ds |
" on the scale of history,” He ‘erives this idea
*“fram. the fact that wltuul matenallsm finds
tanations for soci h in
the relative costs and benefits 'of alternative-
activities. Sahling’s idde five is that costs and
benefits are the same as. “profit“ and ‘‘loss™

and that tliey therefore are licable only to °

vvnnably gave up the

sates ei/elopeqi they usiatly veguced -
clininated ~ human rlﬁce. a.ubslillmng
animal’ for human victims, and that, they in-
ice of “eating
prisoners 'of 'war. Thq exp\analicm for-ql
lrend is that it wns I part’ of the Aeneral
for t states to
adopt ecumemal rehgl“}ms and to incorpordte

cultures which economize in conformity wuh
u

def \F to the victor’s politi pl
economy as peasants, serfs, orslaves. \~

the formal categories of capitali
the costs and benefits of cultural materialism

refer to the more or less cfficacious ways of

satisfying the need for food, sex, rest, health,
and approbation. Although these costs and
benefits cannot be measuréd with p

H , in the Aztéc case, and as far &s
we know only in‘the Aztec case, the state
itsell” took over the earlier human sacrifice
and cannibalism complex and made it the
main focus of its ecclesiastical rituals. As the

rough approximations cap sasily be obtained
i terms of rising or declining death rates,
caloric and protein intake, incidence of
disease, ratio of labor input to output,
energetic  balances, qml of infanticide,
casualties in war, and “ma | y other ‘‘etic’* and
behavioral indices.

These costs and benef] i clearly constitute
categories that are epistf ynologically distinct
from price market and ic notions

of profit and loss mexpured- in monetary

Aztecs b more powerful they did not
stop eating their enemies! instead they ate
more and more of them. At lkeast 20,000 cap-
tives were immolaled in ‘four days at the
dedication of the main Aztec temple in 1487

and by the beginning of thg sixteenth century »

al least fifteen o twenty thousand people
were being eaten per year in Tenochtitlan, the
Aztec capital (Harner 1977:119). Since the
skulls of the victims in Tenochiilan were
placed on display, racks after the brains were
taken out and caten, it was possible for the

further that &

terms. Moreaver, they an: relevant 1o much
broader sets of concerns, namely the more or
less  efficient  solution of biological,
‘psychological, and ecological problems ex-
perienced by all human beings and all cul-
tures. An interest in efficacious solutions to
such universally experienced problems s
scarcely a trait that is pect liafl 1o members of
the bourgeoisie. But anyoue whao has a lively
concern with the basic ma(cnal conditions of
human welfare including Marx and Bngels
emerges from Sahlins's analypis as a propo-
nent of “‘western business. meptality.” This is
one monopoly that businessmen cast or west
neither merit nor enjoy.

“To Get Some Meat'”

Sahlins does nov stop at faniasizing the
ideological implications of a science of
culture rooted in the analygis of maicrial
costs and benefits. He renders an inaccurate

 laccount of the manner in which cultural

vmn(emhsts acwally apply optimizing prin-
ciples to the explanation of specific puzzles.
From Sahlins’s account, one would,

members of Coriés's expedition to make a
precise count of onc category of victims.
They found that the rack contained 136,000
heads bul they were unable to count another

group of heads thal had been used to make

two tall towers consisting entirely of crania
and jawbones (ibid . 122).

The scale of this complex bears no
resemblance to any other cannibal complex
before or since. The Azice gre a unique case
and they therefore demand a unique explana-
tion. Sablins, however, tries 10 lump the
Aztec complex with instances of small-scale
pre-siate ritual cannibalism in Cceania and
clsewhere. He distorts the problem from one
of laining Aztec ibalism 'in particular,
1o one of explaining cannibalism in general.
What has to be explained is not why the
Azice sacrificed and ate people but why they
sacrificed and ate more people than anyone
else.

Why then were the Aztecs unique? Our ex-
planation is that the Aztec did not give up

that cultural materialism treats the costs and
benefits of alternative mnovadons as if they
were timeless options open 1o any society at
any moment in its history. But™ the corpus of
cultural materialist theory is evol istic. In

ibalism b the faunal resources of
the Valley of Mexico had become umquely
depleted. As a result of millennia of inten-
sification and popuiation growth the Central
Mexu:ln hlghhnds had becn stripped of do-

|Cannibals and.: Kings 1 vuw specific optimiz-
lng | ives as
i inad T proc
Neglect of this aspect jof cultural material-
ism leads Sahlins to misriepresént the explana.
tion of Aztec. cannibalisir (figst proposed in

fect the Azted ate ople §“to ' get some
meat.”” What Sahlins |omits’ is that both

.|Hamer and I insist that cannibalism was.

widely practiced m”_1 ica’ before the
Aaztecs . arrived .in o Villey of Mexico and

that as part of the small-scald; ritual, sacnﬁce

.Iunﬁza.,1979 v g1l

'};9\ ‘\Q(wsl e

only at a -

Harner 1977). The poifit of jmy version of |
this theory according to [Sahligs is. that in ef-

" -clesiastical redistributions of animal profein

rumi and swine and of wild
birds, fish, or ungulates in numbers sufficient
to supply significant amounts of animal pro-
tein per capita per year (Sanders and Santley
in press). The few aviilable domesticable
species—birds and dogs—could not be raised
in sufficient quantities to make up for thé
absence of cattlé, sheep, goals, horses, pigs,
guinea -pigs, lamas or alpacas. All other
populous ancient states, includm; the lnc of
Peru, several d o
bivores whose meat and blood were sul u-

*

is ot
sion gf the biochemical and physi
vantlages assuclated With driimal
sources of prbleml 1t is sufficient jo nbte that
animal sources of jprotein in the form of milk
or meat aré. universally valued over plant

sources of protein-and are everywhere givena | [

[}
central place in ecclcsnasucul redistributions,

honorific fests, and upper-clags

to their

- saries. (Hindu India, the world center’ of '

vegetarian Ideologies, is [one of the world's
largest consumers of milk and milk prod-
uets.). The reason for this is that proteins are
essential not only for nirmal body fanction
but for recupcration - from mfecuons and
waounds.

To make proteins, lh¢ human body needs
twenty dm‘erem kinds of amino acids. [t can

synthesizg all byt eight br nine of them, the N

‘so-called *‘essential™ armno acids. To obtain
these essential components from plants, one
must cat large amounts of carefully balanced
combinations of plant: foods ar the same
meal. Meat, eggs, and other animal proteins,
however, provide the essential amino acids in
balance even when caten in small quantities.
The world-wide preference for animal protein
therefore reflects an adaptive cultural and -
nutritional strategy. Any polatidn which”™
did not seek to maximize its animal protein
inlake relalive to that of neighboring popula-
tions, would soon find ilself physically
smaller, less healthy, and less capable of
recuperating from the trauma of -discase and
the wounds of combal (cf. Scrimshaw, 1977).

-
1 he theory advanced by Michael Harner
and me is that the uniquely severe depletion
of animal protein resources made it uniquely
difficult for the Aziec ruling class to prohibit
the consumption of human flesh and 10 re-
frain from using it as a reward for loyalty
and bravery on the batilefield. it was of
greater immediate advantage for the Aztec
ruling class to sacrifice, redistribute, and eat
their prisoncrs of war than 10 use them as
setfs or slaves. \Cannibalism therefore re-
mained for the Aztecs an ircesistible sacra-
ment and their slatc-sponsored ecclesiastical

“system tipped over (o favor an increase rather

than a decreasc in the ritual butchering of
captives and the’ redistribution of human
flesh.' The Aztec ruling class, unlike any
goverament before or since, found itsclf wag-
ing. war more and more not to cxpand fer-
ritofy, but 10 increase the flow of edible cap-
tives. All of this bears litlie resembiance to ¢
the ecanomistic fable concocted by Sahlins in
Which the Aztecs go'to war 1o '‘get some
mcat’" because il is cheaper for them lo cook
people than eat beans. The critical optimized
costs gnd benefils are not only those asso-
ciated with the choice between two sources of
protein—but also between aliernate modes
of jusiifying ruling-class hegenfony in a
severely depleted habitat at a definitc moment
in the evolution of the siate in Mesoamerica.

Sahlins'’s Aztec Arcadia

« Our theory of Aztec cannibalism is based on

the contention that the Valley of Mexico was
a uniquely depleted habitat. Sahlins however
rejects this contention. Indeed, he makes the
claim that the Valley of Mexico was &
verilable protein paradise. He wriles that *'of
all the peoples inf the hemisphere who prac-
ticed intensive agriculture, the Aztecs prob-
nbly had the greatest natural pfolein

" H L it is an blished ar-
chmlogtcal ecolomul and plain common

‘It is true, as Sahlins points' out, that the
Aztec sometimes faltened up their prisoners
before eating them but that scarcely means
that they were engaging in some final

‘mismanagement of resources—ghey Had to -

provide food only. for the fattening, not for.
the rtaring of their victims. It is also |rue

tuted for human -flesh in stat
sacrificial  rituals feasts. These |ec-

fleshiwas still on the bones; nor is the fee
of Carnivores at the zoo at odds with
othér, its of the Aztec ruling class.

lhm the ‘trunks’ of the victims were f
Is in the 200. Bit no one knows if
ng

homies.
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- 1([:r‘obél_og'y :
-+-Sahlins’s ‘col

‘the-birds and the
! conclusion . be
drawn_from “the fact that Aztecs”ate fmgre
worms than anything else is that-they hag °
caten up most of the birds and the fis! and’
having ealen up most of the birds arfil the
fish, they ate people as well. Sahlins hcﬁvcver
thinks, cating 101 .of bugs and worms $hows
that the Aztec were an affluent society.
i “To further establish the point thal (he

fAztcc actually inhabited an environimeny rich -,

"‘emic"%and

Even with derisities of ;-

No one can doubt that: -meaningful
er sqha;’% mile. hunters

inits opn right,’, but ‘mahy will doubt Sah-
lins's authorizatign for ielling us what it
meant to be dragged up the pyramid by the
hair—even if it was *‘magical hair,” as he
proposes “in a' footnote—to be bent back
spead-eagled and cut open,

Sahlins ‘claims that- what mattered (o the
victims whose screams_ended 500 years ago

ollecidrs nded hundreds of square bilcs

- ageas in ‘order 10 sus! a‘in per ca;?isa'

‘protéin- ai modest . levels (say, thirty”| "

' ~grams per caplia per day/ o less than half of
" the current US raiiqn). In this perspective,
i Sahlins's contention that the 1,500,6C0 people r

|5 o [ \whig lived in'the, Vallev;of Mexico coutyl have :

human sacrifice had ne: particular: rel
lean periods in the annual ag

on the comrary, the prealest of.
sacrifices coincided with the harvest.” Add'if,
food were truly scarce, as in (amine, lhef‘me;itﬁ

|

i g . Y i o1
: . potien an ample supply of meat from h g Iin ‘natural sources of protein, Sahlifis deklares was that they were part of a sacrament and | from. 5“"“‘“". victims would not prevent |
'? 5| decr iv vorth about as fouch ay the ythere  was no shortage of meal i Uic . not that they werg part of a meal. RLURY protein malnutrition, since people cannot R
4 hl hat New York City could ger its d“"“f from ‘murkets described by the Spanish,” neglect- positivist cant,” writes Sahlins, to impose |.hcauc‘ bgly proteins rropn i so long as their .
10 Wil in the Cquskill snountains. ing\1o add thal Coriés was convinced that . Western categories such as cannibalism on "“l,.'"!" lenergy)  requiremients  are  nol
L William 54»"‘.]::?\ and R. Santley (in press) mudh of it was human meal. (If they' can't these high holy rites. It wasn’t cannibalisnr, satisfied. o
T have studied the archdeotogical cvidenee for cal jscum cakes, et them eat people) In he continues. it was the *‘highest form of P“" l“f’“‘ "_\Z“"' cannllbahsm wias net |
B erbil and depletion in e Valley of Mexico places like Caleutta one abso finds that for ¢ jon' —as if cc ion is nol ako a uniquely intensive. The figures adopitd in !
[N lor the period 1500 He o AD 1500, The those who van affard it there is no shorlage Western concept and as if labeling human - Cannibals and  Kings are 15,000 human

estimate that a the béginning of th s periby
deer meat contributed 13,5 pegpent aof the
calories i the diet. Tn Aztec times overkill

of anyiing.

Adding up ali possible sourves, exclugise of
human 1esh, i is difticult to see how the
had become o acue™ that only 0.1 percent AzgdS could have gotten more than two or
of calories could come I'nuln deer mear, Thdy thred grams of anmal protein per day, ar
wostimate that “total meat from all  wild abput half anege. '

i sodices could nat have eXbeeded 0.3 percemt
i ol the annual fequirement {of calbsries],*?

sacrifices annually for a population of 2
million in the Valley of Mexico. This rate of '
less than one body a year for every hundrdd

subjects would embarrass many self-respect- i

ing cannibal chicftains, Even i all the flesh - |
were consumed (which it was not), and even il
wowere caten exclusively by priyileged parties

sacrifice eommuniop” transubsantiates ob-
sidian knives and human meat into things we
van’t recognize as being sharp and nuiritious
respectively. Anthropologists should cerainly
1ry to understand why people think they behave
the way they do but we cannot stop at that
understanding. It is impdrative that we resenve

Finally, agmns Sahlins's ducks, bugs, and

Porgpita puei day

¥ ~there

This works out 10 0.6 grams ol protein per
o selul 1a

i thor releregyee.,
< \éink of 1he amount of protam in a hen's

ceg, namcly about six grams, )

Thc wea that the®lakes nothe alley of

Mesice goul bave  supphed

MO af LSh proten pee capiie peroyear s

~embhicant

no fese ncoriect !t Ehese labes i pre contat
Lmes aners

cd dess than three teer deep:

the Towet chvatens ur he chan the warer
s toa alty to dunk and during the diy
o the sinfiace arca sheank corsiderably
due e esaparation. Alter the cangquesd the
Spantards began w dean the lakes. {oweser,
SR I A times the suttace was conered
with abgae out of which the Aztees nade ther
famous s cakes.t | Fheve abgin, bloams
ugpest thal the lahes had @ low ontgen cone
ent and that veriebrate species
ahundam below the surface.
According 1o Charles Gibson (1964:340), i ©
the carly seventednth century, the (wo most
productive laukes were viekding over a milhion
tish, nohe farger than nine inches and most
smaller, B owe assumie that the other lakes
yiclded an equal amount and that the (ol
surface area h’ad been reduced by one-third
sHcd Azt 1|}nc\ AL CAN estimate bt there
were e generous sround  numbers U omillion
fish caprored year o by e Azt
llxh\clmun‘ Fhis works o 1osthe cquns alent

were nap

cach

at two herrmgs per cipia per vear of akout
0.1 2grams ol protemn per day per CUpia.

Nest come the waterfowl, Sahliny says
were Umillions of ducks.” CGibwon
"(ihid.:343) estimates that about one million
ducks were taken annually ip the ¢ighteenth
century. Since these were bunied wyh guns

when the population of the Valley of Mevxica

was much smaller than in Aztec times, there

is 0o reason 1o adjust Gibson's tola upward.
Thut gives every Aziee something less than Q‘
lhl}ck‘ quarters of a duck per year. Allowing a
generous two kilos undressed weight per duck
thik vields about 1.0 grams of protein per
capita per day.

But the reut worth of, the Aziec arcadia we
are told lay in its invertebrates. The place was
Cteeming’ with  small “‘wildlife”  writes

§ < Sablins=with “‘bugs. grubs, and small red
worms.” Sahlins “again accuses me of bour-
geois ethnocentrism, for my failure td realize

~¥hat such enimalitos taste ‘good 1o nen

Westerners. Regardiess of  how bugs  and

worws ‘tasie habpen “to Hike sdme in-

3 vcr(cpragés~my'§cln, the questibn is Whether

small, pachy, and.trophically sybbrdinate
crcauqrgs;ca'n be haryested pn a scale suffi- -
vient 10§ (Qvidg a dense urhanizcc_l lponulalion
nffif;anl amounts _cf‘ani[nal protein on
R AR N

narsels of *

dment 10
e
at 2 calgries per

apﬁ

setim cakes there o hard evidence from the
chepniclers  concering  devastanng crop
ailsres and Fanunes. Between 1500 and 1519,
the year ot the arrnal of Cortés, theré were
cuher fammes o near lamimes w FS01, 1508,

1807, and 1815 The worst revorded fanune

the right not 1o behieve some explanations.,

Most ob all we must reserve the right not 1o ¢

belese tubing class explanations. A ruling
class that savs s cating some people out of
caneern tor the weltare of all i not telling

the whole sors. An anthropology that can do

a
..
w
ovcurred v cthe fireenth century. 1 Lasted o more than make that viewpomt seem

from 1481 ta 1956 and was followed by an
miense peood of wartare and prisoner sacn
tve (Harper estimates that famines aecurred
on the average every three o four vears.] No

wholar has over questioned the repdrts ot

\stee famines Ther oceurrence discredits
Sabitis's nonens abour the sbundance ol
wildiele,

Posttivest Cani

From the ardor with winch Sahhine argues (o
asbundance on the basie of the cuidence (o
sty one might suppose that he wishes 1o
pramote his own cxplanation of the Astec
puzzle. Bt Sahlins has no aljernative ex-
planation. The sole purpose of his unremit-
tingly negative critique 1s 10 prove that Astec
“eullure is meaningful in its own right,” a
proposition to which onc canmot object but
which has no bearing on the guestion of
whether or not Aztec cannibalism can be ex-
plained by cultural materialist theories.
According to Sahling the fascinated con-
templation of the richress of human sacritice
as the Azec priests and their éMclims
understood if. alone -defines the janthro-
pologist's pro]%et task. Ind Sahlins warns
that if 1 pcrsis!'_‘ln lryinalo earn something
about the etic and behavioral ‘conditigns that
create butcher{ priests skillegh a1 yanking the
hearts out of living people, “w.c shatl have to

*1f we assume that they got as much ‘protein

ftom the bugs and worms as they did from

the ducks, then the total is as follows:

meat ¥ fish + ducks + “gn;'maif' 35" = 3 h
06 012, 10 0%,

]
rams

Of course, this docs nof takginto accoust the |
', seasondlity of

any - of “théSe creatures noi

plaunible serves neither saence nor moralin
Astec canmbalism was the ““highest torm of
commuman’ bor the caters but not the eaten
For the caren a6 was not merels canmibabsm
but the highest torm ol explosation. (baen
oourgeais businessmen refran from dimng on
therr workers b 1 0 Be positinist Gt te
Jdewnbe human relanonships i such 1eT My,
tong live postiviai. I 1t be anthropology 1o
struggle agamst the nivstibcation ol the causes
ol 1nequalits and exploitation, lang live an-

thropalagy e
Marvin Harris

Department of Anthropology
Columbia University
New York Cny
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' math i ¢

more orf less /-

of ong the
s “fared '’ well‘sundcr expert

tence, 1 )lave to mike somie
protesi” about’ the Wpy M. . Harris uses the
i évidence, Cortds never- suggesied that the
meat in Aztec miirkets might be human flesh.
{Since there is no such suspicion in Conés's
account of the' conquest in his Letters to
| Charles V, it is| difficult to undersiand why
* Harris accuses me of neglecting to notice it.)
Similarly, | am taxed by Hams with the no-
tion that the Azxtecs got adefjuaic protein
from hunting deer, although [’ .do not even
mention dc«r in| this connectiofl The precise
fumion Harr~ proceeds to
make of this ii Y ion scems

-

wnys that people mammm them-
selvés. with the opti or. imizi
bchivuq chnmlenstlc of capitalist e"le,rprisc:.
And even as he denies such optimizirig is a
timeless option,” but actionable only at certain

historical moments, ‘he tells, us that ‘any

population which did not seek to maximize
its animal profein inlake relative to«that of
_neighboring populations™ would go under.”

For Harris, doing well enough to get atong
(adaptation) is the sdme as (hé principle of
greatest gain. So ‘is' living confused with
profit-making—the great American problem.

sociobiology or capitalism (a word having
common origin with “cattle’’). Mr. Hatris’s
def of the carnivorous. basis of cultural

worthy of its usplrahon The gme credence
can be accorded ‘o, Harris’s @lculations of
grams of prolein from sevgiteenth- and
cighteenth-century economic corﬂili(ms. when
the population of the Valley Maxico had
fallen from about 1.5 willi{n
{00,000, and the lakes’ resou
seriously depleted. Nor do
sources warrant such suppositi
Aztecs bought and soid human,
human sacrifices were also e
merely the bones of the victim{} but not the
trunks were fed to Moctezumils animals. }
know that Harris has long alld vigorously
argued, as a matter of scientifid principle, for
the priority of the anthropologi{}'s interprela-
tions over what people aclually%ay. But there

to under
es had been
e historical
s as that the
llesh, that all
en or that

“comes a point when the exdicise of this
privilege can no longer do credi) to Lhe scien-
tific enterprise in whose nameit i iin\ oked.

Of course, it is not really &, question, as
Mr. Harris believes, of scienjfic concepts
versus nalive rationalizations. P1 societies are
ordercd by meaningfut logics ibf which the
people are more or less unawavg, such as the
historic  Anglo-American  fasdination  with
meat.* But then. anthropologidis themselves
(like physicists) are flot immune(]o he univer-

‘For a thorough ecological cfjtique of ihe
Harner-Harris thesis on the Azlges, see Ortiz
dc Montcllano, op. cit.; on th{ Yanomamo,
sec Napoleon A. Chagnon, "'Protein deficen-
cy and Iribal warfare in Amazonia
data,”" Science 203 (1979), pp. 910-91). and
Jacques Lizot, ‘‘Economie primit-ve et sub-
sistance,” Libre 4 (1978), pp. 69-111.

“Cattle  have long had a marked
ritual/ prestige status among Indo-European
domestic animals, whether as food (Anglo-
American), standard of marriage payments
(pre~classival Greece), greeminent sacrificial
victim (classical Romc).l@;r sacred and taboo
animal (india). The mefaphor of increasing
the stock is still dominating us, whether as
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forms in Cultural Materialism (and elsewhere)
includes a denial of all this. His idea is that
the American “‘preference’” for beef” over
pork developed after 1860 as a consequence
of the openiag of the Western ranges, and of
technological devclépmcm\ that made beef
more economical.

This idea, which is like judging that sifver
has a greater cullural value than gold because
it has a greater {(quantitative) demand, can
casily be corrected by reference to standard
histories of Brunh and American foods. Lor
example:

Americans no doubt have always pre
ferred beef. but what they actually ate
was necessarily that which was available,
and for the first three centuries of white
history in America, what was readdy
available was pork. [Waverly Root and

Richard de  Rochemont, Faung n
America: A History (Morrow, +1976), p.
1921

As would be expected of a preshige meat, the
consumption of beef relauve to pork was
greater among prosperous New  Englanders

writer, and scne
death is atthe peak of his popularity.
ChadWalsh, poet and teacher, knew and studied C. S
rs.|His perceptive and comprehenstw_ analysis
usses both the historical and intellectual infiu- | -
ences that haped his subject’s SZY’SIblbty-—VVlth chapters
Lewis's cri
visionary fiction, The.
Screwtape Letters, the
Chronicles of Narnia, his ¢
religious: philosophical
wrtting, and his “literary
schizophreria™ as both
logician and myth-maker.
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before 1the mid-nincicenth century: as far the
workers, in 1842 the Democrats were writing
satingal ditties on Whig promises of *‘Two
dollars [a day} and roast beef”" (Richard O.

Cummings, The American and His Food,
University of Chicago, 1940, pp 16, 28-19).
The historical relation between the infen-

sification of beef production in Ameriva and
its cullural value was rather the opposite to
what Mr. Harris believes

"Of course, it not cven truc that, “any
. popuianion’’ would have 10 do betier in pro-
teins than their neighbors, et alone “‘max-
upwze'' their intake, even if the failure to do
better left them in poorer health. All of (that
depends the 1ype of relations among
neighboring socienes, inctuding the type and
intensity of warlare (if any), as well as their

on

respective sizes, modes of organization, and
much eisc.
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Does the AYR receive no other corre:

spondence relative to this area besides sub-
scriplions and advertisements?

There are 15,000 students from this coun-
try currently studying at colleges and univer-
sities in the United States. Due to the
popularity here (more imagined than réal) of
English as a second language,. and of Amer-
ica as an “ally,” Amesicans are actively

* recruited and brought 1o teach through adver-
tisemenis like those I've mentioned above.
Such comfortable and homely *“*facts” betray
a reality so far from normal expectation and
practice as lo be criminal if it continues to be
maintained in silence, Where in fact is the
broper forum for open discussion of hiring
- practices, respdnsibilities, academic, civil, and
human rights in these weal}hy developing na-

tions? Or do such_oons tions  simply
disappear when *‘the mq isioed?"”
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Paul Nelson on MacPherson, Wendy

Martin on Rich, Lisel Mueller on Language, Jane
Shore on Byshop, Mary Kinzie on '*The Romance of
the Perceptual.”’ )

248 pp. $3.50.

Vol. 5, No. 2, ed. Lloyd Schwartz. Featuring James
Mertill's *'Michael’s Fete'’ (a major excerpt from his
next book) and Robert Lowell’s ‘‘Threc Poems for

"', plus Peter Taylor ‘‘Remembering Low-

ell.”" E.T.A. Hoffmann's *'The Correspondence of

an Educated Young Man'’ in a new translation by
" Michacl Steinberg, and Joe Brainard Journals; plus -

poems by

Frank Bidart, David Ferry, ‘Allen

Mark Halliday, Richard Howard, Margo .
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