Reviews

Edwin Diamond and Robert A. Silverman, Wzte House t0 Your House: Media Poli-
tics in Virtual America (The MIT Prcss, Cainbridge, Mass., 1995). 168 pp.

Something terrible is happening to American society; something powerful yet essen-
tially wrong. Electronic populism is thc culprit; a style ol' participatory deinocracy
which gives only an illusion of rcality. What is rea becomcs “virtual rcality,” a con-
dition resembling truth but not truth itself.

This is the premise ol' Wizite House o Your House: Media ond Politics in Virtual
America. Tt is a pessimistic look at the unintentional consequences of new media
technologies, including fiber optic camcras and portable uplinks, cellular telephones,
faxes, modems and home computerslinked to thc Internet and coininercial online ser-
vices.

The technology itself, of course, is not the problein. At issue hercistlie content of
the clectronically communicated inessage. Journalism and entcrtaiiiment have be-
come confused. Polling and group-sampling techniques have gone into the service of
political campaign “handlers” and "spin doctors,” the professional amoral manipula-
tors who know how to creatc this virtual culture by giving the participants the appear-
ance of meeting their wants. Talk-shows on both radio and TV give the illusion of
substantial dialogue, yet instead of enlightening or cducating the public, thc inform-
tion is often inaccuratc or over-siimplified to thc point of distortion. Accuracy and
truth have become casualtics in this war for peoples’ attention.

Thisis not what we expected. Marshall McLuhan predicted aglobal village and wc
applauded tbe idea. Thirty years ago, we saw the new electronic technologies as a
means to create commiinity and to libcrate us from elitist, back room politics. “Parti-
sans of this liberation,” write Diamond and Silverman, “pictured the public as an ac-
tive participant in thc electoral process. Not only was thc audience/ citizen recciving
information, but individuals were able to respond (in some cases immediately), con-
tributing their own concerns to the electronic dialogue and bringing politics back to
the people." This was the optimistic interpretation. The actual result, however, has
been just the opposite. The multiplicity of channels on cable has resulted in niche pro-
grainming, "narrowcasting™ to sclccted audiences with specific interests. More im-
101tart, the blending of journalism and entertainment has rcsulted in misinformation
and half truths. " The technological tail is wagging the editorial dog,” says ABC’s
Nightline journalist, Ted Koppel.

Two examples ofthis areradio talk shows and entertainers such asLarry King who
appear to bc journalists. Talk radio has blanketcd America and, as Diamond and Sil-
verman say, "'modern communications technologies have placed abizarre form of po-
litical powcr in the hands of these talk show personalities and call-in hosts.” Soine
media personalities such as Rush Limbaugh are broadcast nationally on both radio
and television, covering 99 per cent of the country. The idea behind talk radio is to
give access to the media by the ordinary person. The problem, howevcr, is evcryone
who picks up the phone has equal status. Encrgy is compelling and listeners often
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confuse passion with reason “In the interactive world” Diamond and Silver man say,
"eveiyoiie is encouraged to sound off; but some people have little substance to com
municate on some subjects ” The result is partial tiuths, misinformation and tlic per-
petuation of inyths Talk show hosts like Larry King merely intcivicw They do not
confront

It 1s this concern which will interest academics, journalists and journalism teach-
e1S With ten chapters of detailed eviclence, the authors woi iy about tlic future of ti a-
ditional journalism "The mediaranks ol the 1990s,” write Diamond and Silverman,
“threaten to dide back down the evolutionary chain ” Mainstrcam journalism dciined
itself by applying thc test of truth to stories, they remind us Today journalistic stan-
daids aierapidly disappearing “Most journalists of acertain age,” they write, “sense
that they and their audience have entered the new territory ol Virtual America The
old iules they grew up with have changed and familiai markers moved ” Why bother
tcaching the mmportance of a substantive follow-up question, we might ask, wlien
pcoplc like Ross Perot will make cei tain that no more than one question is allowed?
The rcally bad news, Diamond and Silvei man asscrt, is how the advancc of new-me
diatechnologics ovci thc next few years *“ promises the find meltdown of standards
across tlieboard ” The implications of this aie obvious and tciiiblc A deinociacy de-
pends on truthful infoiination and unless this ethic 18 protected and practiced,
Amciican society could expei ienceathreat to 1ts internal security fa greater than that
which she would evei expei ience from external souices

Diamond and Silveiman guide the ieadcr through eveiy aspect of this Virtual
America Each chapter has a theme with supporting research from the News Study
Group 1 tlic department of journalism at New York University Therce a1c good inte
pretations of Bill Clinton’s 1992 “success,” coiiesponding &l too well to tlie fictional
account of apiesidential primaty campaign in Primary Colors by Newsweek journal-
1st, Joe Klein Equally rich are mterpretations of H Ross Peiot's perpetual campaign,
Newt Gingrich’s popularity and tlie hatred ol some (mostly white, male) Ainericaiis
for Hillay Rodham Clinton Wc also gct an introduction to the role of such media
specialists as RogerAiles, producer/entertainer/journalist, now hecad of NBC’s two
cable networks, the established CNBC and tlic new Amcrica's Talking nctwoik We
get a penetrating analysis of why Clinton’s health carc reform failed and a dazzling
desci iption of how new digital-conipicssion technology theorctically makes possible
100 plus channel systems by tlieend of this yeai

White House to Your House 1s an tmportant and timely description of electronic
populism’s impact on American culture The book’s piiinaiy flaw, howevel, is the
authors’ failure to address the motivations behind this phenomenon They hint a the
iaw commercialism ol the enteiprise They tell us that MTV is one long commercial
for consumerism and that Rush Limbaugh eained $2 million ayeai i the first years
of tlic Clinton administration Bul they fail to discuss the connection conservative
Americans make between the Fi st Amendment (to the US Constitution) and the be-
fief that an unrcgulated market economy is appropriate to the an waves Unlike in Eu-
rope wheic the tax supported public seivice concept has been dominant, broadcasters
in America have alicense to malte money

There was a tinic when broadcasters could lose their licenses il they failed to
present both sides of controversial 1ssues The Fairness Doctiine ended with Reagan
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under lobbying pressuie from the National Broadcasters Association wlio argued that
amultiplicity of chaniiels would assure afull spectrum of opinion Behind their high-
minded talk of tlie cinpowei ing qualities of mteractive ventures was a familiar mar-
ket-driven business plan Since laissez-faire capitalism has always been tlie ideology
of thc Right, the new clectronic populism has no critics inside its ranks There 1s no-
body to point out the obvious flaw m tlieir reasoning and the fundamental mistake in
tligi assumptions a multiplicity of channels does not guarantee an informed electo-
rate Put in another way the essential details of boiing but rmportant 1ssues do not get
addressed in electionic populism Broadcasters motivated by capital gaiii cannot i isk
boiing thcii audience with essential details and critical analysis

Secoaiidly, the motivation behind tlie populists’ discontent and f1ee floating anger IS
worth considering Tlie talkers” world, as Diamond and Silverman tell us, IS anti-
government, anti tax and anti-them Listeners can fill in their own them: secularists,
welfare mothers, tax-and-spenders, d iminals, iininigiants, African-Americauns, wom-
en and gays who seek “special rights ” Tlie1ssues of these “real Americans,” the au-
thors say, are those embraced by thc conservative Right Timited government, family
values, pcace through dliciigth, “growth” over "apocayplic environmentalism ” But
thi5 simply begs the question. Why is there so much anger and discontent among
tliese “rcal Americans?” Why do only 50% of tlie clectorate bother to vote? The an-
swer isn the failure of established mstrtutions to deliver what “real Americans” liavc
coine to expect justice, peace, security and opportumties for economic fulfillment
Diamoiid and Silverman know his, of course, and thisiswhy they dislike this “virtu-
a Ameiica” They know that without pi ofessional information 1etrieval and dissemi-
nation (i e, journalism), tlie truth about America’s failed institutions will never be-
coinc a part of areal, 1 e, truthful dialogue

Nancy Graham Holm The Danish Scbool of Journatism

Ole O. Moen and Leif Magne Lervik (eds), Frontiers and Visions: A Casebook in
American Civilization Sudies (Oslo: Scandinavian University Press, 1996) ISBN:
82-00-22759-5; 307 pp; NOK 248; US$36.00, UKE 26.

To i-cad the fiftecn essays in tliis collection is to have hope for the future because of
tlie talents and accomplishments of the inany young scholars represeiited, as well as
to have aclearer integration of America’s past and present.

Dr. Ole O. Moen of tlie Uiiiversity of Oslo was the instructor for two seininars in
the previous decade that stimulated tliese worthy casebook cssays. Those courses
wei-Cc: 'Frontier and Region: Tlie Ainerican Wcst as act, Fiction and Force," and
"Rights Under the Constitution: Tlie U.S. Supreme Court and Civil Rights and Liber-
ties Since world War Two." Together witli Mr Lervik, Dr. Moen has put together acol -
lectioii with an accurate sub-title: a caseboolz Lilte any casebook, it coiitains the facts
(and I belicve you inay depend upon their accuracy).

The book is achallenge, adare to tlie American Studies community, especially in
the Nordic countrics. Tlie editors make no extravagant claims about tlie quality of
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these master’s dcgree chapters They admit to *obvious wcaknesses and limitations’
to indicate that this is 'not a" polishcd” product for prestige purposes,” and that *cen-
tral thesis chapters have becn revised aiid adapted but not coinplctely rewi itten °

Surely they aie too modest, but this ir a cascbook, which suggests strongly tliat tlie
ieadei creates his o her own interpretation Ceitaiiily most of the authors display
then pomts of view, but that 1s part ol the challenge Do you (0 youi advanced stu-
dents?) agicc with their conclusions or not?

That is tlic first part of tliechallenge The sccond is to summon graduate students
and their mstructors elsewheie to do better Tlicy canimpiovc theii analytical skills as
well as theii knowledge by using this text precisely foi the purposes thc editors an-
nounce this isacasebook

Happily granting tlie first two challenges, I find the most pleasing dare 1s thal hcic
wc have a uscful g aduate student summation of their work in American Civilization
May 1t bc one of the fiist flowers 1n toinoirow's abundant AmCiv garden in thc Noi -
dic countries

The cases are implied by the titles ol tlie three sections of tlie book, each of which
contains five essays The firstis 'Tlie Pioneers: Dreams and Realitics on the Fai Fron-
tier,” and then theieis an understandable Olympian long jump to the othcr two *Bear-
ing tlieTorch Visions and Rights in Modciii Amciica and '"Thc Guardian of the Re-
public Tlic Supreme Court and tlie Living Constitution,” a pair that nests neatly to
gether

Like a student piano recital, at tlie end of the program thc maestros appear Leif
Magne Lervik’s chapter on the fourth amendment to tlie Constitution (relating to un-
reasonable scarch and seizure) is clearly relevant now as tlie United States tries to
achieve tlienearly impossible balancing act bctween a secure society and one which
protects the rights of even tlie most humble, disadvantaged, or even downiight loath-
soinc

Fittingly, tlic professor is on stage only in tlie concluding act, although it is clear
that his hand has guided the production smce the 1980s Here OleMoen takes therisk
of offending nearly cvel yone as hc exanmunes thc conundrum expresred m his title,
"Equal F otection oi Special Protection? Thc Supreme Court and Women’s Riglits” In
the end, his arguments aie so sound tliat few will be offended and most will be en-
liglitened, especially by his explanation of special protection

So coincto tlietable set by Messrs Mocn and Leivik, and sample what pleascs you
(and perhaps tcll tlie cook later what you liked) Mormons and mountain men, Cali-
fornia 1n the 1840s and the Oregon Trail, African-American problems in plenitude,
the 1960s, the Piesident and tlie piess, and tlie Supreme Couit on aboitioii, affirma-
tive action, thc death penalty, and a good deal more

It 18 amost unusual banquet, fiftecn Aincrican civilization scholars from Norway
betwcen the covers of one book They offer atasty feast

Robert Baehr Agder College, Kristiansand, Norway
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Elsebeth Hurup (ed), The Lost Decade: America in tlie Seventies (Aarhus. University
of Aarhus Press, 1996) ISBN: 87 7288 377 4; 217 pp; DKK 148

Like tlie decade of thc 1970s, this anthology of aiticles about Ainei ican society in tlie
seventies (mainly) 18 a composite spanning wide The ten articles address subjects
ranging fioin Amei icaii foreign policy in tlic Nixon-Carter years to changing attitudes
towaid national parks, the rise of community-otiented television, and the prevailing
trends n popular music and film Although hardly athoroughly unified work, 1t is far
lioin fragmentary and does give thcicadci an almost visceral sense ol the seventies

In *That’s What | Like About tlie South Chaiiging Image5 of the South n tlic
1970s,” lohn G Cawelti argues the thesis that in tlie 1970stlie myth of the South as a
repository 0l traditional American values sought to replace the traditional image of
the South as a tragic exemplar Cawelti shows how tlie reality of the emerging Sun
Belt south worked to undermine this attempt to make the region astronghold of tradi-
tional Americanism

In ’Declension and renewal New England’s shifting Moods 1n tlic 1970s,” David
E Nyedepicts aFrost Belt region m decline, caught in the aftermath of the oil embar-
go, and chastened 1n mood and expectations Hanging on to its wealzening cultural
and educational hegemony, thc region was going through apainful peiiod of sobering
readjustment, accepting 1ts place as a rcgioii rather than ds a microcosm of tlie nation

‘Jimmy Caiter and America Memory/Hope vcisus Nostalgia/Optimism’ by
Charles Bussey 1s positive almost to the pomnt of panegyric in its reevaluation of
Carter’s stature aspresident as well & his character and petsonality Howevel, Bussey
builds astrong case lor his main point — that Caiter was preaching a hopeful realism
whcii the people wanted nostaigia and escapism — and he 1s persuasive in his mnsis
tence on Cai ter's unadulterated moral integrity

Dale Caiter percerves less of abreak between the Caitei and the Nixoii administra-
trons, particularly as far s foreign policy is concerned Actually, in 'The Crooked
Path Continuity and Change in Aineiican Foieign Policy, 1968-1981,” Caiter secs
inoie continuity than change He argues that his namcsakc extended iather than tried
to undo his predecessor’s line in foreign econornic policy, leaning heavily on the pro-
ponents of Trilateralism 1n the upkeep of Nixon's policy in the economic field

On the domestic scene, Robert Matej Bednar sees n fundamental change in
Americans’ attitude to tlicii natural cnvirons asrcflected inthein perception of tlic Na-
tional Parks ’Seai ching lo1 an Old Faithful Ametica National Park Tourisin in tlie
19705, depicts a i uggle between ’tourists’ and ‘naturalists’ — betweeii developers
and preservationists — ovei the meanmg of the natural parks m Ameiican life to what
extent tlienational parks were to be inside oi outside modern American society

Robeit Abzug's 'Love and Will Rollo May and the Seventies,” represents an imter-
nalization of the same crisis He sees tlie populaiity of May's book 1n mid-decade as
an illustration of the increasing poverty of reference expei ienced by Americansin the
1970s and of the harrowing cxpei iences tlie nation was going through

Douglas T Miller’s 'Sixties Activism in the 'Me Decade™ dismisses the common
assumption that there 1s Nsharp dichotomy between “the political sixties and the per-
sonalized seventies * He also takes tssue with inany other populai notions about glar-
g contrasts between thesc two decades, seeing considerable contmuity and overlap
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He argues that tlie 1960s left a legacy of activism which extended far beyond thc
1970s, debunking tlie idea of a general defection from the radical agenda (the Jciiy
Rubin syndrome) and pointing to tlie continucd presence of the gencration of the New
Left and tlie Counterculture in Ameitcan political life

Nancy Graham Holm depicts tlie rise of community-oriented commercial televi-
sion in tlie seventies, cxeinplified by KTV U in tlie San Francisco Bay Areaas a van-
guard model of this trend, in " Powei Lo tlie Pcople’ thiougli Television Community
Accessina Commercial System * Drawing on personal experience, she shows the de-
velopment of a user-oriented public service within tlie commercial network system
which leaned heavily on the Fairness Doctrine (wliich was to be abolished during the
Reagan eighties)

Henrik Bgdker’s *Popular Music into tlic Seventies From Rock to Pop to Punk’ of-
fers a theoictical analysis of tlie development of popular music m the decadc, undet
scormg tlic distinction bctween performers and audience In so doing, Bgdker ques
tions thc conventional wisdom that tlic pop music of tlie 1970s was lacking in authen-
ticity, arguing that tlie alleged *waning of authenticity’ that seemed to take place in
tlicfield o popular music at tlie time should be scen in tlic context of certam genera-
tional, attitudinal, and institutional changcs

In her anchor article, tlie editor of the collection, Flsebeth Hurup, focuses on
Hollywood’s contribution ’Images of tlie Past, Present and Futuie Hollywood’s Por-
traits of Bicentennial America® She argues that the films of the decadc ieflected
America’s severe identity crisis Using male protagonists as cases in point, she secs
lohn Wayne’s 'Tlie Shootist” (1969) as tlie end of tlic lone hero who has outlived his
time and Clint Eastswood’s 'Tlie Outlaw Tosey Wales’ as a soincwhat nostalgic hut
nonetheless “socialized’ loner heio She extends this analytical linc through Taxi
Diiver’ to’Logan’s Run,’ seeing thelattei asatransition to thc peiiod of nostalgia and
"feel-good’ science fiction of thelate seventies, paving tlie way for tlieeighties ol Re-
aganism

These sketchy comments should suffice to show that this 1s a voluinc that ’throws
awide net’ Some of tlie essays allow the seventies to dlip out of focus at times —
Cawelti’s textnal analysis of Faulkner’s early writing being acase in point — but this
isa minoi point of criticism 1 general, this is avolume wliich defends 1ts place asa
rich commentary on this supposedly bland decadc, keeping those yeaisin focus

Perhaps tlie most interesting thing about the book is that its content by and large
belies 1ts title Most articles show quite convincingly that thc 70s were not a mere
void sandwiched between tlic youthful ievolt of the 1960s and the patriotic gore ol
the 19805 Altliough a decade in transition 1 a number of ways — an iinportaiit link
betwcecii the past and tlie future — 1t was nonetheless an entity n 1ts owii right with 1ts
own agenda This collcction of essays cstablishes that fact bcyond arcasonable doubt,
to usc a frequently uscd phrase in the USA of the 90s

Ole Moen Department of English and Amcricaii Studies, Uiiivetsity of Oslo
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Stanley Aronowitz, Barbara Martinsons, Michacl Menser, with Jennifer Rich, Tech-
noscience and Cyberculiure (NY. Routledge, 1996)

This book appears tailor-made to fan the flames of physicist Alan Sold's recently
sensationalized and polaiizing assault on the pretensions of postmodern cultural stud-
1es of science, which he launched by duping the editors of Social Text mto publishing
abogus article written in pomo speak (or Routledge ese?) The Sokal affair directly
concerns scholars ol American Studies and cultural historians of technology — many
of whom wei e debating the shortcomings and excesses of cultural studies long before
Sokal, and just as many ol whom consider themselves to be "cultuial studies-types,”
both with good reason Thclatter group no doubt will continue Lo follow and critical-
ly appropriate cultuial studies scholarship "post Sokal,” but thc controversy has giv
en many of thc former an excuse to tune out what they consider the blare of cultuial
studies altogethei This isunfortunate, since the field is capable ot producing rich me
thodological insights and important theoretical advances But tlie majority of essays
m Technoscience and Cyberculture do neither Soine of them aie so i iddled with jar-
gon, mwprecision, and namedropping that they unintentionally parody a ceitam kind
ot cultural studies approach to science and technology bcttci than Professot Sokal ev-
Ci could have on purpose

The loosely interrelated and uneven collection of papeis, oiiginally delivered dur-
ing a conference at the Center for Cultural Studies al CUNY in the spring of 1994,
secksto “implicate” tlieintersection of culture, science, and tcchnology 1n avariety of
“sites” — among them high energy physics, thc new ncw math, the technologies of
wal and the environmental policies of the militaiy industrial complcx, tlie evolution
of capitalism, biocthics, literary production, photography, and architecture Towaid
this end, co-editors Stanley Aionowitz and Michael Mcnsci offer an iiitioductoiy
manifesto for the study of science and techiiology Actually, they spend less time talk-
ing about cithel than they do waxing romantic about cultural studies itself, which they
define as'"tlietransformation of socia and cultural knowledge i the waze of an epo
chal shift in tlie cliaractci of life and thought whose origins and contours wc only
dimly perceive ” [Wow! These folks aie doing something REALLY IMPORTANT!]
Cultural studies "has no first piinciples, fixed means, oi established ends," the au-
thors insist enthusiastically in terins that become too familiai and self-congratulatory
to advance methodological discussions any [utther "Thc methodr ol cultural studies
are transgressive and iterventionist (as opposed to disciplinary oi “com (de)part
mentalized), largely because of tlie spacefioin which they are employed ” That space
is"aii the margins” because cultural studies starts 'in theinicldleof things,” 1t inhab-
itsa' boideiland,” which the authois also call ""a space not striated (com(de)partmen-
talized) by fenced-in llows,” O in eveli more grandeloquent terins, "an impei fect and
mmpure (heterogeneous) patchwork whicli smooths out a space so that those who
chooseto forgo the pseudosanctity of the disciplinaty "pieseives” may come and go
Ip. 171

For al their passionately repetitive talk about cultural studies, Aronowitz and
Menser offer no such lengthy definition of science or techiiology. On one level, this
omission is justified by their discussion of how culture, science, and technology arc
too inextricably bound together to anesthetize and dissect. They cogently point out
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thc pioblein of establishing any critical looting outside the triad of culture/sci-
ence/technology from which to constiuct a definition of any of the tliree Indeed, one
of tlie values of the cultural studies approach 1s to continually ieiniiid scholars ol any
disciplinary illt of this recurring methodological caveat But Raymond Williams al-
Teady covered this giound back in the 1970s in books like Marxism and Literature
and essays like “Culture is Material ” In the process he articulated a complex under-
standing of culture, ideology, and determination that, updated with deepel under-
standings ol gender, ethnic identity, and difference offercd by cultural studies itself,
can piovide the working basis for cxciting radical scholarship

Rathei than define eithel determination o science, however, Menser and Aronowitz
seem to resent both on the basis of certain gross generalizations In contradistinction to
certam (unnamed) practictioners of the iiew social study ot science, they maintain that
the “discuisive ideological role of “Big Science” isSmore than just one cultural practice
ainong others,” because of 1ts "social, cultural, and politically piivileged relation to
what is "tiue" and “universal ” While Big Science pe meates everything and slioves
false notions of univeisal truth down everyone's throat, they add, it determines noth-
g, since ""tlieie is no determinism anywhere, i1 by dctcrininisin we signify a onc-to-
one correspondence between the causal agent and its effects ” On the basis of this sim-
plistic calicaturc of determination which not cveninany of us still com(de)partmental-
ized in li aditional disciplines would care to defend, Mensel and Aionowitz reject the
notion of causality altogether, and pioposc in 1ts placea““theory of complexity, of com-
plications and implications rather than determinate sequences of causes and effects ”
They cxplain further, ""lo complicatc is to be transgressive, to “mix things up,” to onto
logrcally complicate things S0 as to break down “disciplinary” boundaries which have
abstractly extracted and com(de)partmentalized [that word again!] to such a degree
tliat the objects of study have been " emptied out,” andsoon [p 8]

Theeditors liteialy "iiisciibe™ themselves as the academic equivalent ol cybernaut
ant1 herocsin a William Gibson novel, scholarly rebels living day by day on the post-
industrial lam, bucking the crypto-idcologue establishment, breaking al tlie iules,
and forswearing the facile comforts offered by “truth,” "objcctivity,” or established
disciplines and depaitments within the academy (although Menser and Aionowitz ap-
pear perfectly happy lo accept that “truth” if it confirms their method, since they note
that “cven mathematics has accepted "'incxactness™ as somctimes closel to the way
things really ave™ [p 9, emphasis addcd]) Most of the contributors t0 Technoscience
and Cyberculture strike some variation of this stylish pose This emphavson style be-
comes most noticeable when coiitrasted with the straightforward (and therefore
anamolous) contributions to the volume by Philip Boyle and Ralph Tiottier, ainedical
ethicist and a professoi of pharmacology, respectively Trottier, for cxample, earnest-
ly reveals that thc state of Georgia’s genetic testing piogiam for newborns, called
"Babies Can’t Wait,” sceks to work with familics to identify potential developmental
deficiencies carly, but that the implementation of the program raiscs certam questions
of distributive justice Helpful information to soine, but not veiy flashy coinpared to
co-editor Michcal Menser’s "Becoining Heteiarch On Technocultural Theory, Minor
Science, and the Production of Space ” Mensei argues that ""the state” — Georgia? Bu-
rundi? Denmark? which he does not say — is what Delueze and Guattari call “an ap-
patatus ol capturc” that deploys “assemblages” of techiiology accoiding to aparticu-
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lar “arché,” and that the “gravitas” it thercby exerts ovel bodics is best undcistood
through a new critical-political ontology thai, quoting D&G agamn, “defincs social
formations by machinic processes and not by modes of production (these on the
contrary depend on the processes)” (p 298]

Only a few, very giltcd scholars can pull off tlie marnage of substantive scholar-
ship and postmodern style in oidel to convey complex thoughts successfully — An-
diew Ross sometimes seems like one of these, although his article in this volume,
“Barth to Goie, Earth to Gore,” which discusses the vice-president’s repressively lib-
eral policies on the environment and the mternet, does not swagger with the clcvci
panache of some of his other writings Arthur Kroker also may be one, bul it 1s diffi-
cult totcll Hisneo-Baudrillardian revision ol Marxist catcgories for the internet age,
included hcic and entitled “Virtual Capitalism,” is S0 densely written and so full of
new jargon and portentious pronouncements that it demands to be dccipheicd dll its
own difficult terms The pioblein is, this would talte an cnormous 1nvestment of time
tliat might o1 might not turn out lo be worth it " Just when we thought that the age of
European colonialism had finally comc to an end,” Kroker dcclares for example,
“suddenly wc are copicd nto the sccond age of virtual colonialism areinvigorated
recolonization of planetary reality that recluccs human and nonhuman matter to a
spreading wake of a cosmic dust trail in the deepest spacc of the blazing coinct of vir-
tual capitalism " [p (78]

Other contributors experiment with style in more accessible ways In"When Eliza
Doolittle Studies ‘emy ’iggins,” Shaion Traweek adopts a confessional voice to talk
about her ethnographic studies of high ciicrgy physicists Her stories aie fascinating,
but she often lapses into cultural studies preachiness (to wit Thosc who persist 1n the
quest for pure categories, those who persist in the quest foi singular generics, those
who persist in building analytic Leviatans, area all living in an eighteenth-century Eu-
iopean mind ” [p 50]) In "Math Fictions,” Betina Zolltowel prescnts her field woik
on the uneasy reception of the new ncw math by students in Spanish Harlem in tlic
form ol a scries of shoit plays Gems fall out of the mouths of thc “subjects-supposed-
to-count,™ as Zolkowci calls them, but her own imagined interpolations by “voiccs
from above" and “cultural critics” can get moralistic too

Solkowei concludes that using multicultrual stories to seduce childien into learn-
ing math “just won’t do ” But contiibutor Peter Lamborn Wilson sists that all cliild
seduction iSnot necessarily SO bad (T am not making this up) In hisessay on “Boun-
dary Violations” (he's a big supporter) Wilson excoriates tlie Amcrican Psychiatiic
Association for using tliat term to condemn child abuse 1 such a way as to “regard
the child as an erotic blank, incapable of any authentic con-sensuality” [222] He con-
tinues

The metaphor of ATDS has been a godsend lo crypto-ideologucs like thc APA,
who can malte usc of its semantic effluvia in tcims like ""boundaiy violation” to
hint obliqucly at tlie underlying agenda of their therapeutic control paradigm —
tliat is, to erase the concept of “childhood desiic,” and ieplace it with thc concept
“abuse ” If al sex is dirty and causes death, then everyone must be " pi-otected.”
Children here servc as metaphors for "cveiyonc.” To “protect childien™ is to pro-
tect the spiritual values of civilization agamst the threat of dcsirc, tlie otherness ol
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tliebody.... Of coiirse the APA docs not believc in UFOs, but quite clearly it does
belicve that pleasure isevil.

Wilson ceitainly has a few chips on his shoulder, but regardless of tlie editors’ pro-
fessed support for transgression and diversity, tliey would have been wiscr not to pub-
lish his libertine rant His porno-Joseph Campbell babble about how the* Omnivoious
Ogre and the Giant’s Bride cxeicise an almost universal “archetypal” appeal because
they cxpress certain basics of the body” certainly contradicts their own antmus
against the cvils d universals. Wilson’s article is more nonsensical, and ceitainly
more offensive and ill-considered, than Alan Sokal’s aiticle mn Social Text. The cultu-
ral studics camp should be happy that most physicists and newspaper reporters won’t
bothei loicad it. American studies scholars necd not bother cither.
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