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SR lhfs‘ - book--of - modest - size, .Marvin

Harris explains the origins of-war, capi-
talism, the state, and male supremacy.
‘He reveals the true meaning of the Eu-
charist, tells- why Hindus believe in
sacred cows, and discloses the logic be-
Yewish dietary laws. He also ex-
plaing why agriculture was_invenied, ex-
s the causes of matrilineal de-
uncovers the recasons for
Aztec sacrifices.
Perhaps the
that difficult,
developments,

accomplishment was not

according 10 Harris’s

- . Culture'as Pr

since all these cultural *

. -

e

: Marshall Sahlins

< o
that human action is motivated by wutili-
ty and ordered by rationality because no
matter how grofesque the customary

" ~manner of survival, achieving it requires
" a prudent thanaging of . one's matérial

K . .
means. Even when we act impractically
from some larger viewpoint, as by lay-

TTing Widste our national powers in gétting

and using private automobiles, odr be-
" havior tends to be experienced in-
dividually as a utilitarian project (“'buy-
ing a car’’). And no matter how spir.
itual or disinterested our ends may be,
taken by themselves, our relation, 10
them is lybically economic. Hence going
10 a concert, *“*making a decent iile for
the children,” or 1aking one's leisufe
appear as so many ‘‘utilities’ apfong
which people apportion their pecuniary
- resources. {n the conscioushess we have
of our own existence, culture is busi-

. consumption of the flesh of domes
.ticated animals. The Azlec prictis
<an legitimately Bt dewcribed as
ritual slaughterers in a sState-spon-
sored system geared Lo the produc.
tion and redistribution of substan-
tial amounts of animal prote: i
the form of human flesh. ()
course, the priesis had other dultics,
bul none had .greater practical SIS
nificance than their butchery.

~,

This materialist  theory of Asiec can-
nibalism,” adapted by Harris from the
work of Michael Harner ol the New
School. hay received a lot of artention in
the anthropological and popular press. 1
take 1 up in detail because it CPILOMIZes
the hind of social analvas Harris ad-
vocates. Especially inis typical for what
it leaves oul of account, since the prac

theory, have essentially the same ex-
planation. The' theory is that the cus-
toms of mankind come and go accord-
ing to their profitability. In a series of
. €ssays ranging in time frcm the Old
Stone Age fo nowadays, and in topic
from tribal warfare in South America to
the population of China, Harris argues
that the evolutionary fate of cultural
forms is determhined by the degree that
they contribute to people’s well-being -
Especially do customs rise or fali ac-
cording to the amount of nourishing
foods they provide. Every society is thus
engaged in the production of these cus-
toms that will make effective use of the
“available resources. And all sorts .of in-
stitutions, from cannibalism through
capitalism, may be explained by a kind
of cc_ologicayl cost acco'imting: institu-
»tions come and go by virtue of the prac-

tical benefits they deéliver relative to:

their material costs. This is the calculus
of Harris’s *‘cultural materialism.” It is
complemented ‘by a theory of cumula-
tive population growth, by the idea that
population has a natural tendency to

" outrud resources, so that the application

“of the cost/benefit piogram becomes
necessary. - for cultural survival. The
overall: -is "that culture is business

"~ on the scale of history.

Therefore, Americans should readily

".. under$tand it., For a peopl¢ who live

and die by the market, it is seif-evident

November 33 ‘}9"78"{'\

nesslike. And where a society thus
makes a fetish of the commodity, its an-
thropology. risks making a commodity

.. out of the fetish.

So we can follow Mr. Harris when he
tells us that human sacrifice among the
Aztecs had a sound scientific basis in
nutrition. Truc the victim's heart was
offered to the Sun, but the Indians of -
ten made a feast of the arms and legs,
because -they kept no large domestic
beasts and needed the animal protein.
Azlec sacrifice was no disembodied reli-
gious idea: it supplied a critical percen-
tage of the US Daily Recommended Al-
lowance of amino acids.' Harris writes:

Aztec cannibalism was not a per-
functory tasting of ceremonial, tid-
. bits. ‘All edible parts were used in a
manner strictly comparable to the

'"Thus underneath the Aztecs were our
‘brothers: they were doing what they did
for a living. We can accept that claim.
It is like the Fijian chiefs of the last cen-
tury who, l,hoggh they did not regard
the human’ victim “in the shape of
food,"” since ibalism was *‘a -
intimately connected with the whole
fabric of their society,” nevertheless
told the Europeans “that they indulged
in cating -fhuman flesh] becauge. their
country furnished nothing but pork, be-
ing destitute of b&ef and all other kinds
of meat.”. The point was that the chiefs,

tical Tunction of institutions is never
adequate to explain their cultural struc-
ture. Not only is the content of what the
Aztecs were doing left enigmatic by the
idea that its purpose was proiein, bul
such a puyrpose must appear bizagre
when one considers what they were
doing.

Sixtccmh-cemury Spanish- reports -
relate thal the Aztecs held fixed fesliva{:
during each of the eighteen months of
their solar calendar; these -wgre inter-
spersed with movable feasts 1iMed to a
260-day ritual cycle. The central rites of
each festival were sacrifices to- one or
more of the hundreds of gods, at one or
more of dozens of temples. In connec-

exasperated by the foreigners’ guestions
and criticisms, “‘simply wished to offer
some- excuse which might satisfy their

™ inquisitors for the moment’ (Berthold

Seeman, Viti: An Account of a Govern-
ment Mission to the Vitian or Fijian
Islands, 1860-1861. Reprinted by Daw-

sons of Pall Mall, 1973, p. 181). The .

irony of Sceman’s use of *“‘inquisitors”’

is only surpassed by the fact that in -

1536, the chief of Texcoco (one of the
cities of the famous Triple Alliance of

by the Inquisition for attempting to
practice human sacrifice. However, it
was not the Aztecs, any more than the
Fijians, who needed to be taught that
one could engage in large-scale human -
sacrifice without being meat-hurigry.

otein and Profit

. ancient Mexico) was burned at the jtake— "

_ Charles

N

fon with various sacrifices, different
¢ories. of people would ritually fast,
wi thumselves,  paint  themselves,
b mou:/ ains-ge-ime and COTE UL
*-iusiog, stage farces, drink pulque,
‘Uovarth, offer vaiuable gifts to the
dods, 1ake ceremonial baths, parade’ in
e treets, play games. hold sham
1520, pruuic; chastity, hunt deer, sing
and dance for days on end, beg alms,
erect and adorn idols, prepare and ear
special delicacies, and much else. Each
sort ol ritual required an appropriate
costumie or costumes, ofien of costly
tmported materials. Fach ornament of

~

cthese costemes, as the \ixlccnlh-ccmm_\'

scholar Fray  Diego  Durin Sayst of
priestly dress, ““had i1« special meaning
and mystery attached 1o 1. '

Besides human sacrifices, there were
many offerings of quail and other ani-
mals. The human sacrifices were begun
by putting the victims in fire or by an
uncqual gladiatorial combat, or clse the
victims passed directly under the famous
obsidian knife, except for those who
were drowned or pushed off high plar:
forms. These sacrificial offerings
also of prescribed social categories: men
or  women, adualts or children; they
might necessarily be married or unmar-
ried, unbienushed  youths  or virgin
maids. Most ofien they were captives or
purchased slaves, more rarely criminals
or citirens Al certain festivals the vie-
tims were gods, as fepresented by im-
ages made of seed paste, which were
ceremoniously killed, carved, and eaten.
The limbs of an unknown proportion of
an uncertain number of human victims
were likewise caten.

were

Clcarly the cultural content at issue,
this stupendous wystem of sacrifice, is
too rich, logically as well ay practically,
to be explained by the natural need for
protein by which Harris proposes to ac-
count for it. To accept his view, we
have 10 make some kind of bargal‘r\wilh
the ethnographic reality, trading away
what we know about it in order (o un-
derstand it. Or -at the least, it takes a

heroic act of utilitarian faith to~éon. ™

clude that this sacrificial system was a
way the Aztecs had for getting some
meat.’ . R

Perhaps that is why Mr, Harris makes

*The famous descriptions of the Aziec
cerémonial cycle are by Fray Bernardino

-

de Sahagun, Florentine Codex: General .

History of the Things of New Spain,
lransl&?y Arthur  Anderson and
ibble, 12 books in 10 volumes
(University of Utah, 1951-1975), es-
pecially Book H; and Fray Diego Dur-
an, Book of the Gods and Rites and the
Ancient Calendar, tranglated by Fer.
nando Horcasitas and Doris Heyden
(University of Oklahoma Press, 1971).
A good shorter summary is in Volume
2 of Abbé Clavigero’s History of. Mex-
ico, Other sixteepth-century informegio:
cited here may be foufld in Bernal
del Castillo, Thé"Discovery and Con-
quest of Mexico (Octagon Books, 1970);
Hernan Cortés, Letters from Mexico
(Grossman Publishers, 1971); Fray Di:
ego Durén, Azlecs: The History of the

_ Indies "of Neéw Spain (Orion Press,

1964); The Congquistadors, edited by
Patricia de Fuentes (Orion ‘Press, 1963);
Motolinia’s_History of -the Indians of
New Spain, edited by Elizabeth A. Fos-
ter (Greenwood Press, 1973).
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Widely cpnsidere‘d one ‘of the leading -
poets in English today, Judith Wright has
become."the voice of her-unhappy ma-.
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ner for'having had the intellectual cour-
.age 1o propose the protein theory.®

to Harris, finally rescued Aztec can-

was long confined by an idealist scholar-
ship. Not since the early Spanish chroni-
cles—Diaz, Cortés, Sahagin, Duran,
Motolinia, etc.—have we even known,
according” to Harris, how to describe
Aztec eannibalism for what it was. Still,

Y tionig the words of “Donkld” Davie.
. 4THE DOUBLE TREE is the first

‘American-puablication of this important-
24 writer's poems: © -

JUDITH
'WRIGHT
The Double 1ree
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$9.95 cloth, $5.95 paper

—4To find-another_so._highly.endowed ...
ane well might have to go back'10 the
young Robert Lowell ... al a moment
when so much American poetry secms
-determined to play it cool. Chris-
topher Bursk isn’t afraid to be heart-
breaking.” T -=X') KENNEDY

CHRISTOPHER BURSK
| Standing Watch

$8.95 cloth, $4.50 paper

Prcdo ty Kennee Senoery

cal sources that ‘‘cannibalism’™ as a
cultural category was indeed invented by
modern anthropologists, since for the

sacrifice, dependent on the prior assim-
ilation of _the victim to the god, and
thus it wgs the highest form of com-
mun:on.

Such disagreement between the West-
ern concept and the native category has
rcccmy&en the subject of a lot of
positivist canl. What is impartant here
is that in a culinary theory of cagnibal-

" jsm the ritual as such is without moftva-
tion. Nor could it be of interest to Huar-
ris that the logic of Aztee sacrifice con-
lorms to that in the classic texts of
French sociology on the subject (notably

a point of congratulating Michaél Har-

“one rould argue from the same hisiori-~

* Aztecs the act was typically an aspect of

“"Harner's scientific fortitude, according
nibalism {rom the obgcurity to which it -

_ tions.*

“fo " theé Vicum's.

captive replied, “‘He is as my beloved
father.'' By reason of this kinship, the
‘sacrifier 'himself could not -eat the
captive—*‘Shall 1, then, eat my own.
flesh?'* He had to eat someone else’s

own caplive 10 certain notables and rela-
Frequently the owner of the -
prisoner or slave had a nurturing part 1o
play through the rituals preceding the
death. The sacrifier’s own body might
be painted and dressed as:a complement
The victim ‘in turn
passed through several rites of consecra- -
tion which brought him ~successively
claser tothe god.* s

Fray Diego Duran describes the way
certain  processions of prisoners were
honored as they entered Mexico City.
They were pgreeted with incense by
priests, in the way gods are greeted.
Other  priests . offered them special
breads from ‘the temples. Formally they
were welcomed to a city whose splen-
dors, they were reminded, they would
scc only because they would die there—
but their death, i1 seems, would be en-
shrined in these same splendors: “*We
salute you and comfort you with these
words.... You will die here but your

14
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Hubert's and Mauss's Sacrifice). Of-
fered as food to the god, the vichm
takes on the nature of a god. Consumed
then by man, the offering transmits this
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divine - power 10 man. Death 15 thus
turncd into life: what happens to the
<acrificial vicim may be made 10 hap-

(**acrifier” is the technical tefm for the
party who both provides and benefits
from the sacrifice. Among the Aztecs,
the sacrifier was usually a warrior or

ers and slaves; the sacrificial act itself
was performed by priests.) But to
achieve 1these benefits from sacrifice

-

Yeats, Eliot, Pound, Stevens. Willians, Moore, Macleish, Auden, Jeffers,—‘
Cummings. Shapiro, Schwartz, Jarrell, Lowell, Merrill, Thomas, Nemerov’
x Ashbery, Hecht, Kunitz, Plath, Hall, Ammons, Bishop, Hollander, Meredith, Berryman,

" Wagoner, Snyder, Van Duyn, Kurhin, Wright, Ignatow, Atwood, Pinsky, Dubie, Raab,

and Bottoms have something in common.
PQETRY

Edited by John Frederick Nims

; e
Sinjce 1912 America’s prem’iere po&ry monthly: latest poems by today's leading and
newly discovered talents, extensive book reviews, monthly book listings; news notes on
the!poetry scené around the country. :

" Write us diréct aboyt POETRY’s new special classroom discount rates.
rect ans

. 'POETRY continues to make history. Pass it on.

0 l enciostE: $18 for a one-year subscription.

: T T ADDRESs .
1228 North Dearborn Parkway ® Chicago, lilinois 60610  (312) 787-1328

O Send classroom rate details. |:

would necessarily require a double iden-
tification, which it is the purpose of the
rituals to effect: between the sacrifier
and the viclim, and between ‘the latter
and thegod. = -

The enfife sacrificial process begins
with the .union of victim and sacrifier.
When a warrior look a prisoner, he
said, **He is as my beloved son’’; the

’See Michael Harner, ‘The Ecological
Basis for . Aztec Sacrifice,”” Ameri-
can Ethnologist, February 1977. Harris
gives Harner credit for havirig solved
the “‘riddle” of Aztec sacrifice. Harner,
however, noted that he formed: his
hypothesis independently of the Oxford
don, Edward John - Payne, who pub-
lished the substance of it in
(History of the New World called

T T

Amgri‘ca, Yol. 2, pp. 550—551). 7

merchant, donors respectively of prison- |

1899-

pen in reverse to the one who sacrifices.

T

fame will live forever.”™ A group of
Huaxtee - prisoners  were  distributed
among the wards of the city, where they
were trealed ‘‘as if they had been
gods,”” on the injunction of the vic-
lorious Aztec commander:

Behold, they are the Children of
the Sun!

"4Sahagim, Book 11, pp. 52-53.

‘While there can be no question about
he horror of Aztec human sacrifice, to

te this does not exhaust its descrip-
tion, its function, or its meaning. So it
seems‘superricial to make a point of this
cruelty, as-Harris does, by alluding to

‘practices, such as dragging slaves up the =

temple steps by the, hair, whose signifi-
cance may seem self-evident to - the
Western reader, though in fact the Aziec
sense is imperfectly understood. Harris

L
captive, and distribute the flesh of his, ™™

™

does not mention that dragging by the——————

hair figures rarely in sacrifice and was
done ‘primarily in certain rituals of the
second month, which many commenta-
1oré connect to maize farmingsNofdoes
he note that the hair at thisgime had
some special ritual value, since the
owners shaved a portion of the victim's
hair beforehand and kept it enshrined as
a tgeasured relic. Still less, then, couldl
we expect reference to thic widespread
use of hair as a generative symbol, sub-
ject of a celebrated essay by Edmund .
Leach (**Magical Hair'’), which seems
to fit. véry well into the specific logic of
Aztec sacrifice,

*Duran, History, pp. 101-102.
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| Feed them well; lot them be fat and
* desirablé for sacrifice ™
.On the day of the feast of our god.
Let our god re/orce in them since

. ) P _As enemies are thus' assimilated to
ST ‘gods,, so the hxgh Aztec god Tezcatli-

o ,' " poca had as another name ‘‘Enemy’’
N - - (Yaotl): Durkheim said that “god' is a
B way.inen figure to-th elves the"power
S Yoo . of society, but only a shghl modifica-

tion' of his theory is needed 16 take ac- \

et~ cbumt--of the fact. that_ supernatural_-.,._gr%ds a"‘,’,f.?,“‘,m""'ca“ls -become_ope..

. power is often a power external to socie-
< ty. What is beyond society, escaping its
order is prcclsely what is- “greater lhan_
ot Hence the widespread ritual value of
____=nemies (and of -the appropriation of

their heads and bodies). The Spanish -~

would both profit and suffer fiom this.
By the Aztec imterpretation ihe con-
quistadors were teorl, ““images,’”
- © - “‘gods.”” If this helps-to explain thé in-
- « itial ease of the conguest, it also Sug-
" gests why Spanish descriptions of the
subsequent hostilities picture the Aztecs
*as” so  bloodthirsky. Not that they
" weren’l, but neither could the Spanish
. know their own worth as victims. :
-In traditional sacrifices, the 1indian
captives or slaves would have 10 be
» ritually constituted as godly. Before
their ordeal they were often dressed and
painted as idols. Some were given ‘‘di-
vine wine,” probably containing peyote,
with effects simulating divine posses-
sion. Finally they were killed, usually on
the pyramid, their hearts held up to-the
sun and their blood smeared about the
ged’s sanctuary. But there remained the
body, now also sacred matter and capa-
ble of useful effects.

Rolled down thie¢ western steps of the
templé, in a descent that at once
parallcled the course of the sun and the
Aziec metaphor of birth, the body was
Teceived and shared by the owners of
the death. The cycle between sacrlﬁer
and god was thus closed by the media-
tion of the. vrcum. ; the sacred and

* secular, were brought into "communica-

tion; the interchange of blestings, expia-
tionls, requests, favors,.and gifts Became
possible. In the last moment, victims,

onsumption of humian flesh was
thus_deifying, not degradmg Precx(.cly
by conceiving sacrifice as” an extension
of the physiological functions of diges- -
tion, Harner and Harris abanden the
possibility of understanding it, either as
aritual or as a necessity.
[ .

Human sacrifice was also. a cosmao-
logical negessity in the Aztec scheme, a
condition of the continuation of the
world. Although this is’ widely known,
certain aspects of it are worth emphasiz-
ing. Reproductive sacrifice, transform-

ing death into life through the offering, '

was so implicated in social relations,
" politics, and cconq‘mlcs that it ended by

becoming. true: ‘Aztec culure was

**‘In most cases, the victim was dressed,
painted and ornamented so as to Tepre-
sent the god whq was being worshipped;
and thus it was the god himself who

?° died before his own image and in his

own temple, just as all the AR‘:S accept-
ed death in the first days forN\she salva-
tion of the world. And when ritual can-
nibalism .was practiced on certain occa-

sions, it was the god’s own flesh that -

the faithful ate in theit bloody commun-

ion" (Jacques ‘Soustelle, The Daily Life

reproduced - by . hitman sacrifice. The
main relations of the Aztec universe
were renewed by the blood of captives;
since the sacrificial &ct was designed to
represent these relations. We begin to
understand why for the Aziecs blood
was associated with - flowers, and the

great god of war figured as a Hum- .

mingbird—albeic as Huitzilopochtli,
‘*‘Hummingbird-on-the-left”’ —who when

nourished by the blood of captives
, restored femllty to the fand. When the

-_Tains returded, lhe courtyard and image_
of the god were decked in floral trib-
utes, and’soldiers who had taken cap-
tives danced in the temple precincts with
‘the harlqts of the city. These valiant
soldiers' alone were pemitted 1o woo in
public; as for prostitutes, the Aziec term
for them may be translated as ‘‘she who
goes -about giving pleasure or fra-
grance.” .
Yet the warrior who had thus repro-
duced the city was like a mother; and
conversely, the mother in childbirth was
engaged in battle. 1f she died, she
shared with fallen warriors the noblest
of afterlives, in the House of the Sun

(also .identified with the Hummingbird).

““‘Certainly [childbirth] is our mortality,
we who are women, for it is our bai-
tle.”” If the mother lived and bore a
child, the midwife shouted war cries,
*‘which meant 1that the woman...had
taken a captive.””* Hence the warrior's
prisoners, taken from external enemies
to nourish the sun, were complemented
by children purchased from around the
city—in one instance, noble children ac-
cording to Motolinia—and sacrificed in
winter to the god of rain. The tears of
the children were signs of the desired
end.

o

The warrior had anothet counterpart
in thé person of the merchant who
likewise bropght wealth jnto the city
from a distance, notably’ the parapher-
nalia of sacrifice and of noble consump- -
tion.'* These thmgs the: merchants sup-
plied under risks comparable to those of
war. Hence they could themselves claim
to be “‘captains and soldiers who, in a ,
dlsgmsed fashion, go out.to conquer.” ..
At the feast of the Hummingbird in the
fifteenth’ solar . month the merchasits -
bought many slaves at market and sacri-
ficed them alongside ‘the warriors’ cap-
tives; The war captives of this feast had
been taken mainly from cordial enemies, «
in formal jousts with nearby cities .

" whom it Would not do to subjugate or

exterminate, as they supplied the  lifg
blood of the state. Politically as well as
culturally, the structure of the empire
was conditioned by the system of hu-
man sacrifice.

This system gave sacrifice meaning
sufficient not only to sustain ils ex-
istence but also to encourage its own
evolution. The source of its self-
propulsion, its dynamic force, lies es-’
sentially in the form of its ‘hubris. In-¢
*Aztec myth as well as ritual men inter-

- change with gods. In sacrifice men func-

tion as did those legendary gods whose
original self-destruction set the sun in
miotion, even as the principal recipients
of sacrifice, such as the great war god,
were once men, deified after' death by
‘offerings. The principle of sacrifice is
that the flawing of blood is equivalent
to the motion of the world; and human

"“To the extent that the nobility were
also godly, these goods for their com:

parison are . also equivalent to
"Duran, History, p. 108. of the Aztecs, Macmillan, 1962, p. 98). °*Sahagun, Book 11, pp. 167, 180. sacrificial parapyrnalia‘
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sacrifice is speci w:ally based on the

principle that tike nourishes like, like
gives life to like. Where the supernatural
power is also humarn, it must thus de-
vour humanity, for the sake of some
other humanity.

The whole system is a formula of
potential disaster. The divine legitimacy
of any emperor could be calculated by
comparing the. number of sacrifices he

[ “made with the blood shed by his most

memorable predecessors. And any kind
of external pressure; economic or polit-
ical, would likely be met by an equal
and opposue (or a greater) bloodlemng,
so that, as may be verified from events,ﬁ
of Aztec history, the response to 4
calastrophe was to stage another catas-
trophe. There are well-known analogies

, to the Aztec pattern in the South Pacific

where the *‘cannibalism” the Europeans
so detested was greatly ‘stimulated by
their own presence in the nineteenth ceh-
tury—though population densities were
declining and the fish were still running.
But how many exodic examples do we
need Lo be convinced that a people can
engage in large-scale extermination of
human beings for reasons far removed
from malen‘alp{ofil?

r]rhe idea Lhat.Aztec sacrifice was de-
signed to supply human meat has in any
case little economic cogency. Indeed, of

1l peoples of the Hemisphere who prac-

ticed intensive agriculture, the Aztecs
probably had the greatest natural pro-
tein resources: the lakes of the Valley of

Mexico, teeming with animalitos and,
algae processed for food, as well as
fish, and, in the winter, millions of ~

ducks.!' There was no shortage of meat

_in the markets described by the Spanish

. - Qur catalog is available on request. $15.00 conquerors. As for the costs and bene-
- - fits ofgcannibalism, the hislorica_l‘ ac- -
. counts indicate ) the sacrifice bietgss
R e Ly oo e @S running al loss, owing to the high
. ' [Ny { eep of the stock and low
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also Duran’s History, p. 64.
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were considered by-products, fed to the
carnivores in Moctezuma’s zoo.
Moreover, everything that was fed to
the sacrificial viclims instead of being
consumed directly represented a loss on
the order of 80 or 90 percent, because
only a fraction ol the original nutritive
values can be recovered once converted
into an inmrmediary human form. Fray
Bernardino de Sahagun, - generally

V"The widely respecfed historian of
Mexico, Charles Gibson,
wriles of the Aztec economy: '‘Indeed,

few areas of the whole of America were
so richly supptied with non-agricultural
food resources as the Valley of Mexico,
and the native diet in the colonial period’
continued 10-be extremely varied” (Thé
Aztecs Under Spanish Rule, Stanford
Universily Press, 1964, p. 337). Gibson
goes on to describe and document this
wealth in fishing, animal husbandry,
salt, and hunting resources. He notes
that the Spanish did not share the Aziec
liking for .most of the lakes’ *‘nutritious
foodstuffs’’ such as water bugs, grubs.
and scufitcakes (p. 341).

Harris uses this same Western dis-
taste as an argumentative device, mak-
ing it appear that the common “people
were nutritionally deprived because they
were “often reduced to eating the algae
skimined from the lake" (his p. 110). I
is surprising to find anthropologists

E N

' - adopting this kind of argument; one had

‘thought-it had gone out of style with the
‘discovery that the witchety grub of the

. Australian aboriginals was both tasty
- and “healthy. On the native Aztec-ap-

preciation of the lakes’ faunal life, in-
cluding such a “d;]lcacy" as ezcahuitl, -
a small red worm made into loaves, see

B T

" that specifically precluded eating meat.

.of merchants’

-vanp%). .

regarded as a reliable analyst in these
matters, reports that the captives were
“fattened like pigs'’: of food and drink;

four-year cycle, ‘‘very dainty and lux-
urious foods.” In a calculation of costs
and benefits, we must also enter on the
debit side all of their own blood the
Aztecs had to spill, not only to take
capliyes but as .offerings from wounds
they inflicted on themselves every. day.

‘gave all to the captives'’; and to -
"slaves destined for the sacrifices of the ™ ~

On:the debit side also Were The fasts of

days or weeks preparatory to sacrifice

It is clear from the best books kept
on these transactions, Sahagun’s records
feasts of the. fifteenth
solar month, that the Aztecs were not in
the sacrifice business for. their health.
Each merchant killed one to four slaves,
bought at market at a cost of thirty.to
forty capes apiece—depending on pes-
fection of appearance and how well the
slaves ‘could sing. But during the course
of the four or five feasts preliminary to
the hurried sacrificial meal, the mer-
chants would give away 800-1,200 capes

Y

as well as other costly presents..
slaughtered at least cighly to one hun-
dred turkeys and twenty to forty dogs,
surely more meat than the limbs of one
to four slaves. They built houses for the
dances of the victims and supplied rich
cerempnial paraphernalia, etc. So great
were (he expenses,.according to Falher
Motolinia, that some merchants had “to
sell themselves into slavery, thus prov-
ing that ‘business is dog eat dog wher-
ever you go. As for the final return,
Sahagan describes it as a little bit of
meat fer serving:

They cooked  him in an olia.
Separately, in an olla, they cooked
the grains of maizefT_‘hey served *
{his flesh} on if. They placed only a
little on top of it. No chili did, they
add to i1; they only sprinkled sall
omit.*?

o

«As Harris himself tefls us in the end—

in the last paragraph of his account—
there really could be’ ne- significant
human meat supply per capita. If we
estimaté a population of one to two

millions in the Valley, and an annual

slaughter of . lS 000 head-hvnh@ large

'?Sahaggn, Book X, p. 67 Prescott
writes of feasts l’hat included human
flesh: ‘“This was not the coarse repast
of famished canmbals, but a banquet
teeming with delicious - beverages “and
délicate. viands, prépared with- ar{ and
attended. by "both sexes,: who...con-

*“ducted themselves with all the decorum
of civilized life» (History of the Con-

quest o{ Mexico, Philadclphm, 1891;

o

. .The New York R vygiew :

They



' ‘wgsﬁge in' ttunks—the rcat would
¢ome to ‘substantially less™ than one
pound per person per-year. It is at this

point that .Harris decides to recalculate *

-the whale sacrificial enterprise according
to. its political benefits; he “speculates
. that the protein was being.distributed to
the important nobility and soldiers dur-
ing lean periods of the food cycle. This
desperate attempt o stave off the bank-

ruptcy—-of the position. has little o

recommend it, since it is well Wocu-

mented that the priviléged classes of the -

city—had—read not to

1O meat
$S—10—meat

" with_ rich

Feady—a
- mantion the1,000-2,000 noblity and re-
tainers. Moctezuma daily entertained
spreads—so these people
would have been the last to suffer any-

_how.

It is logical that Harris's theory should
also deal with the Christian Eucharist.
His liypothesis here s not exactly the
same, for the people of the Old World
had domestic animals and ¢culd. eat ac-
tual lTambs—they didn't need to become
cannibals. The. resemblance 0 the pro-
lein theory of Aztec sacrifice consists in
the common premise that nothing s
present to the mind that does not first
appeal to the stomach. So the symbolic
consumption of the body ani blood of
Christ is said 10 be the historical trace
of some real feasts the ancient fsraelile
chiefs and priests used to throw. These
feasts had a pretext of animal sacrifice,
but their effective value lay in the
political ‘credits the powers-that-be were
able to build up by the generous redis-
tribution of the food of ferings.

[t was easy 10 assimilate Jesus' death

“to the sacrificial aspect of such feasts,
since the crucifixion occurred during
Passover. The “‘paschal lamb’" slain and
eaten®t Passover could be coaverted in-
to a symbolic representation of Jesus.
Howevér, the early church, after somie
attempt 1o maintain tradition in Yhe
form of the love feast® or agape,
ultimately had to cancel the actual feast-
ing because of growing population_den-
sities and food shortages. Abandosing
its unwanted role as 4 ‘“‘soup kitchen,”
the Church made do ‘with the token dis-
tributions of wafer and wine in the com-
munion ‘service. [t was more economical
to offer just the semblance of food, the
-deprivation of the participants apparent-

ly being made up, by other stuff they .

were being fed. Harris writes:

By spiritualizing the eating of the
paschal lamb and by reducing its
substance 10 a nutritionally worth-
less wafer, Christianity long ago
unburdened itself of the responsibil-
ity of seeing to it that those who
came to the feast did not go home
on an empty stomach.... Before we
congratulate Christianity for its
transcendence of animal sacrifice,
we should note that corporeal pro-
tein supplies were also being trans-
cended by a rapidly expanding
population.

In sum, everything happens as if the

. Eucharist were a gigantic and historic
Pavlovian experiment, in which the tin-
kling of the communion bell evokes in
the faithful the response to gnod feeds.
gone by."? :

The Eucharist, of" course, evolved
from ' the Judaic berakah ‘or blessing
over the bread and ‘the blessing of the
" wine thatritually punctuated the Last.
Supper. -For its part, the latter was the
2 customary'galhering}of a small religious
brotherhood-within-the_congregation. In
carly Christianity the blessings, suitably
transposed. into-one or: another sacri-
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Thé previous works of Mr. Hirfis in-
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clude some of the liveliest -anthropology °

of the last decade, beginning with The
"Rise of Anthropological Theory, a true
history of materialist wisdom and ideal-
ist folly in thinking about culture. More
recently he wrole the semipopular Cows,
- Pigs, Wars and Wiiches, an entertaining
attempt to- make out as really prictical
some of the famously bizarre customs
of mankind. The good sense of these ex-
“tic customs was often itlustrated by The
irrationalities,of our own, so that-in a
world’ of disguised. pragmatists only we
seemed mysterious. Cannibals and Kings
" repeats a good part of this material, but
it is cast now as.part of a prophecy of
an impending ecological doom, making
the book suitable for even more general
consumption. _
What is truly at stake in these works
is whether human culture is meaningful
in its own right. Do people’é customs
and categories, curious as they seém, es-
sentially contain information and pro-
grams aboul the praciical state of the
world? Or do people employ customs
and calegories 1o organize their lives
within local. schemes of interpretation,
thus giving uses 10 material circum-
stances which, cultural comparison will
show, are never the only ones possible?
No, for Harris such a distinction as the
one between clean and unclean animals
in Leviticus could not b& ecologicallv ar-
_ bitrary. The taboos on various species
must represent the real cqsis of gelting
them for food, *'If anythi the whole
pattern seerns to be one of banning in-
convenient or CXDEHSH'L‘ sources  of
meat.” We are reminded that water
dwellers without fins or scales are *‘un-
likely to be encountered in significant
numbers on the edge of the Sinai Desert
or in the Judean hills.”” (But are we fo
suppose, then, that water dwellers with
fins are in the desert?)" h
Harris’s doctrine is that the values
men live by are disguised (e.g.,. spir-
itualized) forms of natural constraints.
They are the names we apply 1o the ob-

. Jjective distinctions set up by natural

selection. Culture thus becomes a repre-
sentation, in the form of talk, of the
‘way we must segment and conceive the
world in order to adapt effectively to it.
What has been said of Kautsky is ap-
plicable ta Harris, that for him **human
history is an appendage of natural
history, its laws of motion merely forms
of appearance of biological laws." That
there is no evident sense to much of
human history or culture poses prob-
lems for this viewpoint. To represent
Nature in the guise of symbols seems
like a wasteful mystification. Certain
however that men's categories refer
eventually to their *‘real” experiences,
as guided by their zoological interests,

ficial idiom, were separated from the
common meal (agape), which for a time
was a distinct part of the church service.
The meal was abolished in some places
because it took on bacchanalian quali-
ties. In any event, the abolition could
constitute no savings to the Church,
which itself undertook no expense, since
the food was brought by the particis
pants to the meal .(sec, for example,
Dom Gregory Dix, The Shape of the
Liturgy, 1945). - L
“There is. a growing semiological
literature within anthropology on the
nature of taboo, incluging several im-
portant analyses of the Léviticus pro-
hibitions by ‘Mary Douglas. See “her
Purity "and - Danger " (Routlgdge and
Kegan Paul, 1966).
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Harri¢' can, be sure that no working cul-

tare i a mistake. It simply offers to -

Western Science the challenge of finding .
the ‘secret material wisdom in ‘the out-

wardly peculiar cusiom, including the
adaptive benefits that must be involved
in the very process of symbolic camou-
flage. Harris .calls this naturalistic
resolution of meaning *‘cultural deter-
minism."’
- T

B)’z “*detetmiinism"’ "Harris means an
analysis of culture .alo e hnes of
positive and empirica_al science, as coun-
terposed ta the vagaries of free will and
woral idealism. Nevertheless, as Harris
atwyally uses it, the idea that social
customs represent a hidden economic
caleulus is a highly sentimental concept.

. Rather than being empifical. it demands

a heroic disregard of the appearances in
favor of a theory of the

that Harris will make no actual studv of
the mategial costs and benefits for_any
of the customs he so explains. He does
cite evidence. But anthropology i« al-
ready famous for ity ewidence of every-
thing—and its opposite. Harris appeals
to the evidence tor Ilestimony . rather

realities.
Gradually 1he reader be¢gmes aware

lowers the population’s
capacity. .
The apparent illogic of holding down
the manpower of one’s own group while *
fighting wars does not seem 10 disturb
Harris; he is intent on the higher ra-
lionality of his hypothesis, which offers
no less than an éxp]analioq of the con-
dition of women in human society. Like
many other ideas of the book, the the-
ory i§ notable also for its attempt to ac-
count for the. origins of a phenomenon
by a property that is not characteristic
of the phenomenon as we krow it. It is

reproductive

" as if everything were economically sensi-

ble once upon a time, in its origin—
dietary taboos, the Eucharist, female
inferiority—but then the cusigm became
indifferent or hoslile to reason arid just
went on and on. Perhaps that is why
some of Harris’s arguments fotlow a
similar  course. Complex’ cnough ‘lo
begin with, his theory of mate superiori-
ly begins to take on Ptolemaic convolu-
tions as it is forced to account for the
absence of any necessary relation in the
cultures we know between the intensity
of warfare and the ihferiori(_v of
women, or between female infanticide
and population density, or pepulation

( 7,
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than 10'Test his hypotheses. The evidence
then falls cvenly on all his hypotheses
and speculations, the logical hnd the il-
togical alike. 4

Harris argues' that the pressure of
population on economic resources, re-
sulting from ‘‘genetically mandated"
heterosexual activity, has>up to now (the

**Contraceptive ‘era”) been™~the decisive -

problem of human history. 'The book -

relies heavily on this neo-Malthufggn
proposition. Major himan institutions—
warfare, male superiority, the state—are
said to develop as means for coping
with an ‘‘irresistible reproductive pres-
sure.”” The pressure itself may act in
some dialectic relation to technological

may be set-off by ‘more intense produc-

"tiod; or vice versa; but the density of

population in any event will tend to in-
crease 10 a point where i threatens
livelihpod and environment. Economic
good sense will then compel some ap-
propriate cultural response. So warfare
is alleged to have evolved along with
agricullure, say between 10,000 and
8000 BC, in order to keep population’
density within ecological reason. It did
so 1) by forcing communities- 10 put-
greater distances between themselives; 2)
by bestowing uniquely superior values
on males and’ masculinity. The inferios
status. of women_then_helped to faci

iate femmale infanticide, which in /urm

- 3 . .
stability, or between various combmaj»
tiorf of these.

,Bm there were-already problems withe
the hypothesis in its simplest form. Ag-
cording 10 Harris, casualties in warfare
have no direct effect on a group's repro-
aductive capacity, since the.surviving men
could casily service the surplus women.
(Notice, incidentally, how all these
afguments make a point biologically' or
demographically on the condition that
they presuppose the absence of a social
sysiem.) On the one hand, then, it is *
difficult 10 credit ‘Harris’s point that
warfare keeps down population .density .
by creating relatively unused space be--
tween warring settlements, and that it is
thus a response to demographic in-
creases accompanying the development
of agriculture. No-man’s-lands between
villages may make for good hunting,

but agriculture, whichsis tygically more®y o

productive, cannot take .place within
them. At the same time, by Harris’s
own argument, -military losses will not
check population growth. Mence war-
fare in this respect, by reducing the land

base, merely increases the ratios of
people-to-land, i.c.,- the population
pressure. . . '

On the other hand, since male casual- -

ties' have no limiting demographic ef-

fect, one wonders why women were not. .
Y v

allowed to fight and rigk¢heir, reproduc-
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tive capacities diréctly, instead of being : . Co - I e : rlstmas [ § 4 ft .
‘submitted to male chauvinism in order | = ) v A = ) | ’ : .
to. promote the neglect of female chil- : R < - - "?'0 ) ° . . !
dren. 1t is a reasonable question, Harris - . . y - ) X ' - ) N
an et your friends will fight over
Women’s ‘Olympics. indicate that ‘ladies ’ : g . - .
scould do real harm: But that’s exactly. ’ . o .
“the problem,” he says. They might kill® : : all e 1 - . . s
some men,. which- would jeopardize the | - i . . y \ Ong...
syperiority_of Yhales] and therewith the .7 . ) E ’ .
possibility of ~ controlling population | / . ) . R
growthdhrough.female infanticide. - : T+ . S o : ’
Satisfied- with this “‘cultural’  deter- : . . E .
mination of tRe origins. of war, Harris
reasons that it is Unhecessary 10 account :
for social conflict by 'some *‘inherent’’ SN
tendency in human nature. Harris has '
*'been an - ifaportant - critic of _sociobi- | |
~ology, and_this argument is-typical of
his disagreemerits with that viewpoint.
How can a constant inclination toward
aggression, he asks, account for what "
history shows to be a variable disposi-
- tion to kill? Perhaps, the sociotiologist
‘might ‘reply, 'in the same way as a
“‘genetically mandated'’ heterosexuality,
which we all know to be intermittent in
expression, is supposed by MHarns’s -
thcory to account for the origir of in- ‘
stitutions.  We can, sociobiologists
claim, detect the presence of a biological
" cause by the efforts that are taken 1o
suppress it, even as we know il to be ir-
resistible by its periodic eruptions into
social life, despile all these best efforts.
The contradiction in Harris’s *‘cultur-
al determinism’’ is that sex is considered
a priori as a biological fact, character-
ized as an urge of human nalure inde- .
pendent of the relations between social
persons. There is then no escape_from
the sociobiological reduction. The con- ' P . PY
clusiongalready exists in Harris's prem- - . .
sernemet | gnd this anniversa ear
not social facts but considerations of - "

anolher kind, acting upon society from

i ; anthro- ’ | o b . ‘ : - -, '
s e 1t will cost you even less. -
W . .
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heterosexual activity as it uniguely exists
among human beings. for whosy alone

"
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Nelson Goodman

_WAYS OF

thoyew adran U v} -0eping
theoretical curiosity about these or other
radically different adaptive strategies. -
For societies with internally opposed in-
terests, as between antagonistic social
classes, he does not make clear whether
it is somé part-or_the whole of society
that -adapts effectively. In India, the
lower classes_arc¢ served by the preserva-
tion of sacred cows. Among the Aztecs,
the upper classes benefit from the cult

‘ classes,

. systein that epcourages the multiplica-
tion of poor people?) On the other

hand, the protein benefits of Aztec
sacrifice go exclusiyely to the privileged
denying lQese

ring tribesmen in South America and
elsewhere are said by Harris 10 go to
some Cultural lengths to hold down the
regional popilation by Temiale infanti-

indispensable -
nutrients to the poor. Then again, war-

of human sagrilice. But when ecach of a.  cide. Each group thus deprives itself of

the strategic advamage in favor of some .
politically nonexistent” whole that in-

| \W 9 RLDMAKIN G |izEiEiss

; munities kills its female infants, it is the

— Be’cause of hls hhuman knowledge. _setasa whole that stands to-ain.-Fhe clides its own compemors Anything
- I rigorous cast of Goodman problem is not merely that the explana- goes.
e ~ . mind. vaunted' displaysA his tions are ad hot. It is that in ail these So 100, in his chapter on the Yanoma- - °

conditions, any given material rationali-
ty will be, frgm some other social view-
point, irrational.

The issue disappears for Harris be-
cause he considers ‘‘the population’' to
be a guaniity rather than a society, con-
sisting of organisms with biological re-
quiremenlts rather than people with cul-
tural m!eresls It is enough to explain a
custom if it can ‘be shown that it yields
elegance, and wit his own ~ some kind of pracucal bene.h(s in some
portrait of the various worlds way (o someone, *‘Materialism™ be-
which we have created and in comes a kind of academic parlor garpe,
which we are fated to live " wh‘();e ?ppfé!(l)er;‘?t?s O;NCS somelhln%‘
— HOWARD GARDNER to the simplicity o ¢ rufes: any sorl o

. %9 75 clothbound

* mo of Brazil, who engage in intensive
warfare although not under evident
population pressure, and whose popula-
tion increases whcre_»_lyhe')'alc of female
infanticide is highest, Harris surmises
that the Yanomamo must be responding
to (what else?) scarce protein resoarces. .
He then takes note of certain studies-in-
dicating the absence of clinical symp-
toms of protein deficiency in the region. - »
But this cannot be negative evidence—it
is consislent with the contention that the
Yanomamo have adjusted to a scarcity
of proteins. As Harris. writes in a com-

- parable discussion of the Mava: “On

“critical powers, and

-~ uncompromising

_strictures on his

Oown system-

- building, Nelson
7 Coodman has been
T : considered a
‘philosapher’s
philosopher.’ As befitting a
thinker of the first rank, he has
always confronted the most
fundamental questions about
the-possibility and nature of

unparalleled ability....
Y to illuminate the
most important

’:{. @ and vexing

) g epistemological

g issues by scrupulous
2 attention to telling

® examples

presents with exemplary clarity,
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l of fhe economic value that can plausibly be theoretical grounds, the picture of what
. L suggested for any cultural practice must have happened seems clear."’
. OH scores poinis—regardless of whether the ‘ - -
~ LD AGE same custom entails economic perallies If a ubiquitous statement presented
. nﬁﬁ"’fmﬁ or irratidRalities in some other sector of as rational or scientific shows itself un-
- P ouH the social ordes. justified as such,”” Louis Dumont has
r MM\D“C“ R s . recently written, ‘“‘there is a strong
Harris is well known for his ‘“‘cul- .chance that it was imposed by another
tural-materialist'' . explanation of . the type of consistency and can be identified
Hindu sacred- cow, repeated in this as one outcrop, as it were, of the under-
Since 1945, /\menca s popular conception of old age and a related- book, to_the ,e."ed that - the fabozs ]..ymlg TZOIOBICF{ network. "% |F-or
/phenomenon retirement, has altered drashcally Why did this change against maltreating cows permit the cultural determinism™ we can, as I've
come about? masses of impoverished farmers to rais said, identify the underlymg_ldeology as
the bullocks they need for farming. the Western business mentality. Xpplied
- Otherwise, if allowed to eal meat, peo- to the explanation of Aztec cannibalism
Fr:clza?z:REﬂhg‘;“Tﬁz)‘ﬁgSé‘g‘z[a)m’;"{/’f;:’:zl‘nh'5(;21d/;i‘1:3:s(j/\qu?st|0n5 ple might be tempted to destroy their or Hindu taboos, Harr.ists utilitarianism
1945 7970 brofecsor Calhour i i g, ge ”mcn(a breeding stock. Hence the taboo on. incorporates the meanings olher.people
. credits a disparate group of “social cows was a spiriualized statement of  give their lives within' the kind of
engineers”, including leaders from gerontology, social work, the Tard economlic calculations of mil- material rationalizations we give to ‘our
education, adverllsrng the media, organized labor and the business lions upon miilioRs of poor. farmers. own.
establlshment with initiating this more positive definition of old age. But all this ‘Jooks like the material Sartre appropriately called a s,mnar
.| “Duélargely to the newly recognized potential of the old as valuable “‘maxifnization” Harris claims for it on- intellectual procedure *‘terror,” for its
contributors to sociely and as significant consumers, these social ly if one implicitly acquiesces in taking inflexible refusal to discriminate, its
engineers have launched a conscious, guided effort to create a more the Indian property laws for granfed. As goal of “total assimilation at the least
positive SOCletafperceptlon of older Americans, ‘he indicates in' another book, the ratio possible effort.” Sartre was referring 1o
- of people to land in India is such thai the’ “vulgar Marxism’ which c@hl
IN SEARCH OF THE NEW OLD: R(-Hehmng, OI(I Age in America, 43 percent of the catile are raised by sec in"an act of politics Or a poem °f
N 1945-1970, is an insightful view into the politics of old age in post-War farmers who own- § percent of the™ Valéry’s some version of *‘bourgeois
- "\ America and an intriguing inquiry into the complex dynamics of pasture.'® . idealism.” Everything in the social
) social changelna plurahstlc souely ~One -could just as reasonably argue  Superstructure could be reduced to its
. that the taboo on cattle is a way of economlc function. Similarly, in Can-
- 1978 280 pag‘es, - $19.95 0-444-99048-3 rhaximizing the number of poor people.
' (And just what is lhc ralionalily of.a - “Lmk Dumont, From Mandeville (o
ELSEVIE NORTH HOLL ANDWC * Marx (University of Chicago Press, -
“Marvin: Harris,. Cows, Pigs, Wars  1977)—a bpok that has a lot that is
' ¢ B2 \/ANDU?BILI AVENU{ NEW YORK MEW YORK 10017 and Witches. (Random House, 1974), p. * ‘valuable to say about the kind of idedlogy ..
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viibals, and" . Kings, the sowial” Yact ‘is
dispedsed .with as a mere appearance
whosé truth lies elsewhere, in some ma-

an exercise-of getting down to basics—
. in this instance, to the necessary condi- -
.. tions of protein requirements or the sur-

+ vival of the populatiod. But such deter-

-

,LETTERS ST

. BOGGLED .
T e \rglheEdnars: K

. Stanley ‘Hoffmann's article,” “Who Can

En Salvage Peace?"' (NYR, Augusi 17) rests on”~

. four érrors: (1) that Israel has been reluctant.

or unwilling to make peace in accordance
with Security Council Resolutions 242 and
338, espacially with regard to the West Bank; |
. _ .. . (2 that (at7the time Hoffmann wrote, at

- least) Sadat and other Arab leacers were will-

, ing to make peace in accordance with those
Resolutions; (3) that Isragl is secking political
control over ““Arab IanXsd"; and (4) that the

Unijted States missed an opportunity for

peace in July, 1972, when Sadat purporled to

expel Soviet advisers from Egypt,
While oflen repeated, these propositions '
have no basis in fact.

. Resolutions 242 and 338 requrre the parties
0 make peace by direct negotiations. Their
agreements of peace should rest on two basic
principles: Israel need not withdraw from any

. territories il occupied in 1967 uniil peace is

v made; and the new ‘‘sccure and recognized'’
boundaries of Israel need not be the same as
the Armistice Demarcation Lines of 1949.

1 can testily from personal experience and
subsequent study that Israel has cooperated
in all the (many, many) efforis since 1967 to
carry gut Resolution 242. Until Camp David,
all #:ﬂ;%ce making efforts have foundered on
the flat refusal of the Arab States te make
peace in -accordance with the Resolution

i Even Egypt accepted only one-hall the
Resolution during Sadat’s trip to Jerusalem;
the other Arab States continue (o reject both
halves. Sadat's agreement al'Ca_mp David to

——smake-geace in three manths, on the basis of
a formila for the West Bank and the Gaza
Strip which accepts the possible partition of
those territofies between israel and Jordan, is
a completely new development and a most
constructive one. A reader would be hard
pressed (o appreciale the signiticance of this

fact from Mr, Holfmann’s article.

The most important reasons for the ter-
ritorial movisionf'\éf Resolution 242, which
Sadat has jusl accepted in principle, is that
the West Bank and the Gaza Strip are nol
“‘Arab’ lands, but unallocaled parts of the
_Palestine Mandate, a ‘‘sacred trust®” like
. "Namibia, to be fulfilled in accordance with

’ its terms. Professor Hoffmann refers (o the
~ West Bank as “Jurdanlan territory,” This is
not the case. Jordan’s attempt to annex ‘the
tercitory in 1951 was ineffective because it

. was not widely recognized by the world com-

munity, and especiaily by the other’ Arab
< states.

' " As Sadal has repeatedly made clear, his

“expulsion'’ of some Soviet advisers from
s Egypt in July, 1972, was-part of the Soviet-
' Egyptian deception plan in preparation for
the War  of October, 1923, on which the
Soviets and- the Egyptians had agreed in

ey o Apdl, 1972, - .
Professor Hoffmann's extraordinary com-

parison between France in the Thirties and Is-

rael today is.in a different category. It resis

. : not only on factual error, but on errors of

judgment. Hoffmann seems t¢- believe that in

1935-1936 France could have prevented

© World Wnr 11 by making a political agree-

menl.with Hitler. This is a fanlas,y ?rcly

Laval weiit *'the extra rile” in Wis“quest-far

agreement with Hitler, It is hard to imagine.

f i ‘%, any congessions Bmanund France;~cduld

. have ‘made to Hitler beyond those. they did
: ~ - make: the acceptance of Germian rearmament

land-

* ~terial value. As Sartre said, it looks like ™

Iy N

minations “are only seemingly basic. In

" reality they are abstract, and devoid of

social content. Once, characterize
meaningful human pfactices * in- these
ideological terms, we(shall have to give
iip all anthropology, use in_the
translation everything cultural has been
allowed to'escape. o O

tould havc prevented lhc war n‘&” by more

appasemenl bul by Occupying the Rhine-
fand, by British conscription, and by a clear
deterrent political policy, perhaps in associa-
tion with the Soviet Union.’

Mr. Hoffmann’s advice to Israel—that
isracl should follow the course he thinks
France should have followed when Hitler first
came to powcr—slmply bogglcs thc i

“This ‘stary thes coateins dramstic conflict, bt Brottes ™
captures-and admirsbly so-the dxplesive power of entnm :
pllnm ~tg thoughts by which pasple Hve and dle...
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tion.

The agreements reached at Camp David
contradict Mr. Hoffmann’s analysis injevery
particular.. But his views are influential,- and
they continue to be heard and read.

Eugene V. Rostow*

Yale University Law School
New Haven, Conneclicut

*While in the State Depariment, 1966-1969, 1
was in charge of the process which led 1o
Resolution 242.

Stanley Hoffmann replies:

Mr. Eugene Rostow's reading of past 1sraeh
policy, of Egyptian policy in 1972, of the
Camp David documents, and of what Sadat
agreed to at Camp David. & as bizarre as his
reading of my comparison t}wecn France in
the Thirties and Isracel

The future will, T think, make it clear that
no Arab state, including Egypt, wanls a
cpariion” of the West Bank between Israel
and Jordan. or accepts the idea that the West
Bank and Gara are not Arab lands.

As for my comparison, its only point was
1o ~how that in both cases, hard-pressed peo-
ple mistakenly underestimated the costs of
the course thej\' preferred (appeasernent in
France’s case, cpntinuing tontrol of Arab
lands in Israel's) and overestimaled the nisks
of a different course (resistance to Hitler in
the Thirties, sclf-determination  for  the
Palestinians today). ’

How Mr. Roslow could have 'm!simcrprcl-
ed my aning is whal boggles my imagina-
non,

! do nat believe that the Camp David

agreements contradict my analysis. Obvious-
ly. it was Carter’s participation and pressure-
which wrested from Begin a number of sig-
nificanl concessions that go beyond the Begin
plan of last December and that the {sraeh
government had refused 10 make before. It is
also clear that only if the United States, in
the months to come, interprets the ambiguous
and controversial statements of Camp David
in a way thal salisfies the Arab states and the
Palestinians, will there be a chance for real
peace in the whole area.

IN LOCO PARENTIS
To the Editors: s

1 would like to point out a certain crucial

theme in Ned O'Gorman’s The Children Are

Dbing, which Roberl Coles failed to elab-
orate in his review of that book (NYR,

September 28), and which seems to me to be

#ssential to O’Gorman’s work in Harlem.

The entife book hinges on the matter of
educating the oppressed. If we define pofitical
oppression as the denial of political rights to
certain classes of people, then the young
citizens of Harlem are doubly oppressed:
firstly as ‘children, secondly, as. black
children. O'Gorman, above all, wishes-to ex-
tend the sphere of rights 1o the child. These
rights range from the satisfaction of basic
biological needs to. the civil and political. But
what ‘turns .oul to be a critical point for

- O'Gorman—and one which becomes his most

" and gge militarization of the Rhi

i and
N our nonqmervcnuon in Spain. The allies -
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is the g “of .the
child's nghts within lhe JSamily. This means

.
radical
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NEW YORK REVIEW
HOLIDAY SCHEDULE ~

During the holidays The New York:
Review is being published on the
following dates:

December 7: Christmas | issue
December 21: Christmas I issue
January 25: Double issue

Please note that there is a four week
break between the December 7 and
January 25 issues.

IN SIMALL BUSINESSIS

- ATAUGHNG MATTER

J.PHILLIPS L. JOHNSTON

start and educational indebtedness into a net

has a serioas message, treated in a light and
often hilanous way to show you the solutions
1o both oecasionat and day-to-day problems
Gouod business sense and a sense of humor
belped Phil Johnston reach the mulliun dollar

A perfect Christmas gilt

Maore Pubhshmx Company
Dept Bi
PO Box 3036
W. Durham Station
Durham, N.C. 27705
Send check, Master Charge. or Visa
N.C. residents add 4% sales tax

President, Currier Piano Company

mark  His success stary is the blueptint of how
10 run a smal] business and make a praolit doing it

At 38, Phil Johnston has turned a late caceer

worth of a solid million dollars in just 12 years. ..
His gusde tor the small business entrepreneur

——yr :

- farmation,

LITERARY
CALENDAR

) or all those who love lit-
C?cruturc. Exquisitely de-
signed and printed,
rich cream stock with ac
of the finest chestaut laid paper.
Each month a moving quota-
tion from a great writec.born in
that month and a handsome
photograph of a place associs-
ated closely with the writer. A
wonderful store of joyous in+
including birthdays
of famous and lorgotien writers
and dates of literary signifi-
cance — such as when Melville
first went 1o sca, when Pepys
drank his first cup of tea, when
‘10 celghrate Midsummer Night.
wall calendar (15 by 21
inches, open) with room for
writing down significant dates

Larg

A

1979

CAHILL & COMPANY !
-145 Palisade St., DoMerryNY 10522
Please send.._ . cepies of A Literary
Calendar 1979 @ $4.95 cach, plus 85¢ per
address for shipping. Enclosed is my check
for § *. { Use separate sheet for
orders to more than one address. Gift mes-

-

-

e

1

. of your own. sage enqlosed al your requesl) SR
This is the original erarary ‘| Name/ 1
Cualendar, now in its Seventh - Address
Edition. Eschew imitations. At e Zip _
your bookselir gesby mail. Ty i
- N . DS N
0 = - -




