
is the idealization of authoritarian rule.” 
Howe stresses its ideologkd fanaticism, a 
kind of frenzy that forces the individual into 
total identification with the state. All three 
define totalitarianism in terms of the tyranny 
of a ruchle~s. single-party dictato~hip that 
is decisively distinguished from other dic- 
tatorships by its ideological compulsion to 
achieve total and ultimately worldwide 
eaosformations of the structure of society. 

First Lenin and Hitler. then Stalin and 
Mao failed in this effort. The pivotal reason 
for this, as Lowenthal so clearly points out, 
is “the dynamic nature of actual totalitari- 
anism which, devoted to unending, totally 
planned change. ultimately falls victim to 
unplanned change.” In this connection, at- 
tention is usually focused on problems of 
succession-replacing Big Brother. The es- 
says by Robert C. Tucker and, to a lesser 
extent, by the Yugoslav dissident Milovan 
Djilas stress “the cult of the individual” as 
a key problem for one-party dictatorships. 
Walzer and Loweothal, on the other hand, 
point out that the inherent flaw in even the 
most virulent, S W t  totalitarianism is that, 
ultimately, a choice must be made between 
two goals, Utopia or gradual modemiza- 
tion; and the latter will invariably prevail, 
engendering a weakening of ideology. Los- 
ing its utopian rationale, it petrifies. Despite 
the terror by which Stalin tried to impose 
permanent revolution from above, Russia’s 
devitalization of purpose was discernible 
even before his death. Stalin used the secret 
police; Mao used a mass movement of youth 
backed by the army to control the country 
and revitalize revolutionary zeal. Following 
the death of these two tyrants, the Party in 
both countries reasserted its central role, 
though with a stronger influence from the 
military chan before. 

If institutionalized revolution is the es- 
sence of totalitarianism, then it has failed; 
it has withered away in both Russia and 
China. The failure of revolution and the 
channeling of energies into forced-pace 
economic change still leaves individuals 
suffering under the yoke of tyranny. Orwell 
foresaw the time when fanatic belief in a 
total state would crumble but its power and 
dominance survive. Walzer calls this con- 
dition “failed totalitarianism,” which con- 
sists 0f.a relatively stable “dominance of 
repression, censorship, torture, and mur- 
der, all of the largely traditional kind though 
the traditionalism is sometimes masked by 
ideological pretensions.” Authoritarian rule 
is the dominant fact today in most societies, 
and not only where it is the legacy of to- 
talitarian movements and parties. Walzer 
delivers a stinging attack on contemporary 
conservative intekCNdS who distinguish 
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rigorously between the devitalized Com- 
munist authoritarian states, whom the 
ject, and the authoritarian regimes s ch as 
those that dominate Central and r outh 
America, whom they regard as acced ble 
and even desirable allies. Those who de % nd 
antiCommunist authoritarian regimes un- 
dkr the cynical banner “the enemy of my 
enemy is my friend” have, as Walzer con- 
cludes, ‘Tailed to grasp the historical con- 
nection between what they defend and what 
they decry.’’ 

Is there any e s c a p  for those forced to 
live under the awful banalities of contem- 
porary authoritarian regimes, whatever their 
origin? Owell answers in terms of the claims 
of the body. Winston finally succumbs to 
the horrors of O’Brien’s torture chamber, 
Room 101, and understands what O’Brien 
means when he says: “If you want a picture 
of the future, imagine a boot stamping on 
a human face-forever.” But before he suf- 
fers thisultimate humiliation, Winston finds 
both a plade and a mode for establishing 
his individuality. Four of the essayists chose 
to point out that in the countryside, away 
from the city. where traditionally human 
freedoms evolve and social justice is at- 
tained, Winston discovers Julia’s sexuality. 
Following Freud’s understanding that “the 

libido is a means of liberation,” Orwell- 
through Julia’s boldness in arranging the 
tryst-is saying that love, the dignity of our 
emotions, annihilates tyranny. In 1984 sex- 
ual freedom is a political act. Irving Howe 
tells us he was moved-and we are moved 
because he was-upon rereading 1984 by 
“the unabashed celebrations of the body” 
when Winston and Julia meet in the world 
of nature and discover one another “with 
charming indifference to all ideologies.” 

Though we have escaped the 1984 Orwell 
warned us of, we face a countdown to even 
more devastating resulls. Our imminent peril 
lies in the inability of two superpowers to 
find common ground hased on mutual self- 
interest to bind them in an accommodation 
with one another. The United States and 
the Soviet Union, their principal allies, and 
also China share-if nothing else-equally 
good reasons to dread the rise of a messianic 
revolutioniq fervor that may be exacer- 
bated by racism among the countries of the 
developing continents. Iran today is an ex- 
ample. Some of these countries will become 
nuclear powers, either by acquiring weap- 
ons on the international market or through 
technological developments of their own. 
It does not take another Orwell to warn us 
what the consequences might be. [Wv! 

WOMEN, REASON AND NATURE 
by Carol McMlllan 
(Princeton University Press; 156 pp.; $17.50) 

WOMEN OF IDEAS (AND WHAT MEN HAVE DONE TO THEM) 
by Dale Spender 
(Routledge & Kegan Paul; 531 pp.; $9.95 [paper]) 

Margery Fox 

Seasoned feminists sense a loss of momen- 
tum, especially among a younger genera- 
tion that takes for granted the gains of the 
past two decades. The radical core is dis- 
credited for bypassing children and the fam- 
ily, and organizations like NOW are trying 
to occupy the middle ground, hence to di- 
lute or mute radicalism. The moment is 
propitious for philosophy, since, as some 
wag once said, the task of philosophers is 
to reassure men that what they are already 
doing is all right. Arriving on cue in his 
Arcadian mantle is social philosopher Ivan 
Illich, whose Gender presents a historical 
and archaeological resurrection of the no- 
tion of separate and autonomous spheres of 
activity for men and women. Such sepa- 
ration would obviate the gender competition 
at which women always come off second 
best. 

Carol McMillan boards the conservative 
bandwagon with a different satchel of dis- 
ciplinary tools but similar objectives. She 
argues that there are erroneous assumptions 
about the nature of reason and of women’s 
reasoning capacities common to feminists 
and antifeminists alike. 

In a nearly always lucid style, McMillan 
charts a promising course. She reviews the 
Hegelian and Kantian rationalist concept of 
human progress as resting on difference 
ratherthanon romantic. intuitive union with 
the natural world. “The upshot of this i s  
that only those activities from which there 
is no counterpart in the animal world and 
which are not contaminated by feelings can 
be truly human and therefore based on rea- 
son.” Her attack on the feminists is based 
on this somewhat overstated dichotomy be- 
tween nature and the human. 



Apparently McMillan wishes to atomize 
and reconstitute the naturelculture dichot- 
omy that has flourished in the social sci- 
ences, along with its simplistic, sexist 
formula: Women make babies (nature), men 
make history (culture). McMillan points out 
that because the reasoning powers of women 
have traditionally been exercised in the do- 
mestic or private sphere of life and male- 
dominated societies have consistently de- 
valued this sphere. numerous feminists have 
unwittingly contributed to the disparage- 
ment and even to the denial of the intellects 
of those women whose primary work is in 
the household. 

The conviction that scientific thought is 
the sole stamping ground of reason "only 
nourishes the soil in which prejudice against 
women first finds root; it does not destroy 
it." This misconception, says McMillan. 
underlies the feminist complaint that women 
are denied access to "rational," "masculine" 
activities and prevents the recognition that 
all forms of knowledge, whether folkloric 
or analytical, are acquired through learning 
and training. 

The author urges us to realize that wom- 
en's procreative and childbearing functions, 
because they occur in contexts of both 
thought and action, form the very center of 
a rational nature. Her important point: "The 
idea of sexists that women cannot reason 
and the idea of feminists that they do not 
reason because they have never been given 
the necessary educational opportunities rest 
on the same misconception." 

Unfortunately-from this reviewer's 
standpoint-Ms. McMillan has chosen to 
muster a potentially valuable insight in the 
defense of the most conservative orthodoxy 
of the Roman Catholic Church regarding 
contraception and abortion. McMillan 
claims that radical feminists like Firestone 
and De Beauvoir see women's reproductive 
biology rather than prejudice as the source 
of their oppression. Their demands for equal 
rights, therefore, challenge the "bonds of 
biology" and constitute a rebellion against 
nature. McMillan, of course, finding the 
reproductive activities of women just as ra- 
tional as the cultural or scientific activities 
of men, would reject the notion of biology 
as an oppressor. But McMillan fails to grasp 
that the women's movement is a rebellion 
against the social and cultural handling of 
biology, against an arbitrary division of la- 
bor by sex that prevents women from fully 
developing their personalities and abilities. 

Moving into the related issues of freedom 
and control, McMillan reminds us of the 
conventional wisdom that control over the 
environment distinguishes us from other an- 
imals and that freedom resides in the amount 

of technological control one has over nat- 
ural events. Feminists argue that the right 
to conwl one's body through contraception 
and abortion is the ideological equivalent 
of the tools that freed men from passivity 
and enabled them to become active agents. 

The author's response to this is a muddled 
argument that opposes the rationalist con- 
ception of action to a "passive" counterpart 
named forebearance. She asserts that, con- 
trary to De Beauvoir's conception of agency 
as power and control over natural events, 
the action of an agent becomes definitive 
specifically when it is committed against a 
background of thoughts and intentions. 
"Hence someone may still be an agent and 
capable of action even if his or her life is 
characterized by powerlessness to effect 
productive changes or to gain control over 
events." An outstanding example, Mc- 
Millan suggests, is human patience in suf- 
fering affliction, where, using Kierkegaard's 
words, a determination of freedom is wrested 
from that which is deemed a necessity. 

But forebear, readers; all is not sophistry. 
McMillan brings matters to a boil with the 
revelation that true freedom for women lies 
in controlling their bodies-not through 
contraception and abortion, but in refusing 
anaesthetics in childbirth, thereby allowing 
patience to rise and accept pain. Then we 
are instructed once more that sex is for pro- 
creation: "The feminist desire to deny the 
natural relation which exists potentially be- 
tween sex and procreation is neither simply 
a revolt against the so-called authoritari- 
anism of the Roman Catholic Church nor 
a revolt against so-called sexist, patriarchal 
convention; it is also a revolt against na- 
ture." And so on. 

One cannot help but sense an intellectual 
double-cross. It is shallow to state that 
women think and reason in any environ- 
mental context and then ignore the fact that 
some contexts-say, a university labora- 
tory-are more conducive to some kinds of 
ideas than are other contexts--say, a kitchen. 
That is what the women's movement is all 
about. McMillan's position would consign 
us, in extremis, to a society of fewer women 
playwrights, fewer women lawyers and 
physicians, and fewer women philosophers 
writing about women's power of reason. 

But just as things have been looking bleak, 
a new standard-bearer has come among us 
from Australia via London. Dale Spender 
goes far beyond conventional feminist de- 
mands for social equality of the sexes; she 
presents the global hypothesis that men in 
patriarchal society act as gatekeepers for 
the production and control of "the universe 
of ideas, images, and themes-the sym- 

bolic modes which are the general currency 
of thought." and they have taken severe 
punitive measures against the women who 
have challenged them, ranging from per- 
secution. torture, and death at the political 
end of the spectrum to derision, ridicule, 
and contemptuous dismissal at the literary 
end. Such women arecast asextremists who 
inveigh against masculine reasonableness 
and must, therefore, be subversive, stupid, 
or sick. Patriarchy, she argues, rests on the 
foundation of women's invisibility and 
powerlessness. 

Among the many deleterious conse- 
quences of the suppression of women's in- 
tellects has been a massive failure to transmit 
women's cultural contributions from one 
generation to the next, especially to other 
women, with the result that, in Catharine 
Stimpson's phrase, every fifty years women 
have to reinvent the wheel. Instead of rein- 
venting the wheel, Spender brilliantly re- 
claims history's lost and forgotten women 
and sheds new light on the few who man- 
aged to slip past the gatekeepers. 

Chronologically ordered, the book ex- 
amines a heretofore neglected portion of 
Anglo-American intellectual history from 
the seventeenth century to the present. The 
author contends, for instance, that Mary 
Wollstonecraft, usually acknowledged as 
the English mother of feminism, was not- 
a fact of which she herself was aware. A 
line from Virginia Woolf led Spender to the 
case of Aphra Behn. an extraordinary sev- 
enteenth-century woman who wrote thir- 
teen novels. that predate Robinson Crusoe 
and had seventeen plays produced in Lon- 
don in as many years. Spender informs us 
that in Behn's own lifetime she was "ex- 
cluded from education, excluded from the 
circles of power in the literary world, and 
her achievement even then denied by the 
'critics.' When her plays were so de- 
monstrably successful, her force. her power, 
her effort, was still denied." Behn's ex- 
perience offers an outstanding example of 
sexual harassment; her critics used the fact 
that she wrote "bawdy" plays-in the style 
of thc period-to besmirch her literary rep- 
utation. These were also the tactics of those 
who reviled Wollstonecraft's personal char- 
acter to discredit her ideas. 

One of Spender's most noteworthy ef- 
forts of scholarship is the rediscovery of 
Mathilda Jocelyn Gage, the thud member 
of the trio that included Susan B. Anthony 
and Elizabeth Cady Stanton. A brilliant, 
radical historian-scholar whose major work, 
Woman. Church and State, Spender pro- 
nounces "remarkable" for its indictment of 
men and the Christian clergy, Gage "dis- 
appeared" from history after the two op- 
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posing women’s suffrage organizations, the 
National and the American, merged in 1890. 
The interpretation Spender offers is that An- 
thony was willing to sacrifice Gage and her 
embarrassing radicalism to appease con- 
servative supporters like Frances Willard. 
president of the Women’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union. Since it was Anthony who 
told the story of the union, she seems in- 
tentionally to have made Gage invisible. 

It is difficult to convey the richness and 
magnitude of this work, which must be sa- 
vored slowly over time for its treasures. If 
Spender plays all the notes up full, some- 
times with the stridence of the evangelist, 
she still leavens her sermon with brio and 
wit. We are in the charge of a spirited path- 
finder, refreshingly candid about her bias 
and never boring. Her answer to the central 
problem she addresses is an elaboration of 
Virgina Woolf s advice: Women can serve 
their interests best by being the outsider, 
by refusing to help, imitate, or support men. 
by staying out of patriarchal institutions. by 
finding their own critical and creative means 
for promoting change. Spender uses the term 
“nonviolent noncooperation” and advocates 
a knowledge strike. “I want women ... to 
cease making our resources available fo men 
who are likely to then use against us what 
they have taken.” She may inspire others 
to follow, but the likelihood seems remote. 
We have been socialized into a patparchal 
system that circumscribes our lives and pro- 
vides the only context in which we can 
work. 

The anger in this book is solid. con- 
gealed. If i t  will inflame feminists, it will 
make most men apoplectic: Men are the 
enemy who allocate to women the qualities 
they most despise in themselves. It is to be 
hoped that many of those who lake up the 
book, males included, will stick it out and 
reflect upon why it offers a priceless gift to 
the history of ideas. 

THE RAPE OF TAHITI 
by Edward H. Dodd 
(Dodd. Mead & Co.; 257 pp.; $14.95) 

Norman Meller 

“The central theme of this book...[is] the 
forcible subjection or rape of the old Ta- 
hitian civilization by the aggressive colo- 
nizers of Europe. We ...( see] the first 
tentative overtures take place.. .in 1767 when 
the explorers landed and introduced iron, 
liquor and gunpowder to the Stone Age in- 
habitants of the land. The next shock, thuty 
years later, was the obliterating irhpact of 
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a new and foreign God on their traditional 
religion. These corruptions were subse- 
quently augmented by an intermittent stream 
of traders, whalers, beachcombers and other 
foreign rascals.. . .Lastly, the military forces 
[of France] some fifty years later ... came to . 
seize their lands. exploit their labor and 
change their laws.” 

To quote the author so extensively is but 
to honor his example. As Dodd himself 
writes: “A good many quotations, some- 
times lengthy ones, have been used in this 
book. Almost all of them are from people ‘ 
who were in Tahiti at the time, on-the-scene 
observers or participants.” Yet only in rare 
cases does Dodd provide identifying titles 
for the people who supply the numerous 
snippets of history around which he weaves 
his colorful prose. Despite its scholarship, 
this is not the usual “academic history with 
its customary specific references to back up 
all of its key arguments.” 

Much of the same ground has already 
been covered by others, but here the hy- 
perbole of popularization replaces the bal- 
anced statement of academe. The major 
Tahitian and European participants, their 
strengths and foibles, are all exposed to 
opinionated scrutiny. Woven through the 
account of events from the first encounter 
of islanders and Westemers to the incor- 
poration of the Leeward Islands into the 
Colony of French Polynesia in 1899 is the 
story of the long competition between the 
English Protestants and the French Catho- 
lics, between French militarism and British 
diplomacy. In the end, French force triumphs 
but, perversely, Protestantism prevails. 
There is no gainsaying that all this makes 
for very interesting reading. 

The author’s “twenty-five or thirty years 
of immersion in the subject of Polynesian 
culture’’ has resulted in a number of pub- 
lished works. The Rape of Tahiri, volume 
four of a series entitled “The Ring of Fire,” 
includes references to aspects of indigenous 
life in the Polynesian Triangle that could 
be made only by someone fully conversant 
with its many subcultures. But because the 
author assumes that each region of Poly- 
nesia has its own story, the Europeans who 
had major roles throughout the Pacific be- 
come nearly unidimensional, their exploits 
reduced to the parts they played on the Ta- 
hitian stage alone. 

There are, of course, various types of 
rape. While generally antipathetic to the 
French takeover of Tahiti, Dodd concludes 
that “in colonial days everyone had to have 
a master. It was the destiny of the times 
and, villains though the French may often 
seem today, no colonizer has hit a fairer 
balance of good and evil than the country- 

men of their romantic fint Pacific hero, 
Louis Antoine de Bougainville.” As the 
penultimate paragraph of a book that for 
several hundred pages has detailed the Ta- 
hitian’s fall from their idyllic state, this 
evaluation comes as something of an an- 
ticlimax. Perhaps there will be another vol- 
ume extending Tahitian history into the 
twentieth century. It may be conjectured 
that the sequal might well bear the title “The 
Seduction of France.” 

MARX: A PHILOSOPHY 
OF HUMAN REALITY 

by Mlchel Henry 
(Indiana University Press; 376 pp.; $27.50) 

YARX AND HUMAN NATURE: 
REFUTATION OF A LEGEND 
by Norman Geras 
(Verso Editions, New Left Books [distrib- 
uted by Schocken Books]; 127 pp.: $5.50) 

A DICTIONARY OF MARXIST 

edited by Tom Bottomore 
(Harvard University Press; 587 pp.; $35.00) 

THOUGHT 

Brian Thomas 

In 1891 Oscar Wilde wrote a masterpiece 
called “The Soul of Man Under Socialism.” 
He spoke in noble, moving terms of his 
desire for a govemment that would en- 
courage individuals to fully realize their ca- 
pacities, to cultivate themselves in all 
directions without hindrance. Not surpris- 
ingly, platoons of Fabians and Marxists dis- 
dained the essay as the twaddling of an 
aesthete incapable of grasping the subject. 
Yet now that the “scientific” socialists have 
had their innings, Wilde’s emphasis on the 
individual has acquired a luster. In any event, 
Wilde kept coming to mind as I studied 
Michel Henry’s Mar.r: A Philosophy of Hi t -  

man Reality, an abridged translation of a 
whopping two-volume work published in 
France in 1976. Wilde’s name never ap- 
pears in Henry. who draws more on Hei- 
degger and phenomenology, but the kinship 
is unmistakable. Both begin with the inner 
person and move outward in an expanding 
circle until they encounter the widest pos- 
sible ring-society. 

By putting subjectivity at the center, 
spelling out in a formidably detailed way 
the insights that Wilde tosses off in a string 
of epigrams, Henry radically alters the stan- 
dard qbtions of what Karl Marx really said. 
In plaeeof the usual dour materialism, Henry 
discerns an ethic of abundance and laughter, 


