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weigh iiig ill iticipiitcd profits i1giiins t 
costs iii m y  politicill opc!r:ifion.” 

(hi(: iri:iy ask, tlien. I iow I % M  
tliffers froni tlie classical, old-stylc 
tr.opic:d d i~ t i l t~~- t l i e  I)oIriinican Re- 
piil)lic’s Gciieriilissirno ~riijillo or 
Sic;ir;igu:i’s Anastas Somoza. The 
:I I ISH‘C~ lics p r t l y  in  ~ h c  tlecisiori 
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t1ic:rc \viis DII nctiinl rift between him 
mid the Cihii i  leader is not clear. 
rlnother, piizzle is why Cnstro never 
sought to confirm his powcr through 
frcc clectioiis, which lie would havc 
wori ovcrwlielrniiigly in 1959, a d  
likrly \voidcl win h y  ;i 1i:iridy majori- 
ty totlay. I’crliaps lie simply feels 
~ I I  oloctioiis arc supcrfluous. These 
w c  iimoiig tlic un:inswcred ques- 
tions. This excellciit first volumc 
holds tlic prornise of ;in eqiially 
\~~cll-rcsc~:u.clicd, thot~giitfiil and Iiclp- 
f i l l  sucorirl \ d i m e .  

l’hc Risc and Fall of the Ycople’s Century: 
I h r y  -4gard IValhcc ancl Ai-tic:ricaii Liberalism, 

1941.-$48 

Joseph Capalbo 

(fiicoutitcr plirascs siicli ;is “reform- 
crs \ v c w  cnitght ill the paradox of 
contlemning soci;il injustice whilc 
iipliolrling cnpitdism as :I system,” 

scyariitcd from thc grcwtcr f:iilurc of 
NTCW IIcii1 Ihokcr Stnto politics.” 
I\‘;~lIiic~~, like Rooscvclt and Truman, 
n - o i i l ( 1  1i;ivc Lccn doomed to failirrc 
i i i  his qiros~ for socii11 jiisticc, since 
lie “also dcliitctnted 1il)cral false con- 
scio~is~icss b y  dcfiiiing thnt vision in 
oapitolist tcrtns,” and thus “it is 
tloihtlul t h t  tho progrcssivc capi- 
tdisrn of Henry 1Vall:ice co~rld give 
Aincricms either security or frcc- 

criticized by Ikpublicnns and Tru- 

iippiwos from ;I democratic socialist. 
I t  is not surprising that \Vall:ice 

slioulcl ho c~ritiqued from both Left 
;uid Riglit, for “sociiil lilwrnls” liil\fc 

of thc politicill spcctriun. It is hnrd 
t o  clefroc1 W:ill:iee’s “f;ilse conscious- 
IICSS” :igainst those with “corrcct 
corrscjoi~sness,” since by defending 
it one is mcrcly displaying his own 

01’ “Trl11~1iI1i’s failiircs ciinIiot BC 

tlorn.” I-Icnry \V:1llocc, so often 

11iiiri Dt’rltocriits, I IOW g(!ts liis comc- 

lollg 1,ccri lielcl slIspect hy 1,otli ends 

“falso coirsciousiiess.” Ancl, of L‘OIII-SC, 

it is easy to express disillusionment 
with the postwar politics and poli- 
cies of Hilrry Truman. The qiicstioil 
rem:iins, however, whether W;illnce 
would or could have made a differ- 
ence for this nation and for libcral- 
ism if lic lind inhcrited the Presi- 
dency instcad of Truman, or even if 
lie Iiacl lieen a more potcnt political 
forcc. 

To liiinp IVdliice a11d Trurnait to- 
gether bccnuse they were not socinl- 
ists does a disservice to \.?’allace. 
‘l’he struggle of the lntc 1940’s was 
to definc what libcralism mcant. 
Wnllacc attcmptcd to refurbish n ma- 
terialistic liberalism, and ;iclvanccd 
thc hclicf that this nation had to 
tle\.~lop a Colnint1nitiiriilrl creed arid 
sociiil purp~se. IIc \VilIitcd to make 
tlic system work for the irttcrests 
of the cornmon innn rather than for 
tlic grmter glory of corporatc profits. 
H e  proposed far-reaching cl 1;i 11 ges 
in the economic systcm: plmriing 
1)oards. thc rcpresen t:ition of con- 
sumers, government ownership of 
various tlefciise inclustrics, cquitablc 
tnxation ;incl extensive social welfare 
programs. He preached il socii11 code 
of cooperation iristeacl of “ri~gged 
iiidividualism.” Hc was an early 
spokesman of cnvironmentnl con- 
C W I ~ ,  i i d ~ i ~ i i t e d  dCtcritc before it 
bccomc fashionablc, and hcld that 
the United States must t:ikc its stnnd 
with, not ;ig:tinst, tliosc “winds of 
chaiigc” swecping the Third World. 
I?is political demise meant, if ana- 
lyticill coriccpts are going to l~ used, 
the risc of what has licen termed 
“corporate lihcralism” rilthcr than 
;I 1ibcr;ilism concerncd with social 
wclf:ire. If there are different roads 
to socialism, therc arc dso different 
ro:ids postwar 1il)crcilism might have 
tnkcn. 

In viewing the postwar world we 
:ire= struck by the f:iilin-c of 1il)eI:ils 
;is individuals, :IS well :IS by tlic! 
hilurc of liberalism :IS n conccpt. 
Idiosyncratic ns wcll ;IS systematic 
t*iiriiibles mist be put into the eqiiii- 
tioti tlint charts n nation’s coiirse. 
FDR’s temporizing and Truman’s 
appointment of mcdiocre cronies 
:tiit1 l~i&-l)risincssmeii were frinctions 
of tlieir own pcrsonnlitics :is wcll ns 


