
md of lhat gross disregard for “the other” 
has led Todorov to consider this “ex- 

Sam,” be writes, “is thus intimately linked 
cmplrry history” in rhe first PI=. “Mas- 

to colonial wars waged far from the met- 
mpolitan couotry. The more remote and 
alien the victims, the better; they an ex- 
t”kd without remorse, more or less 
idmtified with animals.” The issue of the 

riously debated in sixtccnth-century Span- 
ish society, most notably in 1550 in Val- 
lPdolidbetweenscholarGidsde Sepaveda 

tolod de las Casas. For Sepdlveda, the 
“nowal infhority” of the Indian made en- 
forced convasion--that is, war against the 
i0diab-a moral imperative; las Casas ar- 
gued that the Indian was human. ‘‘a Chris- 

fare be left in peace. Neither view, although 
lasclsas’sismore humane. recognizesthe 

Yet lhen gradually emerged a class of 
individuals whose experiences inside the 
coloaial culture enabled them to interpret it 
with gnater accuracy. Todorov cites in- 
triguing axouts left by advenauers, lost 
cooquistsdors. and religious men that begin 
to demonstrate an awareness of difference. 
Thse culminate in the examples of Diego 
Dut.dn. a Dominican who lived in Mexico 
from early childhood. and Bern& de 
SahagQo, a Franciscan who lived in Mexico 
from 1529 until his death in 1590. Todorov 
terms Dudn “ihe most accomplished cul- 
tural hybrid of che sixteenth century,” 
uniquely capable of translating “the signs 
of the one [culture] into the signs of the 
ocher.” In his text on Aztec religion-which 
he mote in order to give Christianity a s u m  
footing in Mexico-Dur6n attempted to ex- 
plain Aztec thought and motivation. In con- 
trosttoDuh. whoseperspectiverepresents 
a “fusion of points of view,” SahagQn’s 
Historia is the “site of the interaction of 
two voices.” Intending to utilize the Indi- 
an’s knowledge “in order to contribute to 
ule propagation of the European’s cul- 
ture... he has ended by putting his own 
knowledge in the service of the preservation 
of the native culture.” Sahagtin saw “the 
other“ with enough clarity to have written: 
“We [Spanids1 destroyed all their ancient 
govemmeat .... Butnow weseethatthisnew 
arganization renders men vicious ....” In 
Sab@n’s WO&, Todorov sees the “lint 
sketches of a future dialogue.” 

Nonetbeless. the ability to esteem dif- 
ference has remained elusive. “Since the 
period of the conquest, for almost three 
hundred 6fty years, Western Europe has 
tried to assimilate the other, to do away 
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equality or inequality of the Indian was se- 

and tbc Dominicaa bishop of Chiapa~, Bar- 

tian Wliting t~ be made,” and Should there- 

signiiicant ofhemss of che Indian. 

with an exterior alterity, and has in great 
part s u d .  Its way of life and its values 
have spread around the world; as Columbus 
wished, the colonized people have adopted 
our customs and have put on clothes.” And 
while Western European superiority at cul- 
tural communication-a manipdation- 
has permitted great successes, these have 
not been gained without substantial cost. 
“‘I‘echnological progress. as we know only 
too well today, does not involve a superi- 
ority on the level of moral and social val- 
UeS.” 

Todorov’s analysis of this Erst. impos- 
sibly dramatic conquest allows us-inher- 
itors of that legacy-to gain insight into 
ourselves. He says that he is “writing this 
book to prevent this story [of a Mayan 
woman thrown to the dogs because she re- 
sisted rape and was Indian] and a thousand 
others like it from being forgotten. I believe 
in the necessity of ‘seeking the truth’ and 
intheob1igationofmakingitknown;Iknow 
that the function of information exists, and 
that the effect of information can be pow- 
erN.  And he concludes: 

“It is necessary to analyze the weapons 
of the conquest if we ever want to be able 
to stop it. For conquests do not belong only 
to the past. I do not believe that history 
obeys a system, nor that its so-called laws 
pennit deducing fum or even present forms 
of society; but rather that to become con- 
scious of the relativity (hence of the arbi- 
trariness) of any feature of our culture is 
already to shift  it a little, and that history 
(not the science but its object) is nothing 
other than a series of such imperceptible 
shifts.” m 

THE RISE AND FALL OF THE 

%I. 2: The Twentieth Century 
by Stephen Kom 
(University of North Carolina Press; 718 
pp.; $32.00) 

Penny Symon 

POLITICAL PRESS IN BRITAIN 

“I run the papers purely for propaganda and 
with no other purpose.” So said Lord Bea- 
verbrook. in evidence to the Royal Com- 
mission on the Ress in 1948. More recently 
another newspaper proprietor, Roland 
“Tiny” Rowland, has been quoted as say- 
ing: “It is absolutely essential for intema- 
tional corporations in Africa to work in har- 
mony with the government of the day. It is 
an inflexible rule: even if your man out there 
is doing a first-class job and he falls foul 
of the government, then he must go.” 

Rowland’s multinational company, Lon- 
rho. once described by former Conservative 
Rime Minister Edward Heath as “the un- 
acceptable face of capitalism,” has exten- 
sive African interests. More than half of its 
revenue is earned on that continent. Lonrho 
bought the venerable and liberal Observer 
in 1981, a newspaper with a long tradition 
of support for human rights and strong Af- 
rica coverage. A clash was inevitable-and 
recently Rowland, in a very public Fleet 
Street slanging match, denounced Donald 
Trelford, his newspaper’s editor, as disin- 
genuous and wrong in his report from Zim- 
babwe on atrocities in Matabeleland. 

The quarrel has been patched, but Robert 
Maxwell, another businessman casting 
hungry eyes at a national newspaper, lurks 
at ringside, waiting for Rowland to throw 
in the towel. 

When he bought the Observer. Rowland 
was following in the footsteps of the many 
magnates who have had an insatiable desire 
to own a British national newspaper. They 
are like men who pursue glamorous, ex- 
citing, but often unsuitable women; some 
of the liaisons are successful, but some of 
these men wake up and wonder what they 
have done and-more to the point-where 
the money has gone. 

There has always been conflict between 
proprietors bent on using newspapers to fur- 
ther political views and journalists who talk 
of editorial freedom. There always will be. 
Newspapers, after all, are produced to be 
sold. They are subject to the laws of cap- 
italism and their owners cannot afford and 
are not inclined to take much notice of their 
highly disposable inky hacks. It is said that 
Rupert Murdoch in particular is not much 
impressed by journalists; their views do not 
count with him. 

Some see nothing wrong in chis. Wood- 
row Wyatt, a former small-time newspaper 
owner, writing recently in The Times of 
London, wondered why an editor’s views 
should be more sacred than those of a pro- 
prietor. “Any editor who worked for Bea- 
verbrook knew that either he ran his paper 
the Beaverbrook way or he did not run it 
at all. He was not obliged to work for Bea- 
verbrook and would have been foolish to 
do so if he found Beaverbrook’s views so 
distasteful that he was not able to put them 
across.” Wyatt pointed out that successful 
Beaverbrook editors, like Arthur Christian- 
sen. doubtless had their conflicts but sorted 
them out amicably. Indeed, in his memoirs, 
Christiansen candidly admitted that “the 
policies were Lord Beaverbrook’s job, the 
presentation mine.” 

Harold Evans, on the other hand, refused 
to play this sort of first violin under Rupert 
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Murdoch’s baton. He became editor of The 
Times when Murdoch bought the newspaper 
in 1981. They fought. Pushed into a comer, 
Evans resigned and wrote a bitter book about 
the affair. 

The story of the British press is studded 
with the names of eccentric, megalomaniac 
press barons who sought power through their 
newspapers. Their doings are not only the 
subject of gossip in Fleet Steet but also the 
spice and stuff of history. It is this rich field 
that Stephen Koss, professor of history at 
Columbia University, explores exhaus- 
tively, wittily. and lucidly. This book is a 
sequel to his highly praised study of the 
nineteenth-cenmy political press in Brit- 
ain, and it is a masterly work of scholarship. 

The book opens with the great Liberal 
general election victory in 1906, a time when 
the British press canied a considerably larger 
acreage of political coverage than it does 
now. The press barons-Northcliffe, Roth- 
ermere, Beaverbrook, and others-some 
quietly genial, some monstrous, strove 
through the pages arrogantly presuming their 
importance in the affairs of the country. 
But, as Professor Koss says, the power of 
the press was to a considerable extent a 
conceit of joumalists who tried vainglo- 
riously to live up to their legend. Public 
figures, seizing on the press out of hope, 
desperation, or simply habit, sedulously 
fostered the newspapermen’s self-image: 
“As the maker of news, politicians fired the 
imaginations and captured the loyalties of 
journalists. As the purveyors of news to the 
general public, journalists were equally in- 
dispensable to politicians. At the point where 
their needs intersected, fascination gave way 
to obsession.” 

Some obsessions resulted in virulent 
newspaper campaigns to rouse the country. 
Particularly hysterical were the attacks on 
anything with a German name during the 
early months of the First World War. Prince 
Louis of Battenberg was hounded from his 
job as first sea lord because he was related 
to the kaiser. Rumors, passing for scoops, 
sold newspapers. The more fantastic the 
rumor. the greater the power to inflame, 
and the mob obligingly attacked German- 
owned bakeshops in London and Liverpool 
and kicked dachshunds in the streets. News- 
papers have never had difficulty arousing 
the baser prejudices. During the Falklands 
war the correspondent from Rupert Mur- 
d&h’s Sun scrawled “Up Yours Galtieri” 
on a missile before it was fired. 

Professor Koss’s narrative opens at a time 
when Northcliffe had already revolution- 
ized the popular press with his Daily Mail. 
He had bought the Sunday Obsenrr in 1905 
and acquired The Times; the crown jewel, 
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three years later. “Obviously,” Professor 
Koss notes, “he was not a man whom the 
politicians could afford to ignore, much less 
offend.” The book closes with the Austra- 
lian adventurer Murdoch making The Times 
his jewel, while Concorde-ing around the 
world, kicking up dust in London, New 
York, Boston, and Chicago. The story, of 
course, goes on. @Y 

THE PARABLE OF THE TRIBES: 
THE PROBLEM OF POWER 

IN SOCIAL EVOLUTION 
by Andrew Bard Schmookler 
(University of California Press; 400 pp.; 
$19.95) 

Brian Thomas 

Consider ten tribes, peacefully cohabiting. 
If one become warlike, the remaining nine 
have limited choices. They can turn des- 
potic themselves, flee the warriors. or be 
destroyed. No other alternatives exist, ac- 
cording to Andrew Bard Schmookler. 
Aggression quickly eliminates any social 

form that does not adhere to its laws. “It is 
vain,” moreover, “to hope that all ten would 
choose the way of peace.” He labels this 
dour mental construct the parable of the 
tribeS. 

In scrutinizing the infectiousness of 
power, Schmookler delves into human na- 
ture, noting the recurring ways in which 
force has been acquired and exerted as he 
probes ten thousand years’ worth of history 
and ethnology. How power is centralized, 
how it affects productivity, how it is con- 
nected with science and technological ad- 
vances-these and other cheerful topics get 
bundled into Schmookler’s all-embracing 
survey. 

This book is an exercise in the kind of 
meandering anthropology cum social crit- 
icism that Thorstein Veblen practiced with 
such droll bite. Like Veblen, Schmookler 
relies on illustrations drawn from primi- 
tive‘s, from what has happened on the mar- 
gins of civilization. In doing so, he has 
produced a cavalcade of interesting cases, 
presented more palatably than they have 
been in anthropology textbooks. From my 
Olympian vantage point as an armchair an- 
thropologist, I found nothing to cavil at in 
his characterization of ancient humans’ 
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