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‘The Decomposition
of America

ow self-esteem is too deep a malady to be cured

by hearing nice things about one’s own ethnic

past. History is not likely to succeed where psychiatry
fails. Afrocentrism in particular is an escape from the
hard and expensive challenges of our society—the
need for safer schools, better teachers, better teaching
materials, greater investment in education; the need
for stable families that can nourish self-discipline and
aspiration; the need for jobs and income that can
nourish stable families; the need to stop the ravages of

101




THE DISUNITING OF AMERICA

-~ ~drugs and crime; the need to overcome the racism still
' z(a\ n,\ lurking in the interstices of American society. “The
need,” William Raspberry observes of his own people,
“is not to reach back for some culture we never knew
but to lay full claim to the culture in which we exist.”

I

The ethnicity rage in general and Afrocentricity in
particular not only divert attention from the real
needs but exacerbate the problems, The wmommw.mmﬂ
theosis of ethnicity, black, go%m,\ red, yellow, white,
has revived the dismal prospect that in happy melting-
pot days Americans thought the republic was moving
safely beyond—that is, a society fragmented into sep-

e

arate ethnic communities. The m,:_ﬁ of ethnicity exag-

: \ gerates differences, intensifies resentménts and an-
m(\s\\c.@\m. tagonisms, drives ever deeper the awful wedges
w between races and nationalities. The endgame is self-

i pity and self-ghettoization.

"™ Now there is a reasonable argument in the black
case for a measure of regrouping and self-reliance as
part of the preparation for entry into an integrated
society on an equal basis. Integration on any other
basis, it is contended, would mean total capitulation to
white standards. Affirmation of racial and cultural
pride is thus essential to true integration. One can see
this as a psychological point, but as a cultural point?

For generations blacks have grown up in an
American culture, on which they have had significant
influence and to which they have made significant
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contributions. Self-Africanization after-300 years in
America is playacting. Afrocentricity as expounded by
ethnic ideologues implies Europhobia, separatism,
emotions of alienation, victimization, paranoia. Most
curious and unexpected of all is a blac demand for
the return of black-white segregation.

" “Tgo separate [ black children] from others of sim-
ilar age and qualifications solely because of their
race,” Chief Justice Warren én.og in the school-inte- [V
gration case, “generates a feeling of inferiority as to -~
their status in the community that may affect their
hearts and minds in a way unlikely ever to be uns
done.” In 40 years doctrine has come full circle. Zg\ﬂ
integration is held to bring feelings of inferiority, m%\
segregation to bring the cure.

This revival of separatism will begin, if the black

educator Felix Boateng has his way, in the earliest

_grades. “The use of standard English as the only lan-

guage of instruction,” Boateng argues, “aggravates
the process of deculturalization.” A “culturally rele-
vant curriculum’ for minority children would recog-
nize “the home and community dialect they bring to
school.” (Not all black educators, it should be said,
share this desire to handicap black children from in-
fancy. “One fact is clear,” notes Janice Hale-Benson
of Cleveland State University. ‘‘Speaking standard
English is a skill needed by Black children for upward
mobility in American society and it should be taught
in early childhood.”) o

If any educational institution should bring people
together as individuals in friendly and civil associa-
tion, it should be the university. But the fragmenta-
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tion of campuses in recent years into a multitude of

- ethnic organizations is spectacular—and disconcert-

ing.

ions, black fraternities and sororities, black business
and law societies, black homosexual and lesbian
groups, black tables in dining halls. Stanford, Dinesh
D’Souza reports, has “ethnic theme houses.” The Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania gives blacks—8 percent of the
enrollment—their own yearbook. Campuses today,
according to one University of Pennsylvania profes-
sor, have “‘the cultural diversity of Beirut. There are
separate armed camps. The black kids don’t mix with
the white kids. The Asians are off by themselves. Op-
pression is the great status symbol.”

Oberlin was for a century and half the model of a
racially integrated college. “Increasingly,” Jacob
Weisberg, an editor at The New Republic, reports,
“Oberlin students think, act, study, and live apart.”
Asians live in Asia House, Jews in “J” House, Latinos
in Spanish House, blacks in African-Heritage House,
foreign students in Third World House. Even the Les-
‘bian, Gay, and Bisexual Union has broken up into ra-

.cial and gender factions. “The result is separate

worlds.” o

Huddling is an understandable reaction for any
minority group faced with new and scary challenges.
But institutionalized separatism only crystallizes ra-
cial differences and magnifies racial tensions. “Cer-
tain activities are labeled white and black,” says a
black student at Central Michigan University. “If you
don’t just participate in black activities, you are

One finds black dormitories, black student rs-.
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shunned.” A recent study by the black anthropologist
Signithia Fordham of Rutgers concludes that a big
reason for black underachievement is the fear that
academic success will be taken as a-sellout to the
white world. “What appears to have emerged in some
segments of the black community,” Fordham says, “is
a kind of cultural orientation which defines academic
learning in school as ‘acting white.” > ) .

Militants further argue that because only blacks™ , - .
can comprehend the black experience, only blacks &\r%.g .m&
should teach black history and literature, as, in the | A
view of some feminists, only women should teach _ \v@
women’s history and literature. “True diversity,” ac- N\m\&.\mﬂ\
cording to the faculty’s Budget Committee at the Uni-
versity of California at Berkeley, requires that courses :
match the ethnic and gender identities of the profes- /\\

SOrs.

The doctrine that only blacks can teach and write
black history leads inexorably to the doctrine that
blacks can teach and write only black history as well
as to inescapable corollaries: Chinese must be re-
stricted to Chinese history, women to women’s his-
tory, and so on. Henry Louis Gates criticizes “ghet-
toized programs where students and members of the

faculty sit around and argue about whether a white

person can think a black thought.” As for the notion
that there is a “mystique” about black studies that
requires a person to have black skin in order to pursue
them—that, John Hope Franklin observes succinetly,
is “vobdoo.” I . B

The voodoo principle is extended from scholar-
ship to the arts. Thus the fine black playwright August
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Wilson insists on a black director for the film of his
play Fences. “We have a different way of responding
to the world,” Wilson explains. “We have different
ideas about religion, different manners of social inter-
course. We have different ideas about style, about lan-
guage. We have different esthetics [sic]. . . . The job
requires someone who'shares the specifics of the cul-
ture of black Americans. . . . Let’s make a rule. Blacks
don’t direct Italian films. Italians don’t direct Jewish
films. Jews don’t direct black American films.” What a
terrible rule that would be!

In the same restrictive spirit, Actors’ Equity tried
to prevent the British actor Jonathan Pryce from play-
ing in New York the role he created in London in Miss
Saigon, announcing that it could not condone “the
casting of a Caucasian actor in the role of 2 Eurasian.”
(Pryce responded that, if this doctrine prevails, “I’d
be stuck playing Welshmen for the rest of my life.”)
Equity did not, however, apply the same principle to
the black actors Morgan Freeman and Denzel Wash-

ington who were both acting in _Shakespeare at that
time in New York. The Wall Street Journal acidly sug-
gested that, according to the principle invoked, not
only whites but the disabled should protest the casting
of Denzel Washington as Richard ITI because Wash-
ington lacked a hunchback.

The distinguished black * social psychologist.

Kenneth B. Clark, whose findings influenced the Su- -

preme Court’s decision in the school-integration case,
rejects the argument that blacks and whites must be
separated “because they represent different cultures

and that cultures, like oil and water, cannot mix.”

The Decomposition of America

This, Clark says, is what white segregationists have
argued for generations. He adds, “There is absolutely
no evidence to support the contention that the inher-
ent damage to human beings of primitive exclusion on
the basis of race is any less damaging when demanded
or enforced by the previous victims than when im-
posed by the dominant group.”

sporss!

\a)\._\ ,\m/\
The separatist impulse is by no means monmsmm to the
black community. Another salient expression is the bi-
lingualism movement, ostensibly conducted in the in-

ﬁmummﬁm Om all soz-msm:mr speakers but particularly a

w___zmzmrmjm rm::% a new issue in American
r_mSQ Seven years after the adoption of the Consti-
tution, a proposal to print 3,000 sets of federal laws in
German as well as English was narrowly defeated in
the House of Representatives. (This incident gave rise
to the myth, later cherished by Nazi propagandists
like Colin Ross, that German had nearly displaced En-
glish as America’s official language.) In the nineteenth
century, newly arrived immigrants stayed for a season
with their old language, used it in their homes,
churches, newspapers, and not seldom in bilingual
public schools, until acculturation Hmm.:om& and the
First World War discouraged the use of languages
other than English.

In recent years the combination of the oﬁrEo_J\
cult with a flood of immigration from Spanish-speak-
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ing countries has given bilingualism new impetus. The
presumed purpose is transitional: to move non-En-
glish-speaking children as quickly as possible from bi-
lingual into all-English classes. The Bilingual Educa-
tion Act of 1968 supplies guidelines and funding; the
1974 Supreme Court decision in Lau v. Nichols (a Chi-
nese-speaking case) requires school districts to pro-
vide special programs for children who do not know
English.

~Alas; bilingualism has not worked out as

/ Emsnom rather the contrary. Testimony is mixed, but

indications are that bilingual education retards rather
than expedites the movement of Hispanic children
into the English-speaking world and that it promotes

,__segregation more than it does integration. Bilingual-

ism shuts doors. It nourishes self-ghettoization, “and

Pt

mrmﬁo_um:on nourishes racial antagonism. Bilingual-
ism “encourages concentrations of Hispanics to stay
together and not be integrated,” says Alfredo
Mathew Jr., a Hispanic civic leader, and it may well
foster “a type of apartheid that will generate animosi-
ties with others, such as Blacks, in the competition for
scarce resources, and further alienate the Hispanic
from the larger society.”

Using some language other than English dooms

people to second-class citizenship in >Em~._om= soci-

ety. “Those who have the most to lose in a bilingual
America,” mm%m the Mexican-American writer Richard
Rodriguez, “are the foreign- mmmm,_mmmiwwm " Ro- |
driguez recalls his own boyhood: “It would have ,

pleased me to hear my teachers address me in Span- |
ish. . . . But I would have delayed .

. . having to learn |
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the language of public society. . . . Only when I was
able to think of myself as an American, no longer an
alien in gringo society, could I seek the rights and op-
portunities necessary for full public individuality.”

Monolingual education opens doors to the larger
world. “I didn’t speak English until I was about 8
years of age,” Governor Mario Cuomo recently re-
called, “and there was a kind of traumatic entry into
public school. It made an immense impression on
me.” Traumatic or not, public school taught Cuomo
the most effective English among politicos of his gen-
eration.

Yet a professor at the University of Massachu-
setts told Rosalie Pedalino Porter, whose long experi-
ence in bilingual education led to her excellent book
Forked Tongue, that teaching English to children
reared in another language is a form of political op-
pression. Her rejoinder seems admirable: “When we
succeed in helping our students use the majority _ms-
guage fluently . . . we are ommWoioE:m our students
rather than depriving them.”

Hums_o_Q conservatives, fearful that the republic is
over the hill, call for a constitutional amendment to
make English the official language of the United
States. Seventeen states already have such statutes.
This is a poor idea. The English language does not
need statutory reinforcement and the drive for an
amendment will only increase racial discrimination
and resentment.

Nonetheless mmon language is a necessary
bond of national cohesion in so_heterogeneous a na-

tion as America. 'The bilingual campaign has created

e e T
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both an educational establishment with a vested inter-
est in extending the bilingual empire and a political
lobby with a vested interest in retaining a Hispanic
constituency. Like Afrocentricity and the ethnicity
cult, bilingualism is an elitist, not a popular, move-
ment—"romantic ethnicity,” as Myrdal called it; po-
litical ethnicity top. Still, institutionalized bilingualism
remains another source of the fragmentation of Amer-

ica, another threaf to thedream of “one people |

I1I

Most ominous about the separatist impulses is the
meanness generated when one group is set against
another. What Harold Isaacs, that acute student of
racial sensitivities and resentments, called the “built-
in we-they syndrome” has caused more dominating,
fearing, hating, killing than any other single cause
since time began.

Blacks, having suffered most grievously (at least
in America) from persecution, have perhaps the great-
est susceptibility to paranoia—remembering always
that even paranoids may have real enemies. After all,
considering what we now know about the plots
against black Americans concocted by J. Edgar
Hoover and executed by his FBI, who can blame
blacks for being forever suspicious of white inten-
tions?

Still, the New York Times—WCBS-TV poll of New
Yorkers in 1990 is startling. Sixty percent of black re-
spondents thought it true or possibly true that the gov-

W
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ernment was making drugs available in black neigh-
borhoods in order to harm black people. Twenty-nine
percent thought it true or possibly true that the AIDS
virus was invented by racist conspirators to kill blacks,

o When Mayor Edward Koch invited the irrepress-

?meﬁmm,mmm of CCNY to breakfast to discuss
the Em@!b;@mﬁbwm_m%, W\QMVW, " theory, Jeffries agreed to
come “‘but said he would not eat because white people
were trying to poison him. When he arrived,” Koch
reports, “I offered him coffee and danish, but he re-
fused it. I then offered to be his food taster, but he still
declined.”

On another occasion, Jeffries observed that
“AIDS coming out of a laboratory and finding itself
localized in certain populations certainly has to be
looked at as part of a conspiratorial process.” After a
Jeffries class, 10 black students told the Times re-
porter that AIDS and drugs were indeed part of a
white conspiracy. “During the Carter administra-
tion,” one said, “there was a document put out that
said by the year 2000, one hundred billion Africans
had to be destroyed.” “Because of who’s being devas-
tated the most, and growing up in the U.S. and know-
ing the history of slavery and racism in this country,”
an older black man said, “you can’t be black and not
feel that AIDS is some kind of experiment, some kind
of plot to hit undesirable minority populations.” -

Nor is such speculation confined to the feverish
sidewalks of New York. “Let me make a speech
before a black audience,” testifies William Raspberry,
“and sometime during the Q & A someone is certain
to ask if I believe there is a conspiracy against black
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. ‘Americans. It doesn’t matter whether the subject is

- Richard Rodriguez has observed,
scorn for assimilation.” Instead of casting off the for-.
 eign skin, as John Quincy Adams had stipulated, never

_ drugs or joblessness, school failure or teen pregnancy,

politics or immigration. I can count on hearing some

-version of the conspiracy question.” .
., .,,Eqm black case is only a more extreme version of
the persecution complex—the feeling that someone is
out to get them—to which nearly all minorities on oc- -
casion succumb. Mutual suspicion and hostility are

bound to emerge in a society bent on defining itself in

. terms of ._.omE.sm and competing groups.

Iv

“The era that began with the dream of E.ﬂmmﬂmmo?:

B

to resume it, the fashion is to resume the foreign:skin

‘as conspicuously as can be. The cult of ethnicity has

Hm<m_..mmm the movement of American history, produc-

- ing“a nation. of minorities—or at least of minority
.m_.uo.wmmamsl.l_mmm interested in joining with the major-
ity in common endeavor than in declaring their aliena-

. tion from an oppressive, white, patriarchal, racist, sex-

_ist, classist society. The ethnic ideology inculcates the
_.,.H==m_o= ‘that membership in one or msomﬂow mﬂrEo

~ group'is the basic American experience.

Most Americans, it is true, continue to see them-

L L . mo_<om primarily as individuals and only secondarily -

and trivially as adherents of a group. Nor is harm done

s%as ethnic groups display pride in their Fﬁozo @wmﬁ B

“ended up with

The ,Uwoo\\:ﬁ.o.ﬁ.:oa of America

or in their contributions to the American present. But
the division of society into fixed ethnicities nourishes a

culture of victimization and a contagion of inflamma-

ble sensitivities. >:m when a vocal and visible_minor-

ity pledges primary m:om_wy to " their groups,

‘whether éthnic, sexual, religious, or, in rare cases

(communist, fascist), political, it presents a_threat to
the brittle bonds of national identity that wo_m @:m

m:\onmm and w.mocosm society ﬁomoﬁrou .
A Umozrml% ugly miood seems to have moﬁ_om

over the one arena where freedom of i EQEQ and ex-

pression should be most unconstraiiied and civility

most respected—our colleges and universities. Itis no .

fun running a university these days. Undergraduates

can be wanton and cruel in their exclusion, their

harassment, their heavy pranks, their wounding in-

vective. Minority students, for the most understand--.

able reasons, are often vulnerable and frightened. Ra-
cial cracks, slurs, insults, vilification pose difficult
problems. Thus posters appear around the campusat .
the University of Michigan @mno&;sm the slogan of

.ﬁrm United Negro College Fund: A MIND 15 A ammwuurm:

THING . TO WASTE—ESPECIALLY ON A NIGGER. Decent
white students join the ?.oﬁ@,# against 2?8 ?.Eﬁm
and thugs. :

wnmmﬂmosﬂm and deans begin to mm_n Hrmamo?om

which is more important—protecting free speech or
preventing racial persecution? The Constitution, Jus-
tice Holmes said, embodies “the principle of free
thought—not free thought for those who agree with

us but freedom for the thought that we hate.” But'

suppose the thought we hate undercuts the Constitu-
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tion’s ideal of equal justice under law? Does not the
First Amendment protect equality as well as liberty?
how to draw a bright line between speech and behav-
ior?

One has a certain sympathy for besieged ad-
ministrators who, trying to do their best to help minor-
ity students, adopt regulations to restrict racist and
sexist speech. More than a hundred institutions, ac-
cording to the American Civil Liberties Union, had
done so by February 1991. My own decided prefer-

ence is to stand by the First Amendment and to fight

M@M@m‘nrbv\ %@@E@Monrmw.WcﬂﬁrosuHmB
not there on the firing line.

One can even understand why administrators,
not sure what best to do for minorities and eager to
keep things quiet, accept—even subsidize—separatist
remedies urged by student militants. They might,
however, ponder Kenneth Clark’s comment: “The
white liberal . . . who concedes black separatism so
hastily and benevolently must look to his own reasons,

not the least of them perhaps an exquisite relief.” And

it is sad, though instructive, that the administrations

especially disposed to encourage racial and ethnic en-
claves—like Berkeley, Michigan, Oberlin, the Univer-
sity of Massachusetts at Amherst—are, Dinesh
D’Souza (himself an Indian from India) points out, the
ones experiencing the most racial tension. Troy
Duster, a Berkeley sociologist, finds a correlation be-
tween group separatism and racial hostility ' among
students.

o Moderates who would prefer fending for them-
selves as individuals are bullied into going along with

The Decomposition of America

their group. Groups get committed to platforms and to
we-they syndromes. Faculty members appease. A
code of ideological orthodoxy emerges. The code’s
guiding principle is that nothing should be said that
might give offense to members of minority groups
(and, apparently, that anything can be said that gives
offense to white males of European origin).

The Office of Student Affairs at Smith College has

put out a bulletin listing types of oppression for people

belatedly “realizing that they are oppressed.” Some
samples of the Smith litany of sins:

AprLeism: Oppression of the differently
abled by the temporarily able.

Hererosexism: Oppression of those of sex-
ual orientation other than heterosexual, such
as gays, lesbians, and bisexuals; this can take
place by not acknowledging their existence.

Lookism: The belief that appearance is an
indicator of a person’s value; the construc-
tion of a standard for beauty/attractiveness;
and oppression through stereotypes and
generalizations of both those who do not fit
that standard and those who do.

Can they be kidding up there in Northampton?

The code imposes standards of what is called,
now rather derisively, “political correctness.” What
began as a means of controlling student incivility
threatens to become, formally or informally, a means
of olling curricula and faculty too. Clark Univer-
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sity asks professors proposing courses to explain how
“pluralistic (minority, women, etc.) views and con-
cerns are explored and integrated in this course.” A
philosopher declined to sign, doubting that the univer-
sity would ask professors to explain how “patriotic
and pro-family values are explored and integrated.”

Two distinguished American historians at Har-
vard, Bernard Bailyn and Stephan Thernstrom, of-
fered a course in population history called “The Peo-
pling of America.” Articles appeared in the Harvard
Crimson criticizing the professors for “racial insen-
sitivity,” and black students eventually presented
them with a bill of particulars. Thernstrom, an advo-
cate of ethnic history, the editor of the Harvard Ency-
clopedia of American Ethnic Groups, was accused of
racism. He had, it developed, used the term ““Indians”
instead of “Native Americans.” He had also referred
to “Oriental” religion—the adjective was deemed
“colonial and imperialistic.” Bailyn had recom-
mended diaries of Southern planters without recom-
mending slave narratives. And so on, for six single-
spaced pages.

The episode reminds one of the right-wing stu-
dents who in Joe McCarthy days used to haunt the
classrooms of liberal Harvard professors (like me)
hoping to catch whiffs of Marxism emanating from the
podium. Thernstrom decided to hell with it and gave
up the course. A signal triumph for political correct-
ness.

Those who stand up for what they believe invite

g™ 3
W i, Smear campaigns. A favorite target these days is

E% Columbia’s Teachers College, a
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first-class historian of American education, an enlight-
ened advocate of school reform, and a steadfast cham-
pion of cultural pluralism. She is dedicated to rea-
soned and temperate argument and is perseveringly
conciliatory rather than polemical in her approach.
Perhaps the fact that she is a woman persuades ethnic
chauvinists that they can bully her. Despite nasty ef-
forts at intimidation, she continues to expose the perils
of ethnocentrism with calm lucidity.

Ravitch’s unpardonable offense seems to be her
concern about unum as well as about pluribus—her
belief that history should help us understand how
bonds of cohesion make us a nation rather than an
irascible collection of unaffiliated groups. For in the
end, the cult of ethnicity defines the republic not as a
polity of individuals but as a congeries of distinct and
inviolable cultures. When a student sent a memoran-
dum to the “diversity education committee” at the
University of Pennsylvania mentioning her “deep re-
gard for the wmmmw\auw_ﬂu, a college administrator re-

turned the bwmmw.?wragm word individual under-

lined: “This is mﬁm&& \mmamuﬁmwmwmm ‘today, which. is’

considered by many to be..racist.. Arguments -that

chamipion the individual_over the_group ultimately

privileges [sic] the ‘individuals’ belonging to the larg-

est or dominantgroup.’’- - _.

"~ The contemporary sanctification of the group
puts the old idea of a coherent society at stake. Mul-
ticultural zealots reject as hegemonic the notion of a
shared commitment to common ideals. How far the

discourse has come from Crévecoeur’s “new race,”

from Tocqueville’s civic participation, from Emerson’s

A
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“smelting pot,” from Bryce’s “amazing solvent,” from
Myrdal’s “American Creed”!

Yet what has held the American people together
in the absence of a common ethnic origin has been
precisely a common adherence to ideals of democracy
and human rights that, too often transgressed in prac-
tice, forever goad us to narrow the gap vogmms prac-
tice and principle.

The American synthesis has an inevitable Anglo-
Saxon coloration, but it is no longer an exercise in
Anglo-Saxon domination. The republic embodies
ideals that transcend ethnic, religious, and political
lines. It is an experiment, reasonably successful for a
while, in creating a common identity for people of
diverse races, religions, languages, cultures. But the
experiment can continue to succeed only so long as
Americans continue to believe in the goal. If the re-

public now turns away from Washington’s old goal of

“‘one people,” what is its ?Ehma‘“%mwﬁom?&ouror

~_the mational ooEBE:J\ m@mnﬁroﬁ Balkanization,

Qw@m_ﬁm:os

“The one absolutely certain way of bringing this
nation to ruin, of preventing all possibility of its con-
tinuing to be a nation at all,” said Theodore Roosevelt,
“would be to permit it to become a tangle of squab-
bling nationalities, an intricate knot of German-
Americans, Irish-Americans, English-Americans,
French-Americans, Scandinavian-Americans, or
Italian-Americans, each preserving its separate na-
tionality.” Three-quarters of a century later we must
add a few more nationalities to T. R.’s brew. This only
strengthens his point.

e
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he attack on the\common Ametfican Eozag\ is

the culmination of the cult of ethnicity. That at-

tack was mounted in the first instance by European
Americans of non-British origin (“unmeltable eth-
nics”’) against the British foundations of American cul-
ture; then, latterly and massively, by Americans of
non-European origin against the European founda-

tions of that culture. As Theodore Roosevelt’s fore-

" boding suggests, the European immigration itself

palpitated with internal hostilities, everyone at
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everybody else’s throats—hardly the “monocultural”
crowd portrayed by ethnocentric separatists. After all,
the two great “world” wars of the twentieth century
began as fights among European states. Making a sin-
gle society out of this diversity of msﬂmmoz_mco Euro-
pean peoples.is a hard enough job. The new salience
of non-European, nonwhite stocks compounds the
challenge. And the non-Europeans, or at least their
self-appointed spokesmen, bring with them a resent-
ment, in some cases a hatred, of Europe and the West
provoked by generations of Western colonialism, rac-
ism, condescension, contempt, and cruel exploitation.

Will not this: Em_sm flow of non- mﬁo@oms immigrants

e TSR+ vy st
e WA 1 s gy

¢reate a “minority majority” that ‘will make Eurocen-

trism obsolete by the twenty-first oouﬁcnv\v This is the
- Tear of some white Americans and the hope (and
sometimes the threat) of some zosérnmm
Immigrants were responsible for a third of popu-
lation growth during the 1980s. More arrived than in
any decade since the second of the century. And the
" composition of the newcomers changed dramatically.
In 1910 nearly 90 percent of immigrants came from
Europe. In the 1980s more than 80 percent came from
Asia and Latin America.
Still, foreign-born residents oosmsﬁzﬁm only about
7 percent of the population today as against nearly 15
percent when the first Roosevelt and Wilson were
worrying, about hyphenated Americans. Stephan-

120
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Thernstrom doubts that the 5,59._5\ majority will
ever arrive. The black share in the Uo@:_mcos has
grown rather slowly—9.9 percent in 1920, 10 percent
in 1950, 11.1: Uonomsﬁ in 1970, 12.1 @Q.ooi in 1990.
Neither >m_m5 Americans nor Hispanic-Ameéricans go
in for especially large families; and family size in any
case tends to decline as income and intermarriage in-
crease. “If today’s immigrants assimilate to American
‘ways as readily as their predecessors at the turn of the
century—as seeins to be happening,” Thernstrom
oo:or&om ﬁrmnm won’t be a minority Emaozq issue
anyway.”

>Bmzom wmm so-long seen itself as the asylum for
the oppressed-and persecuted—and has done ' itself
and the world so much good thereby—that any cur-
tailment of immigration” offends something in the

- American soul. No one wants to be a Know-Nothing.

Yet uncontrolled immigration is an impossibility; so
the criteria of control are questions the American de- -

' ‘mocracy must confront. We have shifted ﬁrm basis of

admission three times this century—from national ori-
.gins in 1924 to family reunification in 1965 to needed
skills in 1990. The future of immigration policy de-
pends on ﬁro capacity of the assimilation process to
continue to do what it has done so well in the past: to
- lead newcomers to an acceptance of the language, the

PR ey

“institutions, and the @orﬁom_ Emm_m mﬁﬁ roE Eo na-

[, S

Qob.\wbm@ﬂ,rmn T
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ﬂ\HM.m,Eo@m really the root of all evil?

e crimes of
Europe against lesser breeds without the law (not to
mention even worse crimes—Hitlerism and Stalin-
ism—against other Europeans) are famous. But these
crimes do not alter other facts of history: that Europe
was the birthplace of the United States of America,
that European ideas and culture formed the republic,
that the United States is an extension of European
civilization, and that nearly ! mo Uonombﬁ Om >Bozownm
are of European descent. T

. ‘When Trving Howe, hardly a notorious conserva-

o_om m:&@m@oﬁ@.@ﬂ@ﬁi‘ﬁm_'@ bc?ﬁ%ﬁomnoﬁ-
raged reader (“having graduated this past year from
Amberst”) wrote, “Where on Howe’s list is the
n.ugﬁsv the Gita, Confucius, and other central cultural
artifacts of the peoples of our nation?” No one can
doubt the importance of these works nor the influence
they have had on other societies. But on American

society? It may be too bad that dead white European

! tive, dared write, “The Bible, Homer, ENSE

" males wm<o played so large a role in shaping our cul-

ture. w

These v:BmEBHWMmm@ﬂmﬂﬁwt ‘and not some
dastardly imperialist conspiracy, explain the Eurocen-
tric slant in American schools. Would anyone seri-

L e LA St e S ey

ozm_v\ argue that teachers should conceal the Euro-

. pean origins of American o_S__chos.v or that schools

t that’s thé way itis. One cannot erase history.

mros_m cater to the 20 percent and ignore.the-80-per—

E Pluribus Unum?

—_— |
cent? Of course the 20 percent and their contributions \
should be integrated info the curriculum too, whichis /
the point. omb:::nm_’@_r&amrma & o

But self-styled “multiculturalists™ are very often
ethnocentric separatists who see little in the Western

woa\_ﬁmmmw?wwwbm\ﬁmmﬁgmgnmHrméwmﬁog Qmm_-
tion, in this view, is inherently racist, sexist, “classist,”
hegemonic; irredeemably repressive, irredeemably
oppressive. The spread of Western culture is due not
to any innate quality but simply to the spread of West-
ern power. Thus the popularity of European classical
music around the world—and, one supposes, of Amer-
ican jazz and rock too—is evidence not of wide appeal
but of “the pattern of imperialism, in which the con-
quered culture adopts that of the conqueror.”

Such animus toward Europe lay behind the well-
known crusade against the Western-civilization
course at Stanford (“Hey-hey, ho-ho, Western cul-
ture’s got to go!”). According to the National Endow-
ment for the Humanities, students can graduate from
78 percent of American colleges and universities with-
out taking a course in the history of Western civiliza-
tion. A number of institutions—among them Dart-
mouth, Wisconsin, Mt. Holyoke—require courses in
third-world or ethnic studies but not in Western civili-
zation. The mood is one of divesting Americans of the

sinful mﬁowows Erozﬁm:oo and Seeking 8&@5@:«6 »
infusions from non- somﬁons os_::.mm y
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111
|
One of the oddities of the situation is that the assault
on the Western tradition is conducted very largely
with analytical weapons forged in the West. What are
the names invoked by the coalition of latter-day Marx-
ists, deconstructionists, poststructuralists, radical
feminists, Afrocentrists? Marx, Nietzsche, Gramsci,
Derrida, Foucault, Lacan, mmmmmwm.v.im.m Beauvoir,
Haberma ¢ Frankfurt “critical theory”
Europeans all, The “unmasking,” “demythologizing,”
ecanonizing,” “dehegemonizing” blitz against
Western culture depends on methods of critical analy-

Sis unique to the West—which surely testifies to the

wmmwwmmmrg HoQoE@HE @o»m:ﬂmraom o».nrms\mmﬁmg
tradition:—

Even Afrocentrists seem to accept subliminally
the very Eurocentric standards they think they are
rejecting. “Black intellectuals condemn Western civi-
lization,” Professor Pearce Williams says, “yet ar-
dently wish to prove it was founded by their ances-
tors.” And, like Frantz Fanon and Léopold Senghor,
whose books figure prominently on their reading lists,
Afrocentric ideologues are intellectual children of the
West they repudiate. Fanon, the eloquent spokesman
of the African wretched of the earth, had French as
his native tongue and based his analyses on Freud,
Marx, and Sartre. Senghor, the prophet of Negritude,
wrote in French, established the Senegalese educa-
tional system on the French model and, when he left

E Pluribus Unum?

the presidency of Senegal, retired to France.

Western hegemony, it would seem, can be the
source of protest as well as of power. Indeed, the inva-
sion of American schools by the Afrocentric curricu-
lum, not to mention the conquest of university depart-
ments of English and comparative literature by
deconstructionists, poststructuralists, etc., are devel-
opments that by themselves refute the extreme theory
of “cultural hegemony.” Of course[ Gramsci had a
point. Ruling values do dominate and wmaaowﬁm any

society; but they de do not have the rigid and Bo:orm:o

"grip On Amierican -democracy that academic. leftists
claim.

P,

< 2

Radical academics denounce the “canon” as an
instrument of European oppression enforcing the he-
gemony of the white race, the male sex, and the capi-
talist class, designed, in the words of one professor,
“to rewrite the past and construct the present from
the perspective of the privileged and the powerful.”
Or in the elegant words of another—and a professor
of theological ethics at that: “The canon of great liter-
ature was created by high Anglican assholes to under-
write their social class.”

The poor old canon is seen not only as con-
spiratorial but as static. Yet nothing changes more
regularly and reliably than the canon: compare, for
example, the canon in American poetry as defined by
Edmund Clarence Stedman in his Poets of America
(1885) with the canon of 1935 or of 1985 (whatever
happened to Longfellow and Whittier?); or recall the
changes that have overtaken the canonical literature
of American history in the last half-century (who

l“l)p ~
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reads Beard and Parrington now?). And the critics
clearly have no principled objection to the idea of the
canon. They simply wish to replace an old gang by a
new gang. After all, a canon means only that because
you can’t read everything, you give some books prior-
ity over others.

Oddly enough, serious Marxists—Marx and En-
gels, Lukacs, Trotsky, Gramsci—had the greatest re-
spect for what Lukacs called “the classical heritage of
mankind.”” Well they should have, for most great liter-
ature and much good history are deeply subversive in
their impact on orthodoxies. Consider the present-day

gamloms literary canon: Emerson, Jefferson, Mel-

ville, Whitman, Hawthorne, Thoreau, Lincoln,
Twain, Dickinson, William and Henry James, Henry
Adams, Holmes, Dreiser, Faulkner, O'Neill. Lackeys
of the ruling class? Apologists for the privileged and
the powerful? Agents of American imperialism?
Come onl!

It is time to adjourn the chat about hegemony. If
hegemony were as real as the cultural radicals pre-
tend, Afrocentrism would never have got anywhere,
and the heirs of William Lyon Phelps would still be
running the Modern H.msm:mmm Association.

Iv

Is the Western tradition a bar to progress and a curse
on humanity? Would_it really do America and the
world good t rid of the European legacy?

No doubt Europe errible things, not

\

E WN.:Z..?Z Unum?

least to itself. But what culture has not? History, said
Edward Gibbon, is little more than the register of the
crimes, follies, and misfortunes of mankind. The sins
of the West are no worse than the sins of Asia or of the
Middle Eastor of Affica. I

R U

There Témains, however, a crucial difference be-
tween the Western tradition and the others. The
crimes of the West have produced their own an-
tidotes. They have provoked great movements to end
slavery, to raise the status of women, to abolish tor-
ture, to combat racism, to defend freedom of inquiry
and expression, to advance personal liberty and
human rights. ,

Whatever the particular crimes of Europe, that
continent is also the source—the unique source—of
those liberating ideas of individual liberty, political
democracy, the rule of law, human rights, and cultural
freedom that constitute our most precious legacy and
to which most of the world today aspires. These are
European ideas, not Asian, nor African, nor Middle
Eastern ideas, except by adoption.

The freedoms of inquiry and of artistic creation,
for example, are Western values, Consider the differ-
ing reactions to the case of Salman Rushdie: what the
West saw as an intolerable attack on individual free-
dom the Middle East saw as a proper punishment for
an evildoer who had violated the mores of his group.
Individualism itself is looked on with abhorrence and
dread by collectivist cultures in which loyalty to the
group overrides personal goals—cultures that, social
scientists say, comprise about 70 percent of the
world’s population.
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There is mE.m_% no reason for. smmﬁmns civilization
to have guilt trips laid on it by champions of cultures
vmmom on despotism, superstition, tribalism, and fanat-

~icism. In this regard the Afrocentrists are especially
absurd. The West needs no lectures on the superior
virtue of those “sun people” who sustained slavery
until Western imperialism abolished it (and, it is re-
ported, sustain it to this day in Mauritania and the
Sudan), who still keep women in subjection and cut off
their clitorises, who carry out racial persecutions not
only against Indians and other Asians but against fel-
low Africans from the wrong tribes, who show them-
selves either incapable of operating a democracy or

i ideologically hostile to the democratic idea, and who

\, in their tyrannies and massacres, their Idi Amins and

(- Boukassas, have stamped with utmost g.ﬁmr@ on

_\_ human rights. .

~ Certainly 'the European overlords did little
“enough to prepare Africa for self-government. But de-
mocracy would find it hard in any case to put down
roots in a tribalist and patrimonial culture that, long
before the West invaded Africa, had sacralized the
personal authority of chieftains and ordained the sub-
mission of the rest. What the West would call corrup-
tion is regarded through much of Africa as no more
than the prerogative of power. Competitive political
parties, an independent judiciary, a free press, the
rule of law are alien to African traditions.

It was the F rench, not the Algerians, who freed

Algerian women from the veil (much to the irritation

~of Frantz Fanon, who regarded deveiling as symbolic

rape); as in'India it was the British, not the Indians,
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E cent societies are animated by Western, not by Afri-

_ - periment than we sometimes remember. Histor

m w?:.sw:m Q::Sw

{ Sro msmam AoH did their best 8 m:& the roﬂ_Em cus-

-, 27 -tom of suttee—widows burning themselves alive on
..,,..;ﬁrm:. husbands’ funeral pyres. And it was the West,

. not the non-Western cultures, that launched the cru-

sade to wvormr slavery—and in doing so encountered

. B_mrq resistance, especially in the Islamic world

(where Moslems, with fine impartiality, enslaved
.Er_ﬁmm as-well as blacks). Those many. brave and hu-
mane Africans who are struggling these days for de-

........... R rwtuhuheo e e

- can, ideals. S\?ﬁo guilt can be pushed too H.W/Y\\\\L

The Western commitment to human rights has

_ .:n@:mmuosmz% been intermittent and _E@Qmmoﬁ ‘Yet
“the _mmm_ remains—and movement toward it has been

real, if sporadic. Today it is the Western democratic

- tradition ﬁrmﬁ attracts and empowers @oo@_o of all con-
R ,‘ "- tinents; Qmmmm and colors. When the Or_nmmo stu-

- dents cried and died for mmEoowmo% in Tiananmen (=+
. —_——

i

Square, they brought with them not representations

-of Oo:m:o_cm or Buddha but a Bomm_ of .Hra mﬂmwco!ﬁ

h&oH

v \Qﬁ&\ ﬁ\wﬁ\ Hwo):

,Hro mh.omﬁ >Bmzoms mmv\_za as Onm<ooooE. om__om it,

. open, as Smmrmzmﬁos said, to the owvnmmmmm and per-
"~ secuted of all nations, has been from the start an ex-

,@oEBoE in a multiethnic society. This is a bolder ex-

' s,

- _:ﬁmuom SE._ the wreck of states that 5@& to combine

.m_<9.wm oﬁr. _o or linguistic or religious groups within : a
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single sovereignty. Today’s headlines tell of imminent
Crisis oF impending dissolution in one or another mul-
tiethnic polity—the Soviet Union, India, Yugoslavia,
Czechoslovakia, Ireland, Belgium, Canada, Lebanon,

Cyprus, Israel, Ceylon, Spain, Nigeria, Kenya, An-

gola, Trinidad, Guyana. . . . The list is almost endless.

- T T " The luck so far of the American experiment has been
A . due EEZ to ﬁﬁmm@o» the melting pot. “No

§ U» g "/ other nation,” Margaret Thatcher has said, “has so
| P | successfully combined people of different races and
w7 '_mations within a single culfure.” T

" But even in the United States, ethnic ideologues
N .
" have not been without effect. They have set them-
.~ selves against the old American ideal of assimilation,
They call on the republic to think in terms not of indi-
. vidual but of group identity and to \B@N@E
. _from_individual rights to group rights. They have
- made a certain progress in transforming the United
. States into a more segregated society. They have done
| their best to turn a college generation against Europe
' and the Western tradition. They have imposed ethno-
centric, Afrocentric, and bilingual curricula on public
schools, well designed to hold minority children out of
American society. They have told young people from

W fw minority groups that the Western democratic tradition
3 ﬁ; is not for them. They have encouraged minorities to
,m wfm | see themselves as victims and to live by alibis rather

EY \ than to claim the opportunities opened for them by

the potent combination of black protest and white
\ guilt. They have filled the air with recrimination and

rancor and have remarkably advanced the fragmenta-
/ tion of American life.

130 .

- neighborhoods stll want to shed their ethnicity and~ ¢

E Pluribus Unum?

Yet I believe the campaign against the idea of
common ideals and a single society will fail. Gunnar
HSW&& was surely right: for all the damage it has
done, the upsurge of ethnicity is a superficial enthusi-
asm stirred by romantic ideologues and unscrupulous
‘hucksters whose claim to speak for their minorities is
. ﬁro:.mrmmmm_v\ woomwﬁom,v% the media. I mocvﬁ that the
ethnic vogue expresses a reversal of direction from
assimilation to apartheid among the minorities them-
‘selves. Indeed, the more the ideologues press the case
for. ethnic separatism, the less they appeal to the mass
of their own groups. They have thus far done better in
intimidating the white majority than in converting
their own constituencies." - -
“No nation E.Emﬁ.oéw: writes Lawrence Fuchs,
the political scientist and immigration expert in his
fine book The American Kaleidoscope, ““had ?.96@/

.mmmcooomm?_mmﬁrm@Ewmmhﬁmﬁmr ,Bmamm_.wm..mwﬁﬂo ._wT\_\.A,
mmwmmwuﬂ No nation before had ever made &K@ﬁ«\

itself a source of national identity and unity.” waz _
second sentence explains the success described in the'y \U
mH..mr. and the mechanism for translating diversity into
:.Eq has been the American Creed, the civic cul-
ture—the <¢J~ assimilating. unifying culture that is

" today challenged, and not seldom rejected, v.% the

ideologues of ethnicity. - h “ . ,
~ A historian’s guess is that the resources of the . BuJ ™ |
Creed have not been exhausted. Americanization has 2

— R R o T T e I e .
‘not lost its charms. Many sons and daughters of ethnic - “&ep~

_miove to the suburbs as fast as they can—where they

o P ety

~ will be-réceived with far more tolerance than they e
S S 131
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would have been 70 years ago. The desire for achieve-
ment and success in American society remains a po-
tent force for assimilation. Ethnic subcultures, Ste-
phen Steinberg, msgo}om The Ethnic Myth, points
out, fade away “because circumstances forced them
to make choices that undermined the basis for cultural
survival.” .

M.\z Others may enjoy their ethnic :&mwvoar,oo%\vcn

see no conflict between foreign descent and American

_owm_fa\.‘ Unlike the multiculturalists, they celebrate

| A

Inot only what is disfinctive in their own backgrounds
'but what they hold in common with the rest of the

\,_ population. _

~ " The ethnic identification often tends toward
superficiality. The sociologist Richard Alba’s study of
children and grandchildren of immigrants in the Al-
bany, New York, area shows the most popular “ethnic
experience” to be sampling the ancestral cuisine. Still,
less than half the respondents picked that, and only
one percent ate ethnic food every day. Only one-fifth
| acknowledged a sense of special relationship to people
BT e GAC of their own ethnic background; less than one-sixth
?:g taught their children about their ethnic origins; al-
, . most none was fluent in the language of the old coun-
—Niw\mr met) //Q%. “It is hard to avoid the conclusion,” Alba writes,
{ollone. . _)"that ethnic experience is shallow for the greatmajor-
ity of whites.”

If ethnic experience is a good deal less shallow for
blacks, it is because of their bitter experience in Amer-
ica, not because of their memories of Africa. Nonethe-
less most blacks prefer “black” to ““African-Ameri-
cans,” fight bravely and patriotically for their country,
and would move to the suburbs too if income and rac-
ism would permit. ,

ﬂ, 132
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As for Hispanic-Americans, first-generation His- .
panics born in the United States speak English flu-
ently, according to a Rand Corporation study; more
than half of second-generation Hispanics give up “ g@\_&\
Spanish altogether. When Vista, an English-language oty
monthly for Hispanics, asked its readers what histori- S
cal figures they most admired, Washington, Lincoln, | ““%¥/ N,N.«,\.\..\
and Theodore Roosevelt led the list, with Benito | =% s,
Judrez trailing behind as fourth, and Eleanor Roose- v@&\w\g
velt and Martin Luther King Jr. tied for fifth. So much
for ethnic role models. .

Nor, despite the effort of ethnic ideologues, are
minority groups all that hermetically sealed off from
each other, except in special situations, like colleges,
where ideologues are authority figures. The wedding
notices in any newspaper testify to the increased
equanimity with which people these days marry
across ethnic lines, across religious lines, even, though
to a smaller degree, across racial lines. Around half of
Asian-American marriages are with non-Orientals,
and the Census Bureau estimates one million interra-
cial—mostly black-white—marriages in 1990 as -
against 310,000 in 1970. i

VI NL“ 5 2
L

The ethnic revolt against the melting pot has reached
the point, in rhetoric at least, though not I think in
reality, of a denial of the idea of a common culture and
a single society. If large numbers of people really ac-
cept this, the republic would be in serious trouble.
The question poses itself: how to restore the _um_mmmm
between unum and pluribus? -

- L e e s e
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The old American r,oaomasﬁq disappeared well

E Pluribus Unum?

Historically and culturally @Wm-wowcv:o has an \.\mva& e
over a century ago, never to return. Ever since, we >=m_ouwm.wmm base; but from the start the base has ° ~
have been preoccupied in one way or another with the 'been modified, enriched, and reconstituted by trans- \\

" problem, as Herbert O.H.o_% phrased in 80 years back in
The Promise of American Life, “of preventing such

L LT T -

. N i PR I . v
fusions from other continents and civilizations. The

P Sy S et

movement from exclusion to inclusion causes a con-
movement

Tz

“divisions from dissolving the society into which they stant revision in the texture of our culture. The ethnic </
enter—of keeping such a highly differentiated society “transfusions wmmm\&gmgwomﬂﬁg-ﬁﬁﬂ \SNWP
fundamentally sound and whole.” This ‘required, %ﬂqﬁmﬂ&n@ our music, our painting, our S o,
Croly believed, an. “ultimate bond of union.” There movies;-our cuisine,-our customs, our dreams. — teep /o
“was only one way by which solidarity could be re- " Black Americans in particular \m.%m:mwgn w -
stored, “and that is by means of a democratic social Hrn:e,@«mn‘.‘.mmm:%sm national culture in many ways. B
© ideal....” .\m,‘rm%‘ have lived here for centuries, and, unless one _ o ‘
r~ “The genius of America lies in its capacity to forge believes in racist mysticism, they belong far more to e
' a single nation from peoples of remarkably diverse American culture than to the culture of Africa. Their
Tm&m_v religious, and ethnic origins. It has done so be- history is part of the Western democratic tradition,
\cause democratic principles provide both the philo- not an alternative to it. Henry Louis Gates Jr. reminds
1sophical bond of union and practical experience in us of James Baldwin’s remark about coming to Europe -
“‘,_. civic participation. The American Creed envisages a to find out that he was “‘as American as any Texas
' nation composed of individuals making their own G.I.” No one does black Americans more disservice A
- choices and accountable to themselves, not a nation than those Afrocentric ideologues who would define
; based on inviolable ethnic communities. The Consti- them out of the West.
tution turns on individual rights, not on group rights. The interplay of diverse traditions produces the
i Law, in order to rectify past wrongs, has from time to America we know. “Paradoxical though it may seem,”
\ time (and in my'view often properly so) acknowledged Diane Ravitch has well said, “the United States has a
/«, ﬂ.ro claims of groups; but this is the exception, not the common culture that is multicultural.” That is why
| :/z_o. o - memﬁ:m no:m,ow_ ideals coexist so lmem_MWMQI o.rwmﬁmm:,%
i | * Our democratic principles contemplate an open with diversity E.mbﬁﬁ@b@Es:E: the
: , @m\f society founded on tolerance of differences and on oﬂmmnom_sm Wam:mow_ commitment, people are free to
W, mutual respect. In practice, America ‘has been more live as they choose, ethnically and otherwise. Differ-
g NV \Mwmwmmw mm@mmmmﬂﬁbmwmmwg.m: ences will remain; some are reinvented; some are
] f\%a / today thani sterday and is likely to be even used to drive us apart. But as we renew our w:ammmzo.o
- Q@E h/ Anore-open-tomarrow than today. The steady move- to the unifying ideals, we provide the solvent that will
; _ /,,,,mﬁmbﬂ of American life has been trom exclusion to in- prevent differences from escalating into antagonism
A _ clusion. : ; : and hatred. |
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= E@:\ﬁo@r%\?%:ﬁm its ideals z:.ozmw debate,

Mmool .

T x‘\|vl\l! S

~ and principle. It is

" because.it is 3 ﬁrmﬁgbm%.w: Americans together.
" Letus by all means in this increasingly mixed-up
world learn about those other continents and civiliza-
tions. But let us master our own history first. Lamen-
table as somé¢ may think it, we inherit an American
experience, as America inherits a European experi-
ence. To deny the. mosam:% European origi
American culture is to falsify history.

Americans of whatever origin should take pride
in the distinctive inheritance to which Em% have all
.oosgvimm as other nations take pride in their dis-

- tinctive inheritances. wmrmm in one’s own oc_ﬂcuo does

—— e

soﬁ t require disdain moH omﬁa cultures. But one step at

: a time: no culture can hope to ingest other cultures all

" at once, certainly not before it ingests its own. As we
begin to master our own culture, ﬁrmb we can explore
the world.

Our schools and colleges have a responsibility to

One powerful reason for the movement from ex-
clusion to inclusion is that the American Creed facili-
tates the appeal from the actual to the ideal. When we
talk of the American democratic faith, we must under-
stand it in its true dimensions. It is not an impervious,
final, and complacent orthodoxy, intolerant of devia-

- tion and dissent, fulfilled in flag salutes, oaths of alle-
giance, and hands over the heart. It is an ever- -evolv-

| self-criticism, protest, disrespect, and irreverence; a
tradition in which all have rights of rmﬁmwom@«,&, and
o@@oHEESOm for self-assertion. The @rwm been

- the means by which Americans have haltingly but
persistently :E.Hoiom the gap between performance

E Pluribus Unum?

teach history for its own sake—as part of the intellec-

tual equipment of civilized persons—and not to de- _
grade history by allowing its contents to be dictated by
pressure groups, whether political, economic, reli-

gious, or ethnic. The past may sometimes give offense

to one or another minority; that is no reason for re-

iznbm ranoJN \OEE@EE mBmwm vetoes over

‘textbooks and courses betrays both history m:m educa-

aQﬂ.wmovmu_w\l\mMamWﬁ.ﬁlrz@mw\lé_: ‘convey a sense om,_, g\
the variety, continuity, and adaptability of cultures, of

AT

PR e — =

the need for understanding other cultures, of the abil-

Pl et iy

_@ of individuals and peoples to overcome. ovmﬂmo_mm

e xl:lr.yl..‘\lnl\lL

(m the importance of critical analysis and m_mummm_osmﬁm
judgment in every area of life.

A~ e e

Above all, history can give a mmsmm of national J

_mosaJ\ We don’t have to believe that oE. “values are

absolutely better than the next fellow’s or. the next \Q,QD -

country’s, but we have no doubt that they_are better “ R,

or us, Homumm as we are—and are 29.5 living by and / £
f e,

“worth &:zm for. For our values are not matters of

A=\t S — ———
—— .

whim and rmwwoumnmgo History has given them to
us. They are anchored in our smcosm_ experience, in
our great national mooEBmsﬁm E our :wﬂosm_ ro_.oom

in our mozgcmva traditions, mzmimﬁmmmmmam wmo@_@

with a different history will have differing values. But

we believe that our own|are better for us. ro% work *
for us; and, for that reason, we live and die by them.

It rw.zmlmyrms mmn..o!ﬂmﬂ._mro ‘the values 3& for a
our citizens, and we still have a good distance to go,
but we have made progress. If we now repudiate the .
quite marvelous inheritance that history bestows on
us, we invite the fragmentation of ﬁrmucmmosm_ com-

munity into a quarrelsome spatter of _mbo_.mém,. mrmﬁ-
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fv\ dom, politica m»ﬁ%&wwmo@i and human. rights. These

{
M -races, and creeds.

mzmmo_oczv\ fragile, or so it seems o me, that it makes

————— ‘x'll\\\clll/b/
no sense to strain them by. encouraging mzm axm_csm

cultural and linguistic apartheid.

The—American-identity wilt never be fixed and

~eAmeriea
final{ it will m_éw%m;@mx_‘: n the making. Orw:mom in the

population have &im%m g.o:mrﬁlrmsm% in the na-

e e pem e

tional ethos and will oosanso to do SO; but not, one

| —must hope, at the expense of national integration, The
ocomcos America confronts as a @_Emrmno society is

roi to vindicate orozmrmm oc_ﬁznmm and traditions

sﬁroﬁ breaking the ,_.rosmm Om oo:mﬁo¢|oo§505

e e e A S e

_mom_m _common_political Emﬁgaosm common lan-

m:mmmooBEosoz_EuoooEBos;mmﬁTngﬁroE Hrm
republic together. _ R

Our task is to combine due appreciation of the

_msm& diversity of the.nation with

ue emphasis on

the great unifying Western ideas of indjvi 12l free-

e e S

are the ideas that define the American smﬂoswrQI

‘and_thattoday empower ‘people “of “all continents,

“What then is the American, this new man? .
Here individuals of all nations are melted into a new
race of men.” Still a good answer—still the best hope.

Zoﬁmm on
~Sources

wwwﬂ«wﬁ

FOREWORD

The quotation on p. 11 is from “War in Europe,” Economist,
July 6, 1991.-

The quotation on p. 11 is from John Grimond, “For want of
glue,” Economist, June 29, 1991. .

The Michael Ignatieff quotation on p. 11 is from “A rich na-
tion is tearing itself apart,” London Observer, June 9, 1991. .

The aco.nma.osm on p. 12 are from Letter III in Crévecoeur’s
Letters from an American Farmer (1782). Emphasis added in the

last sentence.
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