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5 THUITRRTII R S T TH A B Tl LTERDOAEE DR TH 5,
W%%%ofﬁ%5Vﬂ:%ibﬁk&éﬁtk%@%@%%f%éoﬁ@ﬁf%b\
BN DITHETH B 1V (HFI204E1 H 25 H)

FERBBAEWE LTOT7 2 ) #1d. WEREH AP B2V 5HEETIE. b
R M LR END [WE] L LToT A Ak, —4EA ﬁﬁfrm%J@
LRNVESHZIAALEE LTABENL W5, %hiﬁmwﬁQWb OzH L ICH
LHERETLAHED L) ICERRSREKE, TERARLEK] THY, HMTHLUE A
MELTOEERSEREZBZI-LZATHE, BUDhoTL AMTFELOTH %,

FHEDS, COLIRBELFEEZOITTVAB204E (19454F), HAREI 7T AU HIZL 5
KBS H T BBICE S SN Tz, BFI194E (1944 4F) 11 H 24 H, HEPIELOTAE
B 2B WD N0V 7 2 ) 2 OBBEEIE. 25RO X ISHEO HIZB S Tz,

HWOEPH TV EZ, HUED, TRTOBBEDL A EZIBEVWTRATW S, KFHD
RATER D BN R Z 7225, BHEDO WD H720) Tl TV LD R Z v, HBRIZ K&
Wi, 2D Ido XD EEARZILD, LIEEOBEZRERATVULNOT, ZOESE
TERIORITEIGEL 2V E T ALY (W19 11 A 24 1)

B 29 &£\ RATHEDMRFET 57 2 ) H OBERIL. HROWMHEEIES IEDL 2,
DTELRVEEBEZKL ERITL, WIEHF—F 514 FOXOL Il ofkaEL .
KED [#K] 2FEFO LTz, REREFNKEL TR FEOEEZRERL, £<
DANMDOEGEE ST Z OBERIL, BUOLNXVLAERDOLNVEHBR 2T A v
IfER, TOEKS %2, TEHBT 20 TH 723 T TH5. Y

10 5 |, 233 H,

W DL, FEUIIZLDTT A AR TREL7=00%, WHI17 45 (194248) 4 A 18 HOZEThH S,

12 i [RPREkS AL =, 170 H.

) 7 20 B ORATHED, ZIZLDBERBRDDOE LT A—VERTVLEIERITFET S, RRL—EF A
BEIE LT, W EIC L AU T OARORBE BT LA TE D, [HEL BTk L 0 ii->THRT,
BRI T o CROBEDE B 23, ZNABACRma R L TESIESI Ao H A s, Bs [AYIchhid
W) EEANCHUTIE, BT [ THFORARE ORI 572 ATT D) [297, XL, kL) &,
RSB CH o720 ) AT (8] S+ =Rk L) shASOR (Fedikh, 2005 46), 32 Ho
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ZLT, FRIEELLE2H o720 3H 10 BRBIZITbI 7z, HEOBREBHIX~D R
THDOEEDOD ) X T, 728 ZIXTHRG (1890-1945) &, ToFE4 % RO o
BITRD LI ITH ATV EDTH S,

BMTOED DL, 27T LKA b, MHcbE, B 29 BMEERITZRD, #
MRS ICHEA D LIEA LIRATV S, BAICESHTIAITO, PLHYUST, FiRk
THEIE—BOMROBLTEOMm, B29Ik. 7 v 7 ) ZBICH: CEICHETH L, Y

ROk e b b, WREh UV RI VLB E - BHSE2V v —F VA ML ENLHE
RiZ. COH HKEHBOBEP HIROZEDPERICHEZ TVE2O2HET L, ZoOR &
CHHSRAEHEDNRL A | EE V72051300 725725 BEIEOIC 2RI,
Bz 2 RN EHIZL, B ET 2, BXZ—HEEZ. HRIE THARMTHRIZZ 0B
PR FHABRBRELHEL REICHLSEh] EBLOEN P20k 25
BOBEICHTLIHEE2EZLDDL T, B29L W) T ZDLDNDHEENEME
BLTWAZ LI, EETALENH LA HRIE. BEICX 2 AW EICET 58
PERHEIRT & 3R D & 2 AT, T A ) I OFRATHEOAZI YR I, VW DIE B %2 &% 5]
EREINTVD, 22T, TAVHEVIHRDF) AREWN A A= DICORH D%
KrHALDI LI, THICURTHA I, HHRIE, BLZ2—rA%D4H 15 HOZHE
DERIZH, ROEHIICEEZLDLEDTH b,

BIEH BN, TEEOHIRE BT, SKIFHEEEZ LIZLIE@ES, [] B
BEDOETREEAS, WO LI ITKED R Z R E V2872, B 29 3BT, TNE
TBBEOEEZ BT L5 75,19

FLTC, TA) D OBEEEZ [Ehnw] EEXLDLHORNIMTA» N, 728 21F
ERIEIZ, W20 43 7HOHZIZKRD X 5 I2HnTw,

W R AL CAPEsCE, 1990 4F) . 283 Ho

1 72721, 203 H 19 HOHROBOR AR ET 2 BESD S Do 5O % &
BERDE D TH2e [N AFoBKIE. BHTEHBESECHET50H 0, BEFIEHREI
AWRERIEE 2, ARSI Z OBR—IF KT TR BT HELLEICRL S0, 2R
LIIBEW B2 RS EZ R 72 D2 ETH D, ol b, HRDEE, MEZoMER), v=F
oW T LD bk, KEOR ) HIFIEEHFT <2 5T ) (GEBF). 302 E). 4 115 HO
TORBROBEI LD, [ZOKREZR, TOKHELHS T, BTN TR L7220 B0 LIS
FTEVIDRIOHESS, LA LENN. 7272 DRE] 8w T Tl &5 72, BIdEALL Bk
FE WD, KIZED] Loz, ZRICIEWIS I, AMTHWTD S5V n2008 1) A3 T,
TBAM] LubRiELAVRE VI BEL S, FHIZ) L2EABHAT20TH D, 7205 Mhick
LI 2 Uo7z V) 0% 5IEW S 2CIE?, [TAZKRSEZR03#2] L. HIXZ0B%
GEGREIEEZITFEE LTV THh b, (F322H), Mo ®RIZ4H 28 HOHRZICbH B, 7277
L. 4 H30 HOHIZIR DRERITHEO RS2 OMo REHE S I id, RBEL 289 2 F RIS
AHHDOT, MESoTHRETH2 ] (H331H) LOLiddsd b,

19 350 (Wb, 321 H.
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MRk EE, Be XTI F T Lo THELITS, #4725 ] MKT, 5T
HEOZEZIT &9 BRBRRIRY 72, [ MRS, Ehvial LEFS o727

FRPHVD [#47256] LWIREHAE, BROFEFHVL [Ehn] L v ) B
. CEROHBICBIARLERZETOAT, MFZRBERLILZESTVLDTH
590 [BER] LWy RIUCIE, 7 A) D ORITHEDI R LK E, ZORICE->TH
APE U BROEKE D Hck e b, 2t Ml D bofhe LT, BIZAR®
EHEICHFAPTLIDERF LTV, 72F7-FMUH (BM20E4H7H) &, H UMW
Bk % [ L8 OB IS TW A2 RBBREED . RO LI IZHELDTH S,

LRI TR < BRI E 2@ 0 17< o BHRBIZTV A Y EY PO EDE R
£

FAXEY FDOLHIZELDLTA) W OBRER, TORLIOERE., —D DR
B L LCREL O, ik, HEIRERE L 22 XWEEME (1893-1961) T3 5. WA
124 (1937 4F). K. O ZSHO DR TRFE % B b2 KNEIE. TFFT 14 45 DI,
HECTLIWYREZM#EL, TOTAF XA, Fr7, IV ra2#HLl, 2056, ¥
7o [High] % GELHE. RERSE=T=8) 28w T, ZHRIZKRO X 9 (2225
DREBRICDOWTEELDTH b,

BiL7Zhd L wd, TZHZHOFRZERND - 2RI, FAOR-01EB 29
DPHAERER TR D FEEZRATHE Lz, TOHOREZEDO I H RO B
NTIT>TINZHEL TWELEDRRI-OTTA, FEIZELV, HNPBEETHR )
ST BIEIEFICE LV, BFTHLI LEEENLELOLWVIZELN>72, OB 29
DEEITHNTHY . FHEICHAROWEBOLAVNZ VDT 2L, BOEWED
INEBRDIPENTFNERATVS, ¥ TOREROW LS % B LD DITED
72DTY, THIZZEEDOKE LM D—>,"

7T OHi REDORFIZEE LN EEOEFELVHELB 29, DB 291k, 20
BTRIZHDET AV A E W) FIE, ZERTOHRANOEGERD ZOE KL IW 212, #5E
74 A =TI F 5TV 7z IR & AT L Thil SN Tw 72 B RIC B W T,
KWNEIZ, SNFEREBRIEREZIMZ DD, RODEHIZHELDOTH 5,

FEOHICWY T—HEOB 29X INFORLZBICE XY T, ALMOME 25~
PR OMED B e & KB L7128, B 29 — P HE0ED FEEKARM LT, B

D RSB (o HAt) OhZASCRE. 2007 4EFMD . 153 Ho

19 KMok ER A REBHCR H 3L (BEEAE, 1995 48), 185 Ho

19 Zepy g (e PR B BRI R ) [ LR (b)) &> Fmili I KERE] (A3 3 %5,
1970 4E), 729 Ho 727°L, ZOF 7 A PREROFEZIZI LD TH 5,
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BERECERSITHD [WIHLH LS IIMER D0 %. MERDLDR. WMELR L%,
MEARR DO RED BI1I2E )V ThY.] EHEF-DTH L, ZORALIIHZEE L) H
O TSR 2 FHOPICH —~ROBIKXICZE 2 BATL R WD T, 7272
WMZET 2 HEORIEPITHAK Y BEA T, MOFH OHESTZH ORI B2 Tl
W, BEOBREBRIZBRERIROB 2T NI E2FTH, HHICWMY T
WEB LIOTHD, 2

B 2913, RATEEE B OFEREMEMICE > T, BREBTOBIIRLZON S, RN
T, B T &b T8l EUMREN) 20720 NEMMEEKRT 518X, B
HEEHTHICEL, MRTRTOPEDZ IMOBEELEETHHE LTHOHRY 1Y
LEZ LTIV RV LA 5Ty WEHO ERICRKE LT XY A DB 29 05,
TR HOHE] Z2HEDANBIIEALDE, L) T EIlhb, Tk, 20D &
SICHL EICKMATH 725 8NB I L2 HITHDEH, [MOFHOZBITIIH AT WD
BB TEIMETH 5, RICHZBHEZ LI TRE#HTH 2 2Dk, B
B DO%RPICB 29 2 MER =072, LRNEIZE 9o ZERFILAZOPDO T OM, Bz
Bh oM T—ROEKE I TREZBA] PHRAANZLAD, DT EFLHTHEL S
25—, ZRONEFICIRGFO MR 2 LTV 2R NED BV O S AR ARN S,

CZWCRAXHIIC, B2OBKRBLZT7 A A1k, EDOABEICH (God) @ [HE]
PIRADHAELT B o Tnh PHREMN, FISHE L 2204 A=Y Lz [ERXZHK]
ELTOTAY A, ThbEBAERE LTOEANX. ZOWENEZERIOWZIZ, A
MOV, WIKO LX)V R R 72, K (apocalyptic) 74 ¥V a v #Waiied 5 4
DELTELBNDIZW20THE, P

ZDEH B, —FEMEENA A=Y TESNLT A Bk, WEOLFEO LMD IIA
Lol d, 72 21 HROWHBX ZHERIS, TAV SISk p7RBE, RBlREEX

O TRMBBHEAE] 9% CHBEIE. 1963 ). 464 H. RNEOHBROMITIL, BRERE
TEHO [HICHEDE2HEDIEIMELR L2075, MELLD%, MELLHD%, ZIBEPICEANOHHED
RPAET DTy SDFEDHBHIZHD TR ] “Woe, woe, woe, to the inhabitants of the earth by reason
of the other voices of the trumpet of the three angels, which are yet to sound!” (King James Version)
IR HNTEHDO W R B0

2V ) kil 463-64 H.

2 [ b, 464 H

B ZoiEh TAVHOB2EELVEEL, TOILEEXLDLLEEOBE LT, HWHE R
BHET NS, [—HHNE HiE L ORE B CECHEOTICH ) REIRD T2 2 2 8 [ ]
HHEOAYF VL THhTELEZERIZAT L L] BRSO —1% [] FEH§H L SHEITHR
HIZHEATRITREOMD LS WD FEDO &2 KO~ T, £ L TEDMUD > & 5 R0(12HhD
PICTRATHRO BE 2 2, 2CRF LRSI L2 ENEE2ELEAW A ] (BFHGE] BT ILE
T—=HZ4MH) AERE—RBEE] BTN (hJeAimtt, 1968 4F). 354-55 Ho [BIHICH72D. HiD
TR RLUERRLRICUD2] 20 DEOX ) 2flx—it 34, HEOZEITHN T2 HRADIGIZD
W, FEHRIUTOME T L2282 5, SUGAWARA Katsuya. “Great Bearer: Images of the US
in the Writings of the Air Raids,” Comparative Literature Studies (Penn State Univ.), 41:4 (2004).
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BB L 272, BeE (1906-1955) @ [HEH] (194646 H) &, 7 A A5
WCHIFFSNBHARANZ D% %,

IZRELTHDEWEKELETRY DT LNDR) b or?

EEBT 5, T [HEREFOMT] 252 LPEEIF L. DO FTHUSHT
BENELTOTAND - A A=V %P EED, 1 FEAENTEED ) BIZABOAE
POET AR, B S 2RI THD, 2 LT ZOEKLEE. AHOER%
BZLREBPECTLEAT LT A AIZOWT, ZBHHRE (1925-70) X [4RF] (1956
) OBRPT, KDL ZEITh b,

BFIHIED+— A2, B 29 OHRIREN H D72 YE, RS WIHICH 2288 % 5%
FaHhE RN FEEAETSKICAEND I LD, ROOZEDLEI DTz, []
I35 M2, KR 2. AMMRBEZGL 2882, AMIWEDL. Budod
ELWbDH, BLERTH—OFHTIIHLORLTLELSERZKOEHEKDOR
IRBOEERTHI, LD THLREDEDER SR X1, s BlInT
FEELREDO, TTFLVHOKY) ORI BidN, REZLZEZ0O%E T 227,
FANBLBLGANGZVIEET R LE T 2P

B 29 OBEE MY /8GR O AW, RS TEMFICHKT 5 OB I k%R [R
DIEFER] TERZ7E] LLToOT7 AV A2 Bwiid, ABWBELZEBZ /2. AHOERE %
FTHMAT, ERA, MEELGAEELTOT A . HORDD D% EBUZ X - TEYY
LZFMEZECT, TRTCEVELEAIIILOETT A A, PR LIS, 280 TEN
PHBHELTDOT A ) B ZDEI BT AY A%, BT OZOBITMEIEMT 5,

=29 L7z [R#ER] TABIMBIEL M L 7-2880 ) &, RNED 225 2 72 BURERO ik
WHE L%, 20 A oEGEHLOSLTLEIERTHE 2 HE LTS X—=U 3,
ZNCZZ[TT LWL U SN2 NOM X 20 JEVERRO N ASHE L2 5 3% T3 A1,
W EDOANEIL, ZOERIIOVTEZ LT O, Ziud. BELZ OUhdido) A
DH#, W%km5WT%W7éﬁ%%Oo%h&K:%\m9tlé§%‘TXUﬁt
wvﬁ&#%tgﬁhm B OBERONRLE LR DD TH 5,

LtEk&fEka@?ﬂUﬁoﬁéw:k KELDHAHH ETH T EITHREN
UK EDHODLTT A Ao KEVHPWZIZ, MICRIFTHEDL, ZoEazifiT 5%
HERDBT AV I, W, WEEZT X)) AOEDOTIEZTZALDLENI, COXHIET

A BNV HRANTZ BNV nw) 2%, TR TAZENTELTHA
Vo EOEDBA A=V ELTHROTWZDIE, FSIBMEBRL V) MTRFRL-T
RENLEHEOEETIE 2T, ERGT AV A THo 72

W EAE] 04 (SEEHERE, 1998 4E). 75 Ho
D) M= B R E] 6 (il 2001 48). 54-55 H.
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BZIE, 185347 H8 H (FA64E6 H 3 H). {LAEINCHNZNRY) — 2R\ 5
MEBICLZZHARANZZE D, SHEOTFRIIH T 2B WMICHE C & & B2, B oF % 4§
DIERGHMERTBECEROH 2 RiE- T, 728 213, BROBMEETH ) BMiE
ThoAEARSI (1811-64) 13, WHIZR BT TT A ) A Z Bl L,
NEOZBBIZ T REWERLOD, & [MOMBELIY LT, Wl ELDRrR5
FHIHEERE. | % (EARIGI0 TZEH FASEM ] K646 H6 H) &, KEDSZ251F
TWeDTHb, UL, FNRE LTORIUN, 7 A ) WO, 2hiA7R 3 HA
W LEBECHIRL, £/ L LCOMOERIICHSDRMZIFETRONLI L E2RTE
EThHorh)o [HIEEME, WEREM | T2WEZ 52 LI %1N. [PHEEM] 372
BHEWED (T A HD) FHEEROZRIIEE I NS L E BT, TRITHTIERDOA
WCDERLETW2e HRAZDBDERAIZT A A L8l L-5mcBne, ZREER
L) A REES R T, MEMEN 2 KEZ 7 X ) B L TORLTw, 2hb 7k
—DODBITH 5,

HARADT 2 ) A LTHRLEA A=Y 0dI2id. 29 LB e BROKE & S
MWRIET %0 T)THLLEH, DEFOELEEN LPRBEVERET A1) #ITHT 5K
FH TR L) BB D&, ZOEKSIZBWTHOEGOKIER M Z DIAFEND
BROBM, T X HIINT BMERE AR, LB TIE TR BFBICORP LD, L%
AAHTENTEDLLHICEDLNG, Thbh, BEMIODEEMIIOMEIREOKE %X
BB T AV A EV)FAHERBIEZLTCELLICEDLNLIDOTH D, 2F ) [k NEH
k] EEPELEOEEELTHY ) BDTIER VD TD LX) RMVE, 2IHRTE
FTALWERIDTH S,

0 [ BRI ARSI BRIV AGAZE ] BARBEERTR 55 (IR, 1971 46) .
343 Ho

20 [HEEAR, PEVESSA. RHLE X3, RERL. B CL o TRWERL, HMRCHWS -] (4
Bk l)o W LE, 244 H
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BLDOWNL R P ——drk B4R 100 45—

MOE MEZRR
1. RREHZOFHES ?

HFENCBIT 2 B OBFPICHELED TSI MERICGZONEEZEZ S
B2 TEFTHRLTBEZVI LI, "HESNLHE LvozERTO K
B As, REREASE L2 EBHFICAONAVWE W) T ETH D, LR ED, HE
POHREW., $2bb 20 fiATEOIICB VT, 7 AU AARENTHEIC L o TG
RO % B KFE - AYBETH 720 TAVA Y - FEZ I ¥ —Id, $3L (Sun Yat-
sen) RPEH (Liang Qichao) Lk, hEO ZHBUANFE DT 70V 2824t U7z L.
REBoOmTH “HEEZETLEIEN L) f A=V —BHLULAFEL, BT 5
L IIZFENIIPIHERS (1937-45) IZBWTE—=ZIZEL,

bHA A, F—RKKEOWBUIZ D BT 4 VY Y ERANDELRL, HRKEED
[E RBUff (the Nationalist Government) (X432 HFRYE ANANOBEEAS, HEHR T 5
DTS 2 FORNATENCES L 2 8 iddh o720 LA L, FRETHL T B
BEY LB 2 B L3 A4MET ISR A E W) IcE o7 HBEOEMIZHED
BURRRLEHE - EAIZEPN, 72 ) AREZ 2T 5 Lo M0 b 0Tl
572D TH 5, FEHLALOFIRTIE, F U A MECRHEMBAT SCH~O RE 3 38010 5
B, BE LT R OREELELI LI o720 TNBENE & D ) FEEN R
EENC R o 72 L IEE VDT,

ZOHHELTETFONL DI, PRONEBOTEENELETH L, BT LML S
NBMMORBRDOHF T, 7 A1) A1d 20 ALK, PEANORFEW - L EZE L
T EEFRWIOZ Rz EHREAT (clean) “AFEARE (fair) OETHE LV
FIG % I N ICRD RIS G- 2 el 720 KEIMERSL BB O SIS T 28 L L7 3EIE I,
SHTHHEAOLHEOBIEICIER L T,

FAEWERE LTE, BARLE W) B “HE” fFAEICR) L 2HPRE W, 19
ALk, HEOEMRIEFEDOR T, 72X EARZVTRLZOMEE - HHEE L
THBMCEELREEHE R Lz, EICHARATE - HERSFZ 1SR, %M
i (vellow peril) R#E#EEH) (anti-China movement) (W Hi3 57 V7B L %2E
FI2, PEOVELEOBEEE SN H o7 205 1915 4ED - — 05K

(Twenty-One Demands) P, HEHF 3 35 24085350 & 5B, PEO
BB R LR E D, 1930 4RI 2 5 & OB K DM EI A SN B
Folz,

b o kb 1920 EMRLIRE, B Vo mMBUZ X Y, AR (GLREsE. CCP) =V, ik

(ERSE. KMT) =8IRKE VI RERDSE LA i rp E E N O BIaHiS o 3
O DI LIl holzd, TNTHHRH_OEMEIICBITS K" X SIEEHEN -
MDD ThpolEBbNbd, TOMEZWALITT AT X1 FEM 2 BRI 2R
AEALETH Y, MELRENIERTIEIH 225 WEIREYHRT, 25—V UAREE



WHORZET A ) ARFHEIITE 58 19

DOFRF (Mao Zedong) 123 L ThABHIEKEMZ L 52D TIE RV LEE->TnizZ &,
FAEBREE PV—~ v b ZNZNIGER ST F Tld, BIRKRZ &0 72 BRHERE O]
BEMEZ S F TRV — P T TV, LWIHITEY—FE2BITHICEEDTH L,

KT, 1950 4F 6 A oAk S o Fh I & F i < PE ORISR, Pk R 2 B
RIS 2 BT - 72 L MO FETH . W7 VT EHRMAH OB EICE D, W
ENEZ OB IS SEA R - BHOBBEICA S, o, WEICBIT S K
KA FFOE =2 IE L Vs THBETIE RV,

b, #ENeC L, WEORBRAESICUR S, BRBOHARS S SNz
LT A ESHENZE 5T 20 RATHFICHE DT XY A ~OKIFN - HEMN
ARXA=TWENZ->T "HHE (FF W) ENbZEIholz, 2L T
WL 7 A HaETER JEEEA D RS, PBOE T H BB D o—i. EXIk H
HE#RST OBERV . L, £ FFaf¥—ln "Bk EE:EIL, —KRERD
TAVAMELEDEMNLERIES EFToTVWIEEEDNZ, 2L T A AL
WA ENE, FEICE ST, BAR - By 7 - A4 ¥ P CHBEANICES - Rk - G220
BEEE R L TR T WBEE Tl 2 v, DM ) 1 {2 KETH %,

Z) LR A A=V OMEEH, PENCBITBEEN K 2R OEN
BOIZLTWEDONE LNy, $L b RET Y 7120 LHESKE L TE- X
I BENE IR 7 A ) HIZRN T Wz, SThZ 2, hY s viaiE@ggibs 5, BRE -
JARK (Zhou Enlai) &HEOIREERZ LT, 1971 4E 12 KBl o B s % i S &
EATHHEDFZA L)

Z Ok, PEOEBES~OBRICE D v, R ENE Y 2 R E AR
“WOBIEK OWBEIIBEREMBEL T, L2, b oo, 1990 £k %
&L BHROBAERLE RSP OFFE L Vo 7P REIVER L, WEE &) F  EEERE
KIS L L 720 X D KRB OBEOFTH -7z Vv#IZHEELA-L, 72—k -
THEHCEA OIS N T, WERERIE2P O T BETHRE LD L22d %,

ML, BICIEEAR, Bl viEe vy Eo B CloBuzk”) BHEELLED
Ly OKRRWENCIZ ED & 9 R RENERITFERE V) ZETH L, & T EORFK
RICk %) BUAMESEN 7L v 20Kz, MEHEOREEILEREh PRV, [H
WERICHZET A A EHAZ, GETAIFEONST—IZED I IZAEHEI DEV IR
HICEE L TWADTH b,

Fx, PENCE > THMEEFR I YOREMBZDOTH ), BHFORERED/=DITH
FIRBEEZ MR L2, ZO20ICNERO T DAV B EBLIEE T v e v ) OB
Thbo WEBBGRIEET 2 “EELV—VOBEE" Lvd 4 X — IOk LISHED
WRICRLZHHDZOHDIIH D, ETIUL HEICE > TRAD “BHEE" 7297
& DREN « A 2% BRMER S, WA BCEOR TRV T IA TV T4 25255600
MIRIZED Y o T AV DL OBRE RS BT LHTIE. WD B2 LR L T2 000
{THs (1)

1990 4, 2 F D A A Mk, a0 — WAL ORMRICZZA LT, kBB 2872
RAEMEZBRZE LIZ LD, ZREDIERL2TO LI & "BoBuT K" v ) il
HICiE e ) TOIRE S 2 WHIMETS K, TNZ2FICHEMNEEZHE R L 22 5,
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EOIRICEIL TR &, Ko tid, R H" 28 IFH2 R KRS arY
ZLDHREL, Zh)yy "ERMEGR &L%o T, BIFONLBORT OAEAT 2N %EBZTE
728 ThHDH, BFHFITL TAHAIME, BORREIZY72 0 ER O SUSIZBLRE % $h7b 7
FUER 53, BIRERAO "LETE OFEIETEITMIO6hoTnbE V)
CLThHbH, T2 TAVAEDANBAERIHEZ, TLERA V& —% v b CTlIMERIC
BHMNENE LT >T, TEADT XL A=V L RELSER L. TDMHT
b, MHEREMREA A—IPHENT A MEEEYHL TR, dieliod
DI o7zt FIRETH A,

2001 4E9 AICT A ) A & H S LI T ik, TN E TRIRERICH - 72 KBIFR
R R EbNE, TIHZAY Y EEELZHEL, Hilmv A4 ZVEHKRKT
AAFG—LBEHERITOFTOIME ENTVWEHEBFIE. ZOFM2HEICT A
HLOMIC “Tuloln" OILFEEEE &), BRUESEAZL VW) DI TH D, T
AT "9 - 117 Ptk ORISR E AR BEILE X Tuhv, 7a Y A8 E W) Hilzk
WO omBUC L), BRBEREFOREDBICM 722/ EZ S, LAL, bHAA
MEARRL RolzblF Tld v, HTHRKDBRE VI REGEMET, Kb oxtrs
AL T A fEfRiIRVICH B0 TDIEH, RigieH - B EEEZ O 50 R MM e
BE - AMEEMELR ST, 72 ARFENOED Mz UL, PEOEIHRE D .
T [ B AR S TEA L 3 2 Wl BB B HEBR T & v,

AHETIE, F3 19 RSk O KRB EFEDOER 2 MBIL, £ D 1T, 1990 4£4%
DRChSbpEOCK KHF ¥ aF ) X L0ELIFEE 5 L. kR4
BRPEONRBOEDER % il ETOFEIH») & Lizv,

2. ®RERMR 100 F - MO DRI 5

(31T 20 HACICE 22 5 1899 4E A5 1999 4 £ ToOH KM EZ, T 2 TIRMEODRHICIX
Ly BRI ORRE HHICH S ML THIv,

BE—HY (1899-1949) : &2 - HFIDEFHA

Yarv -~A4 (John Hay) ® “MFERKES" (Open Door Notes) \ZIEFE 5T A1) A
EHEOARKI 2 ZERBEROGBZE D ik, L TES2TKIFN DO TH 72, —2IC
3. FEALEEH 2 EHBRICENTHEANOMG- 28D 727 A ) 225 L4806 —B L CHT
HEOEFZT. hEO “Re” ORSBE-BLCEPRLBRLAEZLrH D, SHIT,
BORIH CHEONBLEANOW I ZE L E Rho722 8T 7 A Y A IEHEOIEL N A %
12 B T RIE RETHEEDA A=V RMANT B I LRI L, FNELRM
I 5DH, 1910 EFAFREE 4 (the Boxer Indemnity) ZHWTERV.EN/T7 2 B8
FP MRS (BUEERY) THH. TITHhLERLATY) — MeEmid 3 E
By B - BER - FER - EER - SUER R SRS WS TR O E LCokE %
BHEL. PREITFOMNF & o7z, WHENIZT 2 ) A REZFHD 728 (Hu Shi) %
L FORFEHILE VS TIWES S,

EZ I > TS RBKIFEE VI £ A—TId, F—RKEE, 74V Y Y FHRIC
W HBIEELDZRBEITL 5T, 7 A IANOWFEE KIZED2, “AHIEKR @
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7 2) A AN & B L, HARDA YIS L2 AMEZ BER S50 TIE v e
W) IR TH B 23 Gk (Paris Peace Conference) Dffifid. &k ash, X
LUNAEHPDICHL SALRHEAOHEZFT b DI o7, bz, FHkve
Ibh-ud7IZ hEEZNE REICHES> TENEDOTIER WAL W) BV LEDS
BOEHT % FEBR L 725 e — SO B AR A Z 2 1Z Lz LA L, Zhd/z72512
HE k% B> 72b 1 Tl vo 1920-1930 8% U C. W EESTERIC B 2 872 5
Kty aF ) X055 20b 5 $, LA (concession) RHfFH (settlement)
HEDOFMEE D 72T A ) A ORELE ORRIE. ERNICRIFCES2R2 LD TH 2L
STV,

ZH) LB EBE LA0)5 1937 SO H kS, 1941 SEOKHHHFOFFHTH
5720 HEREZ W) BOBUI B A ) MMEEE LT, RPOMG@II AL — FE2nens
BITHEDVTAILIZR 5T BELLZOE=21E, T AV THEEZITIZRK
EWiko=IZLTHEO7 7 — X b - L7 4 RE# (Soong May-ling) ——4HF 03Bl
Ti¥Madame Chiang Kai-Shek B3, 1942 4EH 5 1943 FA T Tk 2T L <
L. PUHEF~OWMI 2R ZA T, 72 D ER SBEHNEAZ Z T2 27259,
COBIIE S N, W% - BARLE ) MBET 2 ) A, BRLTHE LW EICER S
EWMEWNZZZELERET A ) B, L) A 2=, @h o oitEs LT,
H B ERD LOPEANORIEIZNFE ZIHARAETNL TN S,

bHAA, MBI D E, EILNE (1946-49) OWALR VEOHFLE, S HICHT VT
TEEDOZALITIE U Ty HRBERIIARERIRNICH S, 72 ) #HTIE, FAih (Chiang
Kai-Shek) BOFEDMIATEIICEERM % 2 L, It keth % 53 L 720K B R M b v
7oLy ETIRAP AR CREEZHEIC L TV o 20IFB LT U X OViIRM
ADIEH L 7-EREB %2 X T 57 AU I~NOHH ZHmD TV o720 LA L, WjEREG
DOHRIZBWT, TAVHEFMAERL T 50— BB 2 X T 2 882U b2 L
WEaho7L, ERBUF D Ik - Vil e oxdi b, #FN - HHWITT 2 A ERKOXL
BEEEEG L) 2otz ZHALLODOH - &3 v 2. 1949 4 F THERKIF O AR i 1%
R L7 5IRETH 5,

SHHA (1949-72) : Bxd - WIS DBFHEA

KHFD SHOS O BIFRZALIE, BIR 20725 THBR L 720 LRSI X 2 BUEE & ER
B OBENOWAETH %o "0V —RE" 2HIFL2HPEICE 5T, 72D 213 E T
ROWRE & % o720 BER TS 2O BRESHIHEEZ T 2 & & OBREH
DB EEITNFEL DT TR o7z HIZWRIE, AF =) Yo Vil ORI
EAT LI BERARVHEEATHo72) OO, 1950 4F 6 HIZEhTE L ik,
K EASE WK Z LR 5 2 LT RIGOAMO W HOS IR Z BELT 5K & it
HEzol, TTRBWTHET V7 OWERAHID WL L, THUIHERE, P850
Lo THHICETBISAOMEZ D25 L TV b,

E=H (1972-89) : FORE - & B DOBFHE
K DI LI 1969 4EI2IEE Do N M FLAMEFDITEXEHIVZITHLELY) ETHT
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A J LRV EBEOBIED ST A ) h L OBREE L KD D EO BRI L, 1971
EDOFy vy VX =g, 19724F0=2 v Vi, EiEII 22505kl v,
W7 VT EEARH O E H7-5 TR RERICO 25> Two o YR os#its
L, WAL R L e ) IERHNICH Lo X, hEORETIZT 2 A (FLTH
R) EOBERIEFLDEZBIRL-DOTH L, Z2OH%, HEL T 2 ) HOEZHIE. &
EREOWH 2 2D o TRIEERXLEN, h—F —BMTD 1979 128> T L H L
FEHTHH,. B D ETOEICHENSEZ » 72 Biizii— i B (Reform and Open
Policy) ORREI—I8F% G200 X 912, 1980 FRI KA - H A BRIZBHE DR
A, PEORFSE (¥ 2 HASIEL. PEIZHRZ I Lo L3 2 UG
R BANIR 2 0 < & v ) BRI BERATHIR A5 > Tvo 72e “1972 4R4KH]T T
DEAWTH %,

EMER (1989-) : /AH - FREDRFH]

L ZAH, BHAMOKIFBELRIE, 1989 BN A7 b Tliia HO N A Z L1k b,
BETRREMEL (S - UEEE. the Tian'anmen Incident) %O ENZ RS 5 it 3 2 E
DREF RN T NV ) Y OBEREEICIEE 5 CBAE (V- /WA S EROHE) O
E, O TRPHOERFRMEHOHEEZZELE I L ZonT & otz T AY BT
FVEHERLTEEE 2 &0, BT & 2P ERFAAANOBBIN S 7V F 250 57z
L DR - M - FOAZIME 2 Y MYy, A & S L 7o EIBUG YR A
" (Peaceful Evolution, & FEFOTPNIEE) ~OBERLEH HHIZL. BUARW
BTV —=F PR %E RS hedhoiz.

Lldwvz, MREHOKIIKLDIF, AL ZHTH D, FETIZE/INFE (Deng
Xiaoping) DO Ki#aE (Southern Tour Lectures, 1992) % & o IR ERBOT 7 &
VAR L, RREE E OMERFZ RO TV, /20 TAYADZ ) ¥ b Y BER,
BEMER AEREANOBELEZR L2206, PEICH L THERoZL & “HEAD"

(containment) Tld7 ¢ “BI5." (engagement) B ZEIA L., ZO#EF19984E121 “Mk
Wiy, ¥ — k- —3 v 7" (strategic partnership) % H1[E & OB CTHEET 512 S,

CTEBVT, MERRERESCHETIERLELTIZU—X - Ty TEINLZOH, H
EOWTONMEMETH 5. HoRMENIZIX, e “AMEYIR” (human rights diplomacy)
REBMEE O CRBEFEDSHZ 0o 72 Ly 1998 4EITH T - ZZNATO®EE 2 — I
FER RIS SR, PEOPCREEZ R IBR S8R L o720 HREROTE
FERT VT RO ME, HPEROEALL D5 AT, FRERIZHEZ S OREE
BENMDY OOH o720 LaL. 2001 £ 11 AICHEAWTOWME L2 &k, WE
DEBREZEY)HZTIIRESIELE RS, BRFENEERLEL SIS RN
£2” (constructive and cooperative relationship. 7 v ¥ 2 BHEDS “9 - 117 AR 721247
HIL L7 BOROREAR FE) 2 RFFT R, 728 2 EHW - BRI SR — RIS
FA5H LD, BUED B WHREZELZ I ICEELLWESH,

T2, AT (B oBEA TEANT (RERE) X BEHEMT (AN o
JEIZHE-> TV B PRERIIML CRENZDDIIRYHI B L) T LTH S,
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3. BRHGEDF S aFURLE ‘R “RE

EC UEhoBXga25F 2720 T, BOR EWIRIVRITLAOEEIIES L
TELICELAREMNZ LS 21E, FTWEENPE V) 2 Lilh b5 9, H Mo
Mook AR ISR O T, BiR - A FA X ——fmThoTze ZORMO UK 13HA
WCRETAL72EM - BEEvw) X0, A2 ARHOBHEER Lo 2a—7 2T
Holzo FIITHLT, U “BCK” X 7a—"bofEREZERICLT, SF8F
LREENEEL, FWo X o % W (all one color) TlE %L o TWADHIKE
RENTH L, o, B BEWOKFHBIRY, ThZhHAL VEEZ BN L7
ORI V) WMMARHEETH o 2D LT B O EET IRERO W
W (HDHVIETEY) AL L W) RTBOBERNC L) BRTH L2008, K 2
1 BBANRTLEDRTVEDE RS TWA, 2 LEARLELRNN— =Yy S
(IRPEBIAR) 13, 1990 AEARIZLARED HHBRIZOWT D IRIZF L2 EER S E /D
22T HRHMEO BCKRT 2EZABICETTEAZVOIR, B)FETH RSV S
FIVALOMETH S, PENICRST, HRTHEETHIHE LI L7225 K7 I TIIBIT
L5HO K 3HEOFEHRRPLMABLHEO DL OTIR R L, ML L 2 ERER (F
%, REFHR) ERERCR-oTOLHICKEArH L5, Lrd, ShEOF > 3
FVALXZE ST, FTHRTRE “MWE" LvziE, 72XV A EHRLPZV,
ZORRTVERNL BOK” KH" #BIFTI96EDORA M T —bholz [/ L
S 2 AWHE] (China Can Say No. #KilIn3. HARHEHHM) THhs, [[NOJ &5
25 HAR] GEHER - AFEKIRE. 1989 4F) Mg EKE L ToL bhzZoRoHEl
. BT AHER G OF Y aF ) ALAOMERB L V) EIRTH, A NGB o
ZBITS “RENRETR OBEERIZEsZEVWIEBERTH, BIKEWLDOTH L, BX
RSNz ) 7w Z5 35 &,

T A AIMEOFEBFFEETEZ I L v
TAVAIHSERETE 5721772

HAIABOFE S FHETEIE L 2\
FEICHARHD T OIRETE 2L b,

PENIMBOFE D FHEL £ 9 L IdBb A,
MENE A 2R L &) &) 275

LdH b BT [WERBRMROBUR L IEEOEIR] & dH o> T, FHVRROKRE 2 H
WCHRGHREMRAY VATRERELTWD Z ED50ANRN S,

PEEN TS “EEF 3% (patriotism) EHEINE ) LAFEOHRF > 3+
ALE, kY 2y VA=Y —DT L & ETFHFEE#ED RS HHPREROM TS RKWIZH
LEGIEDDOHEHH, T TILMEICEOHR LMWK EZ T3 TELTBI ),

(1) FFERWBTE DR, BEMERTDH 5, BEITHEICE - T FIRIC X 281
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EREOREEOERTH Do FMIPGFE TR, WICKHEFROEZIE T THH I - 72
Kifi— - MERO 7O AL, WEDBRBOMELFEE 2o T, FEADOHATD (self-
identity) 2T 5550 2L TV D, L CICAEDBERFGRIZB VT, 9 LR
DREIFEAER LMD, RIE - F8 - WHse ECTHAERE ST, BUREBRRESH O
LYy 2 e LTEbRTE, ERBVICBITLRKOBDPHERGEERTH > 7201,
JERICHRAE BHEF > a3+ ) XLAOFHN, F-T “KH" ¥RV GFE. B%
T, FERKER, LZ—8HKi L) LT DITLRTH S,

(2) IR R &L, BUBRERTH 5. A - WREMFHIC X 2 BN, N
VY OBERIEOHEE A T T, 1990 EE D S HEIBUF I3A S A T v F—0REI
Y oTHELUZ “Bt4S7 (national integration, ERMA) Oz “SEIHK <
WREDBRLEE Lozt aF ) XLOBHICE - Tk - BEHEALTA X
I o 7ze 1994 4121 [EEFEFZBEFIEMME | (Outline on the Implementation of
Patriotic Education) HHIESENT, Y AX T4 TRFREBEOL T, Bl o s
EEN DR E B O, BIRERMRICIITE IR T “EHTt” 77— 25535k
L7z E720 2000 4FIVLIUR (Jiang Zemin) SEAREGAMEE L, Z O 2004 SEOBIE
BETE—V I XEN "=Z=20DFK" (the representative of three sectors) ild.
HEE % “HREIIEHE RO TR CTH S L MK, PEAR L PERBEORI#THEK T
H» 5" (“our Party is forever the vanguard both of the Chinese working class and of the
Chinese people and the Chinese nation”) & L. LR OERBEE~NOHE X723 D
2 HEREOBER G OFEZERIE. WELT Y aF ) XA L2RAEDIE
MR A BT R o BROFERERAZ &5 "B 2Wiksb 07259,

(3) HZEIHBHERTH S, PFTHHEHIREEF, 7Y a3+ ) X20HWFOZELT
Hbo HARMIZIE, ¥ aF ) AASHEAE, il HET2EH(RLELTOLTF A
(netizen. “WR") R “BNLE#H-H" (angry young men. “HE") OWHEHLH 5,
BB M2 "Bl 2SS Ry PZEET. BRENZRSS S IGER O L 4
D, BEEIFERBHLEDOD 20 TBIRHTSOONAHBERHERLWE oD, HO#E
MOBZRDTVD, WINBETHOTEERE 22 -EFPEREEZ THRET 25, W
HIIHEREE L TRV ELR-ERERR LTIV, 2OHIZiE, KEESZH TV
— 75— LRV E VI REEEROHR T, 14 - BFOBIRLBUA AR O H 0 J5I1H
WEELETVWDIENELEETND,

COHEMPEZZL [H] Frar) Xaid, 2L EBWICIET200, s
FIIRELTVB L W) T, EREENTH-72 (1) 2) @ [IH] F¥yraF) Xt
BETHD, bboHA. R LTHANE. LTk ERBHOMED T, [#] [1H]
WD F T g+ XTI IROBEBRICH 5. B X VEBRTIRZL2DIEIIA) —F
AT RS [IH] FYaF) Xah “EREN 0xHZ220r, BEEE»S
—ED “FHEW AEREINDZOITHLT, Q) @ [#] FraF)Xr@dblarze) Lk
25 HHIZ, FHWFOMERS LT, BFENASHRTLIZLIE "398 LA
HTH Do 2005 4F 4 Ao EFSHEHICHN KA /783, FSI2Z2 9 LoD, “HE
X B—HD “BFEH LT Tholztlbh b,
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TS Laho/z "IA" FEOIKRIZ, BUFYRFEIE [H] F22F) XLOBHEHAH S
LR WX EBORE R T, BELZE VR ONDL, LT at ) XL
2D CHEROUEZHEEIRHA L, (3) ZRINZBIFHIORI L 72T 0 b —1i
MICEE LA (1) (2) LRWILERITT S RRRETER "REF > a9 247
DRMEZRIEIE, REIVFEHIREZETHL, Ll L7zd )T, 2 THEHSIAERS
o "RE & EREERMHZEOTICH Z720F, 22 o TEFOBORR I
ZERIELDPRZVDETH D,

4. &V HZT DR

RIBICUL R0 7228 25T 2T BEN R mEEAEEZIT/ITFAZ LT #
H 2D LD 72,

- RENS BCKT 3B AN ROCRER 13 hve “BUARRCK” (politically anti-America) &
“TALBIK” (culturally pro-America) DT Y EINT 2L, BUKT OMEEAL R P
5b—EDANZALERRZ T D FHROPKBEROREHKE TIE, PENRET R
Z CBOKT WL CBRORT ATENASEIRINICEE TS5 TH A D AN EhA POKRER IS
(NS R iiz1 RS EAN

- HESF Y aF Y X0 E LT, LILEFEFNSETFSN S “H” & "R 3
SN ELTRELTH-TH, TORBMHRZ %D RIZT S, POR™ 121d K
H © X912, BRI P 7<I2X o T "IN AHEE" SIS HETH L. L
72ho Ty HT SRS L ) 2HEERETH 501 LT TBORT 13
MECRIRETH %,

- Lol Fhud RKR” ORTERHEEZEBEIRT 2D TIEHRL TRV, BRED/ N7 —D
REODNHVIE, HPERR AR TOMEREIEE o TEILT A2 ki
HoTh, ¥RITRDILIZHEVESLI . Al L OHEOUF AT KEREZD LS
ICHEHELTBY, 7 AV D O—BERIFHATHEICEROSEMPL S v, KRRIE
F2" DR EMES HRZREER E Tk, R RISEBEBRICHEI 2L TH S, N
FHREL D "B OVAZ &R~y Y LEMVEL, KE B3 o S Bk

(coexistence and rivalry, #FOHOIALE) 2 LEZTL VD TIE R WD,



26

(ZZxik]

- ATLHE TDEA] R BIsRO A X =) SPLAL. 2002 47,

- EAE [PESVROFHEE] (R - FIEH) . WRORA R E. 2007 46,
CIEKER THRENE 24 [ ] 1% o 7], SCEHRK CCEHE). 2003 4,
CAHKSEM [HEAS TROH | 245 CTh H]L Mttt (+a Fri) . 2006 4o

- HB¥E— [FREdhsF 3t XA HpAs R T s 405 BIHBE. 2007 46,

- EARIR— B PR BIAR] HAREBEHERTZERT, 2007 4E,

SRR THORBIGR L NS ES [ EoSse—a ik & FUE] IR, 2007 4o

thKEARRE E R

1899 J-~A TMFEHk] B5.

1905 HFEEAN - ZHEOBRCKRAL T v b,

1912 FR e R R 37

1919 NV A LERIEE, FES],

1921-22 T v b o

1924 B—RE AR,

1931 Jue =\ GiliE%)

1937 t -t OEEEES

1943 JORBOMN & BEREOF (FEBEE), OARLIEREBHE, 2 filibga - myhk
MESRUEE i 2 V2 AR Fl

1946-47  EFEPEIAL, ~— > ¥ VAEHETE .

1949 [HREAE] drde A RIEFER

1950 oy R R A EAR B 48 RS (-1953) .

1969 K RS E (BT Vy Y 7).

1972 =7V yREEEPET (RiEIIa=7),

1979 KA ER AL B/NEDR K

1982 Kb AR (7 2 ) A OBBITEERTEH O @SR % K H)

1989 B TR R A M FE,

1998 7)) v b YIREEEAE . BTSN — S = v T B ERR

1999 NATOKERHEH R 7T — FOPERMEL 8" (A - NFH) .

2001 KEHTERRAE ¥ i Crh E R B AR & Bl Ui S IS A ke, R E DS
WTOWZ Ao

2002 AVAVEWN v L e
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®1 [PEFFEH xv 77— “HEFFEHR (2004 £ 12 A-2005 & 1 AXHE)

S| HAR |9y 7 | 79742 | FA Y |4 v F | #E
FRENCT LT bBio| 1045 | 987 9.85

8.99 8.33 7.33 7.32
& % ] (1785) | (1685) | (1682) | (1536) | (1423) | (1252) | (1250)

HEICE 5 T d RS 1024 | 979 75 531 5.68 8.55 5.77
DY 75 [ (1112) | (1063) | (814) | (B77) | (617) | (928) | (627)

FifEix %, () NOBITRTEEK.

ey 73~

http://qnck.cyol.com/2004/kanshijie/kanshijie.htm & 0 & HAEK o
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HHIZ B 1Y 2 BOR TGO JEE S e B
LT

45 27 TlE, 2003 DRI X B ZCRDFE, 4200 AOZ EEF LA EL T b,
KETTIE 3900 ALLEZZY 45 27 REMADEKEE. (452 - KF4—- v ]
V) NGO DHEFE L 727200 T 8 T AR, L OBFEEFET w52 —hT. kED
Va v ARTFVAKRFOREF — 2HT2006 SEEFFEIHELE AT, 65 AR
JEEHEM ST WBY EFMIB S 2 4 5 7 NBERIZAE %+ B 2 52— T, 2007 4EFkEE 1
THEI VY CIZ75 A YU 73 140 HAEL BHAEL T 5.Y 4 5 7 BENICH
B ENBEEERIE, 220 HFAICH E5.Y 49 7 EROEEL A, EbREEbRT
B0, TIA AT TVEERFONRL ZFFHEROFEAEIICHT 5. AR FHELE L
R EL L TWnb,

K7 ¥ A KFEHIZ, 200749 A, A4 7 7 ICBERT 5 15 5 ANBOKEZ, 2008 £ H
FTIZ2 /5 1500 AHIT % L DREEZIT-72, EETIE, TVLTEMAPEY 7T 0H
HIZEEL T2 5, 5000 ADNR T BERASEEORGR 2 BIMG L. 2008 4458 F Tl2id 2000
ANEBOLTELTWA, F—AMTYTIE1I HOEZETNHNY — FEHFEW L HHE K
BL. 4975 508aB%E FRT 295 A L7z 49 7B L 22 EHERD
3B, 2004 EITIFANRAL YR T4 Y E YA, 2005 FICIdF T F Ty T4 Fa% . 2006
FIWZRZA TV THREL, ZEEBEREOZIPLEZHLODODH 5,

2003 DA T 7 HBEDOFHKTH 72135 DA T 7 O K | o3’ L RMIE,
MRERKEMEEZBEREEOLSFTICRDb o0 157 TOHEEZRIZ 200541 A & 12
HIZEREN, WTFhoRd 7y ¥ a2 Xk Km#EI TREEROBA] L. Thixmo»ic
WOFRZ 2o ZENREERIES. AT 7 TORBWIERBOF L Y HOIT ) BHEITELL
TWwh, BXUTFEZ—HO ) BEIEH LAEEE T, REITEEL, BHED T I RO 5 v,
MR ZF SN RESNLENT, EGHEZEP SN TWS,

CO—HOHEE LI EZLRELDIESL ) D REDA T 7 2 MED S [fEK] 35,
Lo T T2 A T 7 B L ZOBOBEHD, ZLTELIFRBLTD, HEOHK
Atk 457 ANOWTIE [BEERSH 784 VI3 PERECTHLIHEDAL V7 5%
BEELDLIZHE, BREOKEZLZSEGAMTTE 272595 ] &, WihhTniz, €0
HBIFLWAERTE RV, 4L, ZRIETELZVOTIERL T, R5RVDE, &
WISERAEA, A T 27 20Tk . RREKRICEDY > T #RKEIZ. 15270

D iCasualties.org, Iraq Coalition Casualty Count, http://icasualties.org/oif/.

2 Iraq Body Count, “Database” Iraq Body Count, http://www.iragbodycount.org/database/incidents/.
) Washington Post, October 11, 20086.

Y UNHCR, “Iraqi Population in the Middle East,” http://www.unhcr.org/publ/PUBL/472891052.pdf.
% IMO Iraq, Iraq Displacemeni 2007 Mid-year Review, IMO Iraq Iraq.

http://www.iom-iraq.net/Library/2007%20Iraq%20Displacement%20Mid-Y ear%20Review.pdf.
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B EPRFADZEZEZTHELDTIE R, REVAHEA ZTIIVD2DIZ,
A9 7DENTEERZHIEL LS L LTWEDE, &,

HHEOHFHIZBIT S [RCK] E, 29 L@@ roEnhTvwd, I7vyf~v—Ltwr
VIR 4RSIV - v =7 2 I ONEHEE] TOARUL BIRHLA L) 2.9 4
7 7S ORRIHIE [ AT TV LDV RECTH720] 720 Lo ziikid, kY
RSP ROMMADE TIASIEMEINTELZ L, REREFAATINVERELTET
WTC, ZNASKEOHREESEOH T EZIHRATWS, FRAA AT T)VEE DRSS R
AN CIIUBRETETMEoTVE— ZOZ LD, MHREIZBIT LM KkT o
DR LA KAEDTALIZE D > TV BEDTH b,

AFTIE, 9 LIZKREOHFRBOROEAE QI WPICHEGEE O, 2 L TRRL NV
TORKREAEAM L TITo 720 %, BT %,

1. 757 - A A5 —LFEEICE > TOEHFRRE L TOKRE

ZLED [MAT—24] v, EFHEEAEERD, FORICRES N D ERGER & &
WHALFVLTWDE, &) Bkt 19 RO A ) = 7 ) A MIERAIC &
STHIRMENTE . BETRFVZ VYA MDKRFN—F—F - VAL 2%, 32
IV NYTA4 Yo [XHOEZE] 3.7 %) L@z EEL TV S,

A5, 19 AT BIT B4 AT =L EWHROEHIZ, BT LHHEELE-2DbIFTIERL,
CLABRDA AT — A FEHKDOL D, BALE EHE GV, WHRAALTHLIR, L)
CLERBEE LTHT Lz I9MRBLIIV YNy T = - T I H— =D D A
AT — AERA~ORRHE I ERIEE N T, 4 25— 20 AL, #iFomibs 4
4 25— LA FUTIPFU NPT 722 L 2 3FBEE LT, OB F72bld, 4 AT —AWEEH LT
EhsmolmtrEatiLize 2N F - 77 Ry — K- UF—i&, BEL>D
HLIATVHEEEWLLRPEOHA AT — AOWELIFONT, BWER LS RTFHA AT
— LA DEEEFHHB LoD, A AT — 2 WFUTB T 2 ERILOLENEEZBR 72D TH %,

CZCRVIBERICH 5 72D1F B L BALORMRM EFRBE ) TH - 72 2 LITHERE L2V,
Z) L0 L TREIOFEIZ, PRIZE > TERAADOTR 2 SHIT L0 >0 %
— ¥ F T4 7L LTRSS NIz FICE - RIERAREHZOKEO [RIEASR] HEHIPHHR
DFvaFYAMNBIIHLEEG 2720, FFIIXVAFFRETT V7 - 7 L— ViR
ZiRiE L7oKRENL, S 0R RIBBOR SN 3 2801 & LCTlifF s hie,

77T FALD LI HT 2T TRED R E ORI BRE A ZZHBI2S, o7
FSETIBITLAMBERTH D, Y7V TITETHIRE L OBREHERT L ENTET:
DI FE—RRKEPREDSE Vv —ZDON—Y AR ELRL T LR, Ty Nn—TIkA
TI =X BEEE T DAL T 7 FHAOHMM, BB EORR, & - 7 VEBRS R L
BWRBRWVIRETH 7205 TH b, EFIZA TV, 4527 OMHEEMERIZHEE LT

O ygy ] 37V % 49— AFA4—T ¥ M-I+l E RABERER I A5V - 0r—

ET AV A OMEBH] T, T Gt 2007 4F).
? Samuel P. Huntington, The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of World Order (New York: Simon
& Schuster, 1996).
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7e7z, RS A EORANE LT, SEEDSMHOAAE GEE BN 7225727 ¢
?#% HEHT B L %ed o7z 19324E12K SOCAL #Hid /"L — izl Z2 5/ L 72
CERBYIC, BEFY VEENSY Y Y TOAMBITEMEZ M L, 1938 £ I2alH A8
%ﬁénto%:mkﬁrf®6@%%®%k&$&%iéﬂﬁV#%@E@Emi%%
AT, RENE 1945 4E, V= AV P KREST 7 Ry V7 V—=XEEELEZRL, 22T
KE DS, %v/#%®5®1%@ﬁﬁ&bfﬁ@/mﬁ%%ﬁﬁtt\&ngnfwéo

29 L7RE E IR, FRICH Y 2 L BRI, wiliic—Eufbsh b, KREDL I
HETHROBEIGERIEE N V7 I 7. 1960-1970 448, KENZE > TR BE
JHTE, POHMOBEEZM > TRILTAEEBOTE LMK 572720, Wil oXE o
REBFETREREEZ R L Yy VTS ETHMRHNTA AT — 2 -HEICE £

L. B#HZEHEDZO, VT NREDTTIT - FvaF YA VBN LT &7
5720 1960-1970 4E4%. F 3 a7 ) A A HGOWMNILA L MR T, MEERT 297 VD
A 27— 2 LBGRIE, RENCIE A2 FHEME] & ARSNzOTHE, VERITO
TIHZAY VT I VENRFRAY UHHELTA R T — 2 8E% FHr S0, 3k
T GITER L2 EIEAEREN, 1960 R 7 70 A OILELERE 7z, 7o T
3%yvu7’%%tfwto:ﬁ?77@ﬁ LB, MR E o T,

EHICIE. EGUEIOAL 7 U HBPERELE L TREDOHFREROETH 722 Lid L M
%nfwé# 45 VHEGEITRIZBWTT S, KEEA T DA 25— ABHEZH LT,
b B L C—E 0 HliZ 4T R o TV 2llED BRoh b, £ A5 —24HKI1CE 5
TORFETHRIT, BREKERTHRELY S ZD [KA AT —2M] TBWTHHENE D
THH, =7 —KBHEDL ZFOEIIEH LTV, FICT LI Y AF =i, A4 5 VI
MDA A7 — 2 IR LT, —BREBORZINS TH A ) A AT — ARFIRDS, B
WBENO—HERL TV ERRDLY v — T4 =V NV I REXDBFTLTH S,
Lo iz FLTWw, tofEd RohsY

2. BR7ZJEEICE TS [RXK]

—Ji BALRRISIR A B L 72327 T THENCF > 3+ ) A PBREDSE L L TWw L D
IR LT RENIERERZ IV T Wz, 1952 4E0 Y7 M IEHIBE Gy, 1958 4ED 4
5 7 TORMFERFEHFBMEOE L, KEDNFI NS DOEE OMBREGEIL S 58k %
272 TIILLARENA ATV EDOREHBEKRILSL, ThoDF T aF1) X MEMHEIIC
T HERLERE, 7T THENOIZEZEZLL, TOZLICL->TINSDELIZY
WHEDOREBILEE DR Z R B o572DTH b, 1948 FED A AT T IVEENZDWTIL,
KREDOAL LT VHESKE L, 77 THEO % 27205 TOBKREONA X T TV
FTEAZEH LT o 7zo 1950 42 5 1960 SERPIE T ToREON 14 25 ViR
ERIZIZ 1 FVLIT CHERB L TE 2225 1970 SEMRUICA S & 5-6 48 FIVREEE Ic s, X

AU R R G 2 00 1974 4R 121E 26 58 FVICBkA FAso 7207 L — o o B ARG 1,

S HREIIZEIT [ 5 v iy L oREORIE] (hERAHEIIZERT. 1980 4F).
) American-Israel: Cooperative Enterprise, “U.S. Assistance to Israel,” Jewish Virtual Library,
http://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/jsource/US-Israel/U.S._Assistance_to_Israell.html.



WHORZET A ) ARFHEIITE 58 31

30 FVOKENFRILL TS, ZOXREOWN A AT TIVERERF BN, 79
THEOR T, REOENICEIZAATINVOREBINSLAFFA TITAEREL
TWa] LOBBEEY EFLZ L E R,

—Jiy VI 1960 LR, BHREIC T T TEEE & KR L7, T O L o 72D DS,
FEN - TV N 1955 4EICTF 2 I A ANFT AL VHERESRAEA L2 LT
Hbo ESIZHF FFRICIF 197148, Vili- TV 7 RIFHIE&M 2R Lize 49 2713,
HUEROTFHEZBTCT TR VA =L - A=V APEFEY —F 57—k > TERZ
LU 721958 SELLRE. Ay BIR % SRAL L7225, HEIC 1972 413N 7 A SEEMEDS, 3k
BTN TS 2R o722 L TREM OB S SN, VEP LD <720
WCEMIIFSM 2R Lze YU 7T, V7 FREBE 1950 4EAA 1305 v & o B4R
2 b L7225, BAmIIE 1980 4RI V3l - 3 ) 7RI Sk B ik L 720

INSOHLKT I THEE OB VLIE. UEEOICKO LR E K& BRET LD
DTHolze RADOKILET O Y 7 THole/NT ¥ — KB, 19554, 4 I 27 %%
e L72BPoRk - B E LTHRVL, I T y0T7 57 - Fvat) A MNEE
TP EMBEIT SN, TOBRA T IVOLEBRIF I —F 5 —1lkoTA 57
ABBL, B bva, 450, NFAF UHPEPREHEHELZIEE L7z, BI2A T 28
1979 4F12A T Vi CThi%ET 52 &1k, K <MshTwi,

A2 INVHBOT 5 THEDHA X T TIVEREZ RS THRBEBREHETE T, 20
BV EANORGFEZRERD 2O LT, X W EEN R EOELEBIRI N0, [T
TV AOH] EMENZF AT, YR T e FORNECHIZLMEA T AL THoT,
FRIZH A = 2 i, A AT — 2 38E O 20 THE—, 3LIER AR EE 2 S5 L 72 [H
THY, ZI0oY I T IETORERELENT L LD, 77V HOEMELOHL
DR DRGNP T,

2O X YR 1950-1970 SERDOHTHDO T 57+ 4 AT — NFgERIE. —F Tzl
BB o TREE MUBERERE LYY Y T7TSETE, ZVT M YUTL A
ST HATAYREDRK B - F ¥ aF ) A MBS OWMBIZS Nz, BikT B
91T, 29 LmiiE 0 b & T BeROR Y B#FBOR ICIPL L THREE L L 5 T&
7o % A3, KM 5 EO#TE OB T, KENZE - TOWBIEERIBINIZE D 72
7201, RERMICBHEO RIS L L T b EWR b,

3. 1VEBICLS [RK]

KEDRAOB Y TEWECRICET L2025, 19794E0 4 TV HifyTh b, ik
OPTRHANATERNA TV FGOFHEE, MR L7y T4 Y bR AV T AT
12E5 [A AT ==Kk, KIHE] Lok z G, E5t3EsHpE LTLIEL
BEIHEN L, LA T U HEMICBWT, JVEELHE, A AT —2%irwH (77
O F = DL RIS, REIOMESCRIIRT T 2 M PR E#RThH A . 2ED A T~
Foid, REOMA 7 VBT HICHT A RBICE > TRELZEGTH Y. [Ho] iy
ERODLEVHETEGRRENTZEVWH)ZETH DL, Z2I2iE, 195348, amEHLZ
WiAT L7724 v 77 BALS, KE CIA O TAEIC X o TR S 67z, L) REERDS
ENTWVD, ¥y —BHEDOMKEAFLEE L S5 LR, RKEFHICAL T Y ONKZ K



32

BHITHIENRTESL, LWIHBIELT, Ty TFTI7BMOERMYED - 7272012, KEDZE
X3 B BFEAS [y ] $TRIEL.

CCTHEERILIF, MEMERNEE LRI L TTREL D, SENC X 2 ML
B LTh [A AT =2 MEZTL72DIIC) ] EWHIEZD, 47V HEGICE-T
AIULEI 722 THBH, 2O LR TDHRDA AT — 2 HFIZBNT, I —FoD [Fh
] BPAAIEK L7722 LICBB > T, ZNET, 7I7 - F ¥ aF ) XLBHMHETKE
OPFRZLEUIH L THEL, REOA AT NVEREZIER L CTELD, 202L% [ A
F— LR OB#E | L L TARLTEREDP -T2 4T Y HMICE-> T, KR =
HE), FCRERIC [4 AT — 2] OfEDSfHG-ENT=00A4 T U HEGTH -7z

ZLTEIICE, KEOHFEEZREKE AR TA T VL, HIZEKROINZBORDO—ER L
AT KREM E DFEBOE X v THRHELET D, ¥ —2 - KU F i, 4 5 VKRR LI
FHRCOWTRLZZ FF a2 v b [RAL SflioEE] T0 RENZA T 2 NBUZH A
LC&7] EfELAA 7 ARFAEL, TRENZA 7 VIR I VBERD 00
HHIEFIZDO D R o TS ] L TET LK CIA D, FHROTHECEMEIIEDLTY
BH, TOFTNENTZD, BMORKKREROBICH L L L FZ 5.

4. KFEROH &7 5 EEEEN

BT ATV - 45 7BEOKNE BRESOFREZFET, 1990 FEMR LI, KEIE P
HZ U C RIS A & PGE N E A TV o 720 KENZA 7 v #id%4 £ T, NATO
OD—HzBMabk45y, ZLTHYY VT I7ET72KEORIIZEE LTHHL, KE®
2RI ST EIz, FRINV Y TEORERBEEIZO VTR [BRroER] L LTl T
JIHAGEL, BOENEZRAT LML CTE 72, L2L. £ 9 VHEGTL YO8
KEHEDSAI, 7 VT FET TRy AHEMEPAET L L KEN [Z4E] L LT&M
ENOEBEHSHNAZ L &b,

FNThH, FUAEICHRE LT 7HZAY v AO Y BELLICE L TH, RENXER
BOHIIC L5 2 & Mo 720 1980 4F. NFRAF e HF T I TIETIZ, A AT —
LBNRFEDTHIETZ Y & LTS TELZOPKRETH 72 ) 2 Eid, k<M
SNLHEETH D, $7219834FE, A AT ZND LN YEBHBIZL N VB Ok
HEHBRIRIZH > THEBZ S S22 8 b, REOPHEAOEHEE G~ 0N %
Rl llhoize N T4k TOFET REOMEIZTRAOBTHTIER L, B
BB E o722 8 i2h b ] LIRBL TV DY

BRI KEZ D RO LT DL 12 5720, 19904EDA S 7 D27 7 2 —
MRECTH Do HERDIEIMMBOE [F—N— - % - 554 AV ] BfE ST, BEF
fERTREZT Y VICEHY L, BEHRLERBEICHDLL LIk, 35121 1T 78S
THEA S 72 HEHELE VW) HEICL- T, ThET [Biam] MICEBIhTEK

02—y Ry 7 V%, RRBHR (R AL ZWOEE— T 2 RIS & 5T S Hi)
(FI#EF. 2007 4)o

W Fred Halliday, Two Hours That Shook the World: September 11, 2001: Causes and Consequences
(London: Saqi, 2002).



WHORZET A ) ARFHEIITE 58 33

EOZAS, BANGBELELTT I 7 - 4 25— 2R ORETHICBNzDTH B, FD
ZED, FTETART—AMFUTBIF L REZBGEROREITHEZ NI, [ AT — L8
N TR %R KREH O LM TSN 28745 2 L2k 572,

5. EROBRIL. RRORKAE

BT ATV TIIBRBME L ERBKEL ToZeds, o7 7 7HEIZE L
A, 1970 4EAR AR T DIE, BURIEDSHEA 72, 1979 4ED Y T O 7 M KMEO A 25 =
W EDOHMATFIZZ ORI RPITH 725 4527 b F 7/, 1980 FERIE A1 T~ & DX
AR ICB W THRIRIE 2 R 720 WS O B X o TREDME— OB RE & o722
LT, WFNROT I 7HED . BEXEICBOTH PHEAREIEOMRIICB VT D, kEH
OME%2 T LARBINICIFNRAL L I Ik o T, ERBRSFIIBWT, KEELEBITY
Yy r— NI S 72T 5 THENCIE. BREERERREAADZE, VYT, T
VTR H ol TNITES T, 77 7HER O IIHICE L LTSN, 7T 7HE
B ORHEGEAN DD LR o7,

7 I TREEOBIFERENEICRE L oBREEY ED, AR FFu¥F - LToRA
ATIN, TI7 -FvaFr)RazifbsgTn—F, ERRIZIEINS 0% 1ZR
e O RIACEREE OHCHNWE S TV 72, F1iE 1980 R K LIEDHERTHO R T
BICHEINL L LB, WHERET VY ¥y V=5 0F % EITFES N5 1990 E4LL
BOZBRRERILOWIZ L > T, HEOHRERAHANOPEIFER I N T o kR L
W2b, TORFEOMNLITEEL LT, HEBHFOBKRLESE, A A7 TNVITHTLME,
E N T OB TH - 72,

PENZE D L-BUFLHIE, ZORHIEE Loodh o 2 EREIASE NI L > TREHAEIN S
DTRERL, FELTARAT—LERENICE > Th SN, W—OBMFLHEE LT
HEREE R LA AT — A FHRENIZ. CRSOREKL NV TOBRRFIEH 2 /5F LT
WA, WTFNOBF S A AT — AP LCEIRSMEZRD T, 1% b > TINEh
JE U720 1990-1991 4E, 7Y ) 7TA A5 — A FEEAR AR TR L72BR IS, BUff
PWHEX TR LIFEFRLES L GESHRAZENL L7201k, COMANLHITH S,
DX %, A AT —AFEFRETOGENZEFITN L TBUF, B X OEBHS)ED %
MAZB, LV ERIZ. FDH% 2006 FED XL A F FHERXTONIY — ADEHEITHTT 5 H
BAHEOIEN LI ONE L HIZ. ZOB—HENICTHR > T,

DL FEROT T T - 4 AT —A5HEOFCKRIE, 1950-1960 AFAUTIZBUFIZ & -
TEEENLAMNA FHOF—Tdh o 72705 1980-1990 £ 13T L ABUHAZ DA 7 F
O¥—%2 AL E¢5DICHT LT, REL NV TORCKE#RD, HEBIFHINIET) T 5
ETHILCwodz, ZLTENERDRITLIEONPA AT —LAFERHE N THo72, L
WTaZehTELI,

ZZT A AT — LABNPEEH L OO FERICOVWTE, MBILTBEBI 9, A
T = AEFKOBPKRIZOVTIE, FETENENOHSNERYED 525 AR5
INVFEHIETH DL AFFRLN ) VIZBWTIE, A AT — 2 EH#BED 0L AR
WRET). B TORBERDIPAEMBEREL 2Lz LI,

ERLLAZZITHERHLZVOIG, BB EBORO—3E L TR Sz E 412



34

BUIBAAT—LTEHOBETH S, RKEEZVHEDOT 7H AT VREZIH LT, oY
ENRXXFRY VOB ERT A AT—2FEPOLY Y — T 1 = (Mt) Z#BIEL.
KT ) 5L LTIRL C& 2o ZNDRMNICE Y - T—FT 4 Y HCRERE T A b
BHEARZ, LAY YV EREORILBERIX, 7T7HZRAF 0, SF A7 VITHBERL
727207 Tld vy, Bk L7z & 912, 1950-1960 A KRE R v BfFBORIZ, =V 7 %
VTN ATGoRETTIT - FTaF) A MNEMEOLGEL, BUbE R T, FoikEH
RBZEHEDEIN ZLTTI7 - F¥aF ) AL A4 7+ o ¥—
WAAT—LTHY, FIVREZEDA AT —LEBHOETE LTHEEIN,

£ A5 — LEEOMR EH W) 4 AT — Ll EEHEENE AR S -0l 1971 48
Ty ZOWFIIE 1969 EICTVH L ATT VT 7 —F A7 WBREMESFE L2 LD
HHH, BREREZEZD L, UHREMNICHo7TEVEEDT ST - F ¥ aF ) XA
WCHRILLC A AT =2 DS SNV AF F R EIT% ) 72OV L2 DTH - 726
P VB ERRME LTA AT — AGHEESEREOEMEME L LTSN A AT — A
FREATIE, ZOBRTIT. 77V DA AT —LHBEANORFLZEOREE LTHEREL
7205, FOMY)TFOLELBNFAT 7202281, b7 IERFAY UV OBK - ILE
HKOLEICEEWEHENZZ L2 WiE-TVWDE, LAFov - 7uary i, [FkE
K¥EH] DA T? 1977 AER L TH Y YOBPWREIZ LY S b, YT, T,
WNERZ Y, A=FV, VU7, kLA wvo 2l 4T, 47606 VL EDE
Wdtrebhiz, LIRHELTW5,

ZOWT, BODWEHRA AT — L EHEH % I — 0 v STHEME L7201, 1960 4408
S TOEMRFE. 757 - F¥aF) AADwD T T 7 EECTHEMERZE 2 B LT
WIFHICH Y VEEE o727 ATV TH L, WRIFHHE LR 2ERH LR EDORA AT
— LR OR AL L 2D, 1977 FICER Lcn Yy RUYHFREZR 70, RILED =5
D—%EHENTHHE, BBMICEBRNRBELXITR>72. TOMRE O FUTDL AT
— A EFZEOWEHIIEFIL L. — Yy VEFOBR 2B 2T T4 INVHEA AT —2A
FRERETLENVBEN2OTH 5,

6. SEBEOVTrELTORXK

VEICRTE7Z2E912, BAEORRICBIT 2 KE#ROET ) ORREIZH S5 DIE. 1960
1970 4EAR, REZSH 7 VRN F 2 vk, W - BT YV TICBITLRBEE & B2k
L CTELREBEETH ), TD2DIA AT — 2 DOMEDPRE, HESNTE, Ewv
ITETHD, KRENTEL o TTIFWHAER NS DA AT — 2FBINIEH & o 728, W
TIVRNFAY F, FOMIEKRELAHEDO A 2T — AT 2 ML &N d o
2o B VOWBEE, TIHZRY U THELIA AT — 2RO D 72008
B, &0 LAY, ERESCTREL HEHEBICE A AN IREER TR o 2 EBUIKT 5
A & LTS A2 EA B Lz BV - 5—F 4 Y53y VERASKED Y
RO LR LT A ER S FRCH LT Yy Y EBUIES 2 HER S

WA Fan - Tary o, EEREER TERE K
RifL. 2007 45) .

oY ERE ABOLBE] (EE



WHORZET A ) ARFHEIITE 58 35

WBE LTz THRIZESTEY - F—F 4 Y OIEEDY Y VEINED Y, FRps9-11 12
BRLDOTH b,

FHIC BT 2R RAME 1. BUEHEBUF ISR 3 5 538 L 4 2T VxS 5 80K
AC TINZAY . AT 7 TOREOHEOWES 7O —NVICHES N, TDOLR
) AOWEEKEOBREIMT 52 LT, —ARILLLDR>Twh, £2I2F 911
DRI E TIAASD A A DR B EEDAS, 1, AR ARREMROMTLR) 1%
PEBR S 2 e~ D L FE & > THNTE T,

KE—WEE DL &£ TDAL AT — A HEDBERIT. — DAL AT —LERZD LI
KENZHPLT B 720D 70— NV 4 A5 — A EROMFRILE KD 2 HANI WL 2 B
BWIEKEN T RE R M D E A A DT 7 5 —~OWFRICED B, 724 ¥ BHERR D
A7 RBEDA T U, uy 7, wELZEOREAFEMLHEEE L OB BEREZMBEL X
) EL7ZDIE, BEOBITH L, DO TOHEMEZE L0, Moz FH L 728k
BEDIEREAR L IZHLHEETHA 9,

ZORBOLITIE. HRLOMERED T2, PHREEEO KBGO GE L TiEoT
LbNTWh, 757 - A AT —L#EIZBVTIZ. HADA A=V I3 FT [ RKEKT
IR EEE SNEHSNZZHAR] THHH ThEPROBUIREMBLTWS, £z 5
HIFEND o ZORER, HRIECEROEEFFIN TV AEINS 2 Rbhb, 282
A4 57 CREOEHICHE L KON S2 L5520 4 - 75~ —FEIX, 2004 4F 4
HICHRAS AN 7 7 v V=Y v TANEE Lo 72T LT T HARNTHARBUF ISR
L CHBERORERZ Kok 2 N& 72, HARRZEW, KEBETROTF O X 4O O E
FelaolzblF T, ZOHBIZZITAND-WILEZITANRLZERIELWI ETIE R
WAL Lo KRB THADOKM KB Z 83 L Tw 2. FEkIcI VY VKD 72,
JEIEHE % 9 T TRORTH 2 13T O HARDOKRE & KIFBIRE MR L T2 2 L2 R
FTH U REOHBILY S VI LT, RICXARMDY = ) ¥4 FOWEET:
HHRIME V) OH] EFLTV» 5D

FIT AKEHELZVHADA A=V L LTIEINE DA, 412 L THETO A
THEHDP, TI7 - A AT —2iEORHRMEZ BRI ED LTS, TV 7 FOREY
BTG [THhT—h 4= ) —] 3, KELLBICHBEKROA 7 7R E RO HAE
W A ER LA X ERIHRE LT, FNET T 7 - 4 AT — AR O H P AWK
HTL2RWI EIGERLTWA EMT 5. ZOMKBETEEVHADOH L LTHEITS
NBDN, a—F Y EZFRLZAWE LTORINEHDEATH 5

HRICBT S TROR] oBfbid, AT L T ERN T 7 ¥ —o [FEK] BERITE§
LB RO, FRNOHEHLTT I T - £ A5 — 2R EEEA SO R TIE
BT 5L 2RO D Do ZOBPIRIEN. & LAIEMIC [HfFsn] 72
LAHENBEE T, [RCK) BETETA AT — 2 HRNEBOFEERILE VI X7 I
C»B) ETL5D7E, Lhwvnz ko,

13 AlJazeera TV, April 15, 2004.
9 Al-Dustur, August 12 2005.
15 Al-Ahram Weekly, December 1-7, 2005.



36

WNIZT AY B ZES W ?
— REOK] P oDEE—

¥om — K

1. [RK] DIRED

WIIT A A EFEDS RV

ZNH TPOK : ZOREBEME] L) RELZHTICLTIEOERHEBMLTL M
WThHb, TZTIE MALHEDRL, Yr =K==V %) b (Jean-Paul Sartre)
WCEBRDE ) BRIEEEHROELE L TRV, [RRZF o CRERBTHY THAL.
[FOKR] A E®RT 2000 b0) FHA, L] EROFHEB L OARISHT 24
Bipflidr i3, AEDPRONDI WL IATENEERTLIELDTY, TOREE
WELTVREEREAZET2HAEE2BE5 LY HV MVid, 4 2 Rl R % o O
RHFELZMFICB W THEBN R EEZ R L, XM FAEF2D o TT A AOFEEH
V)T ENEEOEHEEZBD L OHTHEHLELTHIHONT WS, EIELE
DB, TAYAHLTHEN DO L8R L0 L% RFHICh T 72846, KFED
EE SIS ISP THA D FHE, 74U v 7 - 2Yx (Philippe Roger) X, %
DI [T AV AEVIE] IZBWT, PV MVOIOEER [75 Y ARKT AV HE
HORE] O—HFRLLTHIT TV FEFLLTHLTNILESZ IO RWMEER S
DY DTV,

[7A)AEVIE] X BESL, 79V A0 [FOk] ¥H#ABIBICERESINSL L
BKE %2759, 7272, Z0FEHRD [FK] BNt ¥ —13 &b THURIZERE S
NTVLZLREHLZTNERS v, BNZH O BB S 2 K 2 72a ik & B8
MoE, NEORKZXWY$THEELTT AV A ZHZY 2= - T2V (Jules
Verne) TEz., o4 =12 TROK] WREMEZ b2 AE LTHEMENTLE
INFETHDB, BV zid, TV T 5 [k Oz, (8B ] (Les For-
ceurs de blocus, 1865) #B| X AEWIZH L THRRTW5S, ZOMEMDSTES DIE, dLFAEHH
L7zF v —IVA b VBICHEORE 2 32 REMPEAT ERBALCHWEZERT 5 W5
THY, L2 ZOEKRTIE, GREOH.OINZERE &2 26MITHxK L 2o Tw
Ho UL [HEEHBED] 3. TV XMEMO LN TROBASN TV RNEOD—DT
Hbo Thae b o THROBESKEZTFT LDRINFLEFVVAT v, T2, BHHEmo
HWE—ADOLUFELEDXTHLIEOFKREMILT LI LIIHE, v oid, ZOHE
THT 2 VADPHFOMBOPNEE DL T T =V 2T 50RATMMIZE LTS, 20

D« A Letter from M. Sartre » ( lettre datée du 18 novembre 1946. The New York Herald Tribune
(édition européenne), November 20, 1946, p.2), in Michel Contat et Michel Rybalka, Les Ecrits de Sartre
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BERE 20250 ThHb, F—OEKIE, WHAIZLT, HE—DOBKETHY., N A 5—
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[FFE] N ZAA L= PFLTOL —HOTFHEDOD B R 5T, [ OIFHRIEFLR ST
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WHEIZ, YD 75 v AN R—) - = ¥ — X (Hubert Védrine) 2% [V 4 78—
N — ZIRFELZEE, TC8F (KA 2MAT) ] THOSNZIFHRTIE RV v iR
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ZO] EEDZFREE SRV, Thbb, Y LTHELZTMERLZVOLS
E. LS HHMICES R E R D DR bIE, [ED LD Rt TiloTldnk bk
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LDk, —EHDT T ¥ AHMBAREZ DA TIZIHLVIZTTH %,

2. [Al. &Rl TRAL [EH#E]

PRIV T[RRI ZBFIRT200bhbhwv], F5dh, [APEZTIEL
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WV 728 21X 2O TENRNYEI0RFOHETH) ., UIFEHY 7+ V=T KRET—
7A VBTHA TV LT 4 =¥ X - N N—)L (Etienne Balibar) A% 2003 4£123 L 7=,

¥ Cristopher Caldwell, “Vedrinism: France's Global Ambition,” Policy Review (Oct/Nov. 2000).

Y ZoHIZoWTIE, 72 & 212, Peter Novick, The Holocaust in American Life (New York: Houghton
Mifflin, 1999) 3 XU Enzo Traverso, Le Passé, modes d’emploi: Histoire, mémoire, politique (Paris: La
Fabrique, 2005) 2,

5 Ranajit Guha, « The Small Voice of History », Subaltern Studies, 1n0.9 (Delhi: Oxford University
Press, 1996), 1-12 Z: &,
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[g—mvyx, 7AYH, B9 Thb, bokd, TTTWY LITFHM2DIETL b
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AFVADFERFEFHRT, AY 74— FRFT—N—WEFHOMERTLH2T7 1 EY
— «H =17y ¥z (Timothy Garton Ash), L Caa s 7 REHZTH -7
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LEGREBZ20E3bH27E59, LA [FE-T7T AU HW (un-American) | ZFE DT
Eaw, & L2, ERSPEREZFERET L VI BENZHITE720DI12D, LT
729512 [TRCR] 1225 %0nzHicd, 72 BB LNNESTHRO G L ROk
PEARBRE L TBW2 I wE ) IcEbnb,

[H] OF—<RIEAH ., TRE, [TAVAOREER] & H, HH. BH. TH:
DEIRICIEDN R SR Ve $51209 2 5IE, REORETEHRIC L 2 HOFEOBEE D
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NMT D7D TWEDN? TAYILSDOTH] &, [METLDOT AU I AH
HAaHZIZ, L THWIIH D 72/, b ivbiudEIci b 2 BB & 7o T
WLON? RERSITDNONEZRZILETLON? ] L)L LIETE > Twb,
[FH] OPEH-BIZD, ZOMVICHTE2EZ IR L, HHIE. 7T AU HIC
I LG R T A £ S KRR SULOTFE ER 2 L oF I w254 0
MEPSHLZLZREDL, LHL, €O [AIRFOHEE] ICRETHIHITHE)ICEV

EARENZ. FANCH LT LA EEZ RS, RN REMICRO R, SEN L E
AL, B EROBHERIEET S & v ) FEARD 2 DU S TIEE R 2 AliE 2 AR LT
WHEELD, TLT, Mok dsi—ard, [] 2K S EBEHI DML
7B TEBH 2 ABRHEMED LICATHLLDTA T 74 74 Z2HE0VTIInRWw] &
THDTH b

% Ltienne Balibar, L’Europe, I’Amérique, la guerre: Réflexions sur la médiation européenne (Paris: La
Découverte, 2003), 192. ([F—a v/, 720 7, S =0 v XOEEMTONT] KR,
JEFLAEL 2006 4E, 90 B) o FRERO B B CHKIZ D W T TTREZR R D B L 275, AREBIZE ST, RIS
IS TR EERE ST W2,

7 Ibid, 17. (L3, 21 H),

¥ Ibid, 17. (L3, 21 E)o #ilixs 0.
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MELRFERO8T 74 SR, By 4 —F ZAof T, KEFERHE ) A b
HIRBICE DOV T WD W) = VIiE, TAY eI —ay R oEVEIRNT 572
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THHGTHDREINICEENE DL > TIE R bRV, ZRUE. Db id IR LI 52
EThHb, bvbhid, TORIEZHRIIETTE S, EWVHnd, bivbiud, 2004
RKZFI)THo7zdH1T, MWAME—DEGWREZN S TH S, ALENIIEZ Zbbho
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RoTELDW

HMCTHRE2EA ) 2D L) B 2RE, (M AT -2 L0 EZ0&FFER] 1T
T2 HHOPHRE & 75 R, Lz‘)&%@ﬁ%iﬁkTTﬁ} . FDRDIZIET A LW
3 ER OME 7 B OBERARAT K &) LRAAET 20 ZOLMEICIE, Sl &
SROMDODEFENIERTEL1EHH . HF— :\uﬂlwﬁﬁkiviﬂ&ﬁfééoF
WiE, il Th R, EREES O, BREAG. YMEEER O =D OGN 7 5
KﬁwTE@%&@ﬁ%ﬁofwéo%:K\E%&K%G<EE%%&%nKH%?é
RREFEICH T 2 REOMRTH 5. AREIRAINS S &4 RS, FETHRERD
ZE MY A, i, EBEHSEENTOSMEEAIER L2 LI ENTW S, F
=03 HRHEBCBT S [BoME | 5 5. &RETHEORIEMREIIM LT F
T, MEOREEEBEZBI R ). THRSFOIELLL5H )b X I, TAY D
WX BT, MECLD2DDEITEI U EZDLONPDLITHE, TAY S
A AT INVERITFIE, RHOFECHT > TEFOREE EYLT 2LER L VAD LS I
55 FHIZEIME—DOETH S, FIIS, SRENIHFRW Z2BEGAEE. T2b 5 EEES

9 Wi# oW T, httpy//www.amecianvalues.org/html/wwithtml %, #%#I12OWTIL,
http://www.policyrevue.org/JUNO2/kagan.html %2, B, Z O IEMEE S, Of Paradise and
Power: America and Europe in the New World Order (New York: Alfred Knopf, 2003. FBFR [+ 4 3 > D
H—7 ) AR R RO ] LR E—R Lt 2003 4F) & LTHIATE i,

10" Michael Ledeen, “Creative Destruction: How to Wage a Revolutionary War,” National Review

Online, September 2001, http://www.nationalreview.com/contributors/ledeen092001.shtml.
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ADHE LN WEEIR, EHEOHFIEIREN ON S, wiEIC, EBRIEGRICN 3 5 6% E O M
%u#@éoD%lm‘Eﬁég&ihé;éé&Eﬁéﬂﬁ%é@f@éﬂ>

FEXT OB 7 T, T HUE. FFADEEFEZ LD =V - Y23y b
(Carl Schmitt) DOH X Z6rE [EHEF L1, BISMRIGICE L T2 L 2320w |2 2
BInZe KW T 5B TH D, TOFMIEL, RYBICRFFZROWHEICHEKT 20D 23
v PEDOHFEIE, AR ERREERIBIEEMPDDH DL, TlE, FTFAZERELZ
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IdZHvie WUN=VORFIEFZEDL I LRREZTRIIBILZONELDOTEH L, X
TS, X102 25 %5 LTHE L,
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.............................
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SEE, 7 AN AERO TR ZA0 SR S AUBRNER btk b, Lo
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ZIHhHHMBT 572012, FHOBIEEZHLT 52— oMW WL oMEIS, —Ho [F

E] B OZNIHEE L0 THRESELZETH S W
3. Democracy in/is America

REFHRIIZOBTRIZPICTRINZS DL DP. ZOMCIIHT2ERIE BL
5L &1 7259 ZORRZRIET 572010, REERON VRS EZHET &L

D Balibar, L'Europe, I'Amérique, la guerre, 134-41. (3 —1 v %, 7 A Y #, k4] 153-61 H) B,

12) Carl Schmitt, Politische Theologie, Berlin, Duncker & Humblot, 1996 (Erste Auflage, 1922), 13. ([Bt
A - EHEHEER KA 197145, 11 H).

13 Balibar, L'Europe, I'Amérique, la guerre., 76. (33— 2%, 7 A4, 4] 90 H).

" Tbid, 76. (I 1%, 90-91 E).
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Democracy in/is Americak\Z 9 Z &2 567259, EII%;" T3 NCxF LT 53‘
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W, EWHBETH S,

Democracy in/is America? 7 A ) #HICREFERIEH LD ZHUd, 7T AY AITHEE
BIHANCHFRIATEDISTVDEDH NYN=IE, ZOORFEREDORICEZ %
TR SRV E LTwa, F—id, D LARIBEANREFER, 34bb, whikd
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FEREPEBEBHAEO S L NDOW L &, FNE—EOEBEPFICE ST 3%
Sy WRINIZ 7 T — NV P 2 b ol w2 b, UL, EEZB 2, TAOEZEHiE
FTRIEFHRLEZOZTNUIE S 2P

TAYAIBWT, [EW - BRWRETER] PFEET 5 2 L3R ORBILRWES
Jo LAL. [HEM - WENWRIEER] OFAZHEICERT 20T LV, 20

WZBWT, 7AW I -0 v 8= L) ORBBI DR TIER W
A he EHIC, THEMRTEER] 2o TiE, RNVICK2RETHZomH AL R
TWb5—JT, TAVIORFEERIISES L) LREZ, 2519 % demos . T4b
LBURMHERZ b o 72 AN A2 DfiiZ, ERL L) LWV FXIILT LIRS R W, 2&

15 William Rees-Mogg, “The Liberation of Iraq Started on July 4, 1776,” The Times (September 14,
2003).

19 Ihid.

10 Balibar, L'Europe, I'Amérique, Ia guerre, 16. (3 —1 v %, 7 X F, 4] 20 B). W35 1 HH.

¥ Thid, 41. (i E3#, 49-50 E) o
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19 Ihid, 48-49. (I -, 58 E).
20 Alexis de Tocqueville, De la Démocratie en Amérique (Paris: Gallimard, coll, Folio, 1961), 104. ([7
AVADTEYZ T —] WMARILZIR, FHWCHE, 2005 4. 87-88 H) o LTI HE,
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Anti-Americanism in its Cultural Context:
The United States and Europe and the Cultural Ties That Bind Them

Rob Kroes

For this reflection on anti-Americanism I have taken my cue from the first
amendment to the American Constitution, which guarantees the freedom of speech and
expression. I have chosen to look at anti-Americanism as a cultural form of speech and
expression for the venting of critical views of America as they are historically grounded
in people’s experiences of American power. They may lay dormant for extended
periods of time or may be triggered by specific historical conjunctions. As cultural
forms they take their place in larger patterns of culturally styled views of the world
and of America’s place in it. My analysis of anti-Americanism thus is subsumed into
a wider exploration of the ways in which America and Europe have been historically
imbricated.

1. Culture in Europe and the United States: Rival Models

It has been said, in jest, that the only culture that Europeans have in common is
American popular culture. As such quips go, it might be said with equal glibness that
the only culture shared on both sides of the Atlantic is European culture. And tongue
in cheek it may be added that there is much truth to either of these sayings. Much of
course depends on what we understand by the word culture when we ask ourselves
the question of whether Europe and the United States have been united or rather
divided by culture. If we think of culture in terms that go back to Clifford Geertz's
work, V' culture then presents itself for our present purpose as consisting of symbolic
systems, language prominently among them, that allow people to make sense of the
world and the otherworldly, of their own place in both, and to share such constructed
meanings with others through forms of communication. This is a view of culture that
emphasizes its implied semantics, looking at human beings as sense-making animals.
Such a view has the advantage of suggesting continuities between the concept of
culture and the concept of ideology. Ideology then is that form of culture that organizes
cultural world views into guidelines for purposeful collective action in the world. Thus,
for instance, from their early universalist call for independence Americans saw
themselves as acting on behalf of universal human rights and freedoms, instilling among
themselves a sense of being a “redeemer nation,” providing a safe haven to the high
hopes of all of mankind, while at the same time it provided them with a national

U Clifford Geertz, “Ideology as a Cultural System,” in Ideology and Discontent, ed. David E. Apter,
(New York: The Free Press, 1964), 47-77.
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ideology. From the Declaration of Independence on to Wilsonian enthusiasms, and
Roosevelt's Four Freedoms, to be protected “anywhere in the world,” through the
Cold War and on to Bush's view that in Iraq “freedom is on the march” thanks to the
American intervention, we can recognize this strange blend of nationalism and cultural
universalism as an inspiration for America’s foreign policy views.

If the issue in the following exploration is how people in Europe and the United
States have meaningfully constructed their sense of collective self, as well as their
sense of the difference in cultural identity on both sides of the Atlantic, we'll have to
confront the inherent dialectics in these constructional conventions. Historically both
Europe and the United States have functioned as each other's “significant Other,” as
a helpful counterpoint in the construction of collective selves. From the early days of
American settlement, of course, culture migrated from Europe along with the colonists.
Even today, in many areas, ranging from language to religion, continuities can clearly
be discerned. Yet, over the centuries, a sense of American identity as distinct from
its European sources has pushed to the surface. “From British subjects to American
citizens” (playing on the well-known book title of Peasants Into Frenchmen?) would be a
good way of summarizing this long, secular process of cultural (in addition to political)
emancipation, away from European cultural tutelage to the point of becoming the
leading light across the full range of cultural endeavor, in fulfillment of Bishop
Berkeley's, or for that matter Crevecoeur’s, anticipation of the westward course of
empire finding its closure on the Western shores of the Atlantic. Europeans may have
begrudged America’s cultural ascendance, particularly in the years following World
War IL,® and Americans at the time may not quite have recognized themselves in
avant-garde forms of American art. Yet contested as they may have been domestically,
in Congress and in public opinion,” America’s cutting-edge art was sent abroad
precisely as a vibrant expression of American individualism and American freedom.
Ironically, the impact of such artistic developments played itself out in the traditional
European mold of cultural reception and consumption, at the high end of public
appreciation, among elites and leading cultural critics.

Of arguably greater impact on the minds and hearts of European publics were the
many forms of American popular culture as they had emerged since the late 19th
century. The story that I will look at more closely here, is of the exposure to and
reception of American mass culture in Europe, of the many ironic ways in which it

2 Eugen Weber, Peasants Into Frenchmen: The Modernization of Rural France, 1870-1914 (Stanford:
Stanford University Press, 1976).

¥ A good example is, Serge Guilbaut, How New York Stole the Idea of Modern Art, trans. Arthur
Goldhammer (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1983).

Y Tor the full ironic story of the political uses made of America’s cutting-edge art, see Frances
Stonor Saunders, Who Paid the Piper: The CIA and the Cultural Cold War (London: Granta Books, 1999).
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was appropriated (to use a term common in Cultural Studies circles) and turned into an
adopted cultural vernacular in Europe. Once adopted and adapted it could then serve
as a marker of either a public affiliation with things American, or be turned against its
source in displays of anti-American protest. It may have taken the continued exposure
of generations of younger Europeans to forms of American mass culture ® for them to
acquire their transnational cultural appetites. More often than not, as I shall argue
below, the reception of forms of American mass culture in Europe provided younger
Europeans with the repertoires of opposition to cultural standards jealously guarded
by cultural elites in their various countries. Why, particularly in the second half of the
20th century, American mass culture played this role more successfully than any
varieties produced in Europe, in its various national settings, is a question that will lead
us to consider and discuss the larger theme of Americanization. As for the flip side
of this theme, the Europeanization of the United States, we shall have to explore the
ways in which European cultural standards have been received and made to work in
an American setting, providing Americans in their quest for a truly American culture
with the benchmarks for defining their cultural specificity and difference. If from this
perspective Europe and the United States can be said to have been equally involved
in cultural contests about the definition of national identities, these culture wars have
not proceeded in tandem. The United States has had to reach a cultural consensus on
these matters, defining itself as distinct from Europe while developing forms of cultural
practice to Americanize the nation, particularly the hordes of immigrants arriving on
its shores. Only then could it successfully use these tools of Americanization for export
abroad. And only then, when confronted with this cultural challenge from America
arising in the early 20th century, could groups in Europe, vying for cultural hegemony
in the debates about their own national identities, begin to use forms of American
mass culture, and the meanings and messages it carried, as a tertium comparationis.
In a process of cultural triangulation American mass culture served as a yardstick
for taking the measure of cultural trends and evaluating them as either positive or
negative.

Usually studies of the impact of American mass culture abroad, of the
Americanization of Europe if you wish, set their time frame as truly beginning in the
post-World War II era, in what is otherwise known as “the American Century.”
Yet one has to go back in time to fathom the rise of an American mass culture and the
early European response to it. In a recent book, Buffalo Bill in Bologna: The

% For a neutral, value-free definition may I propose that mass culture as a term comprises all
those forms of culture that for their production, dissemination, and even consumption crucially
depend on technological innovation, from the early industrial revolution to the current revolution in
global communications. Mass, in this context, is used solely as a quantitative category, implying large
numbers of commodities produced, of messages disseminated, and of customers/users reached.
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Americanization of the World, 1869-1922, two cultural historians, one from the United
States, the other from Europe, explore this early period.® It is no secret that, by the
early 1920s, American culture had dimensions that were so arresting that they were
becoming the subject of an intense debate among European and American intellectuals
concerned about the implications of these novel cultural forms for modern societies. But
as early as 1901 an English journalist, W.T. Stead, had already written a book entitled
The Americanization of the World, in which he shrewdly argued that American economic
organization had reached such an advanced stage of development that England, and
eventually the rest of the world would be swamped by American products and

) Whether or not he was right about its effects, it is clear

American cultural values.’
that at the beginning of the twentieth century American mass culture, blooming in the
United States, was already pollinating shores on the other side of the Atlantic Ocean,
creating some interesting cultural hybrids in the process.

Putting the rise of American mass culture in a transatlantic setting is illuminating
for a number of reasons. American innovations in mass culture certainly had their
counterparts in Europe (think, for instance, of the film industry or the production and
marketing of stereographs). So why did American mass culture make such inroads in
Europe? The Americanness of American cultural products is at the core of an answer
to this question. By the end of the nineteenth century more than a few Americans
had begun to embrace vernacular cultural forms as self-conscious alternatives to elitist
cultural formations. Ragtime music and jazz, not classical music, vernacular forms of
spoken American—in the writing of Mark Twain and others—not literary language
in the transatlantic Victorian fashion, railway stations and movie theaters, not private
mansions, articulated an expressive individualism that challenged existing cultural
hierarchies and created cultural tensions that receptive Europeans could deploy in their
own struggles against hierarchical social structures and established hierarchies of taste.
In all this, the United States formed the first arena for these cultural clashes to work
themselves out.

While American mass culture developed its early forms and audiences, in
opposition to it the accepted canon of “high” culture, as defined by the likes of
Matthew Arnold, and redolent of European views of culture, was upheld by bourgeois
elites across the United States. They shared in what may be termed a civilizing
offensive that proceeded apace on both sides of the Atlantic and left a marked

® Robert W. Rydell and Rob Kroes, Buffalo Bill in Bologna: The Americanization of the World, 1869~
1922 (Chicago and London: University of Chicago Press, 2005).

D W.T.Stead, The Americanization of the World; or, The Trend of the Twentieth Century (New York and
London: Horace Markley, 1901).
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) In America, though, the

bourgeois imprint on American and European cities alike.®
bourgeois offensive pursued a different agenda than its equivalent in Europe. It wished
to project a view of American high culture as basically cast in a European mold.
Palatial mansions duplicating European models were filled with private collections of
European art. As museums and concert halls went up in American cities, the paintings
shown and the music played were all European. In the public display of cultural taste
and cultural standards America’s elites chose to emphasize the continuity with
Europe's cultural heritage—the European roots of America’s genteel culture.

Yet, while fully engaged in their quest for domestic cultural hegemony, the
attitude of America’s leading bourgeois elites toward Europe’s cultural heritage was
always one of ambivalence, rift by dialectical tensions. Even cultural nationalists
among their number, in their quest for a purely American cultural expression, held
up European standards of excellence for American artists to emulate. The ultimate
version of this high-brow pursuit of cultural emancipation from Europe’s tutelage could
assume the contours of an act of exorcism, as in the case of the Randolph Bourne.
His was one of the leading voices among a generation of young cultural critics who
at the time of World War I set out to storm the stuffy bastions of a reigning genteel
culture in the United States. As they saw it, America’s high culture was derivative. In
Bourne's words: ‘New England was Old England transplanted, and weakened in the
transplant ... We must overcome that which is England in us.”? Yet, at later historical
junctures, particularly in the post-World War II era, America’s cultural elites shared the
self-assured view of America as fully partaking of the civilizational matrix and heritage
of the West, broadly conceived, a view of America as the last safe haven of Western
civilization, as the guarantor and protector of a vibrant trans-Atlantic cultural life,
where in many areas it was second to none. It had world-class conductors, orchestras,
and performing artists. In its top universities a cosmopolitan life of the mind was
preserved and scholarship ranged across the full realm of the humanities to the point
where leading authorities in the study of Europe, or of antiquity for that matter, are

® The metaphor of a “civilizing offensive” was first used, in Dutch, by Bernard Kruithof (cf. “De
deugdzame natie: Het burgerlijk beschavingsoffensief van de Maatschappij tot Nut van 't Algemeen
van 1784 tot plm. 1860,” Symposion 2, 1, 1980, pp. 22-37, repr. in Bernard Kruithof, Jan Noordman &
Piet de Rooy, eds., Geschiedenis van opvoeding en onderwijs: Inleiding, bronnen, onderzoek. Nijmegen, 1994
(1982), 371-85. The leading authority on the international experience and the historical role of the
bourgeoisie is Peter Gay. See his The Bourgeois Experience, Victoria to Freud, volume 1, Education of the
Senses, and volume II, The Tender Passion (New York & Oxford: Oxford Univ. Press, 1984, 1986) as
well as Schnitzlere’s Century: The Making of Middle Class Culture 1815-1914 (New York: Norton, 2001).
See also, Jan Bank and Maarten van Buuren, 71900: The Age of Bourgeois Culture (Assen: Van Gorcum/
Basingstoke/New York: Palgrave, Macmillan, 2004).

9 “American Independence and the War,” The Seven Arts, supplement to the April issue (May 16,
1917). Although unsigned the article was authored by Randolph Bourne.
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often American. This sense of rightful cultural place was at the basis of the post-World
War II idea of the Atlantic World. It was an idea actively disseminated through
America’s cultural diplomacy and reflected, for instance, in a leading trans-Atlantic
intellectual journal like Encounter. Yet, even without efforts in the area of cultural
diplomacy, America’s cultural and intellectual pre-eminence is evident in the pages of a
truly cosmopolitan magazine like the New York Review of Books, with its range of
discussion and conversation that effortlessly spans the range from classical antiquity,
world literature, European cultural history, to American political trends and
developments. It sets a tone that resonates among a truly international intelligentsia.
It, and the America for which it speaks, has forever left behind the qualms and
ambivalences of Randolph Bourne's generation of cultural nationalists.

Yet, if we look back at the cultural ferment of Bourne’s times, in the United States
bourgeois cultural visions never quite gained the commanding, if not hegemonic, place
they did in Europe in the late 19th century. In the U.S. such visions had to contend
with alternative views of culture and of the role it could play in its demotic, vernacular
forms in reaching and guiding, yes even educating, the masses. The urgent quest here
was for the creation of mass cultural forms that would unite people across the
continent. The agency and auspices behind these cultural productions could differ. They
could be strictly entrepreneurial, pure business ventures going for the public’'s money,
as in the case of P.T. Barnum and many others. They could also proceed under the
auspices of civic leadership circles, as in the design of World’s Fairs in American cities.
Yet whatever the explicit auspices, recent scholarly revisits make clear that in addition
to entertainment these forms of mass culture also offered ideologically structured
readings of the contemporary world to its audiences, in terms of its structures of
inclusion and exclusion, of superiority and inferiority, along lines of race, class, and
gender. From Worlds Fairs to D.W. Griffith's Birth of a Nation audiences were exposed to
the anthropological ideal of what American historian Alexander Saxton has called the

“White Republic.”'® Ever since, American mass culture has presented this outward
face of entertainment while purveying at the same time ideological constructions of the
world to its audiences.

With the massive increase in immigration in the last half of the nineteenth century,
the American population as a whole trebled, while the industrial labor force doubled.
In the middle of the nineteenth century the average work week was about sixty to

10 Alexander Saxton, The Rise and Fall of the White Republic: Class Politics and Mass Culture in
Nineteenth-Century America (New York: Verso, 1997). More generally, on the importance of ideology,
see John B. Thompson, Ideology and Modern Culture: Critical Social Theory in an Era of Mass
Communication (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1990). Also the chapter on “Ideology: Black Box
or the Logic of our Ideas?” in my Them and Us: Questions of Citizenship in a Globalizing World (Urbana
and Chicago: University of Illinois Press, 2000).
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seventy hours and encompassed six full days of labor. By the end of the First World
War the direction of American society was clearly set toward the forty-hour week
and growing parity between work and leisure. In this social context, new technologies
of production (especially Henry Ford’'s perfection of mass production techniques),
and new institutions of distribution and consumption (especially department stores,
World’s Fairs, advertising agencies, and installment buying) reconfigured American
culture around values associated with leisure and amusement. Market forces played an
important role in the emergence of an American mass culture but so did the cultural
designs and visions of social elites. The new mass cultural forms were hardly value-
free or neutral. As already pointed out, they often expressed and conveyed ideologies
of race, gender, empire, and consumption and played a pivotal role in the process of
reconstructing the American national identity after the Civil War. Millions—indeed,
tens of millions—of people “took in" movies, fairs, circuses, amusement parks, and dime
novels. But in the course of “taking in” these mass cultural forms, were they “taken
in” by their ideological messages? Were the so-called culture industries all-powerful and
their audiences passive sponges? Or were audiences more resilient and creative than
we often think? Many recent scholars, and I include myself among them, tend toward
the latter view, emphasizing aspects of freedom in cultural reception and consumption,
of selective appropriation and the refashioning of meaning. Yet debates in cultural
studies circles continue. Nagging questions remain. If the market, say, through
advertising, shapes people’s desires, is it right to speak of free choice without some
measure of qualification? If the logic of industrialism, of mass production and
standardization, was an industrial necessity, had it not also, in its American guise,
become “an ideal of civilization?” Such were the concerns among European cultural
conservatives, once Europe had begun to feel the full blast of American mass culture in
the 1920s. Others, though, Antonio Gramsci and others on the European political left
among them, had to admit that what they admired about American society was its
industrial efficiency and modernity, both of which, Gramsci believed, “will compel or
(are) already compelling Europe to overturn its excessively antiquated economic and
social basis.” 'V

Much of the story of the advent and conquest of Europe’s cultural space by
American mass culture in the later 20th century is at the same time the story
of Europe successfully “overturning itself,” following in America's footsteps but,
whenever possible, on its own conditions. Part of this story is the highly inventive way
in which American public diplomacy availed itself of the appeal of its mass culture as a
form of soft power. Through the Marshall Plan first, under the auspices of the United
States Information Agency (USIA) later, America advertised itself with full mastery of

D" Antonio Gramsci, Selections from the Prison Notebooks, eds. and trans. Quintin Hoare and Geoffrey
Nowell Smith (New York: International Publishers, 1971), 317.
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mass culture techniques.

It was not the first time this happened. America had learned the ropes during
its brief, but decisive, intervention in World War I. On April 14, 1917, within hours
of asking the U.S. Congress to declare war on Germany, Wilson moved to issue an
Executive Order creating the Committee on Public Information (CPI). Headed by
George Creel the CPI set out to mobilize and coordinate already existing forms
of American mass culture into weapons of war and vehicles of U.S. government
propaganda. Through its two major divisions, domestic and foreign, the CPI globalized
American culture on an unprecedented scale as part of the “fight for the mind of

) This first instance of the harnessing of mass cultural techniques and

mankind.”*?
appeals for political purposes would later on serve as a model for the Office of War
Information (OWI) during World War II, and American cultural diplomacy during the
years of the Cold War. World War I added a government hand to the process of
“spreading the American Dream,” as Emily Rosenberg has called it,'® a process
already under way since at least the 1893 Columbian Exposition in Chicago. It was an
American dream of high technology and mass consumption both promoted and
accompanied by an ideology of free-market, level-playing field, liberal developmentalism.
That this American ideology was mostly self-serving, and the playing field never quite
level, was the stuff that later European and American Ideologiekritik would feed on.

2. American Mass Culture: Its Rules of Transformation

Ever since its formative years, American culture has known no borders. It
has spread from its home base to encompass the globe, it penetrates our everyday
environment, it invades our phantasy worlds, if it has not actually, as German
filmmaker Wim Wenders once ruefully put it, colonized our subconscious. It has
instilled in us needs, dreams, and longings that may drive us in directions we might
not have gone without our exposure to America. Yet for many at the receiving
end America has become a provider of ingredients for repertoires of cultural self-
expression. It is only one among many sources, of course. It adds to more traditional
repertoires as these have established themselves in the course of long-ranging
historical processes of state formation and nation-building. Yet it does so in strangely
dialectical ways. America has never merely added to these repertoires of cultural
affiliation and expression of collective identities, in the sense of widening a range of
equivalent options. More often than not, the American option served as a counterpoint
to established repertoires, providing groups with the expressive means for cultural

12) George Creel, Complete Report of the Chairman of the Committee on Public Information (Washington,
D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1920), 2.

13 Emily S. Rosenberg, Spreading the American Dream: American Economic and Cultural Expansion,
1890-1945 (New York: Hill and Wang, 1982).
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opposition and revolt against a prescribed mold of cultural affiliation.

One crucial element in American culture that has always perplexed foreign critics,
while at the same time appealing to those who welcomed American culture, was its
aspect of a successful mass culture. More radically so than any other culture, American
culture took its central cues, in the ways it was produced, disseminated and received,
from the secular process of democratisation. From the early days of republican
enthusiasm, cultural nationalists agreed that Amerian culture, in order to be American,
must needs be democratic culture. The mission for America's cultural production was
to appeal to the many, not the few, and to reflect the lives of the citizenry at large
rather than of elite groups in its midst, setting standards for others to follow.

In their critique of Amerian culture, many cultural and political conservatives in
Europe may have grudgingly paid tribute to the democratic aspirations of American
culture. What perplexed them, however, was that more often than not culture as they
observed it in America appeared as not only democratic, but also and unashamedly
commercial. If the Amerian mode of cultural production and reproduction was geared
to the many, it implied that it was also geared to the market. The public for cultural
consumption had to be reached in much the same way as consumers in the economic
sense: through the market. It implied that Americans were less reluctant than many
Europeans in adopting techniques of mass production through mechanical reproduction,
and of cultural dissemination through mass marketing, implying advertising techniques,
and the use of technical breakthroughs in mass communication. They were less in
thrall of a European, Benjaminian sense of the aura surrounding culture, of a deference
that is by its very nature at odds with the vulgarity of the market. European critics,
whether on the left or the right of the political spectrum, chose to look at this potent
brew of democratic and commercial instincts as a clear case of the commodification of
culture. Others in Europe, though, welcomed American culture precisely for its blithe
irreverence toward standards that cultural gatekeepers in Europe rallied to defend.

Many are the explanations of the worldwide dissemination of American mass
culture. There are those who see it as a case of cultural imperialism, as a consequence
of America’'s worldwide projection of political, economic and military power. Others,
broadly within the same critical frame of mind, see it as a tool rather than a
consequence of this imperial expansion. Behind the globalization of American culture
they see an orchestrating hand, whetting foreign appetites for the pleasures of a
culture of consumption. Undeniably, though, part of the explanation of the worldwide
appeal of American mass culture will have to be sought in its intrinsic qualities, in its
blend of democratic and commercial vigor. The particular mix of these two elements
may differ. At one extreme the commercial component may be well-nigh absent, as
in the worldwide dissemination of jazz and blues music. At the other extreme the
commercial rationale may be the central carrying force, as in American advertisements.
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While trying to make a sales pitch for particular products, advertising envelops these
in cultural messages that draw on repertoires of American myths and symbols that
find recognition across the globe. Thus, the Marlboro Man could come to stand for a
particular brand of cigarette while representing a mythical reading of the American
West. In the process, both the West and the cigarette got branded; as commodities they
both received their aura from the mother of all brands: America. Publics on either side
of the Atlantic have become equally adept at reading such tangled messages, but it is
the outcome of a learning process that dates back to the late nineteenth century. The
European encounter with American mass culture after the Second World War needs
to be understood as part of a cumulative and complex history of American cultural
transmissions and European cultural receptions that occurred as part of the ongoing
nation-building processes that gave form to the modern world in the nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries.

This is not to deny, of course, the significance of the Marshall Plan or U.S.
government cultural diplomacy agencies for transmitting American mass culture to
Europe in the post-World War II years. Through exhibitions of American consumer
products (most famously at American trade shows that featured American consumer
products), American movies (by 1951, well over half the movies playing in Europe
were produced by Hollywood), and American music (notably through Willis Conover’s
radio program Music U.S.A., with tens of millions of listeners), all sponsored by the U.S.
government, postwar planners sought to win the hearts and minds of Europeans and
to create a bulwark against Soviet Communism. Nor should this diminish the impact of
forms of American mass culture as they traveled under their own commercial auspices,
free from government backing, to reach European audiences. But it is important to
understand that mass culture served as an instrument for promoting American values
well before the First World War. That those who planned the reconstruction of Europe
after the Second World War looked to American mass cultural forms to further their
cause should not be surprising. Since the Civil War, mass culture had been vital to
efforts to rebuild the American nation and to “Americanize” millions of immigrants.
During the First World War, the U.S. government’s Creel Committee made American
mass culture the centerpiece of its efforts to construct a world that would be safe for
democracy and American exports. Little wonder, given the devastation of Europe
during the Second World War and given their knowledge of the capacity of American
mass cultural forms to influence public opinion, that planners seeking to reconstruct
postwar Europe would give their work a cultural turn and regard American mass
culture as vital to their efforts.

Over the course of the “American Century  the United States has undeniably
assumed a centrality in world affairs that can rightly be called imperial. Like Rome
in the days of the Roman empire, the United States has become the center of webs
of control and communication that span the world. Its cultural products reach the far
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corners of the world, communicating American ways and views to people elsewhere,
while America itself remains relatively unaware of cultural products originating outside
its national borders. If for such reasons we might call the United States imperial, it is
so in a number of ways. It is imperial in the economic sphere, in the political sphere,
and in the cultural sphere. Indeed, these forms of imperial reach—through which
America, literally, holds empire over others —overlap to a considerable extent. For
instance, America, in its role as the new political hegemon after the Second World War,
could restructure markets and patterns of trade through the Marshall Plan, which
guaranteed American firms access to European markets. Political empire, in short,
could promote economic empire. At the same time, opening European markets for
American commerce also meant preserving access for American cultural exports, such
as Hollywood movies. Conversely, as carriers of an American version of the “good
life,” American cultural products, from cars to movies, from clothing styles to kitchen
appliances, all actively doubled as agents of American cultural diplomacy. Trade,
in short, translated back into political empire. And so on, in endless feedback loops.
Positive feedback loops, we might add, resulting in a virtuous circle of self-reinforcing
power.

This is, of course, every diplomat’s dream, the dream of the Americanization of the
world. It is a dream where the exercise of power is really a matter of the uses of soft
power. In the past half century, American companies marketed their products abroad
taking advantage of their Americanness as an asset to boost sales. Buying a Ford, a
pair of Levis, or Nikes; drinking a Coke, devouring a Big Mac; or smoking a Marlboro
offered a chance, however fleetingly, to partake of the American Dream. These and
dozens of other American brands capitalized on the appeal of their home country to sell
their wares to international consumers.

In the real world things hardly ever proceed so smoothly. Imperial ambitions
do not always result in imperial successes. As they have tried to accommodate
themselves to their diminished role and place in the world, European countries have
at times opted to resist particular forms of America’s imperial presence. France is
arguably the most telling case. It chose to resist America’s political empire by ordering
NATO out of the country; it warned against America’s economic empire through Jean
Jacques Servan-Schreiber’s Le défi américain; and it briefly tried to prevent Jurassic
Park from being released in France. Some French critics tried to prevent EuroDisney
from opening on the outskirts of Paris, seeing both Jurassic Park and EuroDisney as

W 1t is good to remind the reader of this specific use of the word empire. I was reminded of it
when reading James Joyce’s adulatory letter which as a young man he addressed to Henrik Ibsen,

“It must be questioned whether any man has held so firm an empire over the thinking world in
modern times,” quoted in Lars Roar Langslet, Ibsen: The Father of Modern Drama, trans. Pat Shaw
(Oslo: Aventura Forlag A.S., 1995), 5.



66

American cultural imperialism threatening France’s cultural identity. More recently,
in the context of war on the Balkans or in Iraq, acts of violent protest have been
directed against emblems of American mass culture like McDonald’s restaurants.
If there is no American embassy nearby to have its windows smashed, there is
always a McDonald’s. This suggests a circle of a different sort, vicious this time, not
virtuous. The visceral dislike of one manifestation of American empire may then begin
negatively to affect the other forms. Negative feed-back loops are being triggered
setting in motion a downward spiral that is commonly studied under the label of anti-
Americanism. Clearly not every demonstration protesting specific American policies
or practices is a sign of anti-Americanism. But when people translate their outrage at
one manifestation of American empire onto others—when, say, the war in Iraq inspires
people to boycot American consumer products—then a process is underway that one
might meaningfully label anti-Americanism. And something along these lines may be
happening today.

The steep drop in America’'s symbolic capital (which, as Pierre Bourdieu would
have reminded us, is one important mainstay of power), as measured by international
opinion polls during the Bush Jr presidency, may have begun to translate into a
rejection of America’s economic empire. There may be a potential relationship between
the downturn in global attitudes toward the United States and the shift now under
way in global market choices. In a survey of 8000 consumers in eight countries, fully
20% of Europeans and Canadians said their objections to U.S. foreign policy would
prevent them from buying American brands. The brands most closely associated
with America, Marlboro and Coca Cola, have lost market share in Germany and

France.

We should also remind ourselves that, long before global opinion of the
United States declined in 2002, anti-globalization protesters routinely launched boycotts
against American icons such as Burger King, McDonald’s, and Citibank.'® But, as Julia
Sweig reminds us, “After all, anti-American and anti-globalization protesters in capitals

around the world can be seen on television running from the cops in their Nikes."'”

5 In an excellent recent discussion of anti-Americanism in various regions of the world Julia
Sweig looks at these recent trends. Julia Sweig, Friendly Fire: Losing Friends and Making Enemies in the
Anti-American Century (New York: Public Affairs, 2006), 87 ff. She convincingly shows how regions of
the world, like Latin America, Europe or the Middle East, have had critically divergent historical
experiences of American empire and American power, experiences that have led to markedly
different histories of anti-Americanism.

19 On this see my “There Are No Borders: American Studies in the Netherlands, America in the
World,” in Through the Cultural Looking Glass: American Studies in Transcultural Perspective, ed. H.J.
Krabbendam, J. Verheul (Amsterdam: VU University Press, 1999). Also, Rob Kroes, “Studying
America in Europe: Four Vignettes and a Program,” The Journal of American Culture 20, no4 (Winter
1997): 63-71.

17 Sweig, Friendly Fire, 89.
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They do it in much the same way that in the late 1960s anti-Vietnam War
demonstrators, in both the United States and Europe, could be chanting the anti-
American slogans of the day, while wearing the full regalia of an American youth
culture that had already developed into an international youth culture.

There are many ironies here. Not only do political or economic anti-Americanism
go together well with cultural appetites clearly derived from America, at times a
further twist is given to such combinations. In such cases, the very ingredients of a
mass culture that had received its American imprint before it conquered the world
and turned global are being re-arranged to produce a message whose thrust is anti-
American. In other words, an American mass cultural idiom acquired by outsiders is
then being turned against its source. How does that work?

In Europe’s lasting encounter with American mass culture, many have been the
voices expressing a concern about its negative impact. Cultural guardians in Europe
saw European standards of taste and cultural appreciation eroded by an American
way that aimed at a mass market, elevating the lowest common denominator of mass
preferences to the main vector of cultural production. This history of cultural anti-
Americanism in Europe has a long pedigree. In its earlier manifestations, from the late
19th century through the 1950s, the critique of American mass culture was highly
explicit and had to be. Many ominous trends of an evolving mass culture in Europe
had to be shown to have originated in America, reaching Europe under clear American
agency. An intellectual repertoire of Americanism and Americanization evolved (as in
Germany's Amerikanismusdebatte during the 1920s) in a continuing attempt at cultural
resistance against the lures of a culture of consumption. Never mind that such cultural
forms might have come to Europe autonomously, even in the absence of an American
model. America served to give a name and a face to forces of cultural change that
would otherwise have been anonymous and seemingly beyond control.

This European repertoire is alive and kicking. Yet, ironically, as a repertoire that
has become common currency to the point of being an intellectual stereotype rather
than an informed opinion, America nowadays is often a subtext, unspoken in European
forms of cultural resistance. I have two examples to illustrate this. A 1996 political
poster for the Socialist Party in Salzburg, during the run-up to municipal elections,
showed us the determined face and the clenched fist of the party’s candidate. He asked
the voting public whether the younger generation would not be losers, and called on
the electorate to “fight, fight, and fight.” What for? “In order to avoid that young
people get fed up with the future.” (Damit unsere Jugend die Zukunft nicht satt hat). In a
visual pun, at the poster’s dead center, the getting fed up is illustrated by the blurred
image of a hamburger flying by at high speed. Fast food indeed. The call for action
is now clear. Austrians should try and fend off a future cast in an American vein.
American culture is condensed into the single image of the hamburger. It is enough to
trigger the larger repertoire of cultural anti-Americanism without mentioning America
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once.

We may choose to see this poster as only a recent version of cultural guardianship
that has always looked at the younger generation as a stalking horse, if not a Trojan
horse, for American culture. In fact, historically, it has always been younger generations
who, in rebellion against parental authority and cultural imposition, opted for the
liberating potential of American mass culture. Yet interesting changes may have
occurred in this pattern. Today young people as well, in their concern about forces of
globalization, may target America as the central agency behind these global trends.
And they may do it in the vernacular language of a mass culture that was American
before it went global.

My second example will serve to illustrate this. I have a music video, a few years

' The video, in its own right, is an act of cultural emancipation.

old, of a Basque group. ®
The lyrics are in the Basque language and the station broadcasting the video has all-
Basque programming. This may suggest localism, if not cultural provincialism. Nothing
would be farther from the truth. What we have here is a perfect example of

' The music used is “world

glocalisation, to use Roland Robertson’s neologism."
music,” hailing from the Caribbean and popularized through the British music
industry. The format of the music video itself is part of global musical entertainment.
Yet the message is local. What the video shows is a confusing blend of the traditional
and the modern. The opening shot—nostalgically arcadian—is of a man using a
scythe to cut grass. Then the camera moves up and shows a modern, international
style, office block. A mobile phone rings, and the grass cutter answers the call. More
images show modern life. We see an old man talking into a microphone strapped to his
head, as if he is talking to himself. We see a group of young men with bar codes on
their heads working out in tandem, yet in complete isolation, as if in a transported
glimpse of an American gym. Then the protagonists of the video appear, with a rickety
van, getting ready to sell the local variety of Basque fast food, a sausage on a roll. The
very smell breaks the isolation of people caught in the alienating life of modernity.
They all flock to the sausage stand. There they come to life, stirred into celebratory
action by the sight and smell of what purportedly represents a taste of true
Basqueness. The lyrics repeat the refrain: “Down with MacDonald’s, Long live Big
Benat” (the name of the Basque delicacy).

The claim made in this video is on behalf of the authenticity of regional cultures
struggling to survive in a world threatened by the homogenizing forces of globalization.
Yet the medium of communication, the format of the music video, testifies to the impact
of precisely those forces that the video protests against. There is much irony in all

18) Available now on: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gtUSaf62wO0.
19 Roland Robertson, “Globalisation or Glocalisation?” The Journal of International Communication 1, 1
(1994).
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this, but most important is the fact that what is shown as modernity truly revives a
long repertoire of European cultural anti-Americanism. America stands for modernity
and the long history of European resistance to America is truly a story of resisting the
onslaught of modernity on Europe’s chequered map of regional and/or national cultures.
Yet no fingers are pointed. The anti-America/anti-modernity nexus is triggered, as in
the Salzburg poster, by the single reference to the Big Mac. A further irony is that
Europe’s younger generations, while adopting forms of an international mass culture,
now use them to voice protest precisely against forces of globalization.

Clearly, in view of all these recent trends and ironic twists, it is impossible to
come up with a single diagnosis of how American mass culture will be doing in an
age when patent, finger pointing, forms of anti-Americanism have so powerfully
resurfaced. As I have argued in much of my work on American mass culture, there
is an inherent anti-authoritarian if not rebellious streak in it that may well lend itself
perfectly to its recent uses for the production and dissemination of statements against
America’s empire. Quite apart from its antinomian potential, though, there may also
be an enduring entertainment power in America’s mass culture, an enduring appeal
of its Americanness even to the most unlikely publics. Thus American TV shows,
usually in English with Arabic subtitles, are now hugely popular among Iraqis craving
entertainment in the (admittedly, relative) safety of their homes. Entire box sets of
shows such as Seinfeld, Scrubs, and Friends are finding their way into DVD players
across Baghdad.”?” The hatred of Americans as an occupying force in Iraq clearly has
not made Iraqis immune to the pleasures offered by the American entertainment
industry. What this tells us about the continuing potential of American mass culture
as a tool of what Joseph Nye would call soft power, I am not sure. I do know for sure
that mere public relations, aimed at ‘rebranding” America in the Madison Avenue
manner, won't do. Yet this was how the State Department went about shoring up
America’s battered image in the Middle East in the aftermath of 9/11. It hired a star
public relations veteran, Charlotte Beers, to overhaul U.S. public diplomacy. Her tenure
was brief and much derided.

Much remains to be done, or should we say recovered, in the area of cultural
diplomacy. American policy makers would do well to follow Machiavelli's advice to
princes to go back to first principles and find inspiration there. Rather than subverting
America’s republican and democratic principles, as has consistently happened under
the current Bush regime, people across Europe would happily welcome the return
of an inspirational American voice that for so long sustained its empire as an empire
by invitation, if not inspiration. And yes, there may be such voices that strike chords
of memory for many in Europe. In that vein, this is what one presidential contender,

20) According to a report in USA Today, Friday March 2, 2007, 4A.
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Senator Barack Obama, had to say recently:

Many around the world are disappointed with our actions. And many in our own
country have come to doubt either our wisdom or our capacity to shape events
beyond our borders. Some have even suggested that America’s time has passed.

I still believe that America is the last, best hope of Earth. We just have to show the
world why this is so. This President may occupy the White House, but for the last
six years the position of leader of the free world has remained open. And it’s time
to fill that role once more.

The American moment has not passed. The American moment is here. And like

generations before us, we will seize that moment, and begin the world anew. 2"

There is a rich resonance to these words, reminding us that “to begin the world
anew may well be a special American dispensation. Seizing the moment, beginning
anew, Americans more than others may refuse to see things coming to an end. It is for
others to foretell the end of the American empire, or the loss of its cultural allure for
the outside world.

Victoria de Grazia, for one, ends her book on America as an irresistible empire %’
on a tone of the end of an era, not due to failure but precisely to the success of
America’s imperial venture in spreading its commercial culture. Increasingly ways of
business that initially were seen as originating in America, and in many cases derived
their appeal precisely from their American aura, now have assumed local colors and
blend it with their various cultural settings. Things may indeed have come full circle
and come to a close.

This may be true, but it is not the whole story. As the Economist reminds us,
America is still a brand that sells well: “In Carrefour at Montesson, a giant out-of-town
hypermarket west of Paris, the bakery shelves are stacked with ‘Harry's American
sandwich’ bread, a sliced product that has taken the land of the baguette by storm.”
As the magazine sums up its point, “the more American brands flaunt their origins, the
better they seem to do.” %

There is a much broader issue to be raised at this point, in view of the current
and future impact of forces of cultural globalization. For how much longer will terms
like “American” or “European” continue to make sense in a world of increasingly

2D Quoted from an address by Barack Obama to the Chicago Council on global Affairs, April 23,
2007. Available on: http://my.barackobama.com/page/content/fpccga.

22 Victoria de Grazia, Irresistible Empire: America’s Advance Through 20th-Century Europe (Cambridge
and London: The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2005).

23 “French Anti-Americanism: Spot the Difference,” The Economist, December 24, 2005, 41-43.
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rapid cultural change and exchange? In connection with revolutions in communication
technology, with globalized networks of control and ownership of the culture industries,
with transnational financing, should we not speak of globalization rather than
Americanization? Should we not give up on any kind of geographical denomination of
cultural origin as hopelessly outdated? Well, not so fast. Individual countries in Europe
as well as the European Union collectively feel in need of claiming an exception, if
not exemption, when it comes to culture. They tend to promote and sponsor cultural
production in such areas as film, music and television precisely because these are seen
as critically linked to the expression, formation and preservation of collective cultural
identities. They refuse to conceive of cultural products in those areas as being just
like any other commodity and therefore subject to the logic of free trade and global
markets.

As for Americanization versus globalization, the example of the Basque music
video or the Salzburg political poster may remind us that both can be read as forms
of protest against globalization as a force eroding local or national cultural standards.
Yet at the same time the symbols chosen in articulating the protest are emblems of
America, ie. the Hamburger/Big Mac. In the current global production, dissemination
and consumption of mass culture many of the ingredients are still recognizably
American. Rap music produced by immigrant youths in Marseille, Turks in Berlin, or
a Palestinian rapper in Canada, can still be meaningfully understood as so many uses
of an American cultural form, originating in the black neighbourhoods of the United
States. Yet at the same time they are culturally different, illustrating my earlier point
about the selective appropriation of American mass culture and its hybridization at
the receiving end. Once transformed in such ways, the outcome can also be seen as a
re-localization of globally available forms of mass culture, allowing for the expression of
local life and local identities.

There may be ways, though, where the continued globalization of mass culture
may force us conceptually to recast issues of national and geographic origin, or of
cultural identities. The area that most radically illustrates this is the Hollywood movie.
Suggestive of a place and nation of origin as the richly resonant word Hollywood is,
it is in need of a radical deconstruction in much the same way that Saskia Sassen, in
her seminal book The Global City, forced us to rethink the idea of the city.?¥ We may
need to come up with a conceptual view of Hollywood as a denationalized node within
the deterritorialized network of media and entertainment production. The globality of
Hollywood, in this view, lies in the transnational nature of its finance, production and
distribution. The prime exhibit here is the Blockbuster movie as it has come to define
Hollywood since the 1970s. It is a type of movie that basically means high production

24) Saskia Sassen, The Global City : New York, London, Tokyo (Princeton: Princeton University Press,
2001) updated 2nd ed., original 1991.
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value, a reliance on special effects and computer technology, and the successful
targeting of global audiences. Does this radical reconfiguration of Hollywood and the
films it produces mean that we can no longer meaningfully speak of them as

“American,” nor see them as powerful engines of Americanization? Surprisingly
there are those who look at these recent trends and see no major change. In Europe
and the United States there are those who reject the current Hollywood products in
much the same vein that European cultural nationalists in the 1920s used to reject
Hollywood films. Benjamin Barber, an American critic of Hollywood, in fact brings back
the old dichotomy of Hollywood as being only commercial versus Europe producing
creative “auteurs.”? Others in contrast argue that the attempt of assigning cultural
nationality to the Hollywood productions of today is done either arbitrarily or aims to
serve specific agendas.”

The reconceptualization of Hollywood, as here suggested, may well call for the
rethinking of national denominators as meaningful categories in cultural analysis.
Transcending them, or leaving them behind, may allow us to see more clearly the
portent of things to come, the effects on film content and its narrative structure of the
global mode of production of “Hollywood” movies. It may help us fathom the interplay
between such separate forms of global entertainment as video games and Blockbuster
movies. We may be witnessing the transition from film narrative based on conventions
of plot and character development—cultural conventions central to Western civilization
since the days of classic Greek tragedy—to a novel form that more closely resembles
the logic of levels in video games, with no quality of drama, no sense of history, no

transcendence. ?”

The death of the tragedy, as a sign of cultural loss and the
degeneration of Western civilization, has been announced by cultural pessimists, from
Friedrich Nietzsche to George Steiner, adding their influential voices to the mainly
European chorus of cultural declinists. Often the implied agent in such diagnoses of our
time was the baneful and erosive influence of an American mass culture. Now, tellingly,
American cultural critics, like Daniel Mendelsohn (cf. note 27), have joined the chorus in
their turn. American and European intellectuals, on either side of the Atlantic, now
voice their stark warnings of the demise of Western civilization, as we have known and

cherished it, at the hands of the uncontrollable process of cultural globalization.
In conclusion: The Atlantic as a Cultural Divide?

Whatever the future may hold, at our present juncture such categories of thought

25) Benjamin Barber, Jihad vs. McWorld (New York: Ballantine Books, 1995), 95, 331.

20 Melis Behlil, “Home Away From Home: Global Directors of New Hollywood” (PhD diss.,
University of Amsterdam, 2007).

2D Ror an illustration of this cultural shift, see Daniel Mendelsohn, “300 a film directed by Zack
Snyder,” New York Review of Books 54, no. 9 (May 31, 2007): 37-40.
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as “European” and “American” are still widely used. In that vein, let me revisit the
issue this paper set out to address: At present are Europeans and Americans basically
bonded by culture or divided by it? The answer cannot be a simple one. We have
explored patterns of interwovenness, of cultural exchanges and clashes, of reception
and hybridization, in a story that is basically one of cultural symbiosis. Yet there are
areas of life, normally included in the single word “culture,” where the United States
and Europe can be shown to have drifted apart in recent history. One such area,
clearly, is religion. As cultural changes go, they are mostly unnoticed until a coagulation
point is reached and a new cultural configuration presents itself. Thus, after many
years of a life in the shadow, in both the U.S. and Europe, Islam now appears as having
exploded on to the stage, confronting societies with dilemmas of cultural coexistence.
There is not much that European countries can learn from the United States, given the
fact that Muslim immigrants in Europe, apart from religion, strongly differ from those
in the United States in terms of class, education, geographical origin, and urbanity.
Islam as the one common denominator may falsely suggest that Europe and the U.S.
share a problem, particularly when Muslims as a group, through cultural “profiling,”
tend to set alarm bells ringing in a world that calls itself Christian.?® This is
particularly ironic in a Europe that is increasingly secular, yet rallies around its alleged
Christianity to exclude the Turks as a nation from membership of the European Union.
That the Turks already live among Europeans in sizeable numbers and arguably share
a transnational sense of themselves as a community that one might call proto-European
is a thing Europeans conveniently tend to ignore.

It is not so much Islam, though, as Christianity that brings ironies I wish to explore
further. It is no longer the bonding element it may historically have been. Europe
shows a long-term trend toward secularism, while the United States, as if caught in a
quasi-colonial time warp, embraces the old-time religion and its world view. Here too
the trends have gone on unnoticed for quite a while, until the moment when the
opening divide causes a cultural shock and both sides behold each other in utter
estrangement. Not only have both sides evolved in opposite directions in the sphere of
religion, but other spheres of life, such as politics, education, morality, appear as
crucially affected by these diverging trends. Contemporary American religiosity, as
many Europeans see it, appears as a form of obscurantism that is still engaged in
pitched battles with the spirit of the Age of Enlightenment. Tellingly, though, some of

)

the most incisive criticism of such trends comes from the United States.? As so often

%) For a particularly shrill example of the construction of Islamofascism and its connection to Iran,
see Norman Podhoretz, “The Case for Bombing Iran: I Hope and Pray that President Bush Will do
It,” Wall Street Journal, Editorial Page, May 30, 2007, http://opinionjournal.com/forms/printThis.
html?id=110010139.

29 The best brief catalog of the evangelical invasion of politics, is Garry Wills, “A Country Ruled
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before, critical voices from Europe sound in unison with American voices.

This may not be as strongly the case, though, in the defense of republicanism, civil
rights and democratic values. If political culture, like religion, is part of my brief for this
paper, we must remind ourselves of the language used on both sides of the Atlantic
in the days and weeks following the terrorist assault of 9/11. In an instant, if not
instinctive, response, the terms of public debate were those of the West and the values
it stood for, values of freedom and democracy. It did not take long, though, for public
debate in Europe to turn away in disgust from what it saw as the cynical subversion at
the hands of the Bush administration of precisely those values. This time it was more
difficult for Europeans to recognize if not reach out to like-minded critics in America’s
public space. There, time and again conservative forces can be seen to dictate to the
public the terms of public debate and to silence dissent. No one harbouring political
aspirations can say the unwelcome thing without alienating entire voter blocs. Age-old
fears of what a garrison state, a.k.a. as a warfare state, not a welfare state, or in more
current language a national security state, could mean for the survival of republicanism
—fears expressed so eloquently, among others, by the Nobel Peace laureate Jane
Addams at the time of the First World War—are now more urgently recognised
and discussed in Europe than in the United States. This is a tragic reversal of a long
history where repeatedly America was the beacon and safe haven of liberty at times
when tyranny and dictatorship held sway in Europe, and people from Europe looked to
America as the last, best hope of democracy and freedom. Precisely now that Europe
is in its long-continuing reinvention of itself as a Kantian place of order and the rule of
law, America may be showing worrying signs of placing itself above the law, nationally
and internationally. It now finds itself in the dock, literally as in a Milan court on the
issue of “extra-ordinary rendition,” or more generally in the court of public opinion. If
anti-Americanism has risen steeply all over the world, surely in Europe as well, it may
have to do crucially with what many see as the betrayal by Americans of something
distinctly American, of “truths held to be self-evident.”

by Faith,” The New York Review of Books (November 16, 2006). For countertrends among evangelicals,
belying an unduly homogenized reading of their social and political impact, see: Frances FitzGerald,
“The Evangelical Surprise,” The New York Review of Books 54, no.7 (April 26, 2007): 31-35.

A remarkable book-length analysis comes from the man who may well have masterminded the
evangelical penetration into politics, as part of what he called the “silent majority,” and now, like a
sorcerer’s apprentice, disowns the creature that he sired: Kevin Phillips, American Theocracy: The Peril
and Politics of Radical religion, Oil, and Borrowed Money in the 21st Century (New York: Viking, 2006).
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What They Think of US:
International Perceptions of the United States since 9/11

David Farber

When a great country makes a mistake, it has great consequences. A great country, however, also
has the capacity to remedy its mistake.
—Nguyen Ba Chung

Do I contradict myself?

Very well then I contradict myself,

(I am large, I contain multitudes.)
—Walt Whitman Leaves of Grass, 1855

Given the current reputation of the United States in much of the world, I find it
impossible to resist beginning my discussion with a paraphrase of the poet Elizabeth
Barrett Browning: “How do I hate thee, let me count the ways.” Of course, given
the events of the last six years anti-Americanism is no laughing matter. From the
perspective of a contemporary American, anti-Americanism appears to be practically
a global lingua franca. Anecdotally, cosmopolitan Americans traveling abroad, while
usually making clear that they were, personally, treated fine, report to one another
that the reputation of the United States is in tatters or worse. Global surveys done by
credible organizations such as the Pew Foundation give statistical certainty to those
perceptions. While surveys show that the United States does still have some strong
national constituencies—Nigeria, Japan, India, and Poland (now there's an unexpected
foursome) vie for the title of nation with the most favorable rating of the United States—
these surveys overwhelmingly demonstrate a strong international antipathy for America.

Such glum reports are not completely new—anti-Americanism has a long and
distinguished history. But since the 9/11 attacks, President Bush'’s launch of a “War on
Terror,” and the seemingly endless and horrifically bloody American intervention in
Iraq, such reports of growing anti-Americanism have gained a greater sense of
urgency—at least among many American intellectuals, a faction of American politicians,
and a fraction of the American people. In addition, prominent experts argue that anti-
Americanism has taken on a saliency and weight in many parts of the world that is
unprecedented; e.g., Andrew Kohut, well-respected director of the Pew Research
Center’s Global Attitudes Project, writes that “Anti-Americanism runs deeper and is

qualitatively different than in the past.” ”

U From the introduction to Andrew Kohut and Bruce Stokes, America Against the World: How We Are
Different and Why We Are Disliked (New York: Holt, 2006).
http://www.holtzbrinckpublishers.com/henryholt/Search/SearchBookDisplayExerpt.
asp?BookKey=1864984.
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Within the United States, explaining this epidemic of anti-Americanism is a
politically charged enterprise. Generally, conservative pundits and politicians assert
that the anti-Americanists hate us for who we are—a freedom loving, democratic people.
Liberals and leftists tend to assert that anti-Americanists hate us for whar we do—
most generally, act unilaterally on major global issues and, most specifically, mistreat
the world’s Islamic people and favor Israel over Palestine. While both groups contain
individuals who actually know something about actual anti-Americanists in actual
places around the world, many of these commentators tend to gain rhetorical strength
and certainty from their general lack of knowledge of the people and places in question.

I fear that I, too, can fall into this trap of easy and ill-informed punditry in which
glib opinion replaces careful analysis. To do my best to avoid that trap, I shall rely a
good deal on borrowed wisdom, much of it gained from the international colleagues
with whom I worked over a period of several years on the aforementioned scholarly
book project, What They Think of US, recently published by Princeton University Press.?
One of the most important (and I would think most obvious, despite how commonly it is
ignored) points my international colleagues made is that anti-Americanism is almost
never caused by just one thing or just one problem or even just one set of concerns.
Antipathy towards the United States is, instead, much more often specifically
formulated and contested within a specific social or national or cultural setting.

To get back to poet Elizabeth Barrett Browning—to understand anti-Americanism
around the world one must count the many different ways different theys hate or
disrespect or are simply made uncomfortable by the United States. As a result, for
those of us who see anti-Americanism as a problem to be solved, multiple answers or
policies, directed at different actors must be ascertained and weighed and, hopefully,
implemented. Along similar analytic lines, anti-anti Americanists must also be careful
to weigh the saliency and temporality of the anti-Americanism embraced by specific
societies or individuals. Some anti-Americanists, after all, may simply argue that, for
example, America’s fast food habit is unhealthy and should not spread to their nation.
It's a difficult point to refute, and certainly, in the scheme of things, a relatively benign
claim. Other anti-Americanists, however, may strap bombs around their chests to
kill my nation’s often overweight fast food customers. Anti-Americanism, thus, is
sometimes too abstract a word for the issue we are trying to examine. To be blunt:
while few Americans are pleased by any form of anti-American sentiment, at this
particular moment in history Americans are most worried about the hostility of the
world’s Islamic population.

So, to proceed, I will begin to “count the ways” in which the United States is
unloved, focusing largely on a select group of nations with large Islamic populations and
on places where anti-Americanism is manifested in less well-discussed ways (thus, I will

% David Farber, ed., What T hey Think of US (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2007).
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talk little about anti-Americanism in Europe, for example). And as I attempt to specify
how anti-Americanism is, in fact, manifested around the world, I will analyze how those
modes of anti-Americanism are understood and discussed within America’s political
culture.

I will begin by elaborating on the most general and overarching indictment of
America, the one which is most often characterized by American conservatives
(including President George Bush) as the major force of global anti-Americanism: the
United States is hated for who we are. In November 2002, the American émigré
intellectual Paul Hollander published, in the culturally conservative journal New
Criterion, a typically erudite if empirically impoverished essay titled “Politics of Envy.”
In dispassionate tones, Hollander argued: “From the sociological and historical points of
view, anti-Americanism may best be understood as a diffuse, ongoing protest against
modernity—its major components and unintended consequences. These include
secularization, industrialization, urbanization, bureaucratization, mobility (both social and
spatial), and the decline of community and social-cultural cohesion.” Hollander insists
that his analysis is applicable all over the world but emphasizes that “the most obvious
and clear link between anti-Americanism and modernization is encountered in Islamic
countries and other traditional societies where modernization clashes head on with
entrenched traditional beliefs, institutions, and patterns of behavior, and where it
challenges the very meaning of life, social relations and religious verities.””

In the difficult days shortly after the 9/11 attacks, President George Bush
powerfully articulated a similar but more pointed indictment against the terrorists. In
his televised address to a joint session of congress and the American people, President
Bush described the attack as an unforeseeable unleashing of pure hatred by evildoers:
“All of this was brought upon us,” he explained, “in a single day—and night fell on a
different world, a world where freedom itself is under attack.” In what was probably
the most effective speech of his presidency, he continued: “Americans are asking, why
do they hate us? They hate what we see right here in this chamber—a democratically
elected government . .. They hate our freedoms—our freedom of religion, our freedom
of speech, our freedom to vote and assemble and disagree with each other.”” They hate
us, in other words, not for our failures or our misdeeds but for that which Americans
count as our greatest achievement: the enshrinement of the linked principles of freedom
and democracy. They hate us for who we are.

As a general explanation of anti-Americanism (which is not the same as making a
specific argument about the rabid anti-Americanism of bin Laden and his supporters)
those who claim that “they” hate us for who we are—a freedom loving democratic

¥ Paul Hollander, “Politics of Envy,” New Criterion (November 2002): 15-18.
Y President George W. “Bush, Address to a Joint Session of Congress and the American People,”
September 20, 2001, The White House, http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2001/09/20010920-8 html.
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people—have a difficult argument to make. Surveys, at least, of various nations in
which negative sentiments against the United States run high almost never indicate
that the people of those nations hate the United States for its cherished values of
democracy and freedom. Paul Hollander and other intellectuals, however, are making
a quite different argument than President Bush did in his emotional speech. They
argue that people around the world are anti-American because they dislike the kind
of fiercely competitive and individualistic capitalist society the United States both
is and represents. So we have two different, only partially overlapping arguments
about “Them” hating “Us” because of what the United States is rather than what it
does. Proponents of either version of this argument share a vital subjective premise:
anyone who hates the United States for what it is—whether that means freedom
and democracy or capitalist modernity—is, in essence, on the wrong side of historical
inevitability and thus a pathetic loser or much worse.

Before examining the applicability of these two different but related arguments
let me offer a bare-bones version of the other American approach to anti-Americanism:
“They” hate the United States for what it does. Noam Chomsky, the internationally
recognized champion of American self-criticism (who was recently praised by Osama
bin Ladenl), provides a neat, if extreme encapsulation of this understanding from within
the United States. While he is widely perceived as a radical political figure by most
Americans who recognize his name, his arguments attract at least some respectful
attention on university campuses and in left-wing circles. Never one to be polite,
Chomsky argued just a few weeks after the 9/11 attacks that the United States, in
essence, got what it deserved—or, put another way, the chickens had come home to
roost.

In this statement, he begins by addressing the specific motives of the 9/11
hijackers. By its end, he suggests that the motives he ascribes to the attackers have
support throughout the world. Chomsky states: “They are very angry at the United
States because of its support of authoritarian and brutal regimes; its intervention to
block any move towards democracy; its intervention to stop economic development; its
policies of devastating the civilian societies of Iraq while strengthening Saddam
Hussein.” The United States, he adds, is also under justified fire for its “support for the
Israeli military occupation which is harsh and brutal . .. And they know that and they
don't like it. Especially when that is paired with US policy towards Iraq, towards the
Iraqi civilian society which is getting destroyed.” He concludes: “And when bin Laden
gives those reasons, people recognize it and support it.”” Chomsky, who is a strong
advocate of this policy-driven anti-Americanism analysis, argues—for the most part—in

% Noam Chomsky, “The New War Against Terror,” October 18, 2001, Z Net, http://www.zmag.
org/GlobalWatch/chomskymithtm. Transcribed from audio recorded at The Technology & Culture
Forum at MIT.
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diametric opposition to President Bush. The president, remember, claimed that the
terrorists attacked the United States because they hate freedom and democracy.
Chomsky argues that the terrorists and their supporters are actually attacking the
United States because the United States, in its policies, supports authoritarian regimes,
thus blocking democracy, and because it uses its military might to destroy civilian
society in Iraq while giving military aid and political support to Israel, thus crushing
freedom in Palestine. America is, in the eyes of Chomsky and his supporters, if not the
Great Satan, then the Great Hypocrite.

Democratic Party presidential nominee aspirant Senator Barack Obama gave a
much more subtle and nuanced version of this position—anti-Americanism is caused
not by who we are but by what we do—in an April 2007 speech to the Chicago Council
on Global Affairs. Obama stated the problem broadly and simply: “We all know that
these are not the best of times for America’s reputation in the world. We know what
the war in Iraq has cost us in lives and treasure, in influence and respect. We have
seen the consequences of a foreign policy based on a flawed ideology, and a belief that
tough talk can replace real strength and vision. Many around the world are
disappointed with our actions . . .There is no doubt that the mistakes of the past six
years have made our current task more difficult. World opinion has turned against
us.”® In this speech and in his campaign appearances in general, Obama focuses
narrowly on the damage the war in Iraq has inflicted on America's global reputation
and, specifically, on the United States’ ability to defeat the threat of anti-American
terrorism. Otherwise, he tends only to talk in general, if inspirational, terms about the
problem of global anti-Americanism and the need to find solutions to it. Other than the
war in Iraq, Senator Obama is quite vague as to what Islamic people, in particular, hold
against the United States. The question we face now is: how well do these kinds of
concerns about America’s actions in the world, either the fiery charges of the radical if
marginalized Chomsky or the much more careful descriptions of the far more influential
Obama, describe actual anti-Americanism, especially, in the Islamic world?

What better place to start than Iraq? And as I stressed earlier, in discussing such a
complicated place I rely not on my own inexpert analysis but on that of two colleagues,
Ibrahim Al-Marashi, an Iragi-American scholar of Iraqi politics who is currently a
professor in Turkey and Abdul Hadi al-Khalili, an Iraqi neurosurgeon who is currently
the cultural attaché at the Iraqi embassy in Washington, D.C.” First of all, as with any
country but perhaps in Iraq more than any other, no singular form of anti-Americanism
exists. Hardly surprising but worth underlining: many people in Iraq have many

% “Remarks of Senator Barack Obama to the Chicago Council on Global Affairs,” April 23, 2007,
http://www.barackobama.com/issues/strengtheningamerica/.

71 am drawing on: Ibrahim Al-Marashi and Abdul Hadi al-Khalili, “Iraqis’ Bleak View of the
United States,” in Farber, What They Think of US, 1-26.
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reasons for not liking the United States. I don’t think it is necessary or possible here to
explore the entire calculus of anti-Americanism in Iraq. Borrowing from my colleagues’
work I just want to make a couple of simple but relevant points often missed in the
American public discourse about Iraq.

Bluntly stated: many Arab Iraqis see the United States as imperialist occupier
and not selfless liberator. Iraqis are conditioned by the historical legacy of British
imperialism to see any Western intervention in their land as a crude power play. Iraq's
educational system and political culture hammered home this perspective. Saddam
Hussein used all the tools available to him, during his many years in power but
especially since the first Gulf War, to instruct the Iraqi people that the United States
was the successor regime to the British. The privations the United States visited upon
Iraq between 1991 and 2003 assured that many would see the United States as an
imperialist bully. Ironically, perhaps, many elements in the newly free mass media of
the post-Saddam era have continued describing the American presence in Iraq as that
of an imperialist force.

Avyatollah al-Hakim, an anti-Saddam Shia leader from whom the United States
might have expected welcoming words, stated bluntly—before he was assassinated by
sectarian rivals August 29, 2003—that the Iraqi “people’s strong sense of nationalism”
made it very unlikely that they would accept the presence of any occupying force in
their country. He said it very clearly: “Iraqis perceive the United States as an
occupying rather than a liberating force.” American policymakers, seemingly misled
by a faction of self-interested Iragi émigrés and, at the least in the case of President
Bush, their own faith in the transparent goodness of American motives in the world,
appear not to have recognized the depth of this historically conditioned and
continuously reinvigorated distrust of and anger with the United States among Arab
Iragis—both Sunni and Shia. In other words, “they” hate us not for who “we” believe
we are but for who they think “we” are—not a freedom loving nation but an imperialist
bully. Here, what the United States does and what it is are not easily disentangled.
While we in the United States often assess who we are by considering our intentions
and motive, the Iraqis (as well as others around the world) characterize who we are by
looking at what we have done—launched a pre-emptive war that has resulted in
catastrophic death and destruction.

Arab Iraqis build on this mistrust and anger over what they perceive as a bullying
American imperialism by adding to it their fierce opposition to American policy in the
Israel-Palestine conflict. Shia and Sunni are united in their revulsion toward what they
perceive to be America’s unalloyed support of Israel. Believing with reason that the
United States acts in support of Israel in the Middle East, many argue that the
American occupation of their nation is done in service to Israel's desires, not Iraq’'s

% Thid, 12.
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needs. Saddam had long used the relationship between the United States and Israel in
his domestic propaganda campaigns. Thus, on September 12, 2001, Iraqi television
championed the terror attacks: “The collapse of US. centers of power is a collapse of
U.S. policy, which deviates from human values and stands by world Zionism at all
international forums to continue the slaughter of the Palestinian Arab people.”” While
Saddam is gone, anti-Israel sentiment is not. In Iraq and in most every Islamic
community, the U.S.-Israel common front is cause for grave concern and deep suspicion
about American actions in Iraq and, indeed, around the region.

For many Americans, at least during the first years of the Iraq war, Iraqis’ distrust
of America’s motives for invading their country was hard to understand. Americans
are conditioned to see their country as a force for good in the world. And while a
sizeable fraction of the post-Vietnam American citizenry has learned to be skeptical and
sometimes even cynical about the U.S. government’'s international policies, such self-
doubt—or even self-loathing—does run against the American grain. America’s 18th
century Founding Generation, with reason, saw itself as offering the world a beacon
of democratic hope. That notion still permeates American public oratory all along the
mainstream political spectrum. American experiences in World War II and the Cold
War proved to many Americans that military force was sometimes the only way to keep
that beacon of democratic hope burning bright—both at home and in the world.

For a scholar like me, and for many others on the liberal side of the American
political spectrum, such optimistic good cheer about America’s role in the world has to
be tempered by experience. At the least, liberals would argue, old Cold War adventures
that included CIA interventions in such countries as Guatemala and Iran demonstrate
that the United States, like other powerful nations, sometimes acts narrowly in pursuit
of self-interest. And, to say the obvious, sometimes the United States government—
even with reasonable motives—can cause so much damage through its actions as to
completely obliterate whatever good was ever intended by its policy—the Vietnam War
could be so understood. With varying degrees of certainty, leading American liberal
politicians cast the war in Iraq in this light—in this case, changing the passive voice
construction (“mistakes were made”) to the direct accusation: President Bush and his
administration deceived the American people and produced a wrongful and horrific war.

Such a position, however, is a polarizing one in the United States. To give a
personal anecdote, I recently gave a talk at an Iraq war teach-in at a major state
university in the United States. Many of the undergraduate students were shocked
at my statement that the United States government, alas, sometimes acted in ways
that sharply contrasted with our nation’s avowed principles and that sometimes even
Americans’ good intentions in the world backfire and produce more evil than good
—here I referenced the Vietnam War. Numerous students accused me of denying

9 Al-Marashi and al-Khalili, 10.
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America’s noble intentions in Vietnam and not understanding that America would
have won the war and saved the Vietnamese from communism if weak-willed and even
cowardly elements within the United States had not forced the American military to
cut and run. President Bush, has, of late, made just such an argument about Vietnam
in his attempts to commit the United States to a continuous military presence in Iraq.
Within the United States, in other words, many Americans—mostly those who self-
identify as conservatives—hold fast to a faith in a transparent and timeless truth:
America is a good nation and therefore its actions are essentially good, even when bad
things happen to foreign people we are trying to help.

The website of every major candidate running for the Republican Party
presidential nomination offers issue statements in tune with that claim—that American
goodness is manifested in America’s world leadership. American policy in Iraq, say the
Republican contenders, exemplifies this goodness. Senator McCain, who may still yet
surprise us all and win the nomination, exemplifies this position: “Iraq is truly the test
of a generation, for America and for our role in the world. Faced with similar
challenges, previous generations of Americans have passed such tests with honor. It is
now our turn to demonstrate that our power, ennobled by our principles, is the greatest
force for good on earth today. Iraq's transformation into a secure democracy and a
force for freedom in the greater Middle East is the calling of our age.”'” In such
statements, Senator McCain and like-minded Americans are often talking past the Iraqi
people, not so much disagreeing with them as not even sharing in the same
conversation. Such miscommunication is unlikely to provide an antidote to the long-
standing and vehement anti-Americanism of many Iraq citizens.

In Turkey and Indonesia, two other predominately Islamic nations—by which I
mean their people are predominantly Islamic, not their form of government, which in
each case is secular—anti-Americanism has generally increased since the war in Iraq
began. Without question, American policy in the Israel-Palestine conflict fuels hostility
toward the United States in both countries. But in each of these complex nations
myriad other factors weigh in. The Indonesian Americanist, Melani Budianta, makes
the simple but essential point that, in her diverse nation, people’s attitudes toward the
United States are conditioned not just by American policies but also by an internal
political dynamic.! Most people in Indonesia, in other words, do not simply form
opinions about the United States through a transparent process of assessing a wide
range of readily available information but rather through various veils, if you will,
manufactured by different Indonesian political actors.

Indonesia, obviously, has been going through a rapid series of political tests since

10 “Strategy for Victort in Iraq,” John Mc Cais. com, http://www.johnmccain.com/Informing/
Issues/fdeb03a7-30b0-4dece-8e34-4c7ea83f11d8.htm (accessed September 21, 2007).
D Melani Budianta, “Beyond the Stained Glass Window,” in Farber, What They Think of US, 27-48.
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the fall of the Soeharto dictatorship in 1998. The very form of the nation-state has been
in play, contested by numerous factions. Among those factions are groups and
influential individuals who want Indonesia to become more Islamic—some through
cultural practice and some, as well, through theocratic mandate. In this struggle, such
militant groups as the Forum for Defending Islam have used anti-Americanism as a
symbolic rallying point for those seeking an Islamic state. Here the critique of anti-
Americanism by Paul Hollander referenced earlier rings partially true. Hollander writes:
“Wherever it appears, anti-Americanism is a response—however indirect—to the
burdens and conflicts of choice and freedom and to living in a world that no longer
provides the cushion of community and the web of taken-for-granted beliefs that
protect against the specters of meaninglessness and spiritual void."® While Hollander
provides a particularly negative and mean-spirited spin on the anti-American views
held by some Indonesian Islamic militants, his larger point is echoed, in more
sympathetic tones, by Melani Budianta: “The fundamentalists offer Indonesians caught
in the riptides of modernization and secularization a straightforward set of moral
prescriptions and spirituals practices that a great many people, even young, well
educated Indonesians, find life-saving.”*® Budianta, while a firm and outspoken opponent
of Islamic theocracy in Indonesia, warns the United States government that to the
degree that it can be made to represent the enemy of Islam—even if only the enemy of
“fundamentalist” Islam—militant, even violent Islamists in Indonesia are strengthened.
Representations of America and practices of anti-Americanism, thus, are tools in
Indonesians’ internal battles over their political future. Here, who America is and what
it does are refracted through an Indonesian prism that often casts little light but much
heat. All Budianta can offer concerned Americans is stark advice: the war in Iraq was a
gift to Islamists in Indonesia and the sooner it ends the better. Even still, she warns, anti-
Americanism is too useful a tool in internal Indonesian politics for it to be easily
defeated.

Turkey, while a far different nation, shares something of Indonesia’s political
predicament: how can it square its secular state with its predominately Islamic
population, at least some of whom are drawn to Islamist theocratic ideals? Turkey,
however, unlike Indonesia, has had a decades-long, strong—if occasionally and, most
certainly, recently difficult—nation-to-nation alliance with the United States. That
alliance is strongly felt and generally appreciated by Turkish elites. And secular
popular culture, manifested in part by American movies and music, is widespread
and, again, generally enjoyed throughout Turkey. In this generally benign context—
arguably more akin to European-type concerns than those of Turkey’s Iraqi neighbor—
a quite different form of anti-Americanism has arisen.

12) follander, 18.
13 Budianta, 33.
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Turkish Americanist Nur Bilge Cris argues that many Turks, across class lines,
increasingly doubt America’s moral authority and thus its right to international
leadership. Because of the war in Iraq, in general, and such well publicized incidents
as the Abu Gharib scandal and the rendition and torture of suspected terrorists, in
particular, a large percentage of Turks perceive the United States as an international
bully that has attempted to force Turkey to act against its own interests in Iraq and
that has increasingly lost its moral compass in its dealings with Islamic people and
the world more generally. One highly visible result of this changing perception of
the United States is the popularity in Turkish popular culture of images of brutal,
duplicitous and immoral Americans. Turks lined up in 2006 to see a big budget movie,
The Valley of the Wolves—Iraq, in which American soldiers are portrayed as monstrous
traders in human organs who are heroically stopped by Turkish special forces troops.
A 2004 best-selling novel titled Meral Storm—which drew the specific ire of at least
one high-ranking U.S. Defense Department official—pictures an American military
invasion of Turkey, aimed, rather bizarrely, at seizing Turkey’s rich boracite mines;
here Turkey is saved through an alliance with the EU and the Russian military. Such
renderings of the United States are a far cry from Cold War era pop culture in Turkey.
Then, Americans almost always were the good guys in white hats. This change in pop
culture is mirrored in survey data which shows a precipitous drop in Turks’ favorable
ratings of the United States. Still, Professor Cris argues that Turks are not likely to
fall prey to virulent anti-Americanism; Turkey’s positive historical relationship with
the United States and most Turks commitment to a Western cultural and economic
orientation strongly buffers anti-American sentiment in Turkey. However, she warns
that Americans’ “loss of moral authority” risks damaging Turkey’s future relations with
the United States.

A positive historical relationship can clearly help old friends through a difficult
spell. The opposite also holds true; bad historical relationships can deepen frustrations
between two nations. That is, in part, a contributing factor in the fierce anti-
Americanism that a faction within Mexican society has expressed over the last few
years. Mexican intellectuals, mass media pundits, and many leading politicians have
been vituperative in their condemnation of recent American foreign policy. Fernando
Escalante-Gonzalbo and Mauricio Tenorio-Trillo, two leading Mexican scholars of the
United States, argue that Mexican national opinion-makers begin their analysis of
American policy and society from a deeply hostile position—so much so that most
commentators right after the 9/11 attacks argued that “the United States had brought
the terrorists attack upon itself.” In Mexico, where a revolutionary heritage and an
allegiance to a revolutionary spirit is de-rigueur among many in the political/intellectual
class, distrust and disgust with the Colossus of the North is nearly automatic, say these
scholars. It has developed, in part, because of centuries of American aggression against
Mexico and, more specifically, because of the Mexican Left's decades-long antagonistic
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encounters with the CIA. Mexican opinion-makers are also responding to a history of
brutal and frequent American government interventions in Latin America. This sort
of historically and ideologically conditioned anti-Americanism, it is important to note, is
deeply tempered in Mexico by the direct economic relationship with the United States
many Mexicans have through immigration or family remittances from EI Norte. Family-
scale free market economics and left-wing ideology make for a complicated political
relationship, to say the least, between the United States and Mexico.

Escalante-Gonzalbo and Tenerio-Trillo, in their analysis of anti-Americanism in
Mexico, add a significant point, particularly noteworthy given the occasion of our
discussion today: in Mexico, opinion-makers and, more broadly, the educated class are
remarkably ignorant about the United States. In Mexico, no research centers for the
study of the United States exist nor do any university graduate or undergraduate
programs. In Mexico, these two scholars argue, a curtain of ideological blinders and
deep ignorance make it difficult to ascertain what the United States “really” is or
what it “really” does. In this case, and perhaps in others, anti-Americanism is at least
partially a prejudice that needs to be at least tested by understanding.

My overarching point has been that anti-Americanism is complex, multi-faceted,
and specific. It is different in different places. Still, in concluding I cannot resist asking
a simple question: what if it's all George Bush’s fault? Will getting rid of Bush, at the
least, deeply reduce anti-Americanism around the world? Let us just bracket the most
extreme cases—Al Qaeda and the like-minded. Those groups are, I think, a different
kind of trouble. But what about more moderate forms of anti-Americanism? And what
about people in the Islamic world who are moving from modest anti-Americanism to
more vehement anti-Americanism?

Well, it would seem that if Bush is replaced by another Republican, the policies he
has crafted regarding the “war on terror, in general,” and the problem of anti-
Americanism, in specific, are unlikely to change at all. As far as I can tell, not a single
major candidate for the Republican nomination is even directly addressing the question
of anti-Americanism. Current front-runner Rudy Giuliani mirrors the approach of
President Bush, stating: “We're at war not because we want to be, but because the
terrorists declared war on us—well before the attacks of September 11th . .. [Flreedom
is going to win this war of ideas. America will win the war on terror.”*¥ Governor Mitt
Romney also never speaks directly to the issue of anti-Americanism. He, too, keeps the
focus narrowly on the most extreme anti-Americanists and argues that the fight against
terrorists and the war in Iraq are one and the same thing. In a speech earlier this year,
he assured Americans that military solutions are the best answer to America’s global
problems: “Today, as we stare at the face of radical violent Jihad and at the prospect of

W This comment is from Guiliani's web page and is the only relevant remark I could find;
Joinrudy 2008. com, http://www.joinrudy2008.com/issues/.
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nuclear epidemic, our military might should not be subject to the whims of ever-

"15 Republican

changing political agendas. The best ally of peace is a strong America.
politicians, generally, believe that the issue of anti-Americanism is not a salient one for a
majority of the American electorate. They choose to emphasize the need to make
Americans safe by taking the battle to our enemies abroad.

All major Democratic Party politicians are gambling that the Republicans are
wrong and that American voters understand that global anti-Americanism both
endangers the United States and weakens Americans’ ability to honor and deliver on
our hopes for the world in which we all live. Senator Barack Obama has made this
understanding a centerpiece in his campaign: “This election offers us the chance to turn
the page and open a new chapter in American leadership. The disappointment that so
many around the world feel toward America right now is only a testament to the high
expectations they hold for us. We must meet those expectations again, not because
being respected is an end in itself, but because the security of America and the wider

world demands it.”'

' Senator Hilary Clinton, while more careful in her words—what a
surprise—has also listed restoring America’s reputation in the world as one of her top
priorities: “The next president’s most urgent task will be to restore America’s standing
in the world to promote our interests, ensure our security, and advance our values.
America is stronger when we lead the world through alliances and build our foreign
policy on a strong foundation of bipartisan consensus ... America must remain a
preeminent leader for peace and freedom, willing to work in concert with other nations

17 While no one knows if such campaign

and institutions to reach common goals.
promises can be or will be transformed into concrete policies, the Democrats talk, at
least, like they believe that anti-Americanism must be addressed and can be addressed
through multilateralism, diplomatic initiatives, a fundamental change in Iraq policy, and
numerous other initiatives. In 2008, Americans will be offered a clear choice and not an
echo when they decide on their next president. The question of what, if anything, needs
to be done to address anti-Americanism will be a central part of that monumental

decision. The world, I am fairly certain, will be watching with grave interest.'®

15 Governor Romney, “Remarks at Presidential Announcement,” Dearborn, MI, February 13, 2007,
http://www.mittromney.com/News/Press-Releases/Presidential_Announcement_Remarks.

16 Remarks of Senator Barack Obama.

17) http://www.hilaryclinton.com/feature/10reasons/?sc=8.

18) This article is based on a paper delivered at the September 2007 meeting of the research
project on “Rethinking American Studies in Japan in a Global Age.” My special thanks to the project
director Professor Jun Furuya.
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Churchill's Pacific Strategy, 1943-45

David Day

Introduction

During the latter stages of the Second World War, Churchill and his chiefs of staff
engaged in a long-running argument about where best to apply British forces in the
final defeat of Japan. There were several reasons for this dithering, not least among
them being Churchill's deep antagonism towards Australia and Australians following
the bitter wartime disputes between the governments of the two countries. To the
intense frustration of the British chiefs of staff, this prejudice caused Churchill to
oppose any strategy that required British forces to be based in Australia or to operate
under Australian command. As a result, the impact of Britain's contribution to the
Pacific war was much less than it otherwise might have been.

1. The “Germany First” Strategy and the Pacific War

The Japanese attack on Singapore in December 1941 saw Britain fighting wars on
opposite sides of the world. Although Britain had a long-standing commitment to
dispatch a fleet to the Far East to ensure the protection of Australia in the event of
such hostilities with Japan, Churchill retreated from this promise and adhered instead
to a secret commitment that he had made with the Americans to concentrate Anglo-
American forces against Germany and Italy. This so-called “beat Germany first”
strategy committed Britain and the United States to fighting the war in Europe with all
their combined might while fighting only a “holding war” against Japan. To Churchill's
great relief, this strategy was reconfirmed by the US Chiefs of Staff when he rushed to
Washington in December 1941 to ensure that the Americans would remain committed
to it in the face of the humiliation that they had suffered at Pearl Harbor."

The “beat Germany first” strategy made considerable sense, although probably any
strategy would have worked once the combined might of Britain, Russia and the United
States were in the war together. In fact, the strategy should more properly have been
called, “Italy first, Germany second and Japan a distant third,” at least from Britain’s
point of view. It had the effect of focusing Allied power, along with the decisive power
of the Soviet Union, against the Axis powers in Europe and thereby ensuring Germany's
eventual defeat. However, in one important respect, Churchill failed to think through
the implications of the Anglo-American strategy. Specifically, he did not seem to realise

D' PFor details of the British commitment to Australia, see David Day, The Politics of War (Sydney:

HarperCollins, 2003).
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the practical problems that would arise from having a two-stage ending to the war,
whereby Britain would concentrate its forces in Europe until Germany was defeated
and only then divert its forces against the very distant Japanese enemy while Europe
was returning to peacetime pursuits.

When the strategy was drawn up in early 1941, few would have predicted the
extent or the suddenness of Japan's territorial victories, which included the British
colonies of Hong Kong, Burma and Malaya, the American colony of the Philippines,
the Netherlands East Indies and French Indo-China. It also included the Australian
mandated territory of New Guinea and New Britain and a swathe of islands across the
Pacific. Despite the daunting size of the expanded Japanese empire, which also included
Taiwan, Korea, Manchuria and large parts of China, there was no immediate change to
the underlying Allied strategy.

Although there was some diversion of forces to the Pacific by the Americans, the
underlying strategy remained fixed as far as Churchill was concerned. Even when it
was clear that there could be no cross-channel invasion of Europe until 1944, Churchill
still refused to modify the strategy and allow additional British forces to be deployed
in the interim against Japan. He was particularly adamant about rebutting calls from
the Australian prime minister, John Curtin, and the Supreme Commander in the South
West Pacific Area, General Douglas MacArthur, to hit Japan hard when it was caught
off-balance by its decisive defeat in the battle of Midway in June 1942. Indeed, it was
not until early 1944, with the preparations for the cross-channel invasion completed and
the forces accumulating and training in Britain, that Churchill finally was forced by his
Chiefs of Staff to confront the question of how Britain was to participate in the defeat of
Japan.

2. The Divisions in London Over Pacific Strategy

There was no easy answer to resolving the question of British strategy in the
Pacific, particularly with the Singapore naval base still occupied by Japan. Unlike the
British prior to Pearl Harbor, the Japanese actually based their main fleet there in
1944, albeit to keep their remaining warships out of the way of the Americans. The
Japanese battleships posed a sufficiently powerful deterrent to keep British forces
well clear of the place while also complicating the debate in London concerning future
British strategy against Japan. Churchill and the Chiefs of Staff had to decide where
to apply British forces for the final defeat of Japan. Essentially, there were two main
choices. British forces could be sent to the Pacific to fight alongside the Americans
and Australians in a northerly offensive through the Philippines towards the Japanese
main islands. Or they could be used as part of a British offensive directed towards
recovering Britain’s territories in South-East Asia and restoring, to the extent that they
could, the prestige that Britain had lost following the fall of Singapore.
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The first strategy would require British forces to be based alongside the
Americans and Australians in the South-West Pacific, from where they would be
launched northward under the supreme command of America’'s General MacArthur.
The second strategy would require British forces to be based in India alongside the
existing British garrison under the overall supreme command of Britain’'s Admiral
Lord Louis Mountbatten. From India, they would be launched eastward in a ground
offensive to drive the Japanese back through Burma while amphibious landings
along the Burmese coastline combined to encircle and recapture the Burmese capital,
Rangoon. The second stage to this latter strategy, as envisaged by Churchill, involved
capturing the northern tip of Sumatra to provide a launching pad for an attack against
Malaya and Singapore. To the despair of the Chiefs of Staff, Churchill became obsessed
with this plan and used all his political wiles to try to force it upon his military advisers,
who wanted instead the British focus to be concentrated in the Pacific.

After Churchill joined with some of his more compliant cabinet colleagues in early
March 1944 to pressure the chiefs to accept his cherished strategy, the Chief of the
Imperial General Staff, General Sir Alan Brooke, was so frustrated with the prime
minister that he thought the chiefs might have to resign if Churchill ignored their
advice and continued to insist on his strategy being adopted. Brooke confided in his
diary after this political ambush that the naval chief, Admiral Cunningham, was “so
wild with rage that he hardly dared let himself speak!l” According to Brooke, the
arguments of the ministers supporting Churchill were “so puerile that it made me
ashamed to think that they were Cabinet Ministers.” ¥

In contrast to Churchill, Brooke favoured a strategy that used Australia as a base
and which envisaged an offensive being launched from northern Australia to recapture
Borneo and then push north towards Tokyo in tandem with the Americans. At this
stage, it was expected that the defeat of Japan would not occur before 1946 or 1947, and
perhaps even later. After the tense meeting between cabinet ministers and the Chiefs
of Staff on March 8, 1944, Brooke thought he had made some headway in dissuading
Churchill from his cherished Sumatran strategy. After two and a half hours of heated
argument, Churchill conceded that the chiefs could at least begin a reconnaissance of
Australia to check its suitability as a base for future action.®’ Despite appearances, he
had not relinquished his attachment to an Indian Ocean strategy.

Churchill did not concede that easily. Instead of Britain trying to capture the
northern tip of Sumatra, Churchill now argued on March 17 that British forces should
capture a small island off the coast of Sumatra. It was left to the chiefs to point out
that any British force trying to hold an island so close to Singapore would be courting

2 Alanbrooke diary, March 8, 1944, in War Diaries 1939-1945: Field Marshal Lord Alanbrooke, eds.
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disaster from the nearby Japanese main fleet and air force. After having earlier
thought he had convinced Churchill about the Australian strategy, Brooke was left
wondering whether he was “Alice in Wonderland, or whether I was really fit for a
lunatic asylum! I am honestly getting very doubtful about [Winston’s] balance of mind
and it just gives me the cold shivers. I don't know where we are or where we are
going as regards our strategy, and I just cannot get him to face the true facts! Itis a
ghastly situation.” ¥

Despite a series of exhausting meetings, Brooke and his colleagues were unable to
make Churchill see sense over the issue. If blocked by the strategic logic of the chiefs,
Churchill would appeal to his cabinet colleagues for support or go around the chiefs and
seek the support of their planning staff for his alternative operations. After
encountering opposition on March 17 for his plan to capture an island off Sumatra,
Churchill returned on March 23 to his original plan to capture the northern tip of
Sumatra. Brooke found himself having to start all over again. Exasperated beyond
measure, Brooke complained in his diary that he felt “like a man chained to the chariot
of a lunatic!l It is getting beyond my powers to control him.” ¥

And the arguments went on. When the Australian prime minister, John Curtin,
visited London for the imperial conference in May 1944, a meeting was held with
Churchill and the defence committee to discuss Pacific strategy, even though no
compromise had yet been achieved between Churchill and the chiefs. When the
question of basing British forces on Australia was raised with Curtin, he expressed
reservations about the capacity of his hard-pressed country to support the British
forces with manpower and supplies. At the time, it was struggling to cope with
supplying the needs of the Australian and American armies in the South West Pacific
Area. Curtin was also wary of the British command interfering with MacArthur’s
position as supreme commander of the South-West Pacific Area. After all, with the
British forces being led by Mountbatten, their presence in Australia had the potential
to cause an unseemly jostling for the spotlight between the two prima donnas,
MacArthur and Mountbatten, and thereby disturb the mostly harmonious relationship
that Curtin had enjoyed with the American general”? Despite Curtin’s concerns and
Churchill's continuing opposition, the chiefs convinced both Curtin and Churchill to
develop Fremantle and Darwin as bases for the British forces.

If Brooke thought a conclusive decision had finally been made about Pacific
strategy, he was much mistaken. Two weeks later, a very drunk Churchill returned to

Y Tbid, March 17, 1944, 532.
% TIbid, March 23, 1944, 534.
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the charge, arguing the case for his Sumatran strategy in a meeting with his chiefs of
staff that went on until 2 o'clock in the morning. Brooke complained angrily in his
diary of having to fend off “all the old arguments that we have had put up by him over
and over again.” Although Churchill's ministers were now siding with the chiefs of
staff, it still brought no resolution to the dispute. Eight days later, another late night
meeting was held to decide on Pacific strategy but, according to Brooke, settled
“absolutely nothing.” Churchill promised that he would make a decision in a week.
When the week was up, he declared instead that he would have to wait for
Mountbatten to return to London before he could make a decision” And so the
arguments went on, only finally being brought to an end when Churchill was voted out
of power the following year.

3. The Reasons for Churchill’s Objections

Although Churchill and his chiefs of staff had many other disputes over strategy,
no other dispute had seen them at such loggerheads, or for so long, as the dispute over
the future British strategy against Japan. There are several reasons why Churchill was
so adamant about sticking to his Sumatran plan, and they were not all the thinking of a
madman, as an exasperated Brooke was sometimes inclined to suggest in the furious
scribbles of his diary. Firstly, the Sumatran plan would focus British forces on the
recapture of Singapore, the loss of which in 1942 had made a deep impact on Churchill,
as had the associated loss of the British warships, Prince of Wales, and Repulse, not least
because of Churchill’s close association with Admiral Tom Phillips, who had gone down
with the Prince of Wales® Tt was Churchill who had sent Phillips out there in charge of
the squadron and in the face of Admiralty warnings against sending such a weak and
unbalanced force to taunt the much more powerful Japanese navy.” The loss of the
ships and the death of Phillips hit Churchill hard. He later claimed that, throughout all
the war, he “never received a more direct shock.”'”

Secondly, the loss of Singapore had nearly cost Churchill his prime ministership,
and almost certainly would have had there been a viable alternative to him as prime
minister. But there was not, and he survived. As a historian and biographer of great
men, Churchill was more conscious than most how the loss of Singapore would appear

? Alanbrooke diary, July 6, 14 and 20, 1944, in Danchev and Todman, War Diaries, 56667, 570 and
573.
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on his own historical resumé. Now that victory in Europe was in sight, he could
redress the humiliation of 1942, and perhaps enhance his reputation, if he could mount a
purely British operation, albeit with Indian and probably Australian troops, and recover
Singapore from its Japanese occupiers.

Thirdly, it was not only Churchill's own prestige that was at stake. There was
also the question of reasserting British power in the Pacific and Indian Oceans and
re-establishing the prestige of the British Empire in the minds of its formerly subject
peoples. For this, Britain would have to expunge from their minds, as far as it was
possible to do so, the memory of the ignominious surrender in February 1942 of the
British, Indian and Australian troops to the underwhelming might of the Japanese
forces at Singapore.

There was a final consideration in Churchill’s calculation. If British prestige was to
be recovered, it was no good fighting in a subservient position alongside the Americans
and the Australians in the Pacific, particularly when both Canberra and Washington
were opposed to the re-establishment of European empires and wanted to replace them
with some sort of international trusteeship.'” Moreover, Churchill was aware that the
Americans were determined to restrict the British role in the Pacific to a minor one
and he was equally determined that Britain “should not be tied to the apron strings of
the Americans.”?

The Americans were justified in being somewhat resentful towards the British.
After all, the Americans had been doing the bulk of the fighting against Japan for
the past two years. They could hardly but be resentful towards the British parvenus
muscling in at the last minute to be in at the kill and thereby able to demand an equal
place at any future Pacific peace table. The Australians were also less than welcoming
to the proposal for a sizeable British effort based on the dominion. It would undercut
their relationship with MacArthur and it would also add to the almost unbearable
burden on Australian manpower, since the British forces would have to be largely fed
and supplied from Australia.

These were all good reasons why Churchill should want an alternative direction for
Britain's effort against Japan. The major decision for Churchill was from where to base
that eventual offensive thrust towards Singapore—from India heading east or from
Australia heading north-west. The considerations set out above could not decide the
issue as between India or Australia. After all, the chiefs had suggested a compromise
by mounting an offensive based on northern Australia and aimed towards recapturing
the British colonies in Borneo and thence allowing a move towards Malaya/Singapore.
But there was also another reason that loomed large in Churchill's mind and made him

' For details of the differences over colonial trusteeship, see W.R. Louis, Imperialism at Bay
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particularly averse to the plan by the Chiefs of Staff. This was Churchill's deep and
now abiding feeling of resentment towards Australia and its political leaders. No
matter how much sense the chiefs’ strategy made, no matter how logical or deeply
thought out in its military aspects, Churchill would simply not agree to it. As Brooke
revealed after one heated discussion about Pacific strategy in February 1944,
Churchill's “dislike for Curtin and the Australians at once affected any discussion for
co-operation with Australian forces through New Guinea towards the Philippines.” So
prejudiced was Churchill towards the Australians that Brooke complained that there

was “no opportunity of discussing strategy on its merits.”**

4. The Roots of Churchill’s Antipathy Towards Australia

Why should Churchill harbour feelings of resentment towards Australia that were
so deep that they prevented him coming to a decision on Pacific strategy and nearly
precipitated the resignation of his chiefs of staff? The dispute with Curtin in early 1942
over Churchill's attempt to send an Australian division to reinforce Burma obviously
springs to mind."Y But that was merely the worst of a long series of disputes between
Churchill and a succession of Australian prime ministers, as well as with the Australian
high commissioner in London, S.M. Bruce.

It began in October 1939 when Churchill was First Lord of the Admiralty and was
forced to give assurances about sending a fleet to Singapore in order to secure the
dispatch of the Second AIF from Australia!® A few months later, he found himself
confronting both the Australian prime minister, Robert Menzies, and the high
commissioner, Stanley Melbourne Bruce, when the Australians opposed Churchill's plan
in early 1940 to lay mines in Norwegian coastal waters in order to prevent the flow of
Swedish iron ore to Germany. The Australians feared that it would widen the war and
hamper their search to find a solution short of Churchill's plan to fight Germany to the
finish. They regarded Churchill, who Menzies referred to as a “menace,” as the
greatest threat blocking their push for a compromise peace!”

When Churchill became prime minister, the British attack on the Vichy French
port of Dakar in September 1940 became another source of dispute when Menzies took
umbrage at discovering from the newspapers that an Australian cruiser, HMAS
Australia, had been used in the bungled operation, without any attempt being made
before or after it to inform Canberra. What particularly irked Churchill was Menzies’
criticism about the attack being mounted without “overwhelming chances of success”
and his suggestion that Churchill had underestimated the difficulties in the Middle East.

13 Thid, February 25, 1944, 525.
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Moreover, this criticism came at a time when Churchill was engaged in winning the
most crucial battle of all—the battle of Britain. Churchill refused to accept that an
operation must have an overwhelming chance of success and he rejected Menzies’
description of the Dakar operation as a “half-hearted attack.” If Menzies was humiliated
by reading of Dakar in the newspapers, he was even more humiliated, this time
privately, by having to back down in the face of Churchill's angry cable. Menzies
conceded that his own cable had been “crudely expressed” and denied “even the
faintest suggestion that you or the British Government are half-hearted in policy, spirit
or achievement.”"”

Despite this assurance of support, Menzies' prolonged visit to London four months
later would see the two leaders play out a contest for supremacy as Menzies sought to
make himself the spokesman for the Dominions in the British war cabinet. As I have
argued elsewhere,” his long-term aim was to establish himself in a position where he
could, in time, succeed Churchill as prime minister. It was not just political ambition
that was being played out. As Menzies had revealed in early 1940, both men had
fundamentally opposing approaches to the war, with Churchill wanting nothing less
than total victory against Hitler whereas Menzies regarded Russia as the greater threat
and, as a consequence, was keen to ensure that Germany be kept intact for the war to
come against Moscow. Churchill was aware of Menzies’ ambition and ensured that it
could not be achieved. But the long-running campaign by Menzies to get to London,
which lasted for nearly two years, did further damage to Churchill’s opinion of
Australia and its leaders.

This was compounded by the failure of the British expedition to Greece in early
1941, which had been intended to stop a German takeover of that country but which
could only be mounted by diminishing the British forces that were on the verge of
victory against the Italians in North Africa. Under pressure from Churchill, Menzies
had approved with some misgivings the participation of Australian forces in the Greek
expedition, only to become sharply critical of Churchill when the risky expedition
quickly failed and many Australian casualties were incurred during the subsequent
evacuation. Menzies had visited the Australian troops in the Middle East and had
toured the sites of their recent victories in Libya. Now those victories had come to
naught as the Axis forces pushed the British and Australians back into Egypt, catching
in the process Australia’s 9th Division in Tobruk and subjecting it to a long and
grueling siege. Although Menzies insisted that the Australians evacuated from Greece
be taken back to the Middle East, they were landed on Crete instead, where they faced

7" Cables, Menzies to Churchill, September 29 and October 4, 1940, and Churchill to Menzies,
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another battle and another forced evacuation, causing further losses of troops and ships.

In both Greece and Crete, the fate of the expeditionary force had been sealed by
the almost complete absence of protective air power. Thereafter, Australian leaders
repeatedly reminding Churchill of the Greek debacle whenever he wanted Australian
troops to be committed to another risky operation. Menzies reminded him of Greece
when Churchill wanted to use Australians on Cyprus. And Curtin used the Greek
experience on several occasions, raising it with Churchill in relation to the Australians
in Singapore, Burma and Ceylon. It usually provoked Churchill into making an angry
reply, with Churchill never conceding any personal responsibility for the Greek disaster.
After being brought low in the First World War by the Dardenelles disaster, in which
Australia also suffered thousands of casualties, Churchill was anxious to avoid paying
the political cost for another such disaster.

The Australian demand in late 1941 for the relief of their besieged troops in
Tobruk was particularly galling for Churchill. Initially it was Menzies, on the
recommendation of Australia’s commander in the Middle East, General Blamey, who
demanded that the Australians be relieved. Churchill needed the Tobruk garrison to
be maintained as a thorn in Rommel's side until the British in Egypt could ready
themselves for a renewed offensive. In his view, the Australian troops in Tobruk were
running the normal risks of war and, with the backing of British commanders in the
Middle East, he opposed the Australian demand. But Menzies insisted. When Menzies
was replaced as prime minister in late August 1941 by the Country Party leader,
Arthur Fadden, the Australian demands for the relief of their troops were repeated.
And they continued when Curtin became prime minister six weeks later. The urgent
demands for the relief of the Australians in Tobruk angered Churchill beyond measure.
His anger was widely shared by British political and military leaders, with the issue
being repeatedly referred to in their letters and diaries for months and even years
' Churchill later told Curtin of the “distress” that the repeated Australian
demands had caused in London.?”’

afterwards.”

With the Japanese entry into the war, there was a dramatic increase in the angry
rhetoric between London and Canberra. Much of it was centred upon Australian
attempts to have Churchill make good his repeated assurances about reinforcing
Singapore. When little more than token assistance was forthcoming, and reports
reached Australia of plans to evacuate Singapore, Australia’s External Affairs Minister,
Dr H.V. Evatt, told Churchill that such an evacuation would be regarded by Australia
as “an inexcusable betrayal.” In fact, no evacuation was being planned. The garrison at
Singapore was simply not going to be reinforced. Churchill had given the island up as

19" For the British resentment, see David Day, “Anzacs on the Run: The View from Whitehall
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lost and wanted any reinforcements to go to Burma instead. Despite this, and against
his better judgement, he responded to Evatt’s cable by sending another British division
to Singapore. It arrived just in time to be captured when Singapore fell. Although
Rangoon’s defence was similarly hopeless, Churchill could not help blaming the
Australians for the wasteful loss of the British division at Singapore and the subsequent
loss of Rangoon.®

The fighting reputation of the Australian troops was not helped by these demands
from their political and military leaders, who always seemed to want to have them
away from battles unless they had an overwhelming chance of success. And their
reputation was dealt further blows by the failure of the Australian troops to live up to
the high expectations that Churchill had of them. At the beginning of the war,
Churchill and his colleagues tended to view Australian troops as the successors to the
partly mythical warriors of the Gallipoli campaign of 1915. When Australian behaviour
in the Second World War, either by the military commanders or the political leaders or
the troops themselves, differed from that earlier image of selfless valour, the British
were merciless in their condemnation. This reaction was evident following Churchill’s
dispatch of the Australian troops to stem the German tide into Greece, with Churchill
believing that the Australian troops could hold the mountain passes armed with rifles
and little else against the terror of the Stuka dive-bombers and the power of the Panzer
tanks. When the inevitable rout occurred, the blame was sheeted home to the
Australian soldiers and their commander, General Blamey, rather than to any defect in
Churchill's strategy. In Churchill's mind, the Australians not only let him down in
Greece but also later in Singapore, where the Australian troops failed to prevent the
Japanese obtaining a lodgement on the island from where they were able to roll back
the British defences. Other Australian troops were later involved in discreditable
episodes in Singapore as they fought their way aboard the last evacuation ships that
were meant for women and children. Reports of the Australian behaviour gradually
filtered back to London over the succeeding months.”

It is not surprising in the light of Churchill sending the British division into
Singapore at Australia’s insistence, that he should be so insistent in turn that the
Australian convoy of troops from the Middle East in early 1942 should be diverted
to the defence of Rangoon rather than proceed on to Australia. Nor is it perhaps
surprising that Churchill should unilaterally divert the convoy towards Burma when he
failed to get an immediate reply from Curtin to his request for the Australians to step
into the breach and defend Rangoon. Churchill's anger is also understandable when
Curtin rightly insisted that they be sent home. As if these disputes were not enough,
there were several other issues involving Australians that intensely irritated and

2D See Day, The Politics of War, Chaps. 18-23; Churchill, The Second World War, vol. 4.
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angered Churchill.

There was the hostile Australian reaction to his proposal to appoint Richard Casey,
the Australian minister in Washington, as British minister in the Middle East. Churchill
thought Curtin had given him the go-ahead for this and was taken aback when Curtin
appeared to change his mind and make strenuous objections that spilled over into the
pages of the press?’ Then there were the attempts by Curtin during 1942 to retrieve
the last remaining Australian division from the Middle East, with Churchill tenaciously
trying to retain it there. Curtin did not improve his reputation by demanding the
division’s return just as it stood ready to take a leading part in the front line of
Montgomery’'s massive offensive at El Alamein in August 1942. Churchill used all
available means to try to keep the Australians there even after the battle was finished,
enlisting President Roosevelt in his attempts to pressure Curtin into backing down.
But it was all to no avail. “Australia has failed us,” an exasperated Churchill later wrote.
Although the New Zealand division remained in the Middle East, he expected it to be
withdrawn once the fighting in North Africa had ceased. Their withdrawal, wrote
Churchill, would place them “on the same level as Australia.” Hence his relief when the
New Zealand prime minister, Peter Fraser, allowed his troops to be used in the
subsequent invasion of Italy?"

There was also Bruce’s meddling in British politics, with the high commissioner
attempting to promote the political stocks of Stafford Cripps as a replacement for
Churchill, or at least for Cripps to take over as defence minister from Churchill® And
there were many other minor disputes that helped to tear Australia’s reputation to
tatters. The wartime disputes were far from petty. Most of them involved fundamental
challenges by Menzies and Curtin to Churchill's grand strategy, to his political position
or to his place in history. Through his efforts to get a compromise peace, Menzies was
directly challenging Churchill's aim of achieving the total defeat of Germany. Through
his efforts to become the dominions” representative in the British war cabinet, Menzies
was mounting a challenge to Churchill’s largely untrammeled running of the war and, if
he could manage it, to Churchill's prime ministership. With Curtin, the issues were just
as fundamental, with Curtin challenging the agreed Anglo-American strategy to “beat
Germany first,” and seeking through his alliance with MacArthur to squeeze additional
resources for the Pacific war from Washington. Curtin also made several calls for
Russia to join the war against Japan. All these things were a direct challenge to
Churchill's strategy for conducting the war. Yet by the end of the war the Anglo-
Australian relationship was largely resuscitated, almost as if nothing had happened.
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Conclusion

In the end, each side needed the other, much as they had before the war, in terms
of defence cooperation, trade and investment, and immigration. Moreover, Australia
remained a predominantly British country with strong public support for the British
monarchy and the preservation of the empire. That should not let us forget, however,
that Churchill’s dithering over defence strategy in the Pacific was partly based on
feelings of deep resentment towards Australia, some of it justified. The delays caused
by that resentment helped to rob Churchill of his chance to avenge the humiliating
loss of Singapore by recapturing it prior to Japan's surrender. It also played a part
in effectively excluding Britain from any Pacific peace table. Instead of playing a full
and equal part in the Pacific war, Britain's Pacific strategy was reduced to dropping
paratroopers into Singapore after Japan had surrendered and sending part of its fleet to
fight in the Pacific alongside the Americans. Other plans for an air and land contingent,
using mainly Indian, Australian and Canadian troops and airmen, never eventuated
due to the unexpectedly quick ending to the war. Japan had driven Britain from the
Pacific in 1942, but it was largely Churchill who ensured that it would have a weakened
presence in the Pacific thereafter.
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Intersections, Social Change, and “Engaged” Theories:
Implications of North American Feminism "

Ann Garry

Summary

The concept of “intersectionality” has been developed as part of a strategy
that North American social theorists use to navigate the theoretical, political,
and moral difficulties that arise as they advocate social justice in a highly
diverse society. An intersectional analysis recognizes that different kinds
of oppressions are connected and work through each other. For example,
a white racist might use sexist stereotypes of Asian women to try to
subordinate them by race. Using North American feminist theory as an
example, I argue that although there have been recent critiques of the concept
of intersectionality, its advantages far outweigh its disadvantages. I respond
to criticisms of intersectionality and link it with Ludwig Wittgenstein's concept
of family resemblances to provide a basis for analyzing the similarities and
differences among people sharing an “identity.” Finally, I suggest that social
theorists in a variety of disciplines and projects will be well served if they use
intersectional analyses as they create theories that support social change.

In the last few decades academics who produce “engaged” theory—theory intended
to support social change directly or indirectly—have struggled with a wide range of
theoretical, political, and moral implications of the complex differences in human lives
and cultures. Struggles have taken place on various levels, from the most abstract
debates between postmodernists and more traditional normative theorists to very
concrete controversies over racist or sexist behavior among members of activist groups.
In order to navigate their differences, the theorists I know best—North American
feminists, critical race theorists and queer theorists—have spent a great deal of time
considering the connections among race/ethnicity/gender/sexual orientation (and to
a lesser degree, but usually mentioned on the list, social class and disabilities, and less
often mentioned, religion, age, and nationality). Although such theorists now recognize

U Two earlier versions of this essay were presented at the University of Tokyo: the first at the
Center for Pacific and American Studies in May 2007, the second at a joint meeting of the Gender
Studies Colloquium and Public Sociology Project in June 2007. My thanks go to the participants in
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analyses have application beyond North America. I am pleased to acknowledge support from the
Fulbright Program—]Japan-United States Educational Commission—who made it possible for me to
live, teach, write, and engage fruitfully with other scholars in Japan.
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that it is crucial to think in terms of transnational and global contexts, the origins of
their discussions of differences and connections come from specific historical contexts in
North America. In particular, they stem from the concrete ways in which feminism and
gay, lesbian, bisexual, and transgender activist movements have evolved and from legal
and political responses to the United States’ history of racism.

One of the strategies that North American engaged theorists have devised to
deal with differences and connections uses the concept of “intersectionality.” Broadly
speaking, intersectional analyses hold that oppressions by race, ethnicity, gender, and
class, etc. do not act independently of each other in our lives; instead, each is shaped
by and works through the others. I will explain some of the controversies over
intersectionality as they have played out in North American feminist theory. I hope
that attention to the controversies themselves as well as the strategy for which I argue
can be of use in other cultures and by other communities of engaged theorists.

Why Is Intersectionality Needed?

Let’s turn to the specific origin of the concept of intersectionality. As suggested
above, the need for such a concept grows out of the difficulty North Americans have had,
both theoretically and practically, in considering the impact of and relations among race,
gender, sexual orientation and class in our lives and work. Kimberlé Crenshaw
introduced the idea of intersectionality in the late 1980s to most feminists and critical race
theorists. Crenshaw, a law professor, saw that “single-axis” legal analyses—the ability to
use either race or gender, but not both, as simultaneous standards of discrimination—
were working to the serious detriment of African-American women. As the court
pleased, African-American women were either not allowed to count as women or not
allowed to count as Black. The injustices they suffered were often invisible. Crenshaw’s
remedy for the judicial inability to deal with compounded discrimination was the concept
of intersectionality.” Her original concept was narrow: it included only race and gender
and only discrimination or oppression rather than privilege.

In other essays Crenshaw applied intersectionality to nonlegal contexts in order to
explain the ways in which members of a “group” can have both shared and divergent
interests. She uses examples of different ways in which domestic violence affects
African-American women and men in cities such as Los Angeles or New York? While
both men and women have been involved in community support against police
mistreatment of African-American men who are batterers, this support sometimes has

Y Kimberlé Crenshaw, “Demarginalizing the Intersection of Race and Sex: A Black Feminist
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based layoffs, promotions, and awards of back pay.
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an extremely negative impact on African-American women whom they batter. An
intersectional analysis recognizes that we need not wait for the racism of police to end
in order to deal with violence against Black women. Thus it is better to understand
that one’s interests coincide with other group members only to a point because of the
other facets of oneself that are not shared by everyone in the group; group-identity-
based commonality is only partial.

Intersectionality caught on very quickly among North American feminist theorists
and is today their most widely accepted way of thinking about multiple facets of
oppression and experience. However, it is still very controversial. Recently some
feminists of color have rejected it. I will argue for retaining it. Before turning to this
argument, I need to explain current more inclusive uses of intersectionality.

First of all, people moved very quickly beyond the intersection of race and gender
to include other facets of our identities, though still in the arena of multiple oppressions.
The oppression experienced by a Latina lesbian will not be separable into isolated
“womanness,” “lesbianness,” and “Latinoness.” All facets influence the other facets (and
remember that I've left out many other facets, for example, class, religion, and possible
disabilities). Carla Trujillo gives examples from the Mexican-American community.
Mexican-American lesbians are not only seen as going to hell as Catholics, but also as
betraying their people, “la raza,” by “acting white” (that is, simply by being leshians).?
In this community there is shame connected with and silence about women's bodies
that apply to both lesbian and straight women that makes it hard to love women's
bodies—their own or anyone else’s.

Because this kind of analysis resonated with so many people, it is often used today
to incorporate “axes” of privilege as well as of oppression and to focus on the ways in
which experiences are shaped differently. Thus the Latina lesbian from a wealthy
family will be influenced (and might well be protected to some degree) by the privilege
that flows from that wealth. One central point that follows from the wider use is that
intersectionality requires that no woman’s experience is seen as “woman’s” simpliciter.
There is no space to take one race, class or sexual orientation of women as a paradigm
experience from which others deviate. This is part of what Maria Lugones means in
her call for feminist theory to be pluralistic from the start” Women'’s interests and
experiences will be shared in some respects and not in others. Obviously a comparable
point would apply to “racial or ethnic experience”: racial experiences are gendered.

Regardless of specific nuances of different concepts of intersectionality a few key
points are present: (1) members of a “group” have both similarities and differences

Y Carla M. Trujillo, “Chicana Lesbians: Fear and Loathing in the Chicano Community,” in Chicana
Lesbians: The Girls Our Mothers Warned Us About, ed. Carla M. Trujillo (Berkeley, CA: Third Woman
Press, 1991), 186-94.

% Marfa Lugones “The Logic of Pluralist Feminism,” in Pilgrimages/Peregrinajes: Theorizing Coalition
against Multiple Oppressions (Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield, 2003), 65-75.
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that result from certain kinds of social oppression or privilege, and (2) any individual's
experiences are shaped by factors working in conjunction with and through each other,
not in an isolated fashion. Readers who like diagrams can consider the one below. It
represents the widest meaning of intersectionality—privilege as well as oppression—
and can be read in at least two ways: the first reading sees a person at intersections
of various axes of oppression and privilege working through each other; the second
reading centers an issue such as sexual violence and represents the ways in which
various axes intersect in that issue. Of course, no number of arrows showing relations
among axes can do justice to real life complexities. It is only a diagram!

Sexual
Orientation Race/

Ethnicity

Gender

Intersections
of Axes
of
Oppression
and
Privilege

Class
Class

Race/

Ethnicity Gender

Sexual
Orientation

Advantages and Disadvantages of an Intersectional Analysis

In considering the advantages and disadvantages of an intersectional analysis, it is
important to think not only about theories but also about the political and moral issues
involved in social movements. In the case of feminism there have always been
controversies among us—along the lines of sexual orientation, racial/ethnic groups,
social classes, and nationalities, as well as different theoretical commitments. Such
controversies have contested story lines, but encompass both feminist theory and
activism and the personal relations among members of groups. Intersectionality
seemed to be a fine start for dealing with these issues. And on the theory front,

' Yet at the same time

“essentialism” has been criticized heavily for quite some time?
that feminists do not want to “essentialize,” we want enough “substance” to the concept

of women (or gender) for it to be useful as an analytical and political tool.

% “Essentialism” is interpreted in many different ways across various disciplines. For the purposes

of this essay, an essentialist would hold one of two positions: (a) that there is a set of necessary and
sufficient conditions for the application of a concept such as woman, or (b) that there is a set of
experiences that women universally share. Readers will notice that I do not address sweeping
“postmodern” attacks on identity concepts here. I assume that identity categories such as woman and
gender have useful functions even if they are problematic. An intersectional analysis is a more
straightforward approach to their use than is, for example, Gayatri Spivak’s “strategic essentialism.”
See Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak, In Other Worlds: Essays in Cultural Politics (New York: Methuen, 1987).
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Intersectionality, here, too, seemed to be sent from the goddesses to rescue us. Of

course, it is never that simple.

The advantages are both theoretical and practical.

Let's start with the practical ones.

Intersectionality helps us to articulate the ways in which facets of our lives have
gone unnoticed by other members of our “group.” This enables us to explain the
ways in which (and reasons why) we share and do not share common political aims
with each other. Understanding the reasons is especially helpful for making our
communication, especially our disagreements, respectful and productive. If we have
serious differences we need to face them fairly and not try to put on a forced face of
alliance and solidarity. Let’s look at a few examples.

O Feminists have long disagreed over the institution of marriage, but this has

taken a new turn since the issue of same-sex marriage came to wider public
consciousness in a number of countries. Straight and gay people who are
otherwise aligned in their ideas or their identities sometimes differ heatedly
about it. For example, lesbian and heterosexual feminists agree that it is
extremely insulting to the dignity and personhood of gay people not to have
the same kinds of possibilities of public recognition of gay relationships that
straight people have. However, at the same time, the straight feminists who
have offered the most serious critiques of marriage have pleaded with
lesbian feminists not to move same-sex marriage up the list of priorities of
gay issues, but stay with the more radical critiques of marriage. Some have
done so, others have joined in an effort to offer wider proposals “beyond

"7 However, leshian and straight women’s interests

same-sex marriage.
might just differ here. A lesbian is in a far more tenuous position—she
simply does not have the same kind of privilege to reject getting married
that a straight woman has. Her priority might well lie with increasing the
value of gay relationships in the eyes of the whole community (or it might
not). But whatever her position, the different facets of her experience shape
each other. And women’s understanding of these differences will help them
understand why women different from themselves might disagree over
concrete issues and priorities.

Crenshaw offers an example concerning misogynist lyrics by hiphop artists.
Both Black men and Black women have an interest in free speech, want to
support cultural expression from their community, and oppose selective
prosecution of Black musicians. However, Black women’s interests diverge

? For example, see Katherine Acey et al., “Beyond Same-Sex Marriage,” July 26, 2006,
http://www.beyondmarriage.org/BeyondMarriage.pdf (accessed September 18, 2007).
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from those of Black male hiphop artists whose misogynist lyrics reduce their

sisters to extremely negative stereotypes. Crenshaw makes a compelling

case for the need to oppose both misogyny and racism in order to stop the
marginalization of Black women.*’

O A third interesting case concerns the history of HIV education and
prevention in Los Angeles Latino and African-American communities. Men
and women of each group agreed on the need for increased HIV education
and prevention work in their communities (and, of course, share much
common oppression). Nevertheless there are some community norms that
severely harm some of the women of the groups. Each group has a sexual
norm for men in their group that allows men to have sex with other men
from time to time without considering themselves homosexual or bisexual
(for Black men it is being on the “down low”; for Latino men, male-male
sexual activities do not count as homosexual unless a man is the passive
male partner). Thus neither group of men identified with or was seen as the
target population of HIV education and prevention work; they were being
bypassed by it for a number of years. Meanwhile their female partners were
contracting HIV.

e The fact that there is no woman simpliciter has both practical and theoretical
advantages. (Note that this advantage requires the broader interpretation of
intersectionality that includes privilege as well as oppression.) Women in the
dominant cultural group have to consider their other facets, too, when they think
about their experiences as women or make theoretical claims or advocate practical
strategies about social change. This is particularly important in either a national
or transnational context in which there is a significant imbalance of power among
different groups of women. The specific advantages are:

O  Women from the dominant group are not as likely to overgeneralize.

O Because all women have the same need to attend to their own various
“facets” as well as to those of other women it should stop the tendency to
identify intersectionality with “multi-cultural feminism.” It is particularly
important to me as a white North American to stop this identification
because restricting intersectionality to multiply-subordinated groups of
women still leaves women of color with a lesser place at the feminist
conversation table—deviating from the “standard” white woman. It is
important to understand that everyone’'s experiences are shaped race/
gender/class/sexual orientation, and so on. This lays the groundwork for

® Kimberlé Crenshaw, “Beyond Racism and Misogyny: Black Feminism and 2 Live Crew,”
Boston Review 6 (December 1991): 6-33.
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very rich analyses of women’s lives and experiences and enables a response
to some critics of intersectionality that I will discuss later.

e Moving now to theoretically oriented advantages:

(@]

It gives a positive way to deal with essentialism and anti-essentialism. For
quite a while now in many disciplines it has been unacceptable (or at least
uncool) to be an “essentialist.” What anti-essentialists want to claim is often
one of two positions: you can’'t make the assumption that all members
of a social group have the same experience or that they have the same
characteristics. The “essence” of woman, or of man, or of a nationality,
or of humankind just doesn’t exist. Different members have different
characteristics and different experiences. I will return to this topic after I
have discussed worries about and difficulties with intersectionality.

It contributes to a plausible explanation for the ways in which multiple
systems of oppression work. Cheshire Calhoun, a philosopher who identifies
as both a feminist and a lesbian, argues that ending sexism will not end
heterosexism” Whatever one’s ultimate conclusion on this issue, an
intersectional analysis can clarify the similarities and differences between the
straightjackets that traditional gender roles have placed on us—either as
gay/straight men or women.

e The worries and difficulties that arise are both practical and theoretical. For example,

theoretically . . .

(@]

It proliferates “genders” because each ethnic group will have a different one.

O It will lead to too much fragmentation: everyone will be producing theories
only for their very small group—or worse—only as individuals speaking for
themselves.

O The very worst stage of fragmentation is that we won’t be able to have any
feminist theories at all because there is no recognizable concept of woman.

O Even if we can retain a concept of woman, it gives women no priority—as
feminist theory should. If feminists don’t, who will?

Practically . ..

O It leads to lack of empathy and does not fit well with positions of solidarity
among womer.

O Affirmative action and other advances for women of color will suffer, and, in

general, women interests will suffer without a common essence.

These are serious worries. Most of them have been articulated well by Naomi

9 Cheshire Calhoun, “Separating Lesbian Theory from Feminist Theory,” Ethics 104 (April 1994):

558-81.
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Zack.'” If they can not be answered we might need to develop an alternative to
intersectionality that recognizes its core insights but does not have the negative
implications. I will argue that they can be answered in a way that preserves common
empathy and advances for women and prevents a slide down the slippery slope of
theory proliferation. In the course of developing this argument I will answer the
objections noted above, although not in the order stated.

An Alternative to Intersectionality That Tries to Retain Its Core Insights

I take the core insights of intersectionality to be the ones I mentioned earlier: (1)
that members of a “group” have both similarities and differences that are likely to
result from certain kinds of social privilege or oppression, and (2) that any individual’s
experiences are shaped by factors working in conjunction with and through each
other, not in an isolated fashion. Can these insights be captured by a more “universal”
approach that will retain the analytical force of having a concept “woman” with
shared features and that will not lead to fragmentation and division or derail social
change?

Recently two feminist philosophers who are U.S. women of color have offered
theories that aim to be more universal—trying to capture the “essence” of women at
the same time they leave room for many differences. Linda Martin Alcoff speaks in
terms of the metaphysics of sex and gender rather than using the word ‘essence’
nevertheless, she aims to explain what women have in common.!” Naomi Zack explicitly
attacks intersectional analyses and argues for an essence of women. I will discuss
Zack’s position because of her direct and sustained attack on intersectionality.

Zack’s goal is to put forth an inclusive feminism suitable for “universal advocacy for

"2 She believes that to do this she needs a “universal normative

women'’s interests.
analysis” of women, specifically that women have an essence that can be articulated in
a set of necessary and sufficient conditions for being a woman rather than a man. Her

most concise statement of the essence of women is below.

All women share the nonsubstantive, relational essence of being assigned to or
identifying with the historical, socially constructed, disjunctive category of female
birth designees, biological mothers, or heterosexual choices of men—category
FMP.* Category FMP captures what women have in common as the imagined but
real group that is the logical contrary of the group of men, in human male-female,

19 Naomi Zack, Inclusive Feminism: A Third Wave Theory of Women’s Commonality (Lanham, MD:
Rowman and Littlefield, 2005).

W Linda Martin Alcoff, Visible Identities: Race, Gender, and the Self (New York: Oxford University
Press, 2006).

12) 7ack, 1.
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man-women gender systems.”

*F=designated female at birth; M=Dbiological mother; P=primary sexual choice of [heterosexual] men.”

I believe that even if Zack’s disjunction “assigned to or identifying with F or M or P~
might literally capture the individuals we would include in women, they do not give us
an “essence” of the sort she finds necessary.

Zack takes quite literally that intersectionality implies that women of different
ethnic groups (and presumably sexual orientations) have different genders. The best
known advocates of intersectionality do not state this, though it can be found in

Elizabeth Spelman’s similar position in Inessential Woman®

However, I want to argue
that intersectionality need not multiply genders for each different ethnicity/race or
social class; indeed, an intersectional analysis does not make sense if it does so. After
all, gender, class, and race/ethnicity must intersect. The individual axes must have at
least a minimal degree of stable meaning for the analysis to work. If every intersection
produced a new gender or a new race (or bothl), there would be no way to make sense
of the ways in which ethnicity affects one’s gendered experience. As we noted earlier,
those who favor intersectionality tend to favor it because it illuminates the wide
varieties of women’s experiences across other axes of oppression and enables them to
find suitable remedies for multiple oppressions. The “gender axis” needs to be
intelligible across other axes or there is nothing to appeal to in the explanation or
remedy. Thus, not only does intersectionality fail to entail a proliferation of genders, its
proponents should fight strongly against such a move in order for an intersectional
analysis to retain its power of explanation.

Although I am critical of Zack’s approach, I want to emphasize that her analysis is
designed to treat the usual problems with commonalities and differences that feminist
theorists have: how to deal with racism/heterosexism among feminists, the diversity
of women’s experiences, and the need for a ground to attack a view that women’s
essence is biological. First, although it is beyond the scope of this essay to discuss
it, her book is clearly motivated by her desire to prevent negative consequences by
race. Second, her double-layered disjunction, “assigned to or identifying with F or M
or P, is designed to deal with diversity among women and their experiences as well
as to deny that biology is a sole determinant of women. Since Zack wants to end
racism and to accommodate both the socially constructed character of women and
their variety of experiences, there is much agreement between Zack and advocates of
intersectionality, including me. But methods and metaphysics matter a great deal to

19 Zack, 162.

9 Zack, 8.

15 Elizabeth V. Spelman, Inessential Woman: Problems of Exclusion in Feminist Thought (Boston: Beacon
Press, 1988).
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Zack (in fact, I believe that she places too much faith in the influence that metaphysics
has on people’s beliefs). My suspicion is that many of Zack's opponents would at best
find her “nonsubstantive, relational” essence to be of little use, either practically or
philosophically, even if they appreciate the motives from which she offers it. I find it
to be very misleading as metaphysics and not very helpful as feminist theory or as a
political stance.

An Alternative to Zack

Is there not a simpler way than Zack’s to deal with diversity among women
and the other issues that concern her? Yes: it cries out for analysis using Ludwig
Wittgenstein's notion of family resemblances (sometimes called “cluster concepts” by
other philosophers). Wittgenstein urges us not to look for essences where they are
not to be found, but instead counsels us to look and see what the connections are
among things we designate by the same word. I will argue that a family resemblance
approach is compatible with an intersectional analysis and that the combination of these
approaches offers the best strategy for navigating differences, similarities, and the need
for analytically sound concepts.

Substitute “woman” for “number” in this familiar passage from Wittgenstein's

Philosophical Investigations:

And we extend our concept of number as in spinning a thread we twist fibre on
fibre. And the strength of the thread [my italics] does not reside in the fact that some
one fibre runs through its whole length, but in the overlapping of many fibres. But if
someone wished to say: “There is something common to all these constructions -
namely the disjunction of all their common properties”—I should reply: Now you are
only playing with words. One might as well say: “Something runs through the
whole thread—namely the continuous overlapping of those fibres.”'®

A family resemblance analysis of woman will accommodate much more simply
everything that Zack incorporates into her disjunctive “essence” of woman—except, of
course, her metaphysics. She wants to call it an essence; Wittgenstein (and I) would
want to replace essences with family resemblances to account for the common concept.
Let’s run through it quickly. Women differ at the same time they have similarities;

16) Ludwig Wittgenstein, Philosophical Investigation, 3rd ed., trans. G. E. M. Anscombe (New York:
Macmillan, 1958), § 67. He uses the term “family resemblance” to evoke the wide variety of kinds of
resemblances among family members: those who share coloring might not have similar chins or
noses; others share only a chin; still others share temperament but no physical features. In the
preceding section Wittgenstein illustrates his position about family resemblances by using the
example of games (§ 66). We can not give a set of properties that are necessary and sufficient for
something’s being a game, but game is still an important and useful concept with clear applications.
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however, the similarities between some women will not be the same as those between
others. This is why Zack starts with a disjunction, “F or M or P,” then adds a further
disjunctive layer on top of it— “assigned to or identifies with F or M or P.” Consider
some examples. One of the factors that has traditionally been used most forcefully to
categorize human beings as women is being a mother or at least having the capacity
for motherhood. Most women have similar sets of reproductive capacities and physical
features. But those who don’t have these capacities/features will have something else
in common with the first group of women. They very likely think of themselves and
identify publicly and subjectively as women and are treated as women by others.
Similarly, even if heterosexuality plays an important role in the creation and
maintenance of “women” as we know them, lesbians are still women because of other
characteristics that they share with other women—physical, subjective, social, and so
forth. Transwomen are women because they “identify with” people with a
characteristic F or M or P. Both Zack’s analysis and Wittgenstein's can accommodate
all of these kinds of cases. Wittgenstein's concept is less rigid than Zack’s in the kinds
of connections it allows, but both approaches are very inclusive!”

The next step is to determine whether a family resemblance analysis can
adequately distinguish women from men. It can. Women need not have an essence, a
set of necessary and sufficient conditions, in order for us to mark off a group of women.
Characteristics that are in the range of family resemblances will mark off a group in
context. To do so, we ask the purpose for which we are trying to find boundaries for
the group. If a feminist is arguing for equal pay for women or comparable pay for
“women’s jobs” she need not care about chromosomes or androgen levels. On the other
hand, if a clinical drug trial measures different responses of men and women to a new
cholesterol-lowering drug, then hormones and other physical factors matter more than
social roles. Even if a critic of a Wittgensteinian approach finds far too much reliance
on “purposes” here, this approach works at least as well as Zack’s in any case. Zack,
after all, would need to choose which of her disjuncts is most important for a particular
context or purpose in her quest to advance women. If she is working for women'’s
equal access to education or employment it is irrelevant whether someone is the
primary sexual choice of heterosexual men.

The point of focusing on the ability to draw category boundaries is not simply to
distinguish men from women, but also because feminists need at least minimally stable
analytical categories such as woman and gender in order to block the slide down a

17) Although Zack’s concept is inclusive, I still have a few problems with it. For example, although
it was designed in part to take into account transgendered people, it has strange consequences for
them. How can someone designated female at birth (characteristic F) cease to be a woman on Zack’s
analysis? It takes only one disjunct to make someone count as a woman; transmen, even after
becoming men, would continue to satisfy the “F” disjunct of Zack’s analysis of woman. So then how
can her analysis account for a transman'’s leaving the category woman to become a man?
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slippery slope of increasingly fragmented analyses and multiplication of genders. Both
Zack and a family resemblance analysis can block this slide. A family resemblance
analysis goes beyond merely marking off the category of woman; it can also incorporate
an intersectional analysis as part of it. In so doing, it can satisfy more of feminists’
needs than can Zack’s approach. When intersectionality is backed up by a family
resemblance analysis of the concept of woman, the richness of women'’s differences can
be accommodated without a temptation to create a new gender for any new racial/
ethnic group or sexual orientation.

To sum up, I prefer Wittgenstein to Zack not only because her philosophical
analysis is arcane and filled with strange metaphysics, but more importantly because
feminist theorists need to be able to incorporate the core insights of the intersectional
approach in a way that does not fall prey either to the slippery slope of fragmentation
or to the inability to do theory at all. A family resemblance analysis serves us far more
usefully than Zack’s analysis does. It lets us take into account intersectional differences
but retain woman and gender as theoretical categories. It is foolish to think that useful
categories must have necessary and sufficient conditions for their application.

Implications of Intersectional Feminism

The final objection to an intersectional analysis is that it does not prioritize women
and sexism as feminists should. This is a serious objection, for if feminists do not
prioritize women and their interests, who will? It is certainly true that an intersectional
analysis complicates feminism. We can not simply focus on patriarchy and sexism,
but must also consider how racism, heterosexism, and other axes of oppression work
through sexism and vice-versa. However, instead of thinking that this takes away from
a focus on women, we should realize that we are not acting in the interest of women if
we do not understand the ways in which other axes of oppression and corresponding
kinds of privilege shape women’s lives: they interact with and work through sexism.
Intellectual and political work are both made more difficult by this complexity, but
complexity can not responsibly be avoided. Since human beings’ lives are not simple,
neither will feminist theory nor feminist practice be.

The implications I see for other engaged theorists are by now obvious. My vision
for good engaged theory is that regardless of someone’s primary theoretical focus, for
example, imperialism, racism, nationalism, or heterosexism, it is crucial both for good
theory and for plausible strategies of social change that one attend to the other axes of

)

oppression and privilege that intersect with one’s primary focus!® In addition, we all

18 Crenshaw and others in the African American Policy Forum are engaged in this work as they
advocate intersectional analyses in multinational contexts on a number of continents. Their work is
sponsored by the United Nations and non-governmental organizations. Information can be found at
http://aapf.org/projects/international/.
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need to be aware that the salient axes in the intersection might well differ from culture
to culture. For example, nationality is much more important in Japan than it is in
Canada. Social class and race both mean different things in different countries. In
order to gain cultural knowledge and to understand better the variety of oppressions
we must read at least some of each other’s work and listen to each other carefully.

Of course, it is easier to recommend this than to engage in it. Even engaged
theorists with the best intentions have only twenty-four hours each day. In addition,
people of good will continue to disagree strongly over priorities as well as over the best
theories to support change. At any given time an engaged theorist (or activist) must
prioritize issues to address—whether the issues are close to home or, increasingly,
transnational or global. Referring specifically again to feminists, I think it is important
that they roam freely through issues that include tangled multiple oppressions. A
feminist might choose to address heterosexist marriage laws in the United States
or economic exploitation of men and women in the “global south” as well as more
traditional “women’s issues” such as rape or forced prostitution of women during
war. Any of these can be important feminist subjects if we pay particular attention to
women’s situation, experiences, and interests in them. But paying special attention to
women while analyzing heterosexist marriage laws or class exploitation in the global
south as well as rape during war means that one must attend to the ways in which
privilege and oppression along other axes bear on the issues. The point of taking
multiple axes of oppression into account is not simply to improve our theories, though it
will do so. It is to combat racism, classism, and heterosexism as well as sexism in the
lives of our fellow human beings. Social justice and morality require us to do so.
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Summary

This paper tries to show that in A Modern Instance and The Rise of Silas
Lapham, William Dean Howells provides an extensive insight into the conditions
of modern individuals who struggle in and against the social changes which
are both the cause and effect of general moral decay. This paper proves that
his insight extends beyond the limits that are often attributed to his works and
perspective: his inability to overstep the bourgeois and genteel standards of
virtue, and his innocent belief in the prevalence of morality and reason.

In A Modern Instance, Howells illustrates the circumstances in which
individualism inevitably degenerates into egotism and society falls into anomie.
The main characters of the novel are led to assume that they are naturally
free from any social obligation and to be engrossed in the pursuit of their own
success and happiness. The Rise of Silas Lapham, on the other hand, depicts a
moral struggle of an individual who eventually realizes his obligation to the
society at large, no matter how it contradicts the interests of his own and even
of the group of people he is personally responsible for, despite the fact that his
“rise” does not elevate the society’s moral standards in general.

What Howells demonstrates is how problematic it is for modern individuals
to make moral decisions and to be saved from the state of alienation.
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By 720 58 Y R 2 AT % & SN TV R BHEIC T 22 L > Tnwb 2
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¥ “Editor’s Study.” Harper’s New Monthly Magazine 74 (1887): 825.

Y Henry Nash Smith, Democracy and the Novel: Popular Resistance to Classic American Writers (New
York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1978), 77.

Y oank-H-avs [NEOLE
1984 4). 62-63 Ho
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8 FuF A [RFEOR], 82 H.,
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10) 1, Wayne Morgan, American Writers in Rebellion: From Mark Twain to Dreiser (New York: Hill and
Wang, 1965), 52 .

1D William Dean Howells, A Modern Instance & The Rise of Silas Lapham?*5 D5 Jld, 54 751 — -
F 7 - 7 XY AR Novels 1875-1886 (New York: The Library of America, 1982)(2#LY . EHFF 135550
WCANTARIHITRT . Ny )V ZEFOF I HIZETHFRIC X 5,

D kA TRED BRG], 85 Ho
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W hywan [7 A0 HOREBR], T4, 187 H.

W Edward Wagenknecht, William Dean Howells: The Friendly Eye (New York: Oxford Univ. Press,
1969), 192.

By 232 BRG] KR (ARG, 2003 48), k%, 64 Ho
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HBEH. LL. 2NOFERIIONS EANOBFEOEF 212, E52200#WLRb0, Thbh, »
NHHEOFERIZOWT, PNOFKE, PNOKANH, PNOEO, FEHFHIOVWTH, BETH5 .
A XA [HEfERAE®]. T4, 151 Ho

17 Sam B. Girgus, Desire and the Political Unconscious in American Literature (Basingstoke: Macmillan,

1990), 122.
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1% Ibid, 121.

923 2 [EMENER] 1% 44 H,

0 a4 bORETE LT, BEKOWESEE I, BUEEROMMIGES 2 LA WHEICT 2R L W
I LAY =TT EN= MY —DREWNZHBIIOVTIEL, TOMFZICERIH 5, Alfred
Habegger, Gender, Fantasy, and Realism in American Literature (New York: Columbia Univ. Press, 1982),
98, 101; Anthony Channell Hilfer, The Ethics of Intensity in American Fiction (Austin: Univ. of Texas
Press, 1981), 58-68.

2D Warren Hedgesid/N— b)) —&<v—3 7, ZLTCI9MREDT 2 ) S OHEN 2 EFRE, 7=
T A TRALEN) B HEAFECT VS, “Howells's ‘Wretched Fetishes' : Character, Realism, and
Other Modern Instances,” Texas Studies in Literature and Language 38 (1996): 261-50.
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RI2DT, HEFEVICHSTWE I ERIE LM o720 HABEITFEIHITIE, 40 v
H—IZBEER T LVEEZIRS TV SN0 72 (329)
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America as a “Proper Receptacle™
Nathanael West's A Cool Million: or, the Dismantling of Lemuel Pitkin

Naomi Kubo

Summary

While Nathanael West's novellas, such as Miss Lonely Hearts (1933) and
The Day of Locust (1939), have been evaluated and discussed considerably,
little attention has been paid to A Cool Million: or, the Dismantling of Lemuel
Pitkin (1934). Because the novel is seen as too direct a parody of Horatio
Alger’s novels, critics have largely ignored it. This paper re-examines A
Cool Million in terms of its historical and cultural context, focusing on the
thematic employment of commodifications of the image of America and the
“dismantling” of the main character, “our American hero,” Lemuel Pitkin.

In the late consumer society through the 1920s to 1960s, as Baudrillard
expounded, the sign-value, which is the implied value added to its use-value,
became a hinge between the commodity and consumption. A Cool Million
describes the production and consumption of sign-value in a surge of collective
desires to seek and define the nature of America. Commodification of America
in this novel culminates in the description of Wu Fong’s brothel, which is
renovated as “an hundred per centum American place,” a brothel suggestive
of Disneyland. The discussion of commodification also explains the incessant
dismantling of an American boy’s body, which is eventually consumed as a
proper receptacle of the American Fascist ideology. The process of making
Lemuel, just a boy from Ottsville, into “the American boy” symbolizes the
attempt to make America into “America” in the 1930s.

Nathanael West's third novel, which he had tentatively titled America, America,” was

published as A Cool Million: or, the Dismantling of Lemuel Pitkin in 19342 This short novel
is a parody of the Horatio Alger novels. The main character attempts to make his
fortune in New York but slowly loses his body parts, and eventually his life, instead.
This novel describes not only the nightmarish outcome of the unfulfilled American
Dream but also the chaotic political situation in 1930s America, including the ominous
foreshadowing of fascism. Mainly because of the apparent contradictions between the
light, blunt, and mock-heroic narrative tone and the serious situation depicted, early

D Jay Martin, Nathanael West: The Art of His Life (New York: Carroll & Craf Publishers, 1970), 203-4.

? Nathanael West, A Cool Million: or, the Dismantling of Lemuel Pitkin, in Two Novels by Nathanael West:
The Dream Life of Balso Snell and A Cool Million (New York: Farrar, Straus, and Giroux, 1963), 63-179.
Hereafter, I use the abbreviation, A Cool Million. Unless noted otherwise, all page numbers in the text
refer to this edition of A Cool Million.
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critics almost dismissed A Cool Million, claiming that it was too direct to be a funny
parody, and too light to be a serious critique of political issues in the 1930s.”

However, I suggest that what matters in Cool Million is not just the exposure of the
trap of the American Dream or critique of political issues in America at the time, but also
an investigation of the structural aspects behind both of them. Although in the past
twenty years several articles have been devoted to the study of A Cool Million with regard
to its cultural and historical aspects, the system of commodification as a whole in this novel
has not yet been fully discussed” The novel's plot and repeated motifs consistently
reveal a system of commodification based on consumption-oriented values, which tend to
deform and diminish the commodified objects’ inherent values. In this sense, the utilized
things can be treated merely as vehicles of consumption-oriented values. In terms of the
treatment of the things as such vehicles, the range which A Cool Million investigates is not
limited to an economic aspect. It includes an ideological aspect, focusing on the use of the
word “America.” This word is also utilized as a vehicle of various concepts on demand.
West observes an underlying structure both in the system of commodification and the use
of the word “America,” which makes A Cool Million not only a critique of consumerism in

general but also a critique of a social condition peculiar to America.
1. Commodifying “America”: Wu Fong’s Brothel

Jean Baudrillard focuses on one characteristic of consumer society from the 1920s
to the 1960s, the phenomenon of “creating needs for new prestigious goods, thus

5)

producing the regime of sign-value.”” Douglas Kellner briefly clarifies Baudrillard’s

early writings on consumer society by noting Baudrillard’'s claim that:

[C] commodities are not merely to be characterized by use-value and exchange
value, as in Marx’s theory of the commodity, but sign-value—the expression and
mark of style, prestige, luxury, power, and so on—becomes an increasingly
important part of the commodity and consumption. That is, commodities were
allegedly bought and displayed as much for their sign-value as their use-value,
and the phenomenon of sign-value became an essential constituent of the

% Martin. 246-47.

Y For articles which point out A Cool Million’s or West's work’s concerns about the transition of the
economic system in America, see Jan Gorak's “The Art of Significant Disorder: The Fiction of
Nathanael West,” in God the Artist: American Novelists in a Post-Realist Age (Urbana & Chicago: University
of Illinois Press, 1987), 37-58; Rita Barnard’s “A Surfeit of Shoddy: West and the Spectacle of Culture,”
in The Great Depression and the Culture of Abundance: Kenneth Fearing, Nathanael West, and Mass Culture in
the 1930s (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1995), 135-65.

% Douglas Kellner, “Introduction: Jean Baudrillard in the Fin-de-millennium,” in Baudrillard: A
Critical Reader, ed. Douglas Kellner (Oxford and Cambridge: Blackwell, 1994), 3.
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commodity and consumption in the consumer society.®’

As this passage suggests, Baudrillard assumes that a shift in values appeared during
the period between the 1920s and the 1960s. The important transition in consumer
society was the shifting from use-value or exchange value to sign-value, which
consequently leads Baudrillard to his later discussion of “hyperreal” society. People
began to buy items not only to satisfy their needs, but also to buy the implied value
added to the commodity through their consumerist behavior. In other words, another
dimension of value began to be produced and consumed. Correspondingly, things that
had not previously been treated as commodities started to be commodified by gaining
or being invested with sign-value.

Over and over, A Cool Million describes the production and consumption of sign-
value. An obvious reflection of this phenomenon is Wu Fong’s brothel where the
kidnapped heroine Betty is sold off. Although the institution is significantly renovated
from a “House of All Nations” to “an hundred per centum American place” (126) in the
middle of the novel, the basic strategy stays the same. Wu Fong’'s manipulation of
his business shows the process exactly: his main concern is to create sign value. As
Randall Reid astutely points out, “Wu Fong knows that he should sell the sizzle not the
steak, the package not the product. Sexual gratification has little to do with Wu Fong’s
business; like other retailers, he panders fundamentally to the lust for novelty and

? For example, Wu Fong collects “a girl from every country” in his “House of

illusion.”
All Nations” (93). When he purchases Betty, an American girl, from the kidnappers for
a “big price,” he is confident that his payment will pay off quickly, because he knows
“many of his clients were from non-Aryan countries and would appreciate the service
of a genuine American” (93). However, he also knows that his customers appreciate not
only her actual nationality but the concept of “genuine American.” He gives each
female a “tiny two-room suite for her own use, furnished and decorated in the style of
the country from which she comes” with “excellent taste and real historical knowledge”
in all of “some fifty-odd apartments” (93). He sells these decorations, the “sizzle” of his
establishment, the sign-value for his brothel, rather than the girls themselves, the use-
value of it.

Throughout the novel, the descriptions used to depict the women’s apartments
are remarkably detailed, in contrast to the narrator’s usual concise and flat narrative
style. The narrator describes the style of their clothes, and even the food that is to
be provided in their rooms. For example, Betty is settled as “a real American girl” in
“a perfect colonial interior” room: “Antimacassars, ships in bottles, carved whalebone,

6) Th:
Ibid., 4.
7 Randall Reid, The Fiction of Nathanael West: No Redeemer, No Promised Land (Chicago and London:
University of Chicago Press, 1967), 113.
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hooked rugs—all were there. It was Mr. Goldstein’s boast that even Governor Windsor
himself could not have found anything wrong with the design or furnishing” (94).
The interior decorator Asa Goldstein consummates the sign-value of this apartment
to commodify the atmosphere of the colonial era. Then an American girl, Betty,
whose “costume that was made to wear had been especially designed to go with her
surroundings” (94), becomes one of the furnishings of the room. She is removed from
her original place, Vermont, and is installed in Wu Fong’s brothel, clothed in sign-value.

2. “America” as a Vehicle of Concepts

Although sign-value connotes the product’s original meaning and value to some
extent, the range of sign-value mainly extends outside of the product. Thus, in order
to establish sign-value of any product, there must be a collective connotation, a shared
code, beyond the products. For example, in order to make Wu Fong's “House of All
Nations” valuable, there must be a consensus about what is expected in a French,
Spanish, or American room. In other words, the collective connotation enables one to
appreciate and consume the sign-value of Wu Fong’s elaborate rooms. Without this
code, it is impossible to consume their sign-value.

As for the collective connotation, in the 1930s a cultural upsurge tried to produce a
collective idea of America. In Culture as History, Warren Susman stresses that the effort
to seek and define the nature of American culture was more widespread and central in
the 1930s than in any previous period” He points out that in this decade “Americans
then began thinking in terms of patterns of behavior and belief, values and life-styles,

»9)

symbols and meanings,”” saying, “[i]t was during this period that we find, for the first

time, frequent reference to an ‘American Way of Life” The phrase “The American

Dream’ came into common use; it meant something shared collectively by all

Americans.”” For instance, Americans in the 1930s were searching for what Van

Wyck Brooks calls the “usable past.” In “On Creating a Usable Past,” written in 1918,

Brooks deplores the lack of a collective idea among Americans, saying, “We have had

»11)

no cumulative culture. According to Brooks, “vital criticism” must “[d]iscover, [and]

invent a usable past.” His own efforts to meet this goal resulted in his five volumes of
American literary history, beginning with The Flowering of New England, published in
1936. In addition, there were forces “operating to shape that culture into a heightened

»12)

sensitivity of itself as a culture. For example, George Gallup established the

8 Warren L Susman, Culture as History: The Transformation of American Society in the Twentieth Century
(New York: Pantheon, 1985), 153.

% Tbid, 154.

17 Thid,

D yan Wyck Brooks, “On Creating a Usable Past,” in Critics of Culture: Literature and Society in the
Early Twentieth Century, ed. Alan Trachtenberg (New York: Wiley, 1976), 166.

120 Susman, 158.
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American Institute of Public Opinion in 1935, which made it easier “to find the core of
values and opinions that united Americans, the symbols that tied them together, that

¥ 1In this period, the code of America started to be

helped define the American.”
articulated and shared by all people—not just the intellectuals.

In A Cool Million, the character that represents this mood in a satiric way is
Nathan “Shagpoke” Whipple, a former President of the United States and owner of a
bank in Lemuel's hometown, and who later becomes the leader of the fascist “National
Revolutionary Party.” He always interprets situations in terms of the word “America.”
His remarks are full of aphorisms and clichés about America, such as “This is the
land of opportunity and the world is an oyster” (73) or “The American mind is noted
for its ingenuity” (97). While anything that supports him is “American,” anything
that hinders him is “un-American.” On the one hand, for example, when his bank
goes into bankruptcy, he remarks that “The bankers broke me, and the Communists
circulated lying rumors about my bank in Doc Slack’s Barber shop. I was the victim
of an un-American conspiracy” (96). On the other hand, when the cows he owns serve
his interest as mortgage in his bankruptcy, he calls them “good American cows”
(97). Although the way Whipple adds the adjective “American” in a self-interested
and impromptu manner is quite exaggerated, his use of the word articulates the
characteristic of the word: its original meaning is uncertain enough to accept arbitrary
meanings.

Behind Whipple's absurd verbosity, a specific condition concerning America
may be suggested. It is difficult to specify the original connotation of the word
America. From the beginning, “America” has been an ideological receptacle for the
investment of American ideals. In American Exceptionalism: A Double-Edged Sword,
Seymour Martin Lipset considers America’s “starting” as one of its exceptional aspects,
arguing that America “has defined its raison d’étre ideologically.”"” In other words, “[t]he
ex-Soviet Union apart, other countries define themselves by a common history as

% Referring to historian Richard Hofstadter’s

»16)

birthright communities, not by ideology.”
remark, he also argues, “becoming American was a religious, that is, ideological act.
This is the mind-set Whipple preaches when Lemuel first sees him. He describes the
“American heart” (71):

“America,” he said with great seriousness, “is the land of opportunity. She takes
care of the honest and industrious and never fails them as long as they are both.
This is not a matter of opinion, it is one of faith. On the day that Americans stop

19 Thid.

14) Seymour Martin Lipset, American Exceptionalism: A Double-Edged Sword (New York: Norton,
1996), 18.

1% Thid.

19 Thid,
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believing it, on that day will America be lost.” (74)

While Whipple strongly affirms his idea “with great seriousness,” his remark
unexpectedly displays the fragility of sign-value. The phrase, “it is one of faith,” implies
that the sign-value, “America is the land of opportunity,” is made up in the minds
of people, and in their collective connotations. The last sentence, “[oln the day that
Americans stop believing it, on that day will America be lost,” reveals that the idea
of “America” is formed on an uncertain foundation, which can “be lost.” Even though
Whipple’s sermons sound like sophistries in some sense, his words encouraged Lemuel
“just as similar ones have heartened the youth of this country ever since it was freed
from the irksome British yoke” (75). With this “heartened” American mind, Lemuel
pushes on with his life until he is shot in the “heart.”

We may be able to add another notable movement in the increasing attention
paid to “America” in the 1930s: the Buy American campaign, which “swept the country

"7 This movement, which

in the early years of the Great Depression of the 1930s.
newspaper publisher William Randolph Hearst strongly promoted, spread across the
country, gained strong support from the nation’s industries, and culminated “in the Buy
American Act of 1933, which President Herbert Hoover signed on his last day in

»18)

office. Dana Frank argues that “[a]t its core,” this movement “offered an answer to

the enormous crisis of the Depression: ‘foreigners’ and their economic incursions were
the cause. An inward-looking protection of ‘Americans’ was the solution.”?

The desire to define “America” and the Buy American campaign were two
different movements that had similar causes. We can say that the former movement
was derived from the people themselves, and the latter campaign was imposed
on people as pressure from the outside. However, when we think about the Buy
American campaign in the context of producing sign-value, this movement had
a similar structure to the defining America movement. For example, in the Buy
American campaign, oranges were no longer just oranges: they were either “American”
or “foreign” oranges, even when their use-values were the same. When people chose
“American” oranges, intending to avoid “foreign” products, their choice was based on
the sign-value of “American.” That is, the Buy American campaign articulated the
sign-value of “America” by contrasting “America” to “foreigners.” Although these two
rising phenomena in the 1930s, which we might call the cult of “America,” took different
directions, both of them contributed significantly to producing sign-values of America
by articulating what was to be America.

In A Cool Million, Wu Fong, who the narrator describes as “a very shrewd man

12 Dana Frank, Buy American: The Untold Story of Economic Nationalism (Boston: Beacon, 1999), 57.
1% Thid., 56.
19 Ihid., 57.
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and a student of fashions,” quickly perceives the mood of the period as the cause of his
“over-stock,” and changes his brothel from a “House of All Nations” to “an hundred per
centum American place” (126). The narrator explains, “{Wu Fong| saw that the trend
was in the direction of home industry and home talent, and when the Hearst papers
began their ‘Buy American’ campaign he decided to get rid of all the foreigners in his
employ and turn his establishment into an hundred per centum American Place” (126).

The very point that reveals Wu Fong's “shrewdness,” however, is not that he
replaces foreign girls with American girls as the product he offers, but that he does
not forget to add sign-value to the product. He remodels his apartments from the
previous exotic foreign styles into “American” styles: “He engaged Mr. Asa Goldstein to
redecorate the house and that worthy designed a Pennsylvania Dutch, Old South, Log
Cabin Pioneer, Victorian New York, Western Cattle Days, California Monterey, Indian,
and Modern Girl series of interiors” (126). Although this is the “America” that Wu Fong
and Asa Goldstein create for the brothel in 1930, their “America,” which is derived
from different places and different time periods in America, and collected and displayed
in one place as “America,” bears a startling similarity to Disneyland, which was built
in 1955: they produced “America” in America through actualizing the images of, and
utilizing sign-values of, “America.”

The renovation of Wu Fong’s brothel not only corresponds to the contemporary
movements to discover, define, and commodify “America,” but it also criticizes their
movements through parodying their procedures. Moreover, it shows a subtle indication
of the postmodern situation that Baudrillard discusses: the start of “substituting signs of

"2 One of the rooms that the narrator details, “the California

the real for the real itself.
Monterey,” discloses the possibility of the disappearance of “the real” as well as other

arbitrary aspects of the sign-value:

Dolores O'Riely from Alta Vista, California. In order to save money, Wu Fong
had moved her into the suite that had been occupied by Conchita, the Spanish
girl. He merely substituted a Mission chair for the horsehide one with the
steer-horn arms and called it “Monterey.” Asa Goldstein was very angry when
he found out, but Wu Fong refused to do anything more about it, because he
felt that she was bound to be a losing proposition. The style, he said, was not
obviously enough American even in its most authentic forms. (127)

To begin with, we can reconfirm that what Wu Fong sells and what men buy is not
the girl but “America,” by the fact that he considers that Dolores will be a “losing
proposition” because “the style” of the room is not “obviously enough American.” More

2 Jean Baudrillard, “Simulacra and Simulations,” Jean Baudrillard: Selected Writings, ed. Mark Poster
(Stanford: Stanford University Press), 170.
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importantly, Wu Fong's attitude toward this room displays arbitrary aspects of sign-
value in many ways. First, the sign-value of Spain and the sign-value of Monterey
can easily be replaced with a subtle manipulation of the furniture. Second, the room
becomes “Monterey” when Wu Fong “call[s]” it, or articulates it, as “Monterey.”
Third, Monterey cannot be “obviously enough American” even though this is a “real”
American city. The first two implications show how arbitrary and how manageable
sign-value is. The third implication suggests that the sign-value, the collective imagery
of “America,” may disregard the reality.

The narrator apologizes before he starts to list the details of Wu Fong’s renovation,
saying “[tlhese changes seem significant to me, and while their bearing on this story
may not be obvious, still I believe it does exist” (126). This remark seems unusual when
compared with the narrator’s mock-heroic style. In his concern about the gap between
the readers and himself, we may notice the narrator’s astonishment or discomfort at
seeing the quite easily successful process of commodifying “America.”

3. The “American Boy” as a “Proper Receptacle”

We can now extend the observation of the production and consumption of sign-
value to “our hero” Lemuel Pitkin. The influence of consumer society and the growth
of the new values sneak up on Lemuel’'s small hometown, Ottsville, Vermont. In
a consumer society, things become commodities through the addition of a new
value. The first thing that is commodified in A Cool Million is Lemuel’'s house. In
the first chapter, Asa Goldstein, who happens to be the same person engaged in the
renovation of Wu Fong’s brothel, is “struck by the appearance” of the house, and
makes preparations to “take the house apart and set it again in the window of his Fifth
Avenue shop” (69). The house, which used to be just the “home of Mrs. Pitkin,” is
taken apart in Ottsville, moved to New York, and displayed as “the architecture of New
England” in the window of Asa’s “Fifth Avenue shop” (69). As the narrator says, “[t]he
name of this tragedy was Asa Goldstein, his business, ‘Colonial Exteriors and Interiors”™
(69), this commodification is the starting point of this novel. At Goldstein’s suggestion,
the landlord forecloses on Lemuel’s mother, which gives Lemuel no choice but to leave
for New York to make money.

The scene where Lemuel sees his house in Asa's office, like the description of Wu
Fong’s brothel, reveals the arbitrariness of sign-value. The clerk in the office asks
Lemuel for advice about the placement of a chest of drawers, saying, “[wlhere would
your mother have put such a piece of furniture had she owned it?” In response to this:

Lem’s first thought on inspecting the article in question was to say that she
would have kept it in the woodshed, but he thought better of this when he saw
how highly the clerk valued it. After a little thought, he pointed to a space next
to the fireplace and said, “I think she would have set it there.”
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“What did I tell you!” exclaimed the delighted clerk to his colleagues, who had
gathered around to hear Lem’s answer. “That’s just the spot I picked for it.” (102-3)

Here again, we can find the fragility of the real when it is confronted with the sign-
value. Even though Lemuel can imagine what his mother’s opinion would be, he could
not say it because he noticed that “the clerk valued” the furniture “highly” as a piece
of “the architecture of New England.” Lemuel catered to the clerk’s evaluation. When
the clerk reports Lemuel's answer to his colleagues, the clerk’s opinion becomes the
consensus among them. This shows the process of how the sign-value is valued,
disregarding the possible facts. While leaving the office, Lemuel was handed “a two-
dollar note” by the clerk (103). In a sense, Lemuel gained two dollars on account of his
authorization for the sign-value of his house.

As the subtitle The Dismantling of Lemuel Pitkin implies, the dismemberment of
Lemuel's body is one of the recurring events in this novel. This motif is usually
read as a symbol of the broken American Dream during the Depression. Although I
basically agree with this interpretation, I would like to discuss this point in the context
of the commodification of the body. In A Cool Million, we see that Lemuel begins to be
treated as a commodity. The process of making Lemuel, just a boy from Ottsville, into
“the American boy” in the last scene of the novel symbolizes the process of defining
America in the 1930s.

In A Cool Million, dismantlement is almost always paired with assemblage. Because
it is grotesque and shocking that Lemuel's body parts are taken violently and almost
meaninglessly, we may tend to give significance only to his “dismantling.” However, A
Cool Million focuses on the assemblage of Lemuel's body rather than the dismantling
itself: Lemuel is not just dismantled, but he is re-assembled with false body parts. As
critics have pointed out, the word “dismantle,” rather than “dismember,” connotes the
mechanical aspect in the treatment of Lemuel's body?” For example, when he loses his
right eye, the narrator describes it in an indifferent tone, saying, “Lem was dismissed
from the hospital minus his right eye” (108). Then almost every time he loses a body
part, as if replacing the missing parts in a piece of machinery, Lemuel gains an artificial
body part: a set of false teeth, a glass eye, a wooden leg, or a toupee.

In the process of the “assembling,” room for commodifying exists. It is these
attached body parts that give Lemuel value in the labor market. The employers hire
him because of his false body parts. The false body parts open a new range of value
for him. First, he is hired by a con man who pretends to be the owner of a glass eye
factory. He needs a person with a glass eye for his fraudulent scheme. By having lost

2 Ror example, for the mechanical quality of Lemuel's body, see Jan Gorak, “The Art of
Significant Disorder” 52; Martin, 127; Alistair Wisker, The Writing of Nathanael West (Basingstoke,
Hampshire: Macmillan, 1990), 84.
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his eye, Lemuel gains the opportunity to be attached to a new value. The con man tells
Lemuel that he will give Lemuel a job if he can wear the glass eye:

“Here, let me help you,” said the owner of the eye kindly. With a few deft
motions he soon had it fixed in its proper receptacle.

“Perfect!” exclaimed the man, standing back and admiring his handiwork. “Per-
fect! You're hired!” (116)

Thus, Lemuel is hired for the first time in his life thanks to his empty eye socket which
can hold the glass eye. The point is that the glass eye already has its own purpose to
be fulfilled regardless of who wears it. It is Lemuel's empty eye socket that is hired as
a “proper receptacle” suited to the con man’s scheme.

Second, Lemuel is employed as a spectacle in a show tent. He reveals his skull,
which an “Indian” has scalped. It is Whipple who thinks of the commodification of
Lemuel, or his lack of hair: “Why not get a tent and his young friend as the last man to
have been scalped by the Indians and the sole survivor of the Yuba River massacre?”
(159). Thus Lemuel’s “freshly scalped skull” becomes a commodity attached to the sign-
value of “the sole survivor of the Yuba River massacre” (160).

Third, Lemuel is employed as a “stooge” for a comedy show. When a team of
comedians, Riley and Robbins, ask an employment agency for “a one-eyed man” (171)
for their show, the proprietor tells Riley about Lemuel. The proprietor says to Lemuel,
“I told Riley that you also had a wooden leg, wore a toupee and store teeth, and he
wouldn't think of hiring anybody but you” (172). As the narrator says, “[h]is role was
a simple one, with no spoken lines” (173); the employer does not need Lemuel for his
personality or for his talent as an actor. On the stage, the actors violently beat Lemuel
over the head and body “with their rolled-up newspapers” to “knock off his toupee or to
knock out his teeth and eye,” and finally his wooden leg is knocked off into the audience
(173-4). He is not supposed to talk on the stage. The employer needs only his body
with the detachable false parts. The dismantled body, which can be set up as a “proper
receptacle,” makes him valuable. When “[a]t the sight of the wooden leg,” the audience
“laughed heartily until the curtain came down, and for some time afterwards” (174), the
value attached to Lemuel is consumed by the audience.

As we have seen, the sequence of dismantling Lemuel Pitkin reveals the process
of assembling “Lemuel Pitkin” as a commodity. This process is predicted in the first
chapter, when we return to Asa Goldstein’s idea about Lemuel's house: “take the house
apart and set it again in the window of his Fifth Avenue shop” (69). Just as his house
is taken apart, Lemuel is dismantled. As the house is rebuilt under a new sign-value,
“the architecture of New England,” Lemuel is assembled with the false body parts of
value as a commodity.

When we think that Lemuel's body, the naive all-American boy’s body, represents
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a “real” America, A Cool Million shows a grave projection of America. The figure of
Lemuel, whose value is measured only by his attached false body parts, may project
a structurally arbitrary aspect of America, whose sign-values precede the “real.” The
replicability of Lemuel’s false body parts, which is highlighted especially in his third
job, implies the arbitrariness of sign-values attached to America. Just as Lemuel’s
false body parts are easily stolen, smashed, lost, and then replaced again, sign-values
can easily be replaced. When the Maharajah of Kanurani sees Lemuel’s false teeth
and glass eye pop out, he says disgustedly, “What kind of a pretty boy was this that
came apart so horribly?” (132) The Maharajah’s abhorrence is the response to seeing
Lemuel without the added values, which represents America without sign-values. The
Maharajah, a foreigner, seeing the real state of Lemuel’s body, and finds it horrible.
Compared with the Maharajah’s disgust, the American audience’s response to Lemuel’'s
dismantling show is even more ominous. They are far from disgusted. They “laughed
heartily until the curtain came down, and for some time afterwards” (174).

The last thing to be commodified in A Cool Million is the death of Lemuel. He is
shot by an assassin’s bullet on the stage at the very moment he begins his speech
for “the National Revolutionary Party.” It is fitting that he is killed before he gives
the speech because he is regarded only as a proper receptacle, not a speaker. Soon
afterwards, Whipple makes use of Lemuel's death. He enshrines Lemuel as a “Martyr”
to his party’s cause. The very last scene of the novel is the parade for “Pitkin’s Birth-
day,” which has become a national holiday. The parade to celebrate the holiday is held
along Fifth Avenue. Here again we see the parallel between Lemuel’s birth house and
his body: Fifth Avenue is where his house was reinstalled as “the architecture of New
England,” and also where his death was enshrined as martyrdom.

In Whipple’s last speech, Lemuel's life and death is summarized and again
exploited. He asks, “Why is Lemuel Pitkin great?” Then he answers his own question:
“Because, although dead, yet he speaks” (179). However, it is Whipple who speaks for
him:

[Hlis teeth were pulled out. His eye was gouged from his head. His thumb
was removed. His scalp was torn away. His leg was cut off. And, finally, he
was shot through the heart..But he did not live or die in vain. Through his
martyrdom the National Revolutionary Party triumphed...Through the National
Revolution its people were purged of alien diseases and America became again
American. (179)

With his death, Lemuel completely fulfills his role as receptacle. It is suggestive that
the last body part that Lemuel loses is his heart. The importance of an “American
heart” was one of Whipple's favorite topics in his sermon, which sustained Lemuel's
motivation throughout his suffering. When Whipple’s long speech to honor “Lemuel Pit-
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kin” ends, his youthful audience roars with celebration for the “Martyrdom.” What they
are roaring for in unison is their collective connotation, the sign value of Lemuel Pitkin.
They shout: “Hail the Martyrdom in the Bijou Theater!” “Hail, Lemuel Pitkin!” “All hail,
the American boy!” (179) With these shouts, A Cool Million closes. Lemuel Pitkin, who
is completely dismantled by a bullet through the heart, is finally assembled into “the
American boy” as a sign-value in a mass connotation.

Conclusion

In Whipple’s speech, we reconfirm the arbitrariness of sign-value. When we
compare Whipple's phrase “America became again American” with Langston Hughes’
poem “Let America Be America Again” (1936), the word “America” can be used with a
totally different connotation from Whipple's®® For Whipple, “America” means a fascist
country. For Hughes, “America” is supposed to be a country full of dreams, which have
never come true for oppressed people. When Hughes writes “America never was
America to me,” he astutely identifies the gap between America and “America.” More
recently, U.S. Senator John Kerry adopted the phrase “Let America Be America Again”
as the campaign slogan for his 2004 presidential campaign. Each “America” has a
connotation according to each person’s objective. This significant difference of usage
clearly suggests that “America” becomes a “proper receptacle,” which can be used in
many ways.

A Cool Million describes America in the 1930s, when sign-value began to count
for more than a “reality” in a consumer society. In a sense, A Cool Million may exhibit
West's fear and bewilderment on observing the transition in the values system. The
emphasis on the external value of things inevitably entails the reinforcement of the
shallowness and superficiality of the world, sometimes disregarding realities. The
narrator’'s mock-heroic tone, which may sound indifferent to the serious situation or
the characters’ suffering, never goes deeply into any subject, reflecting the shallowness
of the world in which they are consumed as commodities. The narrator’s repeated
reference to “our hero” makes the reader uneasy because of the gap between Lemuel's
meaningless suffering and the use of that expression. However, the uneasiness makes
us recognize how much we anticipate being fulfilled by the sign-value expected in the
phrase “our/American hero.” The reader, also, is a consumer of “America.”

22 Langston Hughes, “Let America Be America Again,” in Anthology of Modern American Poetry, ed.
Cary Nelson (New York: Oxford University Press, 2000), 515-17.
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Summary

This paper investigates the post-WWII extension of the bracero program
from a diplomatic perspective and links the bracero program with the U.S-
Mexican negotiations on immigration control during the late 1940s.

Undocumented immigration from Mexico increased rapidly in the mid-
1940s, and both the U.S. and Mexico began to consider it as a threat to their
effort on border control. In the autumn of 1948, an unusually large number of
Mexican farm workers flocked along the U.S. -Mexican border, causing serious
congestion problems. The problem was particularly severe along the Texas-
Mexican border since Mexico banned sending its nationals to Texas because of
the state’s history of discrimination against Mexicans. After several thousands
of Mexican workers gathered along the border near El Paso and entered
Texas without authorization, Mexico unilaterally suspended the program.

However, the U. S. State Department and the Mexican Ministry of Foreign
Relations feared that the termination of the bracero program would bring
further irregularities on the border, and started negotiations right after the
incident to develop a new agreement. Since border patrol forces of both
countries then lacked resources to protect the border effectively, the control of
Mexican migrant workers through a bi-national agreement came to be
regarded as the only realistic way to stem the flow of undocumented workers
from Mexico to the U. S. The bracero program was continued after the WWII
because it was defined by the governments of Mexico and the U. S. as a
countermeasure against undocumented immigration.
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FE B OB Z R g B e L CEBEAARHEE S BRSO E ST 5, 2o, RFF - 23
ENTVLLHEORICEBADGD 205 AF v afllosynzms ke L CEVARECHEH (Archivo
General de la Nacion, hereafter AGN) B X UW A AL AE (Acervo Historico de la Secretaria de Rel-
aciones Exteriores, hereafter SRE) FTDLEZ 5, —REFTHS M TE 2dh o 7280013k E
[ Rl - Hiakro gz & THiL L 72,

7 EAS 351, United States Statutes at Large (hereafter USSL), 78th Cong., 1st Session, 1943, vol. 57, part
1 (Washington, D.C.: GPO, 1944): 1152-63.

8 Blanca Torres Ramirez, Historia de la revolucién mexicana, 1940-1952, Vol. 19: México en la Segunda
Guerra Mundial (México, D.F.: El Colegio de México, 1979), 250-51.

9 Henry P. Anderson, The Bracero Program in California (School of Public Health, University of
California, 1961; reprint, New York: Arno Press, 1976), 111.

10) Otey M. Scruggs, “The Bracero Program under the Farm Security Administration, 1942-1943,”
Labor History, 3, no. 2 (Spring 1962): 149-68.

D Memorandum by Mr. W. G. MacLean of the Division of the American Republics, June 30, 1943
in FRUS, 1943, vol. 4, 556-57; The Ambassador in Mexico (Messersmith) to the Secretary of State,
May 14, 1943 in FRUS, 1943, vol. 4, 551.

12 The Ambassador in Mexico (Messersmith) to the Assistant Chief of the Division of the
American Republics (McGurk), July 20, 1943 in FRUS, 1943, vol. 4, 560-61.
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72T AF T a NOIEAEEE I S S IS & 28 LT ze 1946 4R H A
%ﬁU?ﬁW“T%%K o A%y a AWESECAE L, KREBRIGLR e

EHLN TV, A F ¥ ABUFIZEINIC R Sz HER 2 EEE 2 5 @i B R S
J&é_}:#f%ff\ ZEOAX T A ADEBRLHEE T AHER IR o7 209 20 K
ENIZRS 9 LRAARDHE DL D5 70T KREM OB RIFLR O iR 132525 R H A5
NBIRETH > 72 EWMBEIN TV LV AERENSOEF2Z U CTHES I A F Y IK

WS 2R L7225, A F 2 2N ESE A OB & 0@ oA DA RY &
P, EREPEILT S &) RENSRD 2.9 WiE & b, EE e B REHEORLO N
P EE#RLOoOL, PH - ABORELSEIMEE ) W EEER/TE LD ->72DTH
b

19474 1 25 2 BI2hF T REMEIZRBHOBERDITHEZ D o TK
WrERZ, AF Y IRIEAERBROBEMNEAOSHEEAICMA ., ERERE & LT3 T
FEEEAEL72BOBPALZIRE L 20 AF Y aBFIE. EGEBROWENLZ LD SN
VWOTHIUE, TOTHESICEME L IEROTR 2L 5 2 8T HERANOR Y5
THAENT) L LD TH B, KRENIIFIEBR T H O G FALIIERRN L 2o 7245 @M
EANOEHABE A OWTIZEATTARSINLREIIEVE LTHEN RIS ZR L
7», 17)

1947 4F 3 A 10 HIZHiRS Sz iid, KREPICIEE AR L 721212 X 5 2 a i~k
HEINTHEHELTLO TEENLEHORNRE T HFEHPEY AT, 61T, 7%
AR T 2 IEGEAEZORT 2 A 33 aBUESRBD 5 5H MR E LTaInT
Wiz 7273 RBEIR T FH A TT IV T WA IESEAEZOFESE [HIV0IEE ]
ELTEETAICEED, FNNOHS72% 77t anEARRDSNLEH o7

5T AipEB L U8 1947 4 4 H 28 HICHES THRIL L7224 40 5 (Public Law 40)
. RERREBOFAEELTE 75t uoBBR2EN EOREANEY Y B Z 72,94
EIAG @7 OBEANEET 2B 0HRICh, e 0B F 3Nk 283 %2 KD 5%

13 public Law 269, USSL, 79th Cong., 1st Session, 1945, vol.59, part 1 (Washington, D.C.: GPO, 1946):
632-45.

4 The Acting Secretary of State to the Ambassador in Mexico (Thurston), August 16, 1946, FRUS,
1946, vol. 11, 1030-33.

1901945 4E 11 HOBEAT, A % ¥ TEHHIRG B O T IS - R E#% D E S 5 5
EFML, RKEEDEEDSD 27 udFEZESELULENH DL EDFFMRE R LT\, Embajador
Espinosa de los Monteros, Memoranda para acuerdo presidencial. Regreso de trabajadores mexicanos,
November 21, 1945, Exp. 546.6/120-1, AGN.

16) The Ambassador in Mexico (Thurston) to the Secretary of State, December 31, 1946 in FRUS,
1946, vol. 11, 1033-36.

1 The Ambassador in Mexico (Thurston) to the Secretary of State, February 7, 1947 in FRUS,
1947, vol. 8, 823-26.

18) TIAS 1858, USSL, 80th Cong., 1st Session, 1947, vol. 61, part 4 (Washington, D.C.: GPO, 1948):
4106-10.

19 public Law 40, USSL, 80th Cong., 1st Session, 1947, vol. 61, part 1 (Washington, D.C.: GPO, 1948):
55-56.
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AAED 722 ENZDOWFICH 572,20 X512, 1948 4 2 A 21 HICHEBT Szl i,
BEhoR®E - mHinE - WhomErBELEHNFOAMHE L, 77 -4 - ¥a—Uu—
(American Farm Bureau Federation) 7 a3 FJ) - 775~ ¥ (National Grange) 7%
EOREFERKIT, BENLZAEIEMLZICS22bSTH7e 75 20@EHICK L TH
CLOFIED B E N\ &) AN 2 BRI T 5 X9 124 5 72,2 2 ORI 10
Ao [xv - RG] 1205005 TnDTH b,

2. [T NVEH] BEBLELER

(1) EEHEADOX X IAFBEOES

194844 H. AFXFVaABFEIAF AP HOY AL T ITAANV LY T A% T T
LODOREEME Lz? A F Y aBHFIESETTOT It u L2 B0 Wb ) I,
FNETHEEDOWHEEINTELAF YA F 4 LMW~ FEEE BT LICX
> Ty 1948 1 T 7 7 v u OB EE H OB L 72KE 0 B EOAG 2 Al o1 F &
VELTZDTH D, ZOWRER, BEHNDLZHDOGBHHEDOHRAZIETE H720, A%
I E S THHEDH BB DTH 72" L L. fEROZEEIICERIUT I S DH
WE 72 L2 EBC R 2 5 7245, 20T b EMAEHE TR 134 800 F 1. ## 1349 1,000
FobEn Tz, KENOBEEIZAF Y aBFOREEZARE L, —E 750 -
707G ANDBI RS Lz

BILED S DS %2 ) 72 KEJEH R (United States Employment Service) (&, X0
FERE VS TOREERZFT TS L9 AF T IBHFICER LFT 720 #R. A F ¥ 3B
FHE 8 HiCdbioF I, FvF LA, Z2UTHVICHEEL Yy —%RBETLI LR
FELTze O, AV T ANV TICHET AEEHRT A A ) S EEICIEE S, Y
IC7 oL ZEORLIE A F 2 LRI BE L 7%

A %Y ABUFACKEM OER Z Z T AN HE & LT, 5 HURBRES o %5 Hi1c %
Bo5EED., BEORESZROTE/ LTV ITFoNb, 72 21X 5 HITR
FYOBRFISEREEE LTAL S Y T3000 AT T a2 7T L2 La L,
AF Y IOHEYZE ORI L - TEHEREN, WEAEBVENZNZHET 017

20) House, 80th Cong., 1st Session, Congressional Record, vol. 93 (March 4, 1947), 1660.

W R EORR - BEIOWT, R THROZMERS# Y B, 1L LT, Senate, 80th Cong,
2nd Session, Committee on Appropriations. Supplemental Hearing on Supplemental Federal Security
Appropriation Bill for 1949. Hearings before the Subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations on H. R.
6355, May 21, 1948.

2) El Universal, (Mexico City), May 31, 1948, 1, 8.

%) El Universal, May 18, 1948, 1, 15

2 peter Neil Kirstein, “Anglo over Bracero: A History of the Mexican Worker in the United States
from Roosevelt to Nixon” (Ph. D. diss., Saint Louis University, 1973), 142.

%) Memorandum by American Embassy in Mexico, August 18, 1948, file 811.504 Mexico/8-3048,
Record Group 59 (hereafter RG 59), NA; The Ambassador in Mexico (Thurston) to the Secretary of
State, September 18, 1948, file 811.504 Mexico/9-1848, RG 59, NA.

%) The Ambassador in Mexico (Thurston) to the Secretary of State, August 30, 1948, file 811.504
Mexico/8-3048, RG 59, NA.
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HPIETH o720 SHICA LD YPIERDO T T LG BRI L Sh/thd A F ¥ aghh
SHBFHENET VR A RIBED S Lh o779 Hiid, HHZoRFES T~
TV AEFN, 17000 AL EA XA DI L, ] 6 7 AU EDEKE2H-T
Wa ] LM EFHL T AFYINBEERET V74 - V4 X - TVT 4R A

(Adolfo Ruiz Cortinez) IZ3kz T\ 5%

FEB A C OB O A MEL LT 2 FBE LT, AF Y IEFIC X 2 FBE OB
L7 tunlio A b e MifET 51 & SREWNICIIFIE L2 19484E6 A 11 HOF
EEmERZEHAT, IFVIMOF—FAMN-H- 7y ¥—+tr#EB (August H.
Andresen + 3t) &, 79t u & L TRENTH 2L 2HETEL2AF T IANLBA,
FTHHEBIFICN LTS 2OED 2 L. EEORB AT RSOV TRRTWY
b, bokd, KEEARREG/N—= - C 7y F7 1 (Robert C. Goodwin) DX
BB EMN LD TH o720 7y B4 Vi, AF Y aBEHL T T £ oo HEEZ &
THILREDHYZVERNLH 2T KEBRBLBL 72, 232 a AS@EOHM
RAEERFTT 52 L1350 ESD LEIHLTWwS Y

WTRIZE X, 7Tt unREME EE, SN HSICRET S E W) AF Y IK
WO Jistid, EEEHAT O EEOHEFIT X D) 1948 FEH OWF N TldHFE LML L Tw»
720 TNLME, ZEHEEL UV —DEPNT AL A ) 2T TR LR, V95— TITVARE
M EEERT I D M EEET L LI ko0 AF YV ABUFIZENT TERIFL T X 72H
ECTH T I uZi GO EHZ PS5 %2 2 2 WIRBICEBVWATNZOTH 5,

(2) 94— - T7FLATODTSOBZEDENCE [TV - /N EH]

1948 FEDFKIZ A > T, PTG OMIERL T MY &4 3 v BIIIEN 28 2 T
Wizo TR AMRHICME TSIV - XV IS0 EZTHICIEZ TWwWizkz
Wy VF TS FNERTCHET Y — - 77 LA, ZOBNEED A%
I ANBEHFEHEDSET > Tz, 10 HOWAIZIE. KENTORE RS CTHMIBICHAET
% 570 OUE 5000 ANEEZ, TUROAHL 7o Tz, KREWEBUFIC X 2 &0
FEE. 2000 AOT7 Tt u R FMTEEL, —2— - AFaBIVTITT FORE~%
DI epPE SNz, 72720, FUIMEERIETIu s LTOREEKE S 25
Ndro 72,0 2, FHFEOFMAIMNO EREAEICE 2 52 GRS 5577 7
BRHOBEHIZE LD TH-72"" 10 A 13 H, 7L uSHEZEOWMEZZII T, A%
TKAFIE T 75— - 77 L ADHEENE 5000 MK L7z Lo L, REHNO RS T

2D American Consulate in Mexicali, Mexico to the Secretary of State, July 21, 1948, file 811.504
Mexico/7-2148, RG 59, NA.

%) g Opinion (Los Angeles), September 17, 1948, 1; September 29, 1948, 1, 8.

29 US. Congress. House. Committee on Agriculture. Farm Labor: Hearings before the Committee on
Agriculture on H. R. 6819 and S. 2767, 80th Cong., 2nd Session, June 11, 1948, 6.

30 El Fronterizo (Ciudad Juarez, Mexico), October 9, 1948, 1; October 12, 1948, 1.

3D The Ambassador in Mexico (Thurston) to the Secretary of State, September 9, 1948, file 811.504
Mexico/9-848, RG 59, NA.

3 El Fronterizo, October 14, 1948, 1.
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ZIHER 230 2 CH BN~ OBEIBKT 5 —T7, BEMEEOETILEN. ZHO%HE
AAEYIMTHER L TW 2D TH 5.

BRIZFCBOEARN VI XX anrb0IEEEBROMIETH - 72205 73 Ak
TEDRE MO IFE) 13 AN DV TG EOMEICRE T 2 WD - 722 20
Tme LT EEEZMREOZ IXERBT ORMHOMGHETHY, HLoREELE D
BAED S Ao 72 2 EAER S TV 5% FBR. EB OB Z R L2BRE LRV -
NYEREZa—97— - C - 74 )VEAX (Grover C. Wilmoth) (ZFHMEEE. HO DT
EUTOLIICIEBILL TS, [1RS [AF T a3 ANFEE] 3EF2zLEELTWAL,
BOEEOEBT-bH WO 2ZLEEL LTWh, ZLT. FEWEZDIR ) 2TV, %

EBE R OB S &, 10 A 14 HA 5 17 HIZHFT 4,000 A5 7,000 AD X F ¥
I NI ACRENICIEGEICAE L7z, 50 id,. BRIGERSEMARBO L - /3
VEEREICL o THZHITKRENO BICELNT18 Hy 7 ¥ ¥ by KRB A
WLTAF Y aBEMKENCHGREL, MH, 79%0 - 7075 21k 2 KREICES
72,0 REWMEIZ 7 I 10 - 7075 A0EIEEEL S HEOIHRICHEY L7z B
ML LT REMIIERE T2 A3 v a AGEE 2« RNCRE S5 L8 P H -7z, £ <
2 FEIEBUR ST E AR E O WS 2 RN TEDOF FRENITHES Z LA FHEINL/20,
10 A 19 HIZ X ¥ B TIEROZIC X S KENC AR L2958 E 5 JRE#KICE
EOENLIEIE ARV LOESEHL. FEEHREL2%EE O RMREZMR L 72.%

3. 75+€0 - 7077 LBRAXMHE 1919 FiHE

() REFEADEE
A F T aNFBAENITIZ, 19484 11 QW57 Ik - Fur g AfkkineIEz o <
Likam AR S Nze PR THINC L 5T, W70 7 7 20T 726 E I35

%) Oscar R. Ewing of the Federal Security Agency to the Acting Secretary of State, November 5,
1948, file 811.504 Mexico/11-548, RG 59, NA.

3 Memorandum of Conversation, June 22, 1948, file 811.504 Mexico/7-648, RG 59, NA; Kitty Calavita,
Inside the State: The Bracero Program, Immigration, and the 1. N. S (New York: Routledge, 1992), 32-33.

%) Lyle Saunders and Olen E. Leonard, The Wetback in the Rio Grande Valley Of Texas (Austin:
University of Texas Press, 1951), 791-80.

%) New York Times, October 19, 1948, 16.

S ORI, DR O % 2, Juan Ramon Garcia, Operation Wetback: The Mass Deportation
of Mexican Undocumented Workers in 1954 (Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1980), 73-75; Otey M.
Scruggs, Braceros, “Wetbacks,” and the Farm Labor Problems: Mexican Agricultural Labor in the United
States, 1942-1954 (Ph. D. diss., Harvard University, 1957; reprint, New York: Garland Publishing, 1988),
406-7. BEOFBEIZ LML, TFHAR=2— - AF v aoEBF- bk, BRELBZV - XV ER
W LS 2 B L T A% 2 a A 2 INNICANS X ) B & 2T 72& v 9H . Art Liebson, “The
Wetback Invasion,” Common Ground, 10, no. 1 (Autumn, 1949): 11-19.

3) “US. To Investigate Mexican Charges of Illegal Entry of Mexican Workers,” Department of State
Bulletin, 19, no. 487 (October 31, 1948): 562.

39 Diario del Norte (Ciudad Juéarez, Mexico), October 18, 1948, 1; Excélsior (Mexico City), October 20,
1948, 1; New York Times, October 19, 1948, 16.



146

(WA SR S Y (WP
1. BYSEoHRIZIE, 79%0 - 7875 A0BIEICE - T, BUFMIHEICHES hdic
FEFEAEEEZ GO AXT Y ANERRMTEDL X )ICR 2 EHET 280050, i
RS OHENHEB I L EDRL 2T 5 X ) EHZ T TW 5,
2. REFEBAED., EEOBMBICEAZAF I AORKEAFITERRMEZL-6T &
AL TBY, WHhRLZTRICL>THINZE#IT-nwELTWES,
DF N, AF T I NFEESEEIKEN TR T A NHEER > TLE 21X FEER
RoOBHAMERL, HEROS L4255 SR THRICR D EBEIN TV /DT
H5bo
—J. KEMITH BT L. EHRBLOBRBLEOS WETHIHEDOHNEZ D -
TiEm2TERQ LN TE Y 1948 4F 11 HICIZ B EFAR D FR & BURFBILRE DS B ASHIEES -
W OBE T CTHA AN Y BE TR, AF T IMOHLFEORRIZL > TT T uD3
RIS 2256 2 L &y XX Y TBFPESED S HEN72HIR TOZEEICEP L T b 2
LA A AN ASEH SNz T2, 1948 4 2 H OB ICHEEHATREINTEH T, 4 H
FTCRESN G772 b MEH INZ, 20720, HiHE~NOBEEOTRIZ 1) 3
ot vy —~OMEBF OB ZOFEE, 2) 5t v Y — OKRBEBIFE~OFKE, 3) 5
By —ONBEEHEICHILTLIE, 3L Lo, 2512, TFROBUF B
DEEBBREREZEOSMIEREN TV, LY b+ - VA ATOEETIE, DEOSM4D
W AENEVRY T EOLEEEAD L VETLHIIRINEING 2 &, B E IR
ko FEHBE T EAERERIL720TH 5.2
CDE) EEMBREOEMEZIIC, Y by - P T ¥y =Y EBEER (Clinton
P. Anderson * —=2— + AF T2 - ) (3194941 A, REINTO BIEE~NONEF = HET
BHVEING B o AEWRHE ] # HigE Lz 272 % (S, 272) 2 L7Y ZoEIE,
BHEBRCE 29T EOBEE A% 3 NGEHO AENZLERME—DFMA L LTWwiz/:
Dy HEVICELEFOMBEZELTLI2HETH Y, TkShiuE [ A3 3L oRRICEE
B BT TR L OBCHAEBE,» S FE LN T2 FEEEORER
FIHE NG 85 O AFE DT SN2 S MEH SN 72" RSk SN 5 2 2idah
STH ATBHNTIRESES ) OUEZ L o> TOREMNRIZ S FHEE RN L 72"

40) Trabajadores Mexicanos en E.U.A, 1948- Correspondencia sobre la entrada ilegal de Trabajadores
Mexicanos a E.U.A., “Memorandum: Conversacion telefonica sostenida entre el Sr. de la Colina y el Lic.
Sanchez Gavito, el 6 de diciembre de 1948, a las doce horas,” Dec. 6, 1948, Exp. 111-2468-9, SRE.

U Memorandum by Robert E. Wilson of the Mexican Affairs Division, November 19, 1948, file
811.504 Mexico/11-1948, RG 59, NA.

2 Thid.

13) Senate, 81st Cong., 1st Session, Congressional Record, vol. 95 (January 6, 1949): 84.

) Memorandum of Conversation on S. 272, April 13, 1949, file 811.504 Mexico/4-1349, RG 59, NA.

%) Federal Security Agency to Pat MacCarran[sic], April 5, 1949, file 811.504 Mexico/5-949, RG 59, NA.

%) Kirstein, “Anglo over Bracero,” 163-64.
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(2) 1949 FHEOMIEICE T -—ERXH

1949 EIC A - T KBWEIZ 7710 - 707 5 AFBICINT - H#EL G L. 2
FTaAVTFATIMIELADS 2 AT CHEShAZEETIR. 75 unsisg - g
HolEIEm SNz KEENZ, TFFAANDT T ami A2k & EEH Tosidk
L) AF Y IBIFOSEA [TV - SV FfE ] TR EB SN D KB R IEEEBRO
WAZRBIEHI L, 1948 A BV AL ERIC 572 FiEL. 209 2T,
FTCTIIERBICAE LKRENICHEL T2 HEOEELIIMA T, TFHANDT I+ 1
MASRIERIRF L 721

—J AF Y IFEEEAEE 2 GEN RN ONR LT 5 HE IO W TEKREERICFH
BL72b00, ozt o THENIHI. Lz A F Y IM2EmH L 2MEE LT,
FPRF LT AANDENIGE X 72 IO T T b1 0 A B S H TSNS, REMH
F. TEHFAANDT T L OEANEIE SN TV 720, FMO RT3 EAEE ORE
HEEHERLENTVAETRL, AF Y BRI LIBFEDOMNAD 7 J Lo A%k |- %
B D AT RVWEIER L, AF T llD, FFHAMNTOHBHI~DOEED
EERRED, ABRBEZOL DI Lado7dN AFVIABIUTAFYIRT A
VA NGRS B NHERREE DO HEATAS— SR THRAF L TW A Z E 2 MEH L Tw.® 20
720, 7o uREATLHBMICIE TAH] BXOEELIHHICAF 3 N2 5
CERBLDEVHIERERE O 2. EIATEOR LI THED - 286120, 4%
HWIRICHELTBRZHE L CHEOBIEZ M &) BoST F 5 ZMNBUF 2 53R S .
AFvay IThEZF AN

LA L. B4 5 OBEMERZ 0 <o TREMEO BRI SN2, KEMAMEO A
IS L ZRBEMFEERELZOICH L. AF Y 2N EBICENITEOF %2 8%
THOMRAZ AF Y aANBEICHOLREZETIRL, AF VARSI TAF IO
NFBBEFZN SN 2L OFZ 2RI L6, FTHMEZEET L X3 afFifi Lk
EEHRBIAFRREZEmTHIEE LTW, ZOME, EITADHFANEIE I N
I, AF TV IBFRIEOMIBOREA O/ EMY)BEITHEMEZETAHI LIZE>TW
720 B, HIE L RARO RRICHLIENE L2546, MEOREINEREEIC T3
BREELEVIDPAF Y AMDERTH 572" 7272, ZOMEEZD o TIRAF Y bt
BEAWHOBRI NIz X)) - 71 a (Manuel Tello) WWERE X T FH5ADA
7 5§ RESERAND T T b A I 2 MERICHE L. 2T B ORBEICBIT S A %
YaAMO RN LR EMEEHEIEV AL L) FERLZOZHL, TVT7+ Y - 7T

1D Memorandum by Robert E. Wilson of the Mexican Affairs Division, March 4, 1949, file 811.504
Mexico/3-449, RG 59, NA.

8 The Ambassador in Mexico (Thurston) to the Secretary of State, March 4, 1949, file 811.504
Mexico/3-449, RG 59, NA.

19 VMemorandum by Robert E. Wilson of the Mexican Affairs Division, March 4, 1949, file 811.504
Mexico/3-449, RG 59, NA.

50 Thid.
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(Alfonso Guerra) % &, MOEERZAFRRAEEZ LHL TV VR, A F Y ad%
MOEHEC T 2 A S0 EIE L H D 5 2 & v ) KEMA S OMME 2T TAF Y
NI E L. SRR TR L 2 WA IR0 70 H W 2 i [ o #2383 24 3512
LB HEICER D & V) I TREZR 2 % ANz

BEBOMBEIZOVTIE, AFVIBHFHNTOHERIZ LTVt EZONDL, A%y
INBE L. EEMT ORI EE LT & LM ROBEERGIE2 BN, EE 5 6
N7 TOREEZ R L T2 The 2, 2 F ¥ afiftRIZESE A S 100 < A VDL
FEENZZIVEY Y 3, BEYFLA, FLA U REEME LTREL, DL TOREEIIT—
B LU TR Uit 720> S AId, 2 BT B OREEHER 2 5 <o TA S Y ansZ i L2720,
COMFEIZOWTRENZ A F ¥ IRISHEZE L. 1949 4E 6 HIHT I E DR A DT L 72>
MEOHLZICRWOAE LR L-ERE LT, FTREORERBEDOHNETAF Y
I NG HEDOREMBF OB Z KDL FENEE > T2 eDBHIFHN 5, S EFNT
. 7 Iku - Sus g ATEHBN RSO DB L CE R ENEGERROEHICES
WSS SN Tz 72, AFLRCIOZER L Tz A F ¥ a NGB %38 A~ K
EEAE N RS AW E R AL S nwE vy, KEHIOEND —~NTHo72 %25
néo%)

1949 4 8 H 1 HIAZH AL L7228 &, ZEARMITITHTAE 2 H OB IS HE D W T W29,
T O THER > Tz,

1. EEBCABE L EEOSPLIEE LR AL (BB 35),

2. 79ku~oENTLERETAAREREOZEZEDDL (B65).

U The Ambassador in Mexico (Thurston) to the Secretary of State, April 14, 1949, file 811504
Mexico/4-1449, RG 59, NA. [TV - 7SV Fiff] Dk, A ¥ aEWN TG 2 0L L7238 Iin 7T
tu - 7ur S AfkREANORE % FEW L Tz Confederacion de Trabajadores de México to Miguél
Aleman, April 12, 1949, Exp. 546.6/1-32, AGN.

52) Robert E. Wilson to A. W. Motley, April 22, 1949, file 811.504 Mexico/4-2049, RG 59, NA; Robert
Goodwin to Paul ]J. Reveley of the Mexican Affairs Division, May 9, 1948, file 811.504 Mexico/5-949,
RG 59, NA.

%) Horacio Ter4n, “Sintesis de los puntos basicos que contendra el acuerdo internacional para la
contratacion de trabajadores agricolas mexicanos que vayan a prestar sus servicios a los Estados
Unidos de Norteamerica,” February 3, 1949, Exp. 546.6/1-32, AGN.

) Proposed Agreement to Govern the Employment of Mexican Agricultural Workers in the
United States, April 21, 1949, file 811.504 Mexico/4-2149, RG 59, NA; The Ambassador in Mexico
(Thurston) to the Secretary of State, May 3, 1949, file 811. 504 Mexico/5-349, RG 59, NA.

%) The Ambassador in Mexico (Thurston) to the Secretary of State, June 14, 1949, file 811. 504
Mexico/6-1449, RG 59, NA. 228, EBHEIIME)T L OPHEICBNT, A3 IIHRIET A M ToOIHH
SEEIZHD DI A NI EDSEIAL ) 5072 FiRL T b, Kirstein, “Anglo over Bracero,” 154.

%) Department of State to American Embassy in Mexico, D.F, June 9, 1949, RG 59, file 811504
Mexico/6-949, RG 59, NA.

57 “Acuerdo sobre la contratacion de trabajadores agricolas mexicanos. Celebrado por canje de
notas fechadas en la Ciudad de México, el 1 de agosto de 1949,” Tratados ratificados y convenios
ejecutivos celebrados por México, Tomo 11, 1948 Segunda Parte -1949 (México, D.F.: Secretaria de Rela-
ciones Exteriores, 1972): 305-24.
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3. WEDEITHEEM (ZVEY s, EVFLA, ML) 23 (885),

COHRTELLICEELROD, 1949 4E 8 H OB LTI IEABICAE L. KREWNIC
BMESoTWAEAF Y INFEEEZNGE LA LNETH 5720 TOHMIZ, HEED
B - BB ML, BEEAOLEE P L R EBE R ORI EZ R T HZ LT
Hotzo TTICFAARORERE I 19494 1 HiZ, [Tov - v Fifk | DIt b RENICHEE T 5
FEEAHEAEZEND B HEON G L VI B TEBERTWZY 512, HED
895\ T OMAIREZ &M DRENO WD % 2RO EHE] I3 LTh 2+
YANFEBHEORM A BDLNEL o Tz COFHEIZLS>TTFFHANDT T L1
BANEDOLNTDTH b,

BHYIC

1949 41558 OFHRE T 72 KW ERA 7R B E O M FH 13 85 5 AR ROFIEEY
ST 2 MBI, EBEEZBZ -5 B0 AR E 2R 2 KEHNOB) X 1253 % A
ZBWT—HL T, DEommallE 2729 2T WS B 0fEfR & W9 LR B
Kb 722 b oTHED 7I1 0 - 7075 Ah ik L ENE DU TRIE L2V,

#1 OERIE, REWBIFIE T I - 7075 A5 IESERBRROBENZ IS 2 ME—
DOFEFTRERFERLMEI T TW2Z L THo72, AF ¥ a0 KENOIEEERBRIL,
B S K BHOBEFETH Y, BEIIZV o ZIMEREINE L) 2k o720 4525
Tk R7z2 X912, EEHA B 5 A2 a AFEEo RmEfId, FEEZMHAIY LT
WRERBRELE R A F 2 aNBEB ISR ARAHEZ BTV, RENTHEEH - %% S
N72ED A% Y MO EBER T2 SENM L. KEWICRES 2 & % W EBUF I3 RhIE L 725
S72DTH 5o

E20ERE LT, KENICIZT S0 - 70r 5 A0BIL L EEEZ iz 72518 B8
DOHFEM %2 KD BBNHPHR AL TV DRI TE 5, EET ORI E2 %
LE L72Z0HI)E, BRI < REREMHRBREES = EOITBUFICS B 2o
TWzo RBICHAZRBWEOHYE X, 71 - 7077 A0HKHFE Tk
FEIRE P 2 PO IR AEZE ORI L {HINT % L oBazianTni,

72720 1949 fEDIBE D IE I AEZ OB EIIM A B o2 LIl RSN K9 IT, K
B EOMNAE - EEEHHLYE OB EIZERICT T a - T s T 235 BB E
DTFEE LCTRAMHIEL A Do 203N TH D, LI L, BTz %r72
MU EEEE ORI 2 K L CEBEZMOFH - AHEHIRShTwizzo, 79 %
O 7ar77h%@LTAF LI ANKRENTEENIHRT T 2203 2 DANE
RN 2 EHT 5 TEIAE L Do 7200 Fha8 « EIBZAH Y 3 1382 RF H o 26 34k
ZRH LoD TOFEMIE 1940 FRKDEBETIIE > TV h o720 TH b,

%) Memorandum by Embassy of Mexico, January 5, 1949, file 811.504 Mexico/1-549, RG 59, NA.

%) Calavita, Inside the State, 34-36. 1946 40 EI 55 ¥ fibk B ORKUL 1,352 AT - 7245, 1950 41213
LIIO ACE THA L7ze SO, KREERZHYT 2K E OHUE 1950 4O KT 700 AFEETH -
720 WEFICEBIZOWTWABREOBIZEER 1,600 v 1 L (2560 ¥ 1) ORBEBEEMEKT 140 AFEE
THo7zE 9, Garcla, Operation Wetback, 116-17.



150

1954 48 3 HAZHiRS S Mg TIREBE TOZEEN RO 572,59 & 512, [1100 4 — K
DFANZE o TT 7 ud AEFH & OfFAPH SNz TDH— F& 772 a s ift
T572OEN LB LB RENOHESLETH Y BT [hhkk] # %25
L. IWHEH LIS ELENTES L) ko720 TH 5. 20 & ) A AR
L7z AF a2 NS L TRFER IS E S s —F, FEEZIE [V y M3y 716
(“Operation Wetback”) & LTSNS, BRIFILFEIC X 2IEGHEBRO KB LI
EIEENTP 75200 AEMRN & IEGEBROMIERAL X F T ah 50K
XS A REOBSE O & 7 o 7288 L LT, 1950 481X S A ER IR O Bk
BL7RDYICT I e LTREICAS X F 2 a A& L7 (2 3H),
DitgZ Ry, KREBRIFBLRIC X 2 EE2Z0 & EAEB RO F ) 25ibs
b0 KEWNOFMNITFEEL A X2 aENOMKBEFEZH/2 320 B8%EE 7
A b T—=h—OBRERDL L VI REMEDHEHE, 7Iku - Tur 72088 %
MUTHV L2 DE VAL S T2, 1040 ERBEISEA S WG EB RO AL
HEE 1, 1986 AERIRIEIC L o TR ADICKE LM TER SN 2D TH %,

x T7tO0BLVHEEEIBRODAEL: 1942-645F

77 uihEll ik A 77 ot E e YN

BN (EAHER) X% A (4 E %)
1942 4,203 5,100 1954 309,033 1075,168
1943 52,098 8,189 1955 398,650 242,608
1944 62,170 26,689 1956 445,197 72422
1945 49,454 63,602 1957 436,049 44451
1946 32,043 91,456 1958 432,857 37,242
1947 19,632* 182,986 1959 437,643 30,196
1948 35,345 179,385 1960 315,846 29,651
1949 107,000 278,538 1961 291,420 29,817
1950 67,500 485,215 1962 194978 30,272
1951 192,000 500,000 1963 186,865 39,124
1952 197,000 543,538 1964 177,736 43,844
1953 201,380 865,318

Hid : Patricia Morales, Indocumentados mexicanos. Causas y razones de la migracion laboral. Segunda Edicion
(México, D.F.: Editorial Grijalbo, 1989), 226, Cuadro xxv.

1947 S5 1950 SE F TO 7 7 L u il & 5 AEZ OB IL. KRETHZE S N 2RICHD TIER O
R % A TZ578 DOE R T ATV v, FERITIE, 1947 4EH 5 1949 4 F T 34EMIC 14 75 2,000 A
DOIEEEAFEE N EBAL S N7z (Craig, The Bracero Program, 67)

60 Craig, The Bracero Program, 122-23.

6V Calavita, Inside the State, 87-95.

62 [z v Moy 2R ] OOV TidGarcia, Operation Wetback, Chs. 6-9 % &, %5, [
v Ny 7] BIERENIEEEAET A2 AF YA ANERITERTD S,
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1940 FF i a -~ B 212 BT 5
A F TV aRKENEEEFORR

O =VT
Summary

This paper examines the social conditions of Mexican American youths of
the 1940s, particularly of a group known as the pachucos. Pachuco is a term that
refers to working-class Mexican American male youths who wore zoot suits in
southwestern cities during the 1940s. Often seen as gangsters by mainstream
Los Angeles the pahucos became increasingly marginalized in the city.

Thirty years later during the 1970s many ethnic groups began to undergo
a phenomenon known as ethnic revival or an awakening of their own ethnicity.
Under this influence, some Mexican American intellectuals and artists such
as Luis Valdez and Ruben Salazar recognized the pachuco as the origin of
Mexican American consciousness.

Why did some Mexican Americans of the 1970s equate the pachucos
with their ethnic origin in spite that they were terribly feared and despised a
generation ago? There were several Mexican heroes such as Pancho Villa and
Emiliano Zapata who could be used as the origin of ethnic consciousness. But
why did the pachucos feature as the roots of this ethnic awakening?

This paper deals with this question by looking at the relationship between
pachucos and other ethnic groups in Los Angeles during the 1940s. It does
so, by analyzing two historical incidents that involved pachucos: the Sleepy
Lagoon murder in 1942 and the Zoot Suit Riots of 1943.

FC&IC

BT 0 1940 SERH, g B 22iE, X—b - A=V EHIIOTZAF T IR
KNG B EBE R DL AT 72 B 572,V 8 F 2 — 3 (pachuco) EMEHIN0ES %, JEPH
DAL TFry v 7ERM] AL, BHLTW2DTH b, Zhh 630 EHD
1970 4E48, KETIE, T A=y ZHEFPZNZFIHEED [hv—v | Z2HLRD LB & H
WAL L7ze T A=y 27 - JxL 31 (ethnic revival) & LTHIGNS Z OO D &
BROF 5 7 MK - QAN SF2—2ICHSDI A=Y T4 DV—Y 2 RKD72.2

VA IFNDZ—1 - 2= - 25 4V, HEPIELS LAV EETHL Vv rv b, EHECR
DK R DM TIEERD 2T =Y DAKY, N2 M D SIFTHEOH 72D TTLHEVF = —
Y. ZLCHTOMAEDELZ LD TH D, A—b - A=vid, WY ICHLET 7Y a vy Thdhd,

D REETE, [AFVIRREA] & [F4/] 2ROLICKMT B, [AFYIRKEA] ZAF TS
HEZ O NN 2l m s T, — 5 [Fh 7] & 7o 7 aREdRe 5007 4 72574 571 25k L, H
HAED 250 [[—HEDbibh] EWIHEA A=V ] 28> THET 2 A% Y aRKREAZIET.
NCEST [F4 7] OEFISED) DT, AREOMWOHITLEE L 2 W EbH b HHBEE [(FAVAN)
OBRETT 41— « TAZYT A — [JEAPRRIE ] ofkasebt] G, 2007 4. 222 H
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LHL NFa—a3id, [FH 72 X038ICT7 v 7uRREANOEIIEZRFL, A%
IRKENMEOTA T 74 74 2B L] £HTH-72.Y 2oL ) FREWERL
ARFE R BIDS, FH ) EWERNVA A - 2NV A (Luis Valdez) O - BLmifEsy [ X
—bh - A=) (Zoot Suit, {#E 1978 4E, WL 1981 4F) TH b, ZOEMmIE. 1940 4E4
OUH Y ENVATREZ2DO0FMF—RAY) ¥ -+ 77— FANFM (Sleepy Lagoon
murder, 1942 4F) & A — 1 - A—Y 2&# (Zoot Suit Riots. 1943 4F) ——T. AR
ONFE R ST F a2 —alzbOWB 2T W 5,

R 1970 FFAR. NV TFAZRII LD ETLF A /AN HIZ, HOEDTZ A=Y T4 D
V—%, ¥¥¥x (Pancho Villa) % /%% (Emiliano Zapata) % EDIMER R A ¥ 2
ANTIE7% <y 1940 Y ON R 5 728 F 2 — T IZRKD 72D THH I Do TI L
Z (Catherine S. Ramirez) XL A - b —L A (Rafael Pérez-Torres) #%. K& T
MHDAZ A VERIEL CWNF 2 =32 Fh /DI A= T 4 O E LTHHIET %
L) BAEOMZETIE, NF 2= - A5 A VOMAI A S TE Y L Lk
A5, 1970 5FERDF 1 ) H8F 2= 2V —Y ZRO BRI, NFa—a- AF LN
OMEMIEA Y T 1M0 ERICHAE L2 200F I H D, L) T E IR S
NBEAD DD, ZDOARTIE, AV —¥E— " STV BAFMEX—1 - A—V
BHCiEH L. 28 22— I 28E I LT 7z 1940 S0 &R 2 M 5o

ARIIUEI 2 SR SN D, FEHTIE, NF2—a0RFzZ-E5, HHTIE, /8
Fa—TEWSUANDANTELICESTDOR=b « A=Y OEKRERGET 5o H=/HiTIE,
BRIHTTAHRERHEIE T > TR TOD ETRELZAY Y= 57— VA
HUZME T 5. B TIEA— b - A=Y BT EET L, BFHE, AV —E— - 57
— VHHERE S OHIETE (Sleepy Lagoon Defense Committee Records) ZHMT 5 2 &
Ty OH VBV AMZICBIT BN F 2 — OB FEHYICT 5.7

1. XFa1—aDERE

(1) 1940 FERRIO[/NF 2 —3]

[N Fa—a] Lw) R, EOR, G FEICH L THHT 2002 X - TEK
MESTL Bo ORI, 1940 FEALFT, BH BV ZAD X F T aRKEADOM T
[Ty ] EwnyiigRe [Ty liEH] Ly EFALE LTRAS TV 7

D BIZIE. A ¥V IROFMEEY T — ) (Ruben Salazar) 1, [/SF2—2 - 74— - b—1
— AN S 7o DWE S 72] L) EORFROP T, BIFOR S 4 V& FIZOF 5 2 & THiAE
SIHEPLL 7278F 2 — 3 Z3-ili L 725 Ruben Salazar, “Pachuco Folk Heroes They Were First to
Be Different,” Los Angeles Times, July 17, 1970. FBRIZ /28 F 2 — 2 % 3Ffli L 72 S0 K - HERAICIZ. £

F—% (José Montoya) ¥ ¥ x XL/\ (Tino Villanueva) %= EDVWV 5, NF 2= THIDX
9 ZEHiiE. ZMETIE R S BEOMTHRICA DT,

¥ Catherine S. Ramirez, “Crimes of Fashion: The Pachuca and Chicana Style of Politics,” Meridians:

Feminism, Race, Transnationalism, 2, no.2 (Spring 2002): 1-35; Rafael Pérez-Torres, Mestizaje: Critical Uses
of Race in Chicano Culture (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2006).

5 Sleepy Lagoon Defense Committee Records, 1942-1945, Department of Special Collections,
University of California at Los Angeles (LLFSLDC Records).
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YO FRKREANDOBTIHIZEAERIMENT VAR5 & ) 727

F7 LTy - 3% (Eduardo Obregén Pagan) (&5 &, 1940 SEACLIRT D [73F =
—a]E LB LI MRV THRERELEREEZ L TW2T 4 U Y) (tiril) &IN5 HEH
2L TORTRESSNE WIS, ¥y 2 - 740 (duck tai) O%MZ LT,
RERKREETHY TS 13, MENTOABL2MFEOSES T (calo) %
LTBY, 2oOHaT [NFa—a] i3 A3V ] 2FHELTWEY [$Fa—a] &
WIBEIZ, TAVIBPAY T AN TIIBHELLZS W, [RidSFa—aliiy7Z] &4
FELIELTIREF>Twol, ZLT, WEIZENIZ, AV T ANZTIZBWT [Ty
WEH] L) BEREHTOI TV o720 10 FERMBNC R 2 L. SHIT8F 2 —TDFEK
BZEALL, UTFTHRBINIZ[X—b « A=V %K AF Y aZRkEALEEBN] 2RT
LT TR o 72,

(2) X— b 2=V DFRIT

1930 EX D KETIZ, V¥ ZADOHFTHEAT 4 Y7L A FHLOWERAY L VaskF
. KR CHAT L7z WICAEGHHHEEROLEE-LOMTIX. ZORAY 4 7Lk
FTFLCA=F A= MENE 7 7 v ¥ a v biifrae Bz,

A= b 2=V ORBPEIAHTH %, 194346 HI1HD [Z2—3—2 - ¥4 L X]
MICEBE, = - Z=VIFIMOEICY 3=V THTHELLZE WD O —F= LT
XiZ, 1940 4EDERA b Y THEZ XA — b - A=Y PHAT LTV bR 2 WEEDT IV T
+—F (Holly Alford) ®WFZ2IZ XA, X— b + 2 — 13 1930 418K o K [ ol 112 2k
T, A4 YT OFRE LB ITHIBED SR ED 7280 ) 2 2 LT,
IRV EFRAAL FPTCRT7VAREAF VIR, —a—F—7TE 7TV b aRE
TI7VHhF% O EVATIET 7Y A% 74V EVR, AF VIR TAVT YRR
DHEB LD THRITL7Z2.Y COX ) ICAH-RIEICEDLSLFX— 1 « A= 2585
b, FEOANTEIFZAX— « 2A—%— (zoot suiter) &AL, DFHh X —h-ZA—

6 Beatrice Griffith, American Me (Boston: Houghton-Mifflin, 1948), 55; Haldeen Braddy, “The
Pachucos and Their Argot,” Southern Folklore Quarterly, 14, no4 (December 1960): 256.

” Eduardo Obregon Pagan, Murder at the Sleepy Lagoon: Zoot Suit, Race, & Riot in Wartime L.A. (Chapel
Hill & London: University of North Carolina Press, 2003), 37. 74 U V&7 4 Y=~ I (tirillento) D%
T [IRTACHEA - 72] £ v EMK, Braddy, “The Pachuco and Their Argot,” 261.

859y - 74V, 22 TEVORICPETHES TERADELBEOEM, 74U YTV
RS A — b - A=Y TH o 7o L) DRI ENTIE 4\, Griffith, American Me, 46.

D haiE, ARL YO AF YIRSV TV — O LT SIS HRT 2, Rafael
Jests Gonzalez, “Pachuco: The Birth of a Creole Language,” The Arizona Quarterly, 23 (Winter 1967): 350.

0 “Origin of the Zoot Suit,” New York Times, June 11, 1943.

D Malcolm X, The Autobiography of Malcolm X/ With the Assistance of Alex Haley (New York: Grove
Press, 1966), 59-62.

12) Holly Alford, “The Zoot Suit: Its History and Influence,” Fashion Theory, 8, n0.2 (June 2004): 228.

% Obregon Pagéan, Murder at the Sleepy Lagoon, 116; Anthony Foster Macias, “From Pachuco Boogie
to Latin Jazz: Mexican Americans, Popular Music, and Urban Culture in Los Angeles, 1940-1965" (Ph.
D. diss., University of Michigan, 2001), 41.
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Vi, 1930 KA 5 1940 AN, SREGHE R & WiER 2 el & L7222 a7
BFERER~ A ) T4 RHOEEDH THITLIZRETH 72V R X9,

(3) X—=b+ A=Y EEFLAXIIARKEABME., NFa—2

[HRH, ZBEOLELZDIILTW2] AFTAROEZIIELE ST, TRV
GHIEHOSEATREE Y v 7 - 74 VERESWTEBEIN G D TH 72, 20
720, Y YN AL EEZERA X aROEL-HIE. IRV GEOR Y A
WaEREIZEPT L Lo Twol, IM0EHZDNEX—F - A—=UDWITT 5
L. AFVIARDEBIZENDFIIOFEDZe TOXIICIUVRVBBEEDAY L V%
B ANZzAFTaRKEADZX—b - A= —%, g ELADANTE I, REIT/S
Fa—TLIERLI o TnoTz Y

WHED X — T+ ZA— QPR IZ45-75 KL TH Y, ZbDTEfli7E-72.'9 2070,
FEERERDOLEEN A= b A=Y —KERZDDIFZHEL L ZLOF2—T1FA5 A
NO—EETE2 BIZOF Tz M, a¥ v BV AEICHEG X F 2 T ROEHITH L
THEAEE 217> T2 7)) 7 1+ A (Beatrice Griffith) o512k 5 &, 1940-45 o1
FrENRAIIBWT, AF T aRBEHERBOLEEEERD S H3G5D21FA— - X = -
AFAND—IIENT 2 HIZOF Tz nH 17

OH Y EBNVATIE, A—b - A=V %EDLXFTIROEEHIVHEINT 1200, 18512
5B IEMEATRE > TV o Zze U, Y BN ZBRIETICH - 72720, RO &
AT e BbNLZBREFNOIRBEEITFHE > Tize T2 1942453 H. BUfFZ B
A= =T A4 ORZHHEITHL-85 254 Lzd NFa—azbldlh
UL OGN EE, B RS TR A E2 T 58 F 2 — K LT,
WA 2 B HE T o 72,

2. X— b Z—=YDOELK

(1) [#bh] OX—bk: 2=

Yy L7 (José Antonio Villarreal) & [KF 3] (Pocho, 1959) T, 1940 4E{LIZ
AN TANZTEEBPOT Y7 7 F7IIBHLTCEF2a—aD—[MIZonT, KO X
IR T WV 5,

W Griffith, American Me, 46.

1) )8F 2 —aoKFIE, 12-25 OEZE TH o720 “De la represion al éxito,” Tiempo, 30 de octubre
de 1978.

19 Alford, “The Zoot Suit: Its History and Influence,” 231.

17 Griffith, American Me, 15, 45. T+ > ¥ )L ZBR#RE S OAV b > (Karl Holton) DAL S &,
40 FEARTTE. T LRI, 6-18 i F THOAF ¥ I R KE AL 35 6 T- A7z, Karl Holton,

“Delinquency in Wartime,” 3, SLDC Records, box4, folderll. =Z 2,3V (Edward ]J. Escobar) ®#ti

&5 &, 1940 FRFET T NV RITBIT L AF T RREADRAITE, #1373 TATHo7 F
T X B e, 1YL AEICBIT 2 A F 2 22— OFIAENUL 790 PV TH o720 Edward J. Escobar,
Race, Police, and the Making of a Political Identity: Mexican Americans and the Los Angeles Police Department
1900-1945 (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1999), 166-68.

18) “Originator of Zoot-Suit Hides His Identity,” Nebraska State Journal, June 11, 1943.
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e OSF2—a) E, WOFTAVIANEERATE ZMLIBELL, 2L T,
TOWEBELZ WO OMBE A XL a%2 T Lz, WiHEOEEZ AV 7+ V=T
WTHE-72AF VI NCHE RS FROENTH L, BHEORKMEIL. HOEHET S
72ODRIETH L. MHI1E. MAIEREKEIA LERDH -T2 ZO72051L 2D
DAL SIL L PR DHEIIC R o720 EH) DDA ) ETLHEI R D T
D, WHEH LV, HLVEE, FILOSEZHICOT: GERNESR) "

NFa2—=TF, A—=b - 2A=IR IR ELVSTMADAY A VEHIZOTH T LT,
o 2 L 7oREERA S L AR D T Ol - UL REEFT 2 o~ k) 7 %
BERL L 2200LOBTT 4 L U< ilfao 728 F 2 —2ld, Fhawikd 57290
WWHEHDAS A V%) A LIzDOTH o7z,

F72. [RF 3] A7 VA (Mario Suarez) ® [¥v F-v¥w7 | (“Kid Zopilote,”
1947) Tl HEOAF YV IROFENEH LT F2a—a LM URE - BHE - S+ &
2252 8T HHBl 2 8 F 2 — aDEMIAEA Y T 2T HrhTws.0 22
MPOFER DI, NFa—albidfi—DAF A VEET L2 LT EHOMEER
B L Tz,

NFa—alF, XA—=bF ZA=VEEHLEVWAF L IROEEE A7 T (square) &
IO, BREEL 72 o1t (o2 k] Babe [FLok] A7 72KET562
LT BRTIER L AT A NVRFANOERI IS E e IV F— ] ZREELE
W NRF 2 =TTl 5 TA— b ZA—=1d, H S ZHHENEENEMEDT 52
FTHolb vz L) P

2 [#HES] OX—=Fk 2=
HEIE N OKEREFIIFR AR L, AF Y IROEZT-BIXT 7 v ¥ a Y REBRICKER &

19 Tosé Antonio Villarreal, Pocho (New York: Anchor Books, 1959), 149. Z#it, € ¥ % L 7L O%4
R DOREER D W TEPNLZFIETH ), AV T NV=TIMY 5757 TRERRRICETNE -7
AFTARDENRY T v — A5 ALDENR WA OxF 72 & LB L A5 R LT AR & i
WTWh, NF 2= TEETY LT VDI O L) RAMIZ, 7Y 7 4 A%/8A (Octavio Paz), ¥
2747 AR (Carey McWilliams) & 308 L CTw5, Griffith, American Me, 44-45; Octavio Paz, El
laberinto de la soledad y otras obras (New York: Penguin, 1970), 39; Carey McWilliams, North from Mexico:
The Spanish-Speaking People of the United States (New York: Greenwood Press, 1968), 241.

20 Villarreal, Pocho, 150-53; Mario Suarez, “Kid Zopilote,” The Arizona Quarterly, 3 no.2 (Summer 1947):
130-37. [¥ v F - vEu 7] i, EALSRKRSHKREROUHS VLNV A T/HNF 2= HhsTTY VI
M bheo—=y Y iioTL B e, HMORAF Y IRKREANL DSBS N LT 2RV ERPEETH
b0 [RFal & [y F-vEus] i Wikl THELOD, WAL D 1940 FFRUCEBZHFAF T TR
R LD 7REBICE SN THESI N TS, ZODOINLOFIEL, /T 22— T ZHY & LIFD
SRR E KWL TwD ez 9. BB, F74 b (Hayden White) (&, [HEEIZBT Wikl
] 23R LCTWB, ANA NY - kT4 ME WEIRE - HAAR e El] (U Foxy) ox,
2001 4F)

2D Obregon Pagén, Murder at the Sleepy Lagoon, 120.

) Ramirez, “Crimes of Fashion,” 7.
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BEZERLTRABERLHEDTHD LA LYK, 2L oA, BYLHOBE 22
LW DEEZTWzz0, WEEFIZL 2 hb b PR A2 Z 24 5 83F 2 — a2 % KAEAR
TR & Al L7z

TN E B L. R EOKEAZ, BLWIZTO XX aRGHEBEROLEE
T2bh, EEITAEZETICREMARA -V EZHZ2DIIREVnEEZ TV W), T,
B CTH 727202 L OREIZLB X TH Y. BOERIT LTI EE» 405
DI EOMTH o720 £ DNIE HEHEHALEB LAY A VEFIZOTH8F
2= AP Z HITON, KBS Z LR T Y v FEBH LD TEZ D LIk -
TV 72,2

O Y ENVADAF Y TRKREALEZNRTD, NF 22— TE2AMEEIEE T
Wizo )7 4 AR RO X H IR 4.

A7 X7 D%LIE [T AU AAN] R [LHEEHR] 23 aAN7eb & W UHMET/F
2—J%EE L [TEDE. DOLILHRY I AREZ, HHIEFABIC
Lo TARBERE] — AZZTIEIANEZRTTRELZIZILEALREEI E Lk o727
W, NF2—TIEML, A7 T OMB S EFHEL 2— S EAS B E2 AN
F 3 (gabachos) 72&HEoTwna | — %

A7 T OHRICEINF 22— e EEGIANCEDHFAELZOT, 4T L MEAEmAIC
L TWwWizdidnwzZwrdb Liiizv, LaL, L7 7 4 A0, 5825 X
I NF2—=aPHNDOAF T IRDEIE, SF 2 — AR REB R L AT D
HoloZ LIIHD RV,

3. AXVARKBEAICHT 2HRBREOSHBERAY —E— - 77 -RAEH

AT V=T OFEFRAEIZ 1850 S S X F T a NOFEEE S R UTEMEZ M K L
FRLTE, FIZIE E3HM2AWETF>Y - 29U % (Joaquin Murieta) &, 1850
ERL AV TANZT OB BTRBEIITHLT T RKEANS [FREERER] &L
TENONTWT 7y 7aRh A F 2 a NEJRTEE & A2 L 2 LU < A%
LD DITEHY L RIZBWT IO L) RS 7201, A X ABRSEN L
7219204 TH Do ORI, JLIRFOSE TIE, BEFRAT L T 7z [RHAR AFE 3%
WDV, BEREO~A Y T4 EFITBERICIZL Y AETH S, L) ZRP L Sh
720 COWET, U ENVATTERIBRZEHE T T LM E ) 2k, BEo

B 22zl - G ITUH LA, BUNIERR [+ 2 afkEA - BROBES] (WG 2003 4).
313 H,

20 Ramirez, “Crimes of Fashion,” 7.

%) Obregon Pagan, Murder at the Sleepy Lagoon, 121-22.

%) Griffith, American Me, 52-53. [ #773F 2 | IZKRENCBWT, AF T aRREADYEEFHOT >y afk
EAZHT ST 245 TH AL, TITEIAZ LT (T ¥ ORI TTHNF 3 LIFA TS,

D RBZA)ZYE, AT A VT OAF Y TRGETE [7 2 7 WRICHBT L7235 LAk Sh
T,
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X F Y RKENITHT BEEATHBARBICHFAL L T o 725 [AFFICHT IR MRS D . e
WCAFVARICIDPREEZRET L L) ko7 2HLTCOYF Y ELATE, AFT T
BKREANDREN A A=V H 1920 ERH ) DOWBIET o TV 2P 2 LTHE
WM FRERICZEA L, BFRBRESEZ L, g BN 20 AL 34HED S oAy s
OB ICHEIRIC R D . BREFMANOIFRIEE 2D TV o 72,

BRELEPSHM S 2V 1M424E8 H2H, A —¥— + 57—V FANFIRET S
L O VBV ADANTERAFTAZDA—F + A—F —IITHEAALER @S
oo TOMNEMIE, AV —E— 57— LIFINLEABOEL T, KEFLD A F
YAANFERE- T4 T A (José Diaz) MMAADPOBITICL W RESNFHTH L, A
J—t— - 57 —=vid, EHIEL A XY IROANTED, HHIE 7= E LT, ®KIZF
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PrE—HAbsT A EZRUELI D TAY A, HENCIEIIL 720 KT L7220 T 5%
LT LIELIERIZEL TE 2L, W R OFES TN 2 RIS L T& 2, &
FHEELTVDL VLHOBE L S TVE I L, a5 T L2 I ICHEIAE T»
BTWIEEERLEV, FEHY, [N RZRETEROBA] (T3 2 Hp 25k L7z
fEAT (305-30 ) T, BRMICIZ 420D 728 LT, @20 HALAMIHAD F 2 — 3,
NAF, AFva, FI=hopfl, QLU0 EROHAR WL Y, £ 5) 70k @
1960 LD 7 =+ F A F DR, OWREONS T, =<, Yy T, KA=Z7T -
ANVY 2 TEF, AVKROPIERIT TS, T2, 9 11 HBOFIE L TR £ 5777
HZAYT Y NDRADREZFTFLIEDTEL I EHITVIRLIE, RIDITHEDAD
Wl Z L) OTIE RV 4T U RILHEEIZH L TL 5T A7 A B OFREFHIFIE, il
EEoTwA, EHHGOAET, 72 AFEIIEE T FEERG] ATH LA L
A, SR TIRM A - 7 ATE A R E LT/, ERIEL T b,

FEHEF WET AT A% (R [ 22 B R] &wv ) iz fio T
EFLTVDED, ZOL) RHGETIE, WERWEY A7 A OB Ol N725 %
Vo iFE Y AT AORKWRFEO—2F, KR LA, [HL] & THE) oBfRTH
Bo TR -PEEE, [Hb]-TE] oBBRTH-TH, W RLo»5MERNZ DD
FCEFEEFRVNUNFET S LAL, [WHE] ICOWTHESL L &, ZOXOmE 21

Y ERTEYE— - FIHE [7 2 ) 4 20 WALSE] (REUASEBARS, 2003 4E) o
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THRLAEOMICH BRI 2LENDH S, €t 7 AU A [HFE] 2R s A5 5
EIYRZDONE VI HETE D 5,

R [7 A0 #MEEHAEOM] (20044) OHFT, 7 A [E] oFH
1754 4ED TV v F - A V74 7 Vil e BEITBEON T o 28R L 729 2 T,
[HHOFE] & 4 T4 7 2 BEBLEVPOIR L [HEowE] ofhizFo s
BRTWE 47 H)o BERAZHELERS S0 TIER L, ZOFEEMEREHB L CE
bz, R BAEOT 2 ) 1o [AE] MG Z A2 SHELTWAE, &9 L
BIZHEET2LENHHE LTV 5,

W 2RV BES>TRTH, 1 T VO FIVBHERFIOT Vv FEEOITHOS
Bl oNE L), GO 7 2 AFEZMFRIC LI LIEAA Lz, T LHBIIL
ebI TR RV, BHENDICLAEBAADAL ST, BUFEERLEANOR ., KB
BANOFER - BEWCTOIIEN, [HA] 12725 LAz AR - WYY 2 B TE 2w,
Kb EHE (CTA) 10X529) LA [MEDEE] THy., RrfbLAwZ L
DEWH, ENTOLEDOWEHBEMEIL, €95 Lz [72) A5E] oHzHo L
TWade TAYAEVHEISHIT 272010, HENZBMELZ XL TE /2, TOEKT,
HBEDOT AN D ORI NT NV ERENAL L TEZI L OEKREM D LEND
B1EA9,

5

Yozl ons L)1, AERZLECOFERLZMAZIRMIEL T 5, WikEO T A
Yy O I BRECE BEER O BB AR 2 AT L7288 1RSI, FHIC XL A RIS SEBRB
BFEOWERDO BRI SN TB Y FEE, WREICH SN2 xyh Bk
WMAEDL ) MBEERTAFT I IREESND L) BWEGBNE ZITEEL I ECh
ST EMBIENTE D, FHIEE, 7TAY HiEZSHEICEWT, FEILOBRA -
IOV THKEEVERZ R L Twb, 72U A5FEO B2 LIdiFEMLoB)K &
LT, BFOFREDER, ) RIVRMEOMRE, Z et FEFO = 2% %19 C
Whe TOHIZOVTHEHIE. TOWTRA,ET X)) H OMIRR - 8% 7% B2 L
FTAHIEIETEY, HEQL [TRASZ20FERPBEMISHEAG > TWDE ] L Tw
o Ty VABMEOTTOT X HOWMEILOZEZ KT 512H72oTH, 9 LR
HEEELRREL 5 2T Nb,

PN REORKOFEMEBRAT, FUETICH D, 4 H. [WE] ML LEL
ELTETWA, [FE] Z200ea s UCHGRN, ARICER L ARSI, [WwE]
TSI AL L R HIE VRV, B E XD, FFEHEOI XY ME 20HLDOT XY A
ZEIVRAZ LD LR BUREROEVIZESWTE Y, FEOHFEEF VO
HER IR A R Z OEE R O I Sz b O Tid v,

AFEIZ, HAENIEZD DA A, EBEMIZHHWIFHliZ 2 5 1E W R, FHELT
X AFOIFEFEMO B Z YN E AT,



WHORZET A ) ARFHEIITE 58 191

David Day, Conquest: A New History of the Modern World

(Sydney: HarperCollins, 2005)
S I

A, 2006 4EFkA S 1 AR BTREET 2 V) A KRB ¥ — OB HE R %
DEDTVWIFEHOREVETH S, TAKRIE, A FVRLOBEE LS kR
KA DOF—ZA b5 ) 7% HZHE (1986 SEICHR S L7z Menzies and Churchill at
War. 1988 4EHVOD The Great Betrayal: Britain, Australia and the Onset of the Pacific War,
1939-42. 1992 4EH D Reluctant Nation: Australia and the Allied Defeat of Japan, 1942-45
D= 2SI, 2003 2EIZThe Politics of War L C—HZE L O THD THIFE T
%) Ty AL AHIBHONE L)X R o BBRRTH D, FRREMDOI AL IV [RKRni
HEYY | ITREIND EH I BLRIERRKEHNIR EEOZZ AL TVt — &
FTUTHAFY ZNZWDIFEY b N2 5T KOG 1990 ST 12 578 3¢
DX —T 4 Y TBHEN, A=A TV 704 F) AR EEDTT VT L DO—HLE5HD
X)L L7BoELRWEiRE LTh, EHIN.

TTANNEBRERRELTOTA RO ) Liz@iE, 1996 FIcFE St —A T
)7 DM, Claiming a Continent: A New History of Australia 12 X - T, & HIZEER IR
ENALZ LI oTze TR VZDBRFIIDIZoTHERADWTEMELTOF—A T
V7OV ERAL, TR Y ZOMFAEEHLTT R T 4 F ) ZAADES 5T OKEE
EECNO TV BB ELTEH—A NIV THEEMI ) LT520RME. RELE
EIFATZ, FORTOHEROPMAIZ. BEHTKRDO I I TS5 TW5,

DA % DG IR EZ T2V TADAATH S ADE EDYFICHFIEL, 29 L
TH&L7- 14 (supplanted lands) ~DEW - FEXNY - AHHYEAHEL FiRT 517
BBFICHK TR IETONTE I LD, NEHOERZIEOL A2ikdEE
BRIID—D b oz #WHE200EDOEIZAH—=APT) T TIOT LA NDIZIER
LTCEDEMETAZLIE, -0y XAHEKEIITEIONTVE, DV
BZOB=KEZDID) & ERTHICES B2 BET 5 ETRRER D,

CZIWCHTL 8L W) S, supplantDFGETH LD, FOSELZIGELE LTH
WBIZY S TR, RRWEROTA TT R L7z FEIL H5 o 15 A4
DEPEL, TNFEFTHEATOEER2S HAZID FIF20, S 5138 ER 2 WA
WCHBEEZD LT, Z20FTHZ2HLOLDE L TWATAEZ EELIFD, 9 LTEDS
nTwt4a % 5444 (supplanting society) &% 5, %9 Lz HEBAHAD)AD -
TWBEEEL A=A MF Y TICES T RO OWTIRE L. 225 53R
POKEFIPLNSEE D & LFONRRAAD, KEF Conquest TH 5,

AEEE, IBI9EDARL Y ANANT AL DT AT HOMHT / F 74 b I VREOH
BllloTlhEs7uou—2b, 11 OEIPLEL, FLOEBROFHIIHTON-K
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7% (BEFZALFVTIERY) EhoTWnh,

B1E D HBEOMGEL R THRARPEERE L2 &G0 HEMOBN R R
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B3 L BERDVIEATO MDD B EEEN O LS

AT HEOMRIE % 2 B ERIZOVWTO [HEAN] 4 2=

5 T NICX AR HELZ IESILT B L WIHHEmE. TOBROATIEIA TS LY
FlTHwLND [CL - Lo ffidr ] G

BOE KB LA T2 0O ERE O, WIS LE R WA TY
T O#FERE X BB

BT HEICERE RS B L 2Ry AR

HB8E I THAELERMPIEH L Cu o/t FELODOHG 2 HIZ X 5 LA - #
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EOm I BAERICHLTY 2 /A FERITB) L T28& WHMY = /¥4 Pk
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810 % 0 SO N £ DA

HEHBZDVPTEDD o TV BB, REQ Vo TEDODOFELRMMAH L L \VnH) T L
. BB L2555 5 553525 X 912, $TIT Claiming a Continent Tih-X 5T\
720 Thbb, HENGEOTHICED 2 ENRMER O TR, FER LI O Tk, R
HAMOFREMRDE LD, L W) =D THb, TON, ERNRHAAREDE 1 #Tikb
NTBY, ENWHEADPE2ELSECEOTEE L), WMHMEAE7EL 8ENT —<
Lo TWD, EEZTIVTHA ), HOHEE TOIHMITBVTHRMERITL 5T
FENTVEL, 7THELIEONFIENNERICDEL Ebo Tnaz, FEE =D
DBEFRIHIRE DT LI L IFEITH L EBDNDED, —nZD L) e &L ->Twnb
SEDBARTEND, SHICHEITE, F10FE. SEHLEOFToOANOHEE, LA~
DANDTAZEDLLETH Y, MEDOTFITZL TV 5,

HEHRICOVWTO ZOEMIELS, EBRHRTED L) ICEKRNAEEZ L oior b v
)T ERMHAT L7200, FHIFFEICS T ST L MIBOFEAEHNTWELA, ZOHRTH
WCEHIN, AEORZETIEIZ B L THEDLR TV EHFA» L O9d b, —2ik, V)
FTH %L, FHVIDEWEL. Claiming a Continent Tam U7 H 24— A MF 1) 7
DBITH 2, TDZHEANEEHZLVIBMSIATEECLOPHEF—-ZA M) 7O
FERICID MR Tholcb ) 2 eaEZ L, TNEITIRLIAKRTH S, FTh8L
AFF (HBEHEELTOALARATIN) R, FF A FAVICKBKR—F ¥ FEHEDHT
THbNTWDHLZ LD, MEOHE»SWoTHROZ LWz X9, LaL, HiBdT 5
BIOWN, ¥V I T7ANEBEGEZEV ST~ F=T7 068, ARARTA 2o Lih%
o CHEMAZEVWILEBEOLED, REROT IR > TWAERIZOVTIE, 3
HBLETH %,

FTFYT P27 THAD, TNEFEZROELHDY)NH L, 7 F= 71213 6 il H
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BATTRONADBMEAS T 2T AELTOTATY T4 74 2L, 20 D
FTIEA AT VFEOB TICH 572205 H—KMFREAT O I YRGBV E T,
TNHNT F)ITICEoTHE SNz, FEHEDVPNREZE TR OIX. ZTON, ED
B, TbbF) U TICIoTHREINTr F=T7OMTH b, HHEDEOFKKEIZZ
DT FZTHhOEF =AM T TIIBELTELZOTHY, AEOFZNEICLL L, F#
BEZ~T F=TICWATHOE, L2~ F=THTHEV A4 IT06F) I THDY
FYV)FIIEZSIEONT =AM TYTIIBHELK KTy o285 L
7205, FHRTENERDTHILZT, AFVRABDOINT 4 TEENDL L) kst
W)o AED, [V A IAN] EVHEBFEEZET LI LB, FHEVEEIT F=
TIZZEDLosTWL2OHHIE, ChTHHETHA 9,

HEEOYE T, TNEHMP 2R ) R L, FEHIZ, 1990 FEROEKICTEM, Wi
KRERFEBARA SLIFZER) - BAEFEMOBIR L LTHBICHERE L2 L 20d b, 7T
Claiming a Continent % MR L7214 T, REOWE M- TR TH 225, FHIEITA
& AROBRIZOVTHRWELZHWTB ) WML g kT (F O FRITHRER
D—UHIARFETDH 234 HITRENTWD) 2fTo72. TORE. HEHZOETVIZED
OTHEETHHE LT, LFEICOWTELRRT LI LI kol b,

ZD XS HULEEE 7 B K O O HIEATERE ST, F U Huls 0 % K 2 B3
MAGDbINTEHE LIPS AT, BBCHR L ZIRD Eo T LTo, Wifiz#l
JERRME L TWE, ABORKETHENEINTVULIAREDL., T CRBERMIIESVTS
D, ZREEBRELTIRENE EEHAL V) EFVIE, BUEEHELoTWE, b
LI, EDLOTEZLOME, 2FEFRFH[MDONTNELEZ LE, ERLENOHIK
R MEO MR AME %4 DFEBIZ OV THEE-ROIRD LW O & 83 5 2 L 13T
TH»IH KEOMEIZEALE L TOREOIIRIIH ), T NS EZ02HET
H5H9o UWTFZNCHD > T, AFEOBBRITFEITIW BB A MHICEHLTB IR
L7z,

I AROMEIX, BRHICO20MZNGE LTS F ST 2o RFIHMEICHLE SN
TWEZENS, RBUEEMENZZ > TORNIRB LT oo b vy 4 2= I
W7o TWBZLETHAH, tifu—<WESLHHIZBITAL V7T POy 2=V AE
BIZOWTOFR R EDH B 05 REOML L 2K I T AaRMUEREAL DL o 1
Thbo, TNTH 5L I SHFAIDY LIFS5hTwb, €OWHO TR & i
WAEAMIZERIZERE, HEHEROH Y HIZOWTHESLZ EIE, EIrCHEL VI I
GOEHE, TNDPELDAAICE S TH o FREZHLE2IZT 5 ETIXAERNTH 555
ZORMN ORI OPICERF L, ZRCZOHEL W) BEP VI D > 725
EVH R BGE DO LIIES TV, HFVE ORI L TR ORI L
BRENTVL, LHEBOGEZEN L% 2\,

FEHE NEHOBELIAOBIHOBELRTH 72wy AW R FIZN - T, #E
SRR EE (colonialism). D blFIT—u v SFEIC L 2R ERE VIR
. MROHEFEZHLL ETIIRTEL L LT HEASEZHEBIHRL ) SEROL
WEBEZE LTHRRL TS, LA L, 728 2134 ¥ FRMmECHBIT 2 HEB R (FEIX
ERIRHIRREICH 5 72) BEEEVIWATHHTE LW L2 E2 5L (FHEAZZFD
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FIFECERLTwS), 58S L v lMEZEE L GEBHROERZHwTnZ &
W2 BEEHLO0TRERVES ) D LA, MEBERPLWE, WEIERE Vo 72
BTHEOLNLDDIIOVWTOIREZEEIITA2FERE L TIOHELSHMEEZ V)
VWD TIR WL, FBHEEER S,

TDXD REMEIH S SO0, FIACIER T ANBEAMEKER L T & 7RIk O ME Z %
ZAHTODFERN T 2 REPEEIRBEL TN TE I LEHEIrTH S, TD7
DABFZBTILELGEEINTB Y, T TICEEFERZ EAPHMTW5E L. 44E (2008 48)
WIEAFVRET A D THESGETRSHREN 23T TH 2, Bl LBORVWEZDZ
ORI i FUIE A S TnB T L %, L LTUIED T,
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BUCT A F L5355

(Yale University)
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T—= Rl (e R E) G WIH Jefie
Intersections, Social Change, and ?‘&I;?if(; frrnr;, State Universit
"Engaged" Theories: Implications S 3; I | 200758 |7 AV A
of American Feminism L?f Angeles// HRFT)
754 MEHI)
. . o T A H L
A dVch_e Oigggcsag‘ﬁl'cgzls?;sl Mari Yoshihara FEAE TR (AT
ij[lusifa;n d the Question of | (Unversity of Hawaii | JIIHiA | 2007518 | A Y Ol 5k
Authenticit at Manoa) &AL
u ¥y % SRR IIIESE
Speaking for the Dead: Viet | Viet Thanh Nguyen
Nam, the United States, and | (University of Southern | sEHéZe4E | 2007619 | 7 A &%
Memorialization California)
T A H L
b s HRSWD RN [T
1 FRAR
j’iﬁ;’i;*m’f*ﬂmtw (390 Y MSLRZHE | BEBHHET | 200776 | A ) A O i Jikws
o S ERAE ) LA T
5 FBRTFE |
Race and the Politics of Dis/ Karen Shimawaka
comfort: the Performance of (New York University) RN | 2007.11.28 | 7 A V) 4R
Difference at Work and on Stage W Versity
Colonial Modernity and Print %;lgsciie;]\?) . WHOREER B
Culture Studies: Books and F#0%/ The Universit BB HET- | 2008.1.22 | #&CALMFZER)
Readers in Australian Society S y HuIg AL ZE R
of Queensland)
The Digital Resources and YN
. . . T AN A
Approaches to Using Digital | David Jaffee HEIEZAE | 2008218 | 2 A B ZE(A) [ 4
History for the Study of| (Bard College) 3 "
. . Lo IEHE)
American History and Culture
Many Roads to the Factory:
How Provincial Craftsmen in David Jaff
the Antebellum Northern United (él:r d Caollee ¢ o) EEZRA | 2008222 |CPAS
States Manufactured a New g
Industrial Society
Expanding the Public Sphere: David Jaffee T A1) h A
The Village Enlightenment of (Bard College) WEEZRAE | 2008223 | & BEFZE(A) [ &
New England, 17701810 & HALD S H) ]
Religion in Modern America Jon Butler AR | 2008311 | 7 A U B
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SURI I LE

c v =7 7 —BEHRER GRS [ —7 7 — KL 75 9 —Buh - 0k - HRBRR]

HI 12007 426 J] 28 H 14 : 40-16 : 10

BT ORI v 8 A T AR SRR OGS

T - RRURARAEBEAS A SUALWEZER R 7 2 ) 1 PP 7E & > & —
el WORUR A R A MY I S 20 B SE AR

- WKL Anti-Americanism: History and Structure

HEE 200749 H 29 H 10 :00-12 : 30
Y - BRI v VXA I8 FHE I TR L —Y a3 Y b—241
A=A
Moderator: Jun Furuya (Professor, University of Tokyo)
Presenters: Rob Kroes (Professor Emeritus, University of Amsterdam)
“Anti-Americanism in its Cultural Context: The United States and
Europe and the Cultural Ties That Bind Them”
David Farber (Professor, Temple University)
“What They Think of US: International Perceptions of the United
States since 9/11"
Jeflt 0 H AR IR SR AT SR B i By 4 ZRAgATgE (A)
[BAET AV A - F ¥ aF) XLOEERHE D <5 FEERTE]
HARZEM RIS N - HARFHEIRB T 0D =2 ~ [[7 29 2iF%eE] o7
B RFRFBERR A AT FER S 7 2 1) 4 R TPEEIg AT gE 2~ & —

< T A ARSI TE £ > & — 40 JAERL Y Y AR Y T A TROK ¢ T DR & A

HIEE 2007 459 H 29 H 14 : 00-17 : 30
B - WO KB v VR 18 Bffih— L
AT PN
BE PP GRRUR AR BRI R BRI 7E R &)
Al mEERA OREKRZERFBRE LI ER % - 7 2 ) 7 #Isif7e)
il EEE CRERFPRF BRGSO ER 8% - HEsey)
[ &t 2 45 D HIFEN - XEE 2B OHED? S
FHEHEZRR CRECRF R LT E R 0% - i EREBAE)
[ DBUT K ? HORBAAR E 4
EHBT R ERE R SRS B S U Se R 8% - sl EIBREGE)
[ BT B BOK R 0 JBE S I e i
WH—K RERFREBER A SULIIER R - 7 7 » A RHH)
[ODAIT AU A EFES VD ? WO Y v 7]
IRA Y VERSCT (BBERAEFEEEAR - 7 A ) A BUAHESHR)
TR GROURFA RPN A BREIR - At a5)
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& o%E Rob Kroes
(7 BAT VT DREFLZHE - 6= v X7 ) A HERER)
David Farber (7 ¥ 7 IV KEFHI%)
Fft - KPR S ST ZER MR 7 2 V) A RSEE I e >~ & —
el TR R AR A UL Ze R s SO L7 B
H AR A ir R B o LA Wk 78 e 4 B 4
FAEEge (A) [BURT AV B aF ) X2 08EwZ o < 5 EBRHFZE
TR (A) [7 2 ) H oG & SbA 3 B9 2 BRI 5E
HaErge (A) Ao RS
B3R WHIEA 7 2 ) A iFZedRm &

. HxE-7>o>z7k

< HARZAMIRE S B LR B M B 4 - JREIEgE (A) [7 AV A o ik kg & Sofbhfsic
B9 2 BR0mEge ) (03 © RE B M 1)

- AEREZE (A) THURT A0 A ¥ 3 59 X2 08EHH %D < 5 EBRIIEE
(2 HRm)

- BAERFZE (A) TR bolmE) | (R« mEsA)

- HARSAAARI A NS - (AR R T 0y 2 7 b [[7 2 A0F%E] o R ]
(2 HRm)

<21 L COE7 v 7 5 & [ED b D EBE F5t v ¥ — 1 ~Olh

IV. HhREED

- MifaRs— 3O H §%] (2007 47 3 H)

T ITIEBTLT A A AR DR &A% CPE 15 4E-18 4 BERL A 7 2wl B
SRR (A) WFZERCREGE®) (2007 423 H)o

- [CPAS Newsletter] Vol. 8 No. 1 (2007 49 H). No. 2 (2008 4~ 3 H)

< [7 A AIREEESE] 55 8 % (2008 423 H)
(X Thttp//www.cpas.c.u-tokyo.ac.jp/pub/indexhtml& ) 7 > a— FCTc&x ¥9,)

V. 22 —-FEHBE®D 2007 F£1 BH5 12 BE TOHEED

HE B BT

(i)

7 ITIEBTLT A A AU DIER & A] CPHK 15 4-18 AFEBERH AR 78 Fewli B
SIMETE (A) BEZERCRAEE) (2007 423 H)o

(o HH )

- Introduction and Comments for the Symposium, “US Cultural Diplomacy in Asia: Strat-
egy and Practice,” [7 A1) 7 K FEWZE] 25 7 5 (2007 4E 3 AH). 49 H. 87-90 H,

[F 4 A=—F » FORILBOG : THHT —~ 28— 27 2 B4 3qk ] [BDETie] G
Wtk 2007 4F). 119-24 H,

TBEOTHPOWFOTHN 1 74 A= —OERE ] [7 271281357 2 7 3XfLht
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RORER & ZAR] CFR 15 4~ 18 4F FERH AT TR B Al B G 2R 7E (A) WFZERCR )
(2007 4 3 H). 57-72 H,

(Z DLOEE)

A =2 T 7HERKESEMESM A=A MY THREDOEED-DIZ] [CPAS
Newsletter] Vol. 8 No.l (2007 4£9 H). 7 H,
(Z DM i%E)

cHE EREY RV A [WRIT U7 K TPFEICBIT ARl vy a3 [T R
) A 3Ahb g RSk SE - BAFEEEBD ] HEURSE. 2007 4E 12 H 8 Ho

AHEE—
(# 2 )
[ F) ZAFEE 20 AL 5% BUCIR L A4 ) ZE] (I AV 7 FHE. 2007
H)o (BEESD [#a BUCHER L 4 ) 2AFWEOF] 120 H, BXO [#9&E
DO BEFE—A F1) 2L HA] 32154 H)
Gk C)
T4 TN T——A ¥ FEICBT D BRI & 3Rk MR [2AAr o8]
(2007 4F- 3 H). 161-23 H,

(Z DAl EE)

CEFETRBERE X7 27 52 A 04 X)) 2858 (R 2006 4E) ) [T RN
(2007 4E5 H 4 H) o

- SRHEIER - I [ T SIS BT 2 BB L ORE ] R & 9HH, BERENE AR
[Tk 6 3 —1 v SRR RO S EEFRA] GEEEIE. 2007 4E).

S QURMEIER - B T4 ) AHA Y F AR R 10HE, BRAE AR TR
HHE 5 I —ay S RO S EER] (E RIS, 2007 4F).

TR EZZY, B %2484 5] [FMR] (FUJITSUZ=N— ¥ 5 1) 235% (2007 4F
10 H). 27-38 H,

(MFsER)

S S TERAR - AW [7E L 28] 120w T BREFERMEARE. FILFEE
K. 2007 4E5 H 13 Ho

CHEE [0y o NRA & EBRBR] BT RET S AT v v a vy v —, 2007 45
H 30 Hs

(A4 X)) AWEOfK L 7 VT BT 0L ] BILFERERFEA -T2 ) —F
LUy —BVReY YRY YA, 2007412 H 1 Ho

o

HK A
()
MM ERI] () =X - T X)AWEOBEE F 2%, IAVT 7 EHE. 2007 ).
(kRS SC)
- "A New Perspective on American History from the Other Side of the Pacific,"
The Japanese Journal of American Studies 18 (June 2007): 59-71.
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()

AT RAV A=A RN HERT] () =X - T AR OBEE 552 %5,
I AT 7ERE, 2007 4E), 1 H-14 H,

(Z DD FEE)

CEFE TARMEM MET 2V AoE— v v by EEEORE] (NTTHRL
2006 4E) | [7 2 ) A KFEEEWE9E] Vol 7 (2007 4E 3 H). 159 H-66 H.,

(ZDfth)

A v HCa— [REGROBATRERZED S h—HERBOFBEIERT 5D D]
[MiE7) 2007 41 A% 179-188 H,

T R AR A

(a3

- “The Cultural Geography of the Opening of Japan: The Arrival of Perry’s Squadron
and the Transformation of Japanese Understanding of the Pacific Ocean during the
Edo Period,” ACTA ASIATICA, 93, pp. 21-40, The Toho Gakkai, 2007.

()

- [TRAKFEFE (Anti-Americanism) | OWF%E : JCRIEOW b2 H C5E%] [Fo—n
WALRRIC BT 2 [7 A Ab]) & ThoRFEFRD (PR 15 4FEE-18 4 BRI 7e 2 4
By JEMEREZE (A) WFZERCREGE ) (2007 4F). 16-23 Ho K 1 iR,

T AFEDFEIED S CHOJFEIA D 1909 £ 7 MVIEREE L 2D —F8 | [TV 7
BT BT A A AL DR L] (PR 15 4F BE-18 4F BE R~ F 78 2 4l B 4 Ak i
Fge (A) BRZEBCR ) (2007 4F) . 46-56 Ho U3k @ REBERHE T

(Zv & A Z0fh)

- THXRBEROa > 727 A M IMEEANT 2V A FgeRia 467 5 (200742 A). 3 H,

[ =7 7 —BEHKRERMCPASH I #H %« K — 7o &aekET Tl [CPAS
Newsletter] Vol. 8 No. 1 (2007 4£), 7-8 H,

(A B

CHREZ R - Al HORFR B A SULIZER R 7 2 ) A KFEREEgE L > & — 40
JSERLSEBRARY Y RY T LA Ok 2o EME] BER%, 200749 H 29 Ho
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