if passed, would
totally end conscription in
the U.S. for the first time in

forty years. Even before we
knew about the bill, SLS was
planning to campaign for SS
abolition; I hope Represen-
tative Paul will work closely
with us in building public
support for his heroic bill.
Our disagreements over se-
lected issues should in no
way stop us from working
together as respected allies.
I am still bothered by the
somewhat querulous tone of
this letter, so I offer this
concluding comment. If Ron
Paul really wants to be con-
sidered a libertarian, or part
of the broader libertarian
movement, then he must

journal.

Write—

Dr. Mykola Plakhotnyuk
is suffering involuntary

PSYCHIATRIC
CONFINEMENT

in the Soviet Union. His “crime”:
Distributingahumanrights

Mykola Plakhotnyuk and half a
million other “prisoners of
conscience” are in jails around
the world, not for anything
they’ve done, but for what they
believe. Help us help them.

AMNESTY
INTERNATIONAL

2112 Broadway NY, NY 10023 ¢ 212-787-8906

be prepared to accept criti-
cism and discussion from
the movement. If Murray
Rothbard, Charles Koch,
Robert Poole, Ed Crane and
Roger MacBride can take it
(and believe me, all of these
hard-working movement
figures have come in for
some pretty harsh treat-
ment) then so can Ron Paul.

LR welcomes letters from read-
ers. Letters intended for publi-
cation should be typed,
double-spaced, and addressed
to: Letters to the Editors, The
Libertarian Review, 1620
Montgomery Street, San Fran-
cisco, California 94111.

15

DECEMBER 1979




-
.
.

THE

PUBLIC

16

Five percent
for what?

BRUCE BARTLETT

SINCE AUGUST,
when Henry Kissin-
ger testified before
the Senate Armed
Services Committee
and the Senate
Foreign Relations
Committee that his
“price” for support-
ing the SALT II
treaty is a real five
percent increase in
the defense budget
(adjusted for infla-
tion) between now
and 1985, the de-
bate over SALT has
increasingly become
simply a question of
budget numbers.
Hardline senators,
led by Senators Sam
Nunn of Georgia
and Ernest Hollings
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of South Carolina, have, in
effect, endorsed the Kissin-
ger view and made the five
percent defense increase fig-
ure the focal point of debate
over strategic arms limita-
tion. The five percent figure,
moreover, has been en-
dorsed by the full Senate in
the second concurrent reso-
lution on the budget for
fiscal year 1980.

The SALT II treaty offers
a unique opportunity for
opening debate on critical
questions of national de-
fense. It is unfortunate that
it has been turned into a
mere debate about budget
numbers. Critical questions
about the direction and
quality of American defense
policy have been totally
glossed over in the debate
over numbers. The fact is
that a real five percent in-
crease in defense spending
no more guarantees our na-
tion an adequate defense
than France’s expenditures
for the Maginot Line during
the 1930s ensured it an ade-
quate defense from the
Germans. Given the direc-
tion of American defense
policy, furthermore, ratifi-
cation of the five percent
view may unfortunately
delay debate over the truly

critical issues facing the U.S.
today. Both the Congress
and the American people, in
other words, may be led to
believe that simply giving
more money to the Defense
Department will solve all
our problems, when, in fact,
nothing could be further
from the truth. Our defense
problems are much more
fundamental than that and
require far deeper analysis
and more basic solutions.

The basic debate over U.S.
defense capabilities gener-
ally relates to the “fact” that
the Soviet Union is, and has
been for several years, out-
spending the U.S. on de-
fense. There are two basic
problems with basing our
defense policy on this view.
First is that the figures are
virtually meaningless. Sec-
ond is that even if the figures
are accepted at face value
they do not necessarily show
that the U.S. is being out-
spent.

In a recent article, former
chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff General Maxwell D.
Taylor made a crucial point
regarding the comparison of
Soviet and American forces
on a numerical basis:

A mere count of strategic
weapons is wholly inade-
quate to measure the relative
effectiveness of opposing
forces. The only military
capability possessed by such
weapons is the ability to
destroy hostile targets on
order, and hence, the only
meaningful measure of the
value is their target destruc-
tion potential. The latter
derives not only from num-
bers of weapons but also
from such things as the ac-
curacy, reliability and
throwweight of weapons,
their survivability under at-
tack and the number and
nature of the targets they
must destroy.... Only if
we insist on basing our
weapons requirements on
the need to perform tasks of
unchallenged importance to
our security—in most cases
the destruction of certain
designated targets—can we
know with reasonable cer-

tainty what and how many
weapons we really need
either for deterrence or for
retaliation.” (“SALT II: The
Numbers Fallacy,” The
Washington Post, August
17, 1979).

The five percenters, how-
ever, have not designated
specific weapons systems for
increased spending. In fact,
they have generally not
made any effort whatsoever
to explain exactly what the
additional money will be
used for. Presumably, it will
just be handed over to the
Pentagon to decide how it
should be spent. This lack of

focus and specificity regard-

ing the link between SALT
and the defense budget has
even led strongly pro-
defense spokesmen to ques-
tion the usefulness of the
present debate. As Fortune
Magazine recently put it:
“Thus far, at least, the
‘great debate’ that was ex-
pected to emerge from the
SALT II deliberations hasn’t
really taken place. In its
stead, we have recently been
listening to a somewhat
sterile discussion about
which percentage changes in
the defense budget are ap-
propriate to our present
situation. To some extent,
the doves participating in
that discussion are justified
in their complaints about
the lack of specificity that
has accompanied the rhet-
oric about percentages. ...
Some such debate might
well lead us to conclude that

a hefty percentage increase

in the U.S. defense budget is
called for. But a debate that
starts out with arbitrary-
seeming percentages isn’t
very helpful.” (“Defense
and the 5-Percenters,” For-
tune, October 8, 1979).

Even if it were clear that
comparing the relative per-
centages of Soviet defense
expenditures to our own
were a valid means of com-
paring our relative defense
postures, there are still seri-
ous questions that need to be
addressed.

One of the first problems
is that the data for Soviet

defense expenditures is vir-
tually meaningless. The fact
is that we calculate the cost
of Soviet forces by our pay
scales. Thus when the U.S.
increases the pay for its sol-
diers Soviet defense spend-
ing automatically goes up.
We also calculate the cost of
military equipment by com-
paring how much it would
cost us to build the same
equipment the Soviet Union
has. This method ignores
differences in the cost of
labor, raw materials and
other factors of production
between the U.S. and the
Soviet Union. As one re-
searcher has put it, “You
can bet that it doesn’t cost
the Soviets $1 million to
build a tank like it does
here.” Another consequence
of this method for compar-
ing U.S. and Soviet defense
capabilities is that the higher
inflation is in the U.S. the
more Soviet defense spend-
ing goes up in dollar terms.
And lastly, those who com-
pare U.S. and Soviet defense
expenditures ignore the fact
that much of the Soviet mili-
tary capability is directed
toward the Chinese, not the
U.S. or Western Europe.
The five percenters also
use a convenient double-
standard when it comes to
comparing dcfense expendi-
tures. U.S. expenditures are
compared to the Soviets and
NATO expenditures are
compared to the Soviets, but
since the U.S. and NATO
are essentially linked to-
gether, just as the Soviet
Union and the Warsaw Pact
countries are, it is really
more legitimate to compare
total U.S. and NATO ex-
penditures to total Soviet
and Warsaw Pact expendi-
tures. Unfortunately for the
five percenters, when you do
this it turns out that the U.S.
and NATO are significantly
outspending the Soviets and
the Warsaw Pact, since the
Warsaw Pact contributes
very little to Soviet defenses
while NATO contributes
significantly to ours. In
1979 combined NATO-U.S.
military spending amounts
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to about $218-billion com-
pared to Soviet-Warsaw
Pact spending of an esti-
mated $188-billion. (See the
Congressional Record, Sep-
tember 18,1979 12848.)

During debate on the
budget resolution Senator
Edmund Muskie, chairman
of the Senate Budget Com-
mittee, attempted to con-
front the five percenters
with these facts. He also
made the point that “the
enemy in fiscal year 1979
and in fiscal year 1980, the
enemy who has the capacity
to devastate this economy—
the defense budget, the Gov-
ernment’s overall budget—
is not the Soviet Union or
any other enemy I can for-
see. It is the enemy called
inflation.” An increase in
the defense budget amount-
ing to tens of billions of
dollars, Muskie said, cannot
be considered outside the
context of overall economic
policy and the war against
inflation, or it may prove to
be self-defeating. In this

respect, Muskie was echoing
George Kennan, who wrote
in The Cloud of Danger:
“If the protagonists of
heavy military spending re-
ally wished to find the
shortest path to the correc-
tion of what they see as a
growing disbalance to our
disfavor in the relative
strength of Soviet and Amer-
ican forces, they would do

well to give more attention

to our own inflation, and
especially to the effects of

that inflation on the military .

budget, and less to the effort
to convince the rest of us of
the menacing intentions and
fearful strength of our Soviet
opponents.”

Needless to say, most de-
fense hardliners do not per-
ceive a link between infla-
tion and our growing
strategic “inferfrity,” or
the necessity for making
trade-offs between defense
spending and social spend-
ing, which has skyrocketed
in recent years. They want
anincrease in defense spend-

ing on top of all the other
spending. Where will the
money come from? Part of it
will be borrowed from the
public, thus forcing up
interest rates, part will come
from increased taxation,
resulting from inflation
which pushes people up into
higher tax brackets, and
part will come from the
printing press, which is the
fundamental source of infla-
tion. Only a very few of the
hardliners seem to under-
stand that if our economy
falls to pieces from inflation,

excessive taxation and big-

government then our de-
fense capability will fall
apart too.

As I have often pointed
out in previous articles, dol-
lars alone do not buy na-
tional defense. It is perfectly
possible to spend much less
on defense than we do today
and have a better quality
defense at the same time.
What it requires, however, is
a fundamental restructuring
of our defense establishment
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and a reconsideration of
some of the premises which
underly our defense posture.
James Fallows, former chief
speech-writer for President
Carter, recently made this
point brilliantly in an article
for the October issue of Az-
lantic Monthly.

In his article Fallows at-
tempts to make clear that
unless Congress pays more
attention to how our defense
dollars should be spent then
we may get nothing more
than larger versions of our
strengths and weaknesses.
He pinpoints three fallaci-
ous notions which underly
our defense posture which
must be changed before any
increase in spending can
hope to do any good.

First is the notion that the
defense department can be
run on the same manage-
ment principles applicable
to business or that superior
management techniques will
win wars. Robert McNa-
mara is responsible for in-
troducing this view to the
Defense Department and the
failure to successfully prose-
cute the Vietnam War is just
one result. The effect of his
management-oriented view
was to create a preoccu-
pation with computer
printouts while forgetting
the realities of the bat-
tlefield. Traditional ap-
proaches to strategy and tac-
tics have been thrown out in
favor of superior logistics
alone. The enemy isn’t to be
outmaneuvered or out-
fought, merely crushed by
our production lines. As
Fallows says, Clausewitz
wouldn’t last two weeks at
West Point today; military
theoreticians are anachron-
istic; managers make up the
new army.

Along these same lines is
Fallows’ second point, that
we have made ourselves
overly dependent on high
technology weapons with-
out realizing that these
weapons may be over-
whelmed by actual battle-
field conditions. High
technology weapons like the
Trident submarine, nuclear
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aircraft carriers, and the
XM-1 tank may surely be
superior to any comparable
weapons on a one-to-one
basis, but they also cost
vastly more and may not
necessarily function very
well in a war situation. Fal-
lows notes that a recent Air
Force test matched a rela-
tively cheap and simple
plane against a fancier and
more complex model which
cost more than five times as
much. In one-on-one fights
the more expensive plane
clearly dominated, but when
the situation was changed to
four-on-four—a more likely
situation to develop in ac-
tual battle — confusion
played a much larger role
and exotic weaponry a
much smaller one. Most of
the “kills” came from visual
sighting, as they had in the
dogfights of World War I
(and Vietnam), rather than
from elegant, computerized
“fire-control” systems. The
point is that higher perfor-
mance capabilities which
look great on paper may be
severely blunted by the dis-
orderly circumstances of
war, and the high cost of
such weapons denies us the
opportunity to have greater
numbers of simpler, less
costly weapons which could
also do the job.

In addition, Fallows ar-
gues that some of the as-
sumptions made about a
Soviet-U.S. nuclear confron-
tation may not be valid. One
assumption is our missiles
can actually be fired and hit
their target. Fallows points
out that the vulnerability of
our Minuteman missiles is
based on an assumed
theoretical accuracy of
Soviet missiles (just as our
ability to retaliate is based
on an assumed theoretical
accuracy and reliability for
our missiles). Unfortu-
nately, we don’t really know
if a Soviet missile could pos-
sibly come close enough to
one of ours to knock it out
or if one of our missiles
could destroy one of theirs,
or even get out of the silo
during a war emergency (a

virtual direct hit is necessary
for one missile to knock out
another inside a hardened
silo). The technical prob-
lems are enormous and
would be greatly increased
during an actual shootout.
Justlook athow difficultitis
for NASA to fire its rockets
without problems during
perfect conditions. One pos-
sibility is that since many
missiles must be fired to-
ward the same general area
during an attack that when
one explodes it will destroy
or deflect other missiles
coming in behind it.

Lastly, Fallows makes six
points about how our de-
fense capability could be
easily increased without the
expenditure of any ad-
ditional money:

1. Forget about the MX
missile and stop worrying
about the vulnerability of
the Minuteman. Our sub-
marine-launched missiles
are the critical deterrent
force and land-based mis-
siles of any kind only make
the continental U.S. an un-
necessary target. (This ar-
gument has also been made
by Earl Ravenal in the Sep-
tember, 1977 Atlantic, a
revised version of which has
been included in a pamphlet
published by the CATO In-
stitute — ““Strategic Disen-
gagement and World
Peace™).

2. Forget about the Tri-
dent submarine (cost:
$1.6-billion each) and build
smaller subs. The Trident
holds 24 missiles, but for
deterrent effect it would be
better to divide these
missiles among several sub-
marines, so that one hit will
not knock out all of them
with a single shot. This will
reduce the cost greatly while
improving our deterrent
capability.

3. Make our allies pay
more of the cost of defense.
While the U.S. spends six
percent of its GNP on de-
fense France spends 3.6 pet-
cent, Germany and Belgium
3.4 percent, and Japan only
one percent.

4. Cut back on con-

ventional forces while de-
veloping smaller, more flex-
ible strike forces more suita-
ble for the kinds of actions
which are likely to be neces-
sary (such as a threat in the
Middle East). :

5. Cut back on weapon
which don’t measurably add
to our defense capability.
Worry less about building
more high cost, high tech-
nology weapons systems
and make better use of exist-
ing systems. .

6. Train leaders and sol-
diers for combat, not man-
agement. The Army is no
longer made up of or led by
men who can fight. Its incen-
tives, performances and
internal values are like those
of the Civil Service. Within
such a system it is not rea-
sonable to sacrifice or to risk
death in pursuit of promo-
tion.

I think Fallows is right.
These would be major re-
forms of our existing de-
fense policy. Each one can
be debated on its merits,
revised or dismissed. The
important thing is that they
focus directly upon our de-
fense capability, rather than
mere numbers.

The defense budget really
cannot be discussed ration-
ally outside the context of
overall military strategy,
economic conditions, and
foreign policy. Those who
wish to justify an increase in
the defense budget just by
comparing U.S. expendi-
tures to Soviet expenditures,
or by comparing the defense
budget to GNP or total
government expenditures,
ought to recognize how
weak and meaningless such
arguments are. There are
extremely important ques-
tions that need to be asked
about the quality and direc-
tion of our existing expendi-
tures before any considera-
tion can be given to a signifi-
cant increase. The hardlin-
ers would do well to make
sure they can justify all exist-
ing defense expenditures as
genuinely necessary before
they press forward with de-

mands for more spending.[[] -
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THE FASTEST GROWING CHURCH
IN THE WORLD

by Brother Keith E. L'Hommedieu, D.D.

(311:'5 quite safe to say that of all the organized religious
sects on the current scene, one church in particular
stands above all in its unique approach to religion. The
Universal Life Church is the only organized church in the
world with no traditional religious doctrine. In the words
of Kirby J. Hensley, founder, “The ULC only believes in
what is right, and that all people have the right to
determine what beliefs are right for them, as long as
they do not interfere with the rights of others.”

Reverend Hensley is the leader of the worldwide
Universal Life Church with a membership now
exceeding 7 million ordained ministers of all religious
beliefs. Reverend Hensley started the church in his
garage by ordaining ministers by mail. During the
1960's, he traveled all across the country appearing
at college rallies held in his honor where he would
perform mass ordinations of thousands of people at a
time. These new ministers were then exempt from
being inducted into the armed forces during the
undeclared Vietnam war. .

In 1966 Reverend Hensley was fighting the estab-
lishment on another front. The IRS tried to claim the
ULC wasn't a legal church and proceeded to impound
the ten thousand dollars in the church bank account.
The feisty Hensley filed suit against the IRS in federal
district court for return of the funds and to per-
manently establish the ULC as a legal tax exempt
entity. On March 1, 1974 Judge James F. Battin ruled
against the IRS in his decision which stated, “Neither
this court or any branch of this government will
consider the merits or fallacies of a religion. Nor will
the court praise or condemn a religion. Were the
court to do so, it would impinge upon the guarantees
of the First Amendment.” The judge then ordered
the IRS to return the impounded money and to grant
the Universal Life Church its tax exempt status.

Reverend Hensley has stated that he believes a
church is people and not just a fancy building. He also
believes in total freedom and equality for all people.
The ULC will ordain anyone without regard to religious
beliefs, race, nationality, sex or age.

The .ULC's success formuia is both effective and
unquestionably legal. After a person has become an
ordained minister, he or she can join with two other
people and form their own Universal Life Church.
These three people then make up the Board of
Directors consisting of a Pastor, a Secretary and a
Treasurer. The ULC will then grant the group the use
of its legal church charter complete with both federal
and state tax exempt numbers. The newly formed
church may then open a bank account in the church’s
name. Any member of the church can legally donate
up to 50% of his or herButside income to the church
and take a corresponding tax deduction. The church
in turn can pay the complete housing cost of its
minister including rent or mortgage payment, insur-
ance, taxes, furnishings and repairs. The church can
also provide the minister with full use of an automo-
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Brother L'Hommedieu is Chairman
of the Board of Trustees of the Sa-
cerdotal Order of the Universal Life
and serves onthe  Board of Direc-
tors of the International  Universal
Life Church, Inc.

bile as well as pay for travel and educational expenses.
None of these expenses are reported as income to
the IRS. Recently a whole town in Hardenburg, New
York became Universal Life ministers and turned
their homes into religious retreats and monasteries
thereby relieving themselves of property taxes, at
least until the state tries to figure out what to do.

Churches enjoy certain other tax benefits over the
common man on the street. For instance, a church
can legally buy and sell real estate or stocks and
bonds completely tax free. It can receive tax free
income from bank deposits or mortgages. Many
churches own large publishing, recording, or other
related businesses like hospitals, clinics and schools
without paying any income tax.

A church can sponsor any kind of fund raising
event such as a concert, play or even bingo. Churches
are also exempt from paying inheritance taxes. When
the pastor of the church dies, the Board of Directors
simply appoints a new pastor and the church goes on.

Reverend Hensley has stated that he personally
doesn't believe in the tax exempt status of churches.
However, if the government is going to give a free
ride to Billy Graham and the Pope, then why not let
everybody participate in these blessings. Further-
more, he backs his words up by offering to defend in
court the tax exempt status of his congregations.

Since the church was founded in 1962, it has
attracted members who are movie and TV personali-
ties, businessmen, government officials, lawyers, and
doctors as well as all types of regular working people.
During the last 15 years the Universal Life church has
blossomed into a full blown grass roots populace
movement. Reverend Hensley is ordaining' ten
thousand new ministers a week and predicts that the
church will have over 20,000,000 members by the
early 1980's. In addition, requests for interviews and
TV appearances continue to pour in.

Anyone who is a member of the ULC will tell you
that the ULC is destined to change the world. By
unifying mankind into a brotherhood of freedom
orientated individuals, each respecting the other’s
right to live life as they see fit, the Universal Life
Church hopes to put an end to all wars. Reverend
Hensley admits that this is a pretty monumental
task to accomplish, but he also points out that he is
already well on the way to reaching his goal.

)

Rev. Hensley invites all those interested in becoming an ordained minister and receiving complete information and Minister's Cre-
dentials, to send a $10% tax deductible donation to the Universal Life Church, 1335 Seabright Ave., Dept. 1167, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
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Frank
Chodorov

and the
American right

CHARLES
HAMILTON

FRANK CHODO-
rov has a special
placein liberty’s heri-
tage. Part of the Old
Right, he helped to
preserve that tradi-
tion of anti-stat-
ism, voluntarism,
and anti-imperialism
through the frightful
years of World War
II. On the other side
of the war he was a
founding father to
the modern conserv-
ative movement. M.
Stanton Evans once
wrote that “The
Chodorov imprint is
visible in every phase
of conservative ef-
fort.”” His articles,
books, and organiza-
tional ability gave
American conserv-
atism direction and a
libertarian sensibil-
ity it desperately
needed. But while he
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was instrumental in the
formation of this burgeon-
ing conservative movement,
Chodorov was also among
its most vociferous critics
when it eagerly began to
embrace militant anti-com-
munism and statism. '

Ignoring or forgetting
Frank Chodorov has left
conservatism poorer and
certainly less liberty-con-
scious. As Murray Rothbard
has lamented about those
days in the 1950’s, “we
should have listened more
carefully to Frank Chodo-
rov.” He wrote for the
Remnant, that tiny band of

obscure and unorganized .

people who would in time
build a new society from the
ashes of the old, tired, to-
talitarian one. He offers
much to those of the liberta-
rian Remnant today.

Frank Chodorov was
born on February 15, 1887
to two poor Russian immi-
grants. He grew up on the
lower west side of New
York City, went to Colum-
bia University (unusual for a
Jewish kid at that time), and
then “wandered through the
years.”

Between the various jobs
that occupied his time,
Chodorov developed a sort
of interest in politics: a dis-
like for the political and a
passionate commitment to
individualism and the free
market. “A young man must
have a cause,” he wrote in
his autobiography. He
found his in a book called
Progress and Poverty, by
Henry George.

Henry George is usually
remembered for his concern
over the ownership of land
and his advocacy of the
single tax. But it was
George’s place in the
broader Jeffersonian and
Spencerian tradition that
was most important, and
Chodorov never lost his
deep commitment to Geor-
gism: “George is the apostle
of individualism,” he wrote.
““‘He teaches the ethical basis
of private property; he
stresses the function of capi-
tal in an advancing civiliza-

tion. ... His is the phi-
losophy of free enterprise,
free trade, free men.” By
1937, at the age of 50, Cho-
dorov became the director
of the Henry George School
of Social Science and a short
time later the editor of the
School’s magazine, The
Freeman (not a continuation
of Albert Jay Nock’s Free-
man of the early 1920s).
Dedicated to the philosophy
of Henry George, The
Freeman attracted authors
like John Dewey, Albert Jay
Nock, George Bernard
Shaw, and Francis Neilson.

One topic above all others
concerned Chodorov when
he began editing and writing
for The Freeman: the com-
ing war. Presciently, he saw
war being forged by politi-
cians and intellectuals. And
he knew that when “Truth
Faces War Hysteria,” as he
titled one of his editorials in
August 1940, principle is the
first thing to go by the
board—and with it free-
dom.

Chodorov refused to get
involved with the emotion-
alism surrounding any war
issue. He was against war,
all wars. Even if the battles

“were won, he warned, the

State would never give up its
war powers, and “Ameri-
cans of the future will be
slaves to the State.” The task
at hand, he warned, called
for courage and resolution.
As early as November 1938,
in an article titled “When
War Comes,” he wrote,

Those of us who try to retain
some modicum of sanity will be
scorned by our erstwhile
friends, spit upon, persecuted,
imprisoned. . . . We must steel
ourselves for the inevitable.
Every day we must repeat to
ourselves as a liturgy, the truth

that . . . no war is justified; that

no war benefits the people; . . .
that war destroys liberty. . ..
Now, before it is too late, we
must learn to think peace in the
midst of war.

The war came and Cho-
dorov dedicated himself to
“educating for an enduring
peace.” His anti-war stance,
however, angered many
people (he was called an

““anti-semitic Jew”), and in
early 1942 he was ousted
from his directorship of the
School and his editorship of
The Freeman.

This was a terrible blow
to him. Unfortunately, the
same fate was shared by
others. The trauma of the
war for the Old Right is
often forgotten. Just a few
years before, the Old Right
had been a genuine force in
intellectual circles. With the
war, individualism, anti-
militarism, and anti-statism
became expendable atti-
tudes. Most people got on
the war band wagon. Those
who didn’t lost their jobs or
couldn’t find outlets for
their writing. People like
Garet Garrett, John T.
Flynn, and Albert Jay Nock
joined Frank Chodorov on
the outs.

In November 1944 Cho-
dorov started his own foray
into personal journalism
with a four-page monthly
named analysis. It was the
most gratifying venture in
his life. As he said, “It’s fun
to fight—when what you
are fighting for stirs your
imagination.” His little
magazine became important
to the development of the
postwar American Right as
Chodorov delivered up such
little gems as “Don’t Buy
Bonds,” “‘Socialism Via
Taxation,”  ‘“Commies
Don’t Count,”” and “A
Byzantine Empire of the
West.”

No converts were sought.
Chodorov didn’t believe in
them and insisted that
analysis “would not attempt
to teach individualism; it

~would attempt to find indi-

vidualists.” And while it
never had more than 4,000
subseribers, it did “find”
fany individualists, includ-
ing many who would later
make their mark, such as the
young William F. Buckley,
Murray Rothbard, Edmund
Opitz, and James J. Martin.

When Chodorov started
analysis, he “slapped it on
its hopeful rump and the
birthcry was ‘anti-statism’.”
He wrote from a basic set of

principles. Individual dig-
nity, natural rights, the free
market, and the importance
of society over the State
informed all topics he chose
to discuss. The distinction
between the social and the
political was particularly
important. He had taken
this distinction from Henry
George and refined through
his contact with Albert Jay
Nock and through his read-
ing of Franz Oppenheimer’s
The State. There was, on the
one hand, society: the free
and voluntary interactions
of people in the free market.
It was through these interac-
tions that people and civili-
zations prospered. The
political realm, on the other
hand, was wholly different:
“Politics is the partnership
of power and privilege with
the purpose of maintaining
privilege.” The State was the
institutional embodiment of
the political. It used force to
accomplish its ends; and,
Chodorov added, it con-
tributes nothing to the mate-
rial or spiritual basis of
civilization.

Chodorov didn’t reify the
State as “the enemy.” Stat-
ism was a state of mind, and
he saw that it was “fast
crowding out all other pat-
terns.”” Flinging principles,
facts, and scorn at politi-
cians, socialists, and com-
munists, Chodorov also
damned conservatives and
capitalists for their support
of special privileges and the
political means. “Capitalist
practice too often squares
with communist theory.”

Chodorov was particu-
larly critical of the political
tool of taxation. When the
income tax amendment was
passed, he sadly pointed out,
the American Revolution
was lost. Taxation was
theft, and it gave the State
the wherewithal to maintain
its repressive structure and
control. In one of his rare
forays into politigal action,
he worked for the repeal of
the income tax and, in 1954,
wrote a book that summed
up his attitude perfectly,
The Income Tax: The Root

of All Evil. v

Politics had “destroyed
every civilization man had
ever built,” and Chodorov
constantly advocated stay-
ing away from the political
game. Don’t vote, for in-
stance. (And when, as a lark
in the 1950s, he ran for the
New Jersey State Senate,
his campaign slogan was
“Don’t vote for me.”) He
believed that even libertari-
ans were at a disadvantage if
they tried to achieve their
ends politically. Quite apart
from being inconsistent and
seeking the power they were
against, “On the political
front you are fighting a rear
guard action.” The real
struggle was elsewhere:
“One should concentrate on
society and leave politics
severely alone; which means
education and more educa-
tion, and ignoring the politi-
cians altogether.”

In fact Chodorov’s whole
career can be seen as an
important educational ef-
fort; from his early teaching
and writing at the Henry
George School to his writing
“A Fifty-Year Project” (in
the October 1950 issue of
analysis). That article is a
classic piece of libertarian
strategy and led to the for-
mation of the Intercollegiate
Society of Individualists
which Chodorov ran for a
number of years. In the arti-
cle Chodorov tried to under-
stand the “transmutation of
the American character
from individualist to collec-
tivist.”” What he found was
that socialism had advanced
because it had succeeded to
the schools. Organizations
like the Intercollegiate So-
ciety of Socialists had
spearheaded an intellectual
onslaught. And there had
been no real challenge from
individualists or capitalists.
Above all else, Chodorov
saw that a long-term project
was needed to win the minds
of youth. “Individualism
can be revivified by implant-
ing the idea in the minds of
the coming generations. . . .
The assault must be made
on the campus.”
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This article was reprinted
a number of times; one ver-
sion was published in
Human Events in Septem-
ber 1950. It provoked a lot
of interest as well as a $1000
donation from J. Howard
Pew. With the help of the
Foundation for Economic
Education, names were so-
licited, literature was sent
out, and the Intercollegiate
Society of Individualists was
formed. Within a few years
over 30,000 students had
received literature. The ef-
fect of these efforts was felt
in the conservative move-
ment throughout the 1950s
and 1960s and can still be
seen today in conservative
and libertarian circles. It
was the high point in
Chodorov’s case for the
Remnant:
[1]f there were no ISI, or some-
thing like it, the blackout of in-
dividualism would be as com-
plete as the blackout of all cul-
ture during the Dark Ages. Fu-
ture generations would indeed
have to dig out of their own un-
derstanding the principle of the
dignity of man, and out of bitter
experience learn that the State
can do no good. Those on the
ISI list will probably be able to
pass on to their offspring
knowledge they cannot get in
the classroom; that is the least
gain from this effort.

Unfortunately, the con-
servative movement was
moving further and further
away from the individualis-
tic and libertarian sensibility
that Chodorov had done so
much to foster. And it is
symbolically interesting to
note that the same year
Chodorov died, the Intercol-
legiate Society of Individu-
alists became the Intercol-
legiate Studies Institute.
American conservatism
would never be the same.

Chodorov continued to
publish analysis, but it was a
significant financial burden.
So in March 1951 he
merged it with Human
Events, a newsletter begun
in 1944 by Felix Morley and
Frank Hanighen. He moved
to “the American Mecca”—
Washington, D.C. — and
wrote frequent articles until
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1954. In July of that year he
became the editor of a new
Freeman, this time pub-
lished by the Foundation for
Economic Education. Con-
flict with the Foundation
and a long illness that made
work quite difficult for him
for well over a year (he was
then 68) forced him to leave
The Freeman in 1955. Dur-
ing that short period,
though, Chodorov tried
once more to uphold the iso-
lationist Old Right position.

The mid-1950s repre-
sented a watershed for
America’s political con-
sciousness, for across the
spectrum, from left to right,
militant anti-communism
was the new and dangerous
fad. Within the fledgling
conservative movement,
Chodorov and a few others
reminded their audiences
that the issues were what
they had always been: indi-
vidualism, anti-statism, and
tolerance. While commu-
nism—in both its interna-
tional and domestic forms—
did represent a threat, in-
creasing State power, di-
minishing individual free-
dom, and suppressing un-
popular views were no an-
swer. The danger could be
handled by the legitimate
powers of the government to
protect person and prop-
erty. Interventionists, how-
ever, admitted that there
would need to be a loss in
freedom in this struggle
against communism. They
were, Chodorov said, “will-
ing to gamble with freedom.
I am not.” Statism and the
loss of freedom, no matter
what the intended purpose,
were the crucial issues: “The
important thing for America
now is not to let the fear-
mongers (or the im-
perialists) frighten us into a
war which, no matter what
the military outcome, is cer-
tain to communize our
country.”

Just as he had warned of
the coming of World War
T and of the consequent loss
of freedom, Chodorov’s

“well-trained nostrils” de-

tected ‘““the aroma of a

similar stew now in the
making.” Interventionism
against communism was,
after all, killing, imperialism
and conquest. If people in
other countries wanted
communism, that was their
right, and the United States
couldn’t be the policeman
for the world anyway. Let
the natives alone, he said.
Communism was an idea, a
cult of power-seeking.
“That, then, is the idea that
we who believe in the Amer-
ican tradition should try to
kill, and let all natives
alone.”

The growing hysteria over
domestic communism simi-
larly alarmed Chodorov.
Half seriously, he offered
“How to get rid of the
communists in the Govern-
ment? Easy. Just abolish the
jobs.” What worried him
most, however, was that
persecution of communists
would lead directly to perse-
cution of ideas of all kinds.
Chodorov’s position was
clear: “Let them rant their
heads off — that is their
right, which we cannot af-
ford to infringe.” If the State
were to outlaw those ideas,
then what would stop it
from outlawing any ideas?
As Chodorov pointed out
when the Government tried
to intimidate an#i-communist
organizations: “America will
not be saved by getting rid of
communists. The real dan-
ger is the trend toward Stat-
ism — the general attitude
that condones the impri-
sonment of Americans for
holding ideas contrary to
those who wield power.”

Anti-communism was a
struggle between different
sects of power-seekers. It

“was a witch hunt and a .
‘heresy trial, and it was best

to steer clear of it all.

Sadly, Chodorov was too
alone, he was too old, and
his voice lacked journalistic
outlets. Militant and un-

_thinking anti-communism

came to power in the con-
servative movement with
virtually no struggle. And
Chodorov steadily lost fa-
vor. His brand of uncom-

promising individualism,
isolationism, and free mar-
ket economics was often too
extreme for this adolescent
movement. Chodorov him-
self was losing patience with
the inability of these new
conservatives to stick to the
important principles. A
movement which he had
done so much to nurture,
protect, and teach was be-
coming less and less to his
liking. In a moment of
exasperation, he quipped,
“As for me, I will punch
anyone who calls me a con-
servative in the nose. I am a
radical.” \

When Chodorov left The
Freeman in 1955, he was 68,
and the years were taking
their toll. Still, he continued
to write, lecture, and work
for ISI. He received a grant
from the Volker Fund to
write his “autobiography,”
Out of Step. William F.
Buckley was a close friend,
and Chodorov wrote for
National Review as a gadfly
associate editor. From 1957
to 1961, he went each year
to teach at the Freedom
School in Colorado. He suf-
fered a massive stroke while
there in 1961. The next five
years he spent in a nursing
home. On December 28,
1966 Frank Chodorov died
at the age of 79.

While so important to the
growth of the postwar con-
servative movement, Frank
Chodorov was also one of
those stalwart souls who
brilliantly fought for what

Murray Rothbard has called.

“The Transformation of
the American Right.” His
unerring championing of
individualism, the free mar-
ket, tolerance, anti-statism,
and anti-imperialism makes
him an important figure in
liberty’s heritage. Reac-
quainting ourselves with his
life and work can give us
hope and direction for liber-
ty’s future.

Charles Hamilton, publisher of
Free Life Editions, is the editor
of a forthcoming collection of
essays by Frank Chodorov to be
published by Liberty Press.

How would you like to solve all your financing
problems—and never aguin have to deal with in-
quisitive bankers, never again have to submit com-
plex forms and paperwork, never again have to put
up collateral or guarantees?

1t’s all possible—thanks to the revolution that’s
sweeping the banking and credit industry.

We both know how difficult it can be to borrow
money to expand your business or begin a new one.
The lender insists that the loan be for what he calls
‘*a sound business purpose.’’ You're required to
provide lengthy financial statements and business
plans. The interest you’re expected to pay is out of
this world. And even then, bankers turn down over
half of all loan requests!

As owner of a small publishing firm, I experi-
enced these frustrations first-hand. When I began,
my business was undercapitalized and had no assets.
To obtain operating capital, we applied to five
banks—and were turned down by all of them.

But then I made an amazing discovery: A4s far us
lenders were concerned, I was worth more than my
company! Within a matter of several weeks, [ was
able to secure $40,000 worth of personal credit—at
consumer rates. Suddenly, we had the capital we
needed to seize new opportunities, expand and
grow. Today, we're a successful, prospering firm.

Like me-—and whether you know it it or not—you
undoubtedly command far more borrowing power
personally than your business does. Now you can
tap this overlooked source for your business capital
needs.

ADVANTAGES OF THESE NEW LOAN
SOURCES FOR YOUR BUSINESS.

You see, there’s been a quiet revolution in the
banking and credit world. Increased competition
among lending institutions has opened up hundreds
of personal credit opportunities—on amazingly
favorable terms for the borrower. The result of this
new era of ‘‘easy credit’’ is that it’s possible to
borrow hundreds of thousands of dollars—literally
overnight and for any purpose whatever!

Let me list for you some of the tremendous
benefits of these new sources of capital:

o Funds are practically unlimited. Raise $25,000.

$100,000. Even more, depending on your income.
® These loans are totally unsecured, and no co-
signers are required in most cases.

® You can qualify for these instant loans without
ever sitting down with a loan officer. Everything is
done by mail! No demands for balance sheets,
businss plans, P&Ls, tax returns or other confiden-
tial documents.

® The funds are available at any time—even during
periods of *‘tight money.”’

® [t doesn’t matter where you live—these loans are
now available nationwide.

® These loans may be used for any purpose. The
lender is completely unaware of their purpose. Use
the money for capital outlays, paying outstanding
bills, a business car, new office or planf space, a
brand-new venture—you name it! -

® Interest rates are extremely favorable—consumer
rates for business loans! Nationwide, the rates aver-
age about 12%—and stay surprisingly constant. So
even when the prime rate goes over 12%, these loans
will still be available at lower rates. No points to pay
either!

® You don’t pay a penny in interest until you
actually borrow funds. And even then, interest
charges begin several days later. There’s never a
penalty for prepayment.

® The repayment schedule is extremely flexible.
It’s even possible to borrow the principle and the
interest indefinitely if you're in a.pinch—while
improving your credit rating! And there are no
penalties if you pay off the loan early.

® Last but not least, these amazing loans have
tremendous tax advantages. The interest, of course,
is tax-deductible. And by borrowing to pay business
expenses early, you can simultaneously speed up
deductions and defer tax liabilities into the next tax
year!

THE SOURCEBOOK YOU NEED TO
CAPITALIZE ON THE BANKING AND
CREDIT REVOLUTION.

But how do you track down these amazing new
sources of capital? How do you discover the best
opportunities—and avoid the expensive mistakes?

The answers are now available—for the first
time—in one information-packed book: THE IN-
SIDER’S BANKING & CREDIT ALMANAC, by
Mark Skousen.

This newly revised manual tells you everything
you need to know. Facts. Figures. Names of lend-
ers. Addresses. The best opportunities. Pitfalls to
avoid.

But that’s not all there is to THE INSIDER’S
BANKING & CREDIT ALMANAC. There's much
more in this remarkable volume. Here s a brief sam-
pling of the rest of the contents:

Interest-paying checking accounts. You probably
keep your liquid business funds in a checking ac-
count that pays no interest. Well, here are complete
details about eight different types of checking ac-
counts that do pay interest—from 5% to 12% annu-
ally! (The interest on one kind of account is rax-

free!)

Money marker funds. These new mutual funds
function like interest-paying checking accounts—
and interest is usually 10% or more! (The one hitch:
the checks you write must be for $250 or more.)

Merrill Lynch’s Cash Management Program. If
you have $100,000 invested in stocks and bonds
through Merrill Lynch, you can borrow up to
$50,000 from them for any purpose! Very low inter-
est rates, too. You always have an automatic credit
line for half the cash value of your portfolio—and
there's no upward limit!

Credit cards. Which credit card is best for you and
your business? Are you aware of all the new features
and benefits offered by the highly competitive credit
card outfits? Check guarantees, free cash advance
checks, free flight insurance and many more!
Financial privacy. How the privacy of your finan-
cial affairs is being threatened—and what you can
do to protect it.

Foreign banks. U.S. dollar accounts in Canada.
16% interest in Mexico. 20% in Switzerland. And
many other terrific opportunities abroad.

U.S. banking survey. A comprehensive guide to
banking services and opportunities in all 50 states.
Find out who offers the best deals—and why it may
pay to shop around out-of-state.

YOUR MONEY-BACK GUARANTEE.
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off by emasculating ourselves, economically, politically, or
_ psychologically. The idea that it is sinful and wrong for one

person to have more than another goes back to ancient
~ history. The Greeks feared and sought to placate their

jealous gods. The Christians elevated self-abnegation and
poverty—at least in principle—to a virtue, giving Marx and
Freud powerful ammunition in their efforts to replace
- Christianity with their own brands of anti- -individualistic
~ gnosticism. The Carters have managed to combine the

- worst—the most self-destructive and undignified—elements
of these three creeds into a single vision, if one can call

deliberately self-induced blindness vision.
The Carters’ vision is one of unrelieved bleakness for
- America. “After listening to the American people, > Carter

declared in July, “I have been reminded again that all the

legislatures in the world can’t fix what’s wrong with
'America.” Note that Carter always knew that America was
sick unto death, and was merely reminded of this once more.
How does Carter know this? The same way Susan Sontag
~knows that ““the white race is the cancer of human history

: Actually, the Carters gloat over the moral corruption of
~ America, which, they seem to think, presents a background
~ against which their own moral rectitude can shine forth
with dazzling luminosity. Thus, on August 6, with Carter’s

- performance as President generally rated as failing, helet the

~ American people know of his efforts to Christianize a

heathen head of state: “While teaching an adult Bible class

at the First Baptist Church of Washlngton, Carter said
yesterday [August 5, 1979] that the ‘roots of the weakness k

' the Christian church one of them anyway, is th

reluctance to assume the responsibility placed on our
shoulders.’”” He was referting, of course, to his respon-
~sibilities as a Baptist, not as a President: “Noting that a
Christian should try to win new followers [reported the UPI
ews dlspatch], the President said he made such an effort
during his trip to South Korea in late June.” President

Brezhnev “has” a deity, for he warned Carter that god

‘WOllld not forgive us if the Senate did not ratify SALT IL.

Apropos of President Carter’s attempts to rellgromze

politics, what was curiously, much less pubhcnzed than his

efforts to convert President Park was his inviting not one,
not two, not three— but five— theologians to his Camp

David domestlc summit. The sociologist Robert Bellah |

ng with them and described the experience

eels at home with the religiously k

d closed with a prayer. It was actually
very movmg, we felt like we’d been at a religious experi-
ence.” Itisan altogether deliciously ironic situation: A child
cannot now say a prayer in school, but abroad, on a
tax-supported diplomatic mission, the President can try to

convert another head of state to Christianity; while athome,
at a tax-supported gathering organized to prop up his
sagging authorrty, the President can open and close the
meeting with a prayer. -
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those who lead this great nation, Jimmy Carter and
‘ 'lynn Carter.” In one of her speeches on her Texas tour,
arter slipped into speakmg as if she were indeed

ent. After touring a camp for emotionally and

o phystcally dxsadvantaged children,” she told an assembled
group that ““I have a bill now before Congress” to
implement improved mental health care. Speaking in Dallas
~on the same tour, she modestly remarked, apropos of the
 Camy David domestic summit: “I sat in on the meetmgs, I

, and we, uh, he made the decisions.”
a story that verged on bemg adulatory, Time magazine
ust 6) reported on Mrs. Carter’s July tour of the
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LEE SCHUBERT

OR FOUR DAYS EARLY LAST

December, the IRS auditorium in

Washington was the scene of a

confrontation of apparently un-
precedented magnitude. In one sense,
nothing unusual was going on. The
Internal Revenue Service was holding
hearings on a proposed revenue procedure,
and such hearings take place all the time in
Washington. But from all accounts, the
public uproar occasioned by the particular
proposal in question surpassed anything
reporters had seen before.

What was the fuss about? Something
very dear to the hearts of most Americans:
the education of their children.

Ostensibly, the IRS was proposing
guidelines for determining whether certain
private elementary and secondary schools
are racially discriminatory. Those which
are would be ineligible for tax exemptions
under the Internal Revenue Code.

But the real threat had little to do with

32 racial discrimination. The guidelines were

THE LIBERTARIAN REVIEW

so poorly conceived that many schools would have been
presumed discriminatory on the flimsiest possible evidence
and then forced to defend themselves by satisfying arbitrary
and often irrelevant criteria. The power to tax is the power
to destroy, and countless parents and school administrators
all across the country saw the real issue as the potential
destruction of a large portion of the private school system.

The greatest uproar came from supporters of religious
freedom. Statistics alone prove that any threat to private
schools in America is primarily a threat to schools with
religious affiliations. People for whom religion is the central
part of their lives are understandably outraged when they
see an assault upon the First Amendment guarantee of free
exercise of religion.

There is an even broader reason for the extent of

opposition to the guidelines proposed by the IRS. It is that
virtually everyone involved in any way with private
education realized that this was no isolated instance. What
the IRS was trying to do was simply part of a growing
conflict between private education and government control.
One reason why that conflict is increasing at the present
time is simply that private education itself is aggressively
growing.

Recent estimates by the National Center for Education
Statistics show that 17 percent of elementary and secondary.
schools in America are private and that they enroll over ten
percent of all school children. That is a lot of children, and
the evidence is that the number will continue to climb.

There are several obvious reason for a swing toward
private schools. Most of them have to do with the
increasingly clear failures of the public schools. Many
parents are literally afraid for their children’s safety, and
recent studies of juvenile delinquency in the public schools
show that their fear is well founded. In addition, there has
been an increasing flood of evidence of the academic decline
of public schools. The drop in College Board scores suggests
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this, as does the widespread opposition to minimum
proficiency requirements for graduation from high school.
No one would object to such requirements if he thought the
schools were giving children even a minimal level of
education. Still another indication is the large non-Catholic
enrollment in parochial schools in black neighborhoods.
The parents of these children are motivated not by religion
but by their dissatisfaction with the public schools.

There is another reason for the growth of private schools.
It is that the basic atmosphere in public schools has become
morally offensive to a very large segment of the American
population. One man who was jailed for refusing tosend his
children to school described the public schools as “cess-
pools.” Many parents share his assessment. They regard
public schools as breeding grounds for drug use, sexual
activity and what they regard as a-generally immoral and
anti-religious approach to life.

The fact that such moral and religious values are a major
basis for the growing disillusionment with public education
is evidenced by the sectors of the private school movement
which are growing the fastest. Almost all observers agree
that the greatest growth right now is among ““Christian
schools,”” a phrase which refers primarily to schools
associated with conservative protestant denominations
outside of the Catholic, Episcopal and Lutheran school
systems which have traditionally dominated the field. A
close second appears to be the Hebrew Day School
movement, which has been accelerating not only in numbers
of schools but also by spreading outside its traditional
Orthodox base to include many Conservative and even a
few Reformed schools. Ironically, the public school system,
which speaks incessantly about “character-building” and
“good citizenship,” seems to appeal the least to people who
empbhasize such spiritual values the most..

It is also within the very spiritually-oriented Christian
school movement that the most dire view of the gov-
ernment’s intentions is to be found. It was evident at the IRS
hearings last December that many of the fundamentalist
preachers and school administrators who gave testimony
saw the present conflict as part of an all-out war. But from
their point of view, the war is not of their making. Rather,
they believe that the government has already launched a
determined, organized, step-by-step campaign to destroy
private education in America.

The basic logic of this apparently extreme view has a
certain plausibility. Its proponents state that the govern-
ment is aware of the increasing disillusionment with public
schools and sees the rapid growth of the Christian school
movement as a serious threat to the whole public school
system. They claim that currently about two and a half new
Christian schools are opening every day and project this rate
of growth to conclude that by 1990 half the school children
in America could be attending Christian schools. Even if the
validity of that projection seems dubious, it is entirely
believable that the public education establishment must
view with alarm the fact that private, religiously affiliated
schools are proliferating with lightning speed in such
populous states as California and Ohio. To expect the
government to use its diverse regulatory powers to counter
such a threat is only to expect it to do to the private sector in
education what it has been doingito the private sector as a
whole ever since the New Deal.

Whatever the government’s specific intent in regard to
private education may be, it is no coincidence that
church-related schools are in the forefront of the growing
conflict. About 95 percert of all private elementary and
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secondary schools in America have some sort of religious
affiliation and this fact inevitably makes religious freedom a
central issue in any debate over government control of
private education. The First Amendment guarantees the
right of “free exercise” of religion, and clergy, school
administrators and parents have all argued forcefully that
the policies of schools with religious affiliations belong
under the heading of the exercise of religion.

Are schools religious organizations?

N APPARENT RECOGNITION OF THE TRE-
mendous implications of the free exercise clause, the
government has generally attempted to deny that
church-related schools are themselves religious
M organizations. The trouble with that argument is that
it flies in the face of the virtually unanimous view of
churches themselves, many of which consider their school
systems to be essential means of propagating the faith.
Fortunately, this fairly obvious fact is receiving strong
support from the courts. In fact, the principle of religious
freedom is emerging as by far the most effective basis for
challenging government regulation of private education.

A signal case in Kentucky in 1978 produced a sweeping
judicial denunciation of any state interference in the policies
of a group of Catholic schools, excepting only health and
safety regulations. The decision was a virtual libertarian
manifesto, both in its general theory and in its specific
points. Judge Henry Meigs of the Kentucky Circuit Court
upheld the basic principle that the operation of the schools
was an “exercise of religion,” and as such was protected in
its entirety by the First Amendment. Furthermore, he
specifically denied the state the right to prescribe textbooks
or insist that teachers be state-certified. He underscored the
latter point with a statement which should put fear into the
hearts of everyone in the public school establishment: he
declared that the amount of training received by teachers
has absolutely no demonstrable effect on “student academic
achievement.” :

The Kentucky case is not an isolated example. In some
ways the 1979 decision of a U.S. district court in a case
involving the IRS is even more radical, if less broad in scope.
The IRS had attempted to deny a tax exemption to the
fundamentalist-oriented Bob Jones University because it

forbids interracial dating and marriage. The court held that’

this policy is a basic part of the institution’s religious
practice and that the IRS therefore had no right to interfere.
Ironically, the decision came while the IRS was still trying to
develop viable guidelines for denying tax exemptions to
schools which practice racial discrimination.

Because of the preponderance of religiously affiliated
schools, no government regulation of private schools can
avoid raising the question of religious freedom at least
indirectly. However, several current issues pertain very
directly to this issue and raise explicit questions concerning
the separation of church and state.

A key confrontation which pertains specifically to the
issu€e of religious freedom is the present effort by the
National Labor Relations Board to force parochial schools
to engage in collective bargaining with their lay teachers.
The legal power of the NLRB to force collective bargaining
has stood the test of time and the courts for more than forty
years. No court is now interested in even hearing cases
challenging that power. Therefore, the only reason there is
any controversy over this issue is that the particular
employers in question are religious organizations claiming

afraid for their children’s safety, and their fear is well founded.

that government regulation of their hiring practices
constitutes interference with the free exercise of religion.
Another reason for the great importance of this confronta-
tion is that the NLRB’s main target is the Catholic school
system. This time the government is taking on not a few
independent fundamentalist schools but a truly formidable
challenger: the Catholic Church. That probably comes as
close as possible to the government actually picking on
someone its own size.

It will be a major battle. The first round has already
reached the Supreme Court, which has awarded a conspicu-
ously qualified victory to the Church. In National Labor
Relations Board v. Catholic Bishops of Chicago, the court
barred the NLRB from forcing Chicago parochial schools to
engage in collective bargaining with teachers. But in the best
tradition of a bench that has hold of something too hot to
handle, the ruling avoided the basic First Amendment
question altogether. Instead of determining whether or not
forced collective bargaining for parochial schools would
violate freedom of religion, the court merely declared that
Congress had not expressed an “affirmative intention” that
the Roman Catholic schools involved were to be covered by
the collective bargaining requirement. Justice Brennan
clearly thought that was a chicken-hearted approach to the
case. The word he actually used in the minority opinion was
“irresponsible.”

Irresponsible or not, the ruling was a clear and open
invitation to ask Congress for clarifying legislation. Al
Shanker, the powerful president of the American Federation
of Teachers, quickly announced that he will do just that:
unless some other case gets a more meaningful decision out
of the Court, round two will be fought on Capitol Hill.

The atmospere in puc schools has become offensive to a very large segment of the American population. Many parents are literally

Meanwhile, the Department of Labor is attacking from
another direction by trying to extend the coverage of
unemployment compensation programs to include
religious-school employees. Using recent federal law
changes as its authority, Labor is claiming that federal funds
can be withheld from states which do not extend their
unemployment benefit laws in this way. So far, the schools’
claim that their employees are for practical purposes church
employees and therefore need not be covered by unem-
ployment compensation is being supported by various state
agencies. It seems possible that the ultimate showdown on
this one will be between federal and state government rather
than directly between church and state.

Their specific relevance to the principle of religious
freedom is what makes compulsory unemployment com-
pensation and collective bargaining issues of special concern
to church-related schools. There are many other areas of
government interference which theoretically affect religious
and secular schools about equally, although virtually all of
them actually have a greater total effect on religious schools
simply because there are so many more religious schools.
Especially important is a whole range of rulings and
proposed legislation concerning charitable giving, charita-
ble deductions and tax exemptions. Even non-religious
private schools are usually tax-exempt, and their very
survival almost always depends upon voluntary contri-
butions. To tax them, either directly or by taxing funds
which donors choose to contribute to them, would almost
certainly mean closing the doors of many schools which are
already desperately struggling to withstand the competition
of tax-supported public schools.

Even the rare private school which is not concerned with
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religious freedom and which could survive taxation still
faces a broad spectrum of state controls. These vary widely
from state to state. Not all states insist that private schools
be accredited or even licensed in any way. But those which
do typically establish minimum requirements for curricula,
libraries and teacher qualifications.

S S O Y S S

Compulsory schooling—the ultimate regulation

ND EVEN STATES WHICH DO NOT OF-
ficially regulate private schools actually do so
in a de facto manner. The basic school regula-
tion, found in virtually every state, is the
compulsory school attendance law. This law is
beautiful from the state’s point of view, because by requiring
children to go to school the state inevitably authorizes itself
to define what a school is. And the basic definition, whether
explicit or implicit, is that a school is a place like a public
school. A state such as New Jersey can refrain from licensing
private elementary and secondary schools and yet require
that they provide “instruction equivalent to that provided in
the pubic schools.” Thus, without.stating any official
standards for private education at all, the state actually

establishes every characteristic of its public schools as a
standard by which to judge private schools. And a child
attending a school which does not meet those standards in
the opinion of the local school district officials can be forced
to go to a public school instead.

Despite the onerous nature of compulsory school
attendance laws and other state legislation dealing with
education, private schools would be in a comparatively
better situation if those were the only regulations with
which they had to contend. As it is, they are faced with a
host of tangential problems which emanate from a vast web
of federal, state and local laws and agency regulations not
even specifically aimed at education.

A fine example is the recent proliferation of laws
requiring facilities for the handicapped in “public build-
ings.” Following typical statist logic, this category of course
includes private schools. It would be hard to find a school
administrator who wants to discriminate against handi-
capped children. But when a small private school is
struggling to scrape up enough money for a new building in
order to add a few grades to its program, the requirement to
install an elevator on the hypothetical chance that it might
sometime in the future have a student in a wheelchair is not
just inconvenient; it is a real financial burden. If you don’t
believe it, price an elevator.

Laboratory facilities cost a lot too. And even in states
which do not force private schools to meet licensing or
accreditation requirements, building codes nevertheless
impose countless requirements for various categories of
buildings, including schools. This is a real Catch-22. You
can operate your school however you want but you cannot
build it in the first place unless you meet building code
requirements. These sometimes include specifications for
lab facilities. They always include countless complicated
and costly details.

Schools are faced not only with state building codes but
also with all sorts of local regulations. There are, for
example, run-off, sewage-capacity and road-access regu-
lations. (The latter tend to be based on some bureaucrat’s
estimate of the future growth of the school’s enrollment
rather than on the school’s own plans.) And at the federal
level, decisions made in the Departments of Agriculture,

36 Energy and Transportation all affect the practical operation
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of private schools—as does the hottest new game in the
regulatory field: environmental impact. Environmental
codes hit you even before you start building. You need
permission to move dirt.

But in surveying the ways that the government controls
private education, we must not look only at the stick. There
is also the carrot. An especially subtle threat to private
schools lies in the increasing amount of government funding
available to them. It is commonplace for school districts to
provide textbooks and transportation to private-school
children within their boundaries. Of course, the textbooks
usually have to be approved, and transportation to school
brings to the forefront the question of what is or is not a
school. The more money that private schools accept from
any level of government, the less autonomy they will retain.
So far, the most extreme case of government financing of
private education is in the area of schools for handicapped
and emotionally disturbed children. Recent federal legisla-
tion requires all states to provide appropriate schooling for
all their children. Since none of them have adequate special
education facilities in their public school systems, the states
have to place children in special private schools and then
pick up the tab. Since many of these schools are extremely
expensive residential treatment facilities which few families
can afford out of their own pockets, the availability of
public funding has greatly changed their character over the
last few years. For most practical purposes, they are now
really public, with the state paying the tuition for almost all
their students and determining which schools are eligible for
funding. After all, he who pays the piper calls the tune.

How many schools will be dancing to that tune in the
future? Perhaps all of them. With the growing demand for
some form of tax relief for parents of private-school children
comes the unavoidable danger that under such a system all
private schools might become functionally public in the
same way as have the schools for the handicapped.
Vouchers or tax credits would only be available to parents
sending their children to schools which the government
recognized as schools. Maverick schools which failed to
meet whatever criteria were imposed for such recognition
would no longer be competing at a disadvantage only
against tax-supported schools; they would now also be
competing at a disadvantage against tax-favored schools.
Parents might gain the freedom to choose between public
and private schools at the cost of a reduced range of choices
within the private school spectrum.

Growing without schooling

HERE IS ONE THING WHICH IS AL-
ready tougher than exerc1smg free choice over
the type of school one’s children will attend.
That is choosing against school altogether.
Educating children at home is really the
ultlmate form of private education, and it meets with the
strongest opposition from the government.

Although state laws generally allow for the theoretical
possibility of parents educating their own children, the
standard continues to be equivalence to public education.
This is quite a catch. First of all, public school officials like to
argue that there is some inherent educational advantage in
having a lot of other children around. Under that notion, itis
of course impossible for education at home to be equivalent
to education at school. The same conclusion results from the
modern tendency to evaluate education with a cash register.
If quality is proportional to the amount of money spent on

lab equipment, gym equipment and audio-visual equip-
ment, few private homes can hope to measure up.

The real problem, however, is that most parents who keep
their children out of school don’t want their education to be
equivalent to what goes on in public schools. They think the
methods of the public schools stink. Many of them think
education in any school is virtually impossible, and take
their children out of school precisely to give them something
entirely different. As radical as this notion ‘may seem, it is
becoming ingreasingly popular and enjoys the vigorous
support of no less distinguished an educator than John Holt.
This movement is obviously an even greater threat to the
education establishment than is the Christian school
movement. And that establishment is fighting back with
proportional zeal. Parents have actually gone to jail for
refusing to send their children to school.

Often the decision as to whether parents are providing
equivalent instruction resides with the local school district,
whose superintendent thus becomes supreme dictator over
thelives of both parents and children. Experience has shown
that parents can often keep their children out of school
successfully if they enlist the school district’s support by
offering to use the same textbooks, curricula and general
educational approach that the public schools use. But if they
admit that they don’t want anything to do with the public
schools’ materials and have no use for their approach to
education, they may soon discover that hell hath no fury like
a superintendent scorned.

No matter what type of private education we examine, we
see the public school system breathing down its neck and
threatening it with extinction. The only safe way to meet

In private schools, which can only retam their student customers by keeping them (and their parents) happy, small classes, lower
student-teacher rat10s, and an atmosphere of affection and support are much more common.

that threat is to conform to the standards and methods of
public schools. Private schools which do that are not shut
down, but they are private in only a very limited sense. And
as they accept more and more government money, ulti-
mately they may cease to be private in any meaningful sense.

In the final analysis, the very existence of public education
provides the government with a standard for controlling all
education, whether public-school, private-school or
non-school. And compulsory school attendance laws create
the power to enforce that standard. As long as we have
public schools and compulsory schooling, the proponents of
autonomous private education will be marching on a
treadmill. In theory, the way to get off that treadmill is
simply to abolish compulsory schooling. It would not
matter whether the government approved of a given school
if no one had to go to school. Parents could send their
children there anyway and call it a camp or a club or
whatever. But in today’s society, compulsory schooling is
not something separate from the public school system. It is
that system’s enforcement mechanism, and it is in the very
nature of any governmental institution that it have an
enforcement mechanism. The only real way to challenge
compulsory school attendance is to challenge public
education itself. Although that institution has long been the
major American sacred cow, the escalatmg disillusionment
with its product suggests that the time for such a challenge
may be approaching rapidly. Only then would there be any
chance of truly freeing private education from government.
interference.

Lee Schubert is a Libertarian Party activist and the editor of
Galatians Seven: A Christian Libertarian Newsletter.
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American
anarchism
revisited

JAMES J. MARTIN

The American as
Anarchist: Reflec-
tions on Indigenous
Radicalism, by

- David DeLeon. The

Johns Hopkins Uni-
versity Press, 242
pp., $14.00.

ONE MAY BE IN-
clined to stand back
in awe at Professor
DeLeon’s daring
and ambitious effort
in tackling all the
subjects he has
brought together in
what amounts to lit-
tle more than a
150-page interpreta-
tive essay. To at-
tempt to wrap up
something as broad
and complicated as
this is indeed bold,
but not likely to
overwhelm those
who already know
something about the
numerous matters
involved. And it
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strikes this reader that the
author is not the first to be
dazzled and fascinated, and,
ultimately, swamped, by his
subject matter, and surely
will not be the last. The
richness and diversity and
immense volume of the
source material related to all
the tendencies which its stu-
dents tend to lump together

under the designation ““an-

archism” will serve to at-
tract curious and speculative

investigators for a long time.

But to call a large part of
what is in this book an ex-
amination of ‘“the Ameri-
can as anarchist” is both
imaginative and generous.
Professor DeLeon’s lat-
eral digressions into sub-
topics which sometimes
graze the subject point up
the problem of separating
anarchism from many seem-
ingly related sentiments and
impulses. Professor DeLeon
recognizes this on his first
page, where he suggests that
his prolegomenon might
have been titled “The Amer-
ican Radical,” probably a
better choice. His generous
sallies into recounting the
nature and activities of lib-
eral reformism of many
sorts and in many times, and
his numerous brief semi-
disquisitions on the general
nature of politics and politi-
cal theory, serve to illustrate
and also to entertain, but
they are surely departures
from what the title of the
book promises to be of pri-
mary concern.
" Professor  DeLeon’s
plunge into the subject

provoked a reservation in
this corner from the very
start, as soon as I recognized
the approach already taken
by Eunice Minette Schuster
in her Native American An-
archism in 1931, consisting
of getting a running start by
going back to the early 17th
century New England di-
vines in an effort to establish
a pedigree for American an-
archism by poring over the
significance of their inde-
pendent ideas concerning
Church and State relations. [
did not think this was valid
nearly 40 years ago, and I
still do not; I have always
wondered how much of this
was Schuster’s own think-
ing, and how much of it was
acquired from her mentor,
Merle Curti. Now it is be-
coming an industry.

The important aspect of
Professor DeLeon’s work is
his recognition that, in
America, anarchism has
been and is mainly a nega-
tive response to organiza-
tion and power-gripping,
and a resentment of their
material and other advan-
tageous consequences, and
that it is a tendency, not a
program. In this sense Amer-
icans do differ from the pro-
gram-anarchists of Europe
and elsewhere, but anar-
chism abroad is far from
being exclusively devoted to
programs, either in the past
or now. The latter is so ob-
viously a failure that persis-
tence in its promotion and
the endless recrimination in
the anarchist press, espe-
cially that of Europe, as to
what it should comprise,
tends to make program-an-
archism look slightly absurd
to many Americans, even
though the American scene
has not been as innocent
of program-anarchism’s
promotional propaganda as
some might assume. And
one must agree that not all
of the non-American world
has been obsessed with for-
mulae, programs and man-
ifestoes dedicated to supply-
ing a substitute structure to
that which they seek to ter-
minate. Max Stirner, author

of the ultimate encourage-
ment to individual rebellion
and self-liberation without a
suggested replacement for
what is to be overthrown,
probably hardly ever ven-
tured outside the confines of
his native Germany. The
achievements of anarchists
have been preponderantly
by individuals, and thereis a
large part of this which re-
mains unknown, though
recognized, like the sub-
merged part of an iceberg,
and successful because of
the consistent and intelligent
low-profile tactics of those
involved. The fiascoes of
many ‘“activists” stand in
contradiction to this, spec-
tacular, dramatic, appeal-
ing, but the result of in-
volvement in fuzzily-con-
ceived operations mainly
encumbered by senti-
mentalism, martyr com-
plexes and hazy unshared
idealism, which latter
is one of mankind’s great
and enduring menaces.
(Omitted from this brief
survey and analysis is an at-
tempted classification of the
trendy “anarchist” of the
last 15 years, with a “Smash
the State” button on his
lapel, with, as likely as not, a
check from some branch of
the government partially
subsidizing his education
nestling in his pocket, and a
comfortable job in some
part of the Establishment

- shortly after attaining a few

post-teenage years.)

There is also in Professor
DeLeon’s narrative a theme
of greater or lesser emphasis
that somehow or other there
simply is far too much mid-
dle class presence attending
the thought and literary ef-
fort of anarchism, and that
there is an excessive absence
of proletarian presence, ex-
pressed or implied in several
places. But intellectuals
rarely stained by real toil
have for a long time held
that there is a neglected res-
ervoir of 24-karat anar-
chism among the “work-
ers,” though the ranks do
not seem to build up appre-
ciably despite generations of

paeans to “labor” from an-
archist typewriter theorists
and strategists, a stumbling
block to understanding
what it is all about for over a
century. In 16 periods of
employment at things rang-
ing from operating a con-
struction project jack-ham-
mer to assembly line factory
work, firing boilers, and
railroad freight-handling,
those with anarchist tenden-
cies whom I encountered in
that time, in the 1930s and
’40s, I could have safely
gathered within the confines
of a phone booth.

People not already gifted
with a rebellious tempera-
ment rarely respond to liber-
tarian appeals of any kind,
and the latter ranks are for-
tunate if they just maintain
their ratio to the rest of the
populace, year in and year
out. No amount of prosely-
tization ever made a race
horse out of a cow, and one
may bury someone with ser-
vile tendencies in copies of
The Ego and His Own and
produce nothing except suf-
focation. As for “labor,” in
America still mainly a
largely shifting and rather
amorphous part of the social
order, the movement of
many from proletarian to
middle-class status (most
polls of working people re-
veal that few of them do not
already consider themselves
part of the middle class)
tends to make it a vast reser-

voir of conventional fixed

views. Therefore it is hardly
to be wondered at that the
largest part of anarchist lit-
erary and agitational per-
sonalities have pronounced
middle class moorings.
Most of other ideas and
thinking comes from there
too.

This leads to a further
speculation. Professor De-
Leon might have included a
few dozen other sub-topics
in his collection while he
was at it, and swept the
scene from the cooperative
movement (he largely slights
monetary radicalism) and
the decentralist homestead-
er impulse to the Jehovah’s

Witnesses and the right-
wing tax-revolt and the re-
lated bewildering variety of
survival-school activities.
The JWs have surely been
more anti-state than any re-
ligiously motivated “‘pro-
test” group of the 17th-19th
centuries, as their stands
during 20th century Ameri-
can wars have plainly dem-
onstrated (what other reli-
gious group dared to call
World War I “a work of Sa-
tan” and patriotism ““a cer-
tain delusion”?)

The point is that once

yond the confines of what
one may conventionally des-
ignate or acknowledge as
“anarchist”; that they may
have little or no acquain-
tance with nor relationship
to anarchist reading matter
or anarchist oratory has no
special significance. They
simply lack a chronicler will-
ing to include them in the
narrative.

Experts estimate 15-mil-
lion or more Americans who
should do so by law con-
sciously neglect to file an in-
come tax return, to the im-

" FRIEDRICH ENGELS

“Max Stirner, author of the
ultimate encouragement to
1individual rebellion, hardly ever
- ventured outside his native

o

you embark on an omnibus
assembling of every social
impulse which radiates
any degree of anti-statist
negativism and any measur-
able opposition to and re-
jection of organized power,
you end up with an immense
entourage that gets far be-

Germany.”

mense but suppressed vexa-
tion of our home security
state police, the Internal
Revenue Service (ot Bureau,
as it was known 60 years
ago, in its infancy.) What
portion of them are to be in-
corporated in this registra-
tion of native American an-

archist tendencies? What
elements in the American
Agriculture Movement can
be isolated as specifically
anarchist-inspired? If we are
going to deal with anar-
chism as a tendency, there is
fare more to American anar-
chist inclinations than what
pedagogues maintain, and
literary evidence substan-
tiates.

To change the subject, or,
rather, to bring up another
aspect of it, is there a rea-
son why so little anarchist
theory comes to: grips
with the land question? The
urban/industrial nature of so
much visible radicalism
tends to present a lop-sided
view of the problem of sheer
survival in the world, with
too many assuming that
major attention can be de-
voted to perpetual turning-
over of cliches related to
power and the abstractions
radicals have always so de-
arly loved to reformulate,
the closest we may have
come to perpetual motion.
They seem to think that ag-
riculture is not work and
farming populations can be
ignored as non-proletarians,
and that the whole situation
will be transfigured some
day by the conversion of
farms to factories, their op-
eration assumed by people
alien to the soil, after the res-
ident population has been
liquidated. Everything is re-
solved as different facets of
middle class bourgeois futil-
ity (Jules Romains remarks
in a postwar book that the
French petite bourgeoisie
never forget their peasant
origins, but in America the
decimation of the rural
population has been accom-
panied by an Orwellian-
style brain-burning follow-
ing which the new urbanites
fail to remember much of
anything, and food
presumably results from the
realization of a spontaneous
act of the will of Horn and
Hardart Automat custom-
ers). This rumination is a re-
sult of contemplating Pro-
fessor DeLeon’s cavalier and
abrupt dismissal of Henry
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George, creating the impres-
sion that it was all a roman-
tic bourgeois caper of a cen-
tury ago, ignoring the con-
tinuity of Georgist thinking
and reassessments to. this
day, the so-called “Georgist
anarchists,” among which
one may number Frank
Chodorov, their impressive
literature and persistent
dwelling upon this very
basic problem, one which
grows more severe with
every upward leap in popu-
lation totals. Which gets us
back to something just as
basic, while we are at it.
. Perhaps we might profit
from a study of the family as
the basic well-spring of an-
archist tendencies, instead
of considering it as the font
of the inculcation of rever-
ence for God and Country,
exclusively. For surely this is
the place where we all start,
and  where - fundamental
ideas relating to self and to
mutual aid are first engen-
dered, the incubation place
where dedication to one’s
welfare and to that of one’s
closest associates is first em-
phasized, and neglect or de-
liberate flouting of the de-
mands of State abstractions
and impersonal institution-
alized power first is seen,
felt, and emulated. We may
have barely scratched the
surface in the exploration of
the place of origin of anar-
chist tendencies. :
There is of course a vast
difference between formal
history and what has really
happened. But for some, in-
cluding this writer, there is a
growing preference for
achievement, no matter how
little and obscure, as against
the illusions of achievement.
Libertarians should count
their gains this way, not in
prestigious - public for-
malities, even when con-
cerning themselves with vic-
tories against State power;
announcing the triumph of
“anarchy” or the coming in-
evitableness of libertari-
anism is comparable to the
decreeing of production. It is
the small and unblazoned
successes of the unmemori-
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alized that count so far, be-
cause anarchism as a
“movement’ has been true
mainly in the sense that it is
known that anarchists are
inclined to roll from side to
side while sleeping; one
needs the vision of Super-
man or the Six-Million Dol-
lar Man to detect otherwise.

Another criticism should
be entered here, aimed at the
traditional compartmental-
izing of the ideologies of the
varying sects and gurus of
anarchism and its cousins.
The fuzz-sorting expedi-
tions resulting in the expect-
able and conventional
Left-Right dichotomies may
be an aid to the writer trying
to file the various elements
neatly in his mind, but they
are really all just fragments
of a common assemblage,
the Outsiders. (The revolt
against this Left-Right busi-
ness is under way, and when
it finally hits, it is going to
leave a large part of our
most glib socio-politico-
economic mouthpieces in a
state of advanced aphasia,

Professor DeLeon is vast-
ly proud of his bibliogra-
phy, which amounts to a
sixth of the total pages of his
opus, so much so that he
published it separately four
or five years before the rest
of his book, under the title
Threads in the Black Flag. It
no more than other bibliog-
raphies reflects the endless
cannibalism that goes on in
the bibliography-construc-
tion industry, and should be
especially useful to those
first approaching the sub-
jects he has treated. The up-
dated portions, dealing
mainly with the writing of
the last decade, will be
found quite helpful, though
one may quarrel long and
loud as to what some of
these people and their topics
are doing in a book primarily
advertised as a work dealing
with American anarchism.
One may also internalize
reservations at his bright
and cheerful selfserving in
casually suggesting that his
is the best (p. 1 of Threads,
p. 197 of this book), but

“People not already gifted
- with a rebellious temperament
rarely respond to libertarian
appeals of any kind.”

as they have for this whole
century come up with little
else as an analytical and de-
scriptive tool.)

And whether Americans
form some kind of human
pool in which the sentiments
of libertarianism are pre-
sumed to gestate in a way
superior to the rest of the
world may be tried by future
tests as the American State
grows older and more rigid.
Noble and hyperthyroid
generalizations incorporat-
ing the usual frontier geopo-
litical self-praise aside,
Americans have tended to
behave in as herd-like a way
as any other peoples, when
placed under stress, and in
most of their wars their be-
havior has been the answer
to a slave-holder’s dream.

surely there can hardly be
more than a taxiful of those
experienced with anarchist
literature who will agree
with Professor DeLeon’s ge-
nial promotion of Murray
Bookchin as “probably the
most systematic and in-
telligent of all anarchist
theorists, past and present”
(p, 199); this seems to be the
sort of casual and gratuitous
press-agentry which con-
temporary scholarship con-
siders “creative.” I am of the
conclusion that the 19th cen-
tury originals will be being
read worldwide when the
derivatives of the 20th will
have been entirely forgotten.
To get an idea of the differ-
ence between general bibli-
ographies such as appends
this book and those of spe-

cialists, one should consult
for example the incredible
90-page listing exclusively
of works by and about Max
Stirner, worldwide, in
Hans G. Helms® Die ideo-
logie der anonymen Gesell-
schaft. Those readers with
some acquaintance with the
subject may find the chapter
notes more useful than the
bibliography.

The last chapter of Profes-
sor DeLeon’s book, another
one sixth of his total text,
is a sweeping socio-politi-
cal overview .of American
life in recent times, written
in the bravura manner of
C. Wright Mills, William H.
Whyte and Vance Packard,
with just a touch of sociolog-
ical bafflegab here and
there, but which has about
as much to do with the title
of the book as bullfighting
has to do with agriculture.
On the last two pages he
abandons his role of de-
tachment and analysis and
volunteers his own sug-
gestions in the field of
socio-economic proposals
which he believes might
straighten out our disor-
derly world and move it on
to a desired plateau of ad-
justment to the uneven de-
mands of our multitudinous
populace.But to this writer,
upon serious speculation
devoted - to his recom-
mendations, they boil down
to a recipe for our conver-
sion into one vast kibbutz.

One may hope that the
stealthy and cowardly ideo-
logical ploy aimed at defen-
estrating Professor DeLeon
from his employment,
which was rather widely ex-
plored some months ago,
has failed, and that he con-
tinues to be able to work,
since it is this reviewer’s con-
tention that, in the light of
his best chapter, the fifth, he
is capable of preparing a bet-
ter book than this.

James J. Martin is the author of
numerous historical books and
articles, including the classic,
Men Against the State: The Ex-
positors of Individualist Anar-
chism in American, 1827-1908.

Back to basics
FELIX MORLEY

Memoirs of a Dissident Pub-
lisher, by Henry Regnery.
Harcourt Brace Jovanovich,
260 pp, $12.95.

TOWARDS THE CLOSE
of her posthumously pub-
lished autobiography Aga-
tha Christie wrote: “I have
never given in to anyone
over what I write.” The em-
phasis is her own.

From the other side of the
fence that separates author
and publisher the equivalent
might well be said by Henry
Regnery. His Memoirs of a
Dissident Publisher reveal a
man who knew in advance

the sort of manuscript he
wanted to see in print, al-
most regardless of commer-
cial prospects. Unfortu-
nately there was never a
Christie-Regnery affiliation.

As Regnery says: “The
publisher’s role is often mis-
understood.” It is his busi-
ness to find a market for the
literary wares that he fi-
nances and this expensive
subsidization of course enti-
tles him to make editorial
suggestions. To these the au-
thor may or may not re-
spond cooperatively and on
the manner in which minds
meet will depend the har-
mony of the relationship.
The fledgling writer will
probably be deferential,
since to break into hard

LSRR

covers is a big step up the
ladder to literary success.
Even Agatha Christie admits
to being malleable at the
outset, though in later years
publishers would line up to
court her. Yet there is little
doubt that her life story
would have gained in read-
ability from some discrimi-
nating pruning of trivia.
The best relationships be-
tween author and publisher
are therefore to be expected
in the case of a small firm,
with more likelihood of per-
sonal appreciation on both
sides. We have beeh moving
away from this condition.
Many of our historic pub-
lishing houses have become
subsidiaries of huge con-
glomerates, where pressure

for rapid profit on quick
turnover is dominant. Reg-
nery, in his modest way, has
always been an eclectic
rather than a ““dissident”
publisher. He has dissented
vigorously from the belief
that literary production
should conform to popular
taste. But he has never
sought to indoctrinate his
own ideas.

As related in these mem-
oirs Regnery moved into
book publishing through the
medium of the old Human
Events pamphlets, ini which
he and I were closely associ-
ated. Several of the im-
mediate post-war studies
emphasized that what was
left of Western Civilization
would collapse in Europe if
Germany were reduced to
the “‘goat pasture’ that
some Americans seemed to
think desirable. In present-
ing this viewpoint Henry
may have been influenced by
his German ancestry and his
student years in that coun-
try. But the theme seemed
equally vital to me, with a
completely English back-
ground.

While several of Reg-
nery’s early books were dis-
tinctly “revisionist” — such
as Professor Charles C. Tan-
sill’s' Back Door To War—
the young publisher soon
broadened his reach. There
were important Regnery
books on education and a
distinct leaning towards the
philosophic and religious, as
in the story of Great Saints,
by the Swiss Protestant theo-
logian Walter Nigg. In its
comments on this wide vari-
ety this memoir reveals a
highly discriminating rather
than a perversely dissident
character. From one of his
authors (Wilhelm Roepke)
Regnery selects the quota-
tion which ‘I like best of
all.”” It is: “The highest
interests of the community

'and the indispensable things
of life have no exchange
value and are neglected if
supply and demand are al-
lowed to dominate the
field.”

But behind this cultural

DECEMBER 1979

41




42

affirmation Regnery con-
ceals a will of the finest steel
which can be inflexible
where political values are
concerned. Among these he
gives first place to Order,
without which individual
freedom of course soon be-
comes impossible. This in-
stinct for Order may well
account in part for the
strong attraction which
Regnery says the Roman
Catholic Church exerts for
him. That its influence is
authoritarian, in the best
sense of the word, is cer-
tainly no objection in his
mind. He is properly proud
that The Lord (by Romano
Guardini) ““became the most
successful book in our firm’s
history,” going through nine
large printings. ‘“Young
people,” Regnery contends,
“listened to Guardini in the
confusion and uncertainty
of the postwar period be-
cause he was able to offer
them the wisdom and sense
of order and direction they
needed and longed for.”
The premium placed on
Order by Regnery helps to
explain both his own strong
leaning towards conser-
vatism and the difficulties
which have arisen to diffuse
that movement as it has
sought to take political form
in the United States. There is
no doubt that Russell Kirk
and William F. Buckley, Jr.,
both launched by Regnery,
have in his words “contrib-
uted substantially to the de-
velopment of the modern
conservative movement.”
Whether that influence will
acquire political importance
is more dubious. Contem-
porary Americans as a
whole simply do not possess
that instinct for Order by
which Regnery sets such
store. We are, indeed, in
some respects more anarchic
than orderly. And the his-
tory of conservative parties
in other countries shows
that they have largely de-
pended on the retention of
special privileges—such as a
graded nobility, an estab-
lished church, hereditary
land ownership, protected
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mercantilism, a dominant
military caste or some com-
bination of these — which
are not in keeping with the
American way of life. The
last conservative bastion in
this country disappeared
with the plantations of the
Confederacy. Big Business
cannot supply a substitute
so long as it is kept competi-
tive, a condition on which
many of our nominal con-
servatives somewhat ironi-
cally insist.

One of Regnery’s conser-
vative galaxy really grapples
with this underlying diffi-
culty. Willmoore Kendall, in
The Conservative Affirma-
tion, flatly asserts that “the
highest political loyalty,” of
the American conservative,
“is to the institutions and
way of life bequeathed to us
by the Philadelphia Conven-
tion.” Yet localized under-
takings and personal self-
government, as nurtured by
the original Constitution,
are not what contemporary
conservatism wants most,
The point was uncon-
sciously sharpened by a
recent (May 24) Wall Street
Journal editorial. Grouping
the elections of conservative
Prime Ministers in Great
Britain and Canada, the
Journal said approvingly:
“Both are fundamentally in-
ternationalist in outlook,
promising to strengthen
their nations’ military
power and contributions to
NATO.”

This certainly implies that
in order to be called “inter-
nationalist” a conservative
foreign policy should favor
those “overgrown military
establishments” and “‘en-
tangling alliances” which
were so roundly condemned
by practically all the Found-
ing Fathers. The policies to
be followed by the British
and the Canadian Conserva-
tives is, of course, for their
determination. But they can
scarcely be used as models
by our conservatives if the
keystone of the latter is our
own Constitution, as Ken-
dall says must be the case.
And Regnery, as his pub-

. o

lisher, calls Kendall ““with-
out doubt one of the truly
original and creative figures
in the field of political sci-
ence of his time.””

This, I think, is a true es-
timate and if so the corollary
is that our politics should be
aligned, in principle, with
the abiding issue that the
framers of the Constitution
had to confront. Should the
United States remain a fed-
eral or become a unitary re-
public? Should political
power continue to be di-
vided and balanced, as so
carefully planned, or should
we let the executive author-
ity of the President expand
until it becomes overwhelm-
ing? Should we get involved
in matters like the conduct
of elections in Zimbabwe, or
is the non-alignment “be-
queathed to us by the Phila-
delphia Convention™ still
desirable? These are the
sorts of issues that are very
much alive today. i

They cannot be answered
by superficial dodging. In-
deed the constitutional
problem is not even con-
fronted by the hostile post-
uring of two socialistic par-
ties, with many Democrats
favoring ever-greater cen-
tralization for Welfare while
many Republicans do the
same for Warfare. Here
there is no Liberal vs. Con-
servative confrontation but
merely a trade-off for unlim-
ited extravagance under
which the dollar is collaps-
ing while representative
government becomes mean-
ingless. There is an ominous
shadow-before in the grow-
ing number of voters who
refuse to identify with either
of the two old parties.

Henry Regnery does not
explore this murky situation
in his memoirs. But these
show him to be a catalytic
agent with an extraordinary
capacity for developing and
blending various strains of
political philosophy. Such
insight was not unusual in
the infancy of this republic,
but nowadays it is the politi-
cian rather than the ideas for
which he stands that gets

publicity. A dissidence
shown in going back to ba-
sics is something with which
the country could do more,
right now.

Felix Morley, former Rhodes
scholar, Pulitzer Prize winner,
founding editor of Human
Events, and author of many
books, has recently published
his own autobiography, For
The Record.

Autodidact’s
progress

CHRISTOPHER
WEBER

| Never Too Late, by John

Holt. Delacorte Press: 245
pp.; $10.00.

JUST LAST NIGHT AS I
write this, an acquaintance
told me that tests made by
the University of Vienna
have “proved” that, as she
put it, one only learns lan-
guages easily until the age of
twenty-five. After that, she
implied, you might as well
forget it. We’'ve all heard
much the same sort of expert
opinion about adults learn-
ing languages, and we’ve
heard it applied to many
other skills as well.

John Holt believes that
one of society’s problems
today is that too many
people listen to the “ex-
perts” who tell them what
they can and cannot learn.
Holt is of course best known
for his ideas on education,
his attacks on the public
school system for actually
inhibiting learning, and his
contention that children are
better off (as the title of his
monthly newsletter puts it),
“Growing Without School-
ing.” What he has done in
Never Too Late is to but-
tress his theories by his own
practical example. He uses
his own experience with
music to show both that
adults can learn new skills
and that, in large measure,
they can do it on their own,

[ ——

without either teachers or
lessons. He himself, with no
musical training as a child,
discovered music as an
adult, took up the cello in his
late 30s, and gradually be-
came proficient enough at t,
and enamoured enough of
music, to give over several
hours of each of his days to
practice, and several eve-
nings of each of his weeks to
playing in orchestras, string
quartets, and trios.

John Holt came from a
family that, if it wasn’t com-
pletely unmusical, at least
never stressed music, When
Holt’s mother was young,
she had had some piano les-
sons, but Holt remembers
her playing the piano only
on one occasion, and then
only as a joke. And “every-
one knew” his father
couldn’t sing: it was great
fun for friends at parties to
coax him into singing, and
then roar with laughter after
the first two or three notes.
It was not until many years
later, after Holt himself be-
came musical, that he heard
his father again on one of
those occasions and realized
that what “everyone knew”
was wrong. “I discovered to
my surprise that he sang it
quite well, that if not dead

John Holt: old ds can learn new tricks, even better than young dogs.

on the tune he was very close
to it.” He certainly had the
requisite natural ability. At
what point in his life, Holt
wonders, did someone,
perhaps a music teacher,
“slam the doors to music in
my father’s face?”

This happens every year to
tens of thousands of children,
perhaps at home, more likely at
school. The children are told to
sing a song. Some child does not
get it quite right. Perhaps the
other children laugh, or some
child—T have known a few like
this—says, “Teacher, he isn’t
singing it right,” or the teacher
points it out himself.

Before long the suggestion is
made that the child sing
softly. “The child gets the
idea. Something about his
not being able to sing goes
into his school record, so
that later teachers will be
alterted. And so the story is
passed on.” Holt has found,
in fact, that almost everyone
can sing, if trained propetly.
His father’s “nonsinging”
made him the center of at-
tention at parties. It was,
Holt states, his “‘parlour
trick.” ““The idea that he
could not sing was not just a
part, but a treasured part, of
his notion of himself.”
Many people “cling to and

;

protect their images of
themselves even when these
images contain faults and
weaknesses. It is easier to
say ‘I’m a non-singer’ than
to face the risks and possible
disappointments of learning
to sing.”

Holt’s musical passion
began during prep school,
where he braved the threats
of punishment to listen after
“lights-out,” to records of
the “big-band” jazz groups
then popular. His first real
exposure to classical music
came when he saw, at eigh-
teen, the Walt Disney film
Fantasia. It was Stravinsky’s
Rite of Spring that fired his
imagination and stuck in his
mind; and, as he says, ‘“‘the
images [of dinosaurs battl-
ing] certainly helped.”

At prep school he joined
the glee club: “What we
were after was one more ac-
tivity to list under our senior
picture in the school year
book.”-And if he and his
contemporaries had not
much experience with sing-
ing, “at least we had never
found any reason to dislike
it. So into the Glee Club we
went.” But what had begun
as a fluke became a serious
matter indeed, and all due to
the teacher. “In four years at

that school and four more at
college, I remember only
three or four teachers, if that
many, who made me feel
that they were deeply in-
terested in, Joved, what they
were teaching.” When his
choir had trouble singing
words without slurring
them, this teacher

would bare his teeth and show
the tip of his tongue, pronounc-
ing with extra clearness those
ridiculous sounds. Of course
we all laughed perhaps with
more than a little mockery and
contempt. He may well have
heard this, but he didn’t care.
What was important was not
his dignity as a faculty member,
but the music, getting the words
right.

Slowly, Holt began to
realize that “if he isn’t afraid
of making a damn fool out
of himself, maybe I don’t
have to be afraid of making
a damn fool of myself.”

He came to college “eager
to sing.” But when he tried
out for the Glee Club there,
he was rejected for having a
“foggy, throaty, wheezy”
voice. While obviously not a
first-rate, or even a second-
rate singer, Holt still can’t
understand why at that rich
school, no provision was
made for students who only
wanted to sing for the
“mere” joy of singing.
People who know of my love
for music today often say to me,
“Don’t you wish that your par-
ents had made you take music
lessons when you were little?”
The answer is, No, I don’t. I
think that forced exposure
would probably have turned
me away from music, as it has
so many others. But it still
makes me regretful, and angry,
that when I found out, almost
by accident, that Iloved making
music and wanted more than
anything to make some more, a
rich university, dedicated (so
they say) to the higher things of
life, could have found nothing
better to do than to slam the
door in my face.

Through college and his
World War II service in the
Navy, Holt continued to be
mainly a jazz fan. But he be-
gan, around 25, to nibble
gingerly at the classics, par-
ticularly at Beethoven’s Vio-

i
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lin Concerto. What drew
him

to that particular music [was]
that in some respects it was very
like the jazz-swing music I al-
ready knew and loved. The re-
lationship between the classical
orchestra and soloist was much
like it was with jazz. The or-
chestra stated the themes, and
the soloist improvised on and
around them, commenting on
them.

As a tip to newcomers to
classical music, he suggests,
when hearing a piece for the
first time, that you let the
music wash over you and lis-
ten for passages, however
short, which catch your ear.
Soon, “the special quality of
that passage begins to
spread out into the rest of
the music.” Those who meet
classical music for the first
time, be they children or
adults, should be able to
meet it as simply “‘a great
feast of sound, to be enjoyed
for its own sake, without
having to worry much about
when or how it was made
or what it is called or what it
means. Let astonishment
and delight come first; cur-
iosity, questions, thought
and understanding will
come later.”

Buying a guitar, and still
knowing no music, Holt
played the few chords he
knew mostly because ‘“‘the
sound and vibrations were
immensely soothing and re-
laxing.” He soon went to
Europe, however, and never
again took it up. In London
he attended a few orchestra
concerts and began to learn
what various other musical
instruments looked and
sounded like. He bought a
record player there, took it
back with him, and began to
buy or borrow classical rec-
ords. These years, in short,
were characterized by Holt’s
learning to listen, and stand-
ing back in awe as a whole
new world unfolded before
him.
]
“I can do it too”

The “‘breakthrough,” the
realization that learning to
play an instrument was
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within his power, and not
something superhuman,
came one day when, think-
ing about string players, he
asked himself for the thou-
sandth time, “How do they
know where to put their fin-
gers?”” The he thought back
to the time he “learned” to
make his whistles higher or
lower. While only making

~ sounds, he tried to realize

what was happening in his
mouth. “I'soon realized that
when I whistled a high note I
brought the tip of my tongue
very close up behind my
lips,” while low notes came
when his tongue was drawn
back and down in his
mouth. The point was that,
when he wanted to produce
a certain note, he didn’t so
much “know” where to put
his tongue as he “just put it
there, it goes where it’s
meant to go, and the note
comes out.” That was just
how string players knew
where to put their fingers!
“Words can barely describe
how I felt.” Music would
indeed be difficult for him to
learn, but it would not be
impossible.

So, at the age of 34, he
bought a flute and began to
take lessons. While he was
fortunate enough to have a
teacher who had him play
“real music,” as opposed to
mere exercises, his progress
was sporadic. For it was in
these years, the late 1950s,

" that he began to think about

and write down those ideas
on education which had
grown from his school-
teacher’s job, and for which
he is now famous. He still
thought of music as only a
pleasant diversion, and of
progress as something his
teacher defined and cer-
tified: “I was not yet ready
to be at the center of my own
learning.” Not surprisingly,
he soon stopped playing.
Several years passed, dur-
ing which he listened more
continually to both records
and live symphony perfor-
mances. Then one day he
bought a used cello, on a
fluke. Months later came the
first lessons. He was 39

years old. This time he stuck
to it. He had gotten over his
fear of failure by six years of
trying to get his school chil-
dren to get over theirs. Also,
his new teacher soon had
him playing (like the first)
the music he knew and
loved. “He knew that the
beauty of the music would
inspire me” to work in his
own way on those problems
which exercise books ad-
dress themselves to. Further,
he encouraged Holt in the
habit of picking notes at
random and bowing them,
“for the sheer joy of hearing
the sounds coming from the
instrument.” Instead of
being upbraided for this,
Holt was told “But that’s the
best thing you could possi-
bly do. After all, the whole
point of what we’re doing is
to make a lovely sound.”
Holt began a two-year regi-
men: rise at 4:30 am, prac-
tice for two hours ata nearby
school, go home and sleep
more, ‘“‘do other kinds of
work,” go back to the
school to coach his soccer
team, eat dinner, and return
to the school for practice.
(He couldn’t practice at
home: the cello’s vibrations
disturbed his neighbors.)

It began to pay off. He
joined an amateur orchestra
and string quartet for the
vital practice of playing with
other people. He even began
to give cello lessons, to the
son of a friend. The small
orchestra was soon forced to
disband, as their practice
hall became unavailable,
and no substitute could have
been found. “The city was
full of classrooms, unused in
the evening which would
have been fine for us, but no
one would let us use them.”
(Another example of how
the public “education” sys-
tem actually stifles educa-
tion.)

Then, for the second time,
music dropped out of Holt’s
life. This time, though, he
dropped it regretfully. After

his first books, How Chil-

dren Fail and How Children
Learn came out, his fame
began to spread. More and

more of his time was being
spent teaching, traveling
and lecturing. So if during
the years 1966-1973 he
spent most of his time away
from Boston, he spent all of
it away from his cello.

But not, however, away
from music. Wherever he
happened to find himself he
heard the local orchestra.
After one of these concerts
he met the cellist Janos
Starker at a party. They got
to talking about adults
learning to play music. It
was obviously hard, Starker
said; “we have to develop a
whole new set of muscles”
and coordinations. “On the
other hand, we [adults] have
an advantage: We can think
up problems, and find so-
lutions.” These words
strengthened Holt’s “hunch,
hope and faith that old dogs
can learn new tricks,” and
what’s more, ‘“‘learn them
better than young dogs—
once they get over the notion
that they can’t learn them.”
These few words, along with
a less perceptible develop-
ment taking place at that
same time, led Holt back to
music, and moreover, put it
at the center of his life.

This less perceptible de-
velopment had nothing di-
rectly to do with music.
Rather it was political. For
several years, Holt and
others interested in educa-
tional reform had taught
seminars in Mexico ata con-
ference organized by Ivan
Illich. Holt began to realize
that the problem with mod-
ern society went far deeper
than schools. “The trouble
was that people had become
what Illich called in-
stitutionalized,” believing
that everything they wanted
or needed “could ony be
supplied by some large,
complicated, expensive,
run-from-the-top organiza-
tion.” This instead of relying
on themselves, or coopera-
tive enterprises. ‘“What
people used to do in order to
meet their felt needs, now
became things people try to
get.” They turn verbs into
nouns, like the words

“learning” or “housing.” To
most people, “learning is
not the activity of finding
out about this or that, some-
thing that anyone can do,
but a product obtained from
and in schools.” People are
told that they must go to ex-
perts to get what they need,
that they themselves are in-
competent to even decide
what they need.

All this had a direct influ-
ence on Holt’s decision to
take up the cello again: -

If I could learn to play the cello -

well, as I thought I could, I
could show by my own exam-
ple that we all have greater
powers than we think; that
whatever we want to learn or
learn to do, we probably can
learn; that our lives and our
possibilities are not determined
and fixed by what happened to
us when we were little, or what
experts say we can or cannot do
.. . in short, my love for music
now seemed more and more
joined to my love of teaching
and to my deepest political con-
cerns. The gap I had felt be-
tween my work and my hobby
had disappeared.

Holt returned to the cello
with a dedication—indeed,
a fervor—that no child
could summon. Always
with Starker’s sentence in
mind — “We can think up
problems and find solu-

To most people, learning is not an activity, but a product available only at school.

tions” —Holt did just that.
He invented new and easy
ways to discover whether his
string instruments were in
tune. He came up with an
easier way to learn musical
intervals (e.g., a fourth is the
tone distance, or interval,
between do and fa—do-re-
me-fa.) But this do-re-mi
method was difficult to
apply to the written score,
and hindered score reading.
Holt thought, with his head
full of tunes, why not learn
the intervals from the music
he already knew? These
came from many sources:
the interval of the fourth
came out of the first two
notes of the old Dixieland
jazz piece, “South Rampart
Street Parade”; for the sixth,
he took the first two notes of
the old NBC signature tune.
“But many intervals come
from the classics. For the
falling sixth I use the first
two notes of the Second

“Chopin Piano Concerto,

long one of my favorites.”
Others, of course, would
have to use their own mental
library of stored music, but
this way of going about it
makes the task much easier,
and further, is something
with which adults have a

distinct advantage over
children.

Learning without
lessons

LESLEE J. NEWMAN

Many people seem taken
aback when Holt, upon
being asked, tells them he
isn’t studying with anyone.
For the usual needs begin-
ners or intermediate players
turn to teachers to meet are
in Holt’s case met through
his own resources. “One of
the reasons students take
lessons is so they will prac-
tice . . . (But) I like to play
four hours a day, more if I
can.” Then, teachers can
provide “‘the right”” music
to practice or play. But
through years of listening to
records and attending con-
certs, Holt knows enough
music “for the lifetime . . .
Time is my problem, not ig-
norance about what to
play.” Teachers also sug-
gest ways to organize prac-
tice time. Holt found this
helpful at the beginning,
but now keeping variety in
his practice is, for him, an
interesting problem in it-
self. And while teachers can
show what good cello play-
ing looks and sounds like,
“From records and from
seeing and hearing many
great cellists,” he already
knows well what he wants

his playing to look and
sound like. Finally, “I don’t
need weekly judgments
about my progress, either to
scold or reward. The met-
ronome, the tapes I some-
times make of my own play-
ing ... tell me.” For ad-
vanced pupils, on the other
hand, the right teacher can
convey the vitally impor-
tant art of stressing or tap-
ering notes to bring out
“the nuances of feeling”
beneath the written score.
Holt says he would like
nothing better than to study
with such a teacher. But he
isn’t good enough yet.
There are, of course,
problems in learning the
cello; it is not easy. Holt has
had to give up activities he
enjoyed for years to “clear
the space” for his two pas-
sions of educational writing
and music making. His days
are filled with battles over
devoting time to just these
two: “Both the writer and
the musician want full
time.”” And there are times,
when playing, that he gets
discouraged, feels he’s mak-
ing no progress. What he
says about that applies to
any adult taking up any
new skill, and thus proving
the “experts” wrong:
What I am slowly learning to
do in my work with music is
revive some of the resilient
spirit of the exploring and
learning baby. I have to accept
at each moment, as a fact of
life, my present skill or lack of
skill, and do the best I can,
without blaming myself for not
being able to do better. I have
to be aware of my mistakes and
shortcomings without being
ashamed of them. I have to
keep in view the distant goal,
without worrying about how
far away it is or reproaching
myself for not being already
there. This is very hard for
most adults. It is the main rea-
son why we old dogs so often
find it so hard to learn new
tricks, whether sports or lan-
guages or crafts or music. Butif
as we work on our skills we
work on this weakness in our-

selves, we can slowly get better
at both.

Christopher Weber writes fre-
quently for LR.
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1979 LIBERTARIAN PRESIDENTIAL NOMINATING

Convention Recordings

THESE CASSETTES ARE AVAILABLE:

1. DICK RANDOLPH—Libertarian member of Alaska's House of Representatives discusses the
Alaska LP.

2. ROY CHILDS—The convention opener, he got things going with a great start!
3. RON KOVIC—Famous Viet Vet leader and author puts “THE DRAFT" into perspective with
other issues.

* 4, “THE TAX REVOLT" Panel—James Tobin, chair, with Paul Gann, Armin Moths, Jim Davidson
and Trevor Grimm on using the tax revolt to promote libertarianism.

DR. IAS SZASZ—This witty and internationally respected author, teacher and psychia-
trist tums his formal topic "Mental Health Under Carter” into an analysis, “PSYCODRAMA IN
THE WHITE
6. NICHOLAS VON HOFFMAN—Syndncated columnist and popular speaker addresses a favor-
ite topic of libertarians: “POLITICS: WHY IT AIN'T CREAM THAT RISES TO THE TOP!

7. JOHN LOFTON, JR.—An editor and i columnist y states inst
“BUREAUCRACY"
8. “FIGHTING THE DRAFT" Panel—Tom Palmer, chair, with Ron Kovic and Milton Mueller dis-
cussing strategies to fight the draft, why it is an issue and how to use it.
9. JAMES DALE DAVIDSON—Author, scholar, Journaﬂstand leader of the National Taxpayer's
Union s introduced by Murray Rothbard to speak on the “BALANCED BUDGETAMENDMENT
11. NATHANIEL BRANDEN —This was THE BEST SELLER of the convention—*THE COMING
CHALLENGE TO LIBERTARIANS”
12. Manny Klausner moderates “NUCLEAR ENERGY DEBATE" between JOHN GOFMAN
(\‘ather of the antt-;ucle‘a)rc Tg}/%nment) and DR. SAGAN: “IS NUCLEAR POWER COMPATIBLE
13. LIBERTARIAN PUBLICATIONS" Panel—Bob Poole of REASON MAGAZINE and Vince
Miller of the MERCURY give information on starting your own periodical.
14, GORDON BROWNELL of NORML puts “MARIJUANA" issue into historical and political
perspective.

* 15|. MICHIAEIt. EMERLING More on the “ART OF POLITICAL PERSUASION" from this politi-
cal consultant

* 16, Society for Ind|vndual Liberty's TENTH ANNIVERSARY BANQUET—over three hours of
reminising, speaking, laughing and live music with Nathaniel Branden, Robert Le Fevre, Murray
Rothbard, Roy Childs, Don Ernsberger, Dave Walton and many, many others. ($9.00)
17. ED CLARK—Convention campaign speech to stir support for his nomination.
20. DR. RALPH RAICO—Senior Editor of INQUIRY humorously rebuts the NATIONAL REVIEW
attacks on libertarians entitled “CONSERVATIVES AND OTHER ANTI-SOCIAL ELEMENTS!

. HON. EUGENE McCARTHY—Former Senator and Presidential Candidate criticizes the
“TWO PARTY MONOPOLY”

22, “LOCAL PROBLEMS, LIBERTARIAN SOLUTIONS"—Bill Burt moderates the panel of Dick -

Bjornseth and Mark Fra2|er for libertarian candidates for local office.
23. ALAN BARON—Editor and political advisor gives a pro's view of “POLITICAL TRENDS IN
AMERICA" toward libertarianism.
24, “THE ENERGY CRISIS" Panel—Four economists, Dom Armentano, chair, Jim Johnston,
David Henderson and H. Bruce Johson analyze the energy issue.
25. DAVID F. NOLAN—The founder of the LP gives guidance on promoting the LP in “A
MARKETING AND PROMOTIONAL STRATEGY FOR THE 1980'S”
26. DR. WALTER WILLIAMS, author and professor of economics explains how government
has caused unemployment in his talk “GOVERNMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT
27. “CURRENT FEMINIST ISSUES: SOME LIBERTARIAN PERSPECTIVES” Panel—Christine
Dorfi, Sharon Presley; Janice Allen, Lynn Kinsky.
28. MORTON HALPERIN—An enlightening exposé of the “FBI AFTEI} HOOVER”
29. “GUN CONTROL” Panel with Alan Gottlieb, Richard Gardner, Donald Kates, and Merle
Jacobs provides a wealth of information on Constitutional, regulatory and legislative situations.
30. DR. EARL RAVENAL—Professor and expert on foreign affairs is introduced by Roy
Childs to speak oh “THE CARTER ADMINISTRATION'S FOREIGN POLICY" and defend
non-interventionism.

% 31. “FUTURISM AND THE FREE SOCIETY" Panel—Moderated by Bob Poole with Mark
Frazier, Gary Hudson, Joseph Martino, Carl Helmers and Robert Anton Wilson. This illustrious
panel discusses the many hkely scientific advances and libertarian awareness.

— 32. ROGER MACBRIDE—The 1976 Libertarian Presidential Candidate gives personal insights

and “THE PROSPECTS FOR THE LIBERTARIAN PARTY

33. BILL HUNSCHER—Convention campaign speech to stir support for his nomination.

34. “QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS"—Presidential candidates Clark, Hunscher and Larson
face the delegates.

40. PAUL GANN—co-author of Proposition 13 speaks on “AMERICA’S TAX REVOLT?

41. MURRAY ROTHBARD—“THE FUTURE OF LIBERTY" is a classic example of Murray’s
undying optimism.

42. DR. JOHN HOSPERS—1972 Libertarian Presidential Candidate speaking on “HUMAN
RIGHTS IN THE SOVIET UNION AND CHINA”

43. “CAMPAIGN MANAGEMENT” Panel—David Boaz, chair, with Bob Baures and Gary
Greenberg, is amust for any LP candidate or serious worker.

44. ERNEST FITZGERALD—Fired from the Air Force for his C-5A revelations and reinstated,
he speaks on “BUREAUCRACY" from the point of view of an insider.

D FRIEDMAN—This popular economist details many issues in “LIBERTARIAN UN-

46. pavii

DERCURRENTS IN ECONOMICS

47. DR. THOMAS G. MOORE—LP expert on “TRANSPORTATION DEREGULATION?

48, “INFORMATION POLICY" Panel—Mike Anzisand M.L. Hansondiscuss privacyincomputer
and financial transactions.

* 50. PRESIDENTIAL BANQUET with ROBERT RINGER, author of currentbestseller Restoring
the American Dream. ED CLARK addresses the gatheringand ORSON BEAN, TV personality, is
master of ceremonies.

51. ROLL CALL VOTE for LP Presidential Nominees from the convention floor.

52. ED CLARK—Acceptance Speech for the Presidential Nomination.

53. DAVID KOCH -Aoceptance speech for the Vice Presidential Nomination and presentation
of Prometheus Award to F. Paul Wilson.

54. NOMINATING SPEECHES 1or Presidential and Vice Presidential Candidates from the con-

vention floor.

55. LIBERTARIAN WIT: Tape ONE—The funniest and sharpest comments and stories extracted
from speeches, panels and floor proceedings recorded at the convention.

56. LIBERTARIAN WIT: Tape TWO—Another hour of anecdotes and humor from the conven-

tion recordings.
57. LIBERTARIAN WISDOM: Tape ONE—One hour of profound statements, eternal truths
and thought provokers distilled from the best libertarian minds in the world speaking at
the convention.
58. LIBERTARIAN WISDOM: Tape TWO—More nuggets of clear thought, reason andrationality
gleaned from the convention tapes.

ON PAUL—Physlclan and U.S. Congressman from Texas dissects the “KENNEDY AND
CARTER HEALTH PLANS”
61. LEOSNAFID LIGGIO—Editor and historian expounds on “IDEOLOGY AND POLITICAL

62 “NON-GOVERNMENT EDUCATION” Panel—John Bailey, Jim Clarkson, George Smith
agd Jo‘hn Hospers discuss the practical aspects of private education and problems with state
education.

63. STEVE CHAPMAN—Journalls( analyses the campaign of “JOHN CONNALLY AND THE
POLITICS OF POWER:

ggugeonee SMITH—An author effectively presents the "CASE AGAINST STATE

66. PETER BREGGIN—This Psychlamst analyses the psychology of Liberals in his talk “COM-

MUNICATING WITH LIBERALS

67. JEFF RIGGENBACH—Executive Editor of LIBERTARIAN REVIEWtracesculturalchanges
and finds the 60's counter-culture revolution is still on and basically libertarian in “WHAT THE
SIXTIES PROMISE FOR THE EIGHTIES?

68. ALAN CRAWFORD—The political analystand writer discusses the ominousaspectsof “THE
NEWRIGHT.”

The following numbers were not used: 10-18-19-35-36-37-38-39-45-49-59-64-69.

* Denontes two cassettes are used. These cost $7.00 per pair. Notice # 16 costs $9.00 and is three
cassettes.
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BEST SELLERS—These tapes were those which sold the most copies
durlng the convention ($71.00 value) $59.00 package
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For Inspiration and Motivation—These were the dynamite at a high-
charged convention ($34.00 value) $29.00

#1-2-11-16-41-52-54

Issues and Answers—Here are the experts discussing most of the impor-
tant issues facing Libertarians in the 1980’s ($70.00 value) $59.00
#4-8-9-12-14-24-26-27-29-30-46-47-60-62

Wit and Wisdom—These four tapes were not available at the convention
but were compiled from the listed recordings and the floor debate. They
will make you laugh and think. ($20.00 value) $18.00

#55-56-57-58

For Theorists and Thinkers— Chosen for their ability to provoke thought
and give insight ($37.00 value) $32.00

#11-23-31-66-67-68

Campaign Aids—Candidates and campaign workers need these tapes
($32.00 value) $24.00

#1-13-15-22-23-43

ENTIRE SET—All the recordings listed on the left except the Wit and
Wisdom tapes (#55-58) $198.00—$270.00 value!

The BEST deal!—26% discount

GUARANTEE—AIl recordings are clear, intelligible and complete (usually with introductions). All
cassettes are guaranteed for LIFE against defects—send defective tape for FREE replacement to
LIBERTY AUDIO, 2820 Hull Street, Richmond,Va. 23224.
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Al Pacino as trial lawyer Arthur Kirkland in .

..And ustice for All: “a message of despair aimut the

situation in our prisons, judicial chambers, law offices and courtrooms.”

On View

Crime and
punishments

DAVID BRUDNOY

BLEEDING-HEART LIB-
erals and knee-jerk con-
servatives alike (getting the
epithets out of our way at
the start) inhabit, appar-
ently, two separate but
equally simple Americas,
one squishy soft, the other
tough and punitive. We are
talking now of the theories
of criminality and jurispru-
dence and penology; for
want of a less grandiose
term, the concepts of Justice.
If someone has worked up a
litmus test of ideological pu-
rity, it must surely contain a
question or series of ques-
tions designed to ferret out
the respondents’ views
about the causes of crime
and the nature of criminality
and the ideal system of pun-
ishment. Opinions about

capital punishment are use-
ful though not quite definit-
ive indicators, as are at-
titudes toward toughening
or “liberalizing” the condi-
tions of prison life. As in re-
ality, so, too, in the popular
arts, notably television and
the movies. The views from
Hollywood Boulevard, to
sum up various production
centers in an inaccurate but
familiar phrase, shift on
these matters roughly as,
though usually just slightly
later than, the views on them
from Main Street do. On the
tube we pass through our
season of “Mortimer Gen-
tle, Public Defender,” into
our season of “Firmshoes,
D.A” And back again. In
the movies we float between
Dirty Harry and Dog Day
Afternoon, and variants
thereof.

Recently, however, two
films came before the public
offering somewhat more
ambiguous pictures of Jus-
ticg, movies notable not only
as cinema but as pop philos-
ophy. Both ... And Justice
for All and The Onion Field

depict the sorry state of our
systems of criminal justice,
but neither quite fits the
stereotypes so comforting to
ideologues of either major
persuasion. Each presents a
rich diet for reflection, each
is marred by ambition bold-

er than realization, and each

deserves more than the

passing glance sufficient

for the bulk of today’s cin-

ema fare.

Norman Jewison’s ... And
Justice For All is a cor-
nucopia of vignettes of
the American legal profes-
sion in our time, centering
on the activities of a slightly
rumpled, splendidly idealis-
tic young attorney named
Arthur Kirkland (Al Pa-
cino), the name itself red-
olent of high aspirations (the
Round Table’s master) and
virtue (the Church, the kirk)
and America (this land is
your land, this land is etcet-
era). I wouldn’t push the
name game too far, lest this
smack of graduate school
pomposity, but the reader
can play around with the
monickers to some advan-
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tage. Kirkland defends,
among others, a black drag
queen, Ralph Agee (Robert
Christian), and a white,
somewhat wilted flower-
child, Jeff McCullaugh
(Thomas Waites), and in
time he is maneuvered into
defending a hard-assed, in-
sufferably cold judge named
Fleming (John Forsythe).
Kirkland is also the some-
what reluctant buddy of a
self-destructive, iconoclastic
jurist named Rayford (Jack
Warden), a fellow given to
eating his lunch from a
paper bag while sitting on
the ledge outside his cham-
bers, high above the streets
of Baltimore, and given also
to dragging his friends off
for early morning helicopter
rides, the fun of which ex-
cursions derives from taking
the ’copter just a little bit be-
yond the halfway point of
the fuel supply and then
heading back to the airport
and seeing if he can land be-
fore crashing. Judge Ray-
ford’s theory of life is that it
“sucks.”

So does the judicial sys-
tem, Jewison-style. Kirk-
land’s law partner, Jay Por-
ter (Jeffrey Tambor), gets his
client, a killer, acquitted,
and turns up at Kirkland’s
flat teetering on the edge of
hysteria, revealing that the
freed killer went from his
trial directly out into the
night to kill two kids. Porter
next appears at a Thanks-
giving dinner party, shriving
in a manner more familiar to
an earlier age than to ours:
he has shaved his head. Por-
ter soon falls apart and takes
to tossing plates and cups at
passersby in the courthouse
corridors. This, obviously, is
not the sort of movie that
makes its points subtly.

Judicial rulings are “me-
shugenah,” in the words of
one aggrieved plaintiff. The
Negro chap with the pen-
«hant for dresses and blond
wigs is promised an easy re-
lease by his attorney, Kirk-
land, but when our hero ac-
companies his plate-tossing
law partner to the hospital
in a straitjacket, he leaves
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the Black’s defense in the
hands of a colleague who
screws up royally; the ter-
rified and now sentenced
transvestite next wards off
his fate behind bars by hang-
ing himself in his cell. Le-
galman (I borrow Robert
Ringer’s phrase) is hardly in-
fallible; nor, for that matter,
is he terribly interested in his
clients. By Legalman I mean,
of course, the concept of
Lawyer in this film, not the
boy wonder, Kirkland, who
is swell. Jeff McCullaugh,
the young fellow whom
Judge Fleming keeps from
liberty owing to a piddling
technicality, is also a victim
of this system that can’t
manage to separate the in-
nocent wheat from the
criminaloid chaff. McCul-
laugh goes berserk, bar-
ricades himself in a prison
office with two guards as
hostages. During the fren-
zied visit by his attorney,
Kirkland, McCullaugh’s
head moves momentarily
into the rifle sights of guards
stationed across the court-
yard. Another dead client.
Kirkland has quite a time of
it losing his clients, in be-
tween neat little beddie-bye
scenes with his lady friend,
Gail Packer (Christine
Lahti), an attorney upon
whom Kirkland lavishes
both his interpretation of
affection and his never-end-
ing sermonettes on truth,
beauty, and the (hoped-for)
American way of justice.
But to the central feature
of this melodrama: the
strange case of Judge Flem-
ing, whose character we are
shown, and whom we are
thereby instructed to dislike
instantly, by the prominent,
if seemingly casual, display
of an Ike button and a gilded
GOP elephant atop his desk.
(The film is stuffed to here
with cute visual teases like
that; the symbology be-
comes a tad overbearing
after about twenty minutes
of it.) Fleming, the sancti-
monious upholder of the
Law, has been arrested for
raping a woman and beating
her brutally. He is not the

THE LIBERTARIAN REVIEW

most popular man on the
bench, and getting him good
is the first order of business
for everybody, including the
prosecutor, who shows far
less interest in questions of
guilt or innocence than he
does in trotting out his foot-
ball imagery, evidently a
handy way for us to see that
the man is as vile as Judge
Fleming. Since Judge Flem-
ing and attorney Kirkland
cordially dislike each other,
the judge insists that Kirk-
land serve as his attorney,
overcoming Kirkland’s re-
luctance by threatening him
with disbarment, this owing
to a minor infraction of
something or other in the
lawyers’ code of ethics:
Kirkland long ago betrayed
a client’s confidence, reveal-
ing to the cops that his client
was a psychotic sadist.

The lawyer impressed
into service to a judge he de-
spises comes to believe in his
loathsome client’s inno-
cence when the judge passes
a polygraph test and when
an eyewitness turns up to
verify the presence at the
scene of the crime of a dif-
ferent man, thus, presum-
ably, absolving Kirkland of
the crime. But Fleming, we
soon learn, is into kinky sex
(another of Kirkland’s
clients provides him with
photographs of the judge in
undies and chains, a female
victim cringing at his feet
beneath his whip, and of the
head of the Ethics Commit-
tee, to which Kirkland’s at-
torney girl friend belongs,
the third participant in the
merry orgy). Queried by his
enraged lawyer about all
this, Judge Fleming calmly
acknowledges that he is
guilty, that he has had the lie
detector test fixed and the
eyewitness account falsified,
and that he fully expects his
attorney to get him off.
Flash now to the trial, and
fill in the blanks.

An outline tends, I admit,
to strip ...And Justice For
All of its richness. It is a
rapid sweep across the
whole terrain of contempo-
rary America’s judicial

chessboard: the evil judge,
the crazy judge, the greedy
lawyers and the guilt-ridden
lawyer and the decent law-
yer, the pathetic black vic-
tims and the pathetic white
victims of a Law that bears
little resemblance to Justice,
the compromisers and the
idealists—the works. It suc-
cumbs to an evidently irre-
sistible urge by its makers to
bang our heads against the
actualities of a hopelessly
inadequate legal system,
overdoing by half the in-
stances that would make its
point sufficiently. And yet it
presents a half-dozen per-
formances that achieve
something closely approx-
imating excellence, and
leaves us. at the end with
a double-whammy: the
climax at the Judge Fleming
trial toys with us, thrills us,
and leaves any of us who
bother to contemplate what
comes after The End with
the realization that nothing,
absolutely nothing, is
changed or will change or
can change. Itis a message of
despair, Quixote tilting
against the windmills of a
rigidity utterly impervious
to truth. Have you heard of
a mistrial? ... And Justice
For All drains the viewer of
any lingering sentimentality
about the situations in our
prisons, in our judicial
chambers, in our law offices,
in our courtrooms, while
not depriving us of some
faint belief in the fundamen-
tal decency of some few
practitioners of the profes-
sion called The Law. It is
both an absurdist fantasy
about crime and the pun-
ishments for various crimes,
and a shrill, superficially
nutty shriek for reform.
How will our straw-man
twins, Mr. Liberal and Mr.
Conservative, like it?
About as much as they’ll
like The Onion Field, the
latest in Joseph Wam-
baugh’s books translated to
the screen. Formerly a
policeman, then author of
The New Centurions and
The Choirboys, both of
which came to sickly life on

the screen in atrocious ver-
sions of the novels on which
they were based, Wam-
baugh decided this time to
write his own screenplay
and participate actively in
the movie’s production. The
Onion Field is the true story
of two cops and two hood-

lums, whose lives converge

one night. The cops (Ted
Danson and John Savage)
stop the thieves (James
Woods and Franklyn Seales)
in a chance encounter, are
apprehended by the bad
guys and taken out into the
country, where the loony
crook (Woods) kills one of
the cops (Danson) and al-
most captures and kills the
other (Savage). The killers
are at length apprehended,
tried, sentenced to death,
and rescued from that fate
by ole debbil technicality. In
short, the appeals system
prolongs the case for seven
years. Meanwhile, the sur-
viving cop, consumed by
guilt—he comes to believe
that he was responsible for
his partner’s death — be-
comes a petty criminal him-
self, is busted from the force,
nearly kills his baby, or him-
self — the scene leads us to
expect either slaughter, or
both— and only slowly is
patched back together with
the help of his wife and
others.

It is a movie as unlikely to
please anybody who prefers
his stories neat as is ... And
Justice For All. Except for
the police officer who is
killed, and who is portrayed
as a nice, dour fellow who
relaxes by playing sorrowful
dirges on the bagpipes of his
ancestral people, and whose
early elimination from the
movie denies us a protracted
examination of his essence,
the lead characters are fully
rounded, neither perfectly
awful nor perfectly fine.
Savage (Hair; The Deer
Hunter) infuses his role, that
of officer Karl Hettinger,
with power and complexity
and vulnerability. He is, of
course, clean-cut, but he is
not a saint at-the start tor-
mented by forces outside

John Savage as police officer Kar
himself. In fact he did
stupidly allow the criminals
to capture him and his part-
ner, violating everything he
had learned in the police
academy; in fact he did will
his own dismissal from the
force and allow his own
doubts to bring him to the
thin ledge jutting out over
catastrophe. But Savage’s
Hettinger is a man for
whom the viewer feels a
mixture of compassion and
disdain: he is a cop whose
will to do the right thing is
less firm than his muddle-
headed tendency to goof.
And the two criminals
are, if anything, even less
easily pigeon-holed. The
Black, Jimmy (Seales), is a
two-bit thief who succumbs
to his white partner’s wife,
later succumbs in every way
to his white partner; and the
latter, Powell (Woods),
demonstrates not only a
madman’s sense of the apt-
ness of viciousness but also
the brilliant man’s ability to
use the law against justice.
He is, moreover, something
of a part-time bisexual, to
whom Jimmy bows down,

ettinger in The Onion Field: ¢
in prison, as disciple and as
fellator. As the years pass, as
Hettinger disintegrates, the
two convicted men mature,
mellow, master the proces-
ses of endless delay, until at
last the black man is some-
thing of a prison yard phi-

losopher and the white man

has become a laid-back in-
structor, tutoring other con-
victs in the details of a legal
system seemingly tailor-
made for the perpetuation of
injustice. and the ironic
transformation of the roles
of criminal and victim.

The Onion Field can be
seen as a ringing cry of an-
guish against the prison sys-
tem, or as a stirring indict-
ment of the crazy mass of
contradictions and stupid-
ities of the rules of law, or—
and I would opt for this—as
a horrifying question mark:
at the end we still do not
know whether Jimmy par-
ticipated in the shooting,
whether Hettinger could
have saved his partner,
whether Powell has trans-
cended his awful past and
been “‘rehabilitated,” thus
serving as Exhibit A in the

‘a horring question mark about The Law and inis

case against capital punish-
ment, or whether he has
simply learned better than
most to practice the good
citizenship of slipping
through loopholes. The film
abounds in telling bits of ac-
tion and snatches of conver-
sation that Wambaugh, the
former policeman, must
know to be true. As Jimmy
and Powell are led into
death row, one voice —a
guard? a prisoner? — calls
out: “Dead men coming
through.” As we spend some
time in their row of cells
with our convicts and their
neighbors, we watch one
Black take off all his clothes
and slash his wrists, and
another couple holding
hands, and still others cow-
ering in terror, and more
men pulled inside their own
skulls, doing their time by
blotting out time itself. We
watch a paunchy and vulgar
defense attorney pulling
every little trick imaginable
out of his hatful of them, ig-
noring a judge trying to stifle
him, throwing the full
panoply of obfuscatory mo-
tions into a hearing that

seems itself to be but one
piece in a huge mosaic of ob-
fuscation. The film is overly
generous in ladling out its
enigmas and unnecessarily
gentle in tying up a few of its
lesser loose ends. But it
leaves the central paradox
unresolved. The Law, this
charlatan’s bag of statutes,
is all we’ve got, but The Law
embodies injustice, and so
where to now? You might
be interested in knowing
that the real-life models for
this story served a long
stretch in San Quentin be-
fore they earned their
parole. Meanwhile, the
death penalty was invali-
dated by the Supreme Court,
only, very recently, to return
to active service in a few
states. Sirhan Sirhan, by the
way, comes up for parole
shortly, and Dan White will
be out feeding the pigeons in
Union Square by 1984. [_]
'LR’s film critic is Deputy
Sheriff of Middlesex County
(Massachusetts), critic-at-large
for WNAC-TV (CBS) in Bos-
ton, and host of “The David
Brudnoy Show” on WHDH-
AM, also in Boston.
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISEMENTS are accepted at the discretion
of the publisher of The Libertarian Review. Basic rate: 10 cents per
word (minimum $3); six or more insertions: 10 percent discount;
12 or more insertions: 20 percent discount. Payment must accom-
pany order. Address: Classified Ad Department, The Libertarian
Review, 1620 Montgomery Street, San Francisco, CA 94111.

BOOKS

HOW A FREE SOCIETY
WORKS is discussed by the
spirit world in BOOK OF
LIGHT. $2.75 postpaid from
K. Emmons, 1720 South King
Ave., Lakeland, Florida 33803.

INCREASE YOUR FREE-
DOM LIBRARY. New book
club for Libertarians; free char-
ter memberships. QED, Box
1245, Florence, SC 29503.

LIBERTY OR DEATH, A
choice for public education,
tells how to create a free-market
school system with parents in-
volved. $3.00 ppd. Freeworld
Press, P.O. Box 25, Hachita,
NM 88040.

THE PEOPLE’S GUIDE TO
CAMPAIGN POLITICS, by
Gary Robert Schwedes. Definit-
ive work on local campaign
techniques. Nominated in
“Washington Monthly” for
“Political Book of the Year”
award. Send $3.30 to:
Schwedes Campaign Consul-
tants, 1725 The Promenade,
#224-B, Santa Monica, CA
90401.

PERIODICALS

LIBERTARIAN CONNEC-
TION, 11-year-old open-for-
um magazine. Subscribers may
(but needn’t) insert two pages
per issue free, unedited. LC had
Rothbard, Hospers, Childs,
Grinder, Block, before you ever
heard of them. Read tomor-
row’s leading thinkers, today. 8
issues (1 year) $10. Sample $1.

THe LIBERTARIAN REVIEW

9850 Fairfax Square #232L,
Fairfax, VA 22031.

PERSONAL RELATION-
SHIPS explored and analysed in
an exciting new publication.
Case histories, classifieds. De-
tails free. Write CONTACT
HIGH, Department L-2, Box
504, Mendocino, CA 95460.

two Libertarians in-this area?
Conversation, Clark campaign,
etc. Please contact Tom Smith,
3272 College, NE, 364-9208.
Open to all Libertarian
thought.

END SOCIALISM. Thanks to
the rest of us 100 whales a day
and 1,000 year old redwoods
are being destroyed while sol-
diers are killing each other in
winnerless (Socialistic) wars.
End Socialism. Send S.A.S.E.
to: Brainbeau’s Brainstorms,
Box 2138, Youngstown, Ohio
44504.

LIBERTARIAN
ANNOUNCEMENTS

THE FOUNDER OF THE

- UNIVERSAL LIFE CHURCH,

Kirby J. Hensley, has stated,

“The ULC only believes in what

is right, and that all people have
the right to determine what be-
liefs are right for them, as long
as they do not interfere with the

rights of others.” The IRS ad-

mits there is no legal definition
for a church or a religion. Since
1962, the ULC has been ordain-
ing ministers and chartering
congregations, enabling them
to share the many tax-exempt
advantages other churches en-
joy. Some of these IRS benefits
are: No taxes on church related
income or investments, prop-
erty tax exemptions, and a tax-
free housing allowance for min-
isters. During the Vietnam war
era, ministers received draft de-
ferments. To find out how the
Universal Life Church might be
your spiritual and financial sal-
vation, send a $2.00 tax-
deductible donation to: Bishop
Dennis Sherwood, D.D., 4349
Finch Ct., Apt. 3, Gurnee, II-
linois 60031.

GRAND RAPIDS, MICHI-
GAN — Are there more than

ASSOCIATION OF LIBER-
TARIAN FEMINISTS sample
literature 50¢. Complete set of
discussion papers and sample
newsletter $3.00. Write ALF,
41 Union Sq W.; #1428, new
York, NY 10003. -

FED UP WITH FETUS-FET-
ISHISTS? Systematic liberta-
rian treatment of the moral case
for the right to abortion, by
Sharon Presley and Robert
Cooke. Send 50¢ and long SASE
to Association of Libertarian
Feminists, 41 Union Sq. W.,
#1428, NYC, NY 10003.

NEW ORGANIZATION —
Libertarians for Force and
Fraud (LFF). Send name, ad-
dress and $5.00 for complete
details.

LIBERTARIAN-OBJECTIV-
IST REGISTERED COM-
MODITY broker. Trading in
all major Futures Markets.
Emphasis on Precious Metals,
Financials and Currencies. To
open an account call 816-524-
5400 Collect. Ask for Ted
Lenger.

BLACK FLAG! Wear the in-
ternational symbol of freedom,
a beautiful 14K gold pendant

(chain not included). $125.00
cash, check or charge MC/VISA
(send card number and expira-
tion date with signature). 2

weeks delivery — the perfect

gift. TDT, 435%2 N. Van Ness,
Los Angeles, CA 90004. (213)
466-3776.

FREE MARKET

PLANS FOR LOG SPLITTER.
Operate with standard 8” ag-
riculture cylinder from your
tractor. $3.95. J. Hill, PE, Box
11, Pittsfield, PA 16304.

LIBERTARIANISM vs.
COMMUNISM — a debate
held at the Annual Gathering of
Mensa. Robert Steiner is Chair
of the International Libertarian
Organization in Mensa, a
founder of the New Jersey Lib-
ertarian Party, and a long-time
activist in the LP. J. L. Luns-
ford is a long-time activist and
an organizer for Communist
Party, U.S.A. Said one attendee:
“Those who witnessed the con-
frontation came away favor-
ably impressed with the free-
dom philosophy. It was clear
that leftist ideology is incapable
of defending itself against a
principled case based on indivi-
dual liberty.” Two cassettes to-
taling about two hours, $9.95
plus $.75 postage and handling.
California residents add sales
tax. Robert A. Steiner, LR129,
Box 659, El Cerrito, CA 94530.

BUSINESS
OPPORTUNITIES

BECOME AN ORDAINED
MINISTER and start your own
legally recognized tax exempt
church. For details write: Free
Will Universal Life Church,
Box 30307-L, St. Paul, MN
55175.

EMPLOYMENT

EDITOR. For newsletter
group. Our publications cover
tax strategy for small busi-
nesses; personal financial man-
agement; alternative invest-
ment strategies (precious met-
als, commodities, antiques, rare
coins; etc.). Need working
editor-writer experienced in
these topic areas. Familiarity
with free market economics es-
sential. An unusual career op-
portunity. Write fully including
salary requirement and samples
of published writing. Box LR,
Libertarian Review, 1620
Montgomery St., San Fran-
cisco, CA 94111.

Santa says:
‘ ’];S f be
‘Season
to give Gold
and Silver”

Season’s greetings from all of us at Bramble
Coins! S "
As the holidays draw near, we all search for a
way to express our affection and esteem’ for
those people especially close to us.
I can think of no gift more eloquent than Gold
or Silvgr coins. Just as your special friendships
become richer thrpugh time, qud and Silver
coins grow increasingly valuable over the years.
Equally important is the gift of security these
coins may offer. Especially in these times of the
disappearing dollar and widespread economic
chaos, Gold and Silver can be a bulwark
against the rising tide of inflation. o
For the finest of friends, give the finest of
gifts — Gold and Silver coins. Call me today to
make your selection.

Bud Reed&

INQUIRE TODAY ABOUT OUR MONTHLY GOLD & SILVER COIN PROGRAM

We are coin brokers and we have the low premium gold coins. The Krugerrand
Austrian” and Hungarian 100-Coronas, Mexican 50, 20,940 and 2-Peso goglgd coingf
Austrian 20-Coronas 4-Ducat and 1-Ducat coins, and British Sovereigns. We guarantee
quoted prices, safe delivery and authenticity of every coin we sell. '

BUD REED -

P.O. BOX 10026

LANSING, MICHIGAN 48901

1-800-248-5952 New Toll Free Number

‘Michigan residents please call 1-517-484-3198

To learn more about purchqsing gold and sil\)er, write today for our free brochure.




BECAUSE SOME THINGS ARE WORTH READING AGAIN...

| HAYEK...BROZEN...MORGENSTERN...
ROTHBARD...EPSTEIN...RAVENAL
Iconoclastic scholars, these

seminal thinkers and their work

deserve your critical attention once more.
Now; the Cato Institute makes it easy and
inexpensive through the Cato Papers—a
continuing series of reprints of important
; lworks in the Soc1a1 sciences.

Cato Quantity - Cato Quantity .. Cato Quantity
Paper Paper Paper :
Number 1. __  Number 5. Number 8. _
2. 6. 9.
3. 7. 10.
4.
h Total Amount Enclosed $
Name .~
Address

Zip
Mail to: Cato Papers Dept. LRC
: Cato Institute
1700 Montgomery St. »
San Francisco, CA 94111  INSTITUTE

To introduce yourself to these papers,
simply fill in this handy order blank.

~ “partnership.” - 4.00

the inherent instability of .

€ Ca toPapers

1. Left and Right, by Murray ‘-N.
Rothbard. A probing analysis
and reassessment of the

political spectrum. . $2.00 -

2. The inliacy of the Mixed
Economy, by Stephen C.
Littlechild. An examination of

the government-business

3. Unemployment and
Monetary Policy, by Friedrich A.
Hayek. A telling indictment of
the use of inflation as a “cure” '
for unemployment. ©2.00

4. Individualism and the
Philosophy of the Social
Sciences, by Murray N.
Rothbard. An exposition of meth-
odological individualism and

its implications for the

social sciences. - 2,00

5. National Income Statistics,

by Oskar Morgenstern. Why ’
macroeconomic data are
often erroneous. 2.00

6. A Tlger by the Tail, by
Friedrich A. Hayek. What hath
Keynesmmsrn wrought? 4.00

7. Strateglc Dlsenga%ement and
World Peace, by Ear] C. Ravenal.
Answers the vital questions
surroundmg a rational Amer-
ican foreign policy in the
nuclear age. 2.00

8. A Theory of Strict Liability,
by Richard A. Epstein. Calls for
a reformulation of tort law
and argues for the simple
“causality” torts model. 4.00

9.1s Government the Source of
Monopoly?, by Yale Brozen. An
analysis of ‘market structure

and the competitive process. 2.00

10. A Property System for Market
Allocation of the Electromagnetic
Spectrum, by De Vany et al.
Argues that government
regulation of broadcasting is
unnecessary and harmful.  4.00

L________;ée_______;f_____é;______;____________,




