
ults for the Ukraine; it would bqan insult to him not f o keep the appointment. I then’suggested that the 
rest of the delegation go to the meeting with the 
Minister and that Rabbi Harold H. Gordon and I go to 
Babi Yar. Our guide did not like this idea at all. He 
argued that Babi Yar was quite a distance from the 
city, that i t  was not wise to split the delegation, and 
advanced all kinds of reasons to discourage me 
from going there. The more he argued against it, the 
more I was determined to see Babi Yar, although I 
still did not know what it was that I wanted to see. I 
told our guide that i f  he did not want to take us there 
with one of the cars at our disposal, we would take a 
taxi and go there ourselves. Faced with this threat 
the guide consented-albeit most grudgingly-to 
accompany us next day for a brief visit to Babi Yar. 

Oleg Egorov 

The next morning we stood before a ravine a 
hundred yards or so from the Jewish cemetery on 
the outskirts of Kiev, seeing nothing there to justify 
our trip. In wonderment we inquired of our guide 
whether this was indeed Babi Yar. He answered 
affirmatively. We inquired about the meaning of the 
site. He said he didn’t know, and reminded us that he 
had warned us the trip would be a waste of our time, 
that there was obviously nothing here. Suddenly we 
saw three elderly Jews coming through the ceme- 
tery gate. They quickly approached us. One of them 
said to us, “We would like to request our visiting 
rabbis to recite the traditional prayer for the de- 
parted.” Somewhat puzzled by this request, l asked 
him why we should offer the prayer here and not in 
the cemetery. He answered, “It is here that the Jews 
of Kiev-men, women, and children-were 

gathered on the eve of the Day of Atonement in the 
year 1942 and shot to death. The bodies fell below 
into the ravine on top of which we now stand. The 
remains of tens of thousands of our brothers and 
sisters now lie in the ravine.” Shocked by this 
revelation I looked down into the ravine with awe and 
trembling and noted there was no sign or marker to 
commemorate this tragic event: 

The area was not even fenced in, and one could 
observe a cow or two wandering onto the grounds. I 
turned to my guide and asked him: “Alexei, do you 
think it is right that nothing was done to preserve and 
mark these grounds consecrated by the blood of 
thousands of innocent men, women, and children, 
as a memorial to their martyrdom?” He stood silent, 
pensive, and did not answer. We then recited the 
prayer in memory of the martyred dead. I looked at 
our guide and saw his eyes filled with tears. 

Israel Mowshowitz is Rabbi of Hillcrest Jewish 
Center, Flushing, N. Y., and a Vice-president of the 
World Conference on Religion and Peace. 

Richard John Neuhaus on 
A Shaky Market in Myths 

In recent years myths have grown up around China 
and South Africa that provide for many Americans a 
near absolute antithesis of good and evil. The con- 
trast has been depicted in a way that is reminiscent 
of the late 1930’s, when the antithesis of good and 
evil was represented for many by the Soviet Union 
and Franco’s Spain. While the mythologies of the 
1930’s are now a source of embarrassment to those 
who bought into them, so in the last few months the 
myths of China and South Africa have been rudely 
shaken, For those who deal in moral simplisms 
these developments must be troublipg. 

We do not wish to exaggerate the degree io which 
the China myth has been shaken. There is still a 
steady flow of three-week tourists returning from 
well-guided expeditions to proclaim China is the 
happiest, most “Christian,” most ’ civilized, most 
humane society on earth. Just last month the pub- 
lisher of the Kansas City-based National Catholic 
Reporter returned to write glowingly of the Peking 
reg i me , won der i n g ’ ‘:;hy atheistic co m m u n ism 
seems to have succeeded where Christianity has 
failed.” (A few years ago the same publisher fired his 
“radicalized” editor who had been greened when - 
greening was in season. Now it seems that in 
Kansas City “they’ve gone about as far as they c a  
go” in catching up with the 1960’s.). 

Any tendency on our part to exaggerate the 
change is also restrained by manuscripts received 
here at the office. One day a few weeks ago the 
editors received three unsolicited articles from 
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academics newly returned from their China tour. 
The first reported the “pervasive absence” of crime 
in China, and attributed this happy circumstance to 
“socialist cooperation.” The second, by a psychia- 
trist, informed us there is no mental illness in China. 
(She asked her hosts about homosexuality. They 
assured her there are no homosexuals in China. 
They “candidly admitted” there had been three 
cases back in the fifties, but they were cured through 
“political reeducation in Mao’s thought.”) The third 
article was titled “Why the People of China Are Not 
Lonely, Alienated, and Depressed the Way We 
Are.” We picked it up with interest, anticipating 
perhaps a satire on this particular genre of non- 
sense. Unfortunately, the author was quite serious. 

These are touching instances of people climbing 
aboard a bandwagon that is already collapsing 
under the weight of, among other things, excessive 
credulity. A new period of more sober assessment of 
China was signaled by the publication of the articles 
by Ivan and Miriam London (Worldview, May, June, 
July-August). Using various sources, especially the 
thousanvs of refugees from the mainland, the Lon- 
dons depicted a China that is still a long way from 
being free of violence, alienation, hunger, and the 
host of other evils all too common to the human 
condition. In the last few months stories of beggars, 
prostitutes, bank robbers, and labor violence in 
China have been appearing with some regularity in 
the New York Times, the Washington Post, and 
elsewhere. In short, it is becoming increasingly clear 
that China is not the utopian society that a certain 
brand of radicalism joined with the Nixon-Kissinger 
line in depicting. China is still very much China. 

Of course this new sobriety represents more than 
a shift in Western intellectual fashions. It is oc- 
casioned primarily by internal events in China, nota- 
bly the death of Mao, the bizarre purgation of Mao’s 
last wife and other “petty bourgeois revolutionary 
democrat ringleaders,” and the ascendency of the 
army under the new Chairman, Hua Kuo-feng. Much 
that was hidden is now coming to light, and no doubt 
much is being hidden by the darkness of new official 
lies. As it becomes obvious that China is neither 
primitive Christianity restored nor the universal fu- 
ture that works, those who have been skeptical all 
along should resist the temptation to Schaden- 
freude. The well-being of 800 million human beings 
is at stake. While one might h p e  for the liberation of 
oppre sed-peoples such as the six million Tibetans 

welcome a wholesale collapse of the regime’s con- 
trol, leading almost certainly to massive bloodshed 
among the competing regions and peoples of China. 
It is good to be disabused of a myth, but the very 
troubled China that is now exposed to-view con- 
tinues to have a strong claim upon our sympathetic 
interest and concern. 

As the archetype of good has been thrown into 
question, so we may expect modifications in the 
myth of absolute evil, South Africa. For many Ameri- 
cans South Africa has been quite simply Bull Connor 

. ’  . -  -72 un- er Peking’s rule, it would be irresponsible to 

writ large. South Africa is viewed as the old ATeri- 
can South long oveFdue for a civil rights movement, 
which alone can save it from black and bloody 
revolution. Those who have spent any time in South 
Africa know, however, ,.that Soweto has little in 
common with Selma, or Johannesburg with Bir- 
mingham. The peculiarities of South African racism 
have not received much attention here because 
Africa itself has been so sorely neglected in Ameri- 
can foreign policy of the iast decade. All this began 
to change last year with Kissinger’s abortive Ango- 
lan venture and then, more dramatically, with U.S. 
intervention toward achieving majority rule in 
Rhodesia (Zimbabwe). We hope and expect that 
Africa, especially Southern Africa, will be receiving 
more detailed and careful attention from American 
policymakers and media in the period ahead. 

What may be a portent of things to come is a 
recent cover article in the New York Times Maga- 
zine (December 12) written by a white South African 
in defense of the Afrikaner kingdom. As odious as 
the policy of apartheid or “separate development” is 
and sh?uld be to most Americans, it is important to 
understand its peculiar histo and rationale, as well 
as its basis in the economi and tribal realities of 
South Africa. No sensible visi,or 7 to South Africa can 
be unimpressed by the deep and emphatically 
Christian earnestness of the apologists for Af- 
rikanerdom. Many of their arguments have merit. 
For examples, theirs is not a colonial regime in the 
usual sense of that term: it is true that millions of 
black Africans, in South Africa are economically 
better off than many blacks in black-ruled African 
nations: a d they are no doubt right in’believing that 
anything “ke li -majority rule would at present be 
threatened by tribal tensions and perhaps by geno- 
cidal warfare. And there are other arguments that 
should not be dismissed lightly. 

But finally a regime that is formally grounded in a 
racist premise and that denies the most elementary 
political and civil rights to the overwhelming majority 
of the population it rules cannot be accepted by 
those who, in Jefferson’s phrase, have “a decent 
respect for the opinions of mankind.” Some, such as 
Gatsha Buthelezi, the leader of the Zulus, despise 
apartheld but believe they have to settle for some- 
thing less than its total overthrow within the foresee- 
able future (see Worldview, July-August). Less be- 
lievable is the proposal that the dismantling of “petty 
apartheid” (waiting room segregation and the such) 
will take the sting out of the system and leave “grand 
apartheid,” the overarching model of separate de- 
velopment, untouched. Then of course there are 
those who threaten the economic strahgulation or 
military liberation of South.Africa if that country does 
not move immediately to majority .rule. The last 
approach relies most heavily on the myth of South 
Africa as absolute evil and is supported. by some 
American activists who have had a long-standing 
interest in Southern Africa. It is also supported by 
the Arab-African-Asian bloc in the General Assem- 
bly of the United Nations. 
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The power of the myth wasunderscored recently 
by Paul Rupia, Tanzania’s Ambassador to Ethiopia 
and Representative to the Organization of African 
Unity (OAU) in Addis Ababa. Speaking at the Coun- 
cil on Religion and International Affairs (CRIA) in 
New York, Ambassador Rupia said that the final 
reason the African nations withdrew support from 
UNITA, the insurgency that is still challenging the 
Cuban-supported Angolan regime, is that UNITA 
accepted help from South Africa. You must under- 
stand, he told the CRIA gathering, that South Afri- 
ca’s pariah status is so absolute that it outweighs 
any other evil; certainly it outweighs what he views 
rather skeptically as the alleged evil of Soviet influ- 
ence in Africa. And yet Mr. Rupia’s remarks revealed 
a refreshing candor in response to increasingly 
sophisticated questioning of the OAU position on 
South Africa. 

He acknowledged, for example, the relative eco- 
nomic advantages enjoyed by black Africans work- 
ing in South Africa. He did not attempt to disguise 
the fact that violations of human rights for which 
South Africa is excoriated are also widespread in 
black-ruled Africa. He admitted that the OAU is 
largely impotent in .addressing human rights viola- 
tions by member states. He seemed to have a 
realistic assessment of South Africa’s economic and 
military strength in relation to the rest of Africa and 
therkfore offered no fanciful proposals for “liberat- 
ing” South Africa by force. Finally, although he 
argued that different nations,had different levels of 
necessity for trading with South Africa, he did not 
deny that many African nations that stridently call for 
a complete economic boycott of South Africa are 
massively involved in the very trade they condemn. 
In sum, at the end of the session the myths of South 
Africa as absolute evil and the “liberation struggle” 
as absolute good were not quite so absolute. 

The changing perspective on South Africa is not 
nearly so dramatic as it is on China. But the article 
mentioned above and the Ambassador’s remarks 
are two of many straws in the wind. To say that the 
problems of South Africa are more complex than 
they are ordinarily thought to be is not to suggest 
they are less urgent-economically, politically, and, 
above all, morally. It is to suggest that the search for 
solutions that might more closely approximate jus- 
tice is much more challenging than merely sending 
in the National Guard to put down Bull Connor. We 
expect and hope that both the complexity and the 
challenge will be brought home to Americans more 
effectively in the months ahead. 

More generally, one is heartened by the shaki- 
nessof the market in myths. It is as tiresome to say it 
as to hear it, but tiresome or not, we must constantly 
relearn the truth that there are very few absolutes in 
conflicts of power. The conclusion to be drawn is not 
that we should resign ourselves to the often cynical 
proposition that politics is the art of the possible. The 
conclusion, rather, is that we recommit ourselves to 
politics as the art of discovering what might be 
possible in a world terrifyingly resistant to justice. 

The Permanent Task 

We therefore owe it to our peoples as we search for 
security to make clear we are also seeking peace. 
And we also owe our people that as we develop our 
cohesion, we define the purpose that this cohesion 
serves in terms of a better world. 

This I consider the permanent task of American 
foreign policy, and history will have to judge how any 
one administration carried it out, and I am positive 
that any new administration will address itself to the 
same objectives. 

-Henry Kissinger at a news conference at 
NATO headquarters, December 10 

Department of Clearifization 

Dr. Criswell had a right to speak out on a political 
matter ... but his position does not positionize the 
Southern Baptist Convention one way or another. 

-Dr. James L. Sullivan, president of the 
Southern Baptist Convention, commenting 
on the endorsement of President Ford by 
W.A. Criswell, pastor of Dallas’s First Bap- 
tist Church 

Letters We Never Finished Reading 

My best to you, Mr. Editor ... 
... what an exciting day to be alive, and see how God 
is working in and through His Church. 

Here is an article for your publication ... 
--Communication received by Worldview 

Thank Goodness 

ARTHUR SCHLESINGER, EDUCATOR AND 

CIETY POSSIBLE 
GOVERNMENT SERVANT, FEELS HUMAN SO- 

-Publicity release from the 
Observance 
eastern Pennsylvania 
Church in America 

Call FDA Quick! 

TOY MAKERS ARE SHRINKING, BUT THEY ARE 
EXPECTING A GROWTH YEAR 

M e w  York Times headline. November 17 

Sects and’the Modern Medic 

PRESSURES ARE THE COMMON DENOMINA- 
TION AMONG STUDENTS WHO ENTER MEDICAL 
SCHOOL 

- N e w  York Times headline, November 17 
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