
to follow the course of individual for- 
tunes and the often subliminal dis- 
putes and jockeying for power (for 
example, betweeen Elmer Davis and 
Robert Sherwood in thc Officc of  War 
Information; Cordell Hull and Henry 
Wallace for predominant influence on 
the president in foreign policy mat- 
ters) and to report on their implica- 
tions for British intercsts. 

In his introduction Berlin credits 
h i s  personal  re la t ionship  wi th  
Washington’s wartime hierarchy with 
opcning “far wider vistas” than ordi- 
nary sources of information. “A cer- 
tain reciprocity obtained in these mat- 
ters,” he writes. 

“Amcrican officials occasionally 
wished [tic British Governmeni to bc 
made aware of fcc~ings and attitudes, 
and cvcn spccific policics. which 
ihcy did not wish to I‘ormulatc offi- 
cially .... Thc despaiches of m y  Sec- 
tion could aci as a channcl for infor- 
mal communication of this kind with- 
out committing anyone to anything, 
and thus occasionally proved useful 
in promoting understanding and 
clearing thc air.” 

Departments of thc British Govcm- 
ment could not aflord to ignorc evcn 
the most seemingly domestic of 
American issues. Berlin’s reports in- 
clude analyses of Supreme Court deci- 
sions on the Jehovah’s Witnesses’ 
rcfusal to salute the flag and on the 
acquittal of William Schncidermann,. 
an ex-member of the Communist par- 
ty, whom Willkie defended from the 
government’s denaturalization ordcr 
in 1943. 

Berlin writes that the collection of 
his dispatches, derived from a total of 
600,000 words, rccreates thc view of 
ihe poliiical sccnc conimon to scr- 
vants of the British Government in 
Washington during the war. Their sig- 
nificuncc goes beyond that modest 
claim. The weekly tclcgrams, Pro- 
fessor Nicholas informs us, did not 
scrvc only thc Foreign Officc and re- 
laicd dcpiirinicnis; ilicy wcrc read 
cagerly and influenced deeply “a 
s m a l l  b u t  c r u c i a l l y  i m p o r t a n t  
Whitehall public, and  acquired a 
repuiaiion uniquc iimoiig the official 
communications of the war.” They 
are brilliant pieces of reporting, he  
continues, “which deserve the atten- 
tion of any student of administration 
for their contribution to the shaping 
of Briiish official thinking in war- 
time.” For the American reader, in 
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addition, Berlin’s dispatches let us see 
how our society was seen - and that 
view was much more complex than 
we are prone to recall, even though 
those were the heady days when we 
were more united in certainty of pur- 
pose than at  any time since. I.Wa 

AFROCOMMUNISM 
by David and Marina Ottaway 
(Africana Publishing Co., New York; 
237 pp.; $aS.Oo/$l2.50) 

Aaron Segal 

David Ottaway is one of America’s 
outstnnding forcign corrcspondcnis, 
currently covering the Middle East 
for the Wushington Post. His’ wife, 
Marina, is a sociologist of merit. 
Together they have written excellent 
accounts of Algeria and Ethiopia 
based on their experiences living in 
those countries. This time they con- 
tend, on thc evidence of Ethiopia, 
Angola, and Mozambique, that a pro- 
cess they call “Afrocommunism” is 
emerging in Africa. Arguing that i t  is 
ncither pro-Soviet nor anticapitalist, 
but a specifically Al‘rican version of 
Marxism that  includes cxtcnsivc 
public sector ownership, a vanguard, 
a n  clitist party, an anti-Western 
worldview, and an cmphasis on col- 
lectivist agriculture, the Ottaways sec 
Afrocommunism as the succcssor to 
the failed African socialism of such 
otherwise different countrics as Zam- 
bia, Tanzania, Algeria, and Guinea 
(Conakry). 

As fashionable and attractive as is 
the thcsis, so is it mistaken. One has 
only to draw into consideration 
several of thc other sclf-styled Afri- 
can Marxist states--Somalia, Congo- 
Brazzaville, the Cape Verde Islands, 
the Malagasy Repubiic, or Guinea- 
Bissau, for example-to erase all 
sense  of  common denominators. 
What remains is the simple fact that a 
number of African states employ at 
different times different bits and 
pieces of Marxist rhetoric, mostly for 
foreign consumption. The  inherent 
fragility, instability, and pcrsistent 
ethnicity of most African states dic- 
tates a concern for internal security 
and confers some desperately needed 
legitimacy. Marxist rhetoric goes with 
East German security advisors and 
Cuban troops in Angola and Ethiopia 

to prop internal security. Here, as 
elsewhere in Africa, leaders rarely 
belicve what  they say publically. 
Amilear Cabral, the  assassinated 
leader of  the  Guinea-Bissau na- 
tionalist movement, was the only 
African neo-Marxist thinker of world 
note, and his work rcceives no men- 
tion in this book, just as i t  finds no 
readcrs among Africa’s “Afrocom- 
munists.” 

A number of African states have 
learned that one goes to Moscow and 
to Eastern Europe for weapons and 
sccurity advisors and to the West, in- 
cluding Japan, for foreign aid, private 
capital, and  technical assistance. 
Languagc is altered accordingly. Na- 
tionalization is less a product of 
ideology than a means of preventing 
the emergence of a propcrty-owning 
class that might then seek power. 
Agricultural collectivization has bccn 
tried and has failed in scores of 
African capitalist and socialist states. 
Where  i t  is still espouscd, i t  is 
cspoused for the same nonideological 
reason. Even though a vanguard. 
doctrinaire, democratically centralist 
political party is a frequcnt wish in 
soc ie t ies  r iven  by  dccp e t h n i c  
cleavages, nowhere in Africa has that 
wish bccn father to rcality. Thc  Otta- 
ways have steeped thcmsclves in 
obscure tracts that were written in 
European languages while refusing 
to acknowledge that most of Africa’s 
fifty-two independent states, includ- 
ing the three they call Afrocom- 
munist, are still organizcd and divided 
basically on ethnic rather than class 
lines. African socialism as rhetoric 
has not bccn able to supplant ethnic 
loyalties with nationalist ones; there 
is l i t t le  reason  t o  bel ieve t h a t  
Afrocommunism will d o  bcttcr. 

Well-written and tightly argued, 
this book asks U.S. policy-makers to 
take seriously African attempts lo 
“build a communist political and 
economic order” nnd to refrain from 
regarding those efforts as necessarily 
inimical to U.S. interests. Unfor- 
tunately, the American publisher has 
so overpriced the hardbound and 
paperback editions of the book as to 
make it virtually unavailable in Africa 
and a candidate for illegal photocopy- 
ing in North America. African and 
American readers would have been 
better served by a detailed study of 
what life is like in Angola, Mozam- 
bique, and Ethiopia, one that tested 



WILLIAM CLANCY, 1923-82 

William Clancy was not much over thirty and had 
alrcady served as an  cditor at  Commonweal and as 
rcligion cditor at Nc>wswcJek when he  came to thc 
Council on Religion and International Affairs (then 
T h e  Church Peace Union) to launch B unique venturc 
in American publishing. 

January, 1958, as Bill characterized it in his first 
Worldview editorial, was “a time of troubles.” And in- 
deed the  list of problems hc  recitcd- ncw weapons of 
destruction, Soviet challenges, dissension in the AI- 
liance, cconomic dis~ocations- reads startlingly like 
a carte d e  jour. This new journal, he  said, will bc con- 
cerned with the broad arca of  cthics and  forcign 
affairs .... At all timcs, among all nations, a tension bc- 
twccn ethics and foreign policy scems inevitable.” 
Worldview “will not ‘preach,’ but i t  will insist-some- 
times explicitly, more often implicitly”- that “the 
West’s perennial tradition, which is deeply, esscntially 
rooted in thc valucs of the Judco-Christian cliissiciil 
humanist view of man and society [is] relevant to, 
evcn normativc for, thc survival of any world worth 
saving.” 

Bill Clancy left Worldidcwin the fall of 1961 to seck 
holy orders in Rome. l i e  later established Thc  Oratory 
in Pittsburgh and becamc its first Provost, ministcr- 

ing to sludcnts in h e  Pittsburgh arcii and devoting 
himsclf to study and thought. “A work of thc in- 
telligcnce,” hc  had called Worldvicw, and to the same 
work h e  dedicated himsclf here. 

On the occasion of his leavetaking from IVor/dvkiv, 
Bill had stresscd that “ours is ;in attempt lo under- 
stand rather thiin an attempt to propagandize.” In 
words that would sccm t o  hilvc hecn uttcretl just this 
morning he  counseled patience: “At a time in history 
such as ours ... the temptation toward the slogans of the 
Right-“Gct rid of the Communists’-or of the Lcft- 
‘Get rid of the bomb’-are espccially strong. Thcn loo 
mcn who havc ii religious commitmcnt often think 
that religion somehow providcs an casy iinswcr, has a 
word to say that will solvc all of thc world’s diffi- 
cultics. Evcn whilc thc barbarians iirt bcating on ihc 
gates of‘ thc city, wc must cultivitte pitliencc .... 
[ r lh i s  attempt is oficn difficult to cxplain to it public 
impatient for solutions, hut i t  is indispcnsahlc for 
our civilization. ilnd only thc fool or  thc philistine ciin 
fail to scc its value.” 

Those of  us who knew Fiithcr Clancy pcrsoniilly 
and others who kncw hini SOICIY its t h ~  OIIC who Iititl 
t tic found at ion for l+ ’or ldi~iw’s ni i ssion mourn his 
death from cancer :it the early iige of fifty-ninc. 

-Tlw Edi1or.v 

how a certain rhetoric affects the lives 
of citizens. Instead. the Ottaways 
havc sculpted a body of beliefs and 
values, called them “Afrocommun- 
ism,’’ and purport to find them in 
three or more African societies. The 
reality looks n l o t  more like pragmatic 
opportunism to keep shaky rcb’ ”ies 
end rulers in power than a vision of a 
new society. IWkl 

Briefly Noted 
THE MAN WHO LEADS THE 

CHURCH: AN ASSESSMENT 
OF POPE JOHN PAUL II 

Hebblethwaite, and Staff of 
the London Sunday Times 

(Harper and Row; 271 pp.; Sl0.95) 

by John Whale, Peter 

There is much to enjoy here, if one is 
not put OTT by other aspects of this 
journalistic stitching. Best of all, i t  is a 
mix of reporters’ notebooks on the 
odd and sometimes wondrous things 
that happened offstage during the 
pope’s journeys to Poland, Ireland, 
the  U.S., Latin America, and 
elsewhere. Worst of all. it claims to be 
a serious “assessment” of the person 
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iirknowlcdged th i l t  John Pitul’S course 
simply tlocs not fit such ‘secular 
thought ‘slots ils lihcriil untl conscrvit- 
tivc. Right or wrong. hc is iltlvocating 
it quitc new tlircrtion. l h c  evidcn’cc ol‘ 
thitt, CoIlIri1 thcir dominiint itSSL‘SS- 
nicnt, is io bc found in ihc authors’ 
often engaging narration ol‘ whitt 
Joh11 Piiul hils sitid itnd d011c to tliltc. 

-Rir/rarcl J ( J ~ I I I  Siwlrolr.s 

ilnd work of John PilUl 11. 
The assessment doesn’t work 

because the authors seem uniible to 
make up  their minds; or perhaps 
there arc just too many iluthors. The 
recurring judgment is that John Piiul 
I I  is a t ruly remarkable miin w h o  has. 
regrettably, turned in it “clciirly con- 
servative” direction. Ilc is cncourag- 
ing a “new pi3polatry” that is csscn- 
tially hostile to change. especially on 
questions of women’s rights and sex- 
Ui t l  ethics. At the same time, i t  is 
acknowledged that the pope envisions 
his mission as one of helping t o  bring 
itbout a major international realign- 
ment of powers shaping thc modern 
world. As the authors (or an author) 
say, “In this viis1 [globill] perspective, 
comprehending past. present and 
future, American and European 
agonizing over birth control and or- 
dination of women seemed merely an  
irrelevant distraction.” At another 
point we are told that this conservit- 
tivc pope is more accuriitcly called a 
“radiciil” bcpusc he has startled the 
world with a witness in which the 
Christian faith “is his norm, his only 
norm.” 

This book might have been more 
helpful if i t  had more consistently 


