
building from the grass roots up new communities of 
trust and mutual dependency. McKeown’s vision is 
,of a perfect society. Why not aim high? The odds are 
against him. Whatever the development of this 
movement, surely its effects already include new 
hope for Ireland’s suffering people. There is a 
chance. People know it. 

But I’had to wonder if even Ciaran McKeown 
knows what a high price peace will demand. The 
intransigence of the Orangemen that brought down 
Stormont and power-sharing is not dissipated. 
Neither is the upper classes’ fear of “submersion” 
by the Republic, nor the Protestant working poors; 
fear of losing prefeiential treatment in hiring, nor the 
IRA romanticism harking back to the Easter re- 
bellion .... Peace will not be secured until it has a 
material basis, that is sure. 

But there are also signs of hopeful change. The 
Republic is part of the European Economic Commu- 
nity. Hatred of England is slowly dissipating, largely 
because of economic interdependency. (The Re- 
public could not, for example, duplicate the U.K.’s 
welfare system, and Northern Catholics are not 
clamoring for a united Ireland without their welfare 
benefits.) At the same time, the economic disparities 
between the North and the South are evening out, 
and Irishmen of all factions are beginning to see that 
they need each other if they are to compete within 
the EEC. A material basis is necessary, but spiri! is 
required to animate a social order. The Irishihave 
that. The Peace People have made it new. 

Tom Cornell is Director of lntemational Affairs at the 
Fellowship of Reconciliation, Nyack, N. Y. 

EXCURSUS n 
James Finn 
Short Takes on the Election 

As I write, Jimmy Carter is still Presidentbelect, not 
yet President of these United States. But he has 
already begun to dominate the news as power seeps 
from the Ford Administration, returning even Henry 
Kissinger to life-sized proportions. Before the shift is 
completed and the brief Ford Administration fades 
rapidly into memory, some reflections on the cam- 
paign, the performance of the principal actors, and 
those that polled, reported, and opined. 

Carter and the Media 
“If you can’t join them, beat them.” This reversal 

of the usual ,realistic slogan became the working 
rubric of the Carter team almost by necessity. 
“Jimmy who?” was not part of the establishment- 
neither the ruling Republicans nor the aspiring 
Democrats. Most of his opponents in the primaries 

were politically domiciled in Washington and-once 
past the primaries-the major opponent would be a 
relatively colorless, unelected incumbent who as- 
sumed office under the inauspicious cloud of Water- 
gate. Ergo: an anti-Washington strategy. A cam- 
paign whose key words would be trust, integrity, 
leadership, love, and reconciliation. 

There were dangers in this strategy, both for 
Carter and those covering the campaign. Carter did 
not escape entirely, but he came off better than most 
of the political commentators. 

At one point in the campaign Jody’Powell com- 
plained: “The national news media have absolutely 
no interest in issues at all,” that the reporters only 
asked about issues if they thought they could trick 
him into a “crazy statement.” An exaggeration, of 
course, but there was some truth there to exagger- 
ate. The Playboy incident remains the outstanding 
example. Carter departed from his usual mode of 
public discourse imprudently, the press pumped his 
few comments about adultery into bloated pap and 
then lectured most of us for not preferring more 
substantial fare. . 

Serious questions concerning U.S. foreign policy, 
our own ‘economy, energy policies, nuclear 
capabilities sand projections, and the race in con- 
ventional arms were seldom addressed. Admittedly, 
the candidates did not usually elaborate these in 
their addresses, but there were position papers that 
could have served as the basis for probing questions 
and analysis. And Cacer did, for example, speak 
directly to the issue of nuclear proliferation when he 
addressed the United Nations. Since it is going to be 
an immediate item on the agenda of the Carter 
Administration, it would have been worth pursuing. If 
the campaign itself did not sufficiently inform the 
citizenry of this country, it is partly because the 
press, with some honorable exceptions, put on a 
sorry performance. 

The Polls and the Voters 
Having assured the country that the voters were 

apathetic (and finding reasons for that apathy), the 
pollsters predicted a very low turnout at the voting 
booths. Compared to a number of other democratic 
countries, the turnout was low. But it was signifi- 
cantly higher than the predictions. (And we’ll have to 
revise some of those reasons for the alleged apathy, 
disinterest, cynicism, etc.) 

Tom Wicker and S.I. Hayakawa 
Q. What do these men-one a talented liberal 

columnist for the New York Times and the other a 
conservative academic, newly elected to the Senate 
from California-what do these two men have in 
common? 

A. Both men are confused about politics, about‘ 
how to relate, for example, the issue of abortion to 
the political order. Hayakawa, who is in favor of 
sending U.S. troops to South Africa, is intent on 
reducing the role of the State in domestic matters. 
On abortion he is quoted as saying that it’s not the 
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business of the State; government should keep its 
hands out of what is not its business. And not long 
before the election Wicker, writing on the abortion 
issue, said abortion “is not one of the very real 
social, economic and international problems with 
which the nation is faced. Those are the kind. of 
problems-unemployment, for example, or health 
care, or Soviet-American relations-with which poli- 
tics can best cope, and then not always effectively. 
To concentrate instead on matters of personal be- 
havior and morality can only divert attention from the 
real issues of the campaign ....” 

O.K. For Mr. Wicker abortion is not a real issue. 
And the other issues he mentions are indeed impor- 
tant. And yes, abortion does involve “matters of 
personal morality and behavior.” But that does not 
automatically remove it from the realm of “real 
social” problems, as he would have.it. As much as 
health care (which he does mention as a real prob- 
lem) abortion is concerned with questions of life and 
death. And with definitions (legal and otherwise) of 
what a human person is. How our society resolves 
the issue of abortion will tell us a good deal about 
ourselves and the society we want. We can neglect 
the issue, shunt it aside as a lesser matter of 
“personal morality,” or wg can address it as seri- 
ously as it deserves. If we do the latter, as we 
should, we can expect little help from Tom Wicker or 
S.I. Hayakawa. 

The Polls and Hayakawa 
Can polls help (or hurt) a candidate for, say, the 

Senate? The two men who managed Hayakawa’s 
campaign think so. What, therefore, did. they do 
when their private polls showed that, in the closing 
days of the campaign, Hayakawa was slipping 
badly, falling eight or nine points below his oppo- 
nent? They kept the results.secret and issued a 
statement showing Hayakawa leading by 3 per cent. 
They had, of course, a rationale for their deceit, 
which they made public. But it is the kind of thing that 
gives polls (or pollsters) a bad name. 

Looking Back on Ford 
Max Lerner madq a guess at how historians a 

decade from now will look at Ford, and-as guesses 
go-it looks fairly good. He conjectured that the 
historians “will assess him more generously and 
justly than most observers did in the primaries and 
the campaign. 

“They will say that he came to the presidency at a 
time of deep wounds and divisions, when the legiti- 
macy of the office had come into question. He did 
much to heal the wounds, close the divisions and 
restore a measure of the legitimacy.” 

Looking Ahead to Carter 
In winning the election Jimmy Carter had to over- 

come two troubling obstacles: the national bias 
against Southerners and the liberal, intellectual bias 
against seriously held religious beliefs. Insofar as no 
one will now argue that a true Southerner cannot be 
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elected to the Presidency, Carter has overcome the 
first bias. The second is still alive and active, how- 
ever. If his performance in office does something to 
mitigate that bias, he will have performed a definite 
service to the nation. , 

Carter will be judged primarily, however, by how 
he performs those political tasks to which the office 
has committed him. In coming from political 
nowhere, in overcoming the obstacles he did, in 
winning the primaries and then the Presidential 
election, Carter revealed a number of qualities- 
thoroughness, shrewdness, energy, intelligence, 
determination, self-discipline-that suggest he will 
not be a mediocre President. He will be an active 
President who will leave his mark. Too early yet to de- 
termine on which side of mediocrity that mark will be. 

EXCURSUS XI1 

Israel Mo wsho witz’ on 
Finding Babi ,Yar 

In ihe summer of 1956 the New York Board of 
Rabbis was invited by .Rabbi Solomon Schliefer, 
then Chief Rabbi of Moscow, to send a delegation of. 
rabbis to visit Soviet Jewry. It was my privilege to 
serve as spokesman of that delegation. 

We visited cities with large Jewish populations: 
Moscow, Leningrad, Odessa, and, of course, Kiev. 
We came to Kiev on a Tuesday afternoon and 
immediately made our way to the Synsgogue. 

Even though we arrived unexpectedly, the 
Synagogue and the streets leading to it were filled 
with Jews who had somehow learned of our pres- 
ence. The local rabbi, Rabbi Panich, was visibly 
distressed at the sight of the large crowd. “It is all 
right to worship in the Synagogue,” he told me, “but 
it is not permissible to have a demonstration, and 
this is a demonstration.” He implored me to speak a 
few words of greeting to the people and ask them to 
disperse quietly. This, of course, I did. An elderly 
Jew on th way outstopped to shake hands with me, 
and whis d ered in njy ear, “You must see Babi Yar.” 

This was many years before Kuznefsov and Yev- 
tushenko forced Russians-and the world-to 
acknowledge Babi Yar, and no one in our delegation 
had any idea what Babi Yar was. But I was deter- 
mined to fulfill the old Jew’s request. I immediately 
asked our guide, who accompanied us throdghout 
our stay in the Soviet Union, to take me to Babi Yar. 
He appeared shaken by the request, and explained 
to me that it was impossible to see Babi Yar because 
we had a full day of meetings the next day, and the 
following day we would be leaving Kiev. Still not . 
knowing what I was asking for, I continued to press 
our guide to take me to Babi Yar. He reminded me of 
the important meeting scheduled with the Minister of 


