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The intellectuals who have become known as "neo-conservatives" take very 

clear, strong, and outspoken stands on-both affirmative action.and nuclear 

.power. . They adamantli oppose affirmative action as "reverse discrimination!' 

and- bureaucratic tyranny. They just as' adamantly support the continued use 

of, nuclear power and.condemn the anti-nuclear movement for its .''rape of 

progress." Both these stands are based on the "facts," as neo-conservatives 

see them; but their. analysis and organization of. the facts are,'ernbedded withi*& " 

certain characteristic assumptions -and concerns. Before examining the 

neo-conservative positions on affirmative action and nuclear pwer, therefore, 

let us look at neo-conservatism itself. 
. . 

~mbi~uities - of Definition 

The term "neo-conservative" is ~roblematic in three ways. First, it is 

not a'term used by a group of intellectuals' to describe their beliefs; instead 

it has been employed primarily by their .adversaries and by outside observers, 

As early as 1973, the left-liberal j.ourna1 Dissent took aim-at "neo-conservatism" 

and the "new conservatives." The terms were taken up in 1977 and 1978 by the 

national' news weeklies in. the wake of a growing conservative drift in American 

politics; and in 1979, the "neo-conservatives', were the subjects of a book-length 

'critique by Peter Steinfels, executive editor of Commonweal. Many of the . 

intellectuals called "neo-conservatives" rej ect the label (though the man known 

as the "Godfather". of neo-conservatism, Irving Kristol, openly accepts it). 
1 

. . 

 isse sent, 20(4), Fall, 1973. "Why the Shift to Conservatism;" U. S. ~ e w s  
and World Report 84324-25, January 23, 1978; "Is America Turning Right ,"- -- 
Newsweek 90: 34-44, November 7, 1977. Peter Steinfels; The Neoconservatives - - 

. (New York: Simon and Schuster, 1979). The characterization of ~ristol as the 



Second, t h e  t e rm"conse rva t ive"  i s  i n h e r e n t l y  ambiguous, . . s i n c e  conservat ism 
. . 

. . 
i n  t h e  contemporary world embraces c o n t r a d i c t o r y  ph i lo soph ica l  and p o l i t i c a l  

p o s i t i o n s .  The l a b e l  "conservat ive" was f i r s t  used i n  t h e  e a r l y  1 9 t h  century  

t o  descr i-be t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  r e a c t i o n  t o  the ,  Enlightenment and t o  t h e  r i s e  of 

modern i n d u s t r i a l s o c i e t y .  Conservat ives  of t h i s  kind. r e j e c t e d  t h e  r a t i o n a l i s m  

and indiv idua l i sm of the .Enl ightenment  a s  wel l -  a s  t h e  major f e a t u r e s  of t h e  

emerging modern world--the market,  t h e  n a t i o n - s t a t e ,  t h e  f a c t o r y  system, 

. r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  democracy., secular ism. '  I n  response t o  t h e  Enl ightenment / l iber? l  . 

image of s o c i e t y  a s  a 'mere  a s s o c i a t i o n  of s e l f - i n t e r e s t e d  i n d i v i d u a l s ,  

conse rva t ives  o f f e r e d  a  no t ion  of s o c i e t y  a s  community--as an unplanned,' 
=t 

organic  web of t r a d i t i o n s ,  customs, and s o c i a l  t i e s  which embraced and shaped 

- t h e  i nd iv idua l .  .In oppos i t i on  t o  t h e  -emerging wor ld  of Western. c a p i t a l i s m ,  

t hey  o f f e r e d  "feudalism" o r  t h e  "Old .Regime," a s  they  conceived i t ,  a s  t h e  

model f o r  s o c i e t y .  

A s  t h e  "Old ~ e g i m e "  became merely a  memory i n  much of Europe and c a p i t a l i s m  

became an  e s t a b l i s h e d  f a c t ,  t h e  l a b e l  "conservat ive" v i r t u a l l y  reversed  . i ts  

meaning: It began t o  r e f e r  t o  persons who championed t h e  very  modern world and 

: t h e  very  r a t i o n a l i s m  and' ind iv idua l i sm t h a t  t h e  o r i g i n a l  conse rva t ives  so 
. . 

vehemently . re jec ted .  P o l i t i c a l l y ,  support of l a i s s e z - f a i r e  c a p i t a l i s m  and 

oppos i t i on  t o  anyth ing  t h a t -  smacked of c o l l e c t i v i s m  became -. I 1  conserva t ive  . I t  

Ph i lo soph ica l ly ,  ' the image of s o c i e t y  a s  simply a  sum t o t a l  of pre-formed 

i n d i v i d u a l s ,  once c a l l e d  " l i b e r a l , "  became known a s  "conservat ive."  

l (cont.  ),, 
Godfather" of neo-conservatism i s  found i n  "Neo-conservatism: A n  

Idea Whose Time i s  Now,". Esquire  91: 23-42, February 1 3 ,  1979. Other ' i l l u m i n a t i n g  
a r t i c l e s  a r e  James A. Nuechter le in ,  "~eo-conserva t i sm and i ts  C r i t i c s , "  V i rg in i a  
Quar te r ly  Review 53(4) :  607-625, 1977; ~ u e c h t e r l e i n ,  "New P o l i t i c a l  Thinkers ,"  
Commentary 68(4):  74-79, October,  1979; I s i d o r e  S i l v e r ,  "What Flows from 

. Neo-conservatism," - The Nation 225: 44-51, J u l y  9, 1977; David Vogel, ' ' ~ u s i n e s s ' s  
'New Class '  S t rugg le , "  - The Nation 229: 609+, December 15 ,  1979. 



Contemporary conserva t i sm has  l a r g e l y  been .an  e f f o r t  t o  syn thes i ze  t h e s e  

two v e r y  d i f f e r e n t  k i n d s  of thought .  It has - sough t  t o  r o o t  i t s e l f  i n  both an 

, 
image of s o c i e t y  a s  t r a d i t i o n a l  community and a n  image of s o c i e t y  a s  a market. 

It 5s t h u s  i n h e r e n t l y  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  and confused.  (This  i s  n o t  ' to  say  t h a t  

contemporary conserva t i sm has  cornered . the  market i n  e i t h e r .  con t r ad i c t - i on  o r  

c o n f u s i o n , . b u t  merely t h a t  i t s  thinki*g i s  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by c e r t a i n . d i s t i n c t i v e  

ambigu i t i e s . )  To ca l l '  a contempoiary t h i n k e r  o r  i'dea "conser.vativel '  t hus  .denotes 

, ' .  no t  s'o much a coheren t  ph i lo soph ica l  o r  p o l i t i c a l  s t a n c e  a s  a d i s t i n c t i v e .  kind . ' 

a h .  

2 
b 

'of i n t e l l e c t u a l  confusion. 
. . 

- . The t h i r d  problem w i t h . t h e  term "neo-conservative" l i e s  i n  t h e  p r e f i x  

I f  -$ 

neo." Its placement b e f o r e  "conservat ive" i m p l i e s . e i t h e r  new pe r sons  o r  

new ideas .  I n  t h e  f i r s t  s ense ,  "neo" sugges t s  t h a t  persons  who were once 

something else ( l i b e r a l s ,  s o c i a l i s t s ,  e t c . )  have r e c e n t l y  changed t h e i r  

ou t look  and become conse rva t ives .  I n  f a c t ,  however most of t h e  t h i n k e r s  c a l l e d  

I I neo-conservat ives"  simply have not  changed t h e i r  b e l i e f s  ' a l l  . t h a t  much i n  t h e  

1 a s t . d e c a d e .  Some were .neve r . any th ing  but  c o n s e r v a t i v e s ;  o t h e r s  l e f t  t h e i r  
. . 

prog re s s ive  b e l i e f s  long ago. I n  t h e  second sense ,  "neo" imp l i e s  t h a t  t h e  

b e l i e f s  be ing  espoused somehow c o n s t i t u t e  a new kind of conse rva t ive  thought.  

There i s  some t r u t h  he re :  The i d e a s  of neo-conservat ives  - do d i f f e r  from those  

of rock-ribbed Republicanism, l a i s s e z - f a i r e  economics, o r  right-wing extremism. 

'They a r e  d i s t i n c t i v e .  " The ques t i on - . i s : ,  Is neo-conservatism r e , a l l y  enough of a 

new d e p a r t u r e  i n  conse rva t ive  t h ink ing  t o  .deserve a s p e c i a l  l a b e l ?  The use  of 

. . 
2 
For t h e  emergence of conservat ism a s  a r e s p o n s e . t o  t h e  French and I n d u s t r i a l  

Revolut ions and t o  t h e  Enlightenment,  s e e  Kar l  Mannheim, "Conservative Thought," 
p'p. 74-164 i n  Essays on Sociology - and Soc%al 'Psychology (New ~ o r ' k :  Oxford, 1953); 
Raymond Wil l iams,  c u l t u r e  and Soc i e ty  (New York: Harper and Row, 1958);  Robert 
Nisbe t ,  - The S o c i o l o g i c a l  T r a d i t i o n  (New York: Basic  Books, 1966). The t o r t u o u s  
q u a l i t y  of contemporary conservat ism has  been not.ed numerous t imes:  See S t e i n f e l s ;  
Samuel Hux, ."The Debr i s  of Ideas,." D i s sen t ,  Spr ing ,  1979, pp. 164-168; Sheldon 
Wolin, "The New Conservat:ives," -- New York Review .of Books 2'3(1), February 5, .1976.  -- 



t h e  s p e c i a l  l a b e l  b e g s t h e  ques t i on .  

I t  ~ e o - c o n s e r v a t i v e , "  i n  s h o r t ,  i s  a  t e r m  : f raught  .with ambigui ty ,  question-begging, 

a-nd more t h a n  a  t ouch .o f  polemic. A t  t h e  same t i m e ,  however, t h e  t e rm.has  a  cer-  

t a i n  cur rency ,  and t h e r e  i s  no b e t t e r .  one a t  hand. . More i inpor tan t ly ,  i t  does 

denote  something ve ry  r e a l .  I f  w e  do no t  worry abou t .  what t h e  l a b e l  "neo-conservative" 

means, i t  can be u s e f u l  t o ' d e s i g n a t e  a  d i s t i n c t  group of i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  We 

could j u s t  a s  e a s i l y  c a l l  them "horses" o r  ."group X. I '  

Who a r e  t h e  Neo-conservatives? --- 

 h he t e r m  "neo-conservative" can be employed i n  a ,  reasonably  c o n s i s t e n t ,  

a c c u r a t e  way; t o  d e s i g n a t e  t h e  fo l lowing:  (.I) a set of i n t e r r e l m e d  j o u r n a l s ,  

th ink- tanks ,  .and o r g a n i z a t i o n s ,  ( 2 )  t h e  ' i n t e l l e c t u a l s  a t t ached  t o ' t h e s e ,  

(3) t h e  shared sen t iments  t h a t  bind them t o g e t h e r ,  and u l t i m a t e l y  (4) one s i d e  . 

of a  ve ry  r e a 1 , s p l i t  i n  t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  world.  

The j o u r n a l s  i nc lude  The Pub l i c  I n t e r e s t ,  founded i h  1965 by Daniel  B e l l  

and I r v i n g  K r i s t o l  ( t h e  l a t t e r  a  former e d i t o r  of Encounter and Commentary) and 

c u r r e n t l y  e d i t e d  by K r i s t o l  and Nathan Glazer ;  Commentary; publ ished by t h e  

American Jewish Committee and e d i t e d  by Norman Podhoretz;  and Pub l i c  op in ion ,  

. . publ i shed  by t h e  American E n t e r p r i s e  I n s t i t u t e  and e d i t e d  by Seymour Martin 

L i p s e t  and Ben Wattenberg. The t h i n k  t a n k s  i n c l u d e  t h e  Hoover I n s t i t u t i o n  a t  

S t a n f o r d ' U n i v e r s i t y  and t h e  A m e r i ~ a n ' E n t e ~ p r i s e  I n s t i t u t e  (AEI)  i n  Washington, D.C. 

Among the.  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  a r e  t h e  c o a l i t i o n  f o r  a  Democratic Ma jo r i t y ,  which 

began a s  an  anti-McGovern group i n  t h e  Democratic P a r t y ,  and i ts  o f f s h o o t ,  t h e  

Committee on t h e  P re sen t  Danger (CPD), t h e  major and most e f f e c t i v e  proponent 

of a r e t u r n  t o  a  "hard-line" f o r e i g n  pol icy .  Commentary i s  o f t e n  regarded a s  a  

3  
major mouthpiece : fo r  t h e  CPD. 

. 3 ~ e e  S t e i n t e l s  f o r  a  d e t a i l e d  anatomy. of t h e  neo-conservat ive world.  O n  t h e .  
CPD, see Alan Wolfe and J e r r y  Sanders ,  "Resurgent Cold War Ideology:  The Case of 
t h e  committee on t h e  p re sen t  Danger," pp. 41-75 i n  Richard R.  Fagen ( ed . ) ,  
Capi ta l i sm and t h e  S t a t e  i n  U. S. -Lat in  ~ r n e r i c a  Re la t i ons (S tan fo rd ,  1979) ---- - 



There i s  cons ide rab le  ove r l ap  of pers.onnel among a l l  t h e s e  i n s t i t u t i o n s .  

Indeed, t h e  persons who have been i d e n t i f i e d  most prominently a s  neo-conservatives 

a r e  p r e c i s e l y  those  whose names r e c u r  most o f t e n  i n  t h e s e  j o u r n a l s ,  t h i n k  

t anks ,  and o rgan iza t ions .  I n  a  -1980 a r t i c l e ,  f o r  example, I r v i n g  K r i s t o l  

i d e n t i f i e d  himself and t h e  fo l lowing  persons a s  t hose  most o f t e n  c a l l e d  

neo-conservat ives:  ~ l a z e r ,  ~ o d h o r e t z ,  L i p s e t ,  Daniel  P a t r i c k  Moynihan, Samuel 

Huntington, James Q.  Wilson, Edward Banf ie ld ,  Robert Nisbe t ,  Roger . S t a r r y  and 

'Aaron Wildavsky. 

K r i s t o l ,  Glazer ,  s t a i r ,  Wilson, .and Moynihan (along wi th  Daniel  Be l l )  a r e  

a l l  e i t h e r  e d i t o r s  o r  members of t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  committee:of The .Pub l i c  I n t e r e s t .  
T 

Kris to l , .  Glazer ,  Moynihan, B e l l ,  Huntington, L ipse t ,  Wildavsky, Nisbe t ,  

.and Wilson a l l  con t r ibu ted  t o  t h a t  j o u r n a l ' s  F a l l ,  1975 B icenn ten ia1 , i s sue .  
' .  

1 

K r i s t o l ,  Nisbe t ,  Wildavsky, and Glazer a l l  provided a r t i c l e s  f o r  t h e  Hoover 

~ ~ s t i t u t i o n ' s  r e c e n t  vbluhe,  -- The Third Century, which was e d i t e d  by L ipse t .  

K r i s t o l  and L ipse t  a r e  both on t h e  e d i t o r i a l  board of Pub l i c  Opinion, whi le  

' Nisbet  and. Wilson a r e  members of A E I ' s  Council  of Academic Advisers .  Podhoretz 

i s  a  major f i g u r e  i n  CPD. 
' 

This  naming of names  i s  no t  mearit t o  b e  exhaus t ive ;  it merely i l l u s t r a t e s  

t h a t  t h e  term "neo-conservative' '  can be  used t o  r e f e r  t o  a  d i s t i n c t  c l u s t e r  

of i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  ' ' 

The neo-conservat ives  may n.ot ag ree  on every i s s u e ;  on t h e  most 'general  

l e v e l  t hey  o f t e n  s t a r t  from very  d i f f e r e n t  ph i lo soph ica l  a s suqp t ions  and images 

of s o c i e t y ;  and they  may no t  regard e a c h - o t h e r  a s  members of a  d i s t i n c t  group. 

What they  do sha re ,  however, i s  a  f e e l i n g  t h a t  t hey  a r e  pursu ing  a  common goal. 

and f i g h t i n g  common enemies. The enemies a r e  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  v a r i o u s  ways-- 

t h e  New L e f t ,  t h e  c o u n t e r c u l t u r e ,  t h e  New Clas s ,  t h e  adversary  c u l t u r e .  



1.n effect,.neo-conservatives occupy one s i d e  of  a  sha rp  s p l i t  i n  t h e  

i n t e l l e c t u a l  world,  and t h e i r  perceived enemies t h e  o t h e r  s i d e .  Th i s  s p l i t  

has  probably e x i s t e d  a t  lea'st s i n c e  t h e  days  of  McCarthyism, but  i t  was 

given new l i f e  and con ten t  by t h e  anti-war movement and t h e  coun te rcu l tu re .  

~eo -cbnse rva t i s rn  i s  a  r e a c t i o n  t o  t h e  and c u l t u r a l  r ad i ca l i sm of 

t h e  1960s,  whose handiwork neo-conservat ives  s t i l l  see everywhere--in.a p a c i f i s t  

f o r e i g n  p o l i c y ,  t h e  decay of family and r e l i g i o n ,  a  pe rvas ive  d i s t r u s t  of 

c a p i t a l i s m ,  and above a l l ,  t h e  adversary  o r i e n t a t i o n  of t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  world,. 

The u l t i m a t e  va lue  of t h e  term "neo-conservative" i s  t h a t  i t  c a l l s  a t t e n t i o n  

t o  t h i s  s p l i t  i n  t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  world. Spend some t i m e  r ead ing  t h e  -- New York 
-, 

Review -- of Books o r  any o t h e r  l e f t - l i b e r a l  p u b l i c i t i o n ,  t hen  t u r n  t o  Commentary. 
- .  

O r ' g o  i n  t h e  oppos i t e  d i r e c t i o n ,  i f '  you p r e f e r .  What f o r  one s i d e  i s  day, 

f o r  t h e  o t h e r  s i d e  is  n i g h t .  What t h e  one p r a i s e s ;  t h e  o t h e r  b u r i e s  i n  

obloquy and sarcasm. Everything t h a t  one s i d e  t a k e s b f o r  g ran t ed ,  t h e  o t h e r  

s i d e  r e j e c t s .  There a r e  indeed two very  d i f f e r e n t  and opposed i n t e l l e c t u a l  

worlds--whatever w e  choose t o  c a l l  them. 

What Neo-conservatives Bel ieve  

Neo-conservatives tend t o  ag ree  on c e r t a i n  g e n e r a l  i s s u e s  and themes. 
4  

(1) There is  guarded suppor t  f o r  c a p i t a l i s m  and the-market--not  t h e  Milton 

Friedman enthusiasm, bu t  a  measured j.udgment t h a t  c a p i t a l i s m  i s  t h e  b e s t  of 

e x i s t i n g  a l t e r n a t i v e s .  "The l a s t ,  b e s t  hope o f .  hum&ity a t  t h i s  t i m e , "  s ays  

K r i s t o l ,  "is an i n t e l l e c t u a l l y  and .mora l ly  r e i n v i g o r a t e d  l i b e r a l  capitali,sm." 

4 ~ h e  fo l lowing  d i s c u s s i o n  draws on ~ t e i n f e l k ;  N u e c h t e r l e i n ,  1977 and 
197 9  ; and K r i s t o l ,  "The ~ e a i  ~eo-conkervat ism," San ~ r a n c i s c o  Chronic le  , 

. . - 
March 1, 1980. 



2. Economic growth is regarded as the sine qua non for all that is good 

and distinctive in American society--individual freedom, social mobility, 

political democracy,=and lack of major social conflict. 

3. Neo=conservatives are opposed to big government. Although they believe 

that the state should maintain a minimum of social welfare and elevate public 

morals, they argue that government in American society has overextended itself 

and needs to be cut back. In general, their view of politics is rigorously .- 

anti-utopian and anti-rationalist: They see the proper activity of government 

as tending the status quo, not attempting to create a perfect society from an 

abstract blueprint. 

4. Neo-conservatives support a harddine foreign policy focused on the 

Soviet threat and a greater defense effort. 

5. They favor family, religion, the work ethic, and "traditional values." 

6. They oppose what they see as a cultural drift to hedoism and an emphasis 

on self-realization--the "counterculture" and the "me generation." 

7. Neo-conservatives support equal opportunity, but oppose equality of 

results, as a social goal. The pursuit of equality of results, they,-argue, 

requires massive government action and ultimately leads to the undermining of 

liberty and mentocracy. 

8. The United States, neo-conservatives believe, is undergoing a crisis 

of authority, in which established institutions (capitalism, family, church, 

political parties, universities, etc.) are losing their legitimacy and autonomy 

and in which much of what they value is being undermined. 

9. Neo-conservatives blame this crisis of authority in virtually all its 

dimensions on intellectuals and the "New Class" of college-educated professionals 

and white-collar workers trained by intellectuals. Intellectuals, it is argued, 



have always had an "adversary culture'' critical of modern society, and they 

have taught this culture to the growing New Class. This class has thus developed 

a bias against American society, and through its control of the media and the 

universities has made the adversary culture dominant. At the same time, this 

New Class has pushed an ever growing role for government as a way of advancing 

its own interests against those of established elites. It has come to dominate 

American society. 

The intellectuals, the New Class, and the adversary culture are the enemies 

against which the neo-conservatives see themselves as doing battle. The belief 

that this New Class now dominates American society accounts for the characteristic 

tone of new-conservative writing--a sense of an adversary stance against an 

entrenched foe. What effect the recent Republican electoral victories will have 

on this self-image and tone remains to be seen. 

Studying Neo-conservative Positions 

Having discussed who the neo-conservatives are and what they believe, we 

can turn to their analysis of affirmative action and nuclear energy. In 

surveying their discussion of these issues, we should keep these three questions 

in mind: First, what specific stand is taken on each issue and what specific 

arguments are used to support this stand? Second, to what extent are the stand 

and the supporting arguments framed by a coherent set of general neo-conservative 

themes? In other words, how "ideological" are the neo-conservative stands? 

Third, to what extent are the neo-conservative positions expressed in highly 

compacted phrases or figures of speech? That is, how "poetic" are their stands? 

To get a representative sampling of new-conservative thinking on affirmative 

action and nuclear energy, I read every article on the topics.(and relevant letters 

to the editors) since 1975 in Commentary, the Public Interest, Public Opinion (begun 



t h r e e h a v e . b e e n  i d e n t i f i e d  a s  neo-conservat ive j o u r n a l s .  The l a s t  i s  t h e  

. p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h e  Her i t age  Foundation, a  New Right t h i n k  t ank  founded by . 

.Paul Weyrich w i t h  Coors money. I n  i t s  pages,  one f i n d s  neo-conservat ive and 
. . 

New Right w r i t e r s  s i d e  by s i d e .  I t s ' S p r i n g ,  1980 i s s u e ,  f o r  example, contained 

a r t i c l e s  on a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  by an  a s s i s t a n t  ed i t 'o r  of P u b l i c  Opinion and 

,by a  n a t i o n a l  f e l l o w  a t  t h e  Hoover I n s t i t u t i o n  a s  w e l l  a s  by New Right  Senator  

O r r i n .  Hatch. 

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e s e  a r t i c l e s ,  I a l s o  examined Nathan G l a z e r ' s  c l a s s i c  '" 

s tudy ,  Af f i rma t ive .  Discrimination (19.75), which examines p r e f e r e n t i a l  h i r i n g ,  

busing,  and i n t e g r a t e d  housing.  I found no comparable book by4a major neo-con- 

5 
s e r v a t i v e  au tho r  on nuc l ea r  power. 

REVERSE DISCRIMINATION 

Neo-conservatives vehemently oppose a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n ,  a s  they  conceive 

i t .  Nathan G l a z e r ' s  summary 'of h i s  own arguments i n  Af f i rma t ive  Discr imina t ion  
. . 

adequate ly  c a p t u r e s  most bf t h e  neo-conservat ive case: 

I have desc r ibed  t h e  development of a f f i r m a t i v e - a c t i o n  i n t o  requi remfnts  
f o r .  even s t a t i s t i c a l  d i s t r i b u t i o n  i n  employment and educa t ion  and t h e  
t h r e a t  of  such a  development i n  housing. Many a s s e r t  t h a t  t h i s  

: development i s  e s s e n t i a l  i f  t h e  promise of r e a l  freedom and e q u a l i t y  
f o r  Blacks and o t h e r  American mino r i t y  groups i s  t o  be  f u l f i l l e d .  
I have argued. i n  each  c a s e  t h a t  equa l  oppor tun i ty ,  n o t  even s t a t i s t i c a l  
d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  i s  t h e  proper  o b j e c t i v e  of p u b l i c  p o l i c y . .  That argument 
c a n  be made on c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  grounds ... It can be made on pragmatic 
.g.rounds, f o r  Blacks made r e a l  and s u b s t a n t i a l  and permanent advances 
w h i l e  equa l  o p p o r t u n i t y ,  -supplemented by a f f i rmat i 've  a c t i o n  f o r  equa l  
oppor tun i ty ,  was s t i l l  t h e  main t h r u s t  of p u b l i c  p o l i c y .  .And t h a t  
argument can a l s o  be made on p o l i t i c a l  grounds: t h a t  e q u a l  oppor tun i ty  
r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  b roades t  consensus p o s s i b l e  i n  a  m u l t i e t h n i c  and y e t  
h igh ly  i n t e g r a t e d  s o c i e t y ,  and t h a t  t h i s  consensus would be broken 
i f  requi rements  f o r  s t a t i s t i c a l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  were t o  become a  
permanent p a r t  of  American law and p u b l i c  po l icy .  (1975: 168-169.) 

5 ~ e e  t h e  Appendix f o r  a  f u l l  l i s t  of a r t i c l e s  on a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  and 
. . 

nuc lea r  power. 



What is "Af f irmat ive Act ion"? -- 

The neo-conservative argument is rooted in a distinctive set of assumptions 

about what current U.S. civil rights policy is: Their assessment about what ought 

to be (or ought not to be) is based on a specific conception of what is. This - 

conception is one that liberals or radicals would hardly share. 

Consider the pivotal phrase from the just cited passage: "...equal 

opportunity, not even statistical distribution, is the proper objective of public 

policy." Hidden in this prescriptive statement are three crucial assumptions of 

fact: (1) Equality of results (even statistical representation) and equal 

opportunity are different, even antithetical, societal goals. (2) U.S. civil 

rights policy as now constituted seeks to establish equality, not equal 

opportunity. (3) Affirmative action means the enactment of quotas overt or c 

covert in hiring and admissions to reach that goal. 

More precisely, neo-conservatives believe that in the early 1970s, 

government policy moved from the simple effort to eradicate discrimination in 

hiring and admissions (iie., to insure equal opportunity) to the pursuit of 

outright equality (statistically proportional representation of minorities in 

jobs and schools).~~~To be sure, there was no official change in policy, no new 

laws or executive orders, no innovative court decisions (prior to Bakke). What 

happened instead was a change in the meaning of certain basic terms in the 

regulations of federal civil rights agencies. 

(1) Unequal statistical representation of a minority group on a job or 

in educational programs was taken as proof of prior discrimination against that 

group by the employer or the educator. The burden was then placed on the 

latter to demonstrate a lack of prior discrimination. Because this is difficult 

to do, what happened was that discrimination (unequal opportunity) was effectively 



f 

. ' r edeTined  a s  l a c k  of s t a t i s t i c a l  p a r i t y  ( i n e q u a l i t y ) .  

(2) "Aff i rmat ive  ac t ion"  o r i g i n a l l y  ineant making a  s p e c i a l  . i f f  o r t  t o  
. . 

r e c r u i t  and t r a i n  i n d i v i d u a l s  from p rev ious ly  excluded groups. (The term f i r s t  

, 
appea r s  i n . P r e s i d . e n t  ~ o h n s o n ' s  Execut ive Order 11246, w h e r e . i t  i s  r equ i r ed  

on ly  of employers holding f e d e r a l  c o n t r a c t s . )  Proof t h a t  an  employer o r  

educa to r  was doing t h i s  e f f e c t i v e l y ,  however, became whether o r  no t  c e r t a i n  

h i r i n g . o r  admissions goa l s  were f i l l e d .  A s  a r e s u l t ,  a f f h n a t i v e  came t o  

mean t h a t  a  set propor t ion  of j obs  and admissions went t o  m i n o r i t i e s .  

( 3 )  A l l  requirements  f o r  employment, i n c l u d i n g  educa t iona l  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  

and test  s c o r e s ,  w e r e  assumed t o  be d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  i f  t hey  l e d  t o  t h e  less --. 
- t h a n  p r o p o r t i o n a l  h i r i n g  o r  admission of mino r i t 2e s .  The burden of proof 

a g a i n  l a y  w i t h  t h e  employer. I r -Pp rac t i ce , i t  t a k e s  cons ide rab l e  e f f o r t  t o  

v a l i d a t e  a test o r  c r e d e n t i a l  requirement ,  and t h u s  t h e  p re s su re  was simply 

t o  drop  them i f  t hey  were cha l lenged .  

(4)  E s t a b l i s h i n g  h i r i n g  . o r ' admis s ions  quo ta s  has  become t h e  on ly  

r e a l i s t i c  way f o r  employers o r .  schools  t o . g u a r a n t e e  t h a t  t hey  w i l l  n o t  be 

charged w i t h  d i s c r imina t ion .  

The Neo-conservative C r i t i q u e  - 

The neo-conservat ive c a s e  a g a i n s t  a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  emerges from t h i s  

n o t i o n  of  what t h e  c u r r e n t  s t a t e  of a f f a i r s  is .  Aff i rmat ive  a c t i o n  i s  s a i d  
. . 

t o  be i l l o g i c a l ,  immoral,. i l l e g a l ,  unnecessary and counterproduct ive ,  extreme'ly 

unpopular; and conducive t o  governmental tyranny.  Let  u s  look a t  each of 

t h e s e  arguments.  

(1) I l l o g i c a l .  The t ransformat ion  of  di ' scr iminat ion.  i n t o  unequal s t a t i s t i c a l  

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  of equa l  oppor tun i ty  i n t o  e q u a l i t y ,  and o f . a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  

' . i n t o  quo ta s  i s  simp1y.a sneaky process  of  word p o l i t i c s :  Words w i th  one . 

meaning a r e .  s u r r e p t  i t  i hous ly  given ano the r ,  q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  meaning, whi le  



keeping t h e i r  o r i g i n a l  p o s i t i v e  p o l i t i c a l -  connota t ions .  The changes, however, 

do not  make sense.  I n e q u a l i t y  i s  - not.synonymous wi th  d i sc r imina t ion .  

Discr imina t ion ,  i n  f a c t ,  i s  . n o t  - t h e  c a u s e ,  of a l l  s t a t i s t i c a l  under representa t ion  

of m i n o r i t i e s  i n . h i r i n g  and admissions. P r e f e r e n t i a l  h i r ing /admiss ions  t h e r e f o r e  
. . 

a r e  - not  . a p p r o p r i a t e  f o r  remedying a l l  c a s e s  of s t a t i s t i c a l  : unde r rep ie sen ta t ion .  

A s  Thomas Sowell p u t s  i t ,  t h e  not ion  " t h a t  t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  ' r e p r e s e n t a t i o n '  of 

a  group--in j obs ,  schools ,  e t c .  --shows and measures d i sc r imina t ion"  i s  "today 's  

grand f a l l a c y  about r a c e  and e t h n i c i t y "  and t h e  "noble l i e  of our  time." (1978: 39) 

sowel l  t hus  draws a n  analogy between t h e  n o t i o n  t h a t  s t a t i s t i c a l  underrepresen- 

t a t i o n  imp l i e s  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  and such p a s t  "grand f a l l a c i e s "  a s  t h e  idea  t h a t  
--, 

Blacks a r e  b i o l o g i c a l l y  i n f e r i o r .  . . 

(2)  Immoral. The u s e  of w o t a s  t o  i n s u r e  p ropor t iona l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  

i s  immoral: It v i o l a t e s  t h e  bas i c  American v a l u e s  of ind iv idua l i sm and 

meritocracy--the r i g h t  t o  be t r e a t e d  by t h e  law a s  an i n d i v i d u a l  (not a s  t h e  

member of a  group) and t h e  r i g h t  t o  be eva lua ted  f o r  j obs  and school  admissilons 

on one ' s  mer i t s .  I n  so  doing,  it a l s o  undermines what Glazer (1975) c a l l s  t h e  

11 American e t h n i c  consensus." This  consensus, which came i n t o  i t s  own only  i n  

t h e  mid-1960s, s t r e s s e s  t h a t  t h e i r  ought t o  be no l e g a l  o r  p o l i t i c a l  r ecogn i t i on  

of r a c e / e t h n i c i t y ,  t h a t  persons have t h e  r i g h t  t o  be judged a s  i n d i v i d u a l s ,  and 

t h a t  ind iv . idua ls  n e v e r t h e l e s s  a r e .  f r e e  t o  i d e n t i f y  w i th  and main ta in  d i s t i n c t  

e t h n i c  c u l t u r e s .  . .  

The immorality of a f f i r m a t i v e . a c t i o n  i s  t h e  very  g u t s  of  t h e  neo-conservatiye 
. . 

, c a s e  and thus  e l i c i t s  t h e  most pungent, p i t h y ,  and powerful language. Aff i rmat ive  

a c t i o n  i s  cha rac t e r i zed  as "a£ f  i rma t ive  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  ," (Glazer ,  1975) " r6verse  

d i sc r imina t ion , "  (Adelson, 1978) and " r eve r se  Nurembergism" o r  "benign Nuremberg 

laws." (Glazer ,  1978) Each of t h e s e  ph rases  draws an  i m p l i c i t  analogy between 

a £  f  i rma t ive  a c t i o n  and some h ighly  repugnant i n s t a n c e  of racism. O r  'consider  



t h e  fo l lowing:  

But what canriot be ,  and should no t  be ,  countenanced i s  th ink ing  i n  
blood. (Bennet t  and Eas t land ,  1978: 34) 

- 
The v i l l a i n - - h e r e  /The Weber case-/, i n  Bakke, wherever i t  r a i s e s  i t s  
head--is p r e f e r e n c e  by r ace .  .(Cohen, 1979a: .52)  . 

T.h& s a c r i f i c e  of fundamental i n d i v i d u a l  r i g h t s  cannot  be  j u s t i f i e d  by 
t h e  d e s i r e  t o  advance t h e  well-being of any e t h n i c  (Cohen, 1979a: 44) 

(3 )  I l l e g a l .  The law f a i t h f u l l y  upholds  basic-American va lues :  No 

s t a t u t e  r e q u i r e s  e i t h e r  p r o p o r t i o n a l  s t a t i s t i c a l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o r  t h e  use  of 

quotas .  Indeed bo th  t h e  Four teen th  Amendment and t h e  1964 C i v i l .  Rights  Act 

e x p l i c i t l y  f o r b i d  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  by r a c e  under  any . circumstances.  . The c i v i l  

R igh t s  Act s p e c i f i e s  p r e f e r e n t i a 1 , ' t r e a t m e n t  by r a c e  on ly  when & s p e c i f i c  

employer o r  educa tor  is  g u i l t y  of p r i o r  d i s c r imina t ion '  and then only  f o r  t hose  
P 

i n d i v i d u a l s  who were t h e  a c t u a l  v ic t ims .  and o n l y  when no o t h e r  remedy i s  

a v a i l a b l e .  P r e s i d e n t  Johnson 's  Execut ive Order 11246 r e q u i r e s  employers 

ho ld ing  f e d e r a l  c o n t r a c t s  t o  engage i n  a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n ,  but  on ly  t o  t h e  

e x t e n t  of a c t i v e l y  seek ing  out ,  q u a l i f i e d  mino r i t y  cand ida t e s .  It i s  c l e a r l y  

unlawful  t o  g i v e  a  r a c i a l - g r o u p  a s  a  whole a  g e n e r a l  p r e f e r ence  because of 
,- 

widespread p a s t  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n :  " I n j u r i e s  a r e  s u f f e r e d  i n  f a c t ,  cla'ims made 

and burdens c a r r i e d ,  by i n d i v i d u a l  persons."  (Cohen, 1979a: 44) The emergence. 

of equa l  s t a t i s t i c a l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  and quo ta s  i s  t h e  work of n e i t h e r  t h e  

Congress nor  t h e  Cour t s ,  bu t  of b u r e a u c r a t i c  agenc i e s  l i k e  t h e  Equal Employment 

Oppor tun i t i e s  Commission. (As w e  s h a l l  see, t h e  Bakke and ~ e b e r  d e c i s i o n s  

r e q u i r e  neo-conservat ives  t o  modify t h e i r  l e g a l  argument.)  

(4)  Unproductive - and Unnecessary. Af f i rma t ive  a c t i o n ,  neo-conservat ives  

a d d , . i s  n e i t h e r  necessary  nor  u s e f u l  i n  promoting mino r i t y  advancement. Blacks 

have made con .s iderab le  p rog re s s  without  i t .  It does  n o t  r e a l l y  he lp  Blacks 

ve ry  much: It does  no th ing  f o r  t h e  poor .Blacks  who need he lp  most; and i t  

adds 1 i t t l e . t o  o v e r a l l  Black employment, s i n c e  i t  mainly moves i n d i v i d u a l s  



up a  no t ch  from a lesser j o b  o r  school  t o ' a  b e t t e r '  one. Aff i rmat ive  a c t i o n ,  

moreover, may be p o s i t i v e l y  harmful t o  Blacks:  It p l a c e s  t h e  stigma of 

unearned p r i v i l e g e  on a l l  Black achievement;. and i t  t e n d s  t o  e l e v a t e  
. - 

i n d i v i d u a l s  who would have done w e l l  a t  one l e v e l  t o  a  j ob  o r  school  where 

- 7 

t hey  a r e  l i k e l y  t o  f a i l .  

(.5) .Unpopular. Aff i rmat ive  a c t i o n  programs, neo-conservat ives  a rgue ,  

a r e  s o  overwhelmingly unpopular w i th  t h e  m a j o r i t y  of -Amer icans  t h a t  t h e y .  

t h r e a t e n . m a j o r  s o c i a l  c o n f l i c t .  Sowell warns a g a i n s t  l e t t i n g  "emotional ly  ., 

combust ible  m a t e r i a l s  accumulate from i l l -conce ived  s o c i a l  experiments." (1978: 43) 

Overwhelming White r e j e c t i o n .  of ' a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n ,  however, does no t  imply 
-I 

racism. ' I n  f a c t ,  " a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  can be  viewed a s  a  s u b j e c t  n o t  concerned 

w i t h  race ."  (Sacke t t ,  1980: 22) .$White a t t i t u d e - s  toward m i n o r i t i e s  a r e  g e n e r a l l y  

p o s i t i v e ,  and they  approve of -  an t i -d i s c r imina t ion  laws ,  compensatory t r a i n i n g ,  

'and even a modicum of s p e c i a l  cons ide ra t i on .  What t h e y . r e j e c t  i s  only  o u t r i g h t  

p r e f e r ence ,  n o t  a l l  programs aimed a t  overcoming a legacy  of d i s c r imina t ion .  

The i r  s t and  i s  rooted  not  i n  racism,  but  i n  t h e . b a s i c  American va lues  of 

i nd iv idua l i sm and meri tocracy. .  

These f i n d i n g s  r e f u t e  claims. t h a t  when w h i t e s  r e j e c t  quotas  t hey  a r e .  
r e j e c t i n g  a l l  forms of s p e c i a 1 , t r e a t m e n t  o r  compensatory a c t i o n  f o r  
m i n o r i t i e s .  C l e a r l y ,  a  m a j o r i t y  of  wh i t e s  are w i l l i n g  t o  endorse 
' s p e c i a l  cons ide ra t i on '  of r a c e  a s  a  f a c t o r  i n  h i r i n g  and admissions 
and t o  approve of 'p rograms which channel  r e s o u r c e s  t o '  s p e c i f i c  
r a c i a l  m i n o r i t i e s .  But they  draw t h e  l i n e  a t  a b s o l u t e  prefe rence .  

( L i p s e t  and Schneider ,  1978: 43) 

Indeed, i n  response  t o  some survey  i tems ,  Blacks t o o  r e j e c t  "abso lu te  preference."  

T h i s  a n a l y s i s  'of White response t o  a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  i s  typical .  of 

t h e  neo-conservat ive assessment of American p u b l i c  op in ion  i n  gene ra l .  On 

every i s s u e  ( a £  f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n ,  nuc l ea r  power, economic growth, . b ig  government), 

neo-conservat i v e s  t r y  t o  demonstrate  a middle-of -the-road consensus t h a t  



d e c i s i v e l y  r e j e c t s  r a d i c a l  l i b e r a l i s m  without  s t r a y i n g  too  f a r  t o  t h e  r i g h t .  

They t r y  t o  show, i n  o t h e r  words, . t h a t  t h e i r  own neo-conservat ive s t a n c e  on 
. . 

an i s s u e  c a p t u r e s  t h e  i nchoa t e  sen t iments  of  t h e  m a j o r i t y  of .Americans.  Americans 

t h u s  r e j e c t  t h e  r a d i c a l  program of a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n ,  but s t i l l  suppor t  t h e  

g o a l  of r a c i a 1 , j u S t i c e .  They r e j e c t ' t h e  " c u l t  of t h e  an t i -nuc l ea r , "  but  

t h e y  support  s t r i n g e n t ,  r e s p o n s i b l e  government r e g u l a t i o n  of nuc l ea r  power. 

They oppose b ig ,  i n e f f i c i e n t  government, bu t  support  a  range  of  l e g i t i m a t e  

government programs. They r e j e c t  a  no-growth f u t u r e ,  but  a r e  n o t  w i l l i n g  t o  ... 

s a c r i f i c e  every th ing  t o  economic growth. 
6  

(6)  Bureaucra t ic  Tyranny. Aff i rmat ive  a c t i o n  n e c e s s a r i l y  means bureau- .'\ 
c r a t i c  ty ranny ,  t h e  neo-conservat ives  argue.  It imposes huge amounts 'of 

r e d t a p e  on employers and school's?; i t  g i v e s  f e d e r a l  agenc i e s  iriimense power ,over 

a  whole range of s o c i a 1 , d e c i s i o n s ;  and i t  c e n t r a l i z e s  power and pre-empts 

l o c a l  c o n t r o l .  It t r e a t s  people  " l i k e  ches s  p i e c e s  on a  board." (Sowell ,  1978: 43) 

The tyranny  i s  exacer.bated by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  o f t e n  seeks  t o  

do t h e  impossible:  I n  t h e  c a s e  of admission t o  p r o f e s s i o n a l  and gradua te  

s c h o o l s ,  f o r  example, t h e  pool  of  q u a l i f i e d ,  bu t . ove r looked ,  mino r i t y  cand ida t e s  

i s  ve ry  small'. The p roces s  of  q u o t a - f i l l i n g  t h u s  becomes never-ending a s  . 

t hose  admit ted under a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  f a i l  i n ' l a r g e  numbers. A t  t h e  same 

t i m e ,  admissions o f f i c e r s  must prove t o  t h e  government t h a t  t h e i r  a f f i r m a t i v e  . 

a c t i o n  programs a r e  i n  f a c t  working. T h e . r e s u l t  i s  immense amounts of hypocrisy 

and d u p l i c i t y .  

6 ~ e e  Mark A. Schulman, "The Impact of Three Mile I s l a n d , "  Pub l i c  Opinion 
2(3):, 7-9, June / Ju ly ,  1979; E v e r e t t  C a r l 1  Ladd, j r . ,  -- et  a l . ,  "The P o l l s :  
Taxing and Spending," P u b l i c  Opinion Quar t e r ly  43(1): .126-135, Spr ing ,  1979; - 
Ladd, "New D iv i s ions  i n  U.  S. P o l i t i c s , "    or tune 99: 88-92+, March 26, 1979; 
Seymour Martin L ipse t  and E a r l  Raab, "The Message of P ropos i t i on  13 , "  Commentary 
66(3):  42-46, September, 1978; E d i t o r ' s  Report ,  "American A t t i t u d e s  on Growth 
and Taxes," Pub l i c  Opinion 3 (4 ) :  8-12, 57, A u g u s t / ~ e ~ t e m b e r ,  1980. (Ladd does 

- t h e  pub l i c  op in ion  p o l l  roundup f o r  Pub l i c  Opinion.) 



The V i l l a i n s  of t h e  P i ece  . . - --- 

I f  a f f  i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  i s  such an ,  unmit igated - d i s a s t e r  on a l l  coun t s ,  

why does  i t  con t inue  t o  e x i s t ?  Neo-conservatives i a y  t h e  blame f o r  a f f i r m a t i v e  

a c t i o n  a t  t h e - f e e t  of t h e  New Class--or more s p e c i f i c a l l y ,   bureaucrat.^. 

Af f i rma t ive  a c t i o n  has  been pushed by bu reauc ra t s ;  it  r e f l e c t s  t h e i r  d i s t i n c t i v e  

m e n t a l i t y ;  and i t  u l t i m a t e l y . b e n e f i t s  them a lone .  

We have h e r e  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  mindset of t h e  New C-lass 'of foundat ion 
execut ives ' ,  u n i v e r s i t y  p r e s i d e n t s ,  .bureaucra t s ,  and p u b l i c i s t s  who 
simply cannot  b r i n g  themselves t o  understand t h a t  good t h i n g s  can 
happen wi thout  t h e  b e n e f i t  of t h e i r  i n t e r v e n t i o n .  (Adelson, 1978: 27) .' 

C e r t a i n l y ,  t h e  c l e a r e s t  cont inu ing  b e n e f i c i a r i e s  a r e .  t h e  bu reauc ra t s  
who acqu i r ed  power, a p p r o p r i a t i o n s ,  and p u b l i c i t y  from t h e i r  a c t i v i t i e s ,  
and who -have s t r e t c h e d  t h e  - l a w  f a r  beyond any Congress iona l  i n t e n t .  
Nothing i n  t h e  'C iv i l  ~ i ~ h t s  Acts o r  t ' he 'Execut ive .Orders  a u t h o r i z e s  
quo ta s  by any name, and both  t h e  ~ o n ~ r e s s i o n a l  d e b a t e s  and t h e  s p e c i f i c .  
language of t h e  law forbid*.them. B u t . t h e  bo ldness  o f . t h e  v a r i o u s  
agenc i e s  who i n t e r p r e t  and adminis te r  ' a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n l , . a n d  t h e  
r e l u c t a n c e  of c o u r t s  t o  o v e r r u l e  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agenc i e s ,  ha s  permit ted 
t h e  growth of a n . a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  empire s e r v i n g  i t s e l f  i n  t h e  name of 
s e rv ing  t h e  disadvantaged.  (Sowell, 1976: 64-65) 

. . Bakke 

The Bakke d e c i s i o n  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  a l t e r e d  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f . c i v i l  

r i g h t s  law in a  way t h a t  neo-conservat ives  f i n d  worrisome. Al lan  Bakke had 

sued t h e  medical  school  a t  t h e  .Univers i ty -  of C a l i f o r n i a  a t  Davis on t h e  

grounds t h a t  i t s  program s e t t i n g  a s i d e  a p ropor t i on  of p l a c e s  i n  i t s  e n t e r i n g  

c l a s s  f o r  m i n o r i t i e s  d i s c r imina t ed  a g a i n s t  him. By a  5 -4 -vo te ,  t h e  U.S. 

supreme Court ru l ed  t h e  Davis program i l l e g a l  because i ts  u s e  of r a c e  a s  

t h e  f a c t o r  i n  'de te rmin ing  .a c e r t a i n  of  admissions '  was u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  - 

a n d ' i l l e g a l .  A t  t h e  same t i m e ,  aga in  by a  5-4 v o t e ,  t h e  Court a l s o  ru l ed  t h a t  

' r a c e  may s t i l l  be  used a s  - a  f a c t o r  i n  admissions.  J u s t i c e  Powel l ' s  p i v o t a l  

d e c i s i o n  (he voted wi th  both m a j o r i t i e s ) ' a r g u e d  t h a t  r a c e  a long  wi th  a  v a r i e t y  

of  o t h e r  f a c t o r s  may be  taken  i n t o  account t o  c r e a t e  a  d i v q r s e  s t u d e n t  body. 



The admissions.program of. Harvard College was he ld  up a s  an example. 

~ n ' e f f e c t ,  what t h e  Court d id  was s a n c t i o n  p r e f e r e n t i a l  minor i ty  

admissions i n s t i t u t e d  without government mandate and without  any claim of 

p r i o r  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n . .  This 'was  unprecedented, and neo-conservat ives  were 

uncomfortable w i t h  i t .  The September, 1978 i s s u e  of Commentary c a r r i e d  two 

a r t i c l e s  on t h e  Bakke case  un-der.the t i t l e ,  "\Thy Bakke Won't End Reverse 

Discr imina t  ion .  

I n  . the  f i r s t  a r t i c l e ,  'William Bennett  and Terry: ~ a s t i a h d  ,argued t h a t  . ... 

t h e  Bakke c a s e  changed nothing:  " A s  i t  s t ands ,  t hose  who i n t e r p r e t  t h e  

d e c i s i o n  a s  a  'g reen  l i g h t  t o  go forward wi th  a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n '  a r e  q u i t e  
-, 

r i g h t . "  ( 3 4 )  Merely us ing  r a c e  a s  "a" f a c t o r  i n  admissions t o  " t i p  t h e  

balance" i n  f avo r  of minor i t i e s , ? ' t he  a u t h o r s  a rgued ,  simply would not  r e s u l t  

i n ' a  s i g n i f i c a n t  i nc rease  i n  minor i ty  admissions-  t o  graduate  and p ro fe s s iona l  

. s choo l s ,  because t h e  t e s t  s c o r e s  of minor i ty  a p p l i c a n t s  a r e  so  'much lower than 

t h o s e  of White a p p l i c a n t s .  Under government p r e s s u r e  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e i r  
. . 

number of m i n o r i t y  s tuden t s ,  schools  would simply r e v e r t  t o  quotas  i n  cover t  

form. The only  way t o  end " r eve r se  d i sc r imina t ion , " .  Bennet t . and  East land 

conc-lbded, would have 'been " t o  r u l e  ou t  r a c e  a s  any kind of ' p l u s '  f a c t o r  f o r  

t h e  admission of s t u d e n t s  t o  c o l l e g e  and g radua te  i n s t i t u t i o n s  . I t  ( 3 4 )  

I n  t h e  second a r t i c l e ,  Nathan Glazer took  a  som.ewhat more o p t i m i s t i c  

view. He supported Powell ' s  opinion a s  a  prudent ,  j ud i c ious  compromise t h a t  

r u l e d . o u t  quotas  while  al lowing voluntary  programs t h a t  use  r a c e  a s  "a" f ac to r '  

i n  admissions.   his s t ance ,  Glazer s a i d ,  i s  "cons i s t en t  wi th  t h e  Cons t i t u t ion ,  . 

w i t h  t h e  broad and sound range of sknt iment  among t h e  Arnetican people--both 

b l ack . and  white--as t o  t h e  kind of s o c i e t y  they  want, and wi th  t h e  common sense 

t h a t  shou,ld guide  u s  in.' dea l ing  wi th  r a c i a l  and e t h n i c  d i v e r s i t y .  I t  (3.6)  



. . 

What bothered Glazer  was' l e s s  t h e  c o n t e n t  of   ow ell's s t a n d  than its'  

tenuousness .  J u s t i c e  Powell ,  a f t e r  a l l ,  r ep re sen t ed  but  one v o t e  on a  h igh ly  

d iv ided  Court. The Court,, moreover, had been c o n s i s t e n t l y  '"pusillanimous"-- 

tooeager  t o  d e f e r  t o  bu reauc ra t i c  r e g u l a t i o n  and Congressional  s t a t u t e .  

U l t ima te ly ,  Glazer argued,  on ly  Congress can s t o p  " r eve r se  d i s c r i m i ~ i a t i o n "  

through a d d i t i o n a l  l e g i s l a t i o n .  

Weber 

I f  neo-conservat ives  could  d i s c u s s  t h e  Bakke d e c i s i o n  i n  calm tones ,  

t h e  Weber d e c i s i o n  l e f t  them screaming and hoarse .  I n  1974, Kaiser  I n d u s t r i e s  

a n d  t h e  United StcSelworkers s o u g h t ' t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  number of mino r i t y  workers 

i n  t h e  s k i l l e d  c r a f t s  i n  K a i s e r ' s  Gramercy, Louis iana  p l a n t  by e s t a b l i s h i n g  
0. 

a r a c i a l  en t r ance  r a t i o :  Equal 'numbers of White and Black workers h e r e  

s e l e c t e d  f o r  on-the-job t r a i n i n g . f r o m  d u a l  s e n i o r i t y  l i s ts .  Brian Weber was 

denied  admission even though he had more s e n i o r i t y  than* some of t h e  Blacks 

who were admit ted.  He sued. 

Wr i t i ng  i n  t h e  June ,  1979 i s s u e  o f  Commentary, Ca r l  Cohen made a  

compell ing,  conf ident  c a s e  f o r  Weber, h i s  arguments p a r a l l e l i n g . t h o s e  a l r eady  

presen ted  h'ere: Any d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  on t h e  b a s i s  of r a c e  f o r  any purpose i s  

i l l e g a l .  The 'only except ion  i s  when 

rac ia l .  c l a - s s i f i d a t i o n  i s  a b s o l u t e l y  e s s e n t i a l  t o  g i v e  r e d r e s s  t o  
i d e n t i f i a b l e  persons i n j u r e d  by r a c i a l  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  and where t h e  
i n j u r y  was done them by t h e  same p a r t y  upon whom t h e  numerical 
program is  imposed. One purpose on ly  may j u s t i f y  numerical  schemes 
us ing  r a c i a l  c a t e g o r i e s :  t h e  making whole of t hose  t o  whom r e d r e s s  
f o r  r a c i a l  i n j u r y  i s  s p e c i f , i c a l l y  owed, by those  who owe i t .  (42) 

C l e a r l y ,  t h e  Kaiser  program d i d  no t  f i t  t h i s  except ion :    here "as no 

c la im of p r i o r  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n ;  t h e  Black employees r e c e i v i n g  s p e c i a l  p r e f e r ence  

had not  been done any p r i o r  r a c i a l  i n j u r y  by Ka i se r ;  and most impor t an t ly ,  

s i n c e  t h e  program was vo lun ta ry ,  t h e  remedy'was being imposed without  due 



process  of law. The Supreme Cour t ,  Cohen' con£ i d e n t l y  concluded, had every  

reason  t o  uphold ~ e b e r ' s  c l a ims  of d i s c r i m i n a t i o n .  

A few weeks a f t e r   ohe en's arguments appeared i n . p r i n t ,  however, t h e  

C6urt upheld t h e  Kaiser  p l a n  and denied t h a t  Weber h a d . s u f f e r e d , a n y  i n j u r y .  

'- The m a j o r i t y  argued t h a t  t h e  Kaiser  p lan  was w i t h i n  t h e  s p i r i t  of T i t l e  V I I  
' 

of t h e  1964 C h i 1  Rights  A c t .  (which f o r b i d s  any r a c i a l  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  i n  

employment) s i n c e  t h e  goa l  of t h e  plan was t h a t  of t h e  s t a t u t e  i t s e l f - - t o  

i n c r e a s e  Black employment--and s i n c e  T i t l e  VII d id  n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  out law . 

. . 
vo lun ta ry  e f f o r t s .  t o  r e d r e s s  r a c i a l  imbalance. 

. .... 
. . 

' I n  a  second a r t i c l e  in 'comnientary (September, 1978),  Cohen found t h e  
. .., 

majo r i t y ' s '  op in ion  beneath contempt. Drawing on J u s t i c e  ~ e h n ~ u i s t ' s  sca th ing ,  

d i s s e n t ,  he argued t h a t  t h e  C0ur.t c lums i ly  confused means and ends: J u s t  

because Congress 's  goa l  i n  T i t l e  V I I  was t o  promote employment o p p o r t u n i t i e s  

f o r  m i n o r i t i e s  d i d  - not  imply t h a t  i t  meant t o  countenance - a l l  means f o r  

reaching  t h a t  goa l .  Qu i t e  t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  Cohen maintained,  Congress s p e c i f i c a l l y  

outlawed t h e  u s e  of r a c i a l  p r e f e r ence ,  The language of T i t l e  V I I  was 

unambiguous and had been s o  deemed by t h e  Supreme Court on s e v e r a l  occasions, .  

Even a  cu r so ry  l ook  a t  t h e  Congressional  deba t e s  over t h e  C i v i l  R igh t s  A c t i  

Cohen cont inued ,  shows t h a t  i t s  proponents c o n s i s t e n t l y  and e i r p l i c i t  ly argued 

t h a t  a  mere imbalance of employment d i d  n o t ' n e c e ~ s a r i l ~  imply d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  

and t h a t  t h e  Act p roh ib i t ed  f e d e r a l l y  mandated r a c i a l  p r e f e r ence  programs t o  

c r e a t e  .a r a c i a l  ba lance  i n  employment. What i s  p r o h i b i t e d  t o  t h e  f e d e r a l  

government i n  t h e s e  m a t t e r s ,  Cohen added, can ha rd ly  be  permi t ted  t o  Kaiser  

~ n d u s t r i e s .  

Comparing t h e  Weber d e c i s i o n  t o  t h e  Bakke d e c i s i o n ,  Cohen concluded t h a t  

t h e  Court had shown a  " c a l l o u s n e ~ s . . , t o w a r d  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of o r d i n a r y  working-class 

people." .(53) The quotas .  t h a t  t h e  Court had proscr ibed  i n  t h e  c a s e  o f '  



middle-class  Al lan  Bakke, i t  upheld i n  t h e  c a s e  of working-class B r i a n  Weber. ' 

I n  every r e s p e c t ,  t hen ,  t h e  Weber d e c i s i o n  was a n  example of " j u s ~ i c e  debased.'" 

The Neo-conservative A l t e r n a t i v e  - 

On t h e  broad .continuum of p o s s i b l e  c i v i l  r i g h t s  p o l i c i e s  ranging '  from 

mere an t i -d i sc r imina t ion  laws a t  one extreme t o  quotas  a t  t h e  o t h e r ,  t h e  

neo-conservat ive p o s i t i o n  fanges somewhere i n  t h e  middle. . In. add i t i on .  t o  

laws. fo rb idd ing  r a c i a l  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n ,  m o s t  neo-conservatives"appear t o  
. . 

I 

support  " a f f i rma t ive  ac t ion"  i n  i t s  o r i g i n a l  sense  of s p e c i a l  recru i tment  

a n d ' t r a i n i n g  programs f o r  minor i t i e s .  .Some would g o . f u r t h e r :  Glazer ,  f o r  

example, f a v o r s  vo lun ta ry  programs on . the  p a r t  of employers o r  . educa tors  t h a t  

u s e  r a c e  a s  a  f a c t o r  i n  choosing,~.employees o r  s t u d e n t s ,  though he admits  

t h a t  i n  p r a c t i c e  t h e  l i n e  between t h e  mandated and t h e  vo lun ta ry  may be  

d i f f i c u l t  t o  draw. Bennett  and East land oppose a l l  use  of r a c i a l  p reference ,  

bu t  t h e y . b e l i e v e  t h a t  adverse  circumstances should' be taken i n t o  account i n  

h i r i n g  and admissions: t h e  cons ide ra t ion  of "personal  a t t r i b u t e s  such a s  

one ' s  having overcome poverty,  s ikkness ,  p a r e n t a l  abuse,  o r  r a c i a l  d i scr imina t ion ."  

(1978: 3 4 )  One can thus  imagine neo-conservat ives  suppor t ing  a  major a l t e r a t i o n  

i n  t h e  eva lua t ion  of candidace-s f o r  j obs  and sc'hooling t o .  inc lude  cons ide ra t ion  

n o t  on ly  of achievements. .but a l s o  of o b s t a c l e s  overcome. 

Dominant Themes 

Two i s s u e s  s t and  o u t  i n  t h e  neo-conservat ive c a s e  a g a i n s t  a f f i r m a t i v e  

' a c t ion :  " r eve r se  d i sc r imina t ion"  and "bu reauc ra t i c  tyranny." What u p s e t s  

neo-conservat ives  a r e  f i r s t . t h a t  a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  v i o l a t e s  t h e  va lues  of 

" . ind iv idua l i sm and mer i tocracy  and second t h a t  i t  l e a d s  t o  a  c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  of 

power. The o t h e r  arguments a r e  secondary: Neo-conservatives hard ly  would . 

po in t  ou t  wi th  such pass ion  t h a t  a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  i s  i l l e g a l ,  i n e f f e c t i v e ,  



and. unpopular if they did not believe first of all that it is;wrong and that 

it has undesirable consequences. 

The issues of "reverse discrimination".,and "bureaucratic.tyranny" fit 

.well with the general neo-conservative themes presented earlier. "Reverse 

discrimination" mirrors.the concern with traditional values and with distin- 

guishing equality. from equal opportunity. "~ureaucratic tyranny". reflects the 

worry over big government.and the undermining of established institutions. 

Indeed, the two clusters of issues tie together well, since.the pursuit of 

equality is seen as inextricably.Pinked to the growth of government and the 

weakening of established institutions. Behind a££ irmative- action, as such, 

moreover, lurks the New Class, whose growing power and distinctive outlook are 

responsible for- the whole mess. 

. . 
THE RAPE OF PROGRESS 

Neo-conservat-ives ardently support the continued use of nuclear power. 

They argue that it is s8fe, inexpensive,' arid necessary; that the accident at 
. . 

Three Mi'le Island should not change anything; and that even in the wake of 

TMI, public opinion ' supports the responsible, ' carefully regulated use of ' -  

nuclear energ.y. Neo-cons&rvatives , however, save their main fire for the 

anti-nuclear movement itself. They argue that behind the opposition to 

nuclear power is an insgdious ideology that rejects economic growth, the 

notfon of progress, and even.Western civilization itself. This wider ideology 

is said to be the work of intellectuals, the media, and ultimately the New . 

Class. 

Safe, Cheap, and Necessary 

Nuclear power, the neo-conservatives tell us, is both safe and rela- 
' 

tively cheap. The major danger claims commonly made against nuclear power are 



without  . m e r i t :  A normally func t ion ing  nuc l ea r  p l a n t  r e l e a s e s  very  l i t t l e  

r a d i o a c t i v i t y ;  t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  of  c a t a s t r o p h i c  a c c i d e n t s  i s  minuscule;  b reeder  

r e a c t o r s  do n o t  run a , r i s k  of  explos ion ;  t h e r e  e x i s t s  a p p r o p r i a t e  technology 

f o r  waste  d i s p o s a l ;  t h e f t  and d i v e r s i o n  of nuc l ea r  f u e l  i n t o  atomic weaponry 

. a r e  un l ike ly .  D e s p i t e  t h e  growing expense of nuc l ea r  power, moreover, i t  

. i s  s t i l l  cheaper  per  k i l o w a t t .  than. any f e a s i b l e  a l t e r n a t i v e .  (McCracken, 1977, 1979a) 

Nuclear power p l a n t s ,  neo-conservat ives  add,  a r e  n o t  prone t o  most 

of  t h e  gene r i c  causes  of  t e chno log ica l  acc iden t :  The i r  technology i s  no t  ' .  . 

. fundamentally flawed; they  are no t  s u b j e c t  t o  me teo ro log ica l  o r  o t h e r  d i s t u r -  

bances t h a t  might o v e r s t r a i n  ope ra to r  c a p a b i l i t y ;  and . t h e i r  o p e r a t o r s  a r e  no t  
. - 

g r o s s l y  incompetent.  ,The only  gener ' ic source  of acc iden t  t o  which nuc l ea r  ' 

power p l a n t s  a r e  l i a b l e .  i s  l a c k  df communication--between the.government-run 

r e a c t o r s  and t h e  u t i l i t y - r u n  e l e c t r i c i t y  gene ra to r s .  Th i s  problem can be 

remedied through b e t t e r  coo rd ina t ion  and more. r i g o r o u s  government r e g u l a t i o n .  

( S t a r r ,  1980) 

The s a f e t y  of nuc l ea r  power p l a n t s ,  however,, can be  t r u l y  app rec i a t ed  

only i n  comparison wi th  o t h e r  sources  of energy: 

i t  i s  i n  comparison w i t h  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  t h a t  nuc l ea r  
energy r e a l l y  begins  t o  sh ine .  Far  from being our  most 
dangerous source  of energy,  nuc l ea r  energy i s  our  s a f e s t .  (McCracken, 1977: 4 3 )  

The human c o s t s  of p'roducing energy from f o s s i l  f u e l s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  c o a l ,  a r e  

much g r e a t e r  than  those  of  nuc l ea r  power. 

The r e l a t i v e  s a f e t y  of  nuc l ea r  power i s  p r o p i t i o u s ,  because i t  i s  

a b s o l u t e l y  necessary  f o r  producing t h e  energy American s o c i e t y  needs:  

Nei ther  f o s s i l  f u e l s ,  s o l a r , e n e r g y ,  nor  conse rva t ion  r e p r e s e n t  v i a b l e  a l t e r -  

n a t i v e s .  F o s s i l  f u e l s  . a r e  a  n a t u r a l l y  l i m i t e d  r e sou rce ;  moreover, r e l i a n c e  

on them makes t h e  United S t a t e s  dependent on o f t e n  u n f r i e n d l y  and uns t ab l e  

Middle Eas t e rn  s t a t e s .  So l a r  energy is  not  a  f e a s i b l e  a l t e r n a t i v e  now and. 

is  n o t  l i k e l y  t o  be i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  F i n a l l y ,  conse rva t ion  on a  major s c a l e  i s  



bound t o  mean "a r a d i c a l  a l t e r a t i o n  and lowering of  t h e  s t anda rd  on which 

~ r n e r i c a n s  l i v e .  I '  ( S t a r r  , 1980). 
. . 

TMI: Nothing Should Change 

Neo-conserva t ives . f ind  t h e  f u r o r  over  t h e  a c c i d e n t  a t  Three N i l e  

I s l a n d  t o t a l l y  exaggerated--" lhe Harr i sburg  syndrome," McCracken (1979a) c a l l s  

i t .  I n  fac t . ,  McCracken a s s e r t s  (1979a: 37) ,  . ' ' ~ h r e e  Mile  I s l a n d  g e n e r a l l y  . . 

confirms what w e  have been t o l d  about nuc l ea r  power.'' Desp i t e  a  major 

. a cc iden t  t h a t  caused a  huge amount of damage, t h e  danger  was contained t o  

t h e  p l a n t  i t s e l f  and no one o u t s i d e  was h u r t .  I f  any th ing ,  TMI shows us  t h a t  

t h e  dangers  of nuc l ea r  power have been ove r r a t ed .  - "Although much may_ change 

a s  a  r e s u l t  of  Three M i l e  Is land. ,"  McCracken op ines  (1979a: 33) ,  "not much 

should." And S t a r r  (1980: 54) f i n d s  i t  i n c r e d i b l e  t h a t  

American power p o l i c y  i n  1979 should have been more e f f e c t i v e l y  
determined by an  expensive,  but non - f a t a l ,  a c c i d e n t  i n  Harr i sburg  
t han  by t h e  l o s s  of t h e  o i l  supply of I r a n  t o  American markets .  

Pub l i c  Opinion : ~ u a r d e d  ' suppor t  

Even i n  t h e  wake of TMI, neo-conservat ives  a rgue ,  p u b l i c  op in ion  s t i l l  

f a v o r s  t h e  u s e  o f .  nuc l ea r  power. To be  . sure ,  i n  e a r l y  . A p r i l ;  1979, t h e  publ ' ic 

opposed by a  47%-45% margin t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of new power p l a n t s  (compared t o  

31%-57% i n  October ,  1978) and r e j e c t e d . a  nuc l ea r  power p l a n t  i n  t , h e i r  community 

b y  56%-38%. A t  t h e  same t i m e ,  however, Amer.icans overwhelmingly opposed a  

permanent shutdown of a l l  nuc lear  p l a n t s  by 80%-15% and even r e j e c t e d  by 

57%-40% . a  temporary shutdown u n t i l  t h e  government could re-examine the '  s a f e t y  

r i sks ' .  The p u b l i c ,  moreover, had always opposed n u c l e a r  . p l a n t s ,  coal-f  i r e d  

p l a n t s ,  and o t h e r  p o t e n t i a l l y  dangerous t h i n g s  i n  t h e i r  neighborhoods, even 

. b e f i r e  TMI. (Schulman, 1979) 

I n s t e a d  of condemning . nuclear  . power o u t r i g h t ,  t h e  p u b l i c  t a k e s  a  more'  



moderate s t a n c e :  It  wants cont inued use  of n u c l e a r  power a s  ' t he  on ly  f e a s i b l e  

energy a l t e r n a t i v e ,  but  i t  e x p e c t s  t h e  government t o  e x e r c i s e  t i g h t e r  c o n t r o l s .  

I n  ÿ ark'- schulmaP1 s words  (1979),  government "should l e a r n  t h e  l e s s o n s  of what 

. -  went wrong i n  Pennsylvania ,  develop b e t t e r  s a f egua rds  and supe rv i s ion ,  

: redouble  e f f o r t s  t o  f i n d  a l t e r n a t i v e .  energy sou rces ,  but d o n ' t  w r i t e  o f f  

n u c l e a r  power f o r  now." I n  s h o r t ,  a  n i c e  neo-conservat ive middle ground. 

To be  s u r e ,  t h e  pub l i c  does b e l i e v e  t h a t  n u c l e a r  power i s  unsafe  (and 

i t  be l i eved  t h i s  w e l l  be fo re  TMI), but  i t  i s  more a f r a i d  of running out  of 

energy than  of t h e  dangers  of nuc l ea r  power: Again i n  Schulman's words, 

"it i s  b e t t e r  t o  t a k e  a  r i s k  w i t h  n u c l e a r  power t han  t o  shut  down t h e  i n d u s t r y  

and j e o p a r d i z e  our  way of l i f e . "  Th i s  "energy syndromef ' .explains  t h e  f a i l u r e  

o f  t h e  pe rcep t ion  of t h e  dangers  of n u c l e a r  power t o  t r a n s l a t e -  i n t o  

o u t r i g h t  oppos i t i on .  . . 

Nuclear Luddi tes  

The neo-conservat ives '  t e c h n i c a l  c a s e  about  t h e  s a f e t y ,  cost ,  and 

n e c e s s i t y  of nuc l ea r  power is  embedded i n  a  broader  p o l i t i c a l  argument aimed 

a t  t h e  an t i -nuc l ea r  movement i t s e l f .  The o p p o s i t i o n  t o  nuc l ea r  power, they 

a rgue ,  i s  p a r t  of . a  much broader  " c u l t  ," "ideology,"  o r  "rel igion ' . '  t h a t  

r e j e c t s  t h e  b a s i c , f e a t u r e s  of modern i n d u s t r i a l  soc i e ty . .  Th i s  is what r e a l l y  

. u p s e t s  t h e  neo-conservat ives ,  and some of  t h e i r  most evoca t ive  language is  
. . 

devoted t o  t h e  " i d e o l o g i c a l  ske l e ton  t h a t  l i e s  j u s t  below t h e  t echno log ica l  

skin' '  of  t h e  ca se  a g a i n s t  nuc l ea r  energy. (McCracken, 1979b: 61) 

For t h e  an t i -nuc l ea r  movement, w e  a r e  t o l d ,  nuc l ea r  power i s  l a r g e l y  

' a  symbolic i s s u e :  

But t h e  po in t  around which t h e  r e s i s t a n c e  t o  nuc l ea r  power 
coa l e sces  i s  i t s  symbolic i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  wi th  t h e  very  hea r t  
and ,essence of t h e  t echno log ica l  s o c i e t y .  I't i s  high technology,  
and h igh  technology is  bad because i t  c o n t a i n s f h e  s eeds  of 
human.destruct ion, . .  ( S t a r r ,  1980: 56) 



... nuc lea r  power is  t h e  p e r f e c t  demon. Kick i t  and you k i c k  
l a r g e  co rpo ra t i ons ,  t h e  government, and technology,  a l l  w i th  
one blow of t h e  f o o t .  (McCracken, 1977: 46) 

The oppos i t i on  t o  nuc l ea r  power i s  based o,n a  wider r e j e c t i o n  of advanced 
. . 

-technology and economic growth, which i n  t u r n  imp l i e s  a  rampant ant i -mater ia l ism--  

a  d e n i a l  of t h e  importance of improving t h e  m a t e r i a l  cond i t i on  of humanity. 

Th i s  amounts t o  a wholesale  d e n i a l  of t h e  " idea  of progress"  i t s e l f ,  f o r  t h i s  

n o t i o n  i s  based on t h r e e  premises: 

f i r s t ,  a  b e l i e f  i n  t h e  v a l u e  of economic growth and p r o s p e r i t y ;  
second, confidence i n  t h e  powers of  reason ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  as 
manifested i n  t h e  p r a c t i c a l  a r t s  and sc i ences ;  and t h i r d ,  
acceptance of m a t e r i a l  advancement a s  one of t h e  s i g n s  of 
i n t e l l e c t u a l  and moral advancement. (Nisbe t ,  1979: 5) 

The oppos i t i on  t o  nuc l ea r  power, t h e r e f o r e ,  r e s u l t s  i n  no th ing  less than  

t h e  "rape of progress"  (N i sbe t ,  1979) and hence l the  r e j ec t5on  of Western 

c i v i l i z a t i o n  i t s e l f .  For t h e  neo-conservat ives ,  t h e  s t a k e s  i n  t h e  nuc lear  

.power deba t e  a r e  indeed high. 

The opponents of nuc l ea r  power t h u s  s t and  condemned a s  "nuc lear  LudditesW-- 

simple-minded opponents of technology, i n d u s t r y ,  and p rog re s s  a k i n  t o  t h e  

famous factory-wreckers  of e a r l y  19th-century England. They appear  a s  simply 

one more i n s t a n c e  of t hose  who have unth inkingly  balked a t  new, s t r a n g e ,  

bu t  u l t i m a t e l y  b e n e f i c i a l  technology: The "nuc lear  ~ u d d i t e "  image impl ies  

t h a t  oppos i t i on  t o ' n u c l e a r  power i s  a s  misguided and cowardly a s . o p p o s i t i o n  t o  \ 
f a c t o r i e s  o r  r a i l r o a d s  once was.. 

The f a c t  i s  t h a t  h i s t o r i c a l l y  'such g i f t s  t ake  a  cons ide rab l e  courage 
on t h e  p a r t  of mankind i f  t hey  a r e  t o  be grasped and used f o r  

. . 
b e n e f i t .  We remember w i t h  amusement t h o s e  who opposed t h e  r a i l r o a d  
because i t  would s t o p  t h e  cows from giv' ing mi lk  and because 
t h e  human c o n s t i t u t i o n  could no t  endure speeds a s  g r e a t  a s  t h i r t y  
mi l e s  an hour ... I f  we a r e  lucky ,  our  descendants  w i l l  be no more 
than  amused b y . t h e  nuclear .Luddism of our  t i m e .  (McCracken, 1977: 47) 

Had Nader been o p e r a t i n g  i n  t h e  e a r l y  1 9 t h  cen tury ,  t h e  r a i lways  
would have had a  very  hard t ime g e t t i n g  s t a r t e d .  (McCracken, 1977: 40) 



I n  a  . cur ious  way,,however,  neo-conservat ives  ag ree  w i t h  t h e i r  "nuclear  

Luddite" opponents on t h e  importance of t h e  n u c l e a r  power i s s u e .  For them t o o  

nuc l ea r  power symbolizes a  wider s e t  of i s s u e s :  To suppor t  nuc l ea r  power i s  

i p s o  .- f a c t o  t o  suppor t  advanced technology, economic growth, p rog re s s ,  and 

Western C i v i l i z a t i o n .  I f  t h e  neo-conservat ives  f i n d  a r rayed  a g a i n s t  them a ' 

v e r i t a b l e  " c u l t  of t h e  an t i -nuc lear"  w i th  i t s  " v i s i o n s ,  of no-grbwth Elysium" . 

(N i sbe t ' s  phrases>) , they  i n  t u r n  have t h e i r  own ' cu l t  of  n u c l e a r  power, ideology 

of economic growth, and v i s i o n s  of '  t e chno log ica l  pa rad i se .  

The spread of an  an t i -p rog re s s  ideo logy  is blamed upon t.he New Class-- 

i n t e l l e c t u a l s  and those  who c o n t r o l  t h e  mass media. I n t e l l e c t u a l s ,  Nisbet (1979) 

t e l l s  u s ,  have always opposed m a t e r i a l  p rogress .  

... c u r r e n t  a s s a u l t s  o n  nuc l ea r  power have t o  be  seen  i n  t h e  
c o n t e x t  of a  two-century h i s t o r y  of such a s s a u l t i  on any and ? 

a l l  forms of power necessary  t o  t h e  i n d u s t r i a l i s m  t h a t ,  
wh i l e  l i k e d  by t h e  workers and consumers, was from t h e  
beginning t h e  o b j e c t  of indictment  b y ' w r i t e r s ,  a r t i s t s ,  and 
many phi losophers .  . . ( 4 )  

By cont ro l l . ing  t h e  d i f f u s i o n  of i d e a s ,  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  and t h e i r  media a l l i e s  

have been a b l e  t o  g ive  contemporary p u b l i c  d i s c o u r s e ' a n  an t i -p rog re s s  b i a s .  

Such is.  t h e  power exe r t ed  by i n t e l l e c t u a l s  i n  our  modern s o c i e t y  
and such i s  t h e  pas s  America has  been brought t o  by t h e  media 
and i t s  consecra ted  d i ssemina t ion  t o  t h e  mu l t i t ude  of counter -  
economic, c o u n t e r p o l i t i c a l ,  and c o u n t e r c u l t u r a l .  i d e a s .  (55) 

N i s b e t ' s  charge  i s  echoed .again a n d a g a i n  i n  neo-conservat ive w r i t i n g .  

~ u k a r f z i n ~  Nisbet  I s  argument, Seymour L ipse t  and -Ben Wattenberg (1979) s t a t e  

t h a t  

... m a t e r i a l  p rog re s s  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  and i n  much of t h e  
Western World i s  being hindered by an e l i t e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  c , l ass  
t h a t  f i n d s  t h e  no t ion  o,f modernization and p rog re s s  repugnant ,  

. . 
The f u r o r  over  Three Mile I s l a n d .  . . i s  an  e x c e l l e n t  metaphor 
t o  i l l u s t r a t e  t h e  view of t h i s  c l a s s .  (10) 

L e t t e r s  t o  Commentary i n  response t o  McCracken's a r t i c l e s  a r e  peppered wi th  

~. b i t t e r  condemnations of t h e  media and t h e  New Class .  . 



The o p p o s i t i o n  of t h e  New C la s s  t o  n u c l e a r  power, economic growth, 

and p rog re s s  i s  deemed t o  be  s e l f - s e r v i n g ,  e l i t - is t ,  and h y p o c r i t i c a l .  

Through i t s  ant i -growth,  a n t i - m a t e r i a l i s t  s t a n c e ,  t h e  New C la s s  e f f e c t i v e l y  

d e n i e s  t o  t h e  mass of t h e  popula t ion  t h e  chance t o  a c q u i r e  t h e  goods t h a t  

t h e  New Clas s  - i t s e l f  pos se s se~s .  . Nisbet (1979: 55) s c o r e s  t h e  "suburban-' 

env i ronmen ta l i s t s "  of Marin County whose no-growth p o s i t i o n  has  c losed  t h e  

v e r y  d e s i r a b l e  suburb -of San Franc isco  t o  f u r t h e r  housing development and 

has  t h u s  denied o t h e r s  t h e  chance t o  l i v e  t h e r e .  McCracken condemns t h e  

I1 modern p a s t o r a l i s t s "  who p u b l i c l y  oppose h igh  technology,  but  who reap  

i t s  b e n e f i t s  i n  t h e i r  p r i v a t e  ' l i ve s .  

s e l e c t i v e  asce t . i c i sm. . .bes t  exemplif ied i n  communards who t a k e  
t h e i r  s t e r e o  sets--and hence a cons ide rab l e  p ropor t i on  of modern 
technology--into t h e  h i l l s '  wi th  them. (1977 :. -46)  

i t  i s  t y p i c a l  of t h e  g r e a t  ma jo r i t y  of the'mo.dern p a s t o r a l i s t s  
t h a t  they  seem t o  want t o  ge t  back t o  n a t u r e  i n  t h e  most complicated 
and expensive way poss ib l e .  Few i f  any mean t o  r e t i r e  t o . t h e  . . 
equ iva l en t  of an 18th-century farmstead.  Rather , '  one i s  t o  l i v e  
w i t h  t h e  a s s i s t a n c e  of extremely c o s t l y  gadgetry t h a t  w i l l  provide 

, a l l  t h e  complex i t i e s  of .modern c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  but  w i th  t h e  
i n e f f i c i e n c y  of t i m e  and r e sou rce  t h a t  i s  t h e  ha l lmark -o f  t h e  
' n a t u r a l '  way. 'Unfor tuna te ly  on ly  t h e  few w i l l  b e  a b l e  t o  a f f o r d  
such 'handmade' energy. . .  (1979b: 6 4 )  

Dominant Themes 

Neo-conservatives t h u s  t i e  a d e t a i l e d  t e c h n i c a l  argument about  t h e  

s p e c i f i c  .mer i t s  o f ' n u c l e a r  p o w e r t o  a broad i 'deo logica l  a f f i r m a t i o n  of t h e  b a s i c  

f e a t u r e s  of American s o c i e t y  and a condemnation of i t s  c r i t i c s .  I n  s o  doing,  

t hey  stress some b a s i c  neo-conservat i v e  themes mentioned ear l ier--emphasis  

on economic growth, oppos i t i on  t h e  t h e  "coun te rcu l tu re , "  conce rn ,w i th  t h e  

d e c l i n e  of  e s t a b l i s h e d  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  and a preoccupat ion  wi th  t h e  New Class  

and i t s  adversary  c u l t u r e .  

For t h e  neo-conservat ives  , t h e  deba t e  over  nuc l ea r  energy is  symptomatic, 



of. a  wider b a t t l e  f o r  t h e  s o u l  of America.. A t  s t a k e  i s  t h e  ve ry  fu ture- -  

whether American s o c i e t y  w i l l  con t inue  t o  p r o g r e s s  o r  w i l l  w i l l f u l l y  d e s t r o y  
-. . 

i t s e l f  . i n  t h e  name of conserva t ion  and no-growth. "Of t h e  l a t e  5th-century 

. Roma,nsY1' McCracken qu ips  (1979b: 67), "it could  a t  l e a s t  be s a i d  t h a t  

whatever t h e i r . o t h e r  f a u l t s ,  they d i d  n o t  - .  mean t o  be followed by t h e  Dark 

Ages. " 

CONCLUSION 

The neo-conservat ive p o s i t i o n s  on both a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  and nuc lear  

. . 

power go w e l l  beyond s p e c i f i c  t e c h n i c a l  arguments. T h e i r  oppos i t i on  t o  

a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  i s  based on more than an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of c i v i l  r i g h t s  

. . 
law and an assessment  of t h e  e f f  k c t i v e n e s s  of  p r e f e r e n t i a l  h i r ing /admiss ions .  

S i m i l a r l y ,  t h e i r  support  f o r  nuc lear '  power i s  rooted  i n  more t han  a  judgment 

of i t s  s a f e t y ,  cheapness,  and n e c e s s i t y .  I n  each c a s e ,  wider assumptions 

about  t h e  n a t u r e  ,,of' ' the  good s o c i e t y  and contemporary t h r e a t s  t o  i t  come i n t o  

p lay .  Both neo-conservat ive p o s i t i o n s  a r e  t h u s  framed by a  coherent  s e t  of 

themes and a r e  s i t u a t e d  i n  a  broader  ou t look .  I n  o t h e r  words, t hey  a r e  

i d e o l o g i c a l ,  i n  a  non-pe jora t ive  sense .  

Because of t h e  pass ion  t h e y b r i n g  t o . t h e i r  arguments on both a f f i r m a t i v e  

a c t i o n  and n u c l e a r  power, neb-conservat ives  a r e  a b l e  t o  express  t h e i r  s t ands  

in '  compact, evoca t ive  language. They succeed i n  c r e a t i n g  v e r b a l  images-- 

I 1  benign Nurembergism," "nuc lear  Ludditesl ' -- that cap tu re  complex s e t s - o f  

assumptions i n  c l e a r ,  s imple form. I n  t h i s  s ense ,  t h e i r  work i s  poet ic--again 

i n ' a  non-evaluat ive sense.  
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