
Pakistan (1951-53) and for India and 
Nepal (195370),’ is a professor of rural 
sociology at the University of Missouri. 
Co-author Paul Bomani is Tanzania’s 
ambassador to the United States. He 
served his nation as minister for agri- 
culture and cooperatives (1960-62), for 
finance (1962-65), and for economic 
affairs and development planning 
(1965-70). Their book is brief and not 
unduly technical, its small size (like 
the small farm units the authors advo- 
cate for more effective food-crop p r o  
duction in poor countries) provides a 
manageable challenge. Careful cultiva- 
tion of these well-organized ideas will 
yield both comprehension of the prob- 
lem and thc outline of a comprehensive 
solution over three generations. 

“Poverty is the warehouse of hun- 
ger,” writes the vice-president of Tan- 
zania, AI-haj Aboud M. jumlx, in his 
introduction to this volume. The au- 
thors agree. They know, however that 
the warehouse will not Ix dismantled 
without a cultural transformation and 
destruction of the conditions that create 
poverty. They also say it won’t happcn 
without the redirection of human de- 
velopment programs toward the rein- 
forcement of self-respect, which, once 
achievcd, can facilitatc thc integration 
of the rural poor into the socioeconom- 
ic and as well as the political structures 
of the nation. 

A ccntral elemcnt in the needed cul- 
tural transformation is thc substitution 
of an “improved quality of life” valuc 
for the development-impeding “surviv- 
al” value cmbcdded in poverty cul- 
titres. The authors keep rctiirning to 
the “landless laborers,” who quite liter- 
ally embody the painful problem of 
hunger and who must be organized 
around a quality-of-life issue if develop- 
ment is to come about. “It is impossible 
to overstate the difference between the 
existing value to survive, if they can, 
and the value to improve the quality of 
life. The improved quality of life value 
is prescntly foreign to those locked in 
poverty.” 

Ensmingcr and Bomani arc speaking 
here of values that arc related to eating 
habits. Divcrsiflcd food crops produccd 
for regional markets and providing dim 
eta targeted to humnn cncrgy rcquirc- 
ments Involve P shift from single food. 
cropping. Conditions for producing CY 
sential crops ncccssnry to meet thcsc 
rcqulrcmcnts nnd Ixttcr nutrition nrc 
lmpcdcd by survlvnl valucs that 

prompt the poor to farm as they, have 
for generations. “Until those in  poverty 
can feel secure, they will not risk their 
chances of survival.’’ For example, to 
introduce home garden programs into 
rural economies is to run ”against the 
cultural grain and present preferences 
for single cereal diets.” But the task is 
not impossible. It must be accom- 
plished if the quality-survival paradox 
is to be solved. 

”Top-down” and “trickle-down” 
strategies must yield to new policies 
that help to support families. The new 
criterion for measuring progress should 
be quality of life, not gross national 
product. The authors are not unaware 
that intcidisciplinary research is rc- 
quired to construct the new measuring 
rod. An essential element, however, is a 
nutritionally adequate diet for all. 

People are not poor because they are 
incapable of development as human 
beings but because they are denied 
access to opportunity, to the many ser- 
vices and institutions that move the 
development process along. Financing 
is a problem, of course. Deeper still is 
the problem of land reform understood 
as “an intervention in the prevailing 
pattern of land ownership, control and 
usage to increase productivity and to 
broaden the distribution of benefits.” 
In what only can be described as an 
understatemcnt intended to suggest the 
cnormity of the challenge, the authors 
write: “To accomplish this reform the 
individuals who bcnefit from the pres- 
ent setup will stand to lose a lot of prop 
erty. It is no wonder that the elite in 
poor countries are opposed to its impk- 
mentation.“ 

Ensminger and Bomani are sensitive 
to the importance of involving the peo 
ple, particularly women, in the solu- 
tion of their own problems of poverty 
and hunger. The emphasis on small- 
farm agriculture, on integrated agricul- 
tural development, and on integrated 
rural development reflects a bias to 
ward the pcople and a patience with the 
process of reform. They give insum- 
cient attention, however, to the struc- 
tural problems of lond ownership and 
the distribution of returns available 
from cxport-cropping. 

I would put this book In the compa- 
ny of To Peed This World, by Sterling 
Wortman and Ralph Cummlngs, Jr. 
(Johns Hopkins, 1978), as a u r f u l  poli- 
cy guide for rhosc in n positlon to influ. 
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WOMEN OF THE REPUBLIC 
by Linda K. Kerber 
(University of North Carolina Press 
[for the Institute of Early American 
History and Culture, Williamsburg, 
Va.]; 293 pp.; S19.50/9.00) 

leun Yarbrough 

The prevailing interpretation of the 
Founding is that it established a liberal 
representative democracy. Recently, 
students of the American Revolution 
haw h e n  challenging this interpreta- 
tion, and one group of scholars has 
explored the Founding from the per- 
spective of a republican tradition of 
concern for participation and civic vir- 
tue. Whereas many feminists tend to 
view the demand for women’s rights as 
a logicaltxtension of the liberal demo 
critic emphasis on equality and indi- 
vidual rights, Kerber examines wom- 
en’s political participation during the 
Revolution and analyzes the meaning 
of female ptriotism. Subsequent c h a p  
ters consider property and divorce laws, 
female education and reading. 

Kerbcr’s point is that although the 
entire Western tradition of political 
philosophy excluded women from po. 
litical affairs, some American women 
rccognized thc “sodally radtcal” implt  
cntlons of republicnnlsm and developed 
a “new fcmilc ideology’’ to justify 
womcn’s pollttcrl role in the Republic. 
This “ldcology of Rcpublican Mother- 
hood,” as she calls it, imbued tradition- 
al domcstlc rcsponslbilitlcs with pollti. 
cal slgnlflcmcc. Women could play a 

a1 



role in polirical affairs by raising civic- 
minded sons and daughters. Kcrhcr rc- 
gards this idcclogy as ultimately con- 
servative Ixcausc it restricted womcn to 
the "edges" of political life, but she 
;irgiics tha t  i t  played an important role 
in the political socializlltion of women. 
Moreover, "Rep~iblican Motherhood 
rcni~ins  the most readily accepted- 
rhough certainly not thc niost radical- 
justific;iriori for wo~ncn's political hc- 
Iiiivior." 

The thcsis is iniaginativc and anibi- 
tious-and, iinfortun;itcly, also highly 
iliicstionablc. Kcrlxr fails to establish a 
convincing c~nncct io~i  Ixtwccn the re- 
piiblicari rradirion arid rhc "ideology of 
Kcpublican Mothcrhood." This is bc- 
c;iiisc she docs not understand the im- 
p1ic;itions of ihc republican emphasis 
im civic virruc. Like miiny republican 
revisionists. Kcrlxr's enthusiasm for 
civil l i l~cr ry  Idinds ticr to thc tcnsion 
1,ctwccri civil 1ilx.rty :ind civic virtue. 
Shc clcfcrids ct1uc;ition for  women LK'- 
c;iiisc i t  promotcs virtue h y  cncourag- 
ing indcpcndcncc and intclligcncc. Bur 
wlicn civic virtrrc ;rnd civil l ik r ty  con- 
Ilicr, i r  is civic virtue 11131 must give 
w:iy. 1'crti;ips rlic inosr striking instaiicc 
of t l i i h  is i n  Kerbcr's disciission of 
divorce. Divorce, wc are told, was 
rcgrirdcd ;is "parr of the republican Ten- 
ov;itiori" during the revolutionary peri- 
od. I'rcsuni;il)ly, Iil>cr;il divorce laws arc 
;I "rcpuhlic;in righr" Ixcausc [hey in- 
crc;isc ciich individual's "options" and 
con~rihutc to hcr piirsuir of private hap. 
piiicss. Kcrbcr ncvcr corisidcrs seriously 
[tic ;~rp,i~~iicnt that rcpul)lican virtue 
niighr rcqiiirc strict divorce laws. Thus, 
rccoii I I  t i  ng I hc cf forts of Rcn janiin 
Triimbull, ;I Connccricut minister, to 
iiglitcn divorce I:iws, shc writcs in obvi- 
011s dis;igrccmcni: 

"I IC I)clicvcd h i t  w1i;it was ;it stake 
WIS nothing less t h a n  the .morals and 
virtiic of the Republic. He csti- 
m;iicd ... I h;ir r he numbers of divorccs 
were growing; and lie leaped to the con- 
clusion t h ~  this trend p;irallclcd not 
[lie pursiiit of h;ippincss, bur  the dc- 
clii ic of the Rcpublic." 

Siiiiiliirly, Kerlxr remarks tha t  tlic 
";ipp;ircnr rise in prcninrital prcgnan- 
cy" during the c;irly Republic "is al- 
iii(ist ccrriiinls nor the mark of jn- 
crc;i.scd options and frecdom for wom- 
c ~ i . "  I n  her cniiccrii for the righrs of 
w~)iiicii over the rcquircmcnrs of vir- 
tiic, Professor Kcrlxr Ixlongs niore 
properly to tlic lihcral tradition inaugu- 
rarcd hy Hohhcs and Lockc than to the 
d 

rcpubliwn tradition. 
Not only does Kcrbcr fail to show thc 

connection between the republican tra- 
dition and women's rights-a connec- 
tion that is crucial for her argumcnt- 
but she'also fails to demonstrate con- 
vincingly that this was the way the 
women of the Revolution understood 
thcir actions. Her argument rests for 
the must part on the scanty evidence of 
a handful of womcn. As Kcrbcr herself 
admits, "in thc abscncc of an cstab- 
lished tradition of female political be- 
havior, many women may have found 
i t  difficult to cxplain their actions out- 
side their private circles." The  ideology 
of Rcpuhlican Motherhood scems largc- 
ly  thc product of her fertile iniagina- 
tion. 

Finally, a I)luc pcncil ought to have 
been taken to such sentences as "di- 
vorce is possihlc in a variety of political 
cultures ...; it is of coursc experienced 
by both nien and women," and to such 
warmed-over c1ichi.s as "mutual s u p  
port group," and "divorce experience." 

Briefly Noted 
VARIETIES OF CIVIL RELIGION 
by Robert N. Bellah 

and Philip E. Hemmond 
(Harper and Row; 208 pp.; S14.95) 

Ir has Ixcn more than ten years since 
Rokr t  Rcllah of the University of Cali- 
fornia, Berkeley, raised a minor storm 
with liis proposition that America ps- 
sessed, or was posscsscd by, a "civil reli- 
gion" along the lines that Rousscnu had 
proposcd in an carlicr instance of a s u p  
poscdly post-Christian society. Today 
his colleague at Santa Barbara, Philip 
Hammond, seems more militantly con- 
vinccd than k l l a h  of both the cxis- 
tcncc and necessity of such a civil reli- 
gion. But, aside from the illuminating 
di.ffcrcnccs hetwcen Ikllah and Ham- 
niond, these essays arc important for 
their ciircful comparison of the Ameri- 
can situation with thosc of countries as 
divcrsc as Mexico, Japan, and Italy. The 
authors arc convinced, and arc convinc- 
ing in arguing, that the Amcrican cxpc- 
ricncc of ecclesiastical disestablishment 
and of pluralism is singular. Bcllah in 
pnrticiilar contends [lint a libcralism 
that is preoccupied exclusively with- 
process and divorced from the substan- 
tive religious content of what people 
actiially hclicvc is dcad-ended. This 
rings true in light of current agitations 

about groups like the Moral Majority 
and the general trend toward rccstab- 
lishing the rcligious "rwts" of Ameri- 
can public discourse. For t h F  who 
have followcd Bellah's thought closely 
over thc years, the present book repre- 
sents an interesting tempering of his 
carlicr enthusiasm about the signifi- 
cance of California-based hs te rn  cults. 
Thc book is an important contribution 
to the inevitably ongoing examination 
of the "moral architecture" of the 
American experiment. - R/N 

FORMATION OF SOCIAL POLICY 
IN THE CATHOLIC AND JEWISH 
TRADITIONS 

ed. by Eugene J. Fisher 
and Daniel F. Polish 

(Notre Dame Press; 194 pp.; $8.95 [pa- 
pcrl) 

Coming out of a symposium conducted 
in 1979, this is a marvelously intelli- 
gent and tinicly cxchangc on thc na- 
ture of rcligious witness in the ficld of 
public policy. Thc contributors dcal 
not so much with the rights and 
wrongs of spccific issiics as with the 
way in which religious communitics 
formulatc public positions. Docs the 
rcligi,ous leadership speak for or to its 
constituency on public issues? Or must 
i t  hc doing both? Above 311, the partici- 
pants addrcss the question: By what 
authority do wc speak? Thcrc is a grcar 
deal of clarity here on a subject that 
will likely remain heated for years to 
come. Two essays that might Ix singled 
orit for spccial attention are Scymour 
Sicgcl on family policy and J. Bryan 
Hehir on human rights in international 
affairs. - RlN 

CONTRIBUTORS 
A. /ames McAdnms lectures on Com- 
parative Communism at the Univer 
sity of Califomia, Davis. 
/ o h  B. Keeley, a retired Army offi- 
cer, is currently employed by the 
Director of Central Intelligence. 
William 1. Byron, SJ., is President of 
the University of Scranton and of 
the Bread for thz World Educational 
Fund. 
lean Yarbrough teaches Political Phi- 
losophy and American Political 
Thought Qt Loyola University of 
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