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HERMANN KURTHEN / KAY M. LOSEY
How to Cope with Cultural Diversity:

What is the U.S. Debate on Political Correctness Really About?

Currendy Political Correctness (pC) is one of the
overused terms in the U.s. media and in public
discourse in general. Advocates of liberal, Left, and
minority issues complain bitterly that the term is
used derogatorily to describe their attempts to make
American society more pluralistic or to question
societal taboos, belief-systems, and stereotypes. In
fact, the debate on political correctness has been
described as a cultural war (Gates 19925 Graff 1992),
a struggle about how to redistribute power, know-
ledge, and resources in this country (Bonevac 1993,
p- 155 Martin 1993, p. 208; Perry 1992, p. 77; Siegel
1992), a symbolic contlict about multculturalism and
egalitarianism (D’Souza 1991, p. 59; Fox-Genovese
1991, Siegel 1992, p. 218; Kimball 1990, p. 63 f; Schles-
inger 1993; Siegel 1992; West 1993), a redefinition of
American identity and values (Fox-Genovese 1991,
p. 48; Lipset 1993; Nixon quoted bv Rosenthal 1994;
Schlesinger 1993), a crisis of legiimacy and hegemony
(Schlesinger 1993, West 1993), a moral crusade of
neo-Puritanism with religious undertones (Lipset
1995. p. 71 ), a segregationist movement leading
to Balkanization (Podhoretz, cited in: Kimball 1990,
p- 6o ff; Schlesinger 1993), an ethnocentric move-
ment (D’Souza 1901), and a job program for tenured
radicals (Kimbal 1990).

If an issue receives attention such as this, it can
hardly be considered an isolated academic or in-
tellectual fad that will disappear as fast as it has
been brought up. In fact, an examination of the
etymology of the term and the topics it includes
reveals that pC has been in the U.s. a long time and
isn’t likely to disappear soon.

Kurthen/ Losey, Political Correctness

The Background of the Debate
Etymology of the Term Polifical Correctness

According to Perry (1992) the term PC originated
in Maoist and Stalinist literature. It came into use
in the counterculture of the sixties as an ironic, self-
critical statement among Leftists, Blacks, and fe-
minists when »guilt-tripping« or being »guilt-trip-
ped«about their commitment to their beliefs (Perry
1992, p. 73). If thev did something that was not con-
sistent with their professed political beliefs, that
would be called, either by themselves or by another
member of their in-group, »not politically correct.«

Toni Cade, an African American author who
edited a book entitled The Black Woman may have
made the first textual reference to pC. It was in a
line that read, »A man cannot be politically correct
and a chauvinist, too« (Perry 1992 p. 73). In this
context it meant a man cannot believe in equality
for black people and not for women, too. It reveals
an inconsistency in his beliefs.

The term PC continues to be used as a term of
personal derision by Left-leaning liberals. People
might say, »I wanted to do X or say Y, but that
wouldn’t be poliacally correct.« In this way the users
indicate their awareness of something counter to
their political values in their behavior and attitude,
or they might legitimate an action or inaction, or
give it an ironic, playful and skeptic twist against
dogmatism and distrust against all sorts of party
lines. In other words it was used with a »self-
mocking ... double consciousness« (Perry 1992,
p- 77) that the current adoption of the term by the
Right is missing.

By conservatives the term is used privately to
show disdain for a public taboo when acting against
it. It is also used as an excuse or opportunity to
use anti- or non-pC language by saying they know
that it’s not politically correct, then saying it any-
way.
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More recently rC has been transtormed in the
media and the general public into anideological
weapon to attack perspectives and pro grams that
are associated with a Left political agenda. Isserman
characterizes this as an usurpation of the term by
Right enemies of Left and liberal politics: »The irony
is that the Left’s own in-joke has been appropriated
by the Right to bludgeon the Left ...« (Isserman
1901, Footnote p. 82). Its derogatory use is »now
forestalling discussion of evervthing it ever stood
for«, Perrv concludes (1992, p. 78).

Definitions

Current definitions of the term PC reflect changes
that have occurred in the use of the term in
academia, in politics, and in the media. The multi-
tude of interpretations also reflect a polanzation bet-
ween opponents and supporters of rc.

Supporters, for example, define it as follows:
»PC consists of theories and practices that are design-
ed to end injustices based on sex, race, class, and
other social vanables« (Choi and Murphy 1992,
p. 2). Stanley Fish, a professor of law and literature
at Duke University who has come under personal
attack by PC opponents, defines pC with a tone of
mockery: »Political correctness is supposedly the
property of Left-leaning academics who have con-
spired to subvert standards by imposing ideologi-
cal requirements on the content of courses and by
penalizing those who prefer to teach traditional
materials by traditional methods« (Fish 1994, p. 93).

From the neo-consevative perspective, Lipset
claims: »The term refers to the efforts by campus
advocates of Left-liberal politics to control the con-
tent of speech, courses, and appointments, and to
impose their views with respect to multiculturalism,
minority rights, and feminism.« (Lipset 1993, p. 71).
Note the negative terms in the last definition: con-
trol and impose.

This more derogatory definition comes closest
to the current public usage of the term rc. Taylor
(1991) reflects such convictions in the popular New
Yorker magazine when he states that those who are
politically correct are united by »their conviction
that Western culture and American society are
thoroughly and hopelessly racist, sexist, oppressive«
(P 33).

But the debate has become broader and more
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complex than these definitions suggest. The term
rC is used to reflect a multitude of positive, am-
bivalent, or negative, emotionally-loaded meanings.
Astin, more sympathetic to the liberal notion of
rC and a protessor at ucLA Graduate School of
Education, contends that »rc is a kind of Christmas
tree [on which] the Right has chosen to hang ...
all the things it doesn’t like about higher educa-
tion today - affirmative action, special admissions,
changes in the curriculum« (quoted from Daniels
1901, p. B). Likewise, Daniels (1991) writes in his ar-
ticle »Diversity, Correctness, and Campus Life - A
Closer Look« that »Political correctness ... serves
as a rhetorical shorthand for ... dissatisfactions with
higher education, as well as for the entire debate
about diversity and multiculturalisme« (p. 18). In fact,
such distinguished pc critics as Bloom (1987) find
a relationship between pc and almost every aspect
of the current Zestgeist supposedly responsible for
the decomposition of the American society, such
as rock-music and narcissistic relationships, sexual
liberation, television, and what Bloom (1987) de-
scribes vividly as cowardly opportunism of politi-
cians, administrators, and teachers.

Because of the current ideologically-loaded usage
of the term PC and the lack of a consensus on how
to define it as a word and a policy, anv attempt
to shed lLight on this issue runs into difficulties, for
even an analvsis that does not wish to take sides
must be based on a definition. Therefore, we will
use the term PC in its current public denotation
accepted by supporters and foes - a symbol for pro-
grams, initiatives, and attitudes ostensibly design-
ed to improve the public representation of certain
social groups, in particular minorities and women
- but we do not subscribe to the negative connota-
tions currently attached to the term.

Academic Roots of the Concept of Political Correctness

Although the emergence of rC has to be seen in
a wider context of political, sociological, and his-
torical changes, it was nourished originally and has
flourished in the academy. Therefore some observers
tend to describe it as a purely academic pheno-
menon located in certain departments in the Hu-
manities, literary criticism and in a few English
departments. Here it is identified particularly with
Franco-German postmodern theories, i.e. decon-

Kurthen / Losey, Political Correctness
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structionism, poststructuralism, the Frankfurter
Schule, and neo-Marxism.

However, the main critics of pC like Bloom
(1987), D’Souza (1991), Kimball (1990), and Schles-
inger (1993) have tried to trace the sources farther
back to Marx, Freud, Nietzsche and Heidegger, in
what particularly Bloom and Kimball have called
the »German connection« (Bloom 1987, p. 141 ff,
313 ff), implicitly accusing pc and its proponents of
imported un-Amencan relativism, nihilism, and
sophism, which promote a new age of irrationaliry.

Not every critic of PC subscribes to the notion
of such a broad definition of the theoretical and
institutional roots of pc and in particular the
assumption of a dangerous and powerful academic
»anti-Western, anti-capitalist« (D’Souza 1992, p. 12)
and neo-Marxist radicalism. Douglas (1992) and Lip-
set (1993), for example, point out that Pc flounshes
in the academy because the »tenured radicals« in
fact are 1solated from society or evade engage-
ment in the real world and accordingly compen-
sate for this impotence and political irrelevance
with rhetorical radicalism that atracks Amencan
values.

This view of a powerless left is supported by
others, like Epstein (1992) and Searle (1992), who
stress the internal fragmentation, diversity, and disar-
ray of what has remained of the Left. Ehrenreich
{1992a) denies the existence of any significant and
coherent movement behind pc. »In my four vears
as a student at Harvard, I found few signs of a new
fascism of the Left. Fot that matter, there are few
signs of the Left at all« (1992b, p. 135).

According to some, what makes Pc dangerous
1s not the Left per se, but that »the liberal ma-
jorty ... manifestly surrendered to the pressures of
vocal opinion« (Weisberg 1992, p. 83, quoted from
Academic Questions, edited by the conservative Na-
tional Association of Scholars).

Although pC proponents draw a picture of power-
lessness similar to that of Lipset and Douglas (Be-
rube 1992, they do not subscribe to the opinion that
PC is the result of sectarian radicalism. Rather they
point to societal forces and developments that made
pC supporters the avantgarde of a social movement
and a spearhead in a world of academic conformity
and opportunism.

Moreover, the recognition of non-American the-
oretical traditions and the participation in interna-
tional intellectual debates indicates the opposite of

Kurthen / Losey, Palitical Carrectness

what Bloom calls The Closing Of The American Mind
(1987). The fact that American academics and the
public are open to debating new critical and some-
times disturbing ideas indicates more than curiosi-
ty, a bow to intellectual fashions, or the import of
dangerous and »un-American« ideologies; more ac-
curately it suggests a strength — a desire for inquiry
into a changing world.

The fact that hard-to-understand philosophical
treaties and esoteric literary discussions have become
so successful in what is considered by some only
a materialist »consumer society« mav indicate a desire
or a need to shed old ways of reflection and self-
identification beyond the interests of a few academic
circles, thereby reflecting a changing sociery. But
the conservative critics may be correct to suspect
that this vital American intellectual and political
search for new self-understanding and theoretical ex-
planations may, in fact, indicate a diminishing belief
in the superorty of the traditional, white-domina-
ted, American way of life and its intrinsic values
and myths of an untarnished and glorious past.

Theories of postmodernism, poststructuralism,
and neo-Marxism represent theoretically what mulu-
culturalism, affirmative action, femninism, and other
pc-related topics represent on the policy level. Both
are supportive of the advancement of minorties and
women and criticize the traditional values, norms,
and rituals of American society ranging from the
world of art and architecture to education, spotts,
and politics. In other words: the intellectual debates
surronnding PC have become an intellectual and
moral tool to legitimize, reflect, and negotiate the
redistribution of socictal resources - material,
cultural, linguistic, and normative - and further,
to reinterpret the past, present and future.

These theories, however, are difficult for the
public to comprehend or for the mass media to ex-
plain in a sound bite. It is much easier to resort
to emotional appeals and name calling (e.g., »radi-
cal«, »Marxist«) than to present how these theories
might explain our past and help to plan the future
(Gamson and Modigliani 1987; Losey and Kurthen
1994). But attempts to apply postmodern or
poststructuralist criticism 1s often hampered by the
arcane and convoluted language that seems more
»intended to intimidate the uninitated« (Boyte 1992,
p. 178), than to enlighten the masses.
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Topics Covered by Political Correctness

As mentioned above, a multitude of topics fall under
the heading rc. Friends and foes of pc agree that
the most common are the controversy about multi-
cultural curricula, conflicts of free speech in rela-
tion to ethnicity — and gender-based behavior and
attidues, and »affirmative action.

Multiculturalism

»Multiculturalisme« is a term used to describe efforts
to include non-white cultural issues in the white-
dominated American culture, to increase the
representation of minorities and of women in po-
litics and public affairs, and to raise public aware-
ness of the achievements of formerly oppressed
groups.

In its original form, multiculturalism was a tool
to deal with violence and hate speech on col-
lege campuses. It included, tor example, creating
awareness through requiring ethnic studies classes;
training students and faculty in cross-cultural com-
munication; empowering targets of violence; and
fostering social and cultural interaction between
whites and minorities. Methods ranged from quota-
based admission policies to public forums and
festivals.

Furthermore, multiculturalism made it academi-
cally respectable to svstematically study and spread
knowledge about traditionally oppressed groups,
their cultures, ideas, icons, and values, inside and
outside of academia and to include these formerly
excluded, silenced, or hidden »other« perspectives
into curricula, teaching and research. According to
Hughes (1993) the academic Left embraced multi-
culturalism in the 1970s and 1980s as a compensa-
tion for their lost belief in the transformation of
society through class-struggle and a reform of the
socio-economic system of capitalism. Now »the
academic Left is much more interested in race and
gender than in class. And it is very much more in-
terested in theorizing about gender and race than
actually reporting on them« (p. 76).

At the same time the rediscoverv of cultural
heritage by minerity groups, the memory of what
was forgotten and oppressed, resulted in a new in-
terest in non-mainstream groups, ideas, interests,
and values. Discovering suppressed, distorted or
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ignored cultural roots, heritage, and ethnic affilia-
tions became a Jegitimate and even laudable means
of emancipation and of expressing self-interest that
would help counteract, it was hoped, the short-
comings and neglect of the system.

In the 1960s what started as a protest culture end-
ed as multiculturalist initiatives that have been, to
some extent, successful in the following decades in
addressing the tradition of racism, ethnocentrism,
discrimination, and ignorance, For example, the Na-
tional Opinion Research Center (NORC) found that
the desire for segregated schools and neighborhoods
and for laws prohibiting interracial marnage has
decreased while the general attitude towards mi-
norities has improved. One rcason for an opening
of the American society was the fact that formerly
suppressed groups went public and presented their
distinctive perspectives and histories.

Radical minority factions however used multi-
culturalism as a counter-ideology that pur ethno-
racial and cultural identity before unitv. This was
highly subversive to the ideal of E Pluribus Unum
of the founding fathers of the United States and
helped cause a conservative backlash.

Conservatives like Norman Podhoretz (see Kim-
ball 1990, p. 60 fI) and liberal traditionalists like
Schlesinger (1993) concentrate on the danger of
radical versions of multiculturalism, i.e. separatism
and segregationism and declare it a pC issue (Elfin
and Burke 1993). They fear multiculturalism will
destroy the American fabric - its supposedly »com-
mon« icons, core values, and moral standards. To
dramatize their view the conservatives have re-
peatedly drawn the picture of racial tensions, the
»Balkanization« of American society and the suicidal
behavior of American liberalism (D’Souza 1992, p.
21). By accepting multiculturalism America would
be tolerant enough to give its enemies a platform
to spread a supposedly poisonous, dangerous, and
divisive ideology. Conservatives insist that separatism
is the inevitable result of multiculturalism. They
deny the claim of multiculturalists that muld-
culturalism favors exchange and co-existence of
cultures, not their separation.

Therefore, against multiculturalism, conservatves
and traditionalists increasingly distinguish between
a »multiracial« and a »multicultural« society, the lat-
ter of which they see as a threat to the need to
have a nationally accepted set of values. They ask,
how could new immugrants in the future be inte-
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grated if no common standards exist to which they
should adhere? According to Bloom (1987) the socie-
ty has to prevent the production of permanent out-
siders and, instead, turn immigrants into Americans.
But he gives no answer to the question of whether
a nation based on Western values alone will be able
to integrate the increasing cultural diversicy.

The Challenge to the »Canon«

Another strand of the multiculturalism debate is
about keeping the traditional curriculum or »canon«.
PC supporters have been accused by anti-pc con-
servatives like Douglas {1992). neo-conservatives like
Kimball (1990}, and liberal traditionalists like Schles-
inger (1993) of replacing the old established canon
with a multiculturalist, essentially un-American and
divisive one.

Critics are particularly furious about certain claims
bv pc supporters about the traditional canon. such
as their denunciation of classical humanistic Western
thought as »Eurocentric« (Siegel 1992, p. 218 ff;
Herrnstein Smith 1992, p. ¢ f; Asante 1992, p. 229;
Stansell 1991, p. 53 f) or - more pronounced - as
the work of »dead white males«.

However, many of these oft-repeated and emo-
tional accusations are controversial among PC sup-
porters themselves. For example, the »dead white
male« indictment has rarelv been brought forward
as a serious argument (Stansell 1991, p. 54).

Asante (1992), an outspoken critic of »Eurocen-
tric hegemonism« and the »myth of the mainstream«
rejects the attack directed particularly at the con-
cept of Afrocentrism. In his words the question is
not replacement or downgrading of Western culture
but infusion of such concepts into the curricula.
The fundamental objective is not directed at iden-
tity politics or raising self-esteem but »to provide
accurate information. A secondary effect of accuracy
and truth might be the adjustment of attitudes by
both black and white students. ... Afrocentncity
does not seek an ethnocentric curriculume« (p. 307).
In other words: Asante does not question a com-
mon American society but believes in cultural
pluralism without hierarchy. However, he does not
explain how such a balanced and equal pluralism
should be created and sustained.

Oberservers like Searle (1992, pp. 103 ff.) have
noted that the furious outcry over the content of a
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few introductory courses in some Ivy League schools,
the outpourings of a few marginalized scholars in
literary criticism, and what he calls the follies of
some orthodox and repressive feminist or Afro-
American radicals is ironic. Rather, students and
parents should be concerned about the general state
of undergraduate education, particularly in the
Humanities, the cultural illiteracy, »know-nothing
mood« (Gitlin 1992, p. 187) and »anti-intellectualism«
(Ehrenreich 1992a, p. 335) of the student body, the
ambiguous objectives of teaching and research, and
the bureaucratization and formalization of American
higher education.

Besides the canon new, critical theones in the
humanities have become the target of atracks as well.
Some conservative opponents reject the post-mo-
dern and post-structuralist view that truth and
knowledge are relative because they are historically
and socially determined. As in the canon debate,
they suspect that such views undermine educational
efforts and create nihilism, cviicism, shallow in-
tellectualism and lead finally to ~ as thev see - un-
due politicization of education (Bloom 1987). Sup-
porters of an expansive versus an exclusive canon
have rejected the notion of an unpolitical and
»ossified« canon as cultural nostalgia because »the
canon is not a fortress but a permeable membrane«
(Hughes 1993, p. 109).

The fact that allegations of narrow-mindedness
and cultural intolerance are used on both sides il-
lustrate the emotions PC issues can elicit. The
mainstream media and popular magazines such as
Newsweek and New York have reported and editorializ-
ed on these aspects of the pc debate by poking fun
at pc speech, depicting supporters of change as sec-
tarians, segregationists, status victims and oppres-
sors of free speech, as in the case of the cui-
culum »revolutions« at Stanford or the University
of Texas at Austin. For example, syndicated co-
lumnist George Will (1992b) in his editorial »Radical
English« claims that professors bring into the class-
room the issues of race and gender because »cam-
puses have become refuges for radicals who want
universities to be as thoroughly politicized as they
are« (p. 259). Another columnist John Leo (1994) dis-
plays popular anti-intellectualism when he maintains
that the new academic theories such as deconstruc-
tion are »all intellectual junk« (p. A8).

rc sypporters respond more defensively. The
sTeachers For A Democratic Culture« (1992) blame
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the media, powerful interest groups, such as the
National Association of Scholars (Nas), and con-
servatives for deliberate misrepresentations and a
strategy of silencing and mtimidation so that »the
very concepts of reason, truth, and artistic standards
are being subverted in favor of a crude ideological
agenda ... [that] presentfs] the current debate ...
not as a legitimate conflict in which reasonable dis-
agreement 1s possible, but as a simple choice be-
tween civilization and barbarism« (1992, p. 67 f).

Why has a curriculum change such as the inclu-
sion of an author like Frantz Fanon or a Nobel-
prize winner like Rigoberta Menchi into a first-vear
course about »Western Culture« evoked an emotion-
ally-loaded response? One central answer mayv be
that it breaks with a tradition of uncritically glori-
fving the history of the West and the underlving
assumption of cultural supremacy. Another is the
fear that in the current book-hostile culture’ many
students will never read anything else or are just
passive receptacles and therefore will be unduly in-
fluenced by a »biased« canon.

For many white Americans, the Euro-American
heritage is still a major source of pride and identi-
ty. But if the dominant culrure and its values derive
from slavery, violent oppression, economic exploira-
tion, racism and igorance, how can American historv
be blindly and innocently celebrated and taught so
gloriously? (Bennett 1992, p. 167 f}. In other words,
the inclusion of perspectives of formerlyv suppress-
cd natious and cultures encourages a closer look at
the past. This raises a new and potentially divisive
specter of conflict abourt what should be valued and
what should be forgotten. As Henry (1990) points
out, such questions are forced: »Which 1s the more
admirable heroism: the courageous holdout by a
few conquest-minded whites over Hispanics ar the
Alamo, or the anonvmous expression of hope by
millions who filed through Ellis Island? Was the sub-
duing of the West a daring feat of bravery and
ingenuity, or a wretched example of white im-
perialism?« (pp. 30 f.).

In the mass media, attempts to add diversity to
the curricula have met with responses ranging from
the questioning of the veracity of revionist histories
(Leo 1994) to the subtle misreprentation of the
perspectives of Ronald Takaki, a multiculturalist who
favored including all ethnic groups in the historv
of the v.s. (Folkenflik 1994).

On such contested terrain extreme volces are pre-
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sent. Fueling the arsenals of conservatives are tradi-
tionalist parents and professors who resent almost
every idea or reform that promotes change and ques-
tions the »old ways«. According to them, »many
books treasured as classics by prior generations are
now seen [by radicals] as tools of cultural im-
penalism. In the extreme form, this thinking rises
to a value-deprived neutralism that views all cultures,
regardless of the grandeur or paucity of their at-
rainments, as essentially equal« (Henry 1990, p. 31).
Or worse, militants replace pro-Western hypocrisy
with another one. According to some militant
Afrocentrists, current standards, values and dis-
courses represent only a pseudo-liberal and pseudo-
tolerant subtle hegemony of white racism and Euro-
centrism. In their understanding only Africans or
African Americans are able to give a fair view of
African culture and history. »Whatever a white Euro-
pean male historian or witness has to sav must be
suspect; the utterances of an oppressed person or
group deserve instant credence. ... Now the claims
of the victim do have to be heard, because they
may cast new kight on history« (Hugles 1993, p. 146).
Such assertions forget that statements about history
or other issues have to pass exactly the same tests
of empirical validity and reliability.

Intricate and esoteric debate about the impor-
tance of Plato versus Confucius, Machiavelli versus
Malcom X in introductory university courses did
not originallv raise much concern outside of aca-
denua. This did not prevent the media from attempt-
ing to brning it to the attention of the public by
making such arguments as that by Will (r992a) who
wrote that the goal of those in favor of rc with
regard to the canon is »delegitimizing Western
civilization by discrediting the books and ideas that
gave birth to it» (p. 24). And in recent vears with
the help of the media the debate has shifted from
university curricula to the elementary and secon-
dary levels of the educational system (see Berman
1992, part 2, Howe 1992, p. 223), resulting in an in-
creased Interest in curricula issues in the general

public.

1. According to Hughes (1993, p. 103) the majority of
American households did not buy one single book in
1991.
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Free Speech and Related Issues of Behavioral Codes

Constitutional arguments have been raised to chal-
lenge attempts to enforce multiculturalist awareness
on Indmvidual behavior and conversation. In its
essence the conflict about Free Speech (guaranteed
i che First Amendment of the Amernican Constitu-
tion) culminates in the question: Do »the rights

or :hose offended by what someone says outweigh
the nghts of the person who says it«? (Harvey 1992, -

p. 143).

In its more harmless version pPC »corrects« ter-"-

minology in an effort to avoid offending a person..
For example, once accepted terms used to describe
African Americans in the U.s. become derogatorv
as soon as they are no longer used among ardent
pC supporters. Once a proud word, »Negro« now

. . [
has a negative connotation almost as strong aszs

»Nigger« or »colored.« Afro-American came into
fasrion during the late 1960s burt was replaced by
»Black« in the 1970s. Black is still used in some parts
of zne South while African American is the stan-
darc on the west coast. Similarly, words with »man«
have been challenged by feminists as sexist.

More hotly debated are the desirability, ap-
proonateness and legality of campus policies re-
gulzting the behavior of students and faculty to-
waré women and minorities.

Conservatives fike George Will have defined anu-
haressment codes as »codes, under which designated
grouns of victims are protected from whatever they
decige offends them« (Will 1992b, p. 260). Defenders
of such codes point at power differences and
engrained structures of discrimination that can be
broken only by enforcement of new behavior.

The result of this aspect of the pcC debate has
been the proliferation of behavior codes at many
colleges that outline detailed rules for dating and
sexuzal encounters.

Opponents of multiculturalism and pC have com-
parec such codes with the »Hitler Youth or Mao
Tse-Tung’s Red Guards« (Brodkey and Fowler 1992,
p- o5 or denounced it as »a new fascism of the left«
(ditro. p. ms, citing a Habermasian verdict), as in-
quisitory »McCarthyism« (D’Souza 1992, p. 13}, as
»post-Puritan« (Hughes 1903, p. 24), as the result
of a rinted »culture of complaint« (Hughes 1993),
and as mere »victimology« (Fox-Genovese 1991, p.
47 f; Kimball 1992, p. 65; Ravitch 1992, p. 228 ff;
Siegel 1992; Stansell 1991, pp. 52 f).
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According to Hughes (1993) the problem is the
pervasiveness of shallow, guilt-ridden moralism,
Manichaean nghteousness, and a »strange admixrure
of individualism and conformity« (Gitlin 199z, p.
189) 1n the American culture, where »the Right 1s
as corroded by defunct ideology as the academic
Left. Propaganda-talk, euphemism, and evasion are
so much a part of American usage today that they
cross all party lines and ideological divides« (Hughes
1993, p. 26 f).

Can an honest and frank discussion happen in
an environment where competing demands in the
public and private sphere counteract the develop-
ment of consistent codes of behavior and speech,
which some have called the contradictory »Ameri-
can way of being» (Bennett 1992, p. 169.): Harvey
(1992) illustrates such competing requirements in the
socialization of students. »One force (principally the
academic establishment) pulls them (the students)
in the direction of sensitivity. The other force (large-
Iy popular culture) jerks them toward the shocking
or sensational« (p. 146 f). He then concludes that
there seems to be no middle ground if the ground
rules are that no one can be offended.

Afirmative Action

A third strand related to multiculturalism s the
question of how or if ethnic; cultural and racial
diversity and equality should be encouraged in
American societv. This question has resulted in a
debate over affirmative action policies — which ad-
mit equally or less qualified minority students into
colleges and universities or into jobs before their
white counterparts. These policies and the increas-
ed use of quotas in the admission and hiring of
minorities and females have resulted in accusations
of »reverse discrimination« and complaints of viola-
tions against the principle of meritocracy (ID’Souza
1901, p. 24; Glazer 1087; Lynch 1989; Short 1986).
Others have criticized preferential admissions and
hiring because thev are linked to ascriptive criteria
like gender and race and ncglect class, i.e. a per-
son’s poverty (Hughes 1993, p- 63).

Changes in the status-quo, supposedly generated
by affirmative actuon, have led to resentment and
fear among certain segments of the white majority.
The fervor of the debate and the emotions raised
can be explained by the deep cut of these pro-
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cesses in the national and individual psyche. Henry
(1990 reported in a Time magazine article that
»when Florida Adantic University, a state-funded
institution under pressure to increase”its low black
enrollment, offered last month [March 1990] to give
free tuition to every qualified black freshman who
enrolled, the school was flooded with calls of com-
plaint, some protesting that nothing was being done
for »real « Americans.« He continues that »as the
number of minorities increase, their demands for
a share of the national bountv are bound to in-

tensify, while whites are certain to feel ever more .7

embattled« (p. 31).

Latest Developments

A critical re-thinking and re-evaluation of the mean-
ing of cultural norms, identity politics, and pluralism
has recently led to an opening of the debate, relax-
ing some of the earlier polarization betiveen Left
and Right, liberals and conservatives, multicul-
turalists and traditionalists.

Particularly the extreme and militant thetoric
of scgregationists, Afrocentrists and of radical
feminists has been increasingly rejected by moderate
rC supporters. Excesses, manv of which had been
used by opponents in the past to denounce the ob-
jectives of Pc, have been rejected as detrimental and
blamed for poisoning the debate about minority and
women’s rights, multicultural diversity, freedom of
cultural expression and equal opportunity. Radical
rhetoric, often combined with an excessive, mani-
pulative, or unwarranted use of labels like »racisme,
»sexisime, »ant-Semitismi«, »fasciste, »homophobice,
»harassment« and »rape« has helped to isolate
militants from Left and liberal pc supporters.

Labeling has led to »so many levels of indistinct
denunciation that it has lost whatever stable mean-
ing it once had« (Hughes 1993. p. 19). And their
use may have made it easier for the Right to create
alliances of a strong ideological countermovement.

Under the pressure of public- and media-genera-
ted abhorrence of rC, once moderate supporters of
PC have started to distance themselves from prior
notions of correctness, moralism. and »self-intimi- -
dation« (Epstein 1992, p. 148) because they fear an
infringement of censorship on a frank and honest

“

literature, journalism, theater etc.). It would be
counterproductive and paradoxical if a movement
~ that started to question cultural and societal taboos
i raised new taboos.
¥ Other pc supporters are concerned that Left and
" liberal arguments are abused to shield growing
ethno-racial parochialism, cultural intolerance and
group-egoism that i1s used to legitimate »identity
politics [that] makes a fetish of the virtues of the
. minority« (Gitlin 1992 p. 188). In the understanding
of moderate multiculturalists, pluralism is not a self-
serving ideology for the creation of separate cultural
reservations but a tool to give minorities more op-
portunities for representation and to enrich and glue
American society together according to the ideal of

" E pluribus Unum. They refer to the traditional no-

> tion of American individualism as the centerpoint
of identity in contrast to a collectivism that over-
rides an individual’s experience along ascriptive
criteria of gender, class, race, or sexual orientation
(Scott 1992).

Katie Roiphe (1993), one of the less dogmatic
feminists. rejects rigid regulation of gender relations
and the definition of women as victims of male
sexual aggression. Robert Hughes (1993, p. 28) cast-
igates »patriotic correctness« and pious bigotrv of
the Right as much as the Culture of Complaint
(booktitle) on the Lett. And among minority scho-
lars there are also voices which suggest that weak-
nesses and problems of minorities themselves ex-
plain their lack of advancement.

Shelby Steele (1990) moves attention awav from
thie unsolvable contradiction of black victim and
white perpetrator and, instead, demands a concen-
tration on one’s own strength and autonomous
identiry. Others stress commonalties with conser-
vative or liberal critics of pC. Exemplary of this new
trend is the programmatic volume of Patricia Auf-
derheide (1992) Beyond pC. Toward a politics of under-
standing and Gerald Graff’s suggestive title Bevond
the Culture Wars.

Whereas these academic discussions have helped
to clanify issues and separate militant from more
moderate PC supporters, the conservative barrage has

. vet not stopped denouncing Left and liberal con-

cern regarding minorities, women, and other for-
merly ignored groups and issues. With a tune lag
and influenced by the media’s continuing rc-ba-

debate among PC supporters, between the oppos- i+# shing (Losey and Kurthen i994) the public’s re-
ing camps, and in the society in general (fine arts, . sponse to PG has been strongly anti-pcC - what some
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ment of the 1970s, the gay rights movement of the
1980s and anti-discriminatory legistation, The ensu-
ing attitudinal and value changes led to increasing
awareness of prejudice and discrimination.

The »ethnocultural revolution« of the 1960s was
furthered by changing demographics, in particular
the rising rates of non-white immigration and high
birth rates of some minority groups (e.g. Hispanics).
Demographers have estimated that by 2010 38% of
Americans under age 18 will belong to minority
aroups.

Affirmative action and civil rights legslation in-
creased the enrollment of minoriues, particularly
African Americans, 1n higher education (2.5 million
cach year) and provided gains in occupational re-
presentation as well (Gleckman et al. 1992, p. 152
f). The advancement of women can be explained
similarly, as an outcome of reforms in education
and the workplace, a redefinition of gender roles,
and strong demand during periods of high employ-
ment.

In other words. the decper significance of the
debate that surrounds affirmative action, muit-
culturalism, and rc 1s the fact that America is
becoming a more culturally diverse and less swhite-
and male-dominated societv. This has led to a
reassessment of dominant values and cultural stan-
dards. More and more old cerramnties are question-
ed: What does it mean to be an American? Is a
nation based on Western values able to mntegrate
cultural diversity of the furure? Or should the
»center« be redefined, 1f it cannot hold any more
increasing plurality and diversity? The Left and the
Right have responded differently to the demographic
changes in the U.s,

From the perspective of the Left, changes have
not been fast enough and have not increased the
participation of women and minorities in American
soclety as hoped. They perceive particularly the
Reagan/Bush vears as a backlash against their in-
terests. It is argued that, while there are more
minorities in higher education and in the workplace
and In better positions than ever before, thev are
not yet represented in these places in proportion
to their numbers in the general public. Moreover,
subtle or hidden mechanisms of exclusion may have
replaced open discrimination. In additon, they com-
plain that the public’s awareness and understand-
ing of the diverse cultures that constitute America
1s woefully imited. They claim that in schools, even
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in universities, most students are still taught a cur-
riculum which suggests that white, European male
culture 1s the only source of knowledge and the
only culture worth knowing. Because of the re-
sistance of the Center-to-Right-oriented middle-class
majority, who are well-represented in positions of
influence in policv-making, business, academia, and
the media, the redistribution of entitlements and
the shift of the political agenda have not been as
successtul as pc opponents like Bloom (1987) want
to make the public believe.

Those on the Right, however, interpret recent
developments ditferently. From their perspective the
increasing numbers of women and minorities in
schools and the workplace indicate that the legis-
lation of the 1960s and 1970s was a success and may
even suggest that — as a result of this legislation -
whites, particularly men, are losing opportunities
to women and people of color.

The Right is expressing the decline of the Amerni-
can »middle classes« which have been confronted
with the realization that the »Golden Age«is over.
In recent vears they have had to face stagnatng in-
comes and sinking standards of living in comparison
with other industial democracies. Thev tear a
change in the status quo and the loss ot the sup-
posed superiority of the American way of life that
they were used to. Such resenument has been trans-
lated by the mass media in 1ts heavy coverage of
such rc opponents as Lvnne Cheney and Richard
Nixon. Authors like Glazer, Schlesinger, and D Sou-
za put this malaise into slogans like »illiberal educa-
tione, »loss of excellence«, and »lowering standards«.

Tt might not be just a comncidence that such
pessimistic and almost defeatist assessments of the
state of the nation occurred at a time when - after
the optimism of the Reagan vears and the short-
lived patriotism of the Gulf-War - the political and
ideological hegemony of the conservatives began
waning. PC-critical books examining the fall of
education, values, and various other aspects of
American life have come out in increasing number
since the late 1980s (Bloom 1987; D’Souza 1991; Kim-
ball 1992}, at a time when Americans focused in-
ward and discovered that thev had to bring their
own affairs i1 order. At the end of the Cold
War and the transformation of what was »typically
American« (Githin 1992, p. 186) some observers see
»the surface of a deeper fault line - a trauma in
American cultural identity« (ibid., p. 185).
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have called a neoconservative, grassroots backlash.
For example, local school boards have been in-
undated with parents complaining about curricular
changes that bow to multiculturalism, colleges have
revised new race and gender policies for fear that
thev may be unconstitutional under first amend-
ment free speech rights, and professors who were
once embarrassed to be accused of sexual harass-
ment are now going public, fighting back against
a rash of abuses i this area.

Regarding the backlash Isserman (1991) warns
against the paralysis, isolation. parochialism, and
unattractiveness of the pc subculture. Only »a broad,
tolerant, and democratic Left will have a chance of
surviving the attack; a Left mired in self-nght-
eoushess and symbolic politics is likely to find itself
back in the soup again« (p. 84).

The Common Ground of the Debate: the American Creed

Although bitter arguments are waged over these
issues, pC Is not a debate without a foundaton.
While the adversaries fight from different perspec-
tives about meaning, importance, and interpreta-
tion, they fight on a common ground and their
arguments are built on common assumptions which
are — with the exception of a few radicals and fun-
damentalists on the margins — not contested. How-
ever, not surprisingly, extreme positions or anec-
dotes are often used as examples to denounce or
ridicule opponents.

The basic assumptions and common foundations
of the participants on both sides are what we want
to call »axioms of the American creed«. They are:
» Increasing diversity 1n higher education and in
American society, reflected in demographic and
cultural changes. However, opponents and sup-
porters of pC draw different conclusions from these
facts, particularly what and if commonalties and
hierarchies exist among the manv cultures and
how much pluralism should be implemented to
give these different voices their fair share of
representation, resources, and opportunities.
American liberties and foundations of democracy.
Although it 1s questioned to what extent li-
berties are already realized and how broadly they
should be interpreted, the great majority of dis-
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putants accept their superiority In comparison
with other political systems and are in favor of
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upholding the Bill of Rights and other constitu-
tionally guaranteed freedoms. Similarly the great
majority of the debate’s participants subscribe to
the notions of humanism and rationalism (Ber-
man 1992, p. I8).

» The cconomic system of liberal market capitalism.
Except for orthodox Marxists (who do not really
participate in the debate although thev are wide-
lv used as scapegoats) very few question the
legitimacy of capitalism in contrast to the failed
model of state-socialism.

The fact that the debate is centered around com-
mon axioms of a subtle consensus indicates that PC,
in its current manifestations, has not the potential
to seriously divide the nation. It might however,
indicate a break with prior myths on which America
was built, such as »the melting pot« ideology, which
leaves unquestioned white Anglo-Saxon hegemony,
and the uncontested historv of »progress«, expan-
sion, and »advancement« in the name ot democracy,
freedom. equality. The debate might force America
to look more inward and discover its inherent con-
tradictions, ambiguities, and differences.

Toward a Socio-Historical Understanding of the Current
PC Debate

To understand why pC has become such an import-
ant topic at this time and in these ways, 1t is -
portant to look at broader demographic, historic,
and socio-cultural changes in American societv in
the last few decades. Once a microcosm of Euro-
pean nationalities, America is now becoming a
micro-cosm of the world.

At the heart of the question is the representa-
tion and participation of formerly oppressed or
neglected groups, 1 particular women and minori-
ties, and the question of redistribution of scarce
resources between the white majority and minorities
(Fox-Genovese 1991, p. 48). Aflirmative action, multi-
culturalism, the canon and the examination of free
specch issues related to racism and sexism are fields
on which this battle is waged.

Most agree that pc has its roots in the 1960s
ideals of liberal humanism and the quest for moral
politics that centered around an »epistemological
preference for the oppressed« (Bovte 1992, p. 179).
Quickly following the Civil rights and anti-war
movements came also the women’s liberation move-
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The battle over rcC-issues and particularly mult-
culturalism and affirmative action is taking place at
a dme when the v.s. faces not only domestic
demographic changes but also a relative decline of
its negemonial role as a leader of the Western world
in nternational economic, political, and military at-
fais. Could it be that anti-pc rhetoric is serving as
a compensation for the loss of a powerful external
threat that held American society together? Some
observers point in such a direction when they
dewribe the Right’s search for a new enemy after
the end of the Cold War: »I'he Right needs a Left:
If ==¢ battlements of Western culture were not under
corinuous siege, what would happen to their de-
fenders? ... The favorite all-purpose Barbarans. at
present, are called multiculturalists« (Hughes 199;.
p. 33 similar Gitlin 1992).

Conclusion

In vur descriptive analysis of the origins and dimen-
siczs of PC we have come to two conclusions. On
the one hand PC issues have had an impact that

gozs bevond the notion of a battle over correct

s. pC has become institutionalized in harass-
-t codes, equality legislation, affirmartive action.
and attempts to revise the canon in educational in-
surzuons. All these events have had an impact on
the mind of the average American, stirring up emo-
tions. and leading to some polanzation. This im-
pact has occurred 1n part because PC raises status
fears. questions the dominant culture and identity,
reaennes America’s past, present and future, and
reficcts a redistribution of resources. Moreover it
has had an impact because it has been portraved
as iniringing upon American values, traditions, basic
constitutional rights, and engrained modes of be-
havior and speech berween the sexes and races.
WWe also have seen that the media, Conservatives.
anc even parts of the liberal establishment give what
thev identify as pc various labels that range from
saving it is undermining academic standards to
characterizing it as nihilist relativism, or tribal frag-
mentaton leading to »Balkanization«. Although this
neo-conservative or traditionalist rhetoric may over-
dramatize Pc, in our understanding it correctly
reflects that pc, if enacted in politics and culturally
insututionalized, threatens the traditionalist and
{(neo-conscrvative hegemony. But we also have seen

Kurthen / Losey, Political Correctness

that the majority of PC opponents and supporters
are not questioning the axioms of American socie-
ty: capitalism, consttutional democracy, and increas-
ing diversity and pluralism. The pc debate does not,
therefore appear to portend a major political or
economic revolution in the U.S.

Moreover, it is not just by coincidence that the
debate about pC has been so intense in recent vears.
It reflects domestic and international changes. The
increased immigration of non-European minorities
forcing greater cultural diversity, the promised, but
in many areas still unrealized removal of barriers and
prejudice, the malaise of the conservative revolu-
tion initiated bv Reagan/Bush, and the newly, more
inwardly-oriented perceptions of the American
public have been supportive of formerly silenced
voices and a public orientation on domestic issues
that reflect the issuc of culturai and ethnic diversity.

Internationally, the decline of a previously un-
challenged economic and political domination by
Americans provides the backdrop for a discourse that
stresses the multitude and equality of non-main-
stream groups, interests, values, and identities. Ironi-
cally, this reordering of hegemony is simultaneous
with the collapse of the Sovier Union, the rise of
competitors in Europe and Asia, and the notion
of a »new world order« with many centers and more
equal participation of former excluded nations in
Asia and .Africa.

Because the v.s. is characterized bv a high degree
of social differentiation, inequality and permanent
sociocultural change - a society in constant evolu-
tion — there is a permancnt need for consensus, that
1s, for unity in plurality. Neither the conservative
fixation on ahistorical »truths« and universal values
nor the abstract notion of unity through conflict
or pluralist and cultural relativism is able to sufhi-
ciently define the American society or garner the
support of a majority of Americans.

Therefore one may with confidence predict that
for some time to come the American socicty will
be characterized by an attempt to balance between
conservative traditionalism and pluralist diversity, be-
tween the self-righteous proclamation of »universal
truths« and skeptic relativism, between those re-
presenting the dominant hegemonic culture and the
marginalized or radicalized minoritics calling for
counterhegemonic cultures and, in the extreme case
for separatism or worse, supplanting Eurocentrism
with other -isms (Kleinsteuber 1993, p. 265). Neither
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restimony of oppression nor of domination is »a
justiﬁcation for further cruelty and inhumanity, or
for high sounding cant and merely > correct < at-
rudes« (Said 1992, p. 187). -

Amenca will not escape the almost certain future
of diverse and pluralist societies and their ensuing
contlicts. The question is rather if the political and
educational institutions, the media and the public
are p'rcparcd and willing to take the challenge and
weather the unavoidable battles over legitimacy,
representation, and redistnbution. Or more generally
expressed, is America willing to begin a »quest for
knowledge without presuppositions, ... (in a time
when) the quest for certainty, the quest for dog-
matism and orthodoxy and ngidity is over« (West
1992, P. 332)2

The pc debate reflects weak and strong sides of
American culture and public discourse. Some issues
at hand, such as the battle over speech codes, are
esoteric and have been rightly criticized because of
their rigid moralism and intimidation. Some reflect
genuine American concerns or problems. One can-
not overlook that the debate about admissions and
hinng practices, the social funcrions of teaching and
scholarship, the concept of objectivity, truth, and
free speech, the canon, tradition, common culture,
racism and sexism has a deeper meanng for the
sustenance of the central instrutions as well as values
and belief-systems of the American society. The con-
troversies can be interpreted not as signs of corrup-
tion. decline, or decadence but of educational and
democratic health, since »in intellectual matters,
crises are signs of life« (Berman 1991, p. 26).

Amenca could come to mirror changes that
sooner or later will come into being In other
democratic societies emerging as multiethnic and
multicuitural societies. %
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veioped states cannot be achieved overnight. However,
this process is essential to the international communicy
it it is to avoid jeopardizing economic prosperity, natural
living conditions. :nternational secunty and prospects for
democracy.

H.C.E. Mansilla:

Purtial Modernization and the Political Culture of Authoritarianism
in the Periphery

Democracy is a v in a world that is mainly author-
itanan. Modernizazon processes do not automatically lead
to aemocratization. On the contrary, in the periphen they
are leading to identty crises and defensive responses which
drew on traditiond cultural patrerns and combme these
with modern elements to form whar tends to be an
: sive culture«. In the Islamic region
m is only one extreme manifestation
g ‘idualist view of society which places
no value on the ng=ts of the individual. The authoritarian
tradition is sustained by other roots in Latin America.
Neither the advanced pre-Columbian civilizations nor the
Iberian colonial mes knew anvthing much of the
elements of an open society. They passed on a legacy of
centzalism and burzaucracy. As for Marxism, 1ts Russion
varieny was taken up worldwide as a modernization ide-
olegy for backward societies and strengthened authontarian
tendencies by estatrshing the rule of the intelligentsia class
in zhe form of the 'communist: party and turning the
state 1nto the centzal ageney of modernization. The re-
cen: experience o7 Jemocratization processes in the East
and in the South do not allow for a definitive answer as
to whether authorzanan capitalist modernization (as in
the Far East) might not be the more successful model.

Klaus Klennert:

Oligarchical Society and Democratic State?
The Case of Pukistan

Although there hes been some progress in Pakistan's for-
ma! democratic de: zlopment since 1988, the prospects tor
a deepening and consolidation of this process are rather
doubcful. Relations berween the country’s different com-
muaities are strained by subtle, but occasionully quite
open, contlicts. The population explosion and the low
level of education are preventing the emergence of'a broad
politically aware and self-contident layer of citizens. The
mibzary, the bureaucracy, the aristoracy and the tribal
leaders defend their powerful influence over politics and
society and have been able to count on the submissive
support of the industrial business clite. The parties are
lirde more than elecuion machines for politicians and torally
lack internal demoxracy. The judicary sufters from de facto
dependency on the execurive. In addition, foreign powers
have so far done more to hinder than to promote
democratic development. Nevertheless, there are some

Resumés / Summaries / Zusammenfassungen

modest signs of democratization within Pakistani society.
The influence of the Islamists has declined steadily since
1988. At the same ume a remarkably independent and
critical press has managed to establish itself. The edncated
middle class is increasingly addressing social and political
abuses throngh their involvement in human rights, wo-
men’s, environmentalist and labour organizations. More-
over, the transitional government under Mocen Qureshi
initiated strucrural reforms in the summer of 1993 which
cannot casily be undone by any future government. The
fikelihood that the military will, yet again, size power has
decreased considerably in the light of the new interna-
tional situanion.

Hermann Kurthen / Koy M. losey:

How to Cope with Cultural Diversity.
What is the U.S. Debate on Political Correctness Really About?

The call for »political correctness« (PC) was originally in-
tended to take appropriate account of the rights, view-
points and cultural traditions etc. of minorities, including
women, who have suftered discrimination and marginaliza-
tion. Expressions, behaviour and institunonal arrangements
which reflect the, as it were, automaric dominance of
Anglo-Saxon male »malnstreame culture and its bearers
in public bte 11 the United States were rejected as »political-
ly incorrecr«. Above all, rc meant mulncultural study pro-
grammes 2t schools and universities and affirmative ac-
tion to give & morce appropriate share of privileged posi-
tions to the minorities. Now, however. the public debare
15 dominated by the conservative critics of pc, who de-
nounce 1ts advocates for plaving down the importance of
performance standards. stifling free spreech and dividing
the countrv by excessive emphasis on cultural difference.
Although the rc debate does not call into question the
fundamenral Amencan values of democracy and capitalism.
it is redefining the Western identity of the United States
m the wake of its evolution into a more and more mulri-
cultural society.

Karl Georg Zinn:

On the Road fa the Tertiary Crisis?
The Precarious Transition to the Service Society

Consumption and production in the advanced industrial
countries is experiencing a shift to the service sector. The
share of the national product accounted for by the once
dominant industrial sector is declining. At the root of this
trend is the increasing saturation of demand for industrial
products. Since falling demand has been accompanied by
continual advances in productivity, we are secing a shed-
ding of labour in this sector which echoes the earfier fate
of agriculture. The transition from the industrial to the
service sociery is nort, however, proceeding as smoothly
as the move from agrarian to industrial society did. First-
ly, with growing prosperity comes a greater propensity to
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save. Secondly, an expansion of demand for servic
problematic than it was in the case of industr
Services are not cheapened in the same way. @
are already facing largely saturated markets, wh
are in any case linked to (declining) industnal pre
Thus, the transition to the service society brin
- bevond the ups and downs of the business ¢
prospect of relative economic stagnation, even t
may be delayed by new short-lived boosts to g
a résult, full employment. the maintenance of
security svstem and, indeed, the access of all ¢
the nation’s prosperity are seriously jeopardizec
tempt to stimulate demand for services by pu
service-sector wages (as in the United States) dirce
mines the foundations of mass prosperity, while
leaving rhe mechanism of stagnation intact. I
avoid the looming crisis, fundamental and polit
trolled corrections must be made to the existing
mechanism.

Nicolas H. Hardinghaus:
The development of the international drugs economy

‘The supply and demand for drugs are determu
ly by the marker, which is both intervention
feglﬂatcd: interventionist because there is the
repression of producers, dealers and consumers: .
because there are neither quality controls for |
nor trading standards for dismbution. The mark:
flexibilv to new buyer countries (China, CIs cou
demand shits (designer drugs). Developing cov
ducing organic drugs have previously had »nd\"
industrial countries on the world drugs marke
can change due to fully synthetic drugs and il
pull in the developing countries producing »nat
Peru, Bolivia, Colombia. Morocco, Myanmar, 1
Yunan or other regions of the global econom
are, with the help of the drugs sector, still a
their Gnp, stabilize the external value of the
and reduce or check their foreign debt. In La
alone, the drugs indusmy provides a livelihoc
12 million people. The positive effects in terms
imvestment, employment and wealth creation
social costs whose dimension can hardly be
The legalization of the use and selling of d
considerably reduce the social costs, but it wou
some dcvc'loping countrics INtO even Wors
chaos. The other economic parameters would ¢
in a positive direction 1if the liberated capital -
and legally reinvested.

Kai Ambos:
Why the International War on Drugs is Failing

The nternationally dominant strategy of comt
production directly at source 1s doomed 1o
farmers cannot be persuaded to give up the
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