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l-l-.N  O F  C
Marlene Sprinjjc:

C S I  j u d g e s  i t s  p r o f e s s o r s  b y  w h a t  a p p e a r s  t o  b e  a  t h o r o u g h l y  
d e m o c r a t i c  p r o c e s s .  T w o  b o d i e s  c o n s i s t i n g  o f  e x p e r i e n c e d  
a c a d e m i c i a n s  -  t h e  A p p o i n t m e n t s  C o m m i t t e e  f r o m  t h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  o f  P o l i t i c a l  S c i e n c e ,  E c o n o m i c s  &  P h i l o s o p h y ,  a n d  t h e  
C o l l e g e  P e r s o n n e l  &  B u d g e t  C o m m i t t e e  -  e a c h  d e m o c r a t i c a l l y  v o t e d  i n  
t h e  a f f i r m a t i v e  t h a t  P r o f e s s o r  C h a l m e r s  C l a r k ’s  a c a d e m i c ,  p u b l i s h i n g  
a n d  t e a c h i n g  r e c o r d  m e r i t s  t h e  g r a n t i n g  o f  t e n u r e .  H a v i n g  r e c e i v e d  t h e  
a f f i r m a t i v e  d e c i s i o n s  o f  b o t h  a c a d e m i c  b o d i e s ,  C S I  P r e s i d e n t  M a r l e n e  
S p r i n g e r ,  u t i l i z i n g  h e r  m o n a r c h a l  p o w e r s ,  i g n o r e d  t h e i r  d e m o c r a t i c  
d e c i s i o n s ,  a n d  d e n i e d  t e n u r e  t o  P r o f e s s o r  C l a r k .
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This is just another example o f how 
CSI often supplants visages o f democra
cy by creating structures reminiscent of 
old-style, autocratic English monarchies 
(before Charles Is  execution in 1649).

M uch like the queen o f a small 
British colonial state, our very own 
Queen, M arlene Springer -  “President” 
o f the College o f Staten Island, utilizes 
her power in an egregious, despotic fash
ion to aggrandize herself to the CU N Y  
Board o f Trustees. O n  the face o f it, 
Marlene Springer advances the image of 
a noble, benevolent Queen who is most 
concerned with improving the academic 
quality and reputation o f our campus. 
Yet when one gazes beyond the facade, it 
becomes apparent that Q ueen Springer 
has ignored the interests o f her subjects -  
students, faculty, and staff -  in favor o f 
prostituting herself to the mandates dic
tated by the CU N Y  Trustees, which are 
dom inated  by conservative business 
“leaders” and lawyers from the Giuliani 
regime.

Professor Chalmers C. Clark, a prod
uct o f the CU N Y  G raduate Center, 
where he earned a doctorate in philoso

phy, has been instructing students at CSI 
since 1986 as part o f the D epartm ent of 
Political Science, Econom ics and 
Philosophy. Specializing in applied ethics 
and naturalized epistemology. Professor 
Clark has been awarded a medical ethics 
graduate fellowship from M ount Sinai 
College o f Education as well as a research 
grant from PSC -C U N Y  to travel to the 
Netherlands for research on physician 
assisted suicide. As a noted academic on 
the philosophy o f W.V. Q uine, Professor 
Clark’s scholarship has been cited by 
num erous academicians, including the 
Distinguished Professor o f Philosophy 
and Linguistics, J.J. Katz. As a testam ent 
to Professor Clark’s significance to the 
field o f Q uinean studies, the editor o f the 
Review of Metaphysics selected Professor 
Clark out o f an abundance o f candidates 
to author their m em oriam  after the pass
ing o f em inent philosopher W.V. Quine. 
Clark’s interdisciplinary w ork on the 
epistemology o f science, has garnered 
him  respect by m any scientists on CSI’s 
campus — so m uch so that he gave a lec
ture in one o f their science series, thus 
helping to bring together the work o f

professors from divergent fields o f study.
After appealing the President’s deci

sion (which was subsequently denied). 
Queen M arlene dispatched a crude letter 
inform ing Professor Clark o f the reasons 
for her decision ( the contents o f which 
are printed in its entirety on page 10). 
Springer’s m ain  criteria for denying 
tenure to Professor Clark lie (in w hat is 
now acknowledged by CSI faculty) to be 
her gross and purposeful m isunderstand
ing o f the academic distinction between 
refereed “journal articles” and “chapters 
in books”.

W hen the student body o f CSI was 
inform ed o f Queen Springer’s decision, 
thoughts o f disappointm ent, outrage and 
anger consum ed the minds o f Professor 
Clark’s students. It had been obvious that 
Queen M arlene had ignored students’ 
evaluations o f Professor Clark’s teaching 
skills and abilities.

After reviewing student evaluations 
from Clark’s classes (which were excel
lent), Third Rail Magazine began inter
viewing form er students o f Professor 
Clark’s. T he response was unanim ous. 
N ot one student interviewed by Third
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Rail had a bad w ord to say about 
Professor Clark’s abilities. Rather, stu
dents found him  to be a professor o f the 
highest caliber.

In Q ueen  Springer’s letter to 
Professor C lark, it is curious tha t 
M arlene is careful n o t to question  
Professor C lark’s teaching excellence, 
because as she concedes, official evalua
tions from students were outstanding. 
M any students told us that Clark was 
simply the best professor they had ever 
encountered. Several posited that he pos
sessed a unique ability to make the most 
com plex philosophical m aterial 
digestible to average students. Having 
been students o f Professor Clark’s, both 
authors here, th ink  he is quite simply the 
prototype o f what a professor should be 
-  organized, well spoken (a great com 
m unicator o f his subject m atter), knowl
edgeable, patient, respectful o f students

P r o f e s s o r  C h a l m e r s  C l a r k

needs, and a master teacher.
W hile one may question Third Rail's 

conclusions in regard to Professor Clark’s 
tenure denial, CSI professors across the 
political spectrum , from right to left, 
share our conclusions. Several professors 
(including departm ent/program  heads) 
have approached Third Rail Magazine 
to subm it letters describing their reac
tions to Q ueen Springer’s unfair decision 
(their letters appear on page 12).

In an interview w ith Third Rail, 
Larry Nachm an, Professor Emeritus o f 
the CSI Political Science D epartm ent, a 
right-wing, conservative faculty member, 
shared his belief that Q ueen Springer’s 
decision is unjust. O n  the wall above 
N achm an’s cluttered desk is a picture o f 
(perhaps the m ost heinous right-w ing 
president in U.S. history) R onald 
Reagan. N achm an, as a defender o f the 
anti-dem ocratic status-quo, has no issue 
w ith the general guidelines set down by 
the C U N Y  Board o f Trustees regarding 
the granting o f tenure to faculty m em 
bers. These guidelines state that a presi
dent’s academic judgem ent cannot be 
questioned. Yet after exam ining 
President Springer’s letter. Professor 
N achm an  concluded  th a t Professor 
Clark’s denial o f tenure was not based on 
an academic decision, bu t rather the 
decision came first and the justification 
was created after the fact! In his words, 
“this decision doesn’t pass the smell test.” 
N achm an bases his assessment on several 
factors.

Firstly, he offered that there is a major 
omission in Springer’s letter— she makes 
no reference to outside evaluators. W hen 
a professor applies for tenure, it is cus
tom ary for his academic papers to be 
evaluated by outside experts and profes
sors w ho then  recom m end w hether 
tenure should be granted. Therefore, one 
can logically conclude that the scholars 
who assessed Professor Clark’s scholar
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ship m ust have recom m ended tenure; 
otherwise Springer would have utilized 
them  in defending her decision. 
Furtherm ore, N achm an questions why 
Springer’s judgm ent is superior to profes
sional philosophers (both in CSI’s phi
losophy program  as well as the outside 
evaluators).

Secondly, N achm an  claim ed tha t 
Springer’s distinction between refereed 
journals being superior to non—refereed 
journals and chapters in books is factual
ly wrong. In fact, N achm an posits the 
view that m ost prestigious journals are 
no t refereed, because they are based on 
the good judgem ent o f a distinguished 
editor. T he editor o f a book or journal 
puts their reputation on the line, so 
therefore they are going to be sure that 
the work included is o f the highest qual
ity. N achm an  fu rth er claims tha t a 
responsible academ ic w ould  have 
researched the field that the candidate for 
tenure is engaged in, to find out w hat the 
norms for publishing are in that disci
pline. For example, N achm an says that 
in m ost areas o f science, w riting books is 
not part o f w hat m ost scientist do (the 
exception being for scientists who write 
popular books for general consum ption, 
such as S tephen J. G ould , R ichard 
D aw kins, and Stephen H aw king), 
instead they publish their findings in sci
entific journals. Logically one should not 
judge a scientist by the same criteria that 
one w ould utilize in judging the work o f 
other academic disciplines. According to 
N achm an, if  Springer w ould have done 
her hom ew ork (or in Third Rail’s opin
ion, had she any degree o f true com pe
tence) she w ould have found that some 
good philosophers publish relatively lit
tle, but rather they produce their work 
through conference papers. N achm an 
gave the example o f the well respected 
Colum bia University Professor, Sidney 
M organbesser as someone who publishes 
m ostly  in conference papers. B ut 
N achm an also states w ithout hesitation, 
that Professor Clark did indeed publish 
enough in accordance w ith the standards 
he was given.

Professor Clark published w ithin the 
academic philosophy sphere from  his 
superb w ork in medical ethics to insight
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ful critiques o f W.V. Q uine’s philosophy. 
Springer also conveniently ignored in her 
letter that a CUNY wide comm ittee o f 
philosophers rewarded Professor Clark a 
grant to do research in H olland on m ed
ical ethics; this comm ittee was by defini
tion refereed.

Professor N achm an explained to 
T h i r d  R a i l  that he first encountered 
Professor Clark in the m id-80’s. At the 
time, Clark was an adjunct professor pu r
suing a Ph.D . at the CU N Y  Graduate 
Center. Nachm an was assigned to observe 
and critique Clark’s teaching ability in 
front o f a class. N achm an discovered 
Clark to be a teacher o f exceptional abili
ty. Professor Nachm an felt that Clark 
refused to water down complex philo
sophical material, but rather explained it 
in such a thorough and exquisite fashion 
that the students could com prehend it. 
Nachm an recognized that Professor Clark 
had great respect for his students. After 
the class, N achm an did som ething that he 
had never done before—  he offered 
Professor Clark to come over to his near
by hom e to have a cup o f coffee. 
Nachm an encouraged Professor Clark to 
complete his Ph.D . studies, because he 
possessed tremendous teaching abilities 
and would be a credit to the profession.

N achm an’s account o f Professor 
Clark’s pedagogical abilities have been 
echoed by numerous students and profes
sors. Professor Clark recently taught an 
American philosophy class which excited 
both him  and his students. Professor 
Clark was proud o f the fact that the stu
dents were able to grasp the complex his
torical relationships between the varied 
schools o f though t tha t make up 
American Philosophy. M any o f the stu
dents were happy to have a teacher w ith 
the ability to assist them  in this difficult 
endeavor.

Professor Clark always had tim e to 
help students improve their com prehen
sion o f philosophy. W hen conducting a 
6:30 to 9:50 pm  class he would remain 
after class to help students, even if that 
meant that he would not leave the build
ing until after 1 1pm. Professor Clark was 
also known to spend time engaging in 

k  philosophical dialogue w ith students in 
*  his office; the discussions would often go
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beyond the content o f the particular class
es that he was teaching that semester. Yet 
his love o f philosophy w ould keep him  
engaged for hours.

U nder Queen Springer’s rule, it would 
have been more advantageous for him  to 
expel the students from his office and 
keep to strict office hours so that he could 
conduct his research.

This represents the problem with an 
adm inistrator who is completely detached 
from the true learning that takes place on 
this campus. Perhaps Q ueen M arlene 
does not care if students are learning 
about disciplines like philosophy. 
H er concern seems to be more geared 
towards her careerist am bitions o f follow
ing the edicts sent down by “80th Street” 
(Board o f Trustees). M any professors and 
progressive administrators have speculat
ed that the C U N Y  Board o f Trustees 
instructed Springer not to rubber stamp 
tenure appointm ents. Consequently, she 
decided to make an “example” o f one o f 
the m ost well th o u g h t-o f professors on 
this campus.

In her letter o f explanation for deny
ing tenure, Springer dichotom izes 
between “journal articles” and “chapters 
in books,” based on her crude notion  o f 
academic weight. Such criteria elucidates 
the detached and silly calculus used in her 
decision to deny Professor Clark tenure.

But, as Professor Nachm an asked, is a 
third rate refereed journal o f a higher 
quality than a chapter in a book that has a 
distinguished editor? T he argum ent can 
be made that a chapter in a book is refer
eed at a higher level than a journal piece, 
for the very fact that a book chapter is 
more scrutinized because the editor has 
more at stake —  the editor’s nam e is on 
the front cover. T he same is true for 
papers “selected” from academic confer
ences, because the editor or editors had to 
select the piece am ong m any others, again 
pu tting  their reputation on the line. O n 
the other hand, a geographically isolated

m em ber o f an editorial board o f a refereed 
journal has his name hidden inside the 
journal am ong m any others. Therefore, 
does anyone really believe that a refereed 
journal article is p r i m a  f a c i e  superior to a 
chapter in a book? Obviously our simple 
m inded southern Q ueen does!

But perhaps the best evidence disprov
ing Q ueen Springer’s purposeful incoher
ent arguments emanates from the Queen’s 
own D uchess— Vice President for
Academic Affairs/Provost, Mirella Aifron. 
In a docum ent obtained by T h i r d  R a i l  
M a g a z i n e ,  dated January 2, 1997, Aifron 
outhnes the fashion in which a professor’s 
C u r r ic u la  V i ta e  (academic resumej is to be 
presented for p rom otions (such as 
tenure). Aifron writes, “Refereeing is the 
critical issue, not whether articles or chap
ters were invited or subm itted blind .” 
Afifron further asserts that “Introductions 
or chapters in individual books appear 
under (column) “B. REFEREED A RTI
CLES A N D  CHAPTERS IN  B O O K S.” 
Affron makes n o  d istinction  between 
chapters in books and articles in journals. 
Therefore, why are Professor Clark’s chap
ters in books not given equal academic 
weight with journal articles? Clark’s pieces 
were indeed refereed by editors. 
Considering Professor Clark was appoint
ed to a tenure track position in 1996, this 
is the criteria which he should presumably 
be judged by.

CSI Professor Em erita o f Economics, 
Robin Carey thrusts another damaging 
strike at Queen Springer’s assertion that 
there is a distinction between journal arti
cles and chapters in books. In a letter to 
Professor Clark ( w h i c h  is  r e p r i n t e d  i n  i t s  
e n t i r e t y  o n  p a g e  1 0 ) ,  Professor Carey, the 
then-Chairperson o f the Political Science, 
Economics & Philosophy D epartm ent, 
clearly explains that Queen Springer e r r e d  
in her evaluation o f Professor Clark’s 
C u r r ic u la  V ita e . In her letter. Professor 
Carey explains that M arlene m isinterpret
ed Carey’s A n n u a l  E v a l u a t io n  C o n fe r e n c e  
M e m o r a n d u m  and incorrectly concluded 
that Professor Clark had failed to live up 
to Carey’s expectations. Professor Carey 
points ou t that articles appearing in jou r
nals and chapters in books m erit e q u a l  
academic weight and therefore Queen 
M arlene had misjudged Professor Clark’s
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publication record. Professor Carey cites 
her understanding o f M irella Affron’s 
guidelines as evidence that chapters in 
books should be given equal weight to 
articles in journals. Carey’s interpretation 
of AfFron’s guidelines are bolstered by the 
fact that M irella Affron voted in the affir
mative to grant Professor Clark tenure 
du ring  the Personnel &  Budget 
C om m ittee meeting.

Q ueen Springer exclaims in her letter 
that it is in her “judgem ent” that there is 
a distinction between refereed journal 
articles and chapters in books drawn from 
conferences, but the queen’s “judgem ent” 
should be inconsequential when com 
pared to the rules and precedents set 
down by the college. Otherwise, the deci
sions in such matters become capricious 
and arbitrary (at the queen’s whim  or her 
latest, shameless self prom otional strate
gy). A nother point clarified in Affron’s 
letter is that an article that is “forthcom 
ing” is synonymous to an article that has 
been accepted under contract. Springer 
does not com pute two “forthcom ing”

articles into her silly calculus because she 
is no t inform ed o f who the publisher will 
be or the date o f publication (and, o f 
course because they are chapters in 
books). O ne m ust w onder why she does
n’t get off her royal ass and find this 
inform ation out, considering the fact that 
they fall under the rubric o f “forthcom 
ing,” instead o f looking for every possible 
way to be a punitive m onarch.

At the conclusion o f Springer’s letter 
she employs her twisted logic by again 
invoking the U niversity  Bylaws and  
claims that she is no t “reasonably certain 
[Clark] will contribute to the improve
m ent o f academic excellence at the col
lege.” T he queen may no t be certain, but 
faculty, staff and students acquainted w ith 
this fine professor know that he has, and
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given the opportunity  will, continue to 
contribute to this institution. O ne m ust 
wonder, after kicking out a professor o f 
Clark’s abilities, if  Q ueen M arlene is truly 
com petent enough to be in charge o f this 
institution?

In T h i r d  R a i l ’s estim ation she is most 
surely not dem ocratic enough to remain 
in her royal garb. As was the case for 
Charles I in 1649, T h i r d  R a i l  heX ieN ts  it’s 
tim e for this queen to go -  off w ith her 
head!

T h i r d  R a il  w o u ld  l ik e  to  
c o n g ra tu la te  P ro fe s s o r  

C h a lm e rs  C la r k  w h o  w ill  b e  a  
V is i t in g  S c h o la r  in  th e  E th ic s  

I n s t i tu te  o f  t h e  A m e ric a n  
M e d ic a l  A s so c ia t io n  b e g in n in g  in  

S e p te m b e r  2 0 0 2 .  I n  t h e  m e a n 
t im e , th e  P S C  is  i n  l i t ig a t io n  
w i th  th e  C S I  A d m in is t r a t io n  

o v e r  t h e i r  r e fu s a l  t o  g r a n t  
P ro fe s s o r  C la r k  te n u r e .  M o re  

u p d a te s  t o  c o m e  in  f u tu r e  issu es .

S T U D E N T S  Q U E S T I O N  
Q U E E N  S P R I N G E R

S T U D E N T S  M E E T  W IT H  P R E S ID E N T  

S P R IN G E R  T O  D IS C U S S  H E R  R E F U S A L  T O  

G R A N T  T E N U R E  T O  P R O F E S S O R  C L A R K

Hoping to convince Queen Marlene to reverse her decision 
not to grant tenure to Professor Clark, a group of students recent
ly met with Springer At the meeting students asked the Queen if  
she felt her decision-making capabilities exceeded the collective 
judgement of the faculty who compose the Personnel & Budget 
Committee. Queen Springer responded that she doesn’t believe 
her judgment is superior to the faculty’s. Students then queried 
how she could overrule the faculty’s democratic decision to grant 
tenure to Professor Clark. At first, the Queen refused to respond 
to her lowly subjects (students), but when pressed, the Queen

commanded, “I have been given the responsibility to determine 
who should be granted tenure by the trustees of the City 
University of New York.” One student replied, “So could you 
explain what exactly the criteria is in determining tenure.” 
Angered by the question, the Queen bellowed, “I ’m not dis
cussing this with students!” After failing to be swayed, the stu
dents continued their questions. “Exactly what expertise in phi
losophy do you possess—  that led you to overrule the democrat
ic decision of philosophy professors to grant Clark tenure?” one 
student asked. The Queen admitted, “I have as much expertise in 
philosophy as I do in chemistry and physics, which is very little 
or next to nothing.” The student replied, “I f  that is the case, then 
how can you make a determination that Professor Clark’s teach
ing abilities are not suitable for the philosophy program? How  
can you overrule the expertise of the professors in the philosophy 
program who are experts in philosophy?” Springer refused to 
respond to the question.

think its  hdrrible because 
she [Springer] shouldn’t have a 
say over who has tenure. It 
should be democratically decid- 

V  V | ed by faculty with input from
■  ' y students. And even i f  she has
I  ’ such dictatorial power, she

' ■ ' W f t t S X m  1 shouldn't use it to overrule aca-
■ i i  d ep a rtm e n ts  a n d  f a c u l -
I  , I  ” exclaimed K e lly  Reinhart, a

' I  I graduating psychology senior..



The Q ueen’s Letter & A Faculty R esponse
T h e  f o l l o w in g  is  C S I  Q u e e n  M a r l e n e  S p r in g e r  s  l e t t e r

EXPLAINING h e r  REASONS FOR DENYING TENURE TO PROFESSOR CLA RK

December 26, 2000 
Dear Professor Clark,

I am responding to your request for a statement of 
my reasons for not recommending your reappoint
ment with tenure effective September 1, 2001.

As a candidate for reappointment with tenure you 
were recommended by the Department of Political 
Science, Economics and Philosophy and the 
College Personnel and Budget Committee. I noti
fied you of my decision not to recommend your 
reappointment with tenure, and you appealed 
directly to me. You have also asked for a statement 
of my reasons pursuant to section 9.9 of the collec
tive bargaining agreement.

I write to inform you that havmg considered your 
appeal, I am not recommending your reappoint
ment with tenure effective September 1, 2001. I 
write also to provide you a statement of my reasons.

The Statement of the Board of Higher Education 
on Academic Personnel Practice sets forth the crite
ria for reappointment with tenure; they are teaching 
effectiveness, scholarship and professional growth, 
and as “supplementary considerations,’ service to 
the institution and to the public.

I have examined your record in light of each of 
these criteria, and it is my judgment that your can

didacy does not support a positive recommendation 
with respect to scholarship and professional growth. 

The Statement provides in pertinent part as follows; 
Tenure
2) The criteria  upon  w hich  d ec isio n s to tenure  are  

b a se d  sh a ll  b e  as fo llo w s:  
b) S c h o la r sh ip  a n d  P r o fe s s io n a l G ro w th  

-E vid en ce  o f  n e w  a n d  crea tive  w o rk  sh a ll  b e  so u g h t  
in the  c a n d id a te ’s  p u b lis h e d  research  o r  in h is 
in stru c tio n a l m a te r ia ls  a n d  tech n iq u es w h en  they  
in co rp o ra te  new’ ideas o r  sc h o la rly  research. W orks 
s h o u ld  b e  eva lu a ted  a s  w e ll  a s listed, a n d  w o rk  in 
p ro g ress  s h o u ld  be  assessed , w h en  w o r k  is a  p r o d 
u c t o f  a j o in t  effort, it is the  resp o n sib ility  o f  the  
d ep a rtfn en t ch a irm a n  to e stab lish  a s  c lea rly  a s  p o s 
sib le  the  ro le  o f  the  ca n d id a te  in the  j o in t  e ffo r t  

You received your Ph.D. in Philosophy from the 
Graduate Center of The City University of New 
York in 1994 and were appointed to a tenure-track 
position at the College of Staten Island in 1996. 
Your most recent curriculum vitae presents under 
the rubric “refereed publications,” two “refereed 
articles,” of which the more recent was published 
after your appointment in fall 1996.

“Except in Emergencies: AMA Ethics and 
Physician Autonomy,” appeared in the joumal

C a m b r id g e  
O u a r t e r 1 V 
of Healthcare 
Ethics in 
Summer 1996 
(4 pp.)

“The Art of 
Science: Quine 
and the
S p e c u la tiv e  
Reach of
Philosophy in Natural Science,” appeared in the 
joumal Dialectics: International Review of 
Philosophv of Knowledge in 1998 (16 pp.).

Your curriculum vitae presents further three 
works that you define as ‘chapters in books,” of 
which one has appeared to date.

“Liberal Education Naturalized: The Facts About 
Values,” appeared in Vol. VII of the series Busi- 
ness Education and Training University Press of 
America, in 2000 (8 pp.).

Thus, your total published record under your 
rubric “refereed” consists of two articles and one, as 
you defme it, “chapter in book.”

You note also two “chapters” as forthcoming: 
“Active and Passive Euthanasia: On Letting an 
Issue Die,” stated to be “forthcoming fall 2001” by 
the volume editor, and “What Good is Consent? 
Refiections on Decisions at the End of Life,” for

T h e  FOLLOWING IS C S I  P r o f e s s o r  E m e r it a  R o b in  
C a r e y ’S r e s p o n s e  t o  Q u e e n  S p r i n g e r ’s  L e t t e r

February 15, 2001
Dear Chalmers,
As you know, I was dismayed to learn of 

President Springer’s decision against recommend
ing you for tenure. After all, you had told me you 
understood there had been no problems connect
ed with your fourth year reappointment. You can 
well imagine that I am now horrified to learn of 
the critical role my December 1998 Annual 
Evaluation Conference Memorandum played in 
President Springers decision.

I thank you for furnishing me with a copy of 
President Springers letter of December 26, 2000, 
in w h ich  she  gave the reasons for her decision, and 
also a copy of your vita from September 2000. 
Since the beginning of myTravia leave September 
2000, I have had no access to personnel files, 
including yours.

After the P & Bs positive third year recom
mendation in Fall 1998, Provost Affron requested 
that I talk to her before I put on paper the 
write-up of my Annual Evaluation Conference so 
that you would have a clear guide to what achieve
ments were expected of you before the tenure 
decision in Fall 2000. I believe that the Provost 
felt this was particularly important in your case 
for, as you are aware, the third year reappointment 
had been somewhat problematical. The Provosts 
request may have resulted from her suspicion 
(probably correct) diat left to myself I would have 
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been less specific, and 
as a result your fiature 
reappointment might 
be in jeopardy.

When I read President Springers December 26, 
2000 letter to you, I realized that despite the 
desire by everyone to give you a clear set of expec
tations, the Annual Evaluation Conference 
Memorandimi turned out instead to produce a 
devastatiag misimderstanding of those expecta
tions.

President Springers letter of December 26, 
2000 stated that you had not lived up to the 
Chairpersons expectations. The first failtu-e relat
ed to the expectation of “one or two more accept
ed/published articles.” President Springer foimd 
none since the third year appointment, as she 
assumed that “articles” meant articles in refereed 
journals, while the three articles of yours that were 
accepted between September 1998 and 
September 2000 will appear as chapters in books. 
Thus she did not consider under this rubric 
“Active and Passive Euthanasia: On Letting An 
Issue Die,” w h ich  w i l l  appear as a chapter in 
Abbarno, In h e r e n t  a n d  In s tr u m e n ta l  Value: A n  
E xcursion  in to  V a lu e In q u iry ;  “W hat Good Is 
Consent? Reflections on Decisions at the End of 
Life,” w h ich  w i l l  appear in Patton, Theoretical z n d  
P ra c tic a l F o u n d a tio n s  o f  V alue; a n d  “l i b e r a l  
E d u ca tio n  N a tu ra liz e d :  T h e  Facts A b o u t  Values, ” 
w h ich  w as  published last year (2000) in Natale, 
Business, E d u ca tio n , a n d  Tra in ing: A  Value L a d e n  
Process.

B u t  I  h a d  d r a w n  n o  d i s t in c t io n ,  i n  t h o u ^ t .

sp e e ch , o r  i n  u n i t i n g ,  b e tw e e n  a r t ic le s  a p p e a r 
i n g  i n  a  j o u m a l  a n d  a r t ic le s  a p p e a r in g  i n  a  
b o o k .

Indeed, to me, it is the intrinsic scholarly merit 
of the piece that is of the essence, not the place in 
w h ic h  i t  appears. Articles in books would normal
ly be subject to some sort of review before inclu
sion, and, more important, all are subjected to 
CSIs outside evaluation process. With the wis
dom of h indsigh t, I  wish that I had specifically 
mentioned book chapters in the Memo, and then 
if I had misunderstood or misremembered 
Provost Affrons words, she could have corrected 
the matter when she reviewed the document.

President Springer explained that in her judg
ment “chapters in collective volumes drawn from 
conferences carry less scholarly weight than jour
nal articles.” (It might be suggested, with tongue 
only slighdy in cheek, that if such a book chapter 
has one third less weight than an article in a jour
nal, your three accepted articles to appear in 
books are equal to two articles in journals, and 
you have met, or more than met, the minimum 
expectation for articles accepted/published men
tioned in my December 1998 memo.)

The absence of any warnings in connection with 
your fourth reappointment, at least none that 
reached you, is an important point to recognize. 
Assuming that I had misunderstood Provost 
Affrons idea of an acceptable article, you could stiU 
have taken action if you had been warned by 
appropriate persons after the P & B deliberations. 
Given the fact that your articles have been accept
ed by well-regarded journals like the C a m b rid g e



Third Rail T he Q ueen’s Letter & A Faculty R esponse

which I am 
informed of 
neither a pub
lisher nor a 
p u b lic a tio n  
date. These are 
scheduled to 
appear, like 
‘ L i b e r a l  
E d u c a t i o n  
N aturalized:

The Facts About Values,” in compilations of select
ed papers drawn from conferences at which you 
presented, hi my judgment, such “chapters” in col
lective volumes drawn from conferences carry less 
scholarly weight than joumal articles.

In her memorandum following the annual evalua
tion conference held on December 2, 1998 for the 
year 1998 1999, the then chairperson of your depart
ment, Professor Robin Carey, provided you guid
ance and advice concerning expectations of your 
progress as you approached candidacy for reap
pointment with tenure. Professor Carey set forth the 
expectation of “one or two more accepted/published 
articles, in addition to progress on plans for the two 
series or book projects. She noted that this “minimal 
expectation would give [you] on average at least one 
refereed article accepted each year 

In making my judgment, I take note of the guid

ance offered to you by Professor Carey and con
clude that the minimal expectations she described 
therein have not been met. Since the time of your 
annual evaluation conference with Professor Carey 
in December 1998,1 observe that no new article has 
been “accepted/published.” One article is listed in 
your most recent curriculum vitae as submitted to 
the Joumal of Medicine and Philosophy.

Professor Carey’s additional expectations remain 
similarly unmet. One book project to which she 
refers, J l t e A n  o f  S c ien ce  Q u in e  a n d  the  S p ecu la tiv e  
R ea c h  o f  P h ilo so p h y  in N a tu ra l  S c ie n ce  (its title 
was originally M e a n in g  Skep tic ism  a n d  T m th  in the  
N a tu ra l  P h ilo so p h y  o fW V . Q u ine) appeared in your 
curricula vitae of February and October 1997, of 
1998, and of 1999. In your 1998 curriculum vitae 
you describe this book project as follows: “Tlie 
book builds from my dissertation, an article . . . , 
correspondence and two interviews with Professor 
Quine.” In that same cumculum vitae you refer to a 
second book. R e th in k in g  D e a th  R e v iv in g  
P h ilo s o p h y  P e r e n n ia l  Is s u e s  o f  P h ilo s o p h y  in  
P h ys ic ia n  A ss is te d  Dydng, as follows: “The book 
builds fi-om two research grants received that were 
targeted toward the issue of assisted suicide and 
three articles, one forthcoming and the other two in 
preparation.”Your most recent curriculum vitae 
however, provides no indication of progress with 
regard to either of these book projects. In fact, it

makes no mention of them at all.
In my judgment, the record demonsfrates that 

scholarly projects represented by you as underway 
have too often failed to advance to completion. My 
observation is based not only on an exainination of 
your curricula vitae but also on the post-evaluation 
conference memoranda of your chaiipersons: 
Professor Carey twice lists as accepted for publica
tion in Private and Public Values a “chapter” you 
entitled “Why Cartesian Skepticism is ‘unnatural’
I fmd no reference to this “chapter” in Professor 
Vasilios Petratos’ post-evaluation conference mem
orandum of the following year either under the 
heading “accepted” or the heading “published.” I 
note also that it appears nowhere on your most 
recent curriculum vitae

The award of tenure is a commitment by an insti
tution to an individual as a member of its permanent 
instructional staff. It is my responsibility as Presi
dent to recommend to the Board of Trustees, as pro
vided in the University Bylaws, “only those persons 
who [I am] reasonably certain will contribute to the 
improvement of academic excellence at the col
lege.” It is my judgment that your accomphshments 
in bringing your research agenda to fruition have 
been insufficient to merit a recommendation for 
reappointment with tenure.

Sincerely,
Marlene Springer, President

Q u a r te r ly  o f  H e a lth c a re  E th ic s  ( C a m b r id g e  
University Press), D ia lec tica : A n  In te r n a tio n a l  
R e v ie w  o f  P h ilo so p h y  o f  K n o w le d g e  (Bern, 
Switzerland), and T h e  Journal o f  M e d ic in e  a n d  
P hilosophy  (under the auspices of Baylor College of 
Medicine and Rice University), it is certainly not 
impossible that you could have withdrawn two of 
the articles from the books and found journals in 
which to publish them. We shall never know.

The other way in which President Springer 
argues that you have failed to live up to the expec
tations stems from the absence of any mention of 
your two projected books in your 2000 vita, one 
on Quines philosophy and the other on physi
cian-assisted suicide. Because they are not listed, 
President Springer may have reasonably conclud
ed they had vanished also from your plans. But, as 
you recently explained to me, your reason for tak
ing them out of the vita was that progress on the 
books qua books had not taken sufficiently con
crete form, and you did not want to appear to be 
inflating your vita.

In any event, planning and other activity has 
taken place, and, interestingly enough, a consid
eration of some of it also provides an answer to 
the question raised by President Springer con
cerning what happened to the article “Why 
Cartesian Skepticism is Unnatural,” which was to 
be published as a book chapter. As I imderstand 
the matter, the editor of the proposed volume 
Private a n d  P u b licY d lM cs  (in which the article was 
to appear) left academic life and left the book in a 
state of collapse. You have retrieved the article and 
are revising it with the intention of using it in your

book on Quine and his concept of truth. Another 
projea relating to this book on Quine is the article, 
“Philosophy of Science and Legal Prof. Popperean 
and Quinean Perspectives,” which you are writing 
with Paul I-Hersko\dtz. (The fact that you were 
asked to write an “In Memorium” essay on Quine 
for T h e  R ev ie w  o f  M etaphysics a fte r  Professor Q u in es  
d ea th  la s t w in te r  indicates th e  regard in  w h ich  y o u  are  
h e ld  by th e  Q u in e a n  co m m u n ity .)

Also you have done work in one way or anoth
er on the book on physician-assisted suicide. 
“Tru st in  M e d ic in e , ” your article submitted in 
September 2000 to the Journal o f  M e d ic in e  a n d  
P h ilo so p h y  and now accepted, contains relevant 
material. And due in part to your receiving a 
PSC-CUNY grant to study the subject, your col
laboration with the physician-scholar G.K. 
Kimsma of the Free University of Amsterdam (in 
a nation where physician-assisted suicide has been 
practiced under an experimental, legal program) 
has been fruitful. A work-in-progress manuscript 
resulting from your collaboration with Dr. 
Kimsma and entided “The Good Physician and 
the Shroud” is already in your file. The workshops 
you gave at the end of September 1999 at the 
Ham ot Medical Center, Erie, Pa, and in 
Chautauqua, NY, are also relevant.

Submissions for publications are also continu
ing, as attested to by a joint work (with Klein and 
Herskovitz) tided: “Philosophical Dimensions of 
Anonymity in Group Support Systems: Ethical 
Implications of Social Psychological Con
sequences.” The essay has been submitted for 
review to the journal Computers a n d  H u m a n

B ehavior, a  j o u m a l  th a t  p u b lish es  u n d e r  th e  auspices  
o f  th e  U n iversity  o f  M in n eso ta .

My opinion of your work is that you are an 
excellent scholar, who will produce considerable 
significant work. That your work has been cited 
four times by other scholars so early in your career 
supports this belief

I must teU you that I regret bitterly not seeing 
President Springer’s letter until recendy. Back 
when it first became available, someone told me it 
didn’t say very much, so 1 didn’t push to see it. No 
one even hinted to me of the importance of that 
1998 Annual Evaluation Conference Memo in 
President Springer’s letter imtil February 8” or 
thereabouts. And I must say, one can understand 
her conclusion, given the different understand
ings of what constitutes an “article” and the con
fusion caused by youx well-intended omissions 
from the vita. I hope it is not too late to rectify the 
situation.

With this letter I hope I have helped to set the 
record straight on the guidance you received and 
the way you have demonstrated the scholarly abil
ity and achievement which CSI righdy expects. 
No questions have ever arisen about the excellence 
of your teaching and the generous contributions 
of time and energy to your students, the depart
ment, and the college. CSI needs you.

Please feel free to share this letter with other per
sons in whatever situations you believe it would 
be appropriate.

Sincerely,
Robin Carey, Professor Emerita of Economics 

T h i r d R a i l M a g ^ ^ c o m



F a c u l t y  R e s p o n d  T o  T h e  Q u e e n  M a r l e n e Tliir ;"ail Third Rail F a c u l t y  R e s p o n d  T o  T h e  Q u e e n  M a r l e n e

C S I  P r o f e s s o r  P e t e r  S i m p s o n ,
C o o r d in a t o r  o f  t h e  C S I  P h il o s o p h y  P r o g r a m

D ear E ditor,
P residen t S pringer’s decision  n o t to g ran t ten u re  to 

Professor C halm ers C lark  was an a rb itra ry  act o f  au toc ra tic  
pow er. A ssociated in  th is act, as the  P res id en ts  im m ed ia te  
advisers in  academ ic m atters, an d  m o st p ro b ab ly  associated 
in  the  gu ilt o f  it too , w ere Provost A ffron  an d  D ean  Podell. 
C e rta in ly  Provost A ffron  an d  D ean  Podell have n o t used 
th e ir positions o f  responsib ility  to  p ro te s t th e  P resid en t’s 
decision  o r to  express any  su p p o rt for Professor C lark .

It is one  o f  the  absurd ities o f  the  C U N Y  system  th a t it 
invests au toc ra tic  pow er in  its h ighest officers. T h e  Presiden ts 
have au toc ra tic  pow er over the  colleges, an d  th e  C h an ce llo r 
an d  the  B oard  have au toc ra tic  pow er over the  Presidents. 
O n e  w o u ld  th in k , look ing  at th is system , th a t we w ere liv ing 
in  som e to ta lita rian  sta te an d  n o t in  a dem ocracy. W o u ld  th a t 
w e cou ld  have a revo lu tion  here as the  F o u n d in g  Fathers d id  
in 1776! U n fo rtu n a te ly  th a t is very un likely  to  h ap p en .

N evertheless, it is one  th in g  to  have au toc ra tic  pow er an d  
it is an o th e r to  use it au tocratically . P residen ts o u g h t to  use 
th e ir  pow er presidentially , since it is as p residen ts th a t they  
have it. To use pow er p residen tia lly  is to  use it responsibly.

an d  to  use pow er responsib ly  is 
to  be always ready, a n d  to  th in k  
o n ese lf ob liged  to  be always 
ready, to  give an  a cc o u n t o f  

o n e ’s decisions th a t show s th e m  
to  be h o n e st an d  just. I f  one  can 
n o t  do  th is in  a p a rtic u la r case, or
if  it c a n n o t be show n  th a t one has d o ne  so in a p a rtic u la r 
case, th e  decision  sh o u ld  be reversed an d  the  p re s id e n t in  
q u es tio n  sh o u ld  co n sid er w h e th e r she is still fit to  rule.

P residen t S p ringer does n o t  use h er pow er responsibly. 
She uses it despotically . She uses it in  a w ay th a t  show s her 
u n fit  to  c o n tin u e  as p residen t. H e r refusal to  g ra n t ten u re  to  
Professor C la rk  is o n ly  one  instance  o f  h e r d esp o tic  behavior, 
an d  in d ee d  o f  h e r deceit. T h e  reasons alleged in  h e r le tte r to  
Professor C la rk  for refusing  h im  ten u re  m ake no  sense in  
them selves o r in  re la tio n  to  the  prov isions o f  the  Facu lty  c o n 
trac t. T h e y  c a n n o t be th e  reasons th a t really p ro m p te d  h e r to  
den y  h im  ten ure . T h e y  are a cover, a deceitfu l cover, for the  
exercise o f  n ak ed  pow er, in  sh o r t fo r despotism . N o  one  w ith  
feeling for th e  ach ievem ents o f  the  A m erican  dem o cracy  can 
view  h er behav io r w ith  a n y th in g  b u t disgust.

Peter S im pson  
Professor o f  P h ilo so p h y

C S I  P r o f e s s o r  D a v i d  T r a b o u l a y ,
C o o r d in a t o r  o f  t h e  C S I  L i b e r a l  S t u d ie s  M a s t e r s  P r o g r a m

D ear Friend:
I was surprised w hen I learned tha t 

Professor C halm ers C lark  was denied  
tenure.

C halm ers has been teaching at ou r 
College since the 1980s and  I have m et 
h im  on  coun tless occasions an d  
exchanged b rie f conversations w ith  h im . 
H e has always displayed an  adm irable 
quality  o f  collegiality w hich, as I grow 
older, and  older at ou r College, I have 
com e to cherish. I have m et Professor 
C halm ers C lark  only casually, b u t yet I 
th in k  th a t I know  h im  w ell. As a 
Professor at CSI and  a resident o f  Staten 
Island for 30 years, I encoun ter students 
alm ost daily on  and o ff cam pus; students 
w ho con tinued  their studies at graduate 
school as well as others w ho have becom e 
responsib le citizens. In  conversa tion  
w ith  m any o f  them  I have often heard
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them  say how  m uch  they  were inspired  
by Professor C halm ers Clark. I too k  spe
cial notice w hen  they  com m en ted  tha t 
he m ade philosophy  com e alive and  tha t 
“he b ro u gh t ph ilosophy  dow n from  the 
clouds,” to  quote a co m m en ta to r on  the 
im pact o f  Socrates, because I belong to 
th e  “o ld  sch o o l” o f  h is to rian s  w ho 
believe th a t the study  o f  ph ilosophy and  
h isto ry  shou ld  be the fo u n da tio n  o f  
learning. I am  well aware th a t the  cli
m ate o f  op in ion  on  teaching in our 
C ollege is th a t everyone is a good  
teacher, an o p in ion  enuncia ted  in large 
p art to  persuade the faculty  to do m ore 
research and  publication . I was C hair o f 
the H isto ry  D ep artm e n t for 12  years 
betw een 1976 and  1991, and  this view 
o f  teaching was already com ing  to d o m 
inance in  the latter years o f  m y  tenure.

T h e  issue o f  ten u re  for P rofessor 
C halm ers C lark  has touched  a chord  tha t

has taken m e back to w hen  I cam e to 
the  College as a young  Professor in 
1971. Perhaps m ost people will rem em 
ber C U N Y  as an in s titu tio n  batte red  by 

un en d in g  crises. B ut th a t is n o t the 
w hole story. T here  have been periods o f  
a lm o st rev o lu tio n a ry  energy  an d  
changes, n o t all o f  them , in h indsigh t, 
creative. B ut m any o f  these initiatives 
w ere exciting  an d  useful. T h e  early 
1970s was one o f  these m om ents. W e 
were h ired  at various C U N Y  Colleges 
from  all parts o f  A m erica and  the W orld. 
W e were for the m ost p art tra ined  as tra 
d itiona l academ ics and  all co m m itted  to 
scholarship, b u t we were asked to m ake 
teaching, in the concrete circum stances 
o f  studen ts from  Staten Island, N ew  
York, and  m ore recent im m igran ts from  
practically  everywhere in the w orld, cen
tral to the w ork  we did. D u rin g  tha t 
tim e  we lab o red  to  create  ways to  
im prove o u r  teach in g — w o rk sh o p s, 
team -teach ing , p reparing  new  courses, 
requ iring  th a t all fu ll-tim e faculty  teach

C S I  P r o f e s s o r  T h e o d o r a  P o l i t o ,
F o r m e r  C h a i r  o f  t h e  C S I  E d u c a t io n  D e p a r t m e n t

D ear Editor,
C h alm ers  C lark , a p ro fessor o f  

P h ilo so p h y  was d en ie d  ten u re  by 
President Springer last D ecem ber after 

b o th  his d ep artm en t’s A ppoin tm en ts C o m m ittee  and  the 
College B udget and  P rom otions C o m m ittee  recom m ended  
tha t she g ran t h im  tenure. A t th a t tim e several faculty m em 
bers appealed to President Springer to reconsider her decision. 
President Springer responded w ith  silence. H er decision to 
deny  Professor C lark  tenure  was and  rem ains im pruden t.

N o  do ub t. President Springer disagrees w ith  me, believing 
tha t she has executed those tough  decisions th a t are at the core 
o f  leadership. Is she right? I do n o t believe so. H er decision is 
reflective o f  a general malaise th a t has taken ho ld  o f  this col
lege and  others a round  the country. H igher education  today  
consists o f  professionalism  and research. Serious study  o f  the 
Liberal A rts and Sciences are a residue o f  ano ther tim e w hen 
we believed tha t they were effective guides for ou r existence.

A t the center o f  the college is no longer the belief tha t the 
goal o f  h igher education  is the a tta in m en t o f  civic or practical 
w isdom  derived from  ou r ability to m ake sense together 
th rough  ou r language. H ad  we still this value, Professor 
C lark’s studen ts w ould  have been listened to w hen  they  col
lectively w en t to President Springer’s office, appealing  to her 
to g ran t Professor C lark  tenure. T h ey  let her know  how  he

opened  up new  vistas for them  by 
gu id ing  them  to see how  individuals 
and  cultures live ideas. T h ey  m ade this 

appeal in g ratitude for w hat had  been achieved w ith  Professor 
C lark  and  w hat could  be achieved w ith  h im  for fu ture stu 
dents. M any  students, in spite o f  experiencing vocational pres
sures, h unger for the ftillness o f  life th a t intellectual clarity can 
give. Professor C lark  is know n to be an unusually  talen ted  
teacher able to breathe new  life in to  som e very o ld  texts. H e 
guides studen ts to see how  these texts provide a perm anen t 
fund  o f  h u m an  m ean ing  and  value for m aking  sense o u t o f  the 
new  cond itions and  problem s o f  ou r society.

President Springer justifies her decision on  the grounds 
tha t som e o f  Professor C lark’s scholarship appears as chapters 
in a book. She claims th a t articles in  refereed journals have 
m ore scholarly w eight than  chapters in books. H er d istinc tion  
seems trivial w hen  w eighed against the accom plishm ents o f 
Professor C lark’s w ork  b u t sym ptom atic  o f  the ailm ents o f  the 
present academ ic culture.

I have little faith  tha t one college president, one faculty 
b o d y  one s tu d en t body, can reverse a trend  in ou r society 
w hich  has created ou r situation . However, I w rite to  you today 
because I still have hope th a t one college president., one fac
u lty  body, and  one s tu d en t body  can com e to  their senses and  
see w hat is being lost w ith  Professor C lark’s departure.

Associate Professor T h eo do ra  Polito 
C hairperson  

D ep artm e n t o f  E ducation

freshm an-courses, asking faculty  to talk  
to  each o th er ab o u t the ir teach ing  and  
discuss w h at w orked  and  w hat d id  no t, 
and, m ost im p o rta n t o f  all, to invite s tu 
dents to share in this project. It was an 
exciting tim e and, as I look  back on a 
long  career at C SI, I am  grateful to all 
those w ho helped  to im prove m y teach
ing and  to  stim ulate a passion th a t has 
been sustained  to  the  present.

I w rite to  recom m end  th a t Professor 
C h a lm ers  C la rk  be g ra n te d  te n u re  
because I feel th a t he represents the  value 
and  im portance  o f  o u ts tan d in g  College 
teach ing  at o u r College, and  also to send 
a gentle rem inder to  o u r College co m 
m u n ity  n o t “to  w ear sunglasses,” as the 
C u b a n  p o e t, H e rb e rto  Padilla , once 
w rote, to go beyond  the  em bellishm ents 
o f  official reports th a t declare th a t we are 
the  H a rv a rd  o f  S ta ten  Is land , an d  
d em and  th a t we pay m ore serious a tten 
tio n  to  good College teaching.

I do n o t w an t to  ignore the c riterion  o f  
scholarship in the  g ran tin g  o f  tenure. 
Faculty have always agreed th a t signifi
can t scholarship and  recogn ition  ou tside 
the College co m m u n ity  shou ld  be one o f 
the  criteria for tenure, together w ith  
teach ing  and  service to  the  U niversity  
com m unity . Indeed , I say unequivocally  
th a t scholarship as m easured by research, 
pub lica tions, an d  papers at scholarly  
conferences, is vital to  good  teaching. 
M y friends on  the  College’s Personnel 
and  B udget C o m m ittee  have repeatedly 
to ld  m e th a t from  the  1990s the  s tan 
dards for scholarship  have been m ade 
m ore dem anding . T h is  p a tte rn  is ascen
d an t in m ost universities today. T h e  
m arket has pervaded the  A cadem y so 
deeply th a t a C ollege’s rep u ta tio n  is bu ilt 
by prestigious faculty  w ith  strong  p u b li
cation  records. I have only  recently  seen 
Professor C halm ers C lark ’s resum e and  
no te  th a t he has regularly w ritten  articles

on m edical ethics and  he has presen ted  
papers every year at im p o rtan t scholarly 
conferences. B ut I do n o t w an t to pose as 
an au tho rity  on  this. M y view o f  the  suf
ficiency o f  his research at this m o m en t is 
su pp o rted  by his D ep a rtm e n t an d  the 
cu rren t chairpersons o f  the C ollege P& B  
w ho  concluded  th a t in  the ir jud g m en t, 
considering  his teaching , scholarship , 
and  service. Professor C halm ers C lark  
deserved tenure.

O ver the  years, especially w hen  I was 
C hair, I have on  occasions too  m any  to 
rem em ber partic ipa ted  in  appeals on 
b eh a lf o f  faculty, staff, and  students. I 
confess th a t a t tim es this im p o rtan t 
exercise seem ed ritualistic. M y advocacy 
for Professor C halm ers C lark  is n o t a 
ritual; it com es from  the  heart.

Sincerely yours, 
D avid  T raboulay  

Professor o f  H isto ry  an d  C oord inato r, 
M A  in Liberal Studies Program
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T h ir d  R a il : t h e  P o l it ic a l  A r t s  Ma g a z in e  o f  t h e  C o l l e g e  o f  S t a t e n  Is l a n d
IS SEEKING YOUR CORRESPONDENCE! SEND US YOUR LETTERS. COMMENTS, 

CRITICISMS, COMPLAINTS, COMPLEMENTS, AND LEWD PICTURES TO!
SNAIL MAIL:

Third Rail Magazine 
C/0 The College of Staten Island 

2800 Victory Blvd, lC-207 
Staten Island, NY 10314

E-mail:
editors@ThirdRailMag.com

On The We b : 
www.ThirdRailMag.com

Drop Off  In P e r s o n : 
Room 231 in the Campus Center 

OR IN OUR mailbox LOCATED IN 
Room 1C-207 (student 

Government Office)

Stop Robbing CSI Students

To; Third Rail Magazine
I read with great interest the information sheet 

that was handed out at [CSI] President 
Springer’s convocation. I happen to be privy to 
other information, which I would encourage you 
to investigate:

• A great deal of money and human resources 
were spent on the Jacuzzi at the home of 
President Springer. CSI B u ild in g s  c& G ro u n d s  
personnel were taken away from campus 
responsibilities to construct a deck for her 
Jacuzzi, complete with expert woodworking 
and high-tech electrical plans. The B&G 
[B u ild in g  &  G ro u n d s] personnel are routinely 
called into doing work at the President's home 
after normal working hours. Overtime charges 
accrue, and eventually there is less money in the 
budget for students’ educational expenses.

• During the first week of June 2000, several 
college employees needed to utilize the college 
car to conduct official college business. They 
were told they could not use the car, because the 
President's mother was in town and she might 
need the car (complete with driver) to tool 
around town. One employee asked why the 
President's mother could not use the President's 
own college-provided car, and he was told, 
“don't go there. "

• A barrage of student complaints were rou
tinely lodged against the former Director of 
Academic Affairs, Dr. Lorelei Stevens, mainly 
for her nasty attitude toward students and other 
college staff members. In fact, several com
plaints were lodged against Dr. Stevens by other 
CUNY administrators who happened to be par
ents of CSI students who received extremely 
poor treatment from Dr. Stevens. The CSI 
Administration eventually promoted Dr. 
Stevens. As chair of the Course & Standing 
Committee, Dr. Stevens is the major voice in 
developing policies and procedures for dismiss
ing students from CSI. For about $80,000 per 
year, that's her major job. In addition, Dr. 
Stevens is an adjunct in the English department, 
but prepares for lectures and meets with stu
dents during the time she is supposed to conduct 
her non-faculty duties (little that they are). Dr.

THIRDRAILMAG^aCOM

Stevens is paid separately for her adjunct work, 
and this amounts to a clear case of double-dip
ping. Dr. Stevens, however, is a permanent fix
ture at the College, because she is a close friend 
of the Senior Vice President and Provost.

• [CSI President] Dr. Springer’s insistence on 
putting her name on anything that is published 
is setting the college up for a tremendous 
expense if she ever leaves for any reason. 
College catalogs, department brochures, admis
sions materials, Center for the Arts brochures, 
and all administrative forms would have to be 
redone, if President Springer left. The cost 
would be tremendous, and would likely take an 
additional $50,000 or more away from students.

• The Administration is very sorry to have dis
missed so many students last year. The result 
was that there were significant losses in enroll
ment, and the college had to lower its admission 
standards at both the undergraduate and gradu
ate levels in order to rebuild the enrollment. 
Knowing that enrollment would drop for over a 
year, the Administration failed to allocate 
resources to properly assist and retain nearly 
900 students who were identified as probation
ary last year.

• Where have most of the African-American 
male administrators gone? We’re missing the 
former Director of Athletics (Eugene Marshall), 
Dean of Continuing Education (Ronald 
Shepard), Director of Recruitment and 
Admissions (Earl Teasley), and Director of 
Telecommunications (Michael Morris). It just 
seems strange.

Signed,
Concerned Member of the CSI Community
E d ito r s  ’ R e s p o n s e :
The allegations presented by this “Concerned 

Member of the CSI Community” are serious 
and grave indeed. In attempting to investigate 
these allegations, T h ir d  R a i l  M a g a z in e  has 
requested a variety of documents and informa
tion from the CSI Administration, which were 
refused. Contending that the CSI Admini
stration had violated the New York State Open 
Meetings Law and the federal Freedom of 
Information Law (FOIL), T h ir d  R a i l  M a g a z in e  
sent out several Freedom of Information

requests to the college Administration. 
Unfortunately, CSFs Records Access Officer, 
Kathleen Galvez has denied several of our 
requests (thereby violating the both the state’s 
Open Meetings Law and the federal FOIL).

Illegal denials of public information such as 
our requests have in the past led to successful 
student lawsuits against the CSI Administration. 
The most prominent of these lawsuits was filed 
when the CSI College Association refused to 
allow student editors from T h e  B a n n e r ,  C S I ’s  
O f f i c ia l  S t u d e n t  N e w s p a p e r ,  to tape CSI 
Association meetings. The College Association 
further refused to record how specific 
Association members voted when allocating 
Student Activity Fees. Not surprisingly, with the 
help of attorney Ronald B. McGuire and the 
C U N Y  E m e r g e n c y  L e g a l  D e fe n s e  P r o je c t , the 
CSI smdent journalists won their case. The New 
York Supreme Court ruled that the Association's 
decision to bar tape recordings at its meeting 
violated the state’s open-meetings law'. The 
court also ruled that votes taken by secret ballot 
are null and void. The court also prevented the 
CSI Association from further prohibiting the 
use of hand-held tape recorders. Finally, the 
court compelled the CSI Association to make 
the voting record of Association members pub
lic.

What was most infuriating to students over 
the course of the litigation was the fact that 
Student Activity Fees were used to d e fe n d  the 
CSI Association against the complaints made 
by the student journalists. Such misuse of stu
dent fees to defend the i l le g a l actions of the CSI 
Administration has become standard practice.

It is interesting to note, that while we cannot 
corroborate whether CSI President Springer 
illegally used the college car to chauffeur her 
mommy around the city, we c a n  note that there 
are other abuses being carried out by CSI 
Administrators. As will be reported in our next 
issue, CSI Vice President, Mirella Affton has 
been mis-using student tuition fees to be per
sonally chauffeured home by a CSI security 
officer in a student funded CSI security vehicle. 
When student journalists of the C S I  C o lle g e  
V oice  P o l i t ic a l  J o u r n a l  discovered this gross 
misuse of student funds and personnel, the

mailto:editors@ThirdRailMag.com
http://www.ThirdRailMag.com


abuse by VP Affron suddenly ceased.
These cases, where student activity fees and 

funds were abused and exploited by the CSI 
Administration continue till today. If there are 
any faculty, staff or administrative personnel 
who wish to aid us in our investigations, please 
feel free to contact us anonymously or in person.

In regards to the letter’s observation that 
African-American administrators seem to have 
disappeared from campus, we’ve had the same 
curious reaction. We also find unacceptable the 
lack of African-American tenured faculty on 
this campus and the lack of ethnic studies 
offered by the college. Should anyone find this 
surprising considering that the college in the 
last 15 years denied tenure to two prominent 
Black scholars (Professors Quincy Troupe and 
Onwuchekw'a Jemie)? We also find it curious 
that the only administrafive position that seems 
to be reserved for an African-American is that 
of the CSI Athletic Director. This is insulting 
and typical of the racism manifested by the CSI 
hierarchy.

Dear Third Rail,
I can't believe that the one great arts maga

zine at CSI is now in the clutches of the com
mies. Back in the day (1990) I submitted arti
cles to " I c tu s  R e v ie w  ” (as it was called at the 
fime). I remember this guy named Manjuela (or 
something like that) and his sidekick JP (I 
never figured out what JP stood for) who used 
to stand around spouting commie rhetoric. I 
can't believe he has ammased such a following 
that now the whole campus is lefty. I am 
shocked, shocked I say because this was once a 
great magazine which is now full of polifical 
drivel. Who needs polidcs? I don't care about 
Mumnia Jammeml, or the death penalty (hang 
'em high I say ). Why can't the magazine be 
what it once was -  a good 'zine which had 
pleasant articles about flowers and post teenage 
angst. Now you have articles criticizing CAPI
TALISM!! This is outrageous and 
unAmerican!!!!!!!!! You "comrades" missed 
the clue train because communism is dead. The 
free market is here to stay maximizing produc
tion for all. What's wrong with that, you long 
haired Commie bastards!!! It brings tears to me 
eyes to see where this magazine has sunken.

Joe ?!©#$%"'&*,
CSI Alumna

Editors Response:
Your letter contained a number of inaccura

cies which should be corrected. Firstly, while 
we are acquaintances of former C o lle g e  V oice

editors, Manjula Wijerama and JP (which by 
the way, stands for John Paul) Patafio, we are 
N O T  Communists, Bolsheviks, Vangaurdists, 
Trotskyists or Marxist-Lenninists. We do not 
share their view of socialism as a top-down, 
undemocratic, “I have all the answers and you 
don’t” system. On the contrary, we favor a plu
ralistic, democratic society where the humani
tarian motive dominates as opposed to the prof
it motive. We believe we will achieve this form 
of socialism through an open, participatory and 
honest exchange of ideas.

Secondly, as far as your comment regarding 
the “free market is here to stay,” outside of per
haps Russia (which is a disaster), there is no 
truly “free market” society that exists. Many of 
the benefits that we citizens enjoy are the result 
of socialistic type programs; for example, 
social security, free K-12 education, medicaid, 
medicare, welfare, pell grants, environmental 
laws, etc... In fact, the reason that we can have 
this debate surrounding our publication is due 
to a non-free market system — CUNY.

Lastly, students are free to submit poetry, 
photography, fiction, non-fiction as well as 
political essays. As W.E.B. Dubois stated, “Art 
is propaganda,” and Third Rail has always 
been polifically oriented — just read any of our 
back-issues. Nowadays, we are just more overt 
concerning our politics.

Selected Responses to George 
Springer’s Interview W ith 

The Hellfire (published last issue)
Dear Third Rail,

While I agree that Andre is incompetent, and 
has most of the undesirable traits that the arti
cle claims he has, I feel that his race should be 
left out of it. Andre is not incompetent 
because he is black; he is incompetent because 
he is incompetent.

Peri Dreznick,
Former Editor of T h e  B a n n e r

Dear Third Rail,
I see NO evidence of racism in George 

Springer's well written and historically accurate 
article. On the contrary, it should be commend
ed as a vehicle for bringing up a subject that is 
all to often "swept under the rug", not only here 
at CSI, but in American culture in general.

To use it as a grounds to overturn the politi
cal will of the voters is rather like swatting flies 
with sledge-hammers and it can return to haunt 
the very people who fail to see the larger issues

contained in the article.
Robert Cachioletti, CSI Student

Dear Third Rail,
Why the fuck is it taking you so long to come 

out with a new issue?
Andy Zuckerberg,
CSI Alumna

Editors Response:
Aside from our own incompetence, we 

failed to publish new issues due to attempts by 
certain members of the CSI Student 
Government (SG) to censor and shut down our 
magazine. In our last issue and on our website 
— ThirdRailMag.com. we published several 
articles, essays and interviews which were 
extremely critical of many members of SG. 
These pieces exposed the ways in which mem
bers of SG exploited and misused the Student 
Activity Fees for their own ends. After publi
cation of our last issue, SG attempted to 
rescind the paltry sum of money granted to us. 
After they failed in this attempt, they attempt
ed to totally defund us on the grounds that we 
published “racist” materials against whites. 
When this strategy was blocked by our 
lawyers, they then sought to remove us from 
our office and transfer us out of the Campus 
Center. Subsequentiy, our foes in SG failed to 
win re-election, and the allocation of publica
tion funding was altered (albeit undemocrati- 
cally), — hence our new issue.

Responses to our website: 
\\"vw.ThirdR4IlMag.com

Dear Third Rail,
Thank you for your article. Execution Is Not 

The Solution by Tara L. Martin. It had the per
fect information for my report on the death 
penalty. I agree that the death sentence is a 
poor deterrent for crime.

Joe Deardurff,
Student-At-Large

Dear Third Rail,
I am not affiliated with your school as it 

pertains to status, but I enjoyed seeing 
your website. It made me wonder what The 
School of Visual Arts would have put out when 
I was a student if the web was as accessible as 
it is now.

Best Wishes,
Sol Robbins 

P.S. If you have the time please visit 
http://wTvTV.criticaleye.org
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Th« prQduot?
T h i n g s  t h a t  a r e  n o t  e s s e n t i a l ,

b u t  h a r d  t o  l i V e  u j i t h b u t .  

W h a  t  * s  b e i n g r  s u p p  1  i r e d  h e r e  i  s  d e m a n d .

U a n t .  ___

C r a v i n g .

f i l l  y o u  c o u l d  d e s i r e ,  f i l l  y o u  c a n  i m a g i n e | .

M a y b e  m o r e t h a n  y o u  c a n  h a n d l e .  ~  "
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CONSUME ACQUIRE
i -

EAT -on J h" DRESS

" W H V  I S  T H I S  C H I L D  S M I L I N G ? "

a s k s  a  r e c e n t  p r i n t  a d  o f  a  c u t e  t o t  b l i s s f u l l y  
s n o o z i n g .  " B e c a u s e  h e  h a s  liw ^ ed  h i s  u u h o le  l i f e  i n  t h e  
b i g g e s t  b u l l  m a r k e t  i n  h i s t o r y . "  C u e  t h e  sm u g  n o d s ,  t h e  
f l u s h  o f  p r i d e .  F o r  h e r e ,  s u j a d d l e d  i n  B a b y  G ap  a n d  
l y i n g  i n  a  M o r i g e a u  c r i b , i s  t h e  i m m a c u l a t e  A m e r i c a n  
k i d ,  b o r n  i n  t h e  b e s t  d am n  p l a c e  a n d  t i m e  t h e r e  h a s  
Q K jB p  b e e n ,  fl c h i l d  u u a n t in g  f o r  n o t h i n g .

He lu i l l  soon  l e a r n ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  
to  uiant e i j e r y th in g .

A m ericans a r e  beyond a p o lo g iz in g  
f o r  t h e i r  l i f e s t y l e  o f  s c o rc h e d -  
e a r t h  c o n su m e rism . To th e  
s t r a n g e  l i t t l e  c a b a l  o f  m o r a l i s t s  
-  R o b e rt  F ra n k , J e d e d ia h  P urdy  
e t  a l . -  ujho ha>^e r e c e n t l y  q u e s 
t io n e d  th e  o f f i c i a l  p ro g ram , th e  
re s p o n s e  h a s  m o s tly  b een  to  
c ra n k  up th e  volum e and droiun 
th e  d o u b t o u t .  G lo b a l consum er 
c u l t u r e ?  S u p e r s iz e  i t ,  b ab y . 
P i l e  on th e  w a t ta g e , h o rsep o m er, 
s i l i c o n e ,  c h o l e s t e r o l  and RAM 
u n t i l  th e  l i g h t s  f l i c k e r ,  th e  
sm o k e-a la rm s s h r i e k  and  th e  c a r 
d ia c  p a d d le s  lu r c h  to  l i f e .  G ive 
u s  m a rb led  s t e a k s  and  s p o r t -  
u t e s ,  p le a s e ,  and p u t  i t  a l l  on 
o u r ta b  -  u jeV e good f o r  i t .  
B ecau se  uie a r e  w o rk in g  d o g s . And 
uie h av e  uuorked o u t  th e  fo rm u la  
f o r  m i l l e n n i a l  p r o s p e r i t y :  keep  
y o u r h ead  doiun and y o u r w a l l e t  
open , and w atch  th e  economy 
r o l l .  E n joy  th e  r o l l i c k i n g  good 
t im e s  w h i le  b u i l d i n g  " th e  
A m erica we d e s e r v e ."

Time w as, d eca d e n c e  on t h i s  
s c a l e  was so m e th in g  to  f e a r .  I f  
one g ro u p  o f  p e o p le  was g o b b lin g  
up r e s o u r c e s  o u t  o f  a l l  p ro p o r 
t io n  to  i t s  n e e d s , consum ing  a t  
t h i r t y  t im e s  th e  r a t e  o f  o th e r  
g ro u p s  o f  p e o p le ,  a t  e v e r y o n e 's

e x p e n se , w e ll . . . t h a t  was bad 
karm a, to  s a y  th e  l e a s t .  T h e ir  
s o c i e ty  was s u r e l y  s o f t ,  c a n c e r 
ou s and doom ed.

B ut somehow, th e  F i r s t  W orld h a s  
managed to  g iv e  i t  a l l  a happy 
s p i n .  We h av e  d e c id e d  n o t  to  
a v o id  d e c a d e n c e  b u t  to  em brace 
i t .  C rave i t .  Buy i t .  S e l l  i t .  
W h a t 's  d e c a d e n t?  I c e  cream  w ith  
th e  d e n s i t y  o f  p lu to n iu m , a b u b - 
b le b a th  w ith  a  b a r l e y - f l o u r  
c h a s e r ,  t h a t  g r e a t  new G ucci 
s c e n t  c a l l e d  "E n v y ."  D ecadence 
i s  j u s t  th e  c e l e b r a t i o n  o f  u n i 
v e r s a l  human a p p e t i t e s ,  f u l l y  
e x p re s s e d  -  and any  premium 
w ie n e r  w ho 'd  o b je c t  to  t h a t  id e a  
m ust a l r e a d y  be h a l f - d e a d .

T h e r e 's  no m is ta k in g  con tem po
r a r y  A m erica f o r  U e r s a i1 l e s - e r a  
F ra n c e  o r  Rome in  th e  tim e  o f  
th e  C a e s a r s .  D ecadence h a s  grown 
up , grown c o o l ,  grown s y s te m a t
ic  in  i t s  e x c e s s .  I t ' s  an  in d o o r  
t r o u t  s tr e a m  in  th e  t a s t e f u l  
l a k e s id e  m ansion  o f  a  s o f tw a r e  
m a g n a te . I t ' s  l e a s in g ,  r a t h e r  
th a n  ow ning , a  f i n e  German a u to 
m o b ile  so  you can  ex ch an g e  i t  
f o r  a  new one in  te n  m o n th s . Vou 
d o n ' t  s e e  th e  new d e c i - b i 11io n -  
n a i r e s  o f  S i l i c o n  U a l le y  s p l a s h 
in g  t h e i r  w e a lth  a ro u n d  w an ton
ly ,  l i k e  th e  '8 0 s  W all S t r e e t  
c ro w d . What you s e e  i s  s p e c i f i c ,  

l a s e r - g u id e d  g e n e r o s i 
ty  -  l i k e  c u t t i n g  
f r i e n d s  and  r e l a t i v e s  
i n t o  th e  IPO, o r  buy
in g  a  t a x - d e d u c t i b le

p a i n t i n g  by y o u r b o s s '  k i d .  
K eep ing  th e  money in  th e  f a m ily .  
The woman m ost r e c e n t l y  c an o n 
iz e d  by th e  A m erican  m edia was a 
p e r s o n a l  s h o p p e r ,  by t r a d e .  ( I t  
was s a i d  C a ro ly n  B e s s e t t e  
Kennedy, whose jo b  was to  p u r 
c h a s e  t h in g s  f o r  o th e r  p e o p le  
to o  w e a lth y  o r  t im e - p r e s s e d  to  
p u rc h a s e  t h in g s  f o r  th e m s e lv e s ,  
p e r s o n i f i e d  e le g a n c e ,  r e f i n e 
m ent and  u n d e r s ta t e m e n t . )  The 
new d e s ig n  a e s t h e t i c ,  a s  s e e n  in  
W a llp a p e r  m a g a z in e , i s  s e x i l y  
m in im a l i s t ,  w ith  h ig h  d e s ig n  and  
h y p e r a t t e n t i o n  to  e v e ry  d e t a i l .  
L a b o r - i n t e n s iv e  and  e x p e n s iv e  
a s  h e l l ,  b u t  w o rth  i t .

See how much w e 'v e  grown up? Can 
you u n d e r s ta n d  now why th e  r e s t  
o f  th e  w o rld  h a s  i t s  n o se  to  th e  
g l a s s ,  w a n tin g  a  p ie c e  o f  t h i s ?



P e rh a p s  d e c a d e n c e  i s n H  a th in g  
b u t  a  beha>viior — some g e s tu r e  
j u s t  a r r o g a n t  and  s h a m e le s s  
enough  to  be  Bad ( r e a d ,  g o o d ) . 
Rn A m erican  g o l f  f a n , s iu ep t up 
by j in g o is m , s p i t s  on a  r i v a l  
g o l f e r ' s  u i f e  a t  a  p r e s t i g i o u s  
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  to u r n a m e n t .  fi 
r e a l - e s t a t e  mogul e r e c t s  a  g r e a t  
m i d d le - f i n g e r  o f  an  a p a r tm e n t  
b u i l d in g  sh ad ow in g  th e  U n ite d  
N a t io n s .  The m ost p o iu e rfu l man 
in  th e  u io rld  prok^es he  i s  p a th o 
l o g i c a l l y  u n a b le  to  a p o lo g i z e .

Or maybe d e c a d e n c e  g o e s  d e e p e r  
th a n  a  b e h a v io r ,  a s  d eep  a s  th e  
e m o tio n  t h a t  h a tc h e d  i t .  The 
M otion  P i c t u r e  R s s o c i a t io n  o f  
A m erica f i x e s  an  A r a t i n g  on 
f i lm s  t h a t  in c lu d e  p r o f a n i t y ,  
n u d i t y ,  s e x ,  v io l e n c e  o r  " d e c a 
d e n t  s i t u a t i o n s . "  So u n d e r 
s ta n d i n g  d e c a d e n c e  may s im p ly  
in v o lv e  r e n t i n g  a  feiu sa u c y  
b lo c k b u s te r  a c t i o n  p i c t u r e s  and 
m o n i to r in g  th e  r e s p o n s e s  th e y  
p ro v o k e . As th e  b e lo v e d  s t a r s  
a p p e a r  on th e  s c r e e n ,  p r e 
d i c t a b l e  th o u g h ts  m a t e r i a l i z e  
in  th e  p r i m i t i v e  h in d b r a in  o f  
th e  v ie w e r :  I uuant y o u r  h a i r .  I 
u iant y o u r  m oney. I uiant to  s e e  
you n ak ed  on th e  I n t e r n e t .

N ot e v e ry  A m erican  l i v e s  a  d e c a 
d e n t  l i f e ,  o f  c o u r s e .  B u t d e c a 
d e n c e , a s  th e  m a r k e te r s  s o y , h a s  
g r e a t  p e n e t r a t i o n .  T hose mho 
a r e n ' t  th e m s e lv e s  t r a s h i n g  
h o t e l  room s o r  b e in g  pho 
to g ra p h e d  in  t h e i r  swimming 
p o o ls  f o r  I n S ty l e  m a g a z in e , end  
up t h in k in g  a  l o t  a b o u t  th o s e  
who a r e  -  b e c a u s e  th e  c u l t u r e  o f  
c e l e b r i t y  (o r  th e  c u l t u r e  o f  
" o r n a m e n t ," a s  S u san  F a lu d i  
c a l l s  i t )  i s  th e  w a te r  w e 'r e  a l l  
swimming i n .  R e f r a c te d  th ro u g h  
th e  g l a s s  o f  th e  ta n k ,  th e  co n 
to u r s  o f  th e  w o rld  o u t s i d e  te n d  
to  d i s t o r t .

A C a n a d ia n  n ew sp a p e r r e c e n t l y  
q u o te d  a  T o ro n to  woman who had

ta k e n  a  l e a v e  from  
h e r  law p r a c t i c e  to  
s t a y  home w ith  th e  
b a b y . She was grum - 
b l i n g  t h a t  th e  fa m ily  was now 
fo r c e d  to  g e t  by on h e r  h u s 
b a n d 's  $ 3 7 ,0 0 0  s a l a r y .  " I  lo v e  
to  l i v e  in  p o v e r ty , "  s h e  s a i d ,  
s a r d o n i c a l l y .  " I t ' s  my f a v o r i t e  
th in g  in  l i f e . "  The s t o r y  was 
su p p o se d  to  be a b o u t  th e  s o c i a l  
t r e n d  o f  p r o f e s s io n a l  women mak
in g  d o m e s tic  c h o i c e s .  B u t i t  was 
r e a l l y  a b o u t  a  d i f f e r e n t  s o c i a l  
t r e n d  a l t o g e t h e r :  th e  h y p e r 
i n f l a t i o n  o f  th e  c o n c e p t  o f  
" e n o u g h ."

To bo rro w  j o u r n a l i s t  R o b e r t  
K a p la n 's  m e ta p h o r, th e  F i r s t  
W orld i s  d r i v i n g  a  C a d i l l a c  
th ro u g h  H arlem . The p a s s e n g e r s  
a r e  h e r m e t i c a l l y  p r o t e c t e d .  The 
a i r - c o n d i t i o n e r  i s  on , Wynton 
M a r s a l i s  i s  i s s u i n g  from  th e  
s t e r e o ,  b e e r s  c h i l l  in  th e  m in i
b a r .  I t ' s  h a rd  to  make much o u t  
th ro u g h  th e  t i n t e d  w indow s, b u t  
no m a t t e r .  N o th in g  t h a t ' s  h ap 
p e n in g  o u t s i d e  h a s  any  b e a r in g  
on w h a t 's  h a p p e n in g  i n s i d e .  At 
l e a s t ,  t h a t ' s  o u r  w i l l f u l  i l l u 
s i o n .  I t ' s  an  i l l u s i o n  t h a t  
seem s i n d e f i n i t e l y  s u s t a i n a b l e ,  
th o u g h  i t  i s n ' t .

D ecadence  i s  s e l f - d e l u s i o n  on a 
m a ss iv e  s c a l e .  L ik e  th e  m o tto  o f  
th e  new g a d g e t- p a c k e d  m agalog  
Sony S t y l e  -  " t h in g s  t h a t  a r e  
n o t  e s s e n t i a l ,  y e t  h a rd  to  l i v e  
w i th o u t"  — i t ' s  a b o u t  c o n v in c in g  
o u r s e lv e s  o f  th e  v a lu e  o f  t h i s  
l i f e s t y l e ,  b e c a u s e  to  q u e s t io n  
i t  w ould  f o r c e  c h o ic e s  w e 'r e  n o t  
p r e p a r e d  to  m ake.

How much do I d e s e r v e ? ' we a l l  
a s k  o u r s e lv e s ,  i f  o n ly  i m p l i c i t 
l y .  'N o t j u s t  money, b u t  a d v en 
t u r e ,  s e x ,  f i z z y  w a te r ,  e d u c a 
t i o n a l  o p p o r t u n i t i e s ,  t im e  on 
th e  b e a c h , p e a c e  o f  mind -  th e  
p a c k a g e . How much do I d e s e r v e ? '

M f liy iU f liC T U I t f H Q
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A th o u g h tf u l  an sw er m ig h t 
b e , ' I  d o n ' t  d e s e r v e  a n y th in g .  
The n o t io n  t h a t  some p e o p le  a r e  
j u s t  n a t u r a l l y  m ore e n t i t l e d  
th a n  o th e r s  i s  f o r  C a l v i n i s t s ,  
M o n a rc h is ts  and  D onald  Trum p. I t  
s im p ly  d o e s n ' t  f e e l  r i g h t  to  
c la im  more th a n  a  m odest r e a s o n 
a b l e  a l l o t m e n t .  I f  I 'v e  h ap p en ed  
to  s t a k e  a  c la im  on a  r i c h  c ro o k  
o f  th e  r i v e r ,  t h a t ' s  my good 
lu c k .  The guy u p s tre a m  h a s  
w orked j u s t  a s  h a rd  a s  I h a v e . 
So I s h a r e . '

B ut t h a t  v iew  now seem s down
r i g h t  u n -A m e ric a n . 'How much do 
I d e s e r v e ?  A ll  I c an  cram  in  my 
m outh , b r a i n ,  g lo v e -b o x  and  d a y -  
t i m e r , ' s a y s  th e  h a r d - c h a r g in g  
c a p i t a l i s t .  ' I ' v e  e a rn e d  i t .  And 
you h a v e n 't  e a rn e d  th e  r i g h t  to  
t e l l  me d i f f e r e n t l y . '  T h a t 's  
why, when th e  A u s t r a l i a n  e t h i -  
c i s t  P e t e r  S in g e r  w o n d e rs , "What 
i s  o u r  c h a r i t a b l e  b u rd e n ? "  i t  
s t r i k e s  so  many A m erican s a s  
u n u s u a l ,  c o n t r o v e r s i a l , b i z a r r e .  
F o r a  l o t  o f  f o l k s ,  th e  c a l c u 
l a t i o n  o f  an  a c c e p ta b l e  l e v e l  o f  
p e r s o n a l  s a c r i f i c e  i s  e a s y :  I t ' s  
z e r o .  No o t h e r  an sw er c o m p u te s . 
I th in k  t h a t  p a r t l y  e x p la in s  th e  
e x t r e m e  r e s p o n s e s  S i n g e r  
e v o k e s . He to u c h e s  p e o p le  in  a 
p la c e  th e y  d o n ' t  l i k e  to  be 
to u c h e d .

A re A m erican s to d a y  i n t r i n s i 
c a l l y  m ore b a s e  and  s e l f - c e n -  
t e r e d  th a n  o t h e r  f o l k s ,  p a s t  and  
p r e s e n t ?  H ard  to  make t h a t  a rg u 
m ent f l y .  I t ' s  j u s t  t h a t  n e v e r  
b e f o r e  in  h i s t o r y  h av e  so  few 
b a r r i e r s  b een  p la c e d  in  f r o n t  o f  
th e  e x p r e s s io n  o f  a  N a t io n a l  i d .  
No o p p o n e n ts  c h a l l e n g e  u s .  No 
a u t h o r i t y  f i g u r e s  m o n ito r  u s .  No 
t h r e a t  o f  c o n s e q u e n c e  o r  
r e p r  i s a 1 e n c o u ra g e s  c i v i l i t y ,  
m o d esty , f a i r n e s s  o r  g r a c e .  The
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" l i f e  o f  s t r u g g l e "  t h a t  S cho p en h au er 
i d e n t i f i e d  a s  e s s e n t i a l  to  man i s n H  
o b ijio u s  in  th e  c o n te m p o ra ry  US. The 
s t r u g g l e  a g a i n s t  uuant h a s  been  won; 
a l l  fo e s  have  been  c o n q u e re d  b u t  o n e . 
T h a t one i s  boredom , th e  o p p o s i te  o f  
s u f f e r i n g .

Not lon g  ag o , th e  a c t o r  C h a r l i e  
S heen , an  f ln g e ls  b a s e b a l l  fa n , 
b o u g h t up a l l  th e  t i c k e t s  in  a  l e f t -  
f i e l d  s e c t i o n  o f  Anaheim s ta d iu m  and 
s a t  o u t  t h e r e  by h im s e l f ,  p o un d in g  
h i s  m i t t ,  h o p in g  to  c a tc h  a  f l y  b a l l .  
(None came h i s  luay .) Why d id  he do 
t h a t ?  B ecause  he c o u ld .  A m erica i s  
d e c a d e n t  b e c a u se  n o th in g  p r e v e n ts  i t  
from b e in g  s o .  "B ecause  I c a n "  i s  th e  
i r o n i c  s u c c e s s o r  to  th e  m ore 
e a r n e s t ,  K a n t ia n ,  " B e c a u se  I 
s h o u ld ."  When t h e r e ' s  no o th e r  
r a t i o n a l e  f o r  a  b e h a v io r ,  and  none 
seem s to  be r e q u i r e d ,  t h a t ' s  d e c a 
d en ce  -  no l e s s  so  f o r  th e  sm irk y  
t a g l i n e .

D ecadence i s  luhat h ap p en s  luhen th e  
e n e rg y  o f  a lahole s o c i e ty  g e t s  ch an 
n e le d  i n t o  th e  t r i v i a l  o r  th e  m erce
n a r y .  In  th e  ag e  o f  th e  s u p e rc h a rg e d  
Douj, e v e r y th in g  r e d u c e s  to  an  
" o p p o r t u n i t y , "  a t  an  i n c a l c u l a b l e  
( th ou g h  unacknou jledged) c o s t .

As h u r r i c a n e  F lo y d  b lew  th ro u g h  
F lo r i d a ,  d a y - t r a d e r s  jum ped i n t o  th e  
co m m o d itie s  m a rk e ts  lo o k in g  to  c a sh  
in  on t r a g e d y .  O range j u i c e  and  c o t 
to n  f u t u r e s  s h o t  u p . Lumber f u t u r e s  
r o s e  b e c a u s e  hom es sm ash ed  to  
f l i n d e r s  w ould p re su m ab ly  need  to  be 
r e b u i l t .  Then th e  h u r r i c a n e  moved 
n o r th w a rd , and t r a d e r s  e a s e d  o f f ,  
w a i t in g  to  s e e  i f  t h e r e  w ould b e , a s  
one t r a d e r  p u t  i t ,  "any  r e a l  d am age ."  
" I  d o n ' t  th in k  m o r a l i ty  h a s  a n y th in g  
to  do w ith  th e  way m a rk e ts  w ork, 
t h a t ' s  w hat t h i s  i s  t e l l i n g  y o u ,"  a  
la b o r  e c o n o m is t r e a c h e d  f o r  comment 
sum m arized . What d o es  i t  t e l l  you 
when th e  m ost p o w e rfu l e n g in e  o f  th e  
c o u n try ,  a  c h i e f  d r i v e r  o f  i t s  c u l 
t u r e ,  f u n c t io n s  in d e p e n d e n t o f  human

m o ra li  ty ?
I p o n d e re d  t h a t  q u e s t io n  r e c e n t 
ly  w h ile  s i t t i n g  on th e  th r o n e  in  

th e  b a th room  o f  th e  o f f i c e  w here I 
w ork . O fte n  t h e r e  a r e  m a g a z in e s  to  
r e a d  in  t h e r e ,  b u t  on th e  l a s t  few 
o c c a s io n s  t h e r e  h a v e n 't  b een  — o n ly  
c a t a l o g u e s .  A n o th e r s ig n  o f  th e  
t im e s .  In  th e  m ost p r i v a t e  o f  th e  
d a y 's  m om ents, w here we u se d  to  r e l a x  
and  be t o l d  a  s t o r y ,  now we g a z e  a t  
p i c t u r e s  o f  a  c a r  o r  a  c o m p u te r o r  a 
c o f fe e m a k e r .  Consum er l u s t  lo o s e n s  
th e  s p h i n c t e r  and  in  an  a lm o s t  o r g a s 
m ic spasm , we l e t  g o . (Of maybe th e  
l a s t  th in g  w e 'r e  w i l l i n g  to  l e t  g o . )

I t ' s  te m p tin g  to  th in k  o f  d e c a d e n c e  
a s  a  p e r s o n a l  a c t  w ith  p e r s o n a l  co n 
s e q u e n c e s  (nam ely , to  th e  s o u l . ) .  I f  
t h a t  w ere t r u e ,  i t  w ould a l l  come 
down to  a  m a t te r  o f  t a s t e ,  and we 
c o u ld  a g r e e  to  l i v e  and  l e t  l i v e  w ith  
o u r  own s t r a n g e  p r e o c c u p a t io n s .  B ut 
d e c a d e n c e  i s  r e a l l y  a  p o l i t i c a l  a c t .  
A m ericans a r e n ' t  l i v i n g  l a r g e  in  a 
vacuum; t h e y 'r e  l i v i n g  l a r g e  a t  th e  
e x p e n se  o f  t h in g s  and  p e o p le :  th e
g ro w in g  u n d e r c l a s s ,  th e  s t a b i l i t y  o f  
th e  econom y, th e  t e x tu r e  o f  m e n ta l 
e n v iro n m e n t,  th e  p l a n e t  i t s e l f .  
E v ery  m ile  we lo g  a lo n e  in  th e  c a r ,  
e v e ry  sw e a t-sh o p -m a d e  s n e a k e r  we 
b uy , e v e ry  p o rn  s i t e  we v i s i t ,  e v e ry  
to b a c c o  s to c k  we d a y - t r a d e  in ,  i s  a 
b r i c k  in  w a ll  o f  th e  new w o rld  w e 'r e  
c r e a t i n g .  Not e v e ry o n e  g o t  a  v o te  in  
t h i s  p r o c e s s ;  y e t  e v e ry o n e  p ay s  th e  
p r i c e .  E v e n tu a l ly ,  e v e ry o n e  p a y s  an 
i n c r e d ib l e  p r i c e .

" In  a  new way, A m e r ic a 's  d e c a d e n c e  
h a s  made i t  v u l n e r a b l e , "  a  f r i e n d  
o f f e r s .  Today, a l l  i s  w e l l ,  so  keep  
y o u r  ey e  on to d a y . Ten y e a r s  ago  th e  
a v e ra g e  p e r s o n a l  s a v in g s  r a t e  in  
N o rth  A m erica was a b o u t  te n  p e r c e n t .  
Now i t ' s  z e r o .  " I f  th e  Dow tu m b le s , 
p e o p le  l i t e r a l l y  w i l l  n o t  be  a b l e  to  
t o l e r a t e  a  d im in ish m e n t in  t h e i r  
l i f e s t y l e .  V o u 'l l  s e e  consum er r a g e ,  
d e e p e r  and  d e e p e r  d e b t  p ro b le m s  a s  
c o n su m p tio n  p a t t e r n s  h o ld  c o n s ta n t  
b u t  incom e f a l l s . "  B e c a u se , th e  
th in g  i s ,  th e  d e s i r e  d o e s n 't  go aw ay. 
The m a n u fa c tu re  o f  d e s i r e  w o n 't  s low  
down, ev en  i f  th e  m a n u fa c tu re  o f  
e v e r y th in g  e l s e  d o e s .

HOW

MUCH

DO

DESERUE
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three voices 
lovely as the 
day was special 
more over 
faith
was born today
in my
heart
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the loneliness 
i feel
right now 
is really 
freedom
in sheep's clothing
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by: Anthon 
w o r 
by: Rachel I
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you danced today 
with a freedom 
my eyes have never seen 
twistirg and 
turning
with the splendor 
of
mother earth 
not-to;>h-ahhh
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6TIE:\E LSTE0 
PROBLEMAS?

sumRver days come 
to an end 
i was re-born 
metamorphosis 
manumission 
...many people 
made it unique 
especially 
me.

m a tt i  
w e  m iss yo u
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N o  C h a n c e . . .

b y  P r o f e s s o r  B e n n y  M o r r i s

F o r  th e  p a s t  tw o  d e c a d e s ,  P r o f e s s o r  B e n n y  M o r r i s  - a  p r o m in e n t  I s r a e l i  l e f t i s t ,  
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  a c a d e m ic ,  k ib b u tz n ik ,  a n d  a  l e a d in g  f i g u r e  in  I s r a e l 's  P o s t - Z io n is m  
c a m p  - h a s  b e e n  a d v o c a t in g  th e  n o tio n  t h a t  I s r a e l 's  o f f ic ia l  v e r s io n  of h i s t o r y  h a s  

b e e n  f i l le d  w i th  m is c o n c e p t io n s  a n d  m is l e a d in g  m y th s .  W i th  th e  p u b l i c a t io n  of T h e  
B i r t h  o f  t h e  P a l e s t i n i a n  R e f u g e e  P r o b l e m  in  1 9 8 8 ,  P r o f e s s o r  B e n n y  M o r r i s  b e c a m e  o n e  
of I s r a e l ' s  ''N e w  H i s t o r i a n s "  w h o  fo rc e d  h i s  c o u n t r y  to  c o n f r o n t  i t s  p a r t i a l  r o le  in  th e  
d is p la c e m e n t  of h u n d r e d s  of th o u s a n d s  of P a l e s t i n i a n s .  L a te r ,  c i t in g  m o r a l  a n d  e th ic a l  
r e a s o n s ,  M o r r i s  r e f u s e d  to  f u l f i l l  h i s  I s r a e l i  m i l i t a r y  d u t i e s  in  th e  W e s t  B a n k  a n d  w a s  
s u b s e q u e n t ly  a r r e s t e d  a n d  j a i le d .  F o r  th e  l a s t  2 0  y e a r s  h e  h a s  b e e n  a  p r o m in e n t  c r i t i c  
of th e  S ta t e  of I s r a e l .  M o r e  r e c e n t ly ,  h e  h a s  s h o c k e d  h i s  a l l i e s  in  th e  L e f t  w i th  h i s  c r i t 
ic i s m  of th e  P a l e s t i n i a n  l i b e r a t i o n  m o v e m e n t a n d  i t s  l e a d e r s h i p .  A s  th e  c y c le  of v io 
le n c e  in  th e  M id d le  E a s t  i n t e n s i f i e s .  P r o f e s s o r  B e n n y  M o r r i s  e x p la in s  in  th e  fo l lo w in g  
e s s a y  w h y  h e  h a s  s h i f t e d  th e  p r o p e n s i ty  of b la m e  f o r  t h e  b r e a k d o w n  in  n e g o t ia t io n s ,  
f ro m  I s r a e l  to  th e  P a l e s t i n i a n  l e a d e r s h ip ,  a n d  e x p o u n d s  o n  w h y  h e  b e l ie v e s  a  p e a c e f u l  
c o e x is te n c e  i s  im p o s s ib le  in  th e  n e a r  f u tu r e .

Professor Benny Morris’ latest book is Righteous Victims : A History of the Zionist-Arab Conflict, 1881-1999



T he rumor that I have undergone a brain transplant is (as 
far as I can remember) unfounded - or at least prem a
ture. But my thinking about the current Middle East cri

sis and its protagonists has in fact radically changed during the 
past two years. I imagine that 1 feel a bit like one of those west
ern fellow travellers rudely awakened by the trundle of Russian 
tanks crashing through Budapest in 1956.

Back in 1993, when i began work on Righteous Victims, a 
revisionist history of the Zionist-Arab conflict from 1881 until 
the present, I was cautiously optimistic about the prospects for 
Middle East peace. I was never a wild optimist; and my gradual 
study during the mid-1990s of the pre-1948 history of 
Palestinian-Zionist relations brought home to me the depth and 
breadth of the problems and antagonisms. But at least the 
Israelis and Palestinians were talking peace; had agreed to 
mutual recognition; and had signed the Oslo agreement, a first 
step that promised gradual Israeli withdrawal from the occu
pied territories, the emergence of a Palestinian state, and a 
peace treaty between the two peoples. The Palestinians 
appeared to have given up their decades-old dream and objec
tive of destroying and supplanting the lewish state, and the 
Israelis had given up their dream of a “Greater Israel”, stretch
ing from the Mediterranean to the Jordan river. And, given the 
centrality of Palestinian-Israeli relations in the Arab-lsraeli con
flict, a final, comprehensive peace settlement between Israel 
and all of its Arab neighbors seemed within reach.

But by the time I had completed the book, my restrained 
optimism had given way to grave doubts - and within a year 
had crumbled into a cosmic pessimism. One reason was the 
Syrians’ rejection of the deal offered by the prime ministers 
Yitzhak Rabin and Shimon Peres in 1993-96 and Ehud Barak in 
1999-2000, involving Israeli withdrawal from the Golan Heights 
in exchange for a full-fledged bilateral peace treaty. W hat 
appears to have stayed the hands of President Hafez Assad and 
subsequently his son and successor, Bashar Assad, was not 
quibbles about a few hundred yards here or there but a basic 
refusal to make peace with the Jewish state. W hat counted, in 
the end, was the presence, on a wall in the Assads’ office, of a 
portrait of Saladin, the legendary 12th-century Kurdish Muslim 
warrior who had beaten the crusaders, to whom the Arabs 
often compared the Zionists. 1 can see the father, on his 
deathbed, telling his son: “Whatever you do, don’t make peace 
with the jews; like the crusaders, they too will vanish.”

But my main reason, around which my pessimism gathered 
and crystallized, was the figure of Yasser Arafat, who has led 
the Palestinian national movement since the late 1960s and, by 
virtue of the Oslo accords, governs the cities of the West Bank 
(Hebron, Bethlehem, Ramallah, Nablus, Jenin, Tulkarm and 
Qalqilya) and their environs, and the bulk of the Gaza Strip. 
Arafat is the symbol of the movement, accurately reflecting his 
people’s miseries and collective aspirations. Unfortunately, he 
has proven himself a worthy successor to Haj Muhammad 
Amin al Husseini, the mufti of Jerusalem, who led the 
Palestinians during the 1930s into their (abortive) rebellion 
against the British mandate government and during the 1940s 
into their (again abortive) attempt to prevent the emergence of 
the Jewish state in 1948, resulting In their catastrophic defeat 
and the creation of the Palestinian refugee problem. Husseini 
had been implacable and Incompetent (a dangerous mix) - but 
also a trickster and liar. Nobody had trusted him, neither his 
Arab colleagues nor the British nor the Zionists. Above all, 
Husseini had embodied rejectionism - a rejection of any com
promise with the Zionist movement. He had rejected two inter

national proposals to partition the country into Jewish and Arab 
polities, by the British Peel commission In 1937 and by the UN 
General Assembly in November 1947. In between, he spent the 
war years (1941-45) in Berlin, working for the Nazi foreign 
ministry and recruiting Bosnian Muslims for the Wehrmacht.

Abba Eban, Israel’s legendary foreign minister, once 
quipped that the Palestinians had never missed an opportunity 
to miss an opportunity. But no one can fault them for consis
tency. After Husseini came Arafat, another implacable nation
alist and inveterate liar, trusted by no Arab, Israeli or American 
leader (though there appear to be many Europeans who are 
taken in). In 1978-79, he failed to join the Israeli-Egyptian 
Camp David framework, which might have led to Palestinian 
statehood a decade ago. In 2000, turning his back on the Oslo 
process, Arafat rejected yet another historic compromise, that 
offered by Barak at Camp David in July and subsequently 
improved upon In President Bill Clinton’s proposals (endorsed 
by Barak) in December. Instead, the Palestinians, In September, 
resorted to arms and launched the current mini-war or intifa
da, which has so far resulted in some 790 Arab and 270 Israeli 
deaths, and a deepening of hatred on both sides to the point 
that the idea of a territorial-political compromise seems to be a 
pipe dream.

Palestinians and their sym pathizers have blamed the 
Israelis and Clinton for what happened: the daily humiliations 
and restrictions of the continuing Israeli semi-occupation; the 
wily but transparent Binyamln Netanyahu’s foot-dragging dur
ing 1 996-99; Barak’s continued expansion of the settlements in 
the occupied territories and his standoffish manner toward 
Arafat; and Clinton’s Insistence on summoning the Camp David 
meeting despite Palestinian protestations that they were not 
quite ready. But all this Is really and truly beside the point; 
Barak, a sincere and courageous leader, offered Arafat a rea
sonable peace agreement that included Israeli withdrawal from 
85-91% of the West Bank and 100% of the Gaza Strip; the 
uprooting of most of the settlements; Palestinian sovereignty 
over the Arab neighborhoods of East Jerusalem; and the estab
lishment of a Palestinian state. As to the Temple Mount (Haram 
ash-Sharif) In Jerusalem’s Old City, Barak proposed Israeli- 
Palestinian condominium or UN security council control or 
“divine sovereignty” with actual Arab control. Regarding the 
Palestinian refugees, Barak offered a token return to Israel and 
massive financial compensation to facilitate their rehabilitation 
In the Arab states and the Palestinian state-to-be.

Arafat rejected the offer. Insisting on 100% Israeli with
drawal from the territories, sole Palestinian sovereignty over the 
Temple Mount, and the refugees’ “right of return” to Israel 
proper. Instead of continuing to negotiate, the Palestinians - 
with the agile Arafat both riding the tiger and pulling the strings 
behind the scenes - launched the intifada. Clinton (and Barak) 
responded by upping the ante to 94-96% of the West Bank 
(with some territorial compensation from Israel proper) and 
sovereignty over the surface area of the Temple Mount, with 
some sort of Israeli control regarding the area below ground, 
where the Palestinians have recently carried out excavation 
work without proper archaeological supervision. Again, the 
Palestinians rejected the proposals, Insisting on sole Palestinian 
sovereignty over the Temple Mount (surely an unjust demand: 
after all, the Temple Mount and the tem ples’ remains at its core 
are the most important historical and religious symbol and site 
of the Jewish people. It is worth mentioning that “Jerusalem” or 
Its Arab variants do not even appear once in the Koran).
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Since these rejections - which led directly to Barak’s defeat 
and hardliner Ariel Sharon’s election as prime minister - the 
Israelis and Palestinians have been at each o ther’s throats, and 
the semi-occupation has continued. The intifada is a strange, 
sad sort of war, with the underdog, who rejected peace, simul
taneously in the role of aggressor and, when the western TV 
cameras are on, victim. The semi-occupier, with his giant but 
largely useless army, merely responds, usually with great 
restraint, given the moral and international political shackles 
under which he labors. And he loses on CNN because F -I6s 
bombing empty police buildings appear far more savage than 
Palestinian suicide bombers who take out 10 or 20 Israeli civil
ians at a go.

The Palestinian Authority (PA) has emerged as a virtual 
kingdom of mendacity, where every official, from President 
Arafat down, spends his days lying to a succession of western 
journalists. The reporters routinely give the lies credence equal 
to or greater than what they hear from straight, or far less men
dacious, Israeli officials. One day Arafat charges that the Israel 
Defense Forces (IDF) uses uranium-tipped shells against 
Palestinian civilians. The next day it’s poison gas. Then, for 
lack of independent corroboration, 
the charges simply vanish - and the 
Palestinians go on to the next lie, 
again garnering headlines in west
ern and Arab newspapers.

1
5
D
7}>

Daily, Palestinian officials 
bewail Israeli “m assacres” and 
“bombings” of Palestinian civilians
- when in fact there have been no 
massacres and the bombings have 
invariably been directed at empty 
PA buildings. The only civilians 
deliberately targeted and killed in 
large numbers, indeed massacred, 
are Israeli - by Palestinian suicide 
bombers. In response, the army and 
Shin Bet (the Israeli security serv
ice) have tried to hit the guilty with 
“targeted killings” of bomb-makers, 
terrorists and their dispatchers, to
me an eminently moral form of reprisal, deterrence and pre
vention; these are (barbaric) “soldiers” in a mini-war and, as 
such, legitimate military targets. Would the critics prefer Israel 
to respond in kind to a suicide bombing in Tel Aviv? Palestinian 
leaders routinely laud the suicide bombers as national heroes. 
In a recent spate of articles, Palestinian journalists, politicians 
and clerics praised Wafa Idris, a female suicide bomber who 
detonated her device in Jerusalem’s main Jaffa Street, killing an 
81- year-old man and injuring about 100. A controversy ensued
- not over the morality or political efficacy of the deed but 
about whether Islam allows women to play such a role.

Instead of being informed, accurately, about the Israeli 
peace offers, the Palestinians have been subjected to a nonstop 
barrage of anti-Israeli incitement and lies in the PA-controlled

U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  t h e  P a l e s t i n i a n  
n a t i o n a l  m o v e m e n t ,  f r o m  i t s  
i n c e p t i o n ,  h a s  d e n i e d  t h e  Z i o n i s t  
m o v e m e n t  a n y  l e g i t i m a c y  a n d  
s t u c k  f a s t  t o  t h e  v i s i o n  o f  a  
“ G r e a t e r  P a l e s t i n e ” , m e a n i n g  a  
M u s l i m - A r a b - p o p u l a t e d  a n d  
A r a b -  c o n t r o l l e d  s t a t e  i n  a l l  o f  
P a l e s t i n e ,  p e r h a p s  w i t h  s o m e  
J e w s  b e i n g  a l l o w e d  t o  s t a y  o n  a s  
a  r e l i g i o u s  m i n o r i t y .

media. Arafat has honed the practice of saying one thing to 
western audiences and quite another to his own Palestinian 
constituency to a fine art. Lately, with Arab audiences, he has 
begun to use the term “the Zionist arm y” (for the IDF), a throw
back to the 1950s and 1960s when Arab leaders routinely 
spoke of “the Zionist entity” instead of saying “Israel”, which, 
they felt, implied some form of recognition of the Jewish state 
and its legitimacy.

At the end of the day, this question of legitimacy - seem
ingly put to rest by the Israeli-Egyptian and Israeli- Jordanian 
peace treaties - is at the root of current Israeli despair and my 
own “conversion”. For decades, Israeli leaders - notably Golda 
IVIeir in 1969 - denied the existence of a “Palestinian people” 
and the legitimacy of Palestinian aspirations for sovereignty. 
But during the 1 930s and 1 940s, the Zionist movement agreed 
to give up its dream of a “Greater Israel” and to divide Palestine 
with the Arabs. During the 1990s, the movement went further 
- agreeing to partition and recognizing the existence of the 
Palestinian people as its partner in partition.

Unfortunately, the Palestinian national movement, from its 
inception, has denied the Zionist movement any legitimacy and 

stuck fast to the vision of a “Greater 
Palestine”, meaning a Muslim-Arab- 
populated and Arab- controlled state 
in all of Palestine, perhaps with some 
Jews being allowed to stay on as a 
religious minority. In 1988-93, in a 
brief flicker on the graph, Arafat and 
the Palestine Liberation Organization 
seemed to have acquiesced in the 
idea of a compromise. But since 2000 
the dominant vision of a “Greater 
Palestine” has surged back to the 
fore (and one wonders whether the 
pacific asseverations of 1988-1993 
were not merely diplomatic cam ou
flage).

The Palestinian leadership, and 
with them most Palestinians, deny 
Israel’s right to exist, deny that 
Zionism w as/is a just enterprise. (I 

have yet to see even a peace-minded Palestinian leader, as Sari 
Nusseibeh seems to be, stand up and say: “Zionism is a legiti
mate national liberation movement, like our own. And the Jews 
have a just claim to Palestine, like we do.”) Israel may exist, and 
be too powerful, at present, to destroy; one may recognize its 
reality. But this is not to endow it with legitimacy. Hence 
Arafat’s repeated denial in recent months of any connection 
between the Jewish people and the Temple iVIount, and, by 
extension, between the Jewish people and the land of 
Israel/Palestine. “W hat Temple?” he asks. The Jews are simply 
robbers who came from Europe and decided, for some unfath
omable reason, to steal Palestine and displace the Palestinians. 
He refuses to recognize the history and reality of the 3,000- 
year-old Jewish connection to the land of Israel.

On some symbolic plane, the Temple Mount is a crucial 
issue. But more practically, the real issue, the real litmus test of 
Palestinian intentions, is the fate of the refugees, some 3.5-4 
million strong, encompassing those who fled or were driven out 
during the 1948 war and were never allowed back to their 
homes in Israel, as well as their descendants.

I spent the m id-1980s investigating what led to the creation 
of the refugee problem, publishing T h e  B i r th  o f  t h e  P a le s t i n ia n  
R e f u g e e  P r o b le m , 1 9 4 7 - 1 9 4 9  in 1988. My conclusion, which 
angered many Israelis and undermined Zionist historiography, 
was that most of the refugees were a 
product of Zionist military action 
and, in smaller measure, of Israeli 
expulsion orders and Arab local lead
ers’ urgings or orders to move out.
Critics of Israel subsequently latched 
on to those findings that highlighted 
Israeli responsibility while ignoring 
the fact that the problem was a direct 
consequence of the war that the 
Palestinians - and, in their wake, the 
surrounding Arab states - had 
launched. And few noted that, in my 
concluding remarks, I had explained 
that the creation of the problem was 
“almost inevitable”, given the Zionist 
aim of creating a Jewish state in a 
land largely populated by Arabs and 
given Arab resistance to the Zionist 
enterprise. The refugees were the
inevitable by-product of an attempt to fit an ungainly square 
peg into an inhospitable round hole.

But whatever my findings, we are now 50 years on - and 
Israel exists. Like every people, the Jews deserve a state, and 
justice will not be served by throwing them into the sea. And if 
the refugees are allowed back, there will be godawful chaos 
and, in the end, no Israel. Israel is currently populated by 5m 
Jews and more than 1 m Arabs (an increasingly vociferous, pro- 
Palestinian irredentist time bomb). If the refugees return, an 
unviable binational entity will emerge and, given the Arabs’ far 
higher birth rates, Israel will quickly cease to be a Jewish state. 
Add to that the Arabs in the West Bank and Gaza Strip and you
have, alm ost instantly, an Arab state between the
Mediterranean and the Jordan river with a Jewish minority.

Jews lived as a minority in Muslim countries from the 7th 
century - and, contrary to Arab propaganda, never much 
enjoyed the experience. They were always second-class citi
zens and always discrim inated-against infidels; they were often 
persecuted and not infrequently murdered. Giant pogroms 
occurred over the centuries. And as late as the 1940s Arab 
mobs murdered hundreds of Jews in Baghdad, and hundreds 
more in Libya, Egypt and Morocco. The Jews were expelled 
from or fled the Arab world during the 1 950s and 60s. There is 
no reason to believe that Jews will want to live (again) as a 
minority in a (Palestinian) Arab state, especially given the trag
ic history of Jewish-Palestinian relations. They will either be 
expelled or emigrate to the west.

J e w s  l i v e d  a s  a  m i n o r i t y  i n  
M u s l i m  c o u n t r i e s  f r o m  t h e  7 t h  
c e n t u r y  - a n d ,  c o n t r a r y  t o  A r a b  
p r o p a g a n d a ,  n e v e r  m u c h  
e n j o y e d  t h e  e x p e r i e n c e .  T h e y  
w e r e  a l w a y s  s e c o n d - c l a s s  c i t i 
z e n s  a n d  a l w a y s  d i s c r i m i n a t e d -  
a g a i n s t  i n f i d e l s ;  t h e y  w e r e  o f t e n  
p e r s e c u t e d  a n d  n o t  i n f r e q u e n t l y  
m u r d e r e d .  G i a n t  p o g r o m s  
o c c u r r e d  o v e r  t h e  c e n t u r i e s .

It is the Palestinian leadership’s rejection of the Barak- 
Clinton peace proposals of July-December 2000, the launching 
of the intifada, and the demand ever since that Israel accept the 
“right of return” that has persuaded me that the Palestinians, at 
least in this generation, do not intend peace: they do not want, 
merely, an end to the occupation - that is what was offered 
back in July- December 2000, and they rejected the deal. They 
want all of Palestine and as few Jews in it as possible. The right 
of return is the wedge with which to prise open the Jewish state. 
Demography - the far higher Arab birth rate - will, over time,

do the rest, if Iranian or Iraqi 
nuclear weapons don’t do the trick 
first.

And don’t get me wrong. I favor 
an Israeli withdrawal from the ter
ritories - the semi-occupation is 
corrupting and immoral, and alien
ates Israel’s friends abroad - as 
part of a bilateral peace agree
ment; or, if an agreement is unob
tainable, a unilateral withdrawal to 
strategically defensible borders. In 
fact in 1988 I served time in a mil
itary prison for refusing to serve in 
the West Bank town of Nablus. But 
I don’t believe that the resultant 
status quo will survive for long. 
The Palestinians - either the PA 
itself or various armed factions, 

with the PA looking on - will continue to harry Israel, with 
Katyusha rockets and suicide bombers, across the new lines, be 
they agreed or self-imposed. Ultimately, they will force Israel to 
reconquer the West Bank and Gaza Strip, probably plunging 
the Middle East into a new, wide conflagration.

I don’t believe that Arafat and his colleagues mean or want 
peace - only a staggered chipping away at the Jewish state - 
and I don’t believe that a perm anent two-state solution will 
emerge. I don’t believe that Arafat is constitutionally capable of 
agreeing, really agreeing, to a solution in which the Palestinians 
get 22-25% of the land (a West Bank-Gaza state) and Israel the 
remaining 75- 78%, or of signing away the “right of return”. He 
is incapable of looking his refugee constituencies in Lebanon, 
Syria, Jordan and Gaza in the eye and telling them: “I have 
signed away your birthright, your hope, your dream .”

And he probably doesn’t want to. Ultimately, I believe, the 
balance of military force or the demography of Palestine, m ean
ing the discrepant national birth rates, will determine the coun
try’s future, and either Palestine will become a Jewish state, 
without a substantial Arab minority, or it will become an Arab 
state, with a gradually diminishing Jewish minority. Or it will 
become a nuclear wasteland, a home to neither people.

P r o fe s s o r  B e n n y  M o r r i s  te a c h e s  M id d le  E a s t  h i s t o r y  a t  B e n -  
G u r io n  U n iv e r s i ty , B e e r s h e b a ,  I s r a e l .  H i s  n e x t  b o o k ,  T h e  R o a d  to  
J e r u s a l e m :  G lu b b  P a s h a ,  t h e  J e w s  a n d  P a le s t in e ,  is  p u b l i s h e d  b y  
I B  T a u r is .



offee, Tea, Rollinq Rocl; and otiiGP alcoholic Leveraqes, and Dutch liomG-qpown 
cannabis are on G menu at Tops C o f fe e  S h o p  on tliG PpinsGnqraclit (Prince 
Canal) in Amsfcpdom. A special license is pequiped to sell alcoliol, Lut not soft dpuqs. 

HgsIi and weed ape sold bq tke qpom, includinq a selection of Domestic, Fopeiqn, Afqiian and 
Manoli vapieties fpom tke East. TfiGSG soft dpuqs are offeped leqallq in tke 5 0 0  Bpown Coffee 
Shops in The Metheplands.

*The Metheplands is the onlq p l o c G  qou can do this. Its illeqal whepe I come fpom, Supiname 
[a Dutch Col onq], said Jeppq Wellie, the haptender at Tops C o f fe e  S h o p ,  who has lived in 
Amstepdam fop five qeaps. When qou smofe mapijuona qou don t hapm anqone, he said.

F ollowinq the lih eral uppisinq of the 1960s and Woodstock, connahis and hash w g p g  com-
monlq used even hq memhcps of Papliament, stated Well ie. Thus, ahout 3 0  qears aqo a law 
was passed to ieqalize soft dpuqs and hpown cafes wepe horn.

Apppoximatelq half the co ffee shops in The Metheplands ape located in the capital citq of 
Amstepdam, manq in estahlished residential neiqhhophoods.

The attitude is much more relaxed, maqhe too relaxed, said Theresa Mqlen, a modern dance 
student at the Theatre School in Amsterdam. For the past two qears, Ms. Mql en, a Swedish 

citizen, has lived in Amsterdam and she was astonished when she fipst appived in the countpq and went to a coffee shop. Its an easq choice to 
mafe hepe, sai d Ms. Mqlen, Just ash fop the menu.

But Veponica Hutton, a qpaduate student in finance at U CLA  in Califopnia said, I don t feel comfoptahle to smofe here. I onlq feel com-
foptahle in mq own house.” Ms. Hutton was in Amstepdam to do peseapch for an American insurance companq.

Jimi Hendrix and Led Zeppelin posters are part of the decor at Tops C o f fe e  S h o p , and Boh Marleq music plaqs reqularlq. Thisd imli) lit 
coffee shop is equipped with video qames and eiqht computer links, which are not common at other cafes. Ms. Hutton cued up to use the com
puter at Tops so she could e-mail her hoss in America.

1̂ wonder what mq hoss would saq if he knew where I was conductinq mq business from, she said.
Six cafe tables and rattan chairs are nestled outside the front of Tops C o f fe e  S h o p , where customers can sit and enjoq a cappuccino or a 

joint as the canal tourist boats and leisure watercraft cruise bq. This section of the Prinsenqracht Canal consists mainlq of 17th centurq 
residential build inqs. The Von H a len  bed and breakfast. H a ir  P o in t  B ea u lii salon, two bakeries and one ofth e manq antique shops found in 
Amsterdam.

So when qou visit Amsterdam and qou see the abundant coffee shops, remember that the menu maq not be limited to just coffee or tea.

T h i r d Ra i l Ma g ' rCOM
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^ah, Christine! Hiyah, Rachel! Hi everybody!” I heard Alexis 
loudly screech to her friends who were maybe just five feet away from 
her amidst the noise and chaos of the cafeteria.
Even though I was sitting a few tables away from her, her voice star

tled me. I had been reading W u th e r in g  H e ig h ts  for my A.P. English 
class. H o w  o b n o x io m ^  I thought, considering how close in distance 
Alexis was to her friends as I watched her file and greet each of them 
with phony air kisses. But that was Alexis for you, always trying to be 
the center of attention. I sighed and went back to reading my book.

I w a s  a b o u t  a  f e w  e x tr a  w o r d s  in  w h e n  s o m e t h in g  

A le x is  s a id  m a d e  m y  h e a d  s h o o t  u p  im m e d ia t e ly .

“ S o  y e a h , m y  d a d  a n d  I w e n t  s h o p p i n g  a t  L o r d  

a n d  T a y lo r  s a n d  B e r g d o f f  G o o d m a n ’s  i n  N e w  Y o r k  

la s t  w e e k  t o  g o  l o o k i n g  f o r  m y  p r o m  d r e s s ,  ‘c a u s e  

y o u  k n o w  t h a t  m e  a n d  K e v in  a re  g o i n g  t o g e t h e r ,  

r ig h t?  A f te r w a r d s ,  w e  w a lk e d  a r o u n d  t h e  c i t y  a n d  

t h e n  h e  t o o k  m e  t o  e a t  a t  T a v e r n  o n  t h e  G r e e n . M y  

d a d  is  s o  f u c k in ’ c o o l ,  h e ’s l i k e  a  g ir l f r i e n d ,”  s h e  

a n n o u n c e d  t o  t h e  c a fe t e r ia .  E v e r y o n e  w a s  h e r  c a p 

t iv e  a u d ie n c e ,  e v e n  i f  t h e y  p r e t e n d e d  n o t  t o  l i s t e n .

“ Y e a h , y o u ’re  d a d  is  g r e a t ,”  C h r is t in a  a g r e e d ,  

n o d d in g .

“W e  c o u ld n ’t  f i n d  a  d r e s s  i n  m y  s iz e  

u n f o r t u n a t e ly .  T h e y  w e r e  a l l  t o o  b i g ,”  s h e  

s a i d ,  a n d  t h e n  p a u s i n g ,  p e r h a p s  f o r

e m p h a s is .  “ S o  h e ’s g o n n a  t a k e  m e  t o  S a x  n e x t  

w e e k .”

“ G o s h ,  I w i s h  m y  d a d  w o u l d  d o  t h a t .

H e  d o e s n ’t  e v e n  h a v e  t h e  t i m e , ”  H e a t h e r ,  

a n o t h e r  o n e  o f  A le x i s ’s  c lo n e s  a n d  a d m ir e r s ,  s t a t e d .

“ Y e a h , I  lo v e  m y  d a d . I ’m  s o  g la d  h e ’s a b le  t o  d o  

t h e s e  t h i n g s  f o r  m e ,”  s h e  s a id ,  h e r  e y e s  g la n c i n g  

to w a r d s  m e  a s  s h e  s a id  i t .

I  s a t  th e r e  in  d i s b e l i e f .  I  l o o k e d  a t  h e r  a n d  h e r  

f r ie n d s  w h o  s t a r t e d  g ig g l in g .  I  t h e n  q u ic k l y  s h u t  

m y  b o o k ,  g r a b b e d  m y  b e lo n g i n g s  a n d  r a n  o u t  o f  t h e  

c a fe t e r ia .  I  h e a r d  a  b u r s t  o f  la u g h t e r  a s  I  f l e d  p a s t  

t h e m ,  w i t h  C h r is t in a  s a y in g ,  “ G o s h ,  w h a t  a  b a b y !  

Y o u ’d  t h i n k  s o m e o n e  h a d  j u s t  d ie d  o r  s o m e t h i n g .”

T h r e e  m o n t h s  e a r l ie r  m y  fa t h e r  h a d  d ie d .  N o t  

m a n y  p e o p l e  k n e w  a b o u t  i t .  B u t  s o m e h o w  s h e  d id .

T h i r d R a i l M a g C O M



“W hat?” she asked from  her seat.
“C om e here this m inute!”
A ll eyes were on  us as Alexis sauntered  

over w ithout a care in the world. “Yes?” she 
asked innocently.

“N o w  I’m  going to say this and I’m  only  
going to say this once: i f  you  don’t behave 
I w ill not hesitate to send you to the dean,” 
he scolded. “N o w  stop m aking fun o f  Ms. 
Clarke and do your work!”

I w anted to die right then and there. N o t  
only was it bad enough that I told  on  Alexis, 
but now  the w hole class knew  about it and 
I knew  they w ould  all side w ith  her. Alexis, 
however, appearing hum ble for once, sim 
ply stared at the floor and nodded yes.

Mr. Levine seem ed satisfied. I, on  the 
other hand, was hoping that a bolt o f  light
ening from the heavens w ould  strike m e 
dow n or that som ething w ould  fall from  
the sky and knock m e out. A nyth ing to 
escape where I was. I just knew  that from  
this m om ent on m y high school years were 
doom ed forever.

“N o w  return to your seats.”
As w e did, I could sense the hatred in the 

room  towards m e. Everyone held looks o f  
disgust or detestation on their faces as I 
walked passed them .

“Baby!” Alexis hissed as w e both sat dow n  
yet surprisingly, she said n oth ing  else for 
the remainder o f  the period.

It wasn’t until I came hom e that I noticed  
the dissected grasshopper in m y book  bag.

A nd so began m y descent into hell.

M aybe I was crazy but I still w anted to go 
to the reunion.

D -D A Y
T he day o f  the reunion I w oke up feeling  

som ething awful. “M om m y,” I tried to 
yell, longing for that nurturing m others 
often provide. Ugh, I  don ’t  fe e l so good, I 
groaned. I m ade a feeble attem pt to pull 
m y body up but it didn’t w ork and m y  
head crashed back onto the pillow.

M ustering enough strength I yelled even  
louder: “M om m y, com e here please!”

She still had n ot heard me. “W hat?” she 
called. It came from  downstairs. She was 
probably bustling around in the kitchen  
m aking breakfast.

“I don’t feel so good ,” I said, m ore to 
m yself than to her. T hen  it h it me. Today  
was the day I w ould  have to face her.

Her head popped in a few  m inutes later.

“W hat did you  say?”
“I don’t feel so g o o d .”
“W hat do you  have? A  temperature?” 

She walked over and placed her palm  on m y  
forehead. “Yes, you  do feel a little w arm .”

“I th ink I’m  com in g dow n w ith  som e
th ing .”

“Okay, I’ll go get the therm om eter and a 
cold  com press,” she said and w ent into the 
bathroom .

A  few  m inutes later w ith  therm om eter in  
m y m outh , I thought that m aybe I could  
still go. I again rem inded m yself that how  
im portant it was to make an appearance. 
Everyone w ou ld  th ink I was a chicken if  I 
didn’t show  so I had to be there, I  ju s t  h a d  
to. T hat was w hat m y m ind was telling me.

But m y body was saying som eth ing else. 
v\nd there it was, in plain view  on  the ther
m om eter: m y  tem perature was 101
degrees.

“You defin itely should stay inside today,” 
m y m other instructed, as i f  I weren’t old  
enough to reach that conclusion  m yse lf  
She placed the cool, damp cloth on m y  
forehead and headed for the door. As she 
was about to leave she turned around and  
said, “O h dear, I just realized som ething. 
Isn’t your h igh school reunion today?”

I nodded solemnly.
“W ell, I don’t think you’re w ell enough to 

go, honey.”
K now ing she was right, know ing that I 

should  stay hom e and rest, I w him pered, “I 
know ,” w hile turning m y head on  the p il
low  so she couldn’t see the look  o f  devasta
tion  on  m y face.

Sensing m y disappointm ent, she stood  
there silen tly  and then  after a few  
m om ents, in  an earnest attem pt to cheer 
m e up, said, “I’ll make you  som e toast and 
h ot cocoa, okay?” In her m ind, I was still 
five years old.

I forced m yself to look at her and give her a 
smile. “Thanks,” I muttered, half sincerely.

She stood  there for a few  m ore awkward 
m om ents before finally exiting the room . 
A nd I, w ish ing I were five years old  again, 
pulled the covers over m y head as the tears 
rapidly cam e dow n.

After breakfast I slept on  and o ff  until 
around 3:00 in the afternoon. Feeling a 
deep m elancholy but at the same tim e a 
trem endous w eight lifted o ff  m y shoulders, I 
thought about w hat I was m issing out on. I 
pictured Alexis looking more extravagant

and beautiful than ever. A nd, o f  course, she 
was probably married to som e successful 
Wall Street broker or som ething. She herself 
w oiddn’t be working, though. Alexis wasn’t 
the working type. She w ouldn’t dare lift her 
perfectly manicured fingers or mess up her 
perfectly coifed hair i f  she didn’t have to.

T h en  again, m aybe she was living miser
ably. W asn’t there som e truth to that old  
proverb, the one that says, W h a t goes 
around, comes around?  After all the nasty 
things she’s done to m e and to others, 
shouldn’t she be the one in agony? W hat 
helped m e m ost in h igh school, w hat saved 
m e actually, was the belief that som ething  
better was com ing. There had to be som e 
redem ption, som e recom pense, either em o
tionally or materially, for people w ho have 
been hurt all their lives. After all that suf
fering, there just had to be. T h ose people  
w ho w in the lottery, they didn’t just w in  out 
o f  sheer luck. T hey  were chosen by G od or 
som e higher power because o f  som ething  
unfortunate that happened earlier in their 
lives. A nd i f  that wasn’t the case, i f  their 
lives were, on  the contrary, rather good  and 
ordinary, then som eth ing dark and o m i
nous was lying in w ait for them  and that 
w o u ld  scare m e m ore than anyth ing. 
W asn’t that the w ay things worked?

But now  I w ou ld  never find out about 
what happened to her after graduation. 
M aybe that was w hy I felt so disappointed. 
I needed to know  w hether or n ot she was 
suffering just hke I was.

T he only thing I d id  know  about her was 
that she w ent to Adelphi University for a year 
or two and then dropped out, w hich neither 
surprised nor satisfied me. School was never 
very im portant to her, unlike me. D oin g  
well in school was the only way I felt validat
ed, felt that I, Joanna Clarke, was actually 
worth som ething. So I worked hard.

Yet despite m y efforts, I becam e on ly  
salutatorian  at m y  h igh  sch o o l, even  
though  I was positive that m y grade p oin t 
average was tw o-tenths higher than D eb i-  
A nn Valerio’s. But she was involved in  
m ore extracurricular activities than I was 
and she also excelled o n  the girls’ volleyball 
team , I was told . M ost im portantly, she 
was also prettier, but they d idn’t tell m e 
that o f  course.

A side from  a phone call from  Teresa ear
lier in  the afternoon, the house was pretty 
quiet. M y m other was out grocery shop



ping. I was alone. Feeling slightly better, I 
w rapped m y com forter around m e and  
slow ly m ade m y w ay downstairs.

O ther than w atch ing television, w h ich  I 
wasn’t in the m ood  for, I d idn’t know  w hat 
to do. M y Saturdays were often  like that.

After taking som e aspirin, I lay dow n on  
the couch trying to erase the im age o f  this 
gorgeous b londe w ith  her husband and tw o  
adorable ch ildren  em erg in g  from  a 
M ercedes Benz and entering the catering  
hall. A ll talking and m ovem ent w ou ld  
autom atically cease, as all eyes w ou ld  be on  
this beautiful family.

“W ho is tha t?” someone w o u ld  ask.
“T h a t’s A lex is  H arris, ” a n o th er w o u ld  

answer. “You rem em ber her. The one who  
was voted  ‘M o st L ikely to be a M o d e l or 
Actress. ’ Well, she’s do ing  ju s t  as w ell as every
one expected. L iv in g  in  the H am ptons in  
some gorgeous m ansion by the beach. ”

“A n d  w hatever happened  to Joanna  Clarke, 
the g ir l nobody liked? I  though t she m ig h t be 
here too. ”

“Probably too scared to show up, ” a th ird  
w ould  reply. “A fter  all, she's still liv ing  a t hom e  
w ith  her m other W hy w ou ld  she w a n t to be 
a round  successful people like us? Someone who  
works in  a drugstore? W ha t a loser!”

G uffaw s w o u ld  f i l l  the room.
Stop it! Stop it! m y  m ind  scream ed in frus

tration. /  have to stop th in k in g  a b o u t her\ 
Instantly I sprang up and looked  around  
the room  searching for som eth ing, any
thing, to take m y m in d  o ff  A lexis and the 
reunion. M y eyes fell upon the oak book 
cases that housed  our fam ily album s. M y  
m other m ust have kept every picture from  
the day m y sisters and I were born up until 
now. T housands o f  pictures stored in  
album s m eticu lously  labeled and placed in  
chronological order.

I decided to look  at one o f  them , w hich  I 
enjoyed doing from  tim e to tim e. By ran
dom , I chose one from  m y ch ildhood , w hen  
I was around the age o f  eight. I cam e across 
pictures o f  everyone: m om , dad, Teresa, 
Christa, and me. There were the ones from  
Christmas w ith  m y sisters and I standing  
around the tree. T h e ones o f  us open ing  
our presents, the looks o f  both  surprise and  
ecstasy on  our faces. A ll m em ories captured  
on film . D ad  took  m ost o f  the photos so I 
didn’t see h im  too often but the ones he was 
in rem inded m e o f  h ow  happy a m an he 
was, h ow  proud he was o f  his three little

girls, h ow  close w e were as a fam ily back 
then before . . . h e ^ K  us. ^

T h en  there were the ones o f  Christa’s 
1 0th  birthday party v i ^ a l l  o f  her friends 
and rr^ ^ n d  Teresa s t ^ ^ n d i n g  her as she  
proudly  stood  in her front o f  her cake, 
eager to b low  out the candles. A unt 
M arie’s w edding, m y  m other’s sister. M y  
great-grandm other R o s e ,^ h 9® r4 hardly 
knew, in the ^fosp ital b ^ ^ ^ ^  passed  
away. Such wonderfti^TO em ories in  all, 
both  bitter and sw eet a * h e  sam e tim e.

T h en  I cam e to the pages conta in ing  p ic
tures o f  m y fam ily and I standing next to 
M ickey M ouse. ^ h a d  gone to W alt 
D isn ey  W orld  that sum m er. I d idn’t 
rem em ber m uch about w hat happened  
there except from  w hat m y m other told  
m e. For the m ost part w e had a good  tim e  
but at on ej^ oin t I gave m y fam ily a pretty  
good  scareM bom ehow, one day at the park,
I had gotten  separated from  them . M y par
ents were terrified that som eth in g  awful 
happened to m e. Police were notified , 
D isn ey  staff was on  alert. Everyone franti
cally searchj^^for this e ig h ^ e a r -o ld  gir] 
from  L ong Island, fear in g ;/th e  w orsi 
Fortunately, to  m y  fam ily ’s relief, no  
stranger or w eirdo had snatched  their^ 
daughter away. So/ where had they four 
me? Standing in  fj^nt o 1̂ ^  8-foot statu^ 
o f^ in d e r e lla , the/ b^onde^OM cess, o f  all 
p lW s . M y famil)^, to  this da^ has no idea 
as to w hy I was so erichapxed by her but 
apparently I stood  gazi:t^(1j ^ n j f e ^ g u r e  
for quite s o m e , tim e. it her
beauty or h ow  A e  seem ea so god-like. H er 
eyes transfixed^ m e. M a^be I w anted  and  
believed that f  cou ld  be hter — this perfect, 
beautiful princess. W h en  m e police finally  
located m e ak d ^ rou gh tjR ie  to m y family, 
both  o f  m y parents started crying ou t o f  
relief, but at the tim e I cou ldn’t understand  
w hat all o f  the fuss was about. t\11 I cared 
about was that I w anted  to be C inderella. 
It wasn’t until I cam e h om e that I learned  
that dark brow n-haired , o liv e-sk in n ed  
com plexion  girls d idn’t becom e princesses.
I rem em bered turning m y bedroom  upside 
dow n as I anxiously searched through all 
m y fairy-tale books, look ing  for princesses 
w h o m ight resem ble m e but w ith  no luck.

I sighed to m y se lf It’s funny, the things 
you  rem em ber ab ou t your ch ild h o o d . 
Even then it was like I already knew.

So that is h o w  D -D a y  w en t -  or

m ore /a ^ r o p r ia te ly , h o w  it d id n ’t. 
D isappcM tm ent and sadness interm ingled  
w ith  relief yet leaving m e to w onder w h a t i f i  
W h a t i f  I  h a d  shown up? W h a t w o u ld  i t  have  
been like to see everyone again? To see her?

T h e list o f  possibilities seem ed endless. 
M aybe m y classmates w ou ld  have acknow l
edged h ow  great I looked. M aybe they  
w ould  w ant to be m y friend. M aybe she 
w ould  have been apologetic, begging for 
m y forgiveness. She was suffering after all. 
D y in g  from  cancer or her child  had been  
killed in a car crash. She was sorry for 
m aking fiin  o f  m e and for desecrating m y  
father’s nam e. She n ow  understood w hat 
death was like. M aybe she was divorced. 
H er husband left her for a younger w om an. 
N o , that cou ldn’t be, she was on ly  28 years 
old. Yes, he did  abandon her and their 
three sm all children.^^^he got pregnant 
ig h t^ fte r  h igh  s c h o ^  T h at’s w h y  she 

5ed ou t o f  college. M aybe her parents 
divorced. Father lost his job and subse- 
q u ef^ ^  a j^ h e ir  savings. H o w  terrible! 

sn ^ b eca m e an alcoholic (she did  
50 ou t and drink as I recall.)

she w ould  like to be friends. H ang  
lO shopping. Show  m e how  to be 

beautifiil, likeable. Show  m e w hat I’ve 
been doing w rong and she right. M aybe she 

dead. M aybe. M aybe. M aybe.
"was~^n^)^«ne th ing  left to do. I 

walked over to tH ^ a r  and grabbed the first 
th ing I saw :^ ^ T ttle  o f  Southern C om fort. 
I checked clock. T here was still tim e to  
m ake it toPhe reunion i f  I hurried. I forced  
m yself to  drink the w hiskey until it was 
h a lf e m p t ) ^ J ’hen I crept upstairs to m y  
m other’s bedroom . T here was a gun m y  
m other bought for protection  after m y  
father died. She kept it stored in her bed
room  closet w here it had been w aiting  for 
m e all this tim e.

I wasn’t p lanning to use it to  hurt her. I 
just w anted to ask her why. W h y  was /  
chosen  ou t o f  all m y  classmates? W hat was 
it about m e  that m ade m e a target? W h y  
couldn’t it have been som eone else? I had  
to know. She w ou ld  never speak to m e  
otherw ise, w hich  is w hy I needed the gun. 
I was still feeling ill but that w asn’t go ing  to  
stop m e. I f  I d idn’t find  ou t at the reunion, 
I m ay never get the chance. O n e  w ay or 
another, A lexis Harris was go in g  to have to  
answer to me. T h is w ill be a reunion she 
w ill never forget. I hope she show s up.



T O P  5  M O V I E S  O F  2 0 0 1
1. In Thef Bedroom - Todd Field's masterful direction 
and Sissy Spacek's touching performance makes this 
a powerful film experience.

2. Mulholland Drive - A Hollywood dream rendered 
enigmatically (and beautifully) by the great wierdo of 
cinema, David Lynch. It's a tragedy that should have 
seen Aussie Naomi Watts receive a nomination for 
this year's Oscar.

3. Amelie - Jean-Pierre Jeunet creates a love letter to 
Paris worth a thousand kisses.

4. Bridget Jones Diary - Give Renee Zellv-'/eger 20 
extra pounds, an inferiority complex, an English 
accent and you got one kickass comedy. Best date 
movie of the year.

5. Memento - Brings memories of such time-shifting 
classics as Pulp Fiction. But make no mistake, 
Memento's a daringly original and suspenseful treat.

W O R S T  M O V I E S  O F  2 0 0 1
1. Pearl Harbor - maybe the worst war movie In the 
past 10 years. A Titanic clone that sunk much faster to 
the bottom of the ocean. I'm glad to say it flopped.

2. Freddy Got Fingered - Tom Green shows us why 
Drew divorced him. What was the problem, Ms. 
Barrymore? Was it Tom jerking off a horse?

3. Moulin Rouge - What do you get when the two 
leads can't sing and dance but do anyway? Nicole 
Kidman and Ewan Macgregor in Moulin Rouge. •
What do you get with numbers like "Like A Virgin," 
"Diamonds are a Girls Best Friend"?: Baz Luhrmann's 
flashy, lightning fast quick-cutting, absurd, talentless 
(I could go on, but what's.the point) musical.

4. G litter - Mariah Carey's pseudo-biography and her 
pseudo-acting gave me, the biggest laughs of 2001.1. 
got my fingers crossed for a sequel.

5. Hannibal - This wasn't scary, just disgusting. 
Absolutely no suspense. Sir Anthony Hopkins should 
be ashamed. But that’s hard to do when you got paid 
a cool 15 million to do it.

(Dis)honorable Mentions:The Mexican, Along Came 
A Spider, The Mummy Returns.

MOST OVERRATED FILMS OF 2001
1. Moulin Rouge a vapid experience that gave me 
the migraine of my life.

2. The Royal Tenenbaums - an entertaining, but 
empty family comedy. Also, it's not funny enough and 
can't compare to Wes Anderson's far superior offering 
Rushmore. ^

3. TKe Score - a dull as a sponge mop heist flick. Too 
much wasted talent: Robert DeNiro, Edward Norton, 
Marlon Brando and Angela Bassett.

4. The Man Who Wasn't There - It's on way too 
many critics top 10 lists. If you like the Coens (and I 
do, a whole lot) then check out their earlier, far better 
films, such as Raising Arizona, Fargo and The Big 
Lebowski.

5. Gladiator - 1 know it came out last year, but I'm 
still pissed about it's Oscar win for Best Picture. It’s a 
shallow, muddy actioner that should have been left in 
the dust by the great Traffic. It's two and a half hours 
bored me and I don't care that this might be Staten 
Island's favorite movie; just ahead of Road Trip,

A m e l ie  is an adorable, inventive romantic com edy from the visionary 
French director Jean-Pierre Jeunet (City of the Lost Children, 
Delicatessan). Audrey Tatou stars as Amelie, a pretty waif in need of of som e  
t.I.c.. Ever since she was a child, she has been seeking affection from her physi
cian father. The only time he would touch Amelie was during her physicals. She 
would get so excited that her heart would pound, 
prompting daddy to believe his daughter had car
diovascular problems.

Now she's 20, working in a little french cafe, still 
searching for love. Amelie wants a boyfriend. Wants 
one bad. Eureka! She develops a plan to help the 
people around her in order to find happiness for 
herself. That's what makes Amelie such an endear
ing character. She helps a lovelorn stalker find love.
She brings entertainment to a cranky old man.
Amelie also stum bles upon a boy; Nino, a lonely 
guy working in a porno shop. This could be the one!
Amelie playfully flirts and plays m ysterious gam es 
in order to gain his affection. And how could he 
resist?

Jeunet creates an imaginary Paris where suffer
ing is non-existent and life is a fantasy. Who cares?
Amelie is too cute and imaginative for you to notice.
Go see  this movie with your significant other. This 
is one of the best date m ovies of the year.

I n  T h e  B e d r o o m  is an astonishingly good thriller/character study that stays with 
you long after you've walked out of the theater. Sissy Spacek is exhilarating as 
Ruth, the New England broken hearted mother of Frank Fowler (Nick Stahl), 
w hose romantic involvement with Natalie, played exceptionally by Marisa Tomei, 
turns devastatingly tragic.

I highly suggest you see  the movie before pro
ceeding with this review. GO SEE IT RIGHT NOW. Or 
at least wait for the video or DVD. It's that good. In 
The Bedroom is the best movie of the year.

Allright, for those who dare tread onward...
Frank Fowler, a young man fresh out of college 

graduation, returns home with an older hottie, 
Natalie (Marisa Tomei). Frank plays with her two 
sons fathered by her estranged rich-boy husband 
Richard (William Mapother, Tom Cruises cousin). 
Ruth feels bad vibes about Frank's new lady. After 
all, she's 8 years older, has two kids, is still mar
ried, (to an abusive piece of shit), and Frank is just 
out of college on the way to graduate school. Matt 
seem s proud and even envious of his son regard
ing his conquest of this beautiful woman. He's 
alm ost amused by the situation.

Trouble brews when Richard com es back for 
Natalie. She tells him off. A horrifying fury grows 
inside Richard as he watches 20-year old Frank 
"take" his Natalie away. Violence erupts. Richard 
sm ashes Frank's hard, but not hard enough to get 
the dumb kid to call the cops on this crazy asshole, 

going against the advice of his mother. That is the problem. Frank and his par
ents hardly communicate aside from the usual chit-chat. Matt and Ruth are also 
quite uncommunicative with each other.

Richard com es back. This tim e, to finish the job. In a hauntingly terrifying 
scene, Frank is shot in the face with a distraught Natalie kneeling beside his life
less body.

Richard is arrested, tried and sentenced for the slaying. After a w eek in jail 
he walks out on bail. Ruth and Matt are shattered and in a state of catatonic 
depression while Richard is back working nights as a bartender.

Matt and Ruth begin to turn on each other in their time of grievance. Their 
inability to efficiently communicate alm ost destroys their marriage.

Controversy has insued over the vigilante them e of the movie towards the 
end. Pay no attention. This is no Steven Seagal movie where he and DMX go after 
drug dealers. In the Bedroom cuts deep.

E-Mail the author with any Comments or Suggestions to boris82@usa.com  or logon to www.ThirdRailMag.com

mailto:boris82@usa.com
http://www.ThirdRailMag.com


e s t e r s a y  I w e n t  to  th e  D u c h e s s  C o u n tr y  Fair; 
m y  d a u g h te r  a n d  I w a t c h e d  c o w s  b e in g  m ilk e d .  
A  s u c t io n  d e v ic e  p u lle d  t h e  m ilk  o u t  o f  th e ir  
u d d e r s ,  a n d  s q u ir te d  it in to  b ig  8 
g a l lo n  g la s s  c o n ta in e r s .
W e  w a t c h e d  t h e  c o w 's  b e h in d s .
I n o t ic e d ,  fo r  t h e  fir st t im e ,
th a t  th e  v a g in a s  o f  c o w s  a r e  d ir e c t ly  b e lo w
th e ir  a s s h o l e s .
E v e r y  t im e  a  c o w  s h it s ,  s o m e  o f  h e r  sh it  
d r ib b le s  o v e r  h e r  v a g in a .

im a g in e d  fu c k in g  a  c o w .
It s e e m e d  u n s a t is f y in g .
C o w s  h a v e  v e r y  f e w  e m o t io n s .
I w a n t  th e  a n im a l  I a m  fu c k in g  to  r e s p o n d  to  m e .  
F u ck in g  a  c o w  w o u ld  b e  lik e  fu c k in g  a  s u l t c a s e -  
e x c e p t  fo r  t h e  w e ir d  t h o u g h t  
" O m ig o d ! I'm  fu c k in g  a  c o w !"

n a n o t h e r  s h e d ,  I s a w  a  s h e e p ' s  v a g in a ,  
a s  s h e  la y  o n  h e r  b a c k , h a v in g  h e r  h o o f s  
t r im m e d .
H er v a g in a  w a s  la r g e  a n d  
h u m a n - lo o k in g ,  a s  I'd b e e n  to ld .
It f r ig h te n e d  m e - i t s  fr a g ili ty , its  d e l i c a t e n e s s .
I f e a r e d  th a t  a  s h e e p  m ig h t  e n j o y  s e x  e x a c t ly  a s  I d o; 
th a t  a  s h e e p  a n d  I m ig h t  r e a c h  o r g a s m  t o g e t h e r .

T h i r d R a i l M a g o C O M



1 0  Reasons
b y  P r o fe s s o r  E r n e s t  A l le n ,  Jr. a n d  R o b e r t  C h r is in a n

1. There Is No Single Group Clearly 
Responsible For The Crime Of Slavery

H orow itz’s first argument, relativist in structure, can only lead to 
two conclusions; 1) societies are not responsible for their actions 
and 2) since “everyone” was responsible for slavery, no one was 
responsible. W hile diverse groups on different continents cer
tainly participated in the trade, the principal responsibility for 
internationalization o f  that trade and the institutionalization o f  
slavery in the so-called N ew  World rests with European and 
American individuals and institutions. The transatlantic slave 
trade began w ith the im portation o f  A frican slaves into 
Hispaniola by Spain in the early 1500s. Nationals o f  France, 
England, Portugal, and the Netherlands, supported by their 
respective governments and powerful religious institutions, 
quickly entered the trade and extracted their pieces o f  silver as 
well. By conservative estimates, 14 m illion enslaved Africans 
survived the horror o f  the M iddle Passage for the purpose o f  
producing wealth for Europeans and Euro-Americans in the N ew  
World.

W hile there is som e evidence o f  blacks owning slaves for profit 
purposes— most notably the creole caste in Louisiana— the num
bers were small. A s historian James Oakes noted, “B y 1830 there 
were som e 3,775 free black slaveholders across the South. . . . 
The evidence is overwhelm ing that the vast majority o f  black 
slaveholders were free men who purchased members o f  their 
fam ilies or who acted out o f  benevolence.” (Oakes, 47-48.)

2. There Is No Single Group
That Benefited Exclusively From Slavery

A Re s p o n s e  to
Da v id  H o r o w it z

H orow itz’s second point, w hich is also a rela
tivist one, seeks to dismiss the argument that 
white Americans benefited as a group from  
slavery, contending that the material benefits 
o f  slavery could not accrue in an exclusive way  
to a single group. But such sophistry evades 
the basic issue: who benefited primarily from  
slavery? Those who were responsible for the 
institutionalized enslavem ent o f  people o f  
African descent also received the primary ben
efits from such actions. N ew  England slave 
traders, merchants, bankers, and insurance 
companies all profited from the slave trade, 
w hich required a w ide variety o f  com m odities 
ranging from sails, chandlery, foodstuffs, and 
guns, to cloth goods and other items for trading 
purposes. Both prior to and after the American  
Revolution, slaveholding was a principal path 
for white upward mobility in the South. The

white native-born as w ell as immigrant groups such as Germans, 
Scots-frish, and the like participated. In 1860, cotton was the 
country’s largest single export. A s Eric W illiam s and C.L.R. 
James have demonstrated, the free labor provided by slavery was 
central to the growth o f  industry in western Europe and the 
U nited States; simultaneously, as Walter Rodney has argued, 
slavery depressed and destabilized the econom ies o f  African  
states. Slaveholders benefited primarily from the institution, o f  
course, and generally in proportion to the number o f  slaves 
which they held. But the sharing o f  the proceeds o f  slave 
exploitation spilled across class lines within w hite com m unities 
as w ell.

A s historian John Hope Franklin recently affirmed in a rebuttal 
to H orow itz’s claims:

“A ll w hites an d  no slaves benefited  fro m  A m erican  slavery. A ll  
blacks h a d  no rights tha t they cou ld  claim  as their own. A ll  
whites, includ ing  the vast m ajority  who had  no slaves, w ere no t 
only encouraged  bu t au thorized  to exercise dom inion over a ll 
slaves, thereby add ing  strength  to the system  o f  control.

“I f  D a v id  H orow itz h a d  read  Jam es D. D e B o w ’s “The In terest in 
S lavery o f  the Southern  N on-slaveholder, ” he w ou ld  no t have  
b lundered  into the fa n ta sy  o f  c la im ing  that no sing le  group ben 
e fited  fro m  slavery. P lan ters did, o f  course. N ew  York m erchants  
did, o f  course. E ven  p o o r  w hites benefited  fro m  the lega l advan
tage they en joyed  over a ll b lacks as w ell as fro m  the p sych o lo g 
ical advantage o f  having  a group beneath  them. ”

The context o f  the African-Am erican argument for reparations is confined to the 
practice and consequences o f  slavery within the U nited States, from the colonial 
period on through final abolition and the aftermath, circa 1619-1865. Contrary to 
H orow itz’s assertion, there is no record o f  institutionalized white enslavem ent in 
colonial America. Horowitz is confiising the indenture o f  white labor, w hich usu
ally lasted seven years or so during the early colonial period, w ith enslavement. 
African slavery was expanded, in fact, to replace the inefficient and unenforceable 
white indenture system . (Sm ith)

Seeking to claim that African Am ericans, too, have benefited from slavery, 
Horowitz points to the relative prosperity o f  African Am ericans in comparison to 
their counterparts on the African continent. However, his argument that, “the GNP  
o f  black A m erica makes the African-Am erican com m unity the 10th m ost pros
perous “nation” in the world is based upon a false analogy. GNP is defined as “the 
total market value o f  all the goods and services produced by a nation during a 
specified period.” Black Americans are not a nation and have no GNP. Horowitz 
confuses disposable incom e and “consum er pow er” with the generation o f  wealth.

3. Only A Tiny Minority Of White Americans Ever Owned Slaves, 
And Others Gave Their Lives To Free Them

Most white union troops were drafted into the union army in a war w hich the fed
eral government initially defined as a “war to preserve the union.” In large part 
because they feared that freed slaves w ould flee the South and “take their job s” 
while they them selves were engaged in warfare w ith Confederate troops, recent
ly drafted white conscripts in N ew  York City and elsew here rioted during the sum 
mer o f  1863, taking a heavy toll on black civilian life and property. Too many 
instances can be cited where white northern troops plundered the personal prop
erty o f  slaves, appropriating their bedding, chickens, pigs, and foodstuffs as they  
swept through the South. On the other hand, it is certainly true that there also

Ten Reasons Why Reparations for Slavery 
is a Bad Idea—and Racist Too.

By David H orow itz
I

T h e re  Is  N o  S in g le  G ro u p  C le a r ly  R e sp o n s ib le  F o r  T h e  C rim e  O f S la v e ry  

Black Africans and Arabs were responsible for enslaving the ancestors of African-Americans. There were 
3,000 black slave-owners in the ante-bellum United States. Are reparations to be paid by their descen
dants too?

n
T h e re  Is  N o  O ne G ro u p  T h a t B e n e fite d  E x c lu s iv e ly  F ro m  I ts  F ru its  

The claim for reparations is premised on the false assumption that only whites have benefited from slav
ery . If slave labor created wealth for Americans, then obviously it has created wealth for black Americans 
as well, including the descendants of slaves. The GNP of black America is so large that it makes the 
African-American community the 10th most prosperous “nation” in the world. American blacks on aver

age enjoy per capita incomes in the range of twenty to fifty times that of blacks living in any of the 
African nations from which they were kidnapped.

HI
O n ly  A  T in y  M in o r it y  O f W h it e  A m e r ic a n s  E v e r  O w n ed  Sla v e s ,

A n d  O th e rs  G ave THEm  L iv e s  T o  F re e  T hem  

Only a tiny minority of Americans ever owned slaves. This is true even for those who lived in the ante
bellum South where only one white in five was a slaveholder. Why should their descendants owe a debt? 
What about the descendants of the 350,000 Union soldiers who died to free the slaves? They gave their 
lives. What possible moral principle would ask them to pay (through their descendants) again?

D avid  Horowitz's article, "Ten 
R easons Why Reparations for 
Slavery is a  Bad id ea  an d  Racist 

Too," recently a c h ie v e d  circulation in 
a  handful o f c o l le g e  n ew sp ap ers  
throughout th e  United States a s  a  
paid  advertisem ent sponsored by th e  
C en ter  for th e  Study o f Popular 
Culture. While Horowitz's article pre
ten d s to  address th e  issues o f repara
tions, it is not a b o u t reparations a t all.
It is, rather, a  w ell-h eeled , coord inat
e d  a ttack  on Black A m ericans w hich  
is ca lcu la ted  to  elicit division and  
strife. Horowitz reportedly a ttem p ted  
to  p la c e  his article in so m e  50 student 
n ew spapers a t universities an d  c o l
le g e s  across th e  country, an d  w as  
su ccessfu l in purchasing s p a c e  in 
such new sp ap ers a t Brown, Duke, 
Arizona, DC Berkeley, DC Davis, 
University o f C h icago , an d  University 
of Wisconsin, paying an  a v e r a g e  of 
$700 per paper. His ca m p a ig n  has  
s u c c e e d e d  in fom en tin g  ou trage, 
dissension, an d  grief w herever it has 
a p p e a r e d . Unfortunately, b oth  its 
supporters an d  its fo e s  to o  often  h a v e  
ca teg o r ized  th e  issue as o n e  cen ter
ing on "free sp eech ."  The sa le  an d  
p u rchase o f advertising s p a c e  is not 
a  m atter o f free sp e e c h , however, 
but involves an  e x c h a n g e  of c o m 
modities. Professor Lewis G ordon of 
Brown University put it very well, say
ing that "what c o n c e r n e d  m e  w as  
th at th e  a d  w as both  h a te  s p e e c h  
an d  a  solicitation for financial support 
to  d e v e lo p  antiblack a d  sp a c e . I w as  
c o n c e r n e d  that it w ould em b o ld en  
w hite suprem acists a n d  an tib lack  
racists." At a  March 15 p an el held a t  
UC Berkeley, Horowitz also c o n c e d e d  
th at his p aid  advertisem en t did not 
constitute a  free sp e e c h  issue.

As o n e  ex a m in es  th e  tex t o f  
Horowitz's article, it b e c o m e s  ap p ar
en t that it is not a  reason ed  essay  
a d d ressed  to  th e  top ic  o f repara
tions: it is, rather, a  racist p o lem ic  
a g a in s t African A m ericans a n d  
Africans that is neither responsible nor 
inform ed, relying heavily  u pon  
sophistry a n d  a  Hitlerian "Big Lie" 
tech n iq u e. To our k n ow led ge, only 
o n e  o f Horowitz's ten  "reasons" has 
b e e n  ch a llen g ed  by a  b lack scholar  
as to  source, a ccu ra cy , an d  validity. 
It is our intention here to  briefly rebut 
his slanders in order to  p a v e  th e  w ay  
for an  hon est an d  forthright d e b a te  
on  reparations. In th ese  efforts w e  
focu s not just on slavery, but also th e  
le g a c y  o f slavery w hich continues to  
inform institutional as well as individ
ual behavior in th e  U.S. to  this day. 
Although w e  recogn ize that w hite 
A m erica still o w e s  a  d e b t  to  th e  
d esc e n d a n ts  o f slaves, in addressing  
Horowitz's distortions of history w e  d o  
not a c t  o s a d v o c a te s  for a  specific  
form of reparations.

T h i r d R a i l M a g v 4 3  c
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existed principled white commanders and troops 
who were committed abolitionists.

However, H orow itz’s focus on what he mistakenly  
considers to be the overriding, benevolent aim o f  
white union troops in the Civil War obscures the 
role that blacks them selves played in their ow n lib
eration. African Americans were initially forbidden 
by the U nion to fight in the Civil War, and black 
leaders such as Frederick D ouglass and Martin 
Delany demanded the right to fight for their free
dom. W hen racist doctrine finally conceded to m il
itary necessity, blacks were recruited into the 
U nion Army in 1862 at approximately half the pay 
o f  white soldiers— a situation w hich was partially 
rectified by an act o f  Congress in m id -1864. Some
170,000 blacks served in the C ivil War, represent
ing nearly one third o f  the free black population.

By 1860, four miUion blacks in the U .S. were 
enslaved; som e 500 ,000  w ere nom inally free. 
Because o f  slavery, racist laws, and racist policies, 
blacks were denied the chance to com pete for the 
opportunities and resources o f  America that were 
available to native whites and immigrants; labor 
opportunities, free enterprise, and land. The prom
ise o f  “forty acres and a m ule” to former slaves was 
effectively nullified by the actions o f  President 
Andrew Johnson. And because the best land 
offered by the Hom estead A ct o f  1862 and its sub
sequent revisions quickly fell under the sw ay o f  
white homesteaders and speculators, m ost former 
slaves were unable to take advantage o f  its provi
sions.

4. Most Living Americans Have No Connection 
(Direct Or Indirect) To Slavery

A s Joseph Anderson, member o f  the National 
Council o f  African American M en, observed, “the 
arguments for reparations aren’t made on the basis 
o f  whether every white person directly gained from  
slavery. The arguments are made on the basis that 
slavery was institutionalized and protected by law  
in the United States. A s the government is an enti
ty that survives generations, its debts and obliga
tions survive the lifespan o f  any particular individ
uals. . . . Governments make restitution to victim s 
as a group or class.” {San F rancisco  C hronicle, 
March 26, 2001, p. A 21.)

M ost Americans today were not alive during World 
War II. Yet reparations to Japanese Americans for 
their internment in concentration camps during the 
war was paid out o f  current government sources 
contributed to by contem porary A m ericans. 
Passage o f  time does not negate the responsibility  
o f  governm ent in crim es against humanity.

Similarly, German corporations are not the “sam e” 
corporations that supported the Holocaust; their 
personnel and policies today belong to generations 
removed from their earlier criminal behavior. Yet, 
these corporations are being successfully  sued by 
Jews for their past actions. In the same vein, the 
U .S. government is not the same governm ent as it 
was in the pre-civil war era, yet its debts and obli
gations from the past are no less relevant today.

5. The Historical Precedents Used To Justify The 
Reparations Claim Do Not Apply, And The 
Claim Itself Is Based On Race Not Injury

A s noted in our response to “Reason 4 ,” the histor
ical precedents for the reparations claim s o f  African  
Am ericans are fully consistent with restitution 
accorded other historical groups for atrocities com 
mitted against them. Second, the injury in ques
tion— that o f  slavery— was inflicted upon a people 
designated as a race. The descendants o f  that p eo
ple— still socially  constructed as a race today—  
continue to suffer the institutional legacies o f  slav
ery som e one hundred thirty-five years after its 
dem ise. To attempt to separate the issue o f  so- 
called race from that o f  injury in this instance is 
pure sophistry. For example, the criminal (in)jus- 
tice system  today largely continues to operate as it 
did under slavery— for the protection o f  white citi
zens against black “outsiders.” A lthough no longer 
inscribed in law, this very attitude is im plicit to 
processes o f  law enforcement, prosecution, and 
incarceration, guiding the behavior o f  police, pros
ecutors, judges, juries, wardens, and parole boards. 
Hence, African Americans continue to experience 
higher rates o f  incarceration than do whites charged 
with similar crim es, endure longer sentences for the 
same classes o f  crimes perpetrated by whites, and, 
compared to white inmates, receive far less consid
eration by parole boards when being considered for 
release.

Slavery was an institution sanctioned by the high
est laws o f  the land with a degree o f  support from  
the Constitution itse lf  The institution o f  slavery 
established the idea and the pracdce that American  
democracy was “for w hites only.” There are many 
white Americans w hose actions (or lack thereof) 
reveal such sentim ents today— w itness the 
response o f  the media and the general populace to 
the blatant disfranchisement o f  African Americans 
in Florida during the last presidential election. 
W ould such com placency  ex ist i f  A frican  
Americans were considered “real citizens”? And 
despite the dramatic successes o f  the C ivil Rights 
m ovem ent o f  the 1950s and 60s, the majority o f  
black Americans do not enjoy the same rights as 
w hite Americans in the econom ic sphere. (We con

tinue this argument in the fo llow ing section.)

6. The Reparations Argument Is Based On The Unfounded 
Claim That All African-American Descendants of Slaves 
Suffer From The Economic Consequences Of Slavery And 
Discrimination

M ost blacks suffered and continue to suffer the econom ic con
sequences o f  slavery and its aftermath. A s o f  1998, median  
w hite fam ily incom e in the U .S. was $49,023; median black  
fam ily incom e w as $29,404, just 60% o f  w hite incom e. {2001 
N ew  York Times A lm anac, p. 319) Further, the costs o f  living  
within the U nited States far exceed  those o f  African nations. 
The present poverty level for an American fam ily o f  four is 
$17,029. Twenty-three and three-fifths percent (23.6% ) o f  all 
black fam ilies live below  the poverty level.

W hen one exam ines net financial worth, w hich reflects, in 
part, the wealth handed down within fam ilies from generation  
to generation, the figures appear much starker. Recently, soci
ologists M elvin L. Oliver and Thomas M. Shapiro found that 
just a little over a decade ago, the net financial worth o f  white 
American fam ilies with zero  or negative  net financial worth 
stood at around 25%; that o f  Hispanic households at 54%>; and 
that o f  black American households at alm ost 61%>. (O liver & 
Shapiro, p. 87) The inability to accrue net financial worth is 
also directly related to hiring practices in w hich  black  
Americans are “last hired” w hen the econom y experiences an 
upturn, and “first fired” w hen it falls on hard times.

And as historian John Hope Franklin remarked on the legacy  
o f  slavery for black education: “law s enacted by states forbade 
the teaching o f  blacks any means o f  acquiring know ledge- 
including the alphabet-which is the legacy o f  disadvantage o f  
educational privatization and discrimination experienced by 
African Americans in 2001 .”

H orow itz’s comparison o f  African Am ericans with Jamaicans 
is a false analogy, ignoring the different historical contexts o f  
the two populations. The British governm ent ended slavery in 
Jamaica and its other West Indian territories in 1836, paying  
West Indian slaveholders $20 ,000 ,000  pounds ($100 ,000 ,000  
U .S. dollars) to free the slaves, and leaving the black  
Jamaicans, who comprised 90% o f  that island’s population, 
relatively free. Though still facing racist obstacles, Jamaicans 
com e to the U .S. as voluntary immigrants, with greater oppor
tunity to w eigh, choose, and develop their options.

7. The Reparations Claim Is One More Attempt To Turn 
African-Americans Into Victims. It Sends A Damaging 
Message To The African-American Community

What is a victim ? Black people have certainly been victim 
ized, but acknow ledgm ent o f  that fact is not a case o f  “playing  
the victim ” but o f  seeking jusdce. There is no validity to 
H orow itz’s comparison betw een black Am ericans and victim s 
o f  oppressive regim es w ho have voluntary immigrated to these 
shores. Further, many members o f  those populations, such as

A m e ric a  T o d a y  Is  A  M u lt i- E th n ic  

N a tio n  a n d  M o s t A m e ric a n s  H ave  N o  C o n n e c tio n  

(D ire c t O r  In d ire c t)  To S la v e ry  

The two great waves of American immigration occurred after 1880 and 
then after 1960. What rationale would require Vietnamese boat people, 
Russian refuseniks, Iranian refugees, and Armenian victims of the Turkish 
persecution, Jews, Mexicans Greeks, or Polish, Hungarian, Cambodian 
and Korean victims of Communism, to pay reparations to American 
blacks?

I V

T h e  H is to r ic a l P re c e d e n ts  U sed To J u s tify  

T h e  R e p a ra tio n s  C la im  Do N o t A p p ly ,

A n d  T h e  C l a im  I t s e lf  I s B ased  O n  R a c e  N o t  I n ju r y

The historical precedents generally invoked to justify the reparations claim 
are payments to Jewish survivors of the Holocaust, Japanese-Americans 
and African- American victims of racial experiments in Tuskegee, or racial 
outrages in Rosewood and Oklahoma City. But in each case, the recipients 
of reparations were the direct victims of the injustice or their immediate 
families. This would be the only case of reparations to people who were 
not immediately affected and whose sole qualification to receive repara
tions would be racial. As has already been pointed out, during the slavery 
era, many blacks were free men or slave-owners themselves, yet the repa
rations claimants make no distinction between the roles blacks actually 
played in the injustice itself. Randall Robinson’s book on reparations, The 
Debt, which is the manifesto of the reparations movement is pointedly 
sub-titled “What America Owes To Blacks.” If this is not racism, what is?

VI
T h e  R e p a ra tio n s  A rg u m e n t Is B ased O n T h e  U n fo u n d e d  

C la im  T h a t A l l  A fr ic a n -A m e ric a n  D e sce n d a n ts  

o f  S la ve s  S u ffe r  F ro m  T h e  E c o n o m ic  

C onsequences O f S la v e ry  A n d  D is c r im in a tio n  

No evidence-based attempt has been made to prove that living individuals 
have been adversely affected by a slave system that was ended over 150 
years ago. But there is plenty of evidence the hardships that occurred were 
hardships that individuals could and did overcome. The black middle-class 
in America is a prosperous community that is now larger in absolute terms 
than the black underclass. Does its existence not suggest that economic 
adversity is the result of failures of individual character rather than the Im- 
gering after-effects of racial discrimination and a slave system that ceased 
to exist well over a century ago? West Indian blacks in America are also 
descended from slaves but their average incomes are equivalent to the 
average incomes of whites (and nearly 25% higher than the average 
incomes of American bom blacks). How is it that slavery adversely affect
ed one large group of descendants but not the other? How can government 
be expected to decide an issue that is so subjective - and yet so critical - to 
the case?

VH
T h e  R e p a ra tio n s  C la im  Is  O ne M o re  A tte m p t 

To T u rn  A fr ic a n -A m e ric a n s  In to  V ic tim s .

I t  Sends A  D a m ag in g  M essage To 
T h e  A fr ic a n -A m e ric a n  C o m m u n ity .

The renewed sense of grievance — which is what the claim for reparations 
will inevitably create — is neither a constructive nor a helpful message for 
black leaders to be sending to their communities and to others. To focus 
the social passions of African-Americans on what some Americans may 
have done to their ancestors fifty or a hundred and fifty years ago is to bur
den them with a crippling sense of victim-hood. How are the millions of 
refugees from tyranny and genocide who are now living in America going 
to receive these claims, moreover, except as demands for special treat
ment, an extravagant new handout that is only necessary because some 
blacks can’t seem to locate the ladder of opportunity within reach o^  
others — many less privileged than themselves.

T H I R D R A I L M A G l i f i f C O M
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R e p a ra tio n s  T o  A fric a n -A m e ric a n s  

R w e  A lre a d y  B een P aid 

Since the passage of the Civil Rights Acts and the advent of 
the Great Society in 1965, trillions of dollars in transfer pay
ments have been made to African-Americans in the form of 
welfare benefits and racial preferences (in contracts, job 
placements and educational admissions) - all under the 
rationale of redressing historic racial grievances. It is said 
that reparations are necessary to achieve a healing between 
African-Americans and other Americans. If trillion dollar 
restitutions and a wholesale rewriting of American law (in 
order to accommodate racial preferences) for African- 
Americans is not enough to achieve a “heaUng,” what willl

IX
W h a t  A b o u t T h e  D e bt  B la c k s  

O w e  T o  A m e r ic a ?

Slavery existed for thousands of years before the Atlantic 
slave trade was bom, and in all societies. But in the thou
sand years of its existence, there never was an anti-slavery 
movement until white Christians - Englishmen and 
Americans — created one. If not for the anti-slavery atti
tudes and military power of white Englishmen and 
Americans, the slave trade would not have been brought to 
an end. If not for the sacrifices of white soldiers and a white 
American president who gave his life to sign the 
Emancipation Proclamation, blacks in America would still 
be slaves. If not for the dedication of Americans of all eth
nicities and colors to a society based on the principle that all 
men are created equal, blacks in America would not enjoy 
the highest standard of living of blacks anywhere in the 
world, and indeed one of the highest standards of living of 
any people in the world. They would not enjoy the greatest 
freedoms and the most thoroughly protected individual 
rights anywhere. Where is the gratitude of black America 
and its leaders for those giftsl

X
T h e  R e p a ra tio n s  C la im  Is  A  S e p a ra tis t Id e a  

T h a t S e ts A fric a n -A m e ric a n s  A g a in s t T h e  

N a tio n  T h a t G ave Them  F reedom  

Blacks were here before the Mayflower. Who is more 
American than the descendants of African slaves? For the 
African-American community to isolate itself even further 
from America is to embark on a course whose implications 
are troubling. Yet the African-American community has had 
a long-running flirtation with separatists, nationalists and 
the political left, who want African-Americans to be no part 
of America’s social contract. African Americans should 
reject this temptation.
For all America’s faults, African-Americans have an enor
mous stake in their country and its heritage. It is this her
itage that is really under attack by the reparations move
ment. The reparations claim is one more assault on America, 
conducted by racial separatists and the political left. It is an 
attack not only on white Americans, but on all Americans — 
especially African-Americans.
America’s African-American citizens are the richest and 
most privileged black people alive — a bounty that is a 
direct result of the heritage that is under assault. The 
American idea needs the support of its African-American 
citizens. But African-Americans also need the support of the 
American idea. For it is this idea that led to the principles 
and institutions that have set African-Americans - and all of 
us — free.

Chileans and Salvadorans, direct their energies for redress toward the gov
ernments o f  their ow n oppressive nations— w hich is precisely what black 
Americans are doing. H orow itz’s racism is expressed in his contemptuous 
characterization o f  reparations as “an extravagant new  handout that is only  
necessary because som e blacks can’t seem  to locate the ladder o f  opportu
nity within reach o f  others, many o f  w hom  are less privileged than them 
selves.” What Horowitz fails to acknow ledge is that racism continues as an 
ideology and a material force within the U .S ., providing blacks with no lad
der that reaches the top. The damage lies in the system atic treatment o f  
black people in the U .S ., not their claim s against those who initiated this 
damage and their spiritual descendants who continue its perpetuation.

8. Reparations To African Americans Have Already Been Paid

The nearest the U .S. government came to full and permanent restitution o f  
African Americans was the spontaneous redistribution o f  land brought about 
by General W illiam Sherman’s Field Order 15 in January, 1865, which  
empowered U nion commanders to make land grants and give other materi
al assistance to new ly liberated blacks. But that order was rescinded by 
President Andrew Johnson later in the year. Efforts by Representative 
Thaddeus Stevens and other radical Republicans to provide the proverbial 
“40 acres and a m ule” w hich w ould have carved up huge plantations o f  the 
defeated Confederacy into m odest land grants for blacks and poor whites 
never got out o f  the House o f  Representatives. The debt has not been paid.

“Welfare benefits and racial preferences” are not reparations. The welfare 
system  was set in place in the 1930s to alleviate the poverty o f  the Great 
Depression, and more whites than blacks received welfare. So-called “racial 
preferences” com e not from benevolence but from lawsuits by blacks 
against white businesses, government agencies, and m unicipalities w hich  
practice racial discrimination.

9. What About The Debt Blacks Owe To America?

H orow itz’s assertion that “in the thousand years o f  slavery’s existence, there 
never was an anti-slavery m ovem ent until white A nglo-Saxon Christians 
created one,” only demonstrates his ignorance concerning the formidable 
efforts o f  blacks to free them selves. Led by black Toussaint L’Ouverture, 
the Haitian revolution o f  1793 overthrew the French slave system , created 
the first black republic in the world, and intensified the activities o f  black 
and white anti-slavery m ovem ents in the U .S. Slave insurrections and con
spiracies such as those o f  Gabriel (1800), Denmark Vesey (1822), and Nat 
Turner (1831) were potent sources o f  black resistance; black abolitionists 
such as Harriet Tubman, Frederick D ouglass, Richard A llen, Sojourner 
Truth, Martin Delany, David Walker, and Henry Highland Garnet w aged an 
incessant struggle against slavery through agencies such as the press, 
notably D ou glass’s N orth  S ta r  and its variants, w hich ran from 1847 to 1863 
(blacks, moreover, constituted som e 75 % o f  the subscribers to W illiam  
L loyd Garrison’s L ib e ra to r  new spaper in its first four years); the 
Underground Railroad, the N egro Convention M ovem ent, local, state, and 
national anti-slavery societies, and the slave narrative. B lack Americans 
were in no w ays the passive recipients o f  freedom from anyone, whether 
view ed from the perspective o f  black participation in the abolitionist m ove
ment, the flight o f  slaves from plantations and farms during the Civil War, 
or the enlistment o f  black troops in the U nion army.

The idea o f  black debt to U .S. society is a rehash o f  the Christian m ission
ary argument o f  the 17th and 18th centuries: because Africans w ere consid

ered heathens, it was therefore legitim ate to enslave them and drag them  
in chains to a Christian nation. F ollow ing their partial conversion, their 
moral and material lot were improved, for w hich black folk should be 
eternally grateful. Slave ideologues John Calhoun and George Fitzhugh  
updated this idea in the 19th century, arguing that blacks were better o ff  
under slavery than w hites in the North w ho received w ages, due to the 
paternalism and benevolence o f  the plantation system  w hich assured 
perpetual em ploym ent, shelter, and board. Please excuse the analogy, 
but i f  som eone chops o ff  your fingers and then hands them back to you, 
should you be “grateful” for having received your m angled fingers, or 
enraged that they w ere chopped o ff  in the first place?

10. The Reparations Claim Is A Separatist Idea That Sets African- 
Americans Against The Nation That Gave Them Freedom

Again, Horowitz reverses matters. B lacks are already separated from  
white A m erica in fundamental matters such as incom e, fam ily wealth, 
housing, legal treatment, education, and political representation. 
Andrew Hacker, for exam ple, has argued the case persuasively in his 
book Two N ations. To ignore such divisions, and then charge those who  
raise valid claim s against society with promoting d ivisiveness, offers a 
classic exam ple o f  “blam ing the v ictim .” And w e have already refuted 
the spurious point that African Am ericans were the passive recipients o f  
benevolent white individuals or institutions w hich “gave” them free
dom.

Too many Am ericans tend to v iew  history as “som ething that happened  
in the past,” som ething that is “over and done,” and thus has no bearing 
upon the present. E specially in the case o f  slavery, nothing could be fur
ther from the truth. A s historian John Hope Franklin noted in his 
response to Horowitz:

“M ost living Am ericans do have a coim ection with slavery. They have 
inherited the preferential advantage, i f  they are w hite, or the loathsom e 
disadvantage, i f  they are black; and those positions are virtually as alive  
today as they were in the 19th century. The pattern o f  housing, the dis
crimination in em ploym ent, the resistance to equal opportunity in edu
cation, the racial profiling, the inequities in the administration o f  justice, 
the low  expectation o f  blacks in the discharge o f  duties assigned to 
them, the widespread b e lie f that blacks have physical prow ess but little 
intellectual capacities and the widespread opposition to affirmative 
action, as i f  that had not been enjoyed by w hites for three centuries, all 
indicate that the vestiges o f  slavery are still w ith us.”

And as long as there are pro-slavery protagonists among us, hiding  
behind such absurdities as “w e are all in this together” or “it hurts me 
as much as it hurts you” or “slavery benefited you as much as it bene
fited m e,” w e w ill suffer from the inability to confront the tragic lega
cies o f  slavery and deal w ith them in a forthright and constructive m an
ner.

“M ost important, w e must never fall victim  to som e schem e designed to 
create a controversy among potential allies in order to divide them and, 
at the same time, exploit them for its ow n special purpose.”
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