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Book reviewed: The Forging of the American Empire, By Sidney Lens. 1972
L62 pp. Crowell

Initially, the book I had chosen was an autobiographical work by

Abbie Hoffman, entitled Soon to Be a Major Motion Picture, but I changed

my mind because all of the reviews in the general and intellectual elite
review media were on microfiche. I chose the work by Lens instead. I
read this book a few years back, so I felt that I would be better able
to analyze the reviews in terms of their accuracy and overall usefulness.
The reviews in BOOKLIST and CHOICE were both disappointingly short.
In the BOOKLIST review, the reviewer states that Lens' work is a piece
of sound scholarship, but that it lacks a comprehensive bibliography
and footnotes. In CHOICE,the reviewer was a bit more critical of the
work, stating that it is a "biased polemic, useful in attacking cultur-
al myths and promoting dlscu381on and debate " The rev1ewer recommendsv
the book for undergraduates, but crltlclzes 1% foraits lack: of foot—

M B Y

notes and its sketchy index. In PUBLISHER'S WEEKLY, there were two

review citations, of which I could find only one. It was very short.

The most important thing that it stated was that Lens' book was one cer-

tain to be read and debated. e e L (P o ook

The two major reviews of the book were in THE SATURDAY REVIEW and

THE PROGRESSIVE. (I took the llberty of cla531fy1ng the latter publlca—

tion as an intellectual review medla source) Both of the reviews offer
in-depth analyses of Lens' main thesis. One is favorable and the other

attacks it savagely. In the SATURDAY REVIEW piece, Arthur Séhlesinger Jr.,



well known author and historian, attacks not only Lens' thesis, but also

his style and his politics. Schlesinger goes out of his way to find things
that are inaccurate and badly written in the book. It is very clear from
reading the review that he neither likes nor agrees with Sidney Lens.

He is critical to the point of being nit-picky. In a way this is good,

for it provides readers and librarians who are thinking of purchasing

the book with information not found in the other reviewing sources. The

PROGRESSIVE, however, provides a positive review. In it the historian

Stephen E. Ambrose, also criticigzes the book, but his criticism, instead
of being an outright attack, is constructive. He emphasizes things he
would have liked to have seen given more in-depth coverage. Ambrose
characterizes Lens' book as popular history, "written for the intelli-
gent reader and not the pages of the American Historical Review." He
recommends the book.

In judging the overall usefulness of these reviews I'd say that the

review in the PROGRESSIVE was the most enlightening. Then I would pick

Schlesinger's review in THE SATURDAY REVIEW as the most critical. Fol-

lowing that, I'd say that the reviews in CHOICE and BOOKLIST were short

andi net that infeormativie. Rinalilys the blurb in PUBLISHER'S WEEKLY

gave very little information. All of the above reviews, except for the

one in THE SATURDAY REVIEW, stated that The Forging of the American

Empire would contribute to the debate on American Foreign poliey. In this
sense,they recommend the book. CHOICE, BOOKLIST, and THE SATURDAY REVIEW

are all at varying degrees critical of the level of scholarship employed

by Lens. The most important things left out were footnotes and a good

index. These crtlclsms may prevent a 11brar1an from purch351ng the
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book. Howejiy{ GESTE were o 11brarwan, I would acqulre 30 As a librarian

I would az%empt to research who the author is and what the varylng po-

31t10ns 1n the foreign pollcy debate are. Judging from the“magorlty of
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‘these reviews say, this book would be an excellent addition to a collect-

ion of materials covering American history and foreign policy.
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~ Lens, Sidney. The forging of the

gl

der the domination of W. A. (Tony)
Boyle, and gives a complete report on
the degeneration of the union hierarchy
as presently constituted. The graphically
described 1968 explosion of the Consol-
idated coal mine in Farmington, West
Virginia serves as one of many situa-
tions and problems of mine safety ex-
plored by Hume. Another is the scourge
of black lung disease to which a thor-
oughly researched chapter is devoted.
The study also explores the union man-
agement’s practices both in the running
of its conventions and in the handling
of finances which came under attack di-
rectly when Joseph Yablonski chal-
lenged Boyle in the 1969 union elec-
tions. The murders of Yablonski and

his wife and daughter are covered fully

with recent legal battles of the union re-
viewed in conclusion.

331.881'22'0973 United Mine Workers of America -

75-106294

Lefcourt, Robert, comp. Law against the
people; essays to demystify law, order,
and the courts. 1971, 400p. Random,
$10.00; paper, $2.45,

Lawyers and laymen who represent po-
litical philosophies left of moderate
charge that law as practiced in the U.S.
today is self-serving and unresponsive to

the needs and rights of people it is de-
signed to protect. Economic, social, reli-

gious, and sexual inequities are exposed

by George Jackson, Stanley Aronowitz,
Arthur Kinoy, Haywood Burns, Wil-

liam Kunstler, the New York Panther ¥

21, and other protesters in contributions
varied in length and quality, but bound
by commitment to radical changes in
legal institutions. Footnotes appended to
Lefcourt’s introduction and a selected
annotated bibliography and notes on
contributors included. '

340',115'0973  Givil rights—U.S.—Addresses, es-
says, lectures || Practice of law-—U.5.—Addresses,
essays, lectures 79-143827

American empire. 1972, 462p. Crowell,

A comprehensive historical inquiry into
U.S. imperialism indicts a country
whose ideological commitment to peace
is belied by aggression on several shores
from the beginning of nationhood to the
present. Economic policies of Taft, Wil-
son, Theodore and Franklin Roosevelt,
and other American Presidents are pre-
sented as intrinsically entwined  with

foreigh and_domestic relations. Lens,',

swhose prolific studies on U.S. govern-

ment from a liberal viewpoint include
The futile crusade; anti-communism as
American credo (BookLIST 61:70 S 15
64), evidences sound scholarship in a
text which contains source material but

neglects substantiafion in the form of /i

Zgg : ’{‘-‘/»

raphy ‘makes no_reference to_original
sources such as state pa d limits
magazine entries to those conside; o
‘be most significant.

327.73 U.S.—Foreign relations || U.S.—Territorial
expansion 74-158710

Lipset, Seymour Martin and Schaflander,
Gerald M. Passion and politics: student
activism in America. 1971. 440p. illus.
Little, paper-covered boards with cloth
binding, $8.95.

Observations in  Students in  revolt
(BOOKLIST 66:942 Ap 1 70), which was
edited by Lipset, offer useful but not
necessary background for comprehen-
sion of this analysis by two sociologists
of the history and future of U.S. student
involvement. Lipset places university

unrest in historical and sociological -

perspective and differentiates between
student radicals and other youthful
abjurers of current educational stan-

dards. Schaflander in part bases a pre- -

diction of politically liberated leadership
on interviews with students, excerpts of
which are included in the text. Acute,
encompassing, and stimulating in con-
trast between conclusions reached by the
two writers. Chapter footnotes more
than adequate. Parts of the text which
were previously published have been
revised.

387.1'98'10973 College
activity

students—U.S.—Political
70-149459

Manners, Ande. Poor cousins. 1972,
318p. ilius. Coward, McCann,
paper-covered boards with cloth
backbone, $8.95.

A compassionate, authoritative, and hu-
morous portrayal of almost three mil-
lion Jewish immigrants whose arrival in
the U.S. at the turn of the century pro-
voked and embarrassed the German
Jewish establishment described in Bir-
mingham’s “Our crowd"; the great Jew-
ish families of New York (BooKLIST
63:924 My 1 67). Manners encompas-

ses the culture, impact, failures, and
achievements of the new citizens in a
history filled with rich characterizations
and stories of acclimatization of some
fascinatingly resourceful individuals.
Fourteen pages of representative photo-
graphs and reproductions and a distin-
guished selected bibliography.

1301.4529607 Jews in the United States 74-166595

Medvedev, Zhores Aleksandrovich and
Medvedev, Roi Aleksandrovich. A
question of madness. Tr. from the
Russian by Eillen de Kadt. 1971. 223p.
Knopf, $5.95.

Related in alternate chapters by Roy
and Zhores Medvedev the straightfor-
ward narrative tells with a mixture of
d ?uragepus frankness the

:: P Lai-6Y {

events surrounding Zhores’
carceration for 19 days in ¢
tal hospital in Kaluga, U.S.»
a highly respected geneticis:
of scientific papers, is the
of Roy Medvedev whose
study Let history judge; tl:
consequences of Stalinism «
in BOOKLIST 68:548 Mr 1 ~.
ent account describes the e
Medvedev family and var
and international scientist-.
novelist Alexander Solzhen:
cure Zhores' release; the
zhenitsyn's letter to the au
quoted in full. In addition t.
on Zhores' case, the Medve:
the general practice of Soviet
placing dissidents in mental b
364.13'1  Political prisoners—R.:
narratives :| Psychiatric hospitais—F

Moeller, Beverley Bowen. Phi
Boulder Dam. 1971. 199p. illus
California, $8.50.

Complexities involved in
major federal legislation d
readable style in a chror
Boulder Canyon Project
conflict between public and
terest, river rights touching :
and federal control of put
The well-researched studs
mined efforts by Californiz:
Congressman Swing dispels
sumptions of support *
Hoover for the dam whid
name through details of ob
and delay shown to char
Hoover role. Extensive fc
bibliography appended to .
tory of development along :.
River.

328.73'07°'7 Hoover Dam || U.S
government—1919-1933 || Swing, F

National Geographic Society.

Washington, D.C. Special Put
Division. Nomads of the wo-"

by Leonard Carmichael. 197

illus. 10% in. National Geogr.
Saociety, Dept. 100, Washingte
20036, $4.65 postpaid.

Distinguished scholars, sor-
lived for many months w
madic people they describe.
lives and customs of eigl
Lohars of India, Al Murr
of Arabia, Bajau of the

Qashqa’i of Iran, Tuareg ot
Bambuti of Africa’s Tturi f
ros of Colombia, and Boro:
—-who wander over long

search of food and water fo:
lies or animals. Each autho
times were changing for. eac’
often the government cont

i
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role played by the Hessian soldier in that complicated event. The book
is based upon source material gathered from archives on both sides of
the Atlantic. The author explains why many of the German accounts
were written: why some contain jumbled syntax and others are char-
acterized by carefully written passages. The text is particularly valu-
able in explaining the recruiting process of and the morale among the
Hessian troops. The reader is also able to discern the changing ideas
about the colonies as they moved into statehood and merged into a new
nation. The German accounts also include informative descriptions of
Indians. Negroes, German-American communities, etc. It is not diffi-

cult to understand why approximately 6,000 of the 30,000 who crossed |

the Atlantic elected to settle in the country they had earlier fought
against. This volume is of value to readers of all ages. High school
students will profit from it, anyone with a penchant for history will
find it interesting, and college students will find the appendices and
source material suggestive for further study.

LAWSON, R. Alan. The failure of independent liberalism, 1930-1941.
Putnam, 1971. 322p bibl 69-18186. 7.95

Can be profitably compared with C. Forcey's The crossroads of
liberalism (1961), as describing the relationship of intellectuals to
social developments. Forcey dealt with the group around the New
republic in the 1910's; Lawson copes with such collectivist thinkers as
Stuart Chase and George Soule, among others. The longest shadows
are cast by John Dewey and Lewis Mumford, men who avoided both
New Deal opportunism and Communist excesses. Their “failure” is
said to have been their incapacity to take power, but, by the evidence,
the author lays this more to their times than to their own inadequacies:
they were the least compromised of 1930's partisans and could survive
them. This sharply etched thesis notes our current “malaise,” but does
not spell out the applicability of “‘pragmatic rationalism™ to it. An
essay in “intellectual history,” the book should prove stimulating to
students of 20th-century history. For general and graduate libraries.
Bibliographic note: index.

Crowell, 1971. 462p bibl
309-3
A sweeping account of American imperialism that is a popularized
synthesis of New Left revisionism. Drawing upon the scholarship of
Fleming, Lynd, Alperovitz, Horowitz, Kolko, Zinn, Williams, and
others, Lens, cochairman of the New Mobilization Committee to End
the War in Vietnam, presents an indictment of American imperialism,
and the moralizing myths used to sustain it. The major thesis is that
imperialism is an inevitable by-product of the nation’s cconomic sys-
been portrayed as a benevolenL, progressive policy
hough a biased polemic, the book serves a i@m
C T2

74-158710.  10.00.

~“his present-minded bias is a hindrance in interpreling the distant past.
fT‘he Book can be useful to undergraduates, but should not be used i,

place of scholarl
\documentation,
sources appe =
included\ Sketchy index>,

rks of more limited scope but stron

LOGSDON, Joseph. Horace White, nineteenth century liberal. Green-
wood, 1971." 418p bibl (Contributions in American history, 10)
77-105982. 13.50. ISBN 0-8371-3309-2 ]

A good, solid biography of the I9th-century liberal editor of the
Chicago tribune and later the New York evening post. This work is based
on sound scholarly research in the primary sources and provides a sharp
picture of White and the dilemma faced by reformist Republicans in
the closing years of the 19th century and early part of the 20th
century, as their party lost the reforming, humanitarian zeal with
which it was born in the 1850’s. Extensive bibliography, critical notes,
and index. Should prove most useful for undergraduates and graduate
students as well as the general reader. -

MERRILL, Horace Samuel and Marion Galbraith.

jon and>

gf'l—:!"iN'S, Sidney. The forging of the American empire. Thomas 'Y$\
ISBN _0-690-~

i“?

J

The Republican

command, 1897-1913. Kentucky, 1971, 360p il bibl 76-147852. -

12.50. ISBN 0-8131-1245-1

The authors chart with scholarly detail the deterioration of effective
leadership within the Republican party in the 15 years from McKinley

to Taft. The Progressive Age was not very progressive as the

128

Republican-business alliance flourished under the Congressi
guardianship of Aldrich, Allison, Platt. and Spooner only to disi
grate when these “'custodians of the status quo’ failed to respond i
attacks of muckrakers and insurgents with long overdue ret
legislation. Like Wiebe. the authors sec the period as one of centr.
ing national control over political parties despite some vigorous »
level leaders and programs. Roosevelt. while no hero. is sh
possessing “‘superb political acumen™ as he preserves party ur
exercises Presidential influence to get popular rate regulatory and t-
busting legislation, and sidesteps tariff. currency. and race ques!
on which the party was divided. Having failed to convince the S
torial command to modernize the party, he forfeited in 1912 pex.
and power, leaving the party “firmly in the hands of men of ¢
caution™ and little vision. First-rate illustrations. footnotes. Rec
mended for all libraries.

MORGAN, H. Wayne. Unity and culture: the United States, I
1900. Penguin, 1971. 175p il bibl (Pelican history of
United States, vol. 4). 6.95. ISBN 0-7139-0269-8

A sprightly collection of four essays written by a leading auth

on late 19th-century America. Individual pieces treat industriahza

national politics. the movement toward a national culture. and nau
emergence to great power status. Morgan draws liberally on kis ¢
writings about the period and on his wide knowledge of the sou

The book was apparently written for general readers or. perhaps

classroom use in introductory courses. The essays begin with analy

introductions, then turn to chronological development of topics.

arguments emphasize the tendency toward a national economic. |
ical, intellectual, and diplomatic culture. and the role of industri
tion, communication, and institutionalization of life in that moser

In treating diplomacy, he minimizes the commercial factors str

by Williams, La Feber, and others, It contains few new insights:

most useful as an introductory text/synthesis. Although it is judic
it is probably too thin to warrant inclusion in library collect

Twelve pages of -well chosen plates: good bibliographical essay: ¢

page index.

ROUSE, Parke, Jr. James Blair of Virginia. North Carolina.

336p il tab bibl 70-159359. 10.00. ISBN 0-8078-1175-
Rouse is both executive director of the Jamestown Foundat:n
author of several popular histories of the South. While the bioy’
of the Virginia Commissary abounds in antiquities. and geneak
lore. it has to be regarded as a serious study and one which
meticulously researched. - The subject was difficult. for as Rouse
cates, “the human side of James Blair will never be fully know
lack of family papers.” Yet even the public side of the Virginia
and councilor was rather enigmatic as the extremely varied testim:
dredged chiefly from church and public archives will show. Tha
so few biographies of persons in the middle period of coloni:i h
that it belongs in even the most modest collections.

TISHLER, Hace Sorel. Self-reliance and social security, 1870-
Kennikat, 1971. 220p bibl (National University Public
series in American studies) 79-139361. 10.95. ISBN O
9012-X

Conventional wisdom dates the genesis of the idea of social se
in the 1920's and its first fruition under the New Deal. 1
(Pennsylvania) places the beginnings of the social insurance conc
the late 19th century and its first implementation during the Progt
Era. Tishler first shows how the philanthropic activities of the
between 187093 and the impact of the depression of the 1890
the revision of traditional ideas about seif-reliance and the gr
acceptance of the notion of collective responsibility. Even mu
those who continued after the turn of the century to oppose comp
public programs favored private voluntary cooperative effo:
promote individual welfare. The first triumphs of the collectivi
proach came during the Progressive Era with the adoption of
men's compensation laws and state mothers” pension acts. Ti
provocative study is a major contribution to our knowledge

growth of the welfare state in the U.S.. supplementing and i

such works as R. Bremner's From the depths (1936). C. A. Cha

Seedtime of reform (1963). and Lubove's The struggle for

Security, 1900-1935 (CHOICE, Apr. 1969).

CHQICE, March
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DANULLKD ANE LUY LD,

Robert Wolfson. Warner, $1.50

A powerful young Russian ballet dancer
defects to the West—for love, it says
here—and becomes the celebrated part-
ner of a much older, very famous balle-
rina first in London, then in New York.
There is even an incident where the two
are picked up in the police raid on a sor-

~did dive. Sound familiar? The plot out-

line must have given the Warner lawyers
some uncomfortable moments. but this
novel of the ballet world. and also, in-
cidentally. of homosexuality, is fun for
ballet fans who will enjoy playing the
“guess who?™ game. Vune]

 ARABBINIC ANTHOLOGY.

Edited by C. G. Montefiore and H.
Loewe. Foreword by Raphael Loewe.
Schocken, $7.50; cloth $20

For this hefty price, one gets a truly
weighty volume, 971 pages of rabbinic

lore and Jewish philosophy. This book

was first published 30 years ago, and as
Raphael Loewe says in his new in-
troduction, some of it may have been su-
perseded by the Encyclopaedia Judaica
of 1972, Nevertheless, this volume is es-
sential to the library of the reader ““be he
professional student or interested lay-
man, who is prepared to take Judaism se-
riously and is willing to attune his ear to
its own naturdl categones of thought and
expression.’ [June]

THE DEVIL AND MR. SMITH. |
Hershel Smith with David Hunt. Flem-
ing H. Revell, $2.95

Tying in with this year's fascination with
Satan-worship, exorcism and the occult,
here is the memoir of a fundamentalist
Christian who, through his adolescent re-
bellion, became involved with Satanist
cults. first in a rather haphazard teenage
way, then through Anton LaVey's First
Church of Satan. Though the book tries
to milk sensationalism for all it’s worth,
it seems a bit unconvincing: one never un-
derstands why. at the height of Smith's
traflic with Satan, he tries to “save™ a ho-
mosexual buddy via Christ, though he
himself doesn't return to the fold till a
pretty girl shepherds him there. One
thing is clear—the basically fanatic per-
sonality is pretty similar whether in serv-
ice of God or Satan. Only the methods of

worship vary. Vuly]
SERIES
THE SAVAGE REPORT:

Anderson Against Doctor Tek.

Howard Rheingold. Freeway Press,
$1.25

No, not our Jack Anderson, although
this Jack is an investigative reporter, too.
He lives in the year 1994, works for Eve
Savage, a broadcast journalist, and he's
terrific with the ladies, karate and his an-
tique Magnum 357. The extrapolation is
often quite good, and the novel's climax

60

IS Imaginative, out tne piot Is lamiiiar—it
concerns a right-wing group's plans for
world domination—and the gimmicks
will be routine to anyone even remotely
acquainted with recent science fiction,
particularly Norman Spinrad's “Bug
Jack Barron.” And the author is capable
of absolutely egregious writing. Example:,
“A piercing poised ocular interlock oc-
curred.” [May}

BLACK SWAN #1:

The Chinese Kiss. J. J. Montague. Can-
yon, $1.50 :

According to Roget, ““Black Swan” is a
synonym for “‘nymphomaniac.” It is also
the code name for the beautiful female
spy. Shauna Bishop, and that should give
anyone a pretty fair idea of what this first
installment in a new series is all about.
The plot concerns Shauna’s conversion
from a phallus fixation to bisexuality and
her use of her new talents to trap a beau-
tiful lesbian Red Chinese agent and their
mutual pursuit of a brilliant scientist.
Not much story here, but plenty for the
author’s purpose, which is to provide
erotica thinly disguised as espionage fic-
tion. The disguise is thin indeed. [May]

THE SCORPIO KILLERS.

Ray Hogan. Signet, 75¢

Shawn Starbuck, hero of Hogan's recent
“The Jenner Guns,™ continues his endless
quest for his long-lost brother. Ben. This
time, he joins Mexican nationals pur-
suing an American who stole $10.000
from them and who are in turn pursued
by agents of a tyrant they assassinated.
There are the usual shoot-outs, jailbreaks
and fist fights—and that’s about all. The
reliable Hogan does little, but does it
well, Vune]

OPERATION HAMMERLOCK.
Dan J. Marlowe. Fawcett, 95¢
With this latest instaliment in his Earl
Drake series. Marlowe again proves that
he is among the most consistent and in-
ventive of paperback thriller writers. In
it, the not-quite-reformed criminal Drake
and his voluptuous Hazel are forced tof
help a brutal Mexican police detective,
get revenge on a corrupt politician. Mar- ~
lowe fuses a lot of disparate plot ele-
ments—prison break, smuggling. bank
robbery and even computer technology—
into a seamless and entertaining whole.
The characterizations are believable, the
local color authentic, the writing crisp.
And although Drake is a tough guy, he
relies as much upon brains as on gun-
fire—rare and refreshing in a series hero.
[June]

THE MIND MASTERS #1.

John F. Rossman. Signet, 95¢

Brain waves, electromagnetic energy,
computerized ESP and the like are the
material of this stimulating quasi-SF
novel; how they are to be applied is the
moral issue. The scientist-cum-racing-
driver hero struggles with both his own

psychic powers and those martidl con-
nivers who would abuse technology for
what they consider “‘pragmatic™ reasons.
The surface trappings of Rossman’s
book are standard for the most part—
good adventure—but. the book’s real
thrills lie in its detailed documentation of
the technology. and in its remarkably re-
alistic use of real people and events:
Nixon. General Haig. Kosygin and Wa-
tergate all appear in correct historical
context. All in all, a nifty, thought-pro-
voking genre novel, Vuly}

NONFICTION REPRINTS

YARBOROUGH: Living in a City

That Time Forgot. Howard M. Kahn,
Little, Brown, $3.95

“In this persuasive and imaginative cri-
tique of spending as the cure for societal
problems, Kahn argues that government
programs fail because they don’t haveto
compete.” Said PW, “Regrettably, the
author does not amplify his recommen-
dations for decentralizing services and
having social programs "deliver” in order
to merit appropriations.”. [May]

THE FACTS ABOUT NIXON.

William Costello. Viking Press. $2.50
Published in 1960, this book has acquired
a classic patina—rumor says that the old
copies in newspaper morgues and librar-
ies are fraved with the handling of hun-
dreds of journalists. In no way is this a
*“pop” book: if anvthing it is a little dull,
but many will welcome the reprint as an
addition to their personal libraries of
Nixonia and will enjoy rereading it with
all the wisdom of the Monday morning
quarterback. [Spring]

"HE FORGING OF THE AMERICA
MPIRE. Sidnev Lens. Apollo, $4.95

“Lens himself has forged a reputation as
one of the most tough-minded revisionist

historiz in. Lh;s.cnumuud\y =
saxd PW of this “powerful and absorb>

ing” book which uses historical evidence |
to support a thesis of aggressive and dis- |

reputable imperialism. We added, “A
book certain to be read and debated.”

CORRECTIONS

On March 18 the Paperback Forecast
ran a review of “Instant Millionaires™ to
be published in June by Playbov Press.
This has been changed. Plavboyv will in-

stead be publishing " The Young Million- -

aires” by Lawrence A. Armour. Straight
Arrow has changed its plans to publish
“Nark!™ (reviewed February 14) in pa-
per. the hardcover edition will sell for
$7.95. The Paperback Forecast of No-
vember 12, 1973 incorrectly listed the au-
thor of NAL's “*Woman as Revolution-
ary” as Frederick G. Griffin, The correct
spelling is Frederick C. Giffen.

PUBLISHERS WEEKLY

K
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LENNON, JOHN—Continued

oints , . . [and the]l relationship of the
it amous [singersl.” (Library J)

“Admirers of the Beatles as o group may
be disappointed, but admirers of John Len-
non's attempts to understand and explain the
phenomenon of which he was a part, or cf
his efferts to convert frenetic musical prestige
into beneficial sociai influence, will undoubted-
ly find these interviews , , , absorbing. As
a form, the interview is always a bit clumsy
in print, but this is g minor fault in a gene-
rally informative coniession by & remarkable
man."” Phoebe Adams )

Atlantic 228:153 N 1 '71 90w

“The interviews are pithy, irreverent, and
revealing, . ., . ennon shows] considerable
resentment toward Paul McCartqey before the
final dishbandment. . . . One thing is certain: the
Beatles _were a long-lived phenomenon, but so
far as John Lennon is concerned, they are over
and done with. If you're likely to be hassled
about profanity, be forewarned that Lennon's
vocabulary is very dependent upon one particu-
lar word: fuck. But also be forewarned that
this book will be clamored for.” Elizabeth

Store; ¢
Y Library J 96:3917 N 15 71 160w [TA]
Reviewed by James Heckel
Library J 87:300 Ja 15 '72 120w
Reviewed by J. D. O'Hara
“New Repub 166128 My 20 '72 800w

» SIDNEY,
empire. 462p $10 Crowell P N
77137 U.B.—Foreign relations, . Imperialism
» : ISBN 0-690-31309-8 LC 74-188710
The author of Radicalism in America (BRD
1966) =~ traces the foreign _policy of the
American Republic *“from the founding of the
U.S. to the present dilemmas associated with
the Vietnam War. His thesis . . , is com-
pounded of arguments _ alleging American
economic exploitation of foreign countries and
aggressive expansion of our resources, hold-
ings, and international influence.’” (Library J)
Bibliography. Index.

Reviewed by W. I'. Kimball |
America 126:210 F 26 ’72 900w
Reviewed by F. C. Brown
Best Sell 31:461 Ja 15 'T2 440w
“[This] is an indictment, a prosecutor's brief.
. . . Throughout his discussion_of the early
decades, Lens extends backwards a century,
even two, the totally different attitudes and
sensibilities of today. Also, [hel has become
so profundly disillusioned by the Vietnam war
that he can see nothing, or almost nothing,
good about American foreign policy. . . . Lens' s
alienation has caused him to examine . . .
even, say U.S. participation in World War 1I,

riously jaundiced, although interesting
p '%ﬁ%ﬁ%‘#‘ﬁ'ﬁf despite Ty Teservations. i

the starry-eyed view of erican foreig
. Policy that most of us were raised on. I hope |
v At is widely read.’” R.-F—Walton - ---— -
T —Book—Word b9 Ja 30 '72 1050w,
Choice 9:128 AMr '72 170w
“Some follts may be weary of the battle,
but Sidney Lens is untiring. He combines the
American pamphleteering tradition of dissent
with historical inquiry. .. . He does make one
,tl;igl;;n_i;esb,ﬂ&xs_abmlt the American rec-
=~ ord. €
outreaches with domestic capitalism.
" More often than the establishment-minded
might like, he scores with telling effect.”
Christian Century 89:49 Ja 12 '72 .
o .ens, social CF € of ’imperialism,’
i . continues his series of lively and controversial
v : inquiries into_the passage of the American
Republic in this work emphasizing_ his often
emotional and yet compelling criticism of
our imperfect society. . . . [His is] a highly
negative view of America’'s manifest destiny.
qea a_fast-pac 0=
Zically orienied <writer. He holds firm viewsi
and, while scholars will and_should dispute

susceptible to other analyses, this is a book

its left-liberal position.” R. F. Dal
ibraty ~9—86:3161_N_15.7% Sbow—"
e | —Times_Bk_R-p24 I 20-'72 130w

S ~—"The trouble with Mr. Len's book is tl at,,
after putting down one myth, the Sa»utixot'

¥ ns, S,
book is a useful and persuasive corrective to o
n

et ¢+ . . Lens ties together Americam—mr=—
& perial

his arguments since the facts he marshals are

which argues competitively, if not deflnitively, / man T,esson’ was a
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elaborates another to take its place. . . .

As
a work of scholarship, [the book] is extremely\{_

thin. Mr. Len's main research seems to have
been in college textbooks and political tracts,
He oversimplifies many things and gets many
others wrong. He even omits data that could
have strengthened his own argument. . . .
Moreover, the text is filled with errors, . . .
The record is a good deal more mixed than
anyvone would gather from Mr. Len's book.
l%lt lits] worst failing . . . is its systematio
ahd rigid reduction of a multiplicity of motives
for expansion to a single one—nantely, the
quest for ‘economic aggrandizement' allegedly
required by the inner necessities of the capi-
tali e 0

- Sat R 55:T1 F 5 '72 2030w

LENZ, SIEGFRIED. The German lesson; tr.
by IErnst IKaiser and Eithne ilkins, 470p
$8.95 Hill & Wang

ISBN 0-8020-4207-4 LC 177-163557

“The narrator of this . . . novel is Siggi
Jepsen, an inmate on a reform-school island in
the Ilbe. Assigned a short composition on the
auintessentially German topic ‘The Jovs of Du-
v.' he begins recounting his life. since it has
been shaped by that conception. , . . The cen-
tral event is the conflict between his father,
2 policeman, and Nansen, an artist friend who,
during the war, is banned from further paint-
ing by Berlin because of ‘decadence.’ . .
Jepsen’s duty is t

err
o enforce the ban, which he

does because it's an order. Though_hLe is reluc-
eV o mm at first, his zeal grows.” (Library J)

irst published
Deutsehstunde.

Reviewed by Phoebe Adams
Atlantic 229:110 ¥ ’72 60w
Reviewed byv_A. J, Sclemwon
Best Sell 32:145 Je 15 '72 250w
Reviewed by Diane Johnson
Book World pl0 My 7 '72 550w
Choice 9:820 S '72 140w
Reviewed by Paul Theroux
Encounter 38:71 My '72 1000w

~The timeless conflict which literature has
reflected from Antigone's day to our own—
;duty’ versus individual conscience and moral-
ity—is given bizarre, ecomplex form in Lenz'
powerful tale, The novel's bleak vision of how
little has been learned jn spite of World War
I is intensified by Siggi's vivid descriptions of
Nansen’s haunted landscapes (apparently a
melding of Turner and Munch) and of the
starkly beautiful North Sea coast. Mordantly
witty, despairing, impassioned, this is one of
the most deeply imagined and thought-pro-
voking novels from Germany in_years. For
nearly all fiction collections.”” J. . Charles
Library J 06:4030 D 1 "71 300w
Reviewed by R. K. Morris
Nation 214:439 Ap 3 '72 1200w
Reviewed by D. K. Mano 3
Nat R 24:646 Je 9 '72 {50w
“The great classic of Schleswig-Holstein. the
northernmost part -of Germany. which horders
upvon Denmark, is Theodor Storm'’s noveila Der
Schimmelreiter—The  Rider  on the White
Horse. Siegfried Il.enz's lonz novel can take
its place confidently next to that powerful
piece of imaginative writing, . . . In The Ger-
man Lesson the landscape is as important ag
the characters, they owe. their development,
the tensions of evervday life to it. . . . Lenz
describes this part of Germany . . . accurate-
1y, with feeling. and more sue-
> cessfully than any other writer since Storm.
\iBut the theme of the novel and its telling
: natcﬁ.ﬁm to the grandeur of the setting.’” Su-
san 1
New Statesman §2:796 D 3 '71 430w

Reviewed by _Trnst Pawel
N Times Bk R p5 Ap 9 72 1150w

“UThis] is a tricky, ambiguous baok with an
awfiul fake-masterpiece surface: much heautis
ful landscape writing . . . and hollow, simpiis-
tic confrontations. . . . Onlv when we learn,
very late in the book, why Sizgi's in iail do we
realize the novelist has forseen our growing ex-
asperation with his story and outdanked us.
o - I'Thel pathological denouement i= & littie
j too schematic. . . My guess is that ‘The Ger-

s huge hest seller in Gormany
because it can be read more than one way, A
simpler reader can enjoy a wartime adventure,
though it ends sadly and rather puzzlingly.
But “the ending is intended to disarm the
more critical: we can read backward into the
heroic simplicities of the warfime chapters the

in German under the title
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An Empire Is Built

Tue FORGING OF THE AMERICAN

j EvpIRE, by Sidney Lens. Thomas Y.
% Crowell. 462 pp. $10.
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4 bensive, Nevertheless, it

Reviewed by

Stephen E. Ambrose

The publishers claim that The Forg-
g of the American Empire is “the
fist truly comprehensive history of
American  imperialism.” One must
quibble, since it is not quite all that—
# is neither the first nor is it compre-
is _a superb
) piece of work, well written, intelligent,
wcurate, and _engaging. 1t_has short-

“fomings, for it is' episodic, based on

logic rooted in industrialism, private
profit, and competition which literally
drove the great nations against each

other, and all of them against the
weaker states. The capitalist system
subsists on markets and access to raw
materials; and if those should be cut
off abroad through political or eco-
nomic manipulation, the home coun-
try is enervated by the social discases
of unemployment and economic
stagnation.”

Following the path marked out by
historian William A. Williams over the
past decade, Lens traces the main out-
lines of American expansion from the
conquest of the continental empire to
Vietnam. In the process, he shows that
only a favored few, rather than the

an effect of it.” This because “Wash-
ington was determined to organize the
world to its ends; Moscow simply re-
fused to be molded and manipulated
like Britain or France.” The Soviet
Union was obviously not a military
threat to America, “but it stood in the
way of America’s thrust to fashion the
world in its image, since it sealed off a
substantial part of the glohe to the
open door; and it stood in the way of
what is euphemistically called ‘interna-
tional stability’ since it could become
a bastion to which revolutionary na-
tionalists in the underdeveloped coun-
tries looked to for aid to their
revolutions,”

The one disappointment in _The_
Forging of the American Empire is

_the brevity of Lenss discussion of Viet-

?MMMMﬂ

Commi End the War in Viet-
am. Further his _explanation of the

a; 1S v.eak, esgeqa!lx m light of hns

erial ven<

tures. Lens secs the explanation of the
Vietnam war “in two directions: first,
the fear that a successful revolt against
Pax Americana in one place would
give it wings elsewhere [i.e, those
damn dominoes]; and second, the eco-
nomic potential of the arca for the

in econdary sources and thus short on \x:hole of t.he citizenry, reaped the tfuly future.” . '
v information or insights. and at big benefits. All of us got someth.mg, ' There is something in both explana-
fimes tembly blated Bt e 2B wuor another, but corporations  tions, but not enough to satisfy..L'ens
Sldney Lens was not \\rltmg a text- and their stockholders Ob\'lOUSIy did should .havckus,(:d his own deSCﬂpUOl’l
book or a scholarly monograph. Rath- bef;te.r .thz\.n, b th? black pf'zople 'Of of. the 1mpc‘nal burfiaucrac?l to analyze e
ion l @ he tells a story—the story of a na- Mississippi. So did the lm?cnal chtna'm. erfcc 1?43 the 'Lmtf:d States :
1972, 4 tion that has engaged in almost cease- bureaucxfacy, bOth. formaland infor-  has built a gigantic machine, composed .
wld b ks warfare since its inception, all the B b el i ome e scparate but related institutions, 5
shile proclaiming its love of peace; a M ON¢ of his best sections. ft'hose continued growth and RIOSPE ;
mation that has directly con- “At one tim'c in t}'}e past it had been ity dcy{cnd e_xbsolutcly on a continua- .
quered, through aggressive war against ?:he comr'nefmal elite 'that prc‘c’lom- tion of un'pcnal mctftods. That bureauc- :
Indians, Mexicans, Spaniards, and ma.tcd within t}'\c rull_ng class,” he racy is hlfe Pavlov’s dogs—wh.cncver
sthers, an enormous sweep of territory, ~Writes, “later the industrialists, then the the bell rings, whether it rbc in the :
and later forged a world empire while bankers. After World War II, it was a  Dominican Republic or Vietnam or !
maintaining its innocence of imperial- complex of. military officials, plus civil-  elsewhere, it bfgxr.:s to salivate and :
e stic designs. ian r.mhtarlsfs in the lchslaturc, the ex- soon to bite. Ihx's btfrea}u:racy. (of
Lens does not push ideology, but he ecutive, business and mdustr.y, ”the la-  which thc'a(':adennc clite is an_inte-
xr::gio; does insist—quite rightly, in my view bor hierarchy, and academia” Lens gral part; it is not enough to point in
-fnevu —that the structure of the United gives fascinating details on the way l:norror to the P(f‘ntagr)n and thF CIA) ‘
than s} States has impelled it to expand. He each of thes groups profit from the is supposed to implement policy, but ;
y from | makes this structural imperative clear- creation and maintenance of the it now .contnbutes. to national deci- ]
canna § et in his discussion of Franklin ID. American empire. sion-making and in far too many 5
more ¥ Roosevelt’s well-known promise in Not, please note, from the Cold War cases dominates the policy-making
" 18 190 to keep American boys out of itself, for as Lens points out, “the quar-  Process.
4§ loreign wars: “But there was an eco- rel with the Soviet Union—it cannot Vietnam may well be the bureau- i
somic and political logic to events that be affirmed too often—was not the crats’ war at least as much as it is the :
) manscended the wishes of mortals—a  cause of America’s imperial policy, but liberals’ war, for our imperial bureauc- '
it '., | Y rt&“ pdses ;:'::,,. I
ssive ] Mash, 1972 [he T OAFESS [/~ 49




racy leads its own existence and is re-
sponsible to no one. The capitalist
structure of America demanded ex-
pansion, to be sure, and the bureauc-
racy was created as a nccessary instru-
ment of that expansion, but that the
corporations are the villains is no
longer so altogether clear as it once
seemed, Certainly many of them would
rather use the public’s tax money to
buy concrete to rebuild our cities than
to buy- dynamite to destroy Vietnam’s
villages.

'Looked at from another view, there
is little difference between the Amer-
ican and the Russian imperial bureauc-
racies, except for the significant fact
that America’s is far richer than Rus-
sia’s and thus more prone to act. Both
live in what Hannah Arendt has called
a defactualized world and serve no
master save themselves, both are ex-
pansionist, and both are experts at
manipulating not only other people but
their own heads of government. An
extended discussion by Lens on these
matters, especially as they relate to
Vxemam would be most welcome,

To return_
&lx_shcd mthgz than at he did not
write about, The Forging of the Amer-
ican_Empire is an excellent exa mple’

of ‘what professors snecringly call pop-

ular hlstorv which means it 1s wnttcn

for the mtellxgcnt reader and not the

pages of "Tlic Amnercian. Historical _Re-
vieww _(where it almost certainly will
not even be xuiewed) It is, in my
view, the most important kind of his-
tory, for Lens wants to help all of us

understand our own past better so that

we will know how we goLwhere _we
s e B

FleanOraw
Franklin

By JOSEPH P. LASH
At all bookstores, $12.50

55 Fifth Ave./N.Y. 10003

50

are, and learn what to do about the mess
weTare_in, lor those willing to jnake

the offort to understand, Lens’s book

what Lens_has accomgy

will be a splcndlda}dL

(Mr. Ambrose, a historian at Louisi-
ana State University in New Orleans,
has written six books on military his-
tory and was associate editor of “The
Eisenhower Papers” His most recent
book is “Rise to Globalism: American
Foreign Policy since 1938.”)

Maverick Kefauver

KEFAUVER: A PorrTicaL Biocrapny,
by Joseph Bruce Gorman. Oxford Uni-
versity Press. 434 pp. $10.

Reviewed by
Russel B. Nye

The name of Estes Kefauver will
ring a nostalgic bell with “older” lib-
crals (to use the current distinction)
who remember the battles over pre-
Vietnam issues of the Truman-Eisen-
hower era. It will probably elicit, from
a generation to whom Ralph Nader is
the ultimate crusader, a half-memory
out of old newsrcels of a man in a
coonskin cap. But it is time to be re-
minded, as Joseph Bruce Gorman’s bi-
ography does admirably, that Kcfauver
was there first—or more accurately,
that he carried on in his era an honor-
able  American  political  tradition,
reaching back to the Populists and
Grangers and Teddy Roosevelt and
Gifford Pinchot and Robert M. La-
Follette Sr., to which Nader, Barry
Commoner, and Scnator Phxhp Hart
are 1elat1vc newcomers. The mild-
mannercd man from Tennessce raised
prickly issues of public policy.

A Yale Law School graduatec and
scion of an old Tennessee family, Estes
Kefauver had already established him-
sclf as a successful corporation lawycr
when he was clected to the House in
1939, at which point this book—accu-
rately called a “political biography”—
begins. His carcer in the House was not

‘notably spectacular, and he voted con-

sistently down the New Deal-Fair Deal
line. Elected with the acquiescence of
the McKellar-Crump machine in Ten-
nessce, he stayed in the middle of the

ideological road. However, he vor
for anti-poll tax legislation (not a .

issue in Tennessee) and, more adve

turously, against the House Un-Anv
ican Activities Committee on key vor
as well as against Carroll Recce's loy:
ty outh bill. Meanwhile, his relatc

-with Kenneth McKellar, his powen

Tennessce colleague, cooled over M
Kellar's attempts to control the Te
nessce Valley Authority. He eventus
broke with McKellar, and in 1946, as
member of the House Small Busin
Committee, began to attract notice as
kind of novice trust-buster.

Kefauver completed the break wi
the 1 \IcKellar~Cxump orgamzatxon i
runnmg successfully agaiust it for t.
Senate in 1948. Dmmﬂ' that campay
he was termed “Crump’s pet coon ! :
might be a coon, he replied, but he w
certainly not Boss Crump’s, and he »
on a coonskin cap to prove it, The «
became a familiar but unrepresentat
trademark, and Kefauver, by no me:
a rustic log-cabin type, later had
wear it rather self-consciously frs
time to time. :

In the Senate, Kefauver siuyed ¢
of the Southern bloc, and while!
was no farther left than any «
mainstream Democrat, he looked like
flaming radical in the company of ..
Bilbos and Talmadges who made &
headlines, (He was accused at home;
fact, of voting the Communist }
along with Representative Vito Max
antonio of New York, who quid

disclaimed Kefauver as any fnendi
his.)

On the other hand, Kefauvers.i
reer in the Senate revealed more
more of the independent who tend:
to follow his own drummer. Unli
Adlai Stevenson, who displaced himi
the liberal wing of the Democm
Party, Kefauver could never qmte%i

: comrnodate himself to organization. i

lacked the gift of compromise, paré:
because it was not in his makeup. aé
partly too, perhaps, because he sawi:
political appeal of the maverick stax
Kefauver’s first introduction to@
national audience came with lh
famed televised hearings on organiz

crime, held in many of the naﬂ%
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. .“PE FORGING OF THE
4%ERIC, .3 EMPIRE

by Sidney Lens
—Lrowell, 462 pp., $10

sviewed by Arthur Schlesinger, Ir.

B Sidney Lens begins his book with a
~bracing attack on the myth of Amer-
“*ican morality in foreign affairs. Amer-

Jeans, he writes, see their nation as -

© benign and selfless, “antiwar, anti-im-
“perialist, anticolonialist,” religiously
raspectful of the rights of other states,
abways helpful to peoples struggling
~for independence, driven to war only
by.considerations of the highest prin-
cple. 1 Jont know whether many
Americans believe that myth any more:
‘but, if they do, they should certainly
dive-ted of their illusions. The

- “be

drouble with My, Lens’s baok, though,

_ s that, afer putting down one myth,
the author elaborates another to lake
its place,

Or, rather, that is the fundamental
rouble, There are o multi C an:
oillary flaws that it may be well to

_.dlS.QQéu once.This baok purports

“fo be a Listory of American imperial-

RPediewd

yllackstm with “cynical expediency and

complete disregard for Indian rights.”

To continue: Thomas Hart Benton
was never made commander of the
Army in the Mexican War. Mr. Lens’s
addiction to the formuila War Between
the States implies an endorsement of
the slaveholders’ constitutional theory
of the Civil War—an odd position for
a writer who considers himself a man
ol the Left. Woodrow Wilson never said,
“Morality and expediency is the thing
that must guide us,” whatever that
may mean. Louis D. Brandeis was not
“an immigrant boy,” unless traveling
from Louisville to Boston made him an
immigrant.

Nor, may I add with emphasis, did
Harry S Truman ever say, as Mr. Lens
claims three times that he did, “The
American system could survive in
America only if it became a world
system.” Mr. Lens most probably
picked up this quotation from Noam
Chomsky’s American Power and the
New Mandarins (it is impossible to be
sure since he disdains footnotes). When
the quotation was exposed as a fake,
Professor Chomsky was compelled to
delete it from the paperback edition
of his book. But Chomsky’s original
error continues to take in people who

Jism. As—a_avork of scholarship, it is evidently believe that this is what
extremely thin. Mr._Lens's—main—te—s. Truman oughr to have been saying. I

search secms to have been in college

- exthooks I o ical tracts, 06 OVer-

plifies many things and gets many’

<3 wrong. He even omits data that
could have stiengthened his own argu-
“meet 1 is astonishing, for example,
that an account of American expan-
ionism <hould not mention the Ostend
Fanifesto, or the filibustering expedi.
“icrs of men like William Walker and

John A. Cuitman, or the later phases
. of the movement to annex Canada.

. Moreover,—the—text—is. filled _wi th
Lrrors of the sort that Mr, Lens's “four
ademic friends” who read the manu.
ld “certainly have caught.

“Erpire” in the eighteenth century,

“as Mr. Lens would discover if he would
eonsult an cighteenth-century diction-
s rary, did not carey the connotation of

expansion; it meant only “realm” or

“domain.” Elias Boudinot was not “a
white theological graduate”; he was a
Cherokee. And, while President Jack-
son’s Trdtian policy was far from en-
lightened, it is a gross exaggeration

1o write that “he would not concede

any rights to the Indians.” “No one
~ean doubt,” Jackson swrot in hig
seventh annual mes-ags, © o canpd
duty of the Government of ... United

- States to protect and it possible to pre-
carve and perpetuate the scattered
sants o this race.” F. P. Prucha,

-2 careful review of the evidence,
concludes in his recent study, Ameri-
can Indian Policy in the Formative

.;’ears, that it is “unfair” to charge
SRIFEBRUARY 5,
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notice that Stephen E. Ambrose in his -

Rise 10 Globalism is also hard at work
keeping this invention alive.

Mr. Lens is not only -cavalier with
his facts—the Tist could be prolonged™
almost_jndefinitely—but he is a slov-

enly writer, In his Look pols are ‘al-

ways boiling, heads rearing, .ways
wended. Pipers call tunes, shivers go
down backs, carrots accompany sticks,
breath is bated, and people are born
with silver spoons. Things are “up-
graded” and “finalized”; politics can
be “gut-level.” There are even patroniz--
ing references to “Andy Jackson,” “Abe
Lincoln,” and “Teddy Roosevelt.”

ut these are, as I sav, ancillary
A laws, Lens's basic aim is to replace
the notion of **America the benevolent”
by his own of America the aggressive.

The United States has pilfered large terri-
tories from helpless or near-helpless peo-
ples; it has forced its will on scores
of nations, against their wishes and
against their interests; it has violated
hundreds of treaties and understandings;
it has committed war crimes as shocking
as most; it has wielded a military stick
and 2 dollar carrot to forge an imperialist
empire such as man has never known. ...

(Take a look at the last metaphor:

one would like to have seen that black- :

smith hammering away at his forge
with a stick and a carrot.) These
charges are generally true in detail,
but thev hardly substanfiate the idea

of the Americans as red-hot imperial-
ists. That idea remains as mythological
as the idea of Americans as gentle
saints.

The record of American expansion
on this continent, for example, would
have gravely disappointed the leaders
of the early republic. John Quincy
Adams thought it “impossible” that
the United States would not acquire
Canada. Jefferson considered the acqui-
sition of Cuba equally inevitable and
even saw the United States as “the
nest, from which all America, North
and South” was to be populated. Ye,
except for pushing the frontier wesi-
ward, expansionism has characteris-
tically been a preoccupation of political
leaders: Americans have mostly re-
garded the larger imperial dreams
with indifference and resistance.

So we never annexed Canada. Texas
waited outside the union as an inde-
pendent republic for a decade. Polk’s
campaign slogan may have been “54-40
or Fight,” but he settled Oregon at
49° and deeded the northern part to
England, The movement to take “ali
Mexico” flopped. The Ostend Manifesto
was repudiated. Seward’s expansionist
program got newhere, except for the
acquisition of Alaska; and some mem-
bers of Congress had to be bribed to
go along with this. It took half a cen-
tury of agitation to annex Hawaii, an
acquisition that might never have oc-
curred had it not been for the war
with Spain. Even so, we did not Fulfill
Jefferson’s dream and take Cuba.

The record is a good deal more mixed
than anyone would gather from Mr.
Lens’s book. But the worst failing of

The Forging of the American Enipive

s its systematic and rigid reduction

of a_multiplicity of THOTIves forexpan-
sion to a single one—namelv. ihe quest
for "economic aggrandizement” al
legedly required by the inner necessi.
44 iralist svstem. The irst
expansionist motive, Mr. Lens tells us,
was land; after 1870, the motive was
markets, raw materials, and invest-
ment outlets, What was at work was
“the inherent expansiveness of a swell-
ing capitalist economy,” “a logic rooted
in industrialism, private profit, and
competition.”

Take away the opportunities to increase
foreign investment and trade, or to gain
access to raw materials, and the domestic
economy can do nothing else but choke.
Gorged with unsalable surpluses, which
under capitalism are distributed not on
the basis of need but only in exchange for
money, the system founders. Thus it is
the domestic economy itself that is
“saved” by imperialism,. , . .

Whereas writers Jike John Atkinson
Hobson and Karl Johann Kautsky con-
sidered imperialism as a policy that
capitalist states would Dbe greatly

71




tempted to pursue, Lenin, of course,
converted the option into an iron ne-
cessity; and Mr. Lens is in this sense
a simplehearted and simpleminded

Leninist dedicated to the thesis that .

the nature of the- American economy
bas doomed the United States to a
course of global aggression.

Yet it may, I think, be convincingly
argued that the basic cause of imperial-
ism throughout history lies in the dis-
parity of power between the political
and technological dynamism of an ad-
vanced country and the weakness of
an- underdeveloped country—regard-
less of the system of ownership in the
aggressive state. Further, the imme-
diate motives for American adventures
in expansion have almost always been

strategic or political. In particular,.

such adventures seem usually to have
sprung from the preemptive impulse
—the determination to control some

bit of foreign land before another .

power could get to it.
Take Latin America, for example. As
Frederick Merk persuasively concludes

in his study The Monroe Dactrine and®

American Expansionism, Polk’s aggres-
sive reinterpretation of the Doctrine
was prompted by considerations- not
of economics but of defense:

The chief defense problem was the Brit-
ish, whose ambition seemed to be to hem

the nation in. On the periphery of the.

United States, they were the dangerous
potential aggressors. The best way to hold

them off was to acquire the periphery..

This was the meaning of the Monroe Doc-
trine in the age of Manifest Destiny.

Indeed, from the Louisiana Territory
through Texas, Oregon and California,

Hawaii, Samoa and the Philippines, to
Indochina, American expansion and°

penetration have been primarily the
product of the international power
competition.. “The great nations,”
Henry Cabot Lodge wrote in 1895, “are
rapidly absorbing for their future ex-
pansion and their present defense all
the waste places of the earth. ... As
one of the great nations of the world,

the United States must not fall out of
the line of march.”

Does Mr. Lens really think that we
moved into Hawaii, Samoa, Guam, the
Philippines, Vietnam, or even Latin
America in order to open vast mar-

kets for American goods? If he would

examine the figures he would see that
we have always disposed of most of
our surplus of goods and capital in
Europe and Canada, not in the impe-
rialized world. The talk of foreign
markets can be more prudently taken
as a bait dangled before public and
business opinion in an effort to per-
suade an unenthusiastic people to ac-
cept what politicians deemed essential
for raisons d'état. Mr. Lens writes,
“Diplomats did the bidding of corpora-
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tions.” Almost the reverse was true.
The State Department, for example,
had to persuade reluctant bankers to
go into the Caribbean in order to
keep ‘European interests out and to
strengthen the security of the Panama
Canal Zone—as Dana G, Munro proved
conclusively in Intervention and Dol-
lar Diplomacy in the Caribbean, 1900-
1921, one of many essential books not
in Mr. Lens’s bibligraphy.

+ Mr. Lens even goes so far as to ar-
gue that our participation in the war
against Hitler was an “act of aggran-
dizement . .. camouflaged in the rhe-
toric of defense.” As for the Cold War,
this, he writes, was not the cause but
the consequence of American postwar
expansionism. Presumably, if it had
not been for our insensate quest for
‘economic empire, we would have re-
garded the conquests of Hitler and

. Stalin with inditference. But might not

American leaders have honestly be-

" lieved that the domination of Europe

by Hitler or Stalin would constitute
a threat to the security of the United
States? Jefferson wrote long ago: “It
cannot be to our interest that all
Europe should be reduced to a single
monarchy,” adding that he would
rather have war than “see the whole
force of Europe wielded by a single
hand.” Yet Mr. Lens hardly discusses
political or strategic motives, at least
-in the case of the United States.
When it comes to the Soviet Union,
however, it is quite another matter.
Like other writers of his persuasion,
Mr. Lens has no hesitation in invok-
ing security requirements as the pri-

" mary explanation for Soviet expan-

sionism. But if true in one case, why
not in the other? If concern for secur-
ity explains why the Russians want to
dominate Eastern Europe, may it not
equally explain why some Americans
wish they could dominate the Carib-
bean? And once the strategic motive
is conceded any sort of validity it
undermines the Leninist dogma that
imperialism is the predestined and
unique result of capitalism.

We can test the Lenin-Lens thesis
further by speculating hat would
have happened if the United States had
never been a capitalist country at all.
Suppose America from the start had
been a communist nation, {ree {rom
the wicked drives of acquisitive capi-
talism: does Mr. Lens seriously think
there would have been no westward
expansion, no slaughter of the Indians,
no Monroe Doctrine, no advance into
Latin America or the Pacific, no ex-
pulsion of threatening nuclear missiles

- from Cuba? And if one were to posit

that these resulted from the sheer ener-
gies of national expansion, always ra-
tionalized in terms of national security
and without regard to the system of
ownership, what is left of the argu-

ment that all were prompted by capi

‘talism?

History shows that the scarch fe:
power has been a far more abidi

“cause of imperial expansion than the
-search for profits. And other motives,

independent of both, have aiso plaved
their role. Mr. Lens savs nothing abot:
the missionary motive, though the
American missionary interest in the
Middle East, India, and China m il
nineteenth century was much greater
than the commercial interest. He savs
nothing about romance, adventure, and
the challenge of the unknown, thouz™
anyone who reads biographies of ¢
pire builders must acknowiedge ilw
strength of this motive. Ana he mu-
therefore leave out, alas, what futur .
centuries will surcly repanrnd as the
most spectacular achicvement of A
ican cxpansionism in the twomiia
century—that s, the poncira iy
outer space. Or does Mr. Lens
the Apollo flights to the deten: ;
of American capitalism 15 coive oo?
‘vast new markets on the moon ud aw
the solar system to the Ainsrican eco
nomic empire? i

Arthur Schlesinger, Jr., has won a Na-
tional Book Award, as well as Fraicis
Parkman, Bancroft, and Pulitzer prizes i
his biograph}cal and historical works,

THE SCORPION GOD:
‘Three Short Novels

by Wiliam Golding

Harcourt Brace Jovanovich,
178 pp., $5.95

Reviewed by David J. Gordon

B In each of the three novellas tho
make up The Scorpion God. William
Golding attempts to create an ancien.
society—Egyptian, prehistoric, Roni. .
—in the spirit of ironic comedy. The
tales are clever, and they are careful v
crafted. The pacing throughout is ac-
mirable, the phrasing is clegant if
slightly precious, and the archaic con-
ventions are almost lovingly rendered.
But the ironic discrepancies betwee:
quaint “them” and knowing “us” aiz
too concocted, too remote from the ac-
tual histories of societies and individ-
uals to put any force behind their
satiric intention, which is, presumably,
to remind us of our own shorisighted-
ness. As a result of this lack of genuine
drive, the elaborate development in
each tale-comes to seem excessive. One
senses that the material seemed fun-
nier to the author than it does 10 the
reader—or, perhaps, since much of it
is sight and situational comedy, that it
would be more amusing on a sni:
stage or screen than it is on the page.
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