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oy INTRODUCTION ,
~ This Study Guide has.been prepared to assist. botlpthe general re1der and

4 - students enrolled for credit in the Coursesby Newspaper ¢ entitled, “Amer-

’ ik Issues Foruin II: The Molding of Americay Value; The Study

Gunde is organized in four Gnits, each correspondmg to* Qne of the four .

!+ jmajor themes discussed in the new'spaper “‘lectures” or artlcles by our
course. authors: Robert ‘L.” Heilbfoner, Paul A’ Simuelsqn, Walter
YaFeber, and Neil Harris. Theit’ sixteen newspaper articles, in tﬁ'rn have °
been supplemented by the materials in the Courses by Newspaper Reader,
also agranged in four units. : -

. " The entire course has been desngned as part of the American Issues
Forum, a national program for the Bicentennial.: A'course outline appears
on p. viii. . ' R : el

+ It is our hope that the Study Guide will facilitate your underStandin;_., of
~the many hiscorical ebents, concepts; add problems raised* m the ntws-
paper articles and the.Reader. Eich section gf the Guide beg,ms with a list
" of\key concepts.” They should help focus your attention upon the most .
important themes presented in the artlcles and readmgs ‘ :
v Ashort essay follows the ‘key concepts.’ “In.this essay,’ We have tried to " -
highlight and to summarize the relationships between “the newspaper
articles'and the. readings; to suggest, for instance, how a particular idea or

! problem raised in an article has been e)rploted more fully or modlfed by

. selecnons in the Reader. : :

* We have also included in each seqtion a Eew ‘study quesnons o~

. stimulate furcher chought about the topics, to help you gauge your under>
: standmg of the macerials, and to aid credlt enrollees in preparing for

" examijnations.” Finally, each. unit contains a brief bibliography offaddi-

i+ tional books or articles, suggested by Heilbroner, Samuelson, LaFeber,

and ‘Harris] in the event you wish to investigate their sub;ects in

. greater depth: .

C8
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‘Altl:mugh each student wiUl discover for himself or hczclf how! best to

k use the course matetials, we would suggest the followis _approdgh

R
. Read the newspaper artiele each wcek Lllp it and mrctullv save it
tor futare study and review. L . ) /
2. Glance over the Key Concepts .md thc csm)' in the u)rrcspondum
unit of the Study Guide. These will call atcention tg some of the
. More timportant points in the lectures and readings, and \\]’l” help
you to sead more Criticilly®and wich a becter undcrst.mdm%:
3. Read the appropriate selections in the Reader. i .
. . Reread the Key C oncepts and the css.ly m()rc thoroaghly this time,
L()nSld(‘rlnL{ the isSues raised. (You Thay wxsh to rercad the amdcs
“as well). R - o =
5. .Pmcccd to the Study Qucstlom \uggcstcd guidehines to answers
are pro\'ldcd with each qucsrmn, .1lthough there ﬂ of course. no
singlg- correct answer:” v

© + 6 Turn o che annotated lnhlmur.lplncs h)r suugcstu)ns ot turthc

“ 7 "
SRR Throughout\thc Study Guide we have soug,ht to .nmd dchnm\c con-
- clusions and’ dogmatic incerpree .monsg In fact, we have endeavored to
©stimulgte mofe questions than we have answered. The measure of good

. Pyt
tc.lchmg., after all, whether- By newspaper or otherwise, is the extert to >

~ which each’ student contigues to think mdcpcndcntly once the tc.uhm(g
per se has been concluded. _ ~.
We gratefully acknow ledge the support of (h‘(. National Endowment for
the Huganities, which prmldcd thy tunding for this project. The views
" presenced] in this Scudy (Jundc are those of the authors. only, however_qind .
- do net ncccss.mly reflece the' views of the Endow ment.or ot thu l;m\crslty *
ot C.lllfornm . i :
[ ‘y'; ’.." 9 "."“w_ ,i\‘.
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' THE MOLDING OF AMERICAN VALUES-}

¥ - - \. The Revolutlon Enshrmed

COURSE OUTLINE FOR o
THE FOURTH COURSE BY NEWSPAPER

/
{

. 3
x:\l . .
Al \ s,

~

" "AMERICAN ISSUES FORUM L. / i

-

The Moldmg of Amencan Values concentrates.on the ways in whlch
‘American values and " assumptjons about national character can ‘be
tested by a people’s activitfp. It examines phases of America at’
work and at leisure, the nation’s self-conceived role in the interna- .
nona/l/ scene, and the social institutions that have directed and
*shaped American character: This course seeks to develop new under--

* sfagdmgs of the problems and realities of contemporary Amerlca

‘1

. IR
:

v INTRODUCTION W , AR
Allen Weinstein,; Professor of History and Dlrector
.Am rican Studles Program Smith College ~

Unit | WORKING IN AMERICA

~ Robert L. Hezlbroner, Norman Thomas Professor of
Economics, The Graduate Faculty New School for Social
Research L ¥

- 2. The Changmg Face of Labor

. wes - . b. . .
vvm:“,' S N | . 10 | . L

' 3. The Changing Labor*Force . - - 2
"4. The Work Ethic C
,5. Beyond Work: Problems for the Future ’

LS
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Umt II “THE BUSINESS OF AMERICA L
- BUYING AND SELLING ',

s Paul A’ Samyelson, Professor of Economics, Massachusetts :
T Instlsute ofTechnology R .

o .6 anaté ,Ent'erpnse as.an Amencan Wayr of: Lnfe -
¢ e 7. The American Mixed Economy .
- 8. Advemsmg and the Shaping*of Amencar& B_eliefs
9. Limits to Growth What Lies Ahead? - N

Umt ‘III’AMERIGA IN THE WORLD ,‘i“ .
: . Walter LaFeber; Noll Professor of Hlstory, Comell

;7"*-‘_, : . Umver!lty ~z§ . B
¥ * 10, “We Shall Run thé"World's Busintess™: Amen.cans
" N " as Isolationists . .

N 11. Insecufhty: An American Tradmon

.. 12. Americans as Antn-_Revolutnonanes .
" 13, Presidents, Foreign Policy, and the Only Law of

. / Hnstory - § ‘
r - Umt IV.GROWING upP AND PURSUII\fG H(G’)PINESS

- IN'AMERICA: THE SHAPING OF /

AMER rfAN CHARACTER AND.VALUES'
o - Neil Ha, Professor of Hlstory, The Umversnty
v ‘of Chncago A
N 14. The Privatée Mattix; Famnly and\Church '

N ~15. " Socializing"AmericansZSchool and Community _ e
/ . 16. Popular Culture as a Réﬂecnon of Amencan :
Character * ¢
17. The Rugged. Indnwduglnsd The Survnval of
o, . lIndnvnduallsm in 2*Mass Society

CONCLUSION

s : Danjel Aaron, Vietor Thomas Professor of Englnsh and Ameri-
o can Language and therature, and Allen Weinstein

a

18. American Values: Permanence and Change
4
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f UNIT ONE:

Y ‘WORKING IN "
AMERICA =~ . -
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KEY CONCEPTS "' =i "o

- . In preindustrial societies-nacure rather-'than -technology. regulates® the

. IR R .t R T N . o
pace dnd character of life. Most workers make alliving eithér in agriculture

.or in the extraction 6f raw materials. ;W{man. muscle power and draft
.animals, along with wind and "witer power;réptesent the basic forms of
_energy; the production’ jof goods ‘is ¢arried-on*primarily -in the home.
Prod.uctjv%ty- remaihs low in terms of butpyt per labor hour; the material

.|, standard df living is genérally bme?fh’\fdday's standards of physical
‘com‘.fort',,'. S L ‘ ' p i » . .

e
o

¢

. . ) v . . ".’ .. .
Indusgrial societies are goods-producing societies; power-driven

~ machintes dominate life. The major occupation is factory work, organized

to ma_s‘s,-p'fodu'ce“mat'g:rial goods for distribution in"a complex, highly .

. speeialized, and coordinated society. The factory replaces the horhe as the
primary center of productive'activity, and the relation between worker;
. H. .oy . ' . . . :

- manager, and ownér becomes highly, impersonalized. :

- «

» I .

‘ v rather than’ thes production of goods. Most work invelves interaction
between individuals rather than between the individual and the machine.

' * As Diniel Bell observes, the mark-of a post-industrial_society is the
.. quality of, life racher ‘than the quantity of goods produced. At its full ’

. development, professiongl ‘and technical people ‘dominate the post-
" 4indust

C govérﬁme?lt 6
T o

“%4 " Libor prodictivity is the ratio'between the output of goods or serviges

'.'.aind"thg‘h&_)irjs_--’qf_vlabor required to ptpduce them. More simply pug; it is

- the index of‘oiitput per worker hour. Worker productivity depends not ', ‘“ :,
onilj.on the work habits, of employees but on the amount of labor saving 7 !

machinery used. Amétican' labor productivity increased wheég machines

. "» displaced workers and working hours were shortened: recently it has failed
. 'sto keep pace with that of other industrial countries. . X

- cérrain jobs for less pay. These workers constitute & “'soft” element in the

-Tabor market. They keep wages down and enable emnployers to perpetuate
undesirable working conditions. In America, indentured servants, slaves,

> racial minorities, imfigrants, women; and children'formed this class.

Tl’fe y(rofk;cthic. An ethic is amoral principle.oﬁright or wfo;lg conduce.
Because Ametieans often felt a strong psychological compulsion to work

.- . hard that was partly '_Eased on religious belief, we call_&ose atticudes our’
* “work ethic.” The term_ derives more particularly;

e B

'

v." Ly e L ; ’ . . .
Post-industrial societies agg primarily based on’the psovision of services-

rigl’ society, particularly in such fields as education health, and_

*, - The labor underclass s Heilbroner's ‘term for those groups willing to
.. - -peiform tasks rejected by other workiers or those groups willing to labor at

wever, from the



e

o~

R .
- Prgtestant ethic of seventeenth-century Puritanism, which strong mﬂg
" enced American work attitudes. The Protestant ethic amplxﬁeazén the
" Christian concept that “‘to work is to pray’ gnd adapted the disciplined
self-denial of medieval monastic life to the evrryday world of the indiv-
idual. Dedication to.hard work, frugality, sobnety., afnd efficiency in one’s
eve_n;yday calling became signs of eternal sal\’atm
Other. factors contributed to the Amerncan ethic. Anasmuch as
social status in America did not depend og birch But on financial success,
_ upward social mobility could be achieved through hard work and thrnft
+« . Failure to rise in a land of open opportumty might'then be blamed o lack
’ .of effort. . X :
B I( R .
Blue-collar workers include craftsmen, semi- sknlled operanves and
laborers. White-collar workers are those in managerial, professional,
technical, clerical,.or sales work:- Another distinction is that between 3
_ production and service workers. Workers in the service sector dp not produce e ’
tangible goods. but instead they provide services to others in transporta-
tion, education, health care, marketing, repairs, or commercial
operations. ‘

Job satisfaction. A worker's satisfaction depends on a combination of
tangible and intangible factors. Among the tangible factors are the wage-
rate, hours of labor, working conditions, and “fringe benefits” such as
vacations, insurance plans, and retirement programs. Intangible factors
.include a sense of achievement, personal recognition, and status percep-

" tions in relation to other employees and to workers in other occupatxons
Heilbroner suggests that a new philosophy of “entitlement” has made workers
expect more rights and benefits on the job as-well as meaningful work. A
major factor in-present day worker dissatisfaction or alienation is not only
the boredom and lack of creativity in many jobs, but it is also the sense of
havmg no. partxcnpanon 'in the decision- makmg processes of
the enterprnse -

.
»
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~ARTICLES AND READINGS
Michael E. Parrish '
The relationship between ‘work” and social values in American life, a
- central focus of Heilbroner's articles, also preoccupied one of our nation’s
founders, Thomas Jefferson. The kind of work Americans did, he be-
- lieved, would influence the quality of their relationships with each other’
- and ultimately determine the nature of their political habits and society.

Inicially, :]_effersoh—himself a farmer, scientist, politician, diplomat,
and philosopher—expressed a strong preference for “those who labor in
thé earch.” The moral health of American society, he wrote-in Notes on
Virginia, would depend upon the perpetuation of a self-sufficient’agricul-

- tural populasion. “Corruption of morals in the ntass of cultivators is a
phenomendh of which no age nor nation has furnished an example. It is .

" the mark set on those who, not looking up to heaven, to their own soil
and industry, as does the husbandman, for:their subsistence, depend for it
on casualties and caprice of customers.” ' '

Only che self-relianc husbandman, master of his own work and neces-¢™ o
sities, Jefferson suggested, would avoidveconomié dependence upon others
and therefore be capable of exercising an‘independent judgment on palig
-tical affairs. “While we have land td'labor,” he wrote, “let us never wish
to see our citizens occupied at a work-bench or twirling a distaff. When.
we get piled upon one another in large cities, as in Burope,” he wamed
James Madison, “we shall become corrupt as. in Europe, and go to eating
one another as théy do there.” co '

The Changing Face of Labor C _

As Heilbroner's first article and our Reader selections make clear, the -

nature of work in America has changed dramatically from the late eight-.
eenth century when Jefferson expressed those views to Madison. And no
work experienée underwent a more profound transformation than
» agriculture itself. . . ‘ o
Farmers today constituge only about 4 percent of the work force; those
who still “labor in the ear th' bear little resemblance to the self-sufficient
husbandm®n praised by Jefferson and described by Percy Bidwell and
John Falconer. Eager to produce cash crops for domestic and foreign
markets, American farmers rejected very early the Jeffersonian model of

| self-sufficiency. Instead, they favored a commercial agriculture ‘that
brought them into complex economic relationships with exporters, credi- -
tors, and those who controlled transportation by land, wdter, and rail. .
A market-centered agriculture not only made farmers dependent upon
others but also encouraged the development of ever larger, impersonal
units of production chat by the end of the nineteench century resembled
industrial factories in their techniiques of specialization. “The Man with

4
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the Hoe,” sympathetically portrayed by the poet Edwin Markham, hadin
fact become’ thetfarmer with cractor, seed planter, and harvester,” who
raised a single cash crop and bought his necessities from Sears, Roebuck
and Company.

The contemporary farmer, interviewed by Seuds Terkel shows that

- farming has become “‘more a business.” He works half of hlS land as a

sharecroppert for absentee owners—a docror, a bricklayer, a’contractor’s
widow, and an agronautical engineer. He depends upon chemical corpora-
tions to fight bugs and weeds; airplanes-have become all but indispensable
to his production. His own son, moreover, may not continue to work the

‘'soil because “he’s in management training. He realized he could make
" more money in some other position than he can farming.”

Factory . productxon—the second formative work experience dlscussed
by* Heilbroner—removed Americans from contact with the soil, in-

creased their economic dependence upon one anotheér, and improved their
‘material condition. Jefferson, along with many ochers at the time, ac-

cepted this new work experience reluctantly. Those who resisted manufac-
turlng, he wrote in 1816, “must be for reducing us either to dependence
on . .. foreign nation[s], or to be clothed in skins, and to live like wild
beasrs in dens and caverns. [ am not one of these; experience has taught
me that manufacturers are now necessary to our mdependence as to
oyr comfort.” -
From the perspective of young: women who first entered the new totton

_-.mills in the 1830s, factory life was often regarded as a form of emancipa-
*_tion from dull household dutiés and domestic service. “Country girls were

naturally independent,” Lucy L&i;com a former mill-worker, wrote, “and
the feeling that at this new wérk the few hours they had of every-day
leisure were entirely their own was a satisfaction to them. They preferred
it to going out as ‘hired help.’ It was like a young man's pleasure in
entering upon business for himself. Girls had never tried that experiment
before, and they liked it.” Heilbroner -also quotes Charles Dickens’ pos-
itive response to the conditions that he saw in cthe 1840s—a time when

- the New England mills still fesembled boarding' schools.

Larcom and ‘many of her co- -workers did not see themselves as a perma-
nent wage-labor force of “factory girls,” bound.forgver to the discipline of
power looms. A scheme of classifying wotkers, intherent in a regime of
labor specialization, seemed to her dehumanizing, because it "prevents one
from making real distinctions, from knowing persons as persons.” Never-
theless, a permanent wage-labor force, composed-initially of women and
lacer of foreign immigrants, took hold in the mills before the Civil War.
Moreover,;a series of strikes'by women operatives over wage cuts and
working qondmons in the 1830s and 1840s shattered forever the.indus-
trial paradise of Lowell. These conflices brought to che surface employeé-
employer antagonisms latent. in the new work setting. .

Not even Jefferson, accustomed to the brutalizing aspects of master-
servanc relationships in the slave South, .could have anticipated the next

y i .- N ‘S,
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stages of industrial labor in Ameérica, chagcternzed by steel mﬂls and
‘assembly lines. Partly as a consequéence; of these changes in the orgamza— .
tion of work, America achieved ecopomic supremacy in the world;’ ‘the. Iy
standard of material comfort rose generally throughout the society. Work, . )
however, became more dehumatuzed as;he physical and mental strains of
: productxon foutines grew. in response to the demands for scnent:ﬁc
", management and efficiency. N K

o
4. The novelist Hamlin Garland notes Henlbroner referred to thleﬁlome-
'_stead steel plant as “the, mouch of hell.” In a one month period, Leon .

“Wolff reports in his Readen arcicle, sixty-five accndents occurred, seven of

which were fatal. In: theday\s before workman's‘compensatien laws theser, B¢

burdens of the, mdusmal work place’ fell entirely upon the employees
And, although the general standard of living rose in the post-Civil '\

-yeats "as the historidn Edward: K:rkland notes, the heneﬁts ofmdustrl,al- i

ization were .not e_)lnlypdnsmbuted _
The assembly. lige; techmque used for meat- packmg and later automo- .-

"'"hYs:cal traumazfor xndustrlal WOrl(ers but as’

" Biles required. lessp,

Hellbroner poml‘s 6;3 ‘ ofworlq took ‘the ab;llty r wasut che
resrgnatxon——to pei‘fd' ntxcal tasks again and hgalh Md again.”
Enormous changes of\', _.urge ‘have taken place in asserhblﬁl'h‘e produc-- '
tion since Herg xF(pml s ebvi;; exper;ments ,m the 1920s lnﬁox;atlons\by ‘
management reducsil some
Won, a _powerful uw moveﬁl:nt swept over the au::o mdu.;? durm&phe
1930s and brouight® inkg waRe a greater voice. th émp ye%! W‘tl:_l‘_m .
the plants. Ty & - ‘ . T e

As reporter William Serl’lkl}wrltes not‘ahle stndes have been il"nade in’
shop conditions, especially $inge:che 19305%" Plants ate "éleaner; toilets
now have doors there are more fans for ve’mﬂanon Automatlorr has
eliminated many difficult; backbréaking taslts, ‘,So to0; Serrm notes, has
the standard of living risen for assen\,bly line workersiifche auto 1ndu5try
“I've worked in the .plant since 1929, 2 GM c;mpllcﬁe told- him, “then
we were just a bunch of blue-collag workers who-didii't amount to a hill of
beans. . . . Now, well, look a lot %f us can afford Summer cottages, some
of us can afford boats, two cars, things like that.’

“Serrin wrote about the auto workers before the present economic reces-
5 sion shatcered many dreams of unending prosperity and affluence. In.che
 past few years; auto workers have fallen upon, hard times along with other

mass-production employees; despite union, company, and state benefits,
thousands of them have been left jobless, barely able to maintain their
. homes, to say nothing of summer cottages, boats, and two_ cars, ‘More-
over, as Serrin’s study makes clear, even higher wages could not soften the
- psychological blows suffered by workers who function on *‘the line, the
goddamn line.” High rates of absenteeism, physical assaults, sabotage
alcoholism, and drug addiction—all present before the cusrent recession-—
suggest that even the most efficient assembly line had not. produced
labor's utopia. Qu:te the contrary. Increasing automation in the plants has

s . w17
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d&sm}yed the last semrskrlled tasks. and ellmmated the more mterestmg

' c;anve jobs. : : -

N Finally, Heilbroner dlscusses t-he emergence of the typrcal form of work ’
in Americd today: * ‘white-collar™: fabor, which the SOClOlOngt C. Wright

Mills orice described as “the symbol factory, that produces the billion slips ‘. .
_ of.paper that gear modem society inco its daily shape.” Most Americans
. today ‘perform exactly. the kind of work _]efferson feared they labor ‘for

others, either in manufacturmg 0r “service” jobs, the core, of white-collar
work, i whrch agsaﬁ@ en, clerks, lawyers teachers or bartenders they
depend upon the cas tges and. caprice of CuStomers “:The gosds- -and.
services turned - 'whxte-collar economy are often ‘abstract and

' e%dle?ends more upof) a.capacity.€o mianage (and.
A\t 'Mrlarge organization than upon ability o
7. and‘ natl.lral resources; pgrsonal satisfaceion, -as

manipulate) ot
transform rawd, T

. Kenneth I.asson\r 1) es Yvaries wrth the partxcular mdxvxdual and job. -

pENY
At the same.time, ,could atgue that Amencans have now entered a-;,

«

_Jeffersonian paradisé: ln{ellectual Evork ‘has assumed crmcal rmportance :
- and . power. Alchbugh 'debated ‘the relacive merrts*oﬁagrxculture and

P

~industry,” Jefferson neveY expressed “doubts concerning intellectual laF(Yr

" instftutions could produge

A fqundér of che UmVersrt .yrrgmxa he remairied convinced that sueh.

fnerica a “natural aristocracy™ of formally
trai ed,ﬁsagacmus leaders.}, %labors of the mird—scientific inquiry .
and speculative thought—-sq d to Jefferson as importadt to Amerrcas
destifiy as the labor done on. | farms and work benches. ‘

:In America today there are more students pursuing college and univer-

~-sity degrees than. farmers raising food. Unquestignably, the Américan

work- force is the most educated (and petha?s the/Bekt educated) work

*force in the history of ‘the world. Fhe nation’s-economic machxne——

farms factories, corner drugStores supermarkets—runs as never beforé

. upon the mental’ energy- provided by _highly trained, intellectual workers

"in biology, chemistry; physics,’ psyclwlogy, machematics, and business

admrnlStratlon Work that tequires education,. once a mongpoly of ‘the
upper class in Jefferson’s day, has been dlffused throughout the occupa-

“tional structure.

2 ‘0t
Ve,
L

The Changmg Labor Force = -

- AN

)

In his'second arricle, Heilbroner analyzes the<hanging composition of the,

American labor force. Although white males, *principally English-speak-
ing tradesmen and farmers, constituted the Joriginal, non-Indian work -

-force in America, the South became an exceptxon to this pattern through

the exploitation of African slave labor.

On the one hand, slavery represented the anomaly-in an America that
prlded itself on its regime of “free labor,” where. individuals remained at

" liberty to Prckiznd choose their callings. The rmpossrbrlrty of reconciling’

slavery/thh fiee fabor as well as ché fear that the institution would spread
fromthe South to other regions led to xts eventual destruction during the

~ < o
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Civil War On~the other hand}s Heilbroner notes, certain characterlsncs
of southern slavé'ry—lts factory like tempo on large plantanons‘ and the
use.of a ragial “‘underclass” toxperform “the.dirty. work” rejected by
nativé-borf~Americans—reappeared time and again in America over the

~next one hundred years. - .

Although a few scholars echomg the argumerits made by slave-owners

'themselves before the Civi} War, have emphasized the productive effi-

ciencies of the system and the decent treatment accorded o the. slaves,
mdst historians of the sub;ect reject thése conclusions. Kenneth Stampp,
for example examines the methods of physical and psychological terror

\required to sustain a fBrced labor economy. He and others have also called

attention to the ¢hronic incidents of sabotage and malingering among the

slaves and tq the fact that * ‘efficient” methods of production are impos- -

sible to: calculate in a situation in which southem plantation owners held a -

~vireual: . monopoly of world coton cultivation. The coercive, dlsc1plme of
the slave economy is further revealed in Sarah Gudgers narrative of her‘

hife on .2 sourhem plancation: ,: . . ‘
* This is not. to say thap southern- apologlsts for slavery were wholly

.

mlsraken when they called artention to the grim conditions developing in -
noftherd industry among so-cilled::'free” laborers. The wage system in
the nineteenth centuiy,  could be equally callous and’ ‘despotic, whether'one )
speaks of New England cotten mills in che 1850s; railroad construction in
the '1870s, or steel -and.meat- packmg plants in the 1890s. Industrializa-
tion, like slavery,’ requlred its “underclass” to perform the “dirty work” of

' Amerlca, by and large this’ ‘underclass” was found amdng the millions of

imimigrants who enitered the United States between the 1840s and the
1920s. Without thg he miracle of American’ industrialization ‘would

not have been possibles ' . PR L :

Few historians have donmbuted more to understanding this complex' '
process than Herbert Gutman, whose well-known essay on work, culture,

. .and society is-included in the- Reader As Guemian points out, immigrant
o groups-enterd:the. industrial work force ag different periods in time, yet .
. each facedrgtmllar problems in adaptmg to fhe discipline of the factory ot

assemblyﬁ‘me The makx g of the American working class, largely out. of
immigrant material, ued bitcer struggles between folkways and ma-

' chirte™ways, befyeen ol ethnic habits and customs, often nurtured over
_centuries, and industrial rationality -promoted by engineers ancl business -

managers. If scientific management finally triumphed, it was not without_

" a battle; often reﬂected in the violent.confrontacions between workers-and

managers that littered America's indUscHal landscape from the Civil War
through the Great DepresSlon

In addition to immigrants, Heilbroner writes, children- consntuted
another ‘weakportion’of the labor force utilized by industrial employers.
In the days before strong union organizations, collective bargaining, and
minimum ‘wage laws, children were an important source of family in-
come, supplemenrmg the- meager earnings of parents. Owen Love;oy,

4

b .
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writing at the cirn of.the century, descrlbed the frlghtful conditions .
endured by chlldren in the coal mines: “the cloud of dust . . . so dense
that light cannot penetrate, and even on bright days the breaker boys are
. compelled to wear mine lamips in their little caps to enable them to see the
+  coal.at their own feet.” Equally horrendous conditions prevailed in textile
mills, the principal bastion of child labor in the twentieth cen'tury.
‘Women, as Heilbroner notes, suffered pecullar injuries and injustices
arhong American workers. Durifig the - per:od of sintense mdustrlal'
development they formed part of the factory underclass Imml,rant
women, as well as nacive born, described in 19007 by, ‘the novelist
Theodore Dreiser in Sister Carrie, found employment at repetitive tasks in
“. the sweatshops of Ametica; especnally in the clothing and; textile* indus-
. tries. WitR che rise of white-collar work, women achﬂeve& monopolistic
“domination of certaig jobs, but the jobs were usually the least rewarding .
ones. Sexual segregation, like racial segregation, came’ to characterize
~large segments of the’ occupatronal hierarchy, until both barriers were
oenly challenged during the 1960s and 1970s. T -
In ous-sophisticited, post-industrial economy, in which the din of

computers, Xerox machines, and electric typewriters his replaced ‘for °
most workers the roar of faCtory machines, we tqnd to forget that dlrty‘
.- arduous @or still remains the daily experience for many people in the -
.Amet‘lcan labor force. Thisgis .certainly true for migratory*farm. workets;
* “the-landless field hands; who harvest the bounty of- American agrlculture
and who, 'like Maguel in Raymond ‘Barfio’s novel Plum Plum Pzrker,
~ struggle each day against both nature and,the prlmmve exploltatlon of
“other men. . .

The Work Ethic . N v k
The nature of work and the composition of the work force have dmnged in .
Amerita over 200 years; so, togQ, Heilbroner suggests “hag there been a,
change in the value placed upon work itself. Did a, traditional +*work -
: “ethic”" exist in America? How has that ecthic been moﬁffed’
« Throughout the.nineteenth century, many observers. of our socrety re-
. marked on the great zeal with which all American; —businessmen,
artisans,” farmers, industrial workers—Zwent about their tasks. The
KR Frenchman Tocquevnlle for example, was struck by thqpﬁrlousness and
S grim deeermination that marked the enterprnsmg Americans he saw in the
- 1830s; frivolity and playfulnéss seemed alien tp their work habits.
.. Economic necessity surely accounts for much of the frantic effore infus: ‘, »
lng .Amnerican workers who, during the nineteenth century, vircually buile
' an economy from scratch. Land could not bg cleared, crops planted, mines
’ -dug, or railroad tracks laid in a hostile wilderness without unremitting,.
single-minded attention to the tasks at hand. No governmentvor corpora-
*tip &smod ready to assist a Fnancnlly ttoubled farmer whose harvest
‘fél{ed ‘depletion-allowinces did not cushion the ups and downs of extrac-
tive lnduStrleS laid-off textile workers geceived no succor from state un-
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" employment compensation. The so—called Puritan waork ethlc, ,one sus-.
* pects, fested more upon the practical fear of economic hardship than upon *
" fine-spun theological consxderatxons"regardmg the condition of one'$ soul..
In addition, Gutman emphasizes the fact that industrial work habits
did not arise spontaneously fromr the hearts ahd minds of . those who
entered ‘the 1abér force. Native-born- Americans and' immigrants entered
factories and mills from preindustfial, tural backgrounds that'lacked 'sys-
tematlc conceptions of work discipline. Old habits and rousines, many of
them hostile to industrial modes of thinking and acting, had to be eradi-
cated before the Puritan work. ethic tfriumphed in America's factories.
"The desire to “get ahead,” Heilbroner notes; also served as a powerful
incentive to work hard in America. Increased income, a better job, higher
status—all séemed to awaif those*who displayed ambition and dxlfgénce
+ Although the wags-to-riches myth may have been just that for a great
many Americans who never ‘moved up the iadder of success, there were
.+ .eenough- visible “winners” to’ maintain the incentive among those who
""" hoped to climb#o the top. o - - o
Of course, the desire to gain-more income through job mobllxty raises .
an intriguing-problem: did Americans work" hard because they enjoyed
~work, or did they work hard in order to ultimately escape from work?
Considerable evidence suggests that the latterconclusion is more accurate—
ac least” today—both for -those who da physically taxing labor and
those who carry out the dull routines of whitecollar, bufreaucratic labor
. <A great many industrial and white-ollar tasks in American society
" i 'have never demanded much in the way of creativity or initiative. These
repetitive jobs do’ not nourish. the mind or spirit; they do not call forth
what.the economist Thorstem Veblen once called “the instinct of work- "«
manship” because they. are mere subdivisions of some largér enterprise or
activity. The creativity of men and women, frustrated in the job role,
seeks expression elsewhere. Sociologists Robert and Helen Lynd writing
about blue-collar and white-collar workers during che’,1920s,. noticed a
decline in the work ethic as such ahd-a rise in what might be called the
* consumption ethic. For many people in Middletown, work remained a
central focus of their lives only to the exten® cha it provided money to
» . 'purchase the personal satisfactions and pleasures denied them on the’ job.
) The routinized tasks of our industrial and post- industrial economy have
. contributed to the decline of the tradmonal work ethic. But, as
Heilbroner notes, other factors sapped its vitality as well, among them the
rise of che "' welfare state” and a philosophy of “entitlement™ that encour-
ages workers to demand more in'the areas of job satnsfac{non and benefits.
“.Business- faitures, unemployment and job injuries have not been
s, banished from America’s work envieonment, but, at least since the 1930s,
the hardships and disgrace associated with these recurrent labor problems
have been alleviated somewhat by government programs. Government
" subsidies or loans may ‘save enterprises previously doomed by managerial,
incompetence; employees, laid off by General Motors or Ford, may recexve et
: . .H 'J
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" union, company, ang] state beneﬁts: In addition public and private insur- . N

- ~ance programs cover many accidents and, it is hoped; protett workers who
‘have retired from the labor force. , * B

"' However, as Heilbroner argues, it is ‘much .too"early\ to write. the.

. epitaph of the work ethic in America. Many workers, unable to make ends

+ meet; holc two jobs.. Millions of others, subsisting qu various forris. of

public welfare, rbgain eager to$ecure “decent” ‘employment. Polly

Toynbee’s study -of job placement problems faced b')‘i"ghettq‘i-'ibuth in 3 R

‘Washington, 'l‘).C'.. suggests that they, too, expect society to provide not )
- merely work HiF meaningful wotk. The expectations of even the. most
». .-, . unskilled workers'have increased as they find themselyes on the outskirts |
of an affluent society, locking in on the comfortable members. If the work
ethic is to survive in America, does it not require as a }niriin}um'that. 1 .
-those willing to work find work? i 3\
- . Beyond Work: Problemis for the Future 4 o
g But can Americd provide sufficient work for its citizéris in the future? And
will this work be o{a kind that reducesrjob dissatisfaction-and alienation?
- Heilbroner's figal article discusses these impostant questions. . * ., -
*-: ‘America will need not simply .ore jobs, but.more jobs tailored to.the _
- éhhra‘créri_s"‘tig:s of its working populatjon. The service sector of the econ- ,
', omy todayemploys 64 percent of the labor force, ‘yet_this*sector. may
.4 experience fapid automation and the displacement of workers, such as that
which occurred previously ¥ ’alg'ri‘(’ult'ﬁre‘_._aqnd"'rhanufactu_ri_ng. Farmers, .
. pushed: off the land by consolidation and machinery, still: found employ- _
, . mentin Amerjca’s factotres during the nine'teengh and much of the twen:..
' tieth century. Industrial workers simmilarly moved into service employ-
ment. But where will the service workers go? How wlll they be recycled
into new jobs if automation proceeds? o
-+~ » Two solutions, both involving a large measure-of public and private
- planning, suggest themselves: the rate of technological innovation must- -
be carefully controlled to" reduce unemployment; and the government
must’be prepared to finance new, nontraditional work at public expense in
+ areas-such as health care, legal aid, _conservation, pollution Tontrél,
" and education. a . S —
, How widespread and serious is job alienation in America? That, no
-+ doubt, depends not only. upan which workers you talk to, but also upon
their expectations about work. Alienation itself is a tricky ‘word used to
describe a broad range of worker frustration and Hiscontent, some'trivial
and some not crivial. - _ , ' g
A skilled worker; sociologist Daniel Bel] reminds us, “may find h!s:jbb
monotonous, and a chambermaid ‘in a bustling metropolitan hotel may
not. Nothing may be more deéadly, perhaps, than the isolated hermetic
life of the bank teller'in his cage or of the elevator operator in his sealed -
jack-in-the-box.” : L . ‘
Frustrated, unhappy workers are not, as Irving Kriscol argues, only a
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fantasy in the researcher's mind. Too much evidence exists to the coh-

trary, including our own personal experiences. "'Who has not,"

. Heilbroner writes, **béen exposed to the slovenly repairs of a bared mech-
ani¢, the total-absence of 'interest of a store clerk, the outright aggression . ~

of a hospital atfendanc?” Tough-minded executives in the auto industry-
became sufficiently alarmed over. marifgstations of employee. unrest—
absenteeism|, sabotage—to attempt soghe’ reorganization of the work

*. process. They were not resporiding (o the ideas of fuzzy-minded

¢ s

intellectuals, . ‘.

- The problems of job alienation,. Bell Writes,'"z;_t:'re‘ very real, dlthoygh the ",
solutions may not be simple: Redesigning factory work’, for example, in
the interests of morale and creativity will demand the sacrifice of produc-

_tivity. An increase in job sagsfaction musc be paid forsat some point,

perhapsiin reduced oucput, and higher costs to consuméss. Reorganizing

. . . . . . . . A S .

, work-m«large, white-collar institutions—universities, - insurance com-
s . { . v . .

-panies, hospitals—may prove _t'_(l\bg .equally expensive l‘and everl more

taxing to f.lufnah. ingenuiey.. " _ e
Industrialization, * Jefferson conceded long*ago, was' necessary for
American économic independence and for the “comfort” of American

' cigizens. The transformation of work since the 1780s has certainly fulfilled”

that promisé-of comfort, Where ‘material ‘comforts ‘are concerned, the

" American worker enjoys the highest living standard and per capita income . .

in the world. On theother hand, many of the issues relating 't'?‘wo,rk’%i;d;

. PG L R o
social values, that tggfibled Jefferson remain unresolved. Th
material questions ultimately hut concern racher the'qualitio)

experience and social telationships under different forms' of work.’

In their approachto work, have Americans sacrificed too nachzingiviz

. . . . ‘1
dual self-expression and self-mastery in the interests of material comforc .

" and efficiency at .any price?.If the yeoman ideal of the independent hus-

bandman . was neither realistic -nof’ especially desirable, have we not
reached the opposite extreme in modern assembly lines and white-collar
“factories” where the work that people do brings satisfaction and pleasure .
only as it relates to the needs of the collective organization and where t‘he"
connections between individual labor. and individual achieverment are at
times extremely tenuous? o -
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" 1. Desctibe how the character of thd work experience in America has
. changed over time. What r’\ajor factory influenced that process?

-

. Suggested Guidelines S R N
: Structure your discussion around the central shifts from agricultural to
+ factory.to white-collag8ccupations as America developed from a preindus-
., .tria] ¢6 an indgseriaf 0 a post-industrial society. ' ‘ 2 '
Consider first how ‘and why American farm'life has changed. from the
.. -pioneec’era described“py Bidwell and Falconer to today, as revealed in
. +** Studs Terkel's intervie with Pietce. Walker. Xhy did the market-ori-
" ,ented commercial farmer displace Jefferson's ideal “self-sufficient: hus-

) T paindmn, -ag ‘Michael Parrish’s Study Guide essay notes, and why are’so . ‘_ _

"+ few Amiericans now rieeded to supply agriculcural producgs? How did new
- technology and, agricultural business : practices affect the farmer’s life?
" .» What does Edwin Markhanr's poem*about the brutish effect of unremic-
' . ting physical labor suggest abo'u,t’agricu‘ltural' life before the introduction
of rpggh_j_‘gery and mogflern power -sources? How differgnt is the lot of
N today's migrant farm laborer, as described by Raymond Barrio?
O ""**~_f_1"qm§hg»t0 the industrial work that replaced farm occupations, what
; ctd)‘s ‘ransformed the life of factory workers from the celacively decent -
“¥pattern of the early Lowell- mills, which Heilbroner arid Lucy Larcom
"describe, to the inhumane conditions of turn-of-the-century Pittsburgh-
- steel mills and Chicago shoe factories as shown in the Readet selections by
. .Leon Wolff and Theoddrp;lDrcjser? Consider here the role of heavy immi-
gration and migration from ‘the fdrms in.incteasing che industrial labor
-supply and delaying the development of ugiion érganization. Note, too,
how technological innoyations in agriculture, transportation, and com-
s mhnicg;ipns, as well as in factory processes made the shift to an industrial .
economy possible. Consult Herbere Gueman regarding new industrial -
.workers' adjustment. t0'mach:ine-orientedrh'ythms and facrory discipline,
and compare their life to the close contact with nature rhat agriculture
" involved. Then observe how the assembly line ‘and automation furcher
| -+ - affected ‘the character of factory work. If a rise in per capita income|
" accompadiéd industrialization, as Edward .Kirkland argues, were the ben‘-""
efics of industrial society equitbly .ﬁm.re{.? Consider Robert and Helen/
Lynds’ study, Daniel Bell's firsc article, “Work and Its Di&o’ntents,"i
.-~ and Williath Serrin’s account of automobile factory work. Do increased
.. liying standards and leisure time compensate for loss in job satisfaction?|
Pd you agree with Irving Kristol's view that worker discontént is
overdrawn? L ' A
What factors contributed to theé fricreasing proportion of service occu-
pations in post-industrial, Americ;t,'"that‘ Heilbroner and Bell describe?
» How does, the quality &f “white-callar” work differ from “blue-collar”

. ,‘ - 24 : - 13
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. occupations? Consider, tgo, Heilbroner's discussion of the detline in

‘medningful work opportunities and che welfare state’s impact on worker” -

attitudes. How did government policies_since the 1930s affect- workers’
options‘and expectations? How has the increased importance of education
in the “service economy” created new problems as well as new opportuni-
ties for different sectors of the work force? Finally, how dogs the quality of
tff average American work expegience tdday cfofn}are.to that of previous
riods? ' o :
periods o | - , R /

-2.. Descrike the role the labor “underclass” has played in"tbe'Am’ericén'
_work scene. . Lo W e

AR
- . .

~ Suggested Guidelines , T ot
Begin by ‘reviewing Heilbroner's second article. Obsetve chat the labor ™ »
. market responds to the forces of supply and demand and -that the relative
" . positiag of one worker over another depends on individual economic: need,
skills; gultural factors like race, ethnic, and sex prejudice, and opportunity
- to’join with others to present a united fro‘fft to employers in the bargain-
-ing process. . ' : o, : : .
Note that the shortage of workers for hire in’ carly America:led em-
ployers to secure a labor supply by importing ““indencured servants” and
by turning to slavery. What do Kenneth Stampp and Sarah Gudger tell
you about the -conditions slaves endured and the methods owners em-
ployed.in exploiting this labor “underclass™? oL ‘
Why were most later immigrants forced to accept less desirable job§_
and pay'scales? Note that’ immigrants made the rapid development of the
}i)untry and of't’he industrial system possible. Consider, however, how

P

.~ pntinued heavy immigration affected the American labor movement and
‘o delayed reform of working conditions. Why did children remain %n im-
portant “soft element” in the labor force for so long, despite che efforts-of
reformers like.Owen Lovejoy? Note that, as Raymond Barrio shows,
migrgne farm workers still perform gnerous tasks for low pay. How do
racial attitudes and ethnic factors contribute to the persistence of this
labor underclass? What other racial groups remain at.a competitive disad-
vantage in the labor market? : o e
Finally, how has. modern labor and welfate legislation -affected: the’
bargaining position of different eleménts in the labor force? Considér here
* Heilbroner's” discussion of the new “philosophy 6f entitlement” in his .
third article and Myer Waxler's experience as a youth employment officer
in "I Don’t Walk Around with Jebs in My, Pocket.” Who today must still .
accept less desirable work? Will increasing unemployment add new ele-
ments to the labor underclass? \ :
‘- .

3. Discuss the evidence for and against the contention that the American
work ethic is changing.

'Y
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oy Suggested Guidelines - = . ~
First define the traditional view of the American work ethic. Observe that ‘
Heilbraner, Herbert Gutman, and Daniel Bell generally -agree on the ¢
ideas involved in that ethic but that they offer different views of how it
was shaped and how widely it was held* In consrdermg why, Americans
« - were willing to work hard, Heilbroner lists- relnglous belighfiand employ- P
ers’ demands but stresses the opportumty to “get. ahead"” thy individ-
,ual effort+in .an open- society. 'Was économic necessity or ambition more.
. impgrtant ¢han. culraral . tradicions inyshaping domin t-Amerrca(/work
a(ltudés) Note that Bidwell and Falcofier show” chat Americans-had to. ™’
L work hard just Yo survnve in. the \wrldernesé’ but that the" éfforc paid off©,
R well Hellbroner pomts out that enough’ people did i 1mprove their status
. through frugality-and hard work to reinforce acceptance of those values. Do
. .the work attltudes Pierce Walker reveal§ suggest that the old-work ethic is - -
‘still strong, at least for thé self-emplo;ted’ Is opPortumty to rise stlll an’  *.
impoR®int work incdntiver®. T
‘According to Gutman and Bell, the Protestant relrglous work ethlc was
never’ common among wage workers. How do they support that claim? .
Gutman argues that- employers imposed work habits that both native-
. born Americans and immigrants adopted reluctantly. When -economic
xguqd fprced workers to accept such conditions, dld they come to accept’ the.
" e :ﬁployeﬂ" s'moral rationale as well?
£ How have the values of the “consumption society” Bell descrlbes mﬂu-
. ence wotk attitudes? Note that although the’ Lynds 1920s study showed:
"a C ange in wotkers’ motlvatlon from thé intrinsic satisfactfons of the )ob
,"'ltself to the “instrurnental” value of work i jin making possible leisure and -
consumer satisfactidns, they still found that Middletown people worked
very hard. Is the worker dissatisfaction William Serrindiscusses evrdence
that the Amerlcan work ethic has further detenorated’ How has the e
welfare state’s “rising threshold of 1ob aczeptability” that Henlbroner.t . Vo
identifies affected work attitudes? If the Protestant echic is dead, why® do "7
- Americans still look down on people’ who do not work to earn their keep?
What evidence does Heilbroner find that Americans, are still wnllmg to
+ work hatd? Do the’ examples of worker hostility’ ‘and poor performance,
preoccupation with the pursuit of leisure, rising welfare rolls, and the
emergerfee of the counrerculture among young Am@rrcans suggest a con-
trary conclusnon’ ‘ S o

.

~

- 4, What major employment pro_bk‘ns do' Americans face in post-i'r;dus-
# trial society and what measures are proposed to meet those challenges?
Suggested Gundelmés
Review first Daniel *Bell's descrrptlon of the post-mdustrla[ ‘service

.economy. Then consnder Heilbroner's warnings that population growth and
contmued autom'atlop wrll make it.increasingly difficult to provrde satis-,
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fying.jobs for.all Americans. According to Heilbroner, thé primary chal-
. ~lengé will’ be t@kcreate jobs that can be filled by an unevenly qualified
work fozce thit mands truly meaningful job opportunities. If education,
: &~"¢i,>_ht-r1_,'4t‘¢_3§"'tfd jal,)_'di'ss{arisfac;ipn,‘ does it alsp help‘ to create new and -
> ”ﬁxlﬁllmgb{gqxce)ob opportunities as Irving Kristol'suggests? How could
Wl ‘eduicationat reforms. help. to eliminate che dispa}gi%in worker qualifica-
. ':;',t.iiigs_ﬁdl_bt__bqer‘ mentipns? If the quality of work ‘i already a serious
", problem;-hiow promising are -the experiments for making work more
., saxisfying that Heilbroner describes? Heilbroner believes that government
plﬁtii‘hi‘dé-f%}r’x’d public employment must play a greater rolg if jobs are to be
found for workers displaced from both production and service jobs by
:*.automation.. Do you' see any alternatives to greater government
involvement? _ : " '
* . Consider, too, the“eopstraints Bell believes Americans face in actempt-
-ing reforms.. If productivity cannot be increased as much in most service
‘occupations 4s-in goods production, how will we finance'new jobs? How
' ’dég:'s,-t}i_c;fi'._riﬂat'ion"ca__"qsed by strong unions anq"‘_adr'ninistered prices” affect
ur; options? €an government meet the increased and competing pdtitical
émanids of various se¢rors-of post-industrial society? In the face of strong
oreign.‘competition;” cdn “we afford to make jobs more satisfying if. the
price; lTower productjgity and falling sales? In this connection consider
OW. thig' recent. Sevete.cu-backs in the auto industry, partially due to
' or.éfign}‘cdmpet.i‘tffbr‘l';f wil] affect the proposals for job’reorganization thac
William Sercin déscribes,’ . .« o
", Finally, if post-industriat society’s employment challenges can only be -

¢t by. greacer government¥dvolvement, will the capitalist syscem Heil-
RN L. .. R VL s - : L
broner. hopes to preserve rerj;uan_n u(_iﬁchanged.”
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mentality, the distribution of income, the chances for radical social
xchange A very comprehensiveand tseful survey of the entire feld
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KEY CONCEPTS ' ' -
Eree private enterprise describes a capitalist economic sy;;‘,e'm inwhich

the means of production’ is privately owned and operated for personal

‘profit in an. open, corfipetitive market of goods and sérvices, free of
. governmental interference. The férfges of supply and demand alone deter- .
mine production, wages, and prices. As @:¥Ronomic philosophy, “free |
enterprise” developed in reaction to the meragdist docerines in practice in

" the eighteenth*century, under which government intervened actively.in
ecoriomic decision making. The econorhic thinkers: who advocated free -

“enterprise, such as Adam Smith who published The Wealth of Nations in
1776, believed that the self-interested actions of individuals would auto-
matically benefit society as a whole if government did not interfete in the

. process. French economists adopted: the term. Jaissez faire, which means
approximately “ler things alone," to describe this p"hilosoph)}; Free enter- -
prise has been ‘more ah ideal thana reality in the United States, because
government has always played an important role in the economy and

. . -

competition has never been entirely open.

Mixed economy combines spontageous market forces and government .
controls. In the American mixed economy most ecoromic decisions result
from the operation: of 'supply ‘and demand; but federal, state, and local
government activities, policies, and regulations signiﬁcan’tl}; affect the

* marketplacé. Taxation is. the’ major -tool for government intervention in

the economy, but government also regulates certain:activities, subsidizes
some indvystries, and operates businesses in competition with privaté en-
terprise, such as the federal postal service and Jocal schools.

. Business cycles. One fatute of free enterprise capitalism is the recurring
pattern of edpnomic fluctuation from prosperity t recession, depression,
and recovery called business cycles. - In periods of prosperity investment
increases, and profits, production, prices, and employment rise. Overpto-
duction and speculation then result in lower prices.;and decreased eco-
nomic activity called recession. If not*reversed, recessiosi leads to depres-
sion 'in which economic activity slows down.radicalfy,‘ and severe unem-
ployment and minimal investment occur. Recovery takes place when costs
‘adjust ‘to the lower price level, stockpiles' of goods are qorsumed, and
savings begin to accumulace for néw investment which is made attractive
by the prospect of increased profits. Business. cycles have occurred with .
some regularity and varying severity, but: in spité of government efforts
since the'1930s, they are not yet truly predictable or controllable.
Stagflation. Recently the business cyclé has failed to follow the classic
pattern. Recession or stagnation has been. accompanied by inflation rather

.
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than the. decline .in prices that should result from a drop in demand, a-

condition analysts now call Stagﬂatlon Prices continue to rise for a variety
of interrelated and. debated reasons, and the process, like the modém

' "economiRicself; ‘1s\]ktle understood. Among the factors involved are gov-
" emnment fallure tq‘match taxation to expenditures; powerful corporations -
_and anion$ that can keep wages and prices high despite demand decline,

govemment monetary policies, and foreign conteol of Oll Wthh hias taised-

Q{ o

R ° . : ’1_ . :
Corh'petition and monopoly. Competition““is'%he mainspring of free .
enterprise, capltghsm It forces profit-seeking’ producers to try to improve
their product br service or lower their costs and prices, thus encouraging

“efficiency and innovation ,to the benefit of the consumer. The number of

sellers in a matket détermines the degreé of competition that prevails. In
America most market sicuations fall between the extremes of perfect compe-

tition (in which the number of sellers is large enough that none can control

the product’s price}and pure monopoly (in which there is only.one seller for -
a commodity for which there is"no substitute). 'l}oday, oligopoly. (few
sellers) characterizes 'many product areas where relacively few glant corpo-
rations dominate che market.

‘
Ki

Income distribution refers to the way in which income is distributed
among the various mdlvnduals in a society. As Samuelson points out, the

.relative distribution of inceme in the Upited States has changed liccle

since 1945 despite *redistributive” government policies like the gradu-
ated income tax and inheritgnce levies. Progressive tax rates, which set an

. 1ncreasmgly higher rate as the amount taxed rises, tend to rediscribuce

wealth, whilg o{egrmwe tax rates fall more heavily on the poar, because the

amount paid 1 represents a higher prOpOt‘thl’l of dnsposable income.

N ) - . . . . +

Advertnsmg and public pollcy Government regulation or ‘taxation of

. advertising -involves social as well as economic issues. Advertising has
~.’become a central mechanism in the modem marketing of goods and
‘services as. well as the major source of financial support for the American
free press and radio and television. Proponents claim that advertising * :

informs consumers of product avallablhty and, by. creating demand, stim-
ulates economic activity and fosters competition;-critics consider it waste-'

" ful of talents and resources as well as a harmful tool. that promotes monop-
olistic market-control. American law already restricts advertising of cer-

tain kinds of products, like. tobacco and alcohol, chat are considered

.injurious to health. In addition, as Samuelson points. out, concern that

advertising techniques’ dommate American political life recently nt[‘lb-
uted-to passage ofleglslatlon limitipg candldates campaign expeng fures

~
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Gross National Product (GNP) is the total value of goods and services

produced in a year as measuged by a government formula. The GNP i is one

-of-the majot indices-of business activity. by which government, economic

- policyis’ determined; itiis also used to measufe . the “hntrys rate oT-

economjc growtb . I

Economlc growth Unnl recently the posmve value of a contlnued rise
“in production.and consumption ‘based on - demands created by increaseli®

population has been an accepted. tenet of ¢ €économic, policy. Now, however;.
both practical and mioral questions are being raised ‘as to whether such
growth in the mdusmahzed pations can or should continue. if it takes

" place at the expense of people in undeveloped aréas:of the world and. if it
" exhausts the earth’s finite resources and- threatens global ecologlcal

balance.
; .
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ARTICLES AND READINGS e

Paul Samuelson s four amcles concern the past, present; and future of B . \
economic* polrcy in America, a topic of more than passifig interest in a o
bicentennial -season punctuated by urban fiscal crises, inflation, _unem-
plOyment tesource shortages, and struggles between the PreSrdent and
-Congfess- over taxatmn and spending. In the broadest sense, economic -
policy touches every life in America. It determines what\kind of ]obs we.
hold or whether we hold a job at all; what we eat and what we wear; how
warm our homes will be and: whether new homes can be constructed; what
krnd of future: our children; will rnherlt “These. momentous issues are
decided through the actions of millions: af emﬂloyers workers, consu-

’ .. mers, and government planners whq:tbday operite our incredibly complex

_.mixed economic system that bléhds prrvate dECrSron-makrng with publrc .
responsibilicy. ] o
Our history as a nation has been marked by perrodrc struggles over. . ',
questions. of economic-policy. Hatmilton battled with _]efferson and
Madison over the debts of the Revolution and the virtues of a protective

. tariff; Jackson warred against Mr. Biddle’s Bank; the Populists attempted

to subdue the faiiroads; and Franklin Roosevelt jousted with Wall Sereet. .

These -conflicts stirred powerful emotions at .the time, bue they dis-
guised a fundamencal ‘consensus over the md: of economic policy that uneil .
recently had not been seriously disputed in America: That consensus, -
shared by farmers and bankers, steel magnates and socialists, rested upon- - .
a belief in the necessity and desrrabrlrty of economic growth as the basis of .
individual ‘and collective. happiness. In America more of ever;ythrng——

_ wheat, coal, steel, railroads;_ washing machines, and razor blades—was .

~usually regardedras better than less; as a resule, conflicts over econorgic
policy have largely been disputes concerning'the best practical method of

" securing more of everything for everybody. From the perspectiye of many

- Americans during. the past 200 years, the market or free enterprise system . .
- has seemed to provide the best, most effi c,rent method of realrzrng the goal

' -'-.Q,fecon?mrc growth. e . o

L o » ’ . o : \ o ‘.
Private’ Enterprise - S : R

Samuelson’s first article discusses chétrole played by free enterprrse and the
- market in the historical evolution of economic policy in Amerrca By an A

large, he ‘points out, Americans:have allowed the market (individual 3
desires backed by money) to determine “what goods wrllbeproduced otz Lt

+ -they are to be produced, and how-they -are 10 be distributed among thé ricte,

poor, and middle classes."
The essential principles of the free enterprrse system are also outlined in

"_:':the Readerﬁy the economist Sumper Slichter. These principles, emphasrz-
'rng maximum rndependence and cholce for the mdrvrdual citizen, ft

VI
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comfortably with other aSpeCtS of Amerlcan th0ught and culture in the’
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. “It may seem a strange way of
doing,” Slichter writes, “but we organize industry by, in effect, saying to
each individual, ‘Choose your own occupation. Produce what you like. .
You are equally free to refuse to buy-or sell whenever you please and for
.any reason or:no reason.’ This is what'we mean by free private enterprise.
- Under it the govemment confines, itself primarily to the Supp;essmn of
~fraud and vrolence and to the enforcement of contracts.- It does not.itself
B engage in'or attempt to guide the course of industry.” " LY .
o .. At the same time, of ‘course, Amerlcans have also placzd a hlgh \@lue
. upon the idea of equafity, above all, equality of opportumty When the
X " free enterprise system\threatened to undermine’ the American credo of
'. equality, it was modified through governmental intervention that. re-
> stored batance in the marketplace. e
.~ For much of the nineteeath century, the free enterprise_system in.’ < -
f * -+ America functioned as more than an economic standard. It also served as a
.- foundation of morality and social order: It provided an explanation for the
~« -outcomes of life.- The market symbolized personal freedofn and _responsi-
blllty The mar‘ket did not assign a fixed value to persons. or things;
instead, competlt'lon determined valye through the give and take of sup-
ply and demand. The best products, ldeas and ultimately persons; would
rise to the top of the market. Personal success in life became equated with -
material acquisition. :
. Russell Conwell's.“Acres of Dlamonds, the stories 'of l-loratio Alger ‘
_] ., and Andrew Car-negle s autobiography all exhibit the traditional suc- -
cess_ethic that nineteenth-century Americans accributed ¢o the wholesome
operations of the marketplace and free’ enterprise. . Everyone, Conwell -
N implied, should aspire to become Very rich; money measured,a person’s
¢ - character and social value; the poot, were basically undeserving because”
"they had been tested in the marketplace and found defcrent—they
lacked either sufficient ambition or intelligence.
To this snmple formula, the novelist Alget added che |ngred|ent of luck
that came -to those who displayed pluck. The market, Alger suggested,
rewarded hard work and intelligence, but luckimight make the difference
) between the millionaire and the mere person’of means: Camegie, for. "'
‘.. . example, attributed his success to ambition, frugal habits; and a chance
inquiry by the manager of the’telegraph office tb “Uncle Hogan over a’
- game of draughts. “Upon such trifles,” he wrote, do the most momen-
" " tous consequénces hang. A word, aJook anaccent, may affeét the destiny
+ nde only of individuals, but of natidns.” In the calculus of the magket,
. Cirnegie implied, good fortune might count as. much as plo'us hablts and
business cunning. L
‘Not everyone, Samuelsdn writes, could plck a “lucky numberfln the
‘ cuthl’bss lottery of historical capitalism.” This statement is bprnf%i;t'by\
“tecent. historical research, which suggests that social, mobility. mcreased
«evsfor some groups in American sociéty, but it remained largely constant for %
Lot : . .
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others. For every Caregie who gamed success. in Steel productron hun-
dreds went bankrupt!

many communltres du ing recurrent economrc depressrons in the nrne-
teenth and twentieth ce curies. : DR
The .truth of ‘the matket, of course, lay somewhere between these “
_extremes. Most . America became neicher millionaires nor hoboes as a -
consequen'ce of the free enkerprise system. They taSted sufficient upward, .
-mobility and security to retain their belief in the system—at.least until.
... - the shattermg experience ofl the Great Depression -ushered in the truly
o -mlxed «economy of private chojce and public fesponsibility.
= Past.and present critics of the free enterprise system.have ftused therr
areack upon a number of issues. Many;.such as Henry: Demarest Lloyd,
combined ethical and economic objections still echoed .today in thé writ-
ings of Lloyd's ideological descendent Ralph Nader, the consumer advo--
.+ ¢ate who is also concerned with the power of corporatlons and the effic-
.:¢. iency and morality of unregulated free enterprrse R L
- The comnpetitive: ethos, of ‘private enterprrse and the ma)cet Lloyd _
wrote in 1894, emphasrzed the brutal, materialistic aspects of himad™ .
» nature. Social afgressiom, not s cial c()operatron received the hlgheSt B
praise and rewards in such an ecohomic system. “We have chartered,”
Lloyd wrote, “the self-mtereSt of th mdrvxdual as the rnghtful sovereign of,
condyct, we have taught that the scratnble for profic is the best method of ~
-admihistering the riches of the earth| . . that strength gives the strong’in
the pharket the right‘to desfr,oy his neighbor.”. ’ -
]oyd and others also pornted out that the regime of free enterprrse and’
mpetition attually worked to undetmine itself: Equality in the market
vanished when those who ‘triumphed med monopolistie contzol “Supply
and demand did not flourish where onk, two, or three companies domin-
ated particular sectors of the economy. _ost cgthe successfu] businessmen
'.xn Lloyd’s time and in our own, too, have'in-fact-actempted by one means
- or another (prlce-fxmg, cartels, mergels) to elrmrr:rf the impact of the
* market. and competition upon their respective companies. What  little
competition remains in' American economic life coday has largely Been the
‘ product not of spontaneeus market'forces) but of anti-trust laws.
" Two factors‘con5plred to undermine the ideological and practical basis
of the free enterprise system. In the first place, recurrent economic depres-
© sions threatened its long-term stability because they brought financial. -
ruin to many entrepreneurs and unemplpyment - to millions of disillu- -
sioned workers who could not understand why they were denied work ina
.land ‘of opportunity. Secondly, the creation of giant: corporations tended
" to erode belief in the System. How could the\market fulfill its moral or
, economic role when a few corporare unit§ exercised such extraordlnary :
" . power? And'if the mark\bt led ultimately tg these great-inequalities, how
could it remain a valrd testing ground for ingdividual merit and e‘nterprrse’ .

I -
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Between the 1880s and the 1940s many groups in American society
sought relief from che govemment for the disadvantages they suffered in
- the marketplace as a consequiénice of inequality in their bargaining posi-
tion. Farmers and shippers, for example, as the novelist Frank Noeris
illuscrated .in The Octopus, -Ware. threatened wifh strangulacion by the
- railroads. They demanded and' received. public regulation of railrogl gices
that they were otherwise powgrless toinfluence. Consumers, forced to'buy .
many products. from a limited number of corporate giants, gained from . *
the Food and Drug Administration and the Federal Trade Commission a
measure of protectipn’ denied to them by the operatigns df the
market alone. AR i R ; _
... American workgrs, forced to bargain individually wich’ their corporate
employers, ﬁnall}f re'éeived'_gbe government-protected right to organize
unions and négogiate ;?ntrac“ts as a group.-The government imposed
> . limitations upon™working hours, set minimum wages, and required em- -
% ployers and employees to join a mandatory *state-run retirement program.
Finally, the government provided jobs for those without employment|in
.+ x.. the private sector and direct cash payments to many unable to work.| A
- mixed economy, blending private enterprise, market forces, and a large
- #dose of government regulation, emerged as the new American consensus
on‘economic policy after Franklin Roosevelt and the New Deal.

i L 4

The Mixed Economy ST |

Under oosevelt ghe federal government assumed open, direct respbrﬁs.i-v';_"\_ g
. bilicy fof the economic welfare of all American citizens. At the time, many

. of FDR's innovations, especially those ‘that -involved government sper‘pd-
ing, seemed terribly radical. When General Motors went into debt|in
-order to buy.equipment, -hire workers, and build ‘automobiles, it was
regarded as sound economic policy; when the federal -government went
into debt, bougﬁt equipment; hired workers sand builc bridges, it x'»‘/_as
regarded as unéoun‘d economic, policy. o i ‘ D
The absurdity of this position was noted by many of FDR's supporters, %
but conservatives remained urncpnvinced. Some of the lacter, led l?y KX
Herbert Hoover, objeetéd to direce federal aid to the unemployed on the '
grounds that it would sound thie death knell of free enterprise and self-
. reliance. Federal relief payments, Hoover argued, would destroy both tbe. .
charitable instincts of the American people and sap their enterprising
. spirit. As helpless wards of the government, Ameficans Would beconljle'-
-easy victims of political manipulation and tyranny. , Co v
In retrospect, of course, the New Deal did not involve a great departu‘re
from American traditions of economic policy. Govemment, both Staé_e
and federal, had always been an important soutce of economic assistance
‘and-planning, even in the high-flying days of nineteenth-century capital-
: ism. Transport companies, canals, and especially railroads received lavish
" e public aid. Tariffs protecte .manufacturérs from foteign competition.
’ ‘Government' at all levels appropriated taxes and spent the proceeds to
Y . .

S,
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- ateract industry, to clear harbors, to provide irrigation, and, generally, to
promote economic growth beneficial to individaal businessmen
and farmers. - :

Roosevelt'’s New Deal built upon this already existing foundatiof of
governmental intervention. While many staunch defenders of free enter-
prise wrung their hands in despair, the more sophisticated businessmen at

+ the time knew that the New Deal had preserved the basics of capitalism
and strengthened frde enterprise. The commercial bankrng system, . for .
example, emerged from the 1930s reorganized and revitalized, complete
‘with an insurance program to protect depositors and bankers. The stock
exchanges had been fumigated, purged of the worst forms of chicanery
that undermined confidence among investors; the benefit checks paid to
farmers, the unemployed ‘and 'the elderly ultimately flowed into the cash
registers of manufacturefs. It required six years of heavy war-time demand
to finally lift the American economy from the Great Depressnon but the-
framework of the mixed ‘economy, what Samuelson calls “a mixture of
market forces and government controls,” had been securely -erected.

The extent to which government controls should remaisd in force, how-
ever, is still the subject of public debate. President Ford and the Con-
gress, for instance, have disagreed on the question of price controls on

-natural gas: the President has.expressed confidence that che mirket will

- provide the proper blend of supply and price; critics of the President are

. not as"certain. They also look in a sképtical manner upon the President’s -
announced intention ta rqduce ‘the regulatory.” powers ‘of the Interstate

* Commerce Commission, the Federal Tra‘de Commnssnon and the Secur-
ities and Exchange Commission.: - ~

The balance sheet of the mixed economy after thmy Fve years is wnth-

* out ‘question a checkered one. Most Americans have come to enjoy the
highest standard of living in the world through a combination of govern-
ment spending, private investment, and-tax cues designed to stimulate,
by one means or another, the consumer desifand that keeps the wheels of
industry turning. Yet amidse, this affluence, the degree of corporate
consolidation has not begn reduced, nor has' the income gap between the
very rich and the very poor. The level of human comfort—housing, food,
transportation, medical care—temains gied largely to each person’s®
ability to purchase these goods and services in the marketplace, although -
the government now assures a minimal level of health caf* and subsis-
tence. Income, not need still determines. the distributidn of nmany
citical résources. ~ St

Although the market continues to hold sway in A’merlcan hfe govern- -

_ mental intérvention into the economy has also increased since the 1930s, .

" and not all of it has been of great benefit to the ‘poor ox"dlsadvantaged As -
he “economist George Stigler notes in the. Reader, Many. government

4 tdgrams enrich the already well-to-do’or harm ¢onsumers by prot‘ectlngt

1 Eﬁ"cnent mdustrles from the rigors of competmon "Our cog;on pro-ﬁ,;

: " he writes, “was lntended to enrich poor cott0n farmersjiincredse

I
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« .". production . fo!;é'f foreign markets, and stabilize domestic consump-
tion.tIt- is an open.question whether 28 years of our farm prpgram have
-~ - doneias much for poor cotton farmgrs as the trucking indusery.” ©
et Cities of government’ intetvention .point out. those areas of our
#  econbmic life in which state -efforts have compounded inequality, pro- -
" dyced waste, and stifled human creativity. At the same time we should be *
. aware of the fact that’ government does not hold a monopoly on these
" defects; many private sector institutions, can be faulted’ on the same
grounds. Nor'is it easy, as Samuelson points out in his Reader selection, -
to make a blanket condemnation of state intervention or to, specify those
" afeas where goverrimental Q‘f};rts should be cut back. *“No-a priori reason-
“ing,” ke writes, “has yet,bqgn' found to demarcate the role 'of non- -

e

' government and of government.”. . o* . -

- . “

"

“., *
. .

Advertising -+ *- Lo 0T o
"' ¥R his third article Samuelson discusses one aspect of A'merican econpmic
* policy that has gederated much ‘contoversy: advertising. Few people re-" 4
* main neutral on fhé’;';uestion'pf it econo_m‘i'c)valufe or'impact .upon -i 7i:
our society. R ‘ v S
Many critics of the advertising industry argue’tha its techniques dis-
tort the operations of the market and 'stiﬂ'é‘,“'g:énuing"competitionf:"among
- enterprises. Consurhers, these critics assert, findgit difficule to.make a
free, informed choice in situations where they are gonstantly bornbarded .
with tantalizing product images-generated by; Madison’ A'Ve'nuqf v
For the purposes of the advertising ‘agéncy and.its __a_gp,ts, facts are lest .
% important-than the production ofv‘fantésy'.-,Compénic_sﬂwi"th the largest .
°. advertising budgets, moreover, can dominate,many product areas; instead
of competing with one another in terms of price andquality”, firms spend =
millions of dollars attempting to ltire. custoshers by the use of marginal- .
product differences, packaging, and psychological gimmicks. = .
David Potgér does not limit his objections to these economic issues. He "
_questions the moral legitimacy of 4n institution devoted exclusivély to the
ethic of consumption. Other social institutions in fAmerican life, he notes, *
attempt to inspire concern for others or impart useful skills. Advertising,
" unlike the church or the school, “appeals primarily to the desires, the'

wants . . ."of the individual, and it . . . offers as its goals a power to
command the envy of others by -outstripping them in the consumption of
goods and services.” ' ¢ N

The advertising industry does not, of .course, lack for defenders. The
American consumer, such supporters s the economist L. G. Telser argue,-
is not a helpless, “brainwashed” robot, 'incapable of sifting out truth from
fiction. He or she can-distinguish the ¥puffing”- and boasting of cereal
companies in the same way that judgments are. made’ about politft'al. ‘
~ cdndidates who usually éngage in hypérbolic bratory, . e .
- In addition . defenders of the industry argue, advertising may stimulate '
competition for the consumer’s dollar between .firms in different byt |

- . ’

- .
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related product areas. Finally, the censorship of commercial advertising
might set a dangerous precedent for other areas of communication as well.
Who can be 30 wise as to'draw the line berweendesrrable uplifting ideas
“and chose dangerous to publrc welfare? |
Limits to Growth? ) (ﬁt ) :
Preoccupied for 200 years with questics of economic growth, Americans
now face a future in which many of their cherished habits and beliefs will
be severely tested. And, in the opinion of many experts, the choices made
will determine not only our own immediate welfare and that of our
children but the long-term capacity of the earth to sustain human life.

itself. As the most prosperous, technologically sophisticated nation on the

earth, praducing over 20 percent of the goods and services of the world, .

our economic policies can decisively influence the course of world econ-
omic policies, especially in the critically important areas of resource déple-
-stion and environmental pollution. S o
Samuelson remains rather optimistic on many of these issues, as re-
flected in his final article. He Clearly believes that increased economic
growth both in America (3.5 percent per year) and in the world will and

should continue. Such growth, he believes, will prove to be beneficial to’

the extént that standards of living are raised in the less developed regions
;q{yﬂn world either through a volunrary transfer of GNP from the richer

dhtrges or through the demand by less developed nations for higher
»prr or cheir foods, fibers, and raw materials. On this point, Samuelson

fid sﬁpporr from Carl Kaysen and other “doomsday” modet critics who"

" argue that increased world economic growth provides the only solution to
the poverty and human mrsery characteristic of many less
developed countries. ‘

~ Nor is Samuelson rmpressed with those who forecast the depletion of
nacyral resources or long-term environmental collapse resulting from the

increased industrial wastes produced by economic growth. Both

Samuelson and Kaysen place great faith in the ability of Americans and

others in the advanced nations to find rhe proper technical solurrons to’

theSe problems. . - . .

Robert Heilbroner remains more pessimisric The Spaceship Earth, he
points out, cannot survive if &/ the passengers-utilize resources and prod-
uce waste products equal to the average American or European. This

, conclusion leads Heilbroner and those experts who prepared the Club of ‘
Rome’s report on “Limits to Growrh to argue that che less developed :

nations will. never achieve living standards comparable to tMose in
Amerlca, in addition, American living standards may need to be lowered
“if che. ship is ever to be converfed to a one-class cruise” capable of
supporting all of the passengers for the long run.
Instead ¢ Turther economic growrh Heilbroner and the Club of Rome
experts both urge greater émphasis in the developed nations upon a stabil-
ized rate of resource use and waste disposal. What economic growth does

-e
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. take place should be limited to those areas (education; for example) thét
require very liccle consurfiption of raw materials and generate low levels of
environmental pollution. This strategy, of course,,would "éfqhire harsh
governmental controls or incentives to transfer capital from exisging profi-
table uses in industry to less profitable “uneconomic” uses such as in-
~ creased food produttion. An economic system that emphasizes stabilized
bﬁe‘s“df resource exploitation, i'ndustrial output, and waste disposal, how-
ever, would be far removed from the assumptions and practices of
America’s free enterprise system and- mixed economy in which the values
of total “growth and individual consumption have been practiced for
200 years. . . . . '

STUDY QUESTIONS . -

'

1. How "free” is American enterprise? How “free” should it be?

Suggested Guidelines A -
First consider Sumner Slicheer’s description of a “free enterprise” economy
and Samuelson’s analysis of the American economic system. How close to
C{ the ideal of free enterprise does the American “mixed economy” come?
Was our economy ever free of government intervention? Why did the
- mixed economy evolve when the free enterprise philosophy was so widely
held? In this connection note the negative factors in’ the economy that
resulted in demands for government participation: the severe unemploy-
ment and loss of savingssand investment during recurrent depression$ and
the development of business combinations and monopolistic practices that
drove competitqﬁ‘om of business and put consumers at the mercy of
suppliers. Consider here Henry Demarest Lloyd’s nineteenth-century ¢ri-
tique of monopoly and the social values it reflected. Note also that al-
though. many individuals became well-to-do or at least impraved their
economic position, ochers did, not, and the disparity between rich and
_poor in America brought social problems chat private charitable efforcs
failed to meet. What other factors led Americans to modify free enterprise
so significantly? If the Great Depression of the 1930s was a major impetus
-to the mixed economy, do you agree with Franklin Roosevelt's statement
that “new conditions impose new requirements on government”'?

Now evaluate present day criticisms of government’s role. How convin-
cing are Ralph Nader's arguments in favor of redirecting government
intervention so as to benefit and protect the consumer? Consider George
Stigler’s analysis of what government can realistically hope to achieve.
Does Samuelson’s Reader article succeed in rebutting Stigler’s arguments?
What “warts” on the mixed-economy picture does Samuelson-tist? Fi-
nally, what reforms, if any, would you support to effect a more equitable
operation of our economic system? - .

‘.

3 . .
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2. Describe the elements in the American self-help success philosophy
revealed in Samuelson’s articles and in the readings. Is that phnlosophy

realistic today> .
Suggested Guidelines ST

First note that an important element in the . American- success ethic was.

that it appeared to be continually validated by the performance of some.
individuals.. America_has indeed been a “land of opportunity? where
. #ndividuals cotld hope to rise in'the world through their own efforts; with

" - few fixed social barriers to hinder them. Observe that Samuelson points

-

out that the bounty of the environment—plentiful land and resources
and a favorable climate—increased Americans’ chances of. improving
“their condition and that the economic system did_in fact contribute to a

" * higher general living standard. Many Americans did improve their situa-

¢

_tion, and, although few macched the spectacular achievements of the
self-made men Samuelson cices, such examples encomaged ‘others to believe

" in and support the success ethic. ¢
Now consider how Russell Conwell’s “Acres of Diamonds,” the selec-
_tion from a Horatio Alger story, and Carnegie’s autobiography illustrate
¢ the self:help philosophy. Have conditions or attitudes changed since their
day’ Review the discussion of the Protestant work ethic in Unit I, recall-
ing that financial success became a primary measure of an individual’s
moral worth, What atticddes toward the unsuccessful does Conwell re-
veal? Would he- approve of .the modetn public welfare system? Besides
“pluck and luck,” what habits does che Alger story recommend to che
would-be self-made man? How important was luck in Andrew Carmnegie’s

~ early career? In Catnegie’s day, some would argue, thé: good works of

millionaires in supporting philanchropies justified their larger share of the
nation’s wealth. [s chat still crue today? The passing of the frontier and the

maturing of the economy have eliminated some of the natural advantages

Americans enjoyed in the struggle for success, but the oppottunity for
self-advancement still exists, as the example of Edwin Land, the inventor
of the Polaroid camera, suggests. Has progressive taxation altered the
rewards and incentives of striving for success? Has welfare undermined the.
self-help’ phllosophy> Finally, are American attitudes toward success now
more humane than in the era of unbridled competition?

-

B8 J
3.- Compare the arguments defending and condemning Amencan adver-
tising.. Which are most convincing? Why’ Is greater gOvernment regula-
«gion of advemslng necessary? ’

Suggested Guidelines
~ Observe that advertising involves economic, social, and political issues.
" As to its economic value, note that Samuelson agrees thac advertising

helps to bring worthy producrs to the public’s attengion, although it also .

creates demand for products of questlonable real vahue. C0ns|der too that
’

e
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although David Potter goes on to question the social effects of advertising,
he points out that its phenomenal growth accompanied the modern econ-
omy of abundance. Product differentiatisn through advertising became an
essential economit function if demand was to match an indefinitely ex-
pamding supply. Critics like Ralph Nader, however, claim that the con-
sumer must bear the added cost of some products’ expensive advertising,

for which he or she receives no additional value. Another economic crici- .
. . Nt . . ° - G \‘ . .
cism is that-ddvertising encourages monopoly; but Samuelson cites objec-

tive economists’ findings that it actually promotes competition ameng

" producers, a position that L. G. Telser also supports. Potter also decries

the fact chat advertising seeks primarily to fic the consumer to the product

' - : . . A ¢ . , .
racher than the product to the consumer, limiting economic choices.
Nader strongly: criticizes the economic waste involved - in the mis- -

- representation that infuces consumers to purchase beauty and diet “aids”

‘and medicines;that are valueless for the purposes they advertise. Can the
consumer be trusted €o judge advertising claims, or mus¢ ‘government act
't protect-him? . L R '
«Now consider Potter’s critique of therdeeper effects of advertising on
ot social values. As an “insticution for social control,” does adVertising
exhibit a’lack of res ponsibility in erfcouraging the consumer mentality and,
exalting cthe macerialistic'virtues of ébnsug_m_pt_ipn?,Do you agree.with his

claim that adwertisipg seriously lo"m§ cultural life of che mition.by )
~seekinig the."least common depominator” in"the magazines and media

progrdms it firiances? How dogs this ariticism tie.in wicth Samuélson’s

discussion - of the relationship of adverrtsing stechniques to our
political system? - . : » ,

.~ If, as Samuelsdn.points out, our free pressand media_ﬂs‘?em depends on_
advertising, is its full prohibiti.gn feasible? What kinds of problems would
taxation of advertising raise? If government regulation has so far been the
only acceptable alternative, should it go further or is its present limica-~

tion, primarily on health related sproducts, sufficient? Is government
regulation justified as a protection t6 the public, or does it unduly limit ,

. ol Pio! by . , LY
econpmic freedom; . . oa

-

Lowot LT L - .
4;, Cansider the evidence concerning America’s future economi¢ grawth,
Does continued growth or a.no-growth economy seem tp you most likely
to occur? ‘ ' - ' SEECEE

Suggested Guidelines - '

Observe that American ,économic growth has been an unquestioned na-

tional objective, upon v)hich'prosperity was believed to depend. Now, -

however, -there is considerable debate as_to whether that growth pactern

can or should continue. ~ S ,
Consider first Samuelson’s discussion of our prospects for further econ-

omic growth. Why ‘is he optimistic. in his outlook, and how does’ he

o
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reconcile our growth expectations with the iincreasing demands of the les?\—
developed countries? Does his scenatio seern more realistic to you than the - '
projections of the “Limits to Growth” group? If you accept their conclu- .~
sions, do you believe Americans or other peoples are willing or able to’
;ake the kipd of immediate steps toward stabilizing population, reducing -
fesource consumgtivn 2nd pollunon diverting capital to food production -
¢ and soil enrichment, and improving industrial product durability chat the
- model requires? How does Carl Ka sen fault chat study? .
—="" What does Robert Henl‘éorwts BTticle stiggest about the likelihood of
our meeting the threar tg-World ecofog/y that'continued_growth involves?
. How does he assess oug. abnhty to shate the world’s resources equitably
* with other countnes’ﬁAre ‘his- wammgs‘tegatdmg overpopulation®and
pollution overdrawn? l%w do the: pl:g‘ﬁosals he questiagg for sharing -the
-« GNP of developed natmns‘wuh underdeveloped countiies differ from  «
- Samuglson’s similar suggestion? What prospects does Heilbroner see for.
the Survival of capitalism if economic. growth cannot continue? How
lnkely is- the: new - polmcal reform” movement Heilbroner sees as a
_possible solution? - .
Considering these several dlffetent wammgs and reassurances, what.
kind of scenario of American economic growth would you now write?
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Nationalism has been the dominant force in world, politics since the
eighteenth century. It is rooted in the concept that the nation-state, based
on' the common ethnic or cultural origins of a-particular. people, is the '
preferred form of gove'rnmental'otgani'zation:‘American"natibnalism stems
from a heritage of common’ poljtical ideals rather than ethnic unity.
According to nationalist doctring, the interests of the nation-state take - .
precedence over a sense of common identity with other peoples or with
mankind as a whole, but in any case the independent action of each nation

- best serves the welfare of all. By contfast, internationalism advocates collec-
. tive or.cooperative action among nations for maximum mutual benefit.

I rialism refers to a polichpby which a state aims to extend its control,

- by force if necessary, over other territories and peoples. Colonialism
involves acquiring and maintaining overseas dependencies'for. the benefic . .

" of the mother country. Economic imperialism aims at deriving trade.benefics
from the economic exploitation of weaker peoples without imposing'polit- -
"ical control. Expansionism refegsXo-the tendéncy or desite of a nation to
extend its interests beyond j_tiéﬁﬁl:f;g territorial limits. It may take the .
“form of economic expansion=rextending trade or trying to control.the

" resources of other’areas—.qiTO "bﬁfs_'fcalv expansion—extending nat'iona]_
control over new territory . ‘Affie :car}_ expansion was first directed at an-

- N

« - - -Nexifig few tecriories. withijd.the/Ngreh American continent. In the late .|
¥ .. nineteenth century_the focus hifted to economic imperialism and terri-
torial expansion overseas, including the acquisition -of ql{‘asi-co_lonia;l
. possessions. T ' . Ly ;
. o ' Vo

1

Intervention is.ﬁ action by one countty inteénded to influence events in
; another. Interference in the affairs of'anotherr‘latidn can involve political,
economic, or military action ranging from clandestine operatipns aimed at
affecting a country’s internal political affairs, to providing economic assis-
btance or imposing economic sanctions, to*supplying war material,. to
actyglly sending military forces into a country or to its support. The
United States has at one time or another intervened in these ways in Other ~
- countries’ affairs. During the period before the. United State_sﬁg&ter‘éd"
World War II, the term ““interventiopists” ‘was used »pﬂi‘tiCul@l‘MQ de- =
scribe tho§e who advogatecj support for Great Britain and’the éiliés."

. .. - . v o
+ » - L RV o

Isolationism. 'Once the major element ‘ini Ameérisantforeign pélicy, ,
_ isolatiogisen is based.on-the concept that the United ‘S%c’és canandshould . .
r"e"_i'fx_aid__éntiré_ly:iridcpendé.rit"of political- and nyilitafy. alliance®with other

-, ations. Formulated'in Washington’s “Farewell Atldréss” in 1796, the pol-.
P lc'y','*-_f'c;‘mg'inéd’dominant' in our relations with, other powers for over a = 353
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hundred years. R‘Ce'}tly, a new 1solatnomsm has emerged ‘that urges

B wrthdrawal from the Umted States’ self-assumed role of world pohceman

!', . 6'.

Revolutlon 1mplnes fundamental %t violent change Revolurlons cag re- -,

sule i in drastic changes in a country’s political and social systems, ag in che
* French'and Russian Revolutions, br only in the rransfer of power ﬁom one
group to another with litele effect on the existing system, as.‘in .the

“palace” revolutions once common in Latin America. The Angérican Revo- .- -

lution” was largely, as Thomas Barrow afgues, a colonial” revolt with
political independence :.ather than SOCW change.rhe prnmary purpose
and result. _ L

. Y . °

Ty - N
s E [y . !
— 2

Natlonal secunty rheans primarily protection agamsc attack by anorher
‘nation, but it also involves the concept of interng! .remnty, or the. safety of !

8

N

°

qur institutions from subversron from within by disaffected citizens. As .

‘Richard Hofs'rer points, out in his dnscussnon of the “paranoid style” in
politics, fear oqunsplracy from outside and-from within has characrerlzed
Amerncan amrudes toward nanonal securnty - -

: . [ ¢ . )
. ) ' ; o .5

- “The Imperlal Presrdengy is a term used by historian Arthur Schlesinger -

_}r. to describe che- recent; growth in‘power of the executive brancjh of the”
federal government at the ‘experise, of Congress and the courts, a growth
. achieved ‘particularly -thtough the” President’s conduct of fareign affairs.-
Threats to national .security have been a common: justifi¢ ‘catxon for the
-extension of presrdentlal powers in domesrlc affairs as well. 4
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* ARTICLES AND READINGS: .~

Michael E. Parrish.*+ -

. o ) . Ny .’:.\l»..)'*» =, . ‘8. . . '
" Most of the topics on the agenda of {the“American Issues Forum-—immi-
gration, work, the family, the: political system—focus attention upon

aspects of life within American society and how, as a’nation, we have

» changed in the course of 200 ykars. Walter LaFeber discusses our relation-

-ships to other. nations—what bs- usually called forgign policy—and, in so

*. doing, he sheds additional light upon how Americhs regard themselves

as a society. Since the founding of our country, we havg responded to the
rest of the world on the basis-of both concrete self-interest and a poweful
image of who and what we were as a nation. T o

« In his first article LaFeber argues that America’s policy of avoiding

“entangling alliances with other nations was based on a careful estimation

of self-interest. By following George Washington's policy of having "as

licele bolitical. connection as possible” with other natigns, *Americans.--

would be. free*to develop and expand their commercial interesgs without
becoming involved in the warsof Europe. America would grow in eco-

_nomic strength, maximizing profit, while Europeans ‘slaughtered each

other in their internecine conflicts. America retained her independence-of
agtion and did-not enter world politics until the twentieth century when

she*thoughf,she could dictate her own terms.

PR Y rt e LG .
But is it'not,alsd possible to argue that our self-image as well'as our

self-interest was fnStrumehta'l in shaping our policies taward other nations
and determining the extent ‘to which America would be “isolationist™

-~ .

or “internationalist’’?

Our own' self-image emphasized America’s uniquepess as che first
" . - - P . . N . . eV
- “new" nation, a country of republican virtue, democratic in spirit and

institutions,*liberated from the ancient scourgé of kings, clerics, aristo-

crats, and fixed social rankings typical of European societies. The idea of

America’s.exceptional position gave birth in turn to notions of superiority

+;+...and of our special relationship’ to people everywhere as a model of ealight-

€hed social development. , . e
" On the one hand, a belief in America's uniqueness stimulated a power--

 ful desire to srdnsfort other ‘nations-—ihdeed the. entire world—in our -
.own image. As early as 1774 an anonymous Bostonian expressed those

sentifiienics in his [‘Song ‘on Liberty”:
. 1 Liberty’ .
N L]

_ Some fitter day shall crown us masters of the Main,
' - In giving laws and freedom to subject France-and Spain;
~¥ And all the isles o'er Ocean spread shall tremble and obey, " ¢
The Lords, the Lords, the Lords, the Lords of North America.

The Bostonian's ideas were in turn echoed by President Wilson more
than 125 years later, when, at the time of the Mexican Revolution, he

42° . . ' '




remarked “I shall teacb the South Amerrcdns to elect good men.” And
still another half-century later, Presxdent Lyndon B. Johnson, explaining
why he sént American troops: into the Dominican Republi¢ in 1965,
“argued that the people there wanted exactly what America wanted for"
them: “food and work and. quiet in the night. . . . We want for the
peoples of this hemisphere only whit, they want for themselves—lxberty,

" justice, dignity, a better life for all; He failed to mention that-many
. people in the:Dominican Republic also wanted a social revolutioi—some-
v thmg that;*as  Senator J. William Fulbright notes in his critique of the
lnterventxon Americans did not want_and attempted to prevent.

* America’ s-tendency to intervene in. ‘world affairs, especially since- the
‘turn of the century, has grown'in part out of a conviction that sooner or
‘later 4ll of humamty should evolve toward our ideal ‘of the good
socxecy—representatxve governmient, civil liberties, private property, and
social €quality—rather than toward some other inodel of social organiza-
tion. For ‘example, Woodrow Wilson' proclaimed: that we sho'ld ‘make
. the world safe for democracy”—or, as one dxplomatxc histgrian has saxd

“make the world American for. safety .The Trumah Doctrme was sxmx-'
larly predxcated on the assumption that democracy’ was the best form,of
government. {Of course, Americans have also mtervened in world affairs to~ .
_protect thexr own specxf ic economic and security mterests but often these
interests have been eqhated with a democratic world." ‘ .

At the samemme that the belief in our umqueness as a natiop stimu-

. latéd a desire t0 intervese jn world affairg, however, it alsa generated a_*

~ stcong—and contradlctory-desxre among many Amgricans tof remain -
aloof from a corrupt world. As LaFeber notesa the Foundmg Fathers' -

. determination to-separate themselves from the corrupt society of Britain.« -
was a major factor in their decision for.mdependence Other Américan:

* leaders, too, have, thought it desirable to pull-up the drawbridges around

the nation and'to isolate it @s.much as possible from the maelstrom of

internitional politics and-jntrigue. “Wherever ‘the standard 6f freedom
and lndependence has been or shall be unfurled,” John Quincy Adams © -

.said in 1821, “there will her [America’s] heart, her benedictjons, and her - ¢ °
_ prayers be. But she’ goes not abroad in search of monsters to destroy.”

" If America ventured forth to transform the world; Adams continued,

‘.'3 .

* she would become trapped “in all the wars of inverest and . mdxvrdual '
avarfce, envy, and ambxtxon whiclr assume the q).l,ors and usurp the
.+ standard of freedom. . . . She might become the dxctatress of .the

world: ‘She should be-no longer the ruler of herown spirit.”. America, '
accordmg to Adams, could preserve her umqueness only by remammg a .
passive model of social virtue. - - ‘
These sentiments emerged again and agam‘]n our history among, for
example, those Americans who opposed our annexation of a colonial em-
pire in 1898; among those who; like Senator William E. Borah, resisted -
our attachment to the League of Nations after World}(’ar I; and among -
those who protested agam: military intervention in Vietnam. - '

. .
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, Thus it would appear that both “isektionism” and “internationdlism’
. . sprang from similar psychological roots:‘a belief in American uniqueness ‘.
" and superiority vis-a-vis other nations. o B .
Very few American léadeljs in the eighteenth, nineté'qnch, or twentieth >
centuries, as LaFeber ‘rigtes, advocated that we cut ourselves off entirely-
from the rest of the world. Political entanglements were one thing, com-
mercial involvement.afiothér. Beginning in the colonial period, Amer-
icans reached out to establish and enlatge their .economic ties with other
nations. Isolationism, ‘expressed in Washington's “Farewell A’ddress" or
Senator Borah's attack on the League of Nations, usually ‘meant retaining "
our freedom ‘to dct alone without- obligations or responsibilities 0 . %,
other nations. . S : oL ) )
«  ‘This particular styl‘c;:; f isolationism, cherefore, could become extremély .
nationalistic and chativinistic. It was certainly- not incompatible with -
American expansionism. “Can you hope for peace when love of ¢ tryis
; disregarded in your scheme,™ Borah asked during - debate-ovgg t ague
» &f Nations, “when<the spirit of nationality is rejected, even scptfed at?” By
-* ., entering the: League, he argued, America would ‘sacrifice her nationality -
* on the altar of collective security; she would lose all freedom. to _f:spond in

world politics,as she saw fit.. . o ' N
" As practiced in America during the nineteenth and-much of the' twenti- -
eth century, LaKeber notes, isolatienism did not l"e'_ad';é_"o pacifism-or the
absence of conffict. The diplomatic-historian, Thomas Bailey documents
many of the episodes of viol nce and conquest that took place during that
period when Americans licerdlly destroyed scores of Indian nations, seized
millions of acres frgm* Mexico, and came to exercise significant control
over the other sc_;cieties in the Western Hemisphere under the Monroe
Doctrine-and: its lacer variants. America may not have entered a formal °
treaty of alliance with any nation, but this did not prevent her farmers and -
businessmen from extending the range.of .their trade throughout. the
world. Nor did it prevent the invasion of other’countries by sOldiers from
the United Scates. T . - ' ’ '
" It -would appear that Washington had been mistaken. Commercial and .
political ties could not always be neatly segregated. The stead);'fx ansion ¥
of America’s commercial interests in Latin America® As‘i‘a, angs Europe .
brought in their wake many political entanglemefits and. rivafries-¥ich - *
other ndtions. Those Americans who invesced»ig_l%(gx_icasn copper mines,.
‘Cuban sugar plantations, or Chjnese railroads becarit¢ anxious about in-
ternal affairs in those lands, and they expected their governrent in Wash-
_ingron to become concetned, too. - _
~ Between the 1880s and 1914, America skirmished many times with
\ other European nations over economic concessions-in the under-developed
regions of the world. And wich increasing frequency, we intervened with
military force .to restore “law and order”—in Cuba, Haiti,, Santo Do-
mingo, Panama, Nicaragua, Mexico, the Philippines, and China.
It can be argued that America’s final conversion to internatidnalism
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' a'u'r'ing the twentieth cencury (especially after World War II) did not

require 4 fyndamental shift in che patgern of her behavior with other

> . nations. The number and scope of her formal alliances grew enormously;
+ she became a member of the United Nations but at thé same time con-

tinued to intervene unilaterally- in the affairs of other societies: Greece,
Lebanon, Cuba; Guatemala, the Dom_i_hicén Republic, Vietnam,
and Cambodia. * ' ."l’?-“:u '

The reasons behind America's conversion to professed internationalism
are many and-'complex, but through LaFeber's articles and the Reader |
selections we can distinguish the two most impotggnt factors. Above all, -
AmeTica's rise to “great power’” status was, as Bailey.argues, a cumulative
process, extepding over a century and tied directly to her increasing
ecgnomic and technological supremacy among the major industrial pow-
ers. To have remained neutral during either Wotld Wir I or II, Arﬁirica
“would have been forced to abandon a large portion of her world tra\e and -

* drastically modify her own internal economic system.

_ Finally, the complete breakdown of che old European colonial crrrpirés
after, World War II left enormous power vacuums in many regions of the
world—=Africa,, the Middle East, and Asia—vacuums that the United
States actempted to fill in order to prevent cthe success of local revolu-
tionary movements and ‘the expansion of Soviet or Chinese communist
influence. Aftet 1945 Americd attempted to create an intemational sphere
of influence, based upon military and economic aid, to match her old
hemispheric one. But the economic -and ‘moral burdens of this new self-
assigned responsibility undermined her domestic stability. ‘

- The billions of dollars in*American aid that poured forth each year igto
foreign nations eroded both our own monetary system and that of®ur
principal allies as well. Meanwhile, as LaFeber writes, “our inf] uence'leegan
to dwindle in Southeast Asia, Latin America, and Western Europe."
Vietnam became the ultimate debfdle because it sapped our economic
system chrough war-induced inflacion, ~as LaFeber pointggout in his
fourth article, brought the country to f‘hg‘b{in}( of what many viewed as a
presidential dictatorshipAn the wake O{W}:\?ietnam defeat, America has

" not repudiated her post-1945 alliances or recreated from the world, at

»-

large, but her internacional pretensions have received a degisive secback.
At the same timg, it should be‘q’(')t.ed, shi&has entered into a'new period of
détente with the Soviets and the Chinese that promises to reduce further
the bld~ tensions of the cold war period. ' : '

Contrary to the fears-expressed by many national leaders at che time of
oug evacuation from Vietnam, it does not appear likely that we will return

© to'an isolationist posture in the near future, bur Robert Tucker's analysis

of the new isolationism shout make us reflect upon the extent to which a
reduced -American Tole in the world remains a viable pos@uit%\leither '
our military security nor our dconomic vitality, he argues, deptds upon
the extensivé necwork of alliances,ﬁaid programs, and military incerven-

" tions that_char&gterized Americln foreign policy since 1945. &
. sy t e
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Insecurity ‘ ' S '
What in fact is the essence of national security? Dges it reside in the
size of a nation’s military. force? Its economic strengch? Its freedom from
aggressive nelghbors> Why in the past have Americans felt i insecure about
their position in the world and about cheir own internal state of social"

. cohesion? How has the one influenced the other?

Throughout most of her history, America has enjoyed the blessm’g§ of
physical security granted to few nations. With, the exception of the Revo-.
lutian and the second war with England in 1812, foreign troops have not
narched on American soil. Fwo oceans and two militarily weak nexg’hbors
gave the United States the luxury -of security without a bloated military
establishment throughout che nineteenth and- half of che twentietly cen-

es. Durmg both world wars, moreover, America's civilian popula:

w: escaped the physical devastation visited upon inhabitants in England,
l*r.mce Russia, Germany, and Japan. Boston residgnes did not whiff
poison gas; bombs did not fall on New York City. With che exception of

“the Americad South at thetimeuwf the Civil War, American civilians have_

~-not known military defeat and military occupation. . &

In thesperitd after World War 11, America not only continued to enjoy
physical security ; ut she also held a-decisive milicary and econgmlcl
advantage over’ ations. Yet th?oughout this long expanse of his-
tory, Americans have férequently behaved as though their nation were on
the brink of disintegration and- collapse from the evil designs of both
foreigners and disloyal Americans.

America, LaFeber points out, hasifaced real dargers from abroad. and,
within, yet the response to these dangers has often been wholly dxspropor-
tionate to the threat. What the late historian Kichard Hofstadter calls
“the parano(;}Style"'has been all too charaaerisric of American behavior
during periods of both domestic and foreign ten$ion. Unable or unwilling
to see social change as a complex process involving many factors, Amer-
icans have sought easy explanations for the tensions within their own
society or their relationships with other nations by attributing extraordi-
nary influence to malevolent persons, groups, or'institutions.

Revolutions, for example, are extraordinarily complex events, involv-
ing a unique constellation of social conditions and institutional arrange-
ments in particular couptnes that have evolved over hundreds of years.
But Ameritans, typvcaﬂy,, Rave sought to understand revolutions in terms
-of the actions of a fewfnwim:ul conspirators—Bolsheviks, Castroites, Viet-
cong—who su‘cjdenly seize power and throw a society off its “normal”
course of evolution. In much the same way, Hofstadter notes, it has been
possible- for Ame’rlcans to single out. specific groups———labor agitators,

- Wall Screet bankers Roman Catholics, Jews, slaveowners—as the’ prm-
cipal cause of social unrest and conflict.

Americans seldom expect consensus or unanimity Jn their domestic
affairs. At the same time, they have frequently insisted upon the necessity
for consensus in foreign policy when the nation negonates or makes war
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., with other nations. And when that consensus has not maternahzed the. -
dissenters have often been subjected to severe repression and ostracism on

" the theory that their actions give aid and comfort to America's rivals.

~ Those Americans. who urged a different course of action vis-a-vis France in
theql 7909 Mexico in the 18408, Russia in the 1940s, or Vietnam-in the *
196 were all looked upon as sources of weakness and insecurity within

» our sgciety at tie tithe. .

. Is thi§ century, McCarthyism became our most éxtreme form of colrec-
ativeinsecurity and of che “paranoid style” in politics. America and the
°rest of thqwﬂl'ld facéd severe, multiple crises following 1945—physical - .

+ devasition, hunger, falling colonial empires, social revolutions—but few '
* of them cogyld be solved thraugh some magic act of American will power -
alonegAll of .our massed financial, industrial, and military power could
nft radxcally change the cqurse of developments in Chma for example, or -
stop the Sqyiét Uniori*from dominating Eastern Europe in much the same

~. .way as we,dominated the Caribbean. .o

However when thdworld failedto respond to our pres,sure and desnrqs, . A"

- people like McCarthy had a simple explanation: traitors within Ametica 2
were responsx‘ The great folly and tragedy of McCarthyism was tht‘t it
shifted attention away from America’s genuine, problems abto’éd
illusory ones of gfeason and betrayal at‘bome In so doing,§it °g eply
divided American society, played havoc with institutions such%as the
Army and the State*Department, and made it even: more unhk?— that
America could deal ranonally WItAthe many-sided problems bese 0g the
world community. .

Those problems have reached a new magmtude today, as,the dxpiomat
Fharles Yost points out in his article, “The Insecurity of Nations.” The
manifold crises of humankmd—overpopulaqon famine, nuclear holo-,
caust—cannot be attributed to che willful aéts of a band of conspirators.
Their solution demands a new incernationalism, . , ’

I8

»

r'.

- Americans as Anti-Revolutionaries

The year 1976 marks che 200th birthday of America's Revolution. Yet as
/LaFebe;r writes in hxi third article, we have:becomg a very unrevolutionary
people in the yéars since 1776, especially from the perspective of other
revolutionaries who have looked to us for aid, comfort, or inspiration. Has
the nature of our revolution been misinterpreted? Not entirely. As both

" LaFeber and the hlStO[‘lan Thomas Barrow point out, our struggle against

England was fun tally an anti-colonial war, an effort to break che -
chain ‘of economic %nd politicat dependence that. bound our seaboard
communities to London and the.British Empire. This aspect of our revolu- .

tion ‘has been well understood by other societies who sought to throw off -
their colonial status in the mneé&nth and twentieth centuries. The Latin
Amerigans who rebelledragainst Spain invoked che spirit of our revolution;
50, too, did the Vietnamese revoldtionary Ho' Chi Minh, who modelled
his country's declarangn of mdependence upon Mr. ]effersoo,s ’

* o ‘*." L 47
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But despite this similarity becween the United States and Vietnam in
expressed ideology, the two countries were worlds apart in their revolu-
tionary experience, as reporter Frances FitzGerald writes in Fire in the
Lake, excerpted in the Reader. America’s *failure to undersctand the
uniz]ueﬁess of each country's revolution surely concributed to the failure of

- United States policy in Southeéast Asja. . ' : :
. ' Many madern revolutions—in China, Cuba, Vietnam, and the Africanys, .

nation$~~have been'to some extént anti-colonial revolutions in which t:%} o

. local revolutionarits have been required to overturn an old- ruling elite
- within their own country as well as to cut the ties of economic influence
2+ - that bind the'elite to other nationse L . s
T In other crucial respects, of cotirse, our revolution was very different -

~ from thosé;}gm :g:‘ame lacer. As Barrow and Senator Fulbright point out,

. no radical’fedB¥ibution of power, status, and property took place as a
consequence. ofw rat happened in America between 1776 and 1787. Our
revolution did not recreate a social order; it confirmed the existence of the

" old one, rooted in substantial equality and broad patcicipation in the
political process. The French- un Alexis de .Tocqueville, as early as the
1830s, noted the middle-class ‘ricatation of our revolution and the ten-
dency of Americans to resist social mbvements that involved drastic up-
“heavals in property or class relationships. o

America's opposition to most twentieth-century revolutions rests upon
another basic fact. As LaFeber points out, the poor seaboard community
that rebelled against Great Britain in the 1770s became a major industrial .
and financial power by the end of the nineteench century, with a substan-
tial interest in maintaining che world status quo. When America. joined
‘the exclusive club of the impeérial powers, she could hardly be expected ko
sympathize with the revolutions in the underdeveloped areas of the world
that jeopardized her own long-term economic and strategic interests.
Long before President Eisenhower-spoke of the “falling domino” principle
of revolution in the case of Vietnam, other American leaders had acted on

- the theory chat a successful revolution could begin a chain reaction against
the status quo. Without milicary aid to Greece, President Truman warned
in 1947, communism would spread across the entire Mediterrdnean.
Castro’s triumph in Cuba hsti_mulated American efforts to overthrow his
regime and to oppose even liberal regimes in' the Caribbean on the
grounds that they might become seed beds of fucdre revolutions.

As President Johnson said in his speech on the Dominican intervention,:

* which later became known as the Johnson Doctrine, “The Américan

+~ macons cannot, must not, and will not permit che establishment of
another Communist government in the-Western Hemisphere.”

Presidentsand’ Foreign Policy ' :
““Theé management of foreign relations appears to be the most susceptible
of abuse of all the trusts committed to government,” James Madison told
the members of the Constitutional Convention. Although Congress has

—'48 . : ot
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retained the_power to declare war and to appropriate all funds for the
operation of the milicary forces, the initiative in foreign affairs clearly rests
with the President. The abuses that have takep place in the management
of foreign relation$ are a combination of oveﬁveemng presidential ampi-
tions and congressional apathy. '
The “imperial presidency’’ is not wholly a creature of the post-1945 ,
period of American internationalism. During the nineteenth century, too,
- American Presidents frequently presehited Congress with a fait accompli in
foreign policy. Jefferson, a trenchant critic of executive power before
entermg/the White House, carried out the decisive negotiations for
.Louisiana without consultifig Congress. On other occasions Presidents
undérmined the legislacure’s war-making authority . Polk’s military
mapeuvers in Texas, for'example; as Abrahatn Lincoln. argued in his
speech befote the House of Rtpresentpn'\‘lés left both the Mexicans and.
the American Congress with lictle choice but to fight. A war against Spain
for Cuban independence in 1898 became, by virtue of the i initiatives taken .
by McKinley and his subordinates, a war to strip Spain ofall her i impor-
tant colonies, mcludmg Puerto Rico and the Philippines. '
[n his scudy of Franklin Réosevelt's policy, Robert Divine shows the
difficulties FDR faced when attempting both to keep Anierica out of warand
to protect the country’s national interests. At cimes he walke® the fine line
between legality and ‘illegality, kept his motives hidden from Congress
and the public, and moved the country nearer and nearer to armed strug-
gle with Germany while professing a desire to remain a nonbelligerent. In
retrospect, many of FDR's policies (destroyers-for-bases and submarine
reconnaissance) seem “justified in view of the isolationist mood of the
Congress and the barbaric nature of Nazism. Buc these circuitous
methods, as LaFeber points out, served as precedents for FDR's successors,
including Truman, Johnson, and Nixon, who twisted presidential power
into forms the Founding Fachers would not have recognized. o
-+ Even in the wake of Vietnam and a reduction of old cold war anxieties,
LaFeber concludes, it will not be easy to rein in the power of the President
*in the area of foreign policy. The need for quick and decisive executive
action in the face of a military threat was recognized at the time of the
nation’s founding, and the propet scope of presidential power was debaced
in the Constitutional Convention. The issue remains controversial today,
as indicated by the Senate debate on the War Powers Act. Despite the
adoption of chat act in 1973, requiring the President to seek congressional .
approval before using military force beyond a brief emergency period,
President Gerald Ford dispatched military force to Cambodia during the »
' Mayaguez incident with only a few*perfunctory telephone calls to legisla-
tive leaders: In a world of nuclear weapons and’ instant annihilation,
somebody’s finger must be on the trigger of defense, but at the same time
the President rétains the power to commit American forces in such a
manner as to take from the Congress the power to decide life or deach for
all che rest of us.

.

. . 4

59 s

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



' T
ST . .

© STYDY QUESTIONS

1. What factors made America’s traditional policy of isolation from
“entangling alliances” possible? What factors brought about its
abandonment?. - » )

7 .

;- . .
Suggested Guidelines ,

First consider Washington's “Farewell Address” and the background to it
LaFeber describes. Note what the Founding Fathers meant by,“entangling
. alliances.” How did they hope to encourage commercial links abroad .
while avoidjng permanent political and military ties? Why was this objec-
 tive more realistic in 1796 than in 1778, when e rhade the treaty with
France? Note tHat the physical isolation Washington called “our detached
* and distant situation” enabled the early Republic t8 follow his advice and
that we did “remain one People.” Consider too Thomas Bailey's assess-
ment of American strength in 1776 in terms of territory, population,
natural resources, maritime power, and leadership and his listing of ocher
. advantages we enjoyed such as wdak neighbors and Europe's preoccupa-
tion with its own continental power conflicts, Note also that our own
. westward expansion increased our strength dramatically so that, as’ Bailey
observes, by the end of the Civil War we were a “‘great power,” capable of
dominating the Western Hemisphere and further extending and defend-"

ing our international economic interests. _ )
What factors led to the war with Spain ih 1898, our acquisition of
overseas possessions, and our involvement in World War I? Consider.
Senator Borah's arguments against the League of Nations. Why did this
kind of isolationist sentiment remain strong in the inter-war years? Con-
sult Robert Divine's article regarding the reasons  Roosevelt gave for
* abandoning neutrality in World War II. Why did we join the United "
'_ Nations? What. changed conditions and attitudes did the Truman Doc-
- trine, Eisenhower's “domino” theory, the Johnson Doctrine, and our in-
volvemen Vietnam reflect? Finally, consider Robert Tucker's analysis
of the preMSes on which our post-war alliances and strategies were based.
Why does‘he believe they no longer hold true? Why does LaFeber argue

** that wesmust now become “true internationalists’? : :

factor'in American history. ‘ .

3.

2. Describe the'kinds of threats that have made insecurity a continuing

- Suggested Guidelines '
 First use LaFeber's second article as your framework in answering this
« question and consult Reader articles for examples of the threats he de-
scribes. Begin by asking how the crises of the early Republic differed from
those between 1815 and 1865. Why did the chreat of class warfare and -
social revolution emerge in the post-Civil War' decades? In what other
periods did economic depression contribute most to American insecurity? «
20




" "

Has ther@ ever been a generation of Americans that did not experience the
threat or reality of war? What new anxieties did nuclear technology bring?
Why did che féar of communist subversion Richard Hofstadter describes .
dominate the 1950s? What ocher examples of that kind of perceived

threat does Hofstadter give? How do other Reader selections illustrace our

fears of communist aggression since World War I1?
Consult LaFeber's last two'articles as well. What crises contributed to
insecurity in che last fifteen years? Why was President Ford's 1975 annual

message so gloomy? What examples of threats all peoples face today does - '

" Charles Yost give? Finally, do Americans still feel insecurity more deeply
because of the “burden of rlghteousness LaFeber attributes to our Puritan
heritage? . - .

. Lo ] P
3 Given our own 'revol'dtiOngiry,exberience what accounts for Amer-
icans’ hostility to revolunons abroad and odr disinterest in further revolu-
tion at home? . .

# SuggeSted'Guidelines . ' o L

Consider first the character of the American Revolution as described by
LaFeber and Thomas' Barrow. Why was it more an anti-colonial war than a
social revolution Why did Tocqueville believe Americans'*“equality of
condition” madé thém “dread revolutions”? When severe economic de-
pressions in America did threaten class warfare, how did we forestall social

‘,revolutiOn at home? In Tocqueville’s day and later, what role did Ameri-

cans’ business interests play in discouraging revolution at home and op-
posing it abroad? If we saw our Revolution as a model for all mankind,
why were we unsympathetic to other colonial avars for independence such
as the Latin®American rebellions against Spanish rule? Why were revolu-
tions in Texas, Florida, and .California more acceptable? How did
_ Lincoln's view of the right to revole affect his position on the Texas
question? v

How does LaFeber explain America’zms' increasing hostility to foreign
revolutions in the twentieth century? Why were communist revolutions
and any revolutions in the Western Hemisphere especially feared? Con- -
sider here Woodrow Wilson's policies, the Truman Doctrine’s effect on
communist-inspired revolutionary movements in Europe our involve-
ment in Korea and Vietnam, and our defense of the “'status quo™ in Latin
America. Compare Lyandon Johnson's justification of his intervention in
the Dominican Republic in 1965 to William Fulbright's criticism of it.
Why did Fulbright believe we were becoming the “most unrevolutionary
nation on earth”? How does Frances FitzGerald explain the failure of our
policy in Vietnam? Has the Vietnam experience undermined our, belief
that American democracy is the only acceptable “model for all man-

~ kind,” or will the American pEOple continue to support anti-revolutionary

policies like the CIA intervention in Chile? Finally, does Tocqueville's

* -analysis of the social factors shaping Amerlcans attitudes toward revolu-

tion still hold true today?

4
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. rSuggested Guidelines SAe et ST
-3 yHEre you will need to mike 4 ﬂ\}ﬁlLie»'-.j;,_;dgiﬂ_e;it,jﬁsséss the arguments
~LaFeber offers condemning’ the, misuse of présidential power in foreign
affairs at the expense of Congress-and his todtentiop,_that such misuse
leads to similar ill effects insthe sphete of domestic affairs. How do Reader

selections support qr refute’ his positio s L ,
Consider first LaFeber's descriptioa of What the Constitution’s framers

" intended the. executive's role, in” foreign . policy. to ‘be, and consult the. .
excerpt from the Const_i'tijtj',cihal.‘ Cdrtventioh 'aebége on the war powers
. issue. Were recent presidentia.: ractices,’ 4§ Senator -Javits argued, an
» . “abertation from the original intent.and spirit ';(I_)_f,‘ﬂ’)e Constitution”? Did
- Presidents, Polk, Roosev'e,lg.,_;Trghigri‘;;]bhnson;"ign"d Nixon equally abuse
. the war-making power? Mhydid “Congress jlicredsingly abdicate ‘its re-
sponsibility .in forcign affaits: in¢his .centiry? WHat' wole did odern
technological developments blay fn <this procéss? Do you believe. foreign
policy has become sgc0mple;andaaqg9ro‘ jthat only the. President can
act intelligently and swiftly enough’ tg dg%._d our interests? Why did
Congress seek to restore:its position in.the'War Powers Act in 19732 In
your opinion, were the-asguments of Senator. Goldwater or the arguments
i of Senator Javits on chat bill mofexconvincirig? Do you believe passage of '
the Act unduly liniit.éd_:_t}le-_'Prgsidentfs'- opg}ons for agtion?{Finally, consid-
. ering the evidence _wi»t-h:-'évhiich;.ﬂe‘supports it, do you agree with LaFeber's.
contention that presidetitial: péwer ‘must be checked insboth foreign'and:
dontestic affairs? e e T ER k
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KEY CONCEPTS -, ..
Socialization is the process by Whic};j'ljlﬂdividuais become adapted to th--
R B'ehgvio'ra_li patterns ‘and standards of "tfieip_ society. The famigy- and thel
church wete the primary socializing institutions in early A
. Rineteenth centuty the public school assumed a major role. ]
-~ dcans still expect the school to perform socializing fnctions that the
. family; the churches, and other institutions are.no longer. willing or able -
' 'to,pr_ov'idé;§ but in ‘Harris” view the’ “mass media” ‘(television, radio,

-

. " recordings, newspapers, and -magazines) are now the central Agents of -

socialization in-qur sgciety, - . ° A . ¢
. . ooy : . N .y , - - s
g v, s a SR LA

An “cstabligsgd” religion is an official’ religion; sanctioned and sup-

" . . pofted: l;%-?gbybéninéﬁt. Although toleration of a variety of religions de-. ‘%

-veloped in 58me of the American colonies, certain religious groups, such
" as the Congregational Church in New England-and the Churchof England *
in ¥irginia, enjoyed-the special privileges “‘establishment™ involved: .at- _
téndance at the official church was usually cofnpulsory; only its members T .,
could hold public office, and it received tax support. By the Revolution |
" some of these privileges had: been considerably modified, and new state

constitutions “diséstablishe'df official-churches, but,_as'Harris notes, ves- - '
tigeg of governmefit support forhp';ivilcg_ed churches remained for-some”
decades. The United States Constitution guarantees religious freedom, -.
‘but_complete separation of church and state in America remains contro- - .
versial, as opposition to ghe Supreme Court's? 1960s rulings outlawing - .
prayer in public schools indicites. i o ‘ v
. ’ ’ 3

Revivalism has been 4 fecurrir;g feature of Americar Protestarft religious 7"
life since the 1740s. Organized attempts to revive religious, @g}em and .

. .- commitment, particularly through appeals to the emotions, began on the ~

- frontier, and spread from the Presbyterians to other Protestant.denomina~%"" -
tlons; as Bernard Weisberger relates in his Reader article. Although it

served social and emotional needs as well, revivalism’s main attraction lay = -
©_in-its emphasjson individuak religioas experience rather than’on doctrine ",

" ‘and in" the' democtatic participation it encouraged. Revivalism sighioy
ficantly shaped Protestant theology, hastening the.abandonment of serict -
Calvinist doctrines, and became . the primary tool for%maintaining eli-| pd
- .gious interest in an increakingljﬁéi_:ular society.. A e T

. . ’ P
~ . Alcernate family styles. The authoritarian patriarchal faf‘%qily described ; -
by 'Benjﬁmin ‘Wadsworth, which was once the only accep:ﬁﬁl‘e living un'it' %
in Ameérica, was modified in the nineteenth century underdempggratic and- , -
individualistic pressures, .but today the institution of “marriagh itself is .
under significant challenge. The traditional'family syrvives, bu’t'y}-@?h new .t .




4 . . R
.

attitudes toward sex roles, the increased participation of women in the
work force, and the thruse toward equal righes for all individuals, diter-
nate life styles are emerging. As Harris observes, various communal living

. . experiments, companionate marriages involving truly equal parcnership,
and homosexual arrangements are becoming increasingly accepted.

Educational reform. The first major reform in the American educacional
-process was the substitution of free public schools for family and private
instruction. Through the work of reformers like Horace Mann in che
nineteenth century, public schools staffedl by trained instructors broadly
extended formal educatlon opportum%es and ‘the public school became
the primary socializing institution for all Americans, particularly for im-
migrants. In this century John Dewey and others challenged the relevance
of craditional schooling, advocating progressive.educatidn, in which
training in real life skills and sicuations replaced rote learning, and
cooperation rather than competition was stressed. Some critics now advo-
cate alternative public schools to provide a variety of choice in educational
approaches, while ‘others argue for voucher systems through which private
education would be funded for thoseé who ‘prefer it to what the public

3

schools offer. . . .
G“,
Culture. Aithough'the word has g broader meaning for anthropologists,
. in common usage culture is ¢ teern and products of a people’s artistic
and mte]lectual activitcy. T rd ogjginally referred only to the “fine

arts,' such as fogmallzed sculpture, paifiing, and architecture, and “‘ser-
ious’’ music, dance drama, and literature. However, che rise of demotra-
tic concepts of culture that accompanied political democracy led critics to
call chese activities “high culture” in order to distinguish them from the
practical arts and crafts, folk art, and popular music and liceracure, which
they called “popular culture.” |

In this century the democratization of taste has been carried to new "
heights, or depths, depending on one’s viewpoi}]t., by the development of
modern communications media. Harris argues that we must consider che
social consequences of ‘‘Masscult”” or ‘Midoule,” to use Dwight ,
Macdonald’s derisive terms, for the captive consymer whose tastes are’
shaped by the’ medla :

Individualism. The belief that eachperson's needs, rights, and indepen-
dence of thought and action are of primary importance has been a central
tenet of American dechratnc thought. Nurtured by the opportunities
provided by a new continent,’individualism shaped attitudes toward per-
sonal responsibility that were often in conflict with the claims of soliety
for conformity or collective action. Individualism weakened the develop-
ment of a sense of community or common purpose, althougkits defenders

69 ‘ ) 61 -
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argued that,” like laissez faire economics, it best served d,’f interest® of
no . . . . . . 3 - .
society as a whole. -With the emergence of industrial society, Afnericans
were forced to surrender much of the personal sovereignty they once

‘enjoyed, and today modern technological developments furthef

: threaten the individual's right to privacy.

Inner-directed is the term sofioldgist David Riesman uses to describe
the individual whose source of direction was ‘internal, that is, his values
were implanted by glders and other aifthorities early-in life, and the
-individual internalized them or adopted them as.his own. Such an indi:
vidual tended.to be morally self-sufficient, driven towards his goiks by
. B oy N . . :
these interihl values and principles. This "character type, according to
. ‘ . . B3
. Riesman, was prevalent from the period of the Renaissance®nd Reforma-

- tion until the mid:twentieth century, a period marked by physical, econ-

3

omic, an@:}echnol&gical exb&’nsion. Other-directed is Riesman’s term for
the character type that is becoming prevalent in modgriy:seciety, particu-
larly in the upper-middle classes, in an age of consump"n'?n".' The source of
direction forghe other-directed individual is his contem_poraries,'known
to him directly or indirectly through ‘the mass media. The=goals of the
other-directed individual are guided by others, onwhom he depends for
his moral values and sense of self. .Both “inner-directed” and “other-

4directed, apply to ideal character types ratkier than to actual individuals. _
i . .
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ARTICLES AND READING'S
Ja,ne L. Schejber
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Dnversnty has beemthe essentnal characteristic of the American natnon from
b its begmm'ng—a natioff@pf .many peoples, with different languages,
& re m;f, andycustoms. FrOm the very start, however, ceftain mst‘ntutnons
helffed mojd the society and shape its. values: Neil Harris looks at some of
~ ®hese ingfitutions—the fmily, the church, and the schools—in his first
* two artftles. In his last twoartic he examines the culture that emerged
in° Americaignd one of the values most’ cherished by Amerncans—
- individualism. :
The Famrly T
“Throughout tWo hundred years of their nation’s history,” Harrns writes -
., in his ﬁr;; article, “most Americans defined their social location most
\ readily as-members Qf a family or church.” Particularly in the colonial
period, when many other institutions were still weak or were lacking”
altogether, the family bore the prn#lary responsibility for preserving social
order. The. famnly was, as Harris points out, a2 model of the larger,
hierarchical society; :the father's authorlty over -his* family was unques-
tioned. In addition, the famnly bore the ma)or respo\nsnbnhty for the
education of children. "
+  Benjamin Wadsworth's description in “A Well-Ordered Famnly gnves'
us a clear picture of the ideal colonial family. The father was the head of
I the household: “it belongs to the head to rule and govern.” But although
' .. his power was absolute he was urged, to use love and kindness to win the
" .obedience of his family. Husbands and wives were feminded -that it was
their duty to love each other. Parents were responsibie for seeing that their
¥, children were not idle bt were “brodght ¢ipidiligently in such business as’
theéy are capable of.” In addmon, they were to instruct their children in
religion as well a8 in maanérs, Children, for their part, were to both love
and fear their parents; to be faithful and obedlent and to support them in
~their old ‘age.» - W
* How dosely did the farhﬂy approximate this ideal? Harrns notes that
“the ° new “land strained -familial unity and permanence from the begin-
" »ning.” Childrep often adapted‘more readily than their immigrant parents:
* to the corldmons of the New *®orld. In addition, the abundance of tand
was a constant lure fov}ambmuus or restless, young sons who were eager to
leave the famnly.and strike out on theit own. This was in marked contrast
t Old Woild, where'sugceeding generatnons stayedson the family
lahd, farming ever sgaller parcels as fathers divided their estates amopg
their sons. On the. other hand, it might be noted that the primitive
conditions confronting the yoyng family moving westward together also
" strengthened the family unit, which had to;ely exclusively on its own
. members for survnval in the wnlcfemess . P~
¢ .
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The strains upon thg family unit, Harris points out, increased after the
Revolution as-doctrings_ of equality, irdividualism, and the right to per-
sonal pufuit of happiness challenged older notions of auchoritarianism.
The result was a democratization of the family. Nevercheless, as long as
America remained a largely rural nation, the family was the basic unit of
economic organization as well as of social organization, children as well as
adules were employed on che family farm or i® household manufacture.

Increasing urbanization and industrialization in the second half of the
nineteenth céntury changed this-economic organization and -inevitably
had a profound effect on family patterns. The factory system méant chat
not only men, but women and children as well, were employed -outside
the home. (See Unit One, "Working in America.”) For.the first time, -
women in substantial numbers were able to find employment in Gccupa-
tions other than domestic services. This provided many women with new
economic independence and was undoubtedly one factor accounting _for
the increasing divorce rate that Harris notes. »

Urbanization was also accompanied by a growth in public ‘schools,
which, as we shall see, relieyed the family of one of the main responsibil-’
ities it had borne in colonial times. The schools became the primary
institution for A}nericanizing immigrant children, and immigraats were
especially subject to family strains as their children rejected the ways of
the Old Country in favor ofth_ose of their new home. (This mateer is more .

 fully discussed in Volume I of the reader, pp. 83-87.) :

Industrialization also created a new class of wealthy townsmen, and the-
preoccupation with macerialism and ostentation was so marked in the
years following the Civil War that the period has.been called “the Gilded
Age.” Booth Tarkington’s Amberson family, preoccupied with fashions _
and comfort, clearly reflected che new valuglof an increasingly affluent
society. At the same time, the role of the family in shaping those values
seemed to be dwindling. ' -

As Harris notes, despite the various strains on che family—reﬂected”

a divorce rate that increased more. than twenty-fold becween, 1890 arﬁ
197 1—dheil recently, few questioned the value placed on marriage itself
as an important institution. In face, following the years of upheaval of the
Great Depression and World War II, there was an increasing emphasis on
family lifé a$ the basic source of happiness. Women in particular were
supposed to find satisfaction in theit roles as ‘wives and mothers.

That this,was not necessarily so became abugdantly clear when Betty
Friedan . published The Feminine Mystigue in 1963. Ten years later, looking
back on thgse days when belief in the fémily as chessource of personal
fulfillment was an unquestioned ten of faith, Friedan wrote in 1973,
“However much we enjoyed being Junior and Janey's or Emily’s mother,
or B. J.'s wife, if we scill had ambitions, ideas about ourselves as people in
our own rights—well, we. were simply freaks, neuretics, and we con-

- fessed ouf sin or neurosis to ‘priest or psychoahalyst, and tried hard

.

to,adjust.” - : . Co-
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_assigned to women and to recognize them as mdlvxduals quite ap

e

-

The growth of the women's movement and the achievement of major
reforms’that sought tgend sex discrimination atcest to the wxllmgness Qf
large-element of our society to reconsider the role that it has tradr

their positions as members of families. ’ O Ly
What are cthe implications of the women'’s movement for.the mstg

* of the family? ®bviously, as Friedan points out, if women are to aclneve

their goal of equality shere must be some profound changes in our institu-
tions, most notably in the provision of child care outside the home for
working mothers. But are all aspects of the women’s movement nec-
essarily intolhpatible with the family as a basic social institution? One -
could argue cle, in women's insistence on equality within the family as

well as im society at large, we are thnessmg another step in the demo-

cratization of the family chat began more than 200 years ago.

Lately, however there have been other attack’s on the institution of the
family. As Harris points out, “Experiments in communal living, compan-
ionate_ marriage, the attempt to legitimate homosexual unions—all are
the outgrowth of new attitudes toward sexual expression and individual
fulfillment Wthh are na longer defined exclusxvely within the traditional
family setting.’ :

No doubt the women's movement helped to arnculate and defend some
of these new attmges But in pare-they-can-also be atceributed to other
factors, incluadr'ng e decline in the role of the church a{s the defender of
traditional community values and ‘morals. ‘ .

The Church ' ‘

In discussing the role of the church, Harris pomts ‘out that “to a greater or
less degree, the first settlements were created fo support collective mis-
sionary dreams”—a fact also. emphasnzed by Walter LaFéber in his dis-
cussion in Unit III of the causes of American msecur:ty The Puritans of

‘New England, especially, hoped to establish a Zion in the wilderness,"

recreating society according to God's law And if not all the colonists
matched the Puritans in rellgxous zeal, rell;_.,xon was nevertheless onge of the
most important motives in the setcclement of the colonies. Maryland was a
haven fg.r Roman Catholics, Pennsylvania for Quakers and other dis-
senters. (In the Sp.mlsh Southwest, too, friars batcled. for souls as’che
soldiers battled for the riches of the country, and the permanent Spanish
settlements of that area were centered on the mission.) In all but four of
the colonies—Rhode Island, Delaware, Pennsylvama and New Jersey

‘—everyong was requlred to pdy taxes to sup{port the dominang church:

Congregational in New England, Anglican; %New York andl in the
South. Church attendance was also compulsory in many of the colonies.

But the scatus of the churches did not depend solely on their position as
state-supported inscitutions. As Harris points out, the church was both

the conscience and the interpreter of the ‘commiunity, establishing moral ﬁ !
-~ codes, preserving sqcial order,~ articulating the sense of missign of

. i &
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the people. , . :
But the church, like the_family, was bound to be affected by conditions
in'the New World. The centralized authority of the Anglican church, for*
instance, was difficult to maintain from England oyer the vast expanse of
. the Atlantic, and the ecclesiastical courts and me}ngrship in the legisla-
ture that gave the church such power in England were never duplicated in
.the New World. There was a clear need for sectlers, regardless of faich, if
the colonies were to survive. This need, combined with ideological
-convictions, tended to promote toleration in many of the colonies. By the
eve of the American R%\'f‘dlyti’on, there were, in additioq to the Congrega-*
tionalists and Anglicans, ‘large numbers of Presbyterians, Baptists, Qua-
s, Dutch Reformed, Luthefans, Mennonites, a small number of Jews,.
\/Z::l a host of minor sects. ' ) '
The Great Awakening of the 1740s, the first of a series of religious
revi%als in America, had particular appeal for che less educated and privi-
leged members of the American society; it further strengthened the
nonestablished denominations: and Jed to iné?easing opposition to tax
support of some chiirches. . .

. The Revolution, as Harris. points out, “speeded the transformatior_l of
the church’s role.” The sense of mission_was secularized, as political
leaders and businessmen increasingly competed with ministers as spokes-
men for the American dream. The Constitutign of the*new nasion per-
© manently separated church from state on the national level, and within-a

* few decacies even Massachusetts had withdrawn che lase of the state priv-

ileges accorded the Congregationak churches. America had become the
first cotally secular scace in the modern world. C -
Having lost state support, “the churches fought to retain their influ-
ence by competing for souls in an age of evangelicalism,” Harris writes.
The evangelicalism that swept the country asound 1800—the second
Great Awakening—is described in che article on frontier religion by the
historian Bernard Weisherger. The formal and ariscocratic religions of the
East had little apgeal to the rugged individuals who were seccling che
western territory ol the nation. Revivalism, with its emphasis on emo- .
tional faith rather than on doctrine, appealed to their democratic instincts
and indeed reinforced them, as they believed, sociafdisr]nctions had licele
meaning if any’person could achieve salvation. Mass revivalism became a,
recurrent theme in American religion. The effect of revivalism was to
further weaken the older, established churches of the East through
schisms and competition for church Mmembership. But, as Weisberger -
concludes, the churches had-little alternative but to try to adapt chem-
selves to the new conditions. “All of chis cost something in religious
depth, religio‘ﬂi learning, religious dignity. Yet".“'.'there’ was . not" much
choice. The Amierican churches lacked the support of an all-powerful state
or of age-old- traditions.- They had to move with the times.”
~ JIncreasingly, as Harrls notes, churchmen in the nrineteenthjcehtury‘»
turned to such social issues as abolition and temperancy. Outspokenly’
. . - _ »
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- Garry Wills points out in his article on a Catholic boyhood, the Catholic» W

- dying in the middle-class denommatlons writes Cox, hie (or SOmethmg' ‘
. that resembles him) is alive and well inat least two places™: the conserva- ¥

“grow or how shall they enduré7 ‘The ques iqn, is: How can %

"~ School and Commumty

'vchurch and” p,ﬂya‘te schools. - On‘ly e Massachusetts was ‘th

» % -

.
v

-

patriotic, these churchmen helped to assure that the churches did not lose
their public function along with their public financial support.

But such a role was difficult to maintain. Dependent on the shifting
moods of the majority, the churches often came to reflect rather than to
shape community standards, while the multiplication of sects, as Harris
points out, tended to divide rather than t¢ unite the community, In the =
long run the churches, like the famrly, fell victim to the ‘American em- 5.

- phasis on individual freedom and personal fulﬁllment ‘and the churches‘ o

lo$t fhuch of cheir duthority. W N

~
» The one notable except:on to this pattern was the ‘Catholic church. As

L.

church for many years did not attempt to adapr to the changing times. On.
the contrary, the church represented stability, timelessness, changeless- T
ngss; it maintained its faich through centuries-old, rites and  customs,

_ reinforced through its own system of schools. Catholics, -although of . |
* diverse national backgrounds, were thus set apart as a distinct group in .

America.-It was only in ‘the 1960s when Pope John XXlll and Pope Paul’

. VI tried to update and modernize the doctrine and rituals of the chuirch,
- tobring them abreast ofa*changmg society, that the church began to lose SR

its authority for many Catholic Americans. . - , - S R

Does this mean that churches—and God—are dead in Amerrcaﬂ ‘as. .o N
some have proclaimed? What is to be the role of the church in Amerrca,n o
society in che fucure? The theologian Harvey. Cox addresses ‘this problem L
in his article "Churches and the Future of Religion.” “If-God is deador e

tive, evangelical churches and the Eastern mystical religians. It appeags’to -
Cox that we might be entermg a third great awakemng But the aﬁere Lt
revival of piety does not answer the more perplexmg question of the,
proper role of the churches in modern. soclety—a question that has divided: gy
churchmen themselves. Are-the churches obligated to be. today, as they~"'
were in the‘past the moral conscience of £he nation? What are..their, RS
g’
obllgatlons in speaking out.on such matters as the Vietnam' bomb_ g,
presrdentral usurpation of powet; m]usnce to’ mmorrty groups> As
puts’it, “Certainly the essential qucsnon,?rs nor How shall chie church

be faichfql?” ' A ;-“,.6.‘-;< . S
?‘ . . ' . .

take their place in shapmg the: \lalues pf the spcnety %’0 some eXtent it was-‘ o YR
the schools. As has" been noted, jh the ea,rly period of che n io_n's.history,' /A
-educativn: was , prrmaﬂly the’ responsrbllrty of thefamily, adle; ]

proyrsxon for public: schoqﬁﬁf’m'sfhe 1647 law indicates, the ;’nmaw N E
c0ncern was’ that&ll chlldrerl'be ti'hgbt to read so that tlhey could follow '




’ the Scriptires and not succimb to “the old‘&eluder, Satan.” As Harris

- points oug, “*schooling had not yet become synonymous with education.

P The American Revolution had an impact on eddcation .as it did‘dn},_t‘ '

family and the church. ‘A republic needed aruling clid based on &

racher than on” aristocracy,” and education, actording to Thb|

Jefferson, Noah. Webster, and others, was the best way to ferret ouk
talented. ‘But, Harris notes, such arguments could not generate th

_ “essapy financial support for widespread public education. . R

. In the nineteenth century the advocates of public edueation weg

successful, although some of thé’arguments remainéd the same. O

.. ., Maan, writing in the 1830s, stressed the impoftance of com pifiag

227 " school attendance as a regulatory force that ‘would contribute to tHg#
bility of society amidst the instability of republican institutions’ 7

-stons. The educational reformers added to this the argument

l % .
-~ . . . o L. x ' -
; . schools would also help thl_ldl‘enbtg adapt to society by promgfingighe
p . -skills that were necessary for economic-independence. By:the middI€of

B

e

r.* .-_.thé nineteenth century, they had won theiri cause. excépt i ghe™
:, Where tuition schools and-privatetutors “were still prevalent. Jd& -

-.But as Edward Eggleston’s- account in**The Hoosiet. Sch,
-+ “shows; schogls, particularly in the.rural areas, were often crig
. ‘;’Edu'catioh',oigﬁ the days before compulsoty school atrendance’y
. what casual. The curriculum s'tresse‘d."th'e thré'é_ R’s, with someé Reﬂ
--geography, and history occasionally: addedy: ... T ety ¥
»= 7+ By the late flineteenth century, as Harri'pdints out; educdridhiFoogar:
L '__fers'\becam&‘f.iincreasi,ng‘ly critical of the schools, which 410 ;ot_sfeehi"iﬁo
5 47 filling the needs of :society or of the individual. To ‘the reformers 3
#= i.schools appearéd fiar;?ﬁal; they refied on outmoded-formal methodgdf g
) aggducwo&\ apd they did little to prepare their students for the fealitis &F
33 . the mew industrial prder. The aims ef:the “progressives,’ - ‘
£ Déwey and dﬁ’?“x‘é grwell as’the fate of the progressive i
_'-"éﬂg__g@iié’nﬁ“ﬁe Spefléd. out "bysLawrence Cremin. in:hijsg

Fe o7 tragsforination of_(hé school. Essentially, the educatigraligh

4. the political prggressives, were trying to improve the |iVegy

P DTN P ok T R o SR

MR yal. "¢Fhis ~called- for restructuring methods of educatif§ g

TYx oo L S D : + & . Yo R . B A -
Wy school$ a microfosty of the Bger society, placing. the if

_ gwidugl at the

Jcenter of,thc;séhopl s,c'!oncem.‘ any of these reforms were achieved in the

#first half.of the twéhtieth centuryfuntil a variety of factors—schism, the

 negdtive Ay dcts of: all” mpvements ahat drare ag* a- protest against -

iy s:b}qéth'in'g,"xhé digicdlty Ifyﬁﬂdiri'g fitss-race teqthiid who cotild cope
i vyit,h_,the‘méghbdstg'i;rogress'ige. education, the st 5

i etho the ideas, and .
Ppostwar conservgeism—led to the decline of progre education in the

gressive education
i P;k‘_

-~

930s Most importantly, Crerin congudes,, ‘the pro
o) '@;Hem'}_'aﬂﬁz{g‘r keep pace with the coméinuidg char

o ; in society.
R g progre_s,gy ovement did not.answer one of the questions,
}k"g&djng‘th@’_!o?e the schools in oyr societ@are they cabe agents of ..
-s&ial ‘téform) insis ng, for example én indiviial rightd.and equality of
Ty ' - U g T
) \ gy oA s ‘a
. v
; - 276 L
’ s ; . .
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.couthness of the society. But most Americans seemed satisfied

treatment, or are they merely to reflecc che standards of the, community
and help children to adapt to the prevailing social circumstances? In
Harris® view, this is one of the major dilemmas facing the schools today.
Jonathan Kozol's narrative of his experiefice inthe Boston public schools
presents this dilemma in very personal terms, Hsdview of the schools as an |
agency ‘of social justice conflicted directly* wulh Hu!g_ofthe school',ldmmls- .
trators. The school’s amtude cost him his j m iy view, it cost the’
children their spmtual_and intellectual Ij -e.‘ y Eeontroversy and vio:,
lence that have frequently surrounded, forg ‘i ]

testimony to the fact that the schools ha\"' ‘@“‘l;ys been able to solve ,
the problems of the larger socrety. yoPEIT
Popular Culture : 1

The essentially democrdtic nature of American society profoundly affecced
American cylture from.the beginning. In the early years of the Republic,
Harris notes in his third article, American genius was drawn to politics

-rather than to the arts. European critics noted the paucity of a native

American culture in t<l1e early nineteénth century and ridiculed ¢ {le un-
h the

- grandeur of their technologlcal progress and materizal prosperity,; art .

would come later. - \ o

: »Hatris - notes that by the time of the -Centénnial, many Amerlcan :
desnred a national culture. but tholght it would come through an imita®
tion*of European models. Some, ‘such as Henry James, regarded the

-~ absefice of a cultural tradition as an advantage; it would allow Americans

culture, based onwhat was truly American—our technolo

Yy,
F-
”
r

L

to choose what was best in other cultures, and the result would be a fus:on
that would surpass any other culture then in existence.

Others, however, argued that we should have a distinctivel
Tour climate,. -
our people, and our governmept While some critics: bt ated Americans
for failing to achieve a “high culture,’ ﬂuthe 1920s, as Hargis notes,
‘other students of American socnety were defendmg folk-cales, handicrafts,
“engineeting; and vaudeville as dlsnncnvely ‘American forms of art: Rather
than api’ealmg t® a small, hnghly=culmred mmorlty, these art-forms
belonged to the majority of the people. :

Popular culture received an enormous impetus from the technological

rdevelopments of the twentiech century: films, recordings, radio, and

television—in short, the'mass media. The people, rathe than a handful of
. léarned critics, became the arbiters of taste, as culture had to meet the test
of the marketplace. The mass' media, using the aggressive techniques of
commercialism; soon became a dominant force in American-cultyre. As
Hatris puts jt, "“Ironically, inrgeveral decades America has passéd from a,
society whose culeure was overshadowed by its political |deology, to a
Society almost Culturally top-heavy, its forms ofexpress:on shaping rather
than reflecting stand8rds of conduct and belief. To a large extént film and
television assumed the task of social integration so incompletely managed

¢ . : ‘
. n
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by older institutions.” Lo 7 ; : - -8
\.' .. "Granted the magnitude of the impact of the mass media on qur culeure,.
.« . it remains to be asked whether this impact has been for good.or for evil. '
‘ From the point of view of the arcist, as expressed by the poet Randall
| Jarrell in 'Sad Heart at the Supermarket,” the influence has been a
SN ..baneful one. Jarrell sees the values of the mass culcure as being in direct
Y “opposition to those timeless, values of true or high culture. The artist in
- odr society, he concludes, must either live apart from his society or sell -
himself out to the ctude values of the popular, ‘mass media culcure.,
On the other hands the futurist and social commentator ‘Alvin Toffler
applauds che growth of cthe “culture consuq)er."",H‘e ses the populariza-
tion of art as consistent withathe democratigNiew. of life: in a democracy, 4
arg is for the masses, pot for cthe elice. KON he argues, do all cultural
" standards have to be -lowered as the number of cultureconsumers .in-
- Creases. Rather, .thete can be a gradual acquisition of taste for “high* . ‘
culture” by those who now follow “middle culture.”y 2"~ " D osee A
~ Finally, Hatris' ®cas that mass culture—che' culturé 0f~'fhé§{l7\

%

- AL . . ; -

consumers—"relates to the larger character of American society—its g_(')liy..j ‘
4 onial originsy its racial heterogeneity, its cz}pit'a.iistic .ethos'and'_';?;
rap\xd r.noblhty., “ | e e
N . » - . B & -
- Individualism T A :
The.technological'advances that did so much to shape our popular culture
also ‘threatened one of the most cherished of American values:
individualism. i S - .
The beliefin individualism has been a basic tenet-of the American_creed”
throughout our history. Every person was entitled to “life, liberty, and
. the pursuit of happiness. " America was the land of epportunity in which
.‘ any. citizen could.rise according to his or her merits. Yet today that
individualism—and the privacy that sustains it—are threatened by a
- warfety of forces. ' ST - ,
As Hafris writes in his final article, “The threat to privacy does not
come from any particular group or insticution. It lies in the growth of
© ' mass society, in gigantic corporate enterprise, in ¢ ngésteq cities and
" suburbs, mass; productign and bureaucraéy’,‘,homogeneous communica-
tions media—nothing less than modernization itself.” .
Legally; as Harris points out, the rights of the individual are protected
today- as never before in our history. In actuality, however, the range of
choices open to' the individual has been narrowed in many areas.’ The
economic individualism of che /ei'ght'eenthvand nineteenth centuries has
been replaced by government intervention in economic life—a point also.
- emphasized by Pz\ul-Samu‘elSon‘ and cthe selections in Unit Two of
r. ' the'Reader. : : .
"l"he. ability to retreat from the'world in che manner of Henry David , -
Thoreau, the nineteenth century philosopher who isolated himself from - »
society on the shores of Walden Pond, has been greatly lessened in our ~

>
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congested modern world. Even withdrawal into the ‘privacy. of one's fam- ,
ily; home, or vacation retreac has been made more . difficult by the ‘ﬁ"
ublqultous telephone and other instruments of our technological society. -

Another threat to mdmdualxsm Harris notes, comes, from the growth -
“and seemmg permanence of our institutions. Once men and women could- .
"feel bxgger than the institutions that served them; today, individuals—
indeed whole generatlons—feel hemmed in. by a sense that.cheir fate is
determined by i institutions they can no longer control. ‘

"The generaluatlon of danger—a general fee*mg of insécyrity and un-
happiness to which no specific cduse can be assigned—has further dimin-

. ished our sense of individualism, according to Harris. _
. The kind of individualism celebrated in the- folklore of the West, ‘the.
. tall tales, seems a thing of the distant past. Davy Crockett, as the Crockert
Almanaa testify, could fight the wildérness, Indians wild animals, and
. two-legged “varmints”; he could provide for hlmSelfan "his family on the
* . édge of civilization. But how can the individual’ today ﬁght unknown
dangers, big government, computers?

Do the new conditions of society mean thac mdmdualx?ﬁhs no°[0nger
viable? According to sociologist David Riesman, the Amerxcan_ of the
mid-twentieth century is a very different character from the “inner-
directed” American of an’ earlier era. The contemporary ptrson no longer .
relies on himself and his own feelings as a guide to action; he no longer + -
- feels chere are new fromtiers to conquer. Rather, he feels a sense of help-.
‘lessness in confronting the forces of mass productlon work Is.less mean
ingful; the only role that still matters_is that of the consumer. And the
success with which tl‘mvrole is played depends on the values, 1udgments
and aplﬁroval of other§, The modern American, Riesman coneludes, is
therefore “other-directed,” with few defenses agamsr the, preSSures of the *
group and the larger society. Only a mmornty— ‘a saving remnant’ ——of
mdxvxduals feels free to act autonomously today. v .

- Nevertheless, according to’Harns ‘individualism survives as an xdeal
Personal sovereignty and privacy are not readily relmquxshed -even in an

-age of digits and ciphefs and complex. public institutions. Every en-*
> croachment on private property and the rights of the mdxvxdual is met -
Wlth a storm of protest, tf*n()t defiance.

- But. individudlism ¢an sirvive as moge than an ideal, accordmg to
playwnght and novelist William Saroyan It can also'survive as a reality.
Although most Americans have .in fact become ° )omers," ‘there is an
alternative: we ean resume the sxmple life-seyle of.an eaflier age, discard ',
the automobile, television, and ppe packaged “plastic” foods of our tass .
production society. In short, Saroyan’urges, . Find out if it’s worth your
time and trodble to be whe yot are, and if it curns out that ic.is, then of
course you are home free, a%dr.an mcorruptlble individual "
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'STUDY QUESTIONS

1. Account for the decline pf.réligiOn and the famiiy.'as'socializiﬁ_g‘ .
institutions since the colonial period. < " _ T

4

Suggested Guidelines .
Begin by reviewing Harris' discussion of the central role that réligion and
the family plaged in early America. Observe that the churches and the
family. sdfrendegcd socializingfunctions. first to the public schools and
~. then' to the modem “mass media.” Théh_’:;;consider such factors,as indi-
vidualism, économic opportunity, political democracy, and increasing . . -
~materialism as contributing elements in the decline of these institutions
- over time. ., . - _ . . . o
. Deal first with religion. How did “disestablishment” and the
~Gonstitution's guarantee of religious freedom affect the options and stra-
tegies of organized ch urches? Consult Bemard Weisberger fora discussion
~ of the changed‘céqg'%s and needs reflected by revivalism. Why did
sects multiply? Didichumh léaders’ support for social reform movements
it the nineteenth cetiry delay religious decline? Observe, however, that
“although religion lost status it remained a strong-influénce in the lives of
‘many Amerkans, as’ Garry Wills' description of a Catholic boyhood . -
- shows. .How does he view his ‘church’s attempts to adapt to modem
. cenditions? How does Harvey Cox .explath the decline of traditional
) dgriomination's today while sects based on emotionalism and conservative
‘theoiugy on the one hand and Eastern mysticism and ommunal exper-
iments on the other are attracting adherents? What parallels does he draw
to ninetéengh-"cen'tury.revivalism?4If_ the developmerits gl describés re-
flect’ unmét spiritual needs, why does he criticiz ‘present day . v
religious objectives? . [
* .Tuming to the family, consider why'the “well-ordéred” unit Benjamin
Wadsworth described gave way to the more democratic nineteenth-
century model Harris mentions. - What kinds of changed values and func-* -+
tions does Booth- Tarkington's description of turn-of-the-century small . -

- - town households reﬂect? W\h‘zi “developments in this century further chal- -~
* lenged traditional family relatiorships? Consider heré particlarly thenew = 7.,
ecoriomic and'sogial-conditions that Betty Friedan's account of the modern
women's ig hts,,mo'vemenr‘reve.als;_ Why are Americans now experiment-
 ing withtalternative family structures, as ‘Harris observes? Is this

dci/elo;‘i’ment a ._sigq of revitalization, 'ofl famil)' relatiopships or -
" further decline?. . A S A 7 »

r

'
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2. Trace thgc}]angliag role ofpublicfeducgtidn in American life.
Suggested Guidelines \ e, ' Lot
. '._.Observe" that although. pubUc?duEatjon became ‘a central - socializigg' - . . °

o o,
L

N




' -

e

* mechanism in.American life it was, except.in New England, a relatively),
+ late development. Note that, as'Harris points out, the family and appren-
ticeship supplied most ms(rucuonal needs before the nineteentH century.
Consult the 1647 Massachusetts School Law as to why New England was
an-exception to this pattern. If high costs rerhained the main stumbling
block to public education, how did Horace Mann justify the ex{)endlture
of public funds ‘for compulsory schooling and teacher traxmhg 1n the
1830s? What economic, social, and political benefits did publlc Education
provide?. ‘Gonider; however, the quality of education offered in the,one-
room rural schooh Edward Eggleston- describes.

- What chariges in-American society did the réform prgpos:ils of _John

Dewey and other advocates of progresswe edugation” reflect?> How does -
Lawrence Cremin explain the success of this movement and its later
decline? Whyt in recent decades did the schools become the main srena for’ :
achieving racial justice in American society? What does _]onathan Kozol's
description of a Baston ghetto schoot reveal about the problems involved
"in that mission? Accordmg to Harris, what ocher issues remain controver-
sial in public education today, and,what alternitives do critics offer to the
craditional public school? Has the decline of seligion and the family
‘transferted too much reSpons:bxllty to the schools? Finally,” what educa-
tional functions' has. the ‘‘mass media” assuméd and how has that
development affected the role of public education in American life?,

BN R
3. Evaluate American “cultute” and-its future prospects.
. ° ) : e r

' Suggested Guidelines :

* First review the historical controversies Harris describes regarding the
‘quality of American cultural achlevements Then arrive at a workmg
definition of American * Culture in thé past and today. You may wish to

~ limit your use of the term to'its “‘high culture” elements. In that casé you’
should evaluate American artistic and intellectual production and

. consumption accordmg to the standards Randall Jarrell uses, ©r you
might define culture as che *pepular culture” Harris describes, character- .

»  ized by democratic indjvidual participatiori; both- active and passwe. ©

- Thiedly, you could consnder all creative.activities and théir consumers as
part of the Cultural picture in the broader sense, .

Whichever approdch you take, use Harris’ thnrd article, and the Reader
selections by Henry James, Randall Jarrell, and Alvin Toffler to deter-
mine what factors shapet£ ‘American cultural atticudes and activities. To
what degree and why was American cultute dlsnncme’ ‘How does:Amier:

"ican culture today comipare to thit of the past? Consider particularly the
- éffect of the commercial values and merhod$of the modern mass media.

‘ Revxew dfere a5>well David Potter’s discussion of advemsmg s impact on
. American smndards and social goals that app&rs in Unit Two. Finally, do .
you share Jarrell's, Ress:mnsm or Tofﬂer s optnmlsm r@?ﬁﬁmg Amerrcan _
culeural life? ~ e

r

- R e ", : ’ 1,
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by Describe the history of i,n_dividuali_srh" in America,md xtsftatustoday

o
by

e

Suggested Guidelines S

Consider firs€ohe influences that shaped American belnefm indi;yidu,a!?s'h'

" .as an_ideal—religious congcepts, socioeconomic opportunity,- pofitical
~philosophy expressed in governmental structure, educational policy, and

the free enterprise system. What were the positive and negative results of
this ideal for individuals and fqr Americaq society in the past? Review
here the discussions in Units One and Two ofeconomic,iﬁdividualis‘m and

. its expression and effects in the world of work and its consequencés for the

natural environment and for social ‘organization. If freedom of thought -
and action resulted in unprecedented materialand political benefits, were,
there psychological costs? ' . :

Referto the Reader selection about Mike Fink. What conditions érild

values does it eflect? Is che nineteenth-century individualism it expresses *
still vigble? Consider here Harris’ comparison of earlier Americans' senge

J.-

A

S

T . . N ..
of control over their lives 1o the sicuatjon today. Whae changed conditions é

. does David R_iesman's “other-directed” personality reflect? Note thag pri-
vacy is a corollary .of individualism. Actording to Ha what is most .
thréatening to privacy today? If big government and big businessdiminishy: -

Americans’ sense of personal sovereignty, how: has government intervered*
to equalize opportunity and to; protect. the individual? Why does indi¢id:

ualism as a value and a lifestyle appear ¢t be under attack?> WHac evidence ,» -

does Harris find thac.chie ideal of individualism. is still'much alive? How

- realistic is William Saroyan'’s prescription for reasserting personal au-

tonomy-in a world of conformist pressures? Finally, how do you answer
Harris” question as to whecher social disciplifie and individual desire can - -
continue to coexist creatively ip America? : o
S A, S
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Greend, Theodore, P. America's Heroes. Nev'v York, 1970. Takin,

- " of late nineteenth-cgntury novelists,

- America, paying particular attention: to effores -at reconq HAR

Somkin, Fred. Unguier Eagle. Ithaca, N.Y.w967",‘_"ﬂ

g four periods—

1787 to 1820, 1894 to 1903, 1904 to 1913, and 1914 to 1918—
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q

erican T/.-)'ougbt. Ph,iladelpl.lié, 1944.
A famous study' examining the influence of the theorjes of Charles
Darwin, Herbert Spencer, Williash Graham Sumner, an'c_'li others who -

worked with theories p’fcjvolution and nartural selection

Ml L
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[

ton, 1955; Lyan analyzes a numbet - .
including Frank Norris, Theo~

" dore Qreiser, and Robert Herrick, to indicate-the strains and tensions

W ‘h. projected by Ehg era’s emphasis on écononiic ambition and persgnal
£xpression. - T R
ms, Wilson Carey. The,Idea of F;r'a'tgm('q in A'rr:xeriréz.' " and I::)s
‘Angéles,..197§., A study that moves from che seventeend ¥ -

tigth century, chis book explores thg"meaningof'‘social {

40

g
gious dreams ofg

theories of individual achievément and reli £
rotherhood.

nity held .togethé} by ties of affection and b
of;f’_/mty. Chicago, 1954.(7An argument about
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?S A ously'taught'at Harvard and was a"vis_itjn'g' professor at Yale University. A
. spedialist .in social and cultural ‘history, he is also a conisultant td the
b‘_ 27 " National Endewment ‘fo‘r the--,'Humad’ﬁiti_es. and the Children's Television
;‘ ¥ Network. He is _theféuf.hdr of The Artist in American Society: The Formative
i2° 7 Yaars, 1790-1860 and Humbug: The Art of P. T. Barnum and gditor of The
R History of the United »St‘aiej,.'rS‘ojur_:g Reéadings and. A Land of .
‘o Contrasis, 1880-1901." - ¢ _ S y

- HELEN. S. HA"KINS is a post-graduate ‘research historian in the
*. - Program of S.cienc"-:;: ‘e'_chnolo'gy dnd Public Affairs at the’ University of
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2

. “NEIL HARRIS is currently a professor. of history ar the University of ,
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the' Cold War'and The Creation of the American Empire, which he coauthored
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- and America in the Cold War . '
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