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Looking for Mr. (Far) Right

Dan Dervin
University of Mary Washington

In late spring of 2007, with the majority of
the American public—not to mention politicians of
both parties—disenchanted with the direction of the
Iraq war, word went out that the President was seek-
ing a war czar to oversee operations in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. Presidential adviser Stephen J. Hadley
explained that “what we need is someone with a lot
of stature within the government who can make
things happen.” His job description prompted a
question from a New York Times reader: “Isn't this
why we have a president of the United
States?” (Darlene Popovic, May 1, 2007). You might
think the answer obvious, yet it is anything but in
today's leadership vacuum.

(Continued on page 635)

Measuring and Comparing
Psychological Traits
of the Candidates:
Status Quo vs. Change in 2008

Mark Schafer and Christopher White
Louisiana State University

Sometimes a “measuring stick” is a very
helpful tool. Think of the times you have received
directions like, “Go a ways down this road and tum
right.” What does “a ways” mean? Some kind of a
measurement would be helpful indeed. This may be
the case when we discuss presidential candidates
also; we often hear pundits toss around unsubstanti-
ated assertions about candidates’ personalities.
Wouldn’t it be helpful if we had reliable measure-

(Continued on next page)

Schumpeter: The Economist in
a Symphonic Mode

David Felix
CUNY-Graduate School

Joseph A. Schumpeter (1883-1950), an
astonishingly varied thinker, was infinitely more than
a prophet of innovation. It was said of his
contemporary and rival John Maynard Keynes
(1883-1946) that he could hold two oppositional
ideas in his head at the same time. Schumpeter
could hold more than a half dozen disparate ideas or
complexes of ideas in his head simultaneously and
see them as effectively congruent, thus capitalism
and socialism, rationalism and subjectivism, religion
(or faith generally) and pure science. The Harvard
emeritus historian of business, Thomas K. McCraw,

(Continued on page 89)

Opposites Are One in the
“Art” of Andrew Brink

Carol Bird Ravenal
American University

The apparent oppositional concepts of desire
and avoidance are analyzed by Andrew Brink, a
literary scholar of creativity, who has added an
informative psychobiographical text to his scholarly
achievements, He explores the genesis of creative
activity in the art and life of Pablo Picasso, Hans
Bellmer, Balthus, and Joseph Cornell. Each is ana-
lyzed from the attachment theory elaborated by the
studies of John Bowlby and Mary Ainsworth.

(Continued on page 90)
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ments to give us meaningful insights into the psy-
chology of the candidates? Thankfully, modem
methods in political psychology provide such
“measuring sticks.”

These modern methods combine the science
of speech communication with psychology. We can
tell much about a person by systematically studying
what s/he says; think of the old adage that an optimist
says the glass is half full, while the pessimist says....
Over the last forty years, scholars have developed a
number of different psychological measures based
upon speech patterns. Key to these measures has
been specification of coding rules that allow for repli-
cation and validation. Today’s technology has
moved this research to computers, where the rules are
uniformly and efficiently applied to verbal material.
Mouch as a “meter” is a standard unit of measurement
anywhere, so are the methods we now use for psy-
chological assessment at-a-distance.

Here we provide measurements on seven dif-

ferent traits for the four top-polling, announced can-
didates in each party at the time the research was
conducted: Democrats Clinton, Edwards, Obama, and
Richardson; Republicans Giuliani, Huckabee,
McCain, and Romney. Studies show these methods
work best when the individual is speaking spontane-
ously under moderate stress levels. Campaign de-
bates are ideal, so we used candidates’ verbal mate-
rial from every debate held through September 5.

The traits measured here come from the re-
search program of Margaret Hermann. (See Marga-
ret G. Hermann, “Assessing Leadership Style: Trait
Analysis,” in Jerrold M. Post, ed., The Psychological
Assessment of Political Leaders, 2003.) Following is
a brief description of each trait. Need for Power deals
with one’s desire to influence and have an impact.
Distrust of Others is an indicator of general suspi-
ciousness. Task Orientation indicates a focus on
problem solving. Self-confidence demonstrates one’s
belief in one’s ability to effectively handle situations.
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Conceptual Complexity measures whether one sees
the world in simple terms or in complex terms. In-
group Bias indicates centrality of one’s identity-
based groups, similar to nationalism and partisanship.
Control measures one’s belief in one’s ability to con-
trol people and situations.

Each of these traits is measured by looking
for certain patterns or markers in the subject’s verbal
material. For example, Conceptual Complexity is a
ratio of high complexity words signifying differentia-
tion or gradation (such as approximately, possibly,
perhaps, and maybe) to low complexity words
marked by absolutes and either-ors (such as certainly,
without a doubt, absolutely, and impossible). A spe-
cialized software program called Profiler Plus counts

all of the high complexity words and all of the low -

complexity words in the rhetoric, and creates a ratio
based upon those counts. A higher score indicates
the leader sees more differentiation—a more complex
world—than a leader whose score is low. Each of
the seven traits is computed similarly, with extensive
“dictionaries” of words and phrases that mark or rep-
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resent the trait. For readers interested in more detail,
see Hermann’s work cited above.

On the next page is a table that shows how
each of the eight candidates scores on these traits.

Now we will highlight some of the standouts
and draw some general conclusions based upon pre-
vious research. Only Hillary Clinton scores high on
Power, though Barack Obama’s and Bill Richard-
son’s scores come close. Scoring high on this vari-
able indicates leaders who are very effective at work-
ing the political system and making major accom-
plishments. High Power scores correlate with histo-
rians’ ratings of great presidents. However, they also
correlate with war. In Clinton’s case, this is miti~
gated by her score on two other traits: on Distrust and
Ingroup Bias, traits which indicate higher conflict
propensities, Clinton’s scores are just below average.
On Self-confidence, a trait for which low scores indi-
cate conflict behavior, Clinton’s score is above aver-
age. Together, these four scores show that Clinton is
not predisposed toward seeing enemies and going to
war, but if war is deemed necessary, she is unlikely
to shy away from it and is likely to be effective at
leading it. Her above average Control and Task
scores mean she is likely to be somewhat controlling
and focused while en route to leaving a major histori-
cal mark on public policy. Undoubtedly this combi-
nation will be seen by some as abrasive.

Barack Obama is Self-confident and Task-
oriented, and scores second highest in the sample on
Power. These indicate someone who is likely to
make progress and move policy forward with some
effectiveness. A leader who scores higher on Self-
confidence than on Complexity, as Obama does, tends
to be closed to incoming information. Combining
this with his above average Control score leads us to
be concerned about potential closed-mindedness and
directiveness in his decision-making. We would be
more concemed about this if his Complexify score
was below average or if his Control score was much
higher. If Obama is elected, his profile indicates he
would likely be effective though perhaps not rising to
the level of greatness associated with Clinton’s
higher Power score.

John Edwards’s profile is mixed. He scores
low on Control and high on Self-confidence. The
former indicates he will not likely dominate the deci-
sion-making process in debilitating ways, while the
latter indicates he believes in his ability to manage
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Psychological Trait Scores for 2008 Presidential Candidates
Need fo—r Distrust of Task Orien- | Self- Conceptual | Ingroup Control
Power Others tation confidence |Complexity |Bias
Democrats
Clinton | +1.36 -0.13 +0.82 +0.37 +0.52 -0.55 +0.61
Edwards -1.71 -0.66 +0.80 +1.11 -1.56 -0.33 -1.77
Obama +0.81 -0.17 +1.69 +1.22 +0.41 -0.70 +0.43
Richardson +0.66 -0.92 -0.28 -+0.01 -0.78 -1.44 +1.18
Dem. Avg. +0.28 -0.47 +0.75 +0.68 -0.35 -0.76 +0.11
Republicans
Giuliani -0.48 +2.29 -0.93 +0.27 -0.06 +1.68 -0.08
Huckabee +0.36 +0.15 -1.19 -1.77 +1.8 0.00 +0.52
McCain -0.13 +0.07 -0.23 -0.92 -0.44 +1.06 -1.24
Romney -0.87 -0.63 -0.68 -0.29 +0.09 +0.27 +0.34
Rep. Avg. -0.28 +0.47 -0.76 -0.68 +0.36 +0.75 -0.11

Note: The numbers above indicate the candidate’s score in relationship to average. Positive scores indicate the candidate is above aver-
age; negative scores, below average. Larger numbers, positive or negative, mean the candidate is even more above or below average.

people and situations. His low Power score suggests
he will not be effective at working the Washington
system and making major accomplishments. Finally,
his Complexity score is the lowest among all eight
candidates, indicating he sees the world in simpler
terms.

Bill Richardson has a high Cenfrol score,
which often correlates with dominance and poor de-
cision-making structures. However, he has the low-
est scores in the sample on both Distrust and Ingroup
Bias, meaning he is likely to see more good than bad
in others.

Two of the Republican candidates have pro-
files that are prone to conflict: Rudy Giuliani and
John McCain. Giuliani has an exceptionally high
level of Distrust and a high score on Ingroup Bias.
These indicate that he sees a world full of threats and
dangers, even when those might not be present.
McCain also has high Ingroup Bias, though his level
of Distrust is average. Of major concern for McCain
is his combination on two other traits: he scores very

low on Self-confidence and below average on Com-
plexity. As noted, low Self-confidence can correlate
with aggressive behavior, while low Complexity indi-
cates the person is less open to incoming information.
Together these result in a profile where countervail-
ing information is not sought, few questions are
asked, and hostile action can be quickly taken.
George W. Bush is an example of a president who
scores low on both of these traits.

Mike Huckabee has the highest level of Com-
plexity in the pool, meaning he is effective at seeing
multiple dimensions of a problem or issue and is
likely to be an information seeker. He scores lower
than anyone else on Self-confidence, which correlates
with conflict behavior. However, his average Dis-
trust and Ingroup Bias scores means he is not predis-
posed to seeing hostility in others and thus may not
rush to war. He also has the lowest Task orientation
in the sample, meaning his decision-making process
may not be efficient.

Mitt Romney is the only candidate in the pool
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who does not score significantly high or low on any
of the traits. His orientation toward others is mixed:
he scores below average on Distrust but above aver-
age on Ingroup Bias. He is below average on Self-
confidence and above average on Confrol. His most
notable score is on Power, where he is below aver-

age, almost significantly so. The combination is not

promising: he is not likely to be effective in moving
policy forward, and he may be too controlling in the
decision-making process.

We also computed averages for each party
and found interesting trends. Republicans are more
Distrusting and have more Ingroup Bias than the De-
mocrats, tendencies which mirror the partisan sides
of the national debate on war and terrorism. Democ-
rats score higher on Power, Task, and Self
confidence, meaning they would be more focused on
getting things done. The Republicans, on the other
hand, score higher on Complexity, seeing the world in
more nuanced terms than the Democrats.

Who would be the best president? The data
suggest that Clinton’s profile is most likely to lead to
greatness, though she will be seen as abrasive along
the way. Obama has a similar profile, but a lower
Need for Power. He would be less likely to achieve
greatness, though his profile suggests he would be
quite effective. Two Republicans, McCain and
Giuliani, come closest to matching the profile of
President George W. Bush, particularly in terms of
conflict indicators. Based upon the data here, it is
possible to generalize your feelings about Bush, good
or bad, to McCain and Giuliani. Indeed, both have
more clearly tied themselves to Bush’s war policies
than any of the other candidates.

Which party would be better in control?
While an individual, not a party, occupies the White
House, the comparisons across parties are interesting.
The Republicans, while higher on Complexity, stand
out more because of their high Distrust and Ingroup
Bias scores: their focus remains on the world as a
dangerous place. The Democrats, on the other hand,
score higher on Power, Self-confidence, and Task.
This shows more focus on accomplishment and mov-
ing forward, which is not a surprise given that polls
show Americans are impatient with the war in Iraq
and its lack of resolution.

The presidential and party races are shaping
up as a battle of status quo vs. change.

Mark Schafer, PhD, is Associate Professor
of Political Science at Louisiana State University,
where he teaches international politics and political
psychology. His research, published in such journals
as International Studies Quarterly, Journal of Poli-
tics, and Jowrnal of Conflict Resolution, deals with
the psychology of leaders, groupthink, and conflict
resolution. He recently co-edited a book entitied Be-
liefs and Leadership in World Politics. He may be
contacted at poscha@lsu.edu.

Christopher White is a BA candidate in Eco-
nomics and a BS candidate in Mathematics at Louisi-
ana State University. He has written several articles
Jfor a non-partisan political publication that focuses
on motivating students to become more informed
about political matters. He has research interests in
political psychology and political economy, and may
be contacted at cwhit38@Isu.edu. O

Complexity and Values of
Candidates

Lindi Cassel, Ryan Cross,
Viktoria Ilvanova, Rajiv Jhangiani,
Katya Legkaia, and Peter Suedfeld

University of British Columbia, Vancouver

A long history of research in psychology tells
us that that which is left unspoken by political lead-
ers, for example, their motivations, values, and deci-
sional styles, has at least as much bearing, if not
more, on the nature and success of their ultimate de-
cisions as their deliberately chosen words. With this
in mind, excerpts from the speeches of the current
front-runners for the 2008 presidential nomination of
the two major parties were analyzed and coded for
two psychological variables: integrative complexity
and values.

Integrative complexity refers to the complex-
ity with which people think about a given topic. Its
scoring assesses the degree to which an individual’s
spoken or written utterances give evidence of differ-
entiation (the ability to recognize different perspec-
tives on, or multiple dimensions within, a given
topic) and integration (the ability to recognize rela-
tionships between the differentiated aspects). Inte-
grative Complexity is scored on a 1 (no differentia-
tion) to 7 (high-level integration) scale. Analyses of




Page 46

Clio’s Psyche

December 2007

the integrative complexity of almost all U.S. presi-
dents have been conducted recently (see F.J.
Thoemmes and L.G. Conway III, “Integrative Com-
plexity of 41 U.S. Presidents,” Political Psychology,
28(2), April 2007, pp. 193-226).

According to Peter Suedfeld’s Cognitive
Manager Model, differentiation and integration fluc-
tuates with changing circumstances, for example, the
importance of the problem within the total array of
decisions or problems occurring at the same time and
the external and personal resources available to cope
with each. (See Peter Suedfeld, K. Guttieri, and P.E.
Tetlock, “Assessing Integrative Complexity at a Dis-
tance: Archival Analyses of Thinking and Decision
Making,” in Jerrold M. Post, ed., The Psychological
Assessment of Political Leaders, 2003, pp. 246-272.)

Previous research has focused on interna-
tional relations and crises, but some studies have ad-
dressed other political issues. For example, aspirants
to high office tend to show relatively low integrative
complexity, which rises if and when they become
incumbents, whether by revolution or election, and
then decreases when they seek assent to remain in
power.

Liberals tend to operate at higher differentia-
tion and complexity levels than conservatives, be-
cause liberals try to balance important values, for
example, equality and freedom, whereas conserva-
tives favor freedom and no compromise needs to be
found. Extreme ideologues in politics, ecological,
religious, or other contexts are the lowest in integra-
tive complexity because they generally espouse one
paramount value and experience little if any value
conflict.

It is important to note that high integrative
complexity, while it intuitively appears superior,
does not guarantee morally acceptable positions, suc-
cessful decisions, or attractiveness. People operating
at a high level may be perceived as arrogant, egotisti-
cal, indecisive, vacillating, and uncommitted. Indi-
viduals at a low level may be seen as simplistic,
closed-minded, stubborn, and unwilling to devote
enough time, thought, and information search before
making a decision.

For this report on 2008 presidential candi-
dates, 50 extracts were randomly selected from the
campaign speeches and statements of each of six can-
didates, and then coded and scored for integrative

complexity. The average complexity scores of each
candidate and party are depicted in the table below.

Integrative Complexity (IC) of
2008 Presidential Candidates

Demecratic Mean | Republican Mean
Nominee IC Nominee IC
Barack Obama 2.02 John McCain 2.12
Hillary Clinton 2.12 Mitt Romney 2.24
John Edwards 2.34 Rudy Giuliani 2.06
Democratic Mean 2.16 Republican Mean 214

All six candidates averaged in the range of
low-level differentiation with no integration (between
2.00 and 2.50). This is not very surprising, in view
of the previously cited findings that aspirants for of-
fice tend to function at a low level of complexity: to
be (or seem) as self-confident as possible, and to per-
suade the public that they should be elected, they
must think of themselves and their political positions
as the best, and correspondingly dismiss their rivals
and their rivals’ opinions. An alternative explanation
is that the generally low level of differentiation and
complexity reflects the effects of pre-election stress
on complex thinking.

Moreover, the average scores for the two po-
litical parties also did not differ in their level of com-
plexity, suggesting that the similar situational pres-
sures faced by the candidates (all seeking to appeal to
as wide a base as possible at this early stage in the
nomination process) may have overpowered the typi-
cal liberal-conservative difference in complexity
found in most studies of this nature. Another possi-
bility, of course, is that the range of their political
positions on the liberal-conservative continuum was
too restricted for the usual difference to emerge.

We also scored the speeches of the candidates
for references to central values as identified and cate-
gorized in an important series of studies by Shalom
H. Schwartz and his colleagues. The scoring system
covers seventy-five specific values, subsumed under
eleven major categories, which are intended to in-
clude all of the core values recognized in cultures
around the world. (See Shalom H. Schwartz, Basic
Human Values, 2006, http://www.fmag.unict.it/
Allegati/convegno%s207-8-10-05/Schwartzpaper.pdf))

The same fifty randomly selected extracts, as
for the scoring of integrative complexity, were used
to score values. We scored for the eleven categories:
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Power, Achievement, Hedonism, Stimulation, Self-
Direction, Universalism, Bernevolence, Tradition,
Conformity, Security, and Spirituality.

The two values on which the strongest indi-
vidual differences emerged among the candidates
were Power and Universalism. Only Edwards and
Giuliani differed significantly from each other on the
amount of value they placed on Power, with all the
other candidates falling between these two extremes.
The value of Power may reflect an importance being
placed on both dominance (in terms of control over
others and wealth) and social recognition and pre-
serving one’s public image. Of these sub-categories,
Edwards scores particularly highly on the latter, sug-
gesting that he devotes substantially more attention
towards maintaining his public persona and protect-
ing “face.” As a group, however, the Democrats did
not differ from the Republicans in the importance
they attribute to Power.

Edwards also placed nearly three times as
much importance on the value of Universalism than
his nearest rival, Obama. Universalism, which in-
cludes values such as equality and social justice, best
approximates the concept of inclusiveness and the
perception of a common bond among all mankind.
Liberals and conservatives might be expected to dis-
agree on the importance of these values; conse-
quently, it is no surprise that, as a group, Democrats
valued Universalism more highly than did Republi-
cans.

The only other noticeable differences among

the individual candidates’ values were that Obama -

and Edwards both appeared to value Benevolence
slightly more than any of the remaining candidates.
Indeed, as a group, Democrats gave more importance
to Benevolence than did the Republicans, Berevo-
lence values provide the internalized motivational
basis for cooperative and supportive social behaviors,
for example, working for the welfare of others and
valuing emotional intimacy, and the inter-party dif-
ference is consistent with liberal-conservative differ-
ences on such issues as the government’s role in fos-
tering equal outcomes and in other ways helping dis-
advantaged segments of society.

Conformity reflects obedience, politeness, or
self-discipline. Clinton alone appeared to value Con-
Jformity slightly more than did the remaining candi-
dates. However, it is through a respect for others, par-
ticularly for parents and elders, that Clinton demon-

strates her individuality among the candidates.

Finally, as a group, the Democrats valued
Security more highly than did their Republican coun-
terparts. Security covers patriotism, the safety and
status of one’s country, as well as an inclination to-
wards controlling impulses and avoiding risks, values
probably more compatible with conservative than
with liberal political orientations. At this juncture,
however, it may be that Democrats feel called upon
to voice their support for such principles because of
criticism of their party on this issue, whereas Repub-
licans (who may be trying to distance themselves
from an unpopular policy and President) may feel it
more discreet to stay away from it.

Despite the aforementioned differences, how-
ever, what is striking is that for the majority of the
eleven categories of values, the candidates were sta-
tistically indistinguishable from each other, perhaps
as a result of the similar pressures faced by each.
Indeed, one unexpected observation was the gener-
ally low occurrence of any mention of some values in
the speeches. For example, there were almost no
mentions of Hedonism, Tradition, and Spirituality.

In this report, the campaign speeches and
statements of the six leading candidates for the 2008
U.S. presidency were analyzed in order to assess their
complexity of thought and central values. While no
differences emerged between the candidates in com-
plexity, they differed significantly in the amount of
importance they placed on several values, both in
predicted (for example, Universalism and Benevo-
lence) as well as unpredicted (for example, Security)
ways.

Lindi Cassel, BSc, Ryan Cross, BA, Viktoria
Ivanova, BSc, Rajiv Jhangiani, MA, and Katya Leg-
kaia, BA work in the Department of Psychology at
the University of British Columbia, Vancouver, Can-
ada, under the supervision of Peter Suedfeld, PhD,
where they conduct research on political psychologi-
cal topics including elite decision-making, terrorism,
genocide, as well as ethnopolitical conflict. Professor
Suedfeld is a past president of the Canadian Psycho-
logical Association and a recipient of the Interna-
tional Society of Political Psychology’s Harold D.
Lasswell award for "distinguished scientific contribu-
tions in the field of political psychology.” Correspon-
dence may be addressed to Rajiv Jhangiani at ra-
Jjiv@psych.ubc.ca. O
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Public Forgiveness
Despite Media Condemnation:
Identification and Empathy

Nancy C. Unger
Santa Clara University

Who among the current crop of candidates
gearing up for the 2008 presidential election will
make a single remark or action that will spell certain
doom for his or her campaign? Reports of Edmund
Muskie’s crying in 1972 led many to dismiss him as
overly emotional and therefore weak; Gerald Ford’s
“There is no Soviet domination of Eastern Europe”
remark in 1976 confirmed beliefs that he was an ill-
informed bumbler; Michael Dukakis’s tepid response
to the hypothetical scenario of his wife’s rape during
the 1988 presidential debates cemented his image as
passionless and overly cerebral, and Howard Dean’s
whooping and spinning after finishing third in the
iowa caucuses during the 2004 presidential campaign
led many to dismiss him as not just exuberant but
disturbingly out of control. All four gaffes were end-
lessly rebroadcast and lampooned, becoming so en-
graved in the national consciousness that there was
little chance of the candidate’s campaigns, or careers,
ever recovering.

One “sin of the father” continues to reverber-
ate today. In 1967 Republican hopeful George Rom-
ney explained that his earlier support for the war in
Vietnam, which he had come to oppose, was the re-
sult of “the greatest brainwashing that anybody can
get” at the hands of some of the generals and mem-
bers of the diplomatic corps with whom he had met
during his visit to Vietnam in 1965. The Associated
Press picked up the brainwashing quote and rival
campaigns hyped it endlessly: “How could we trust
this guy to sit across the table from the Russians if he
couldn’t resist pressure from a few American gener-
als and diplomats?” Romney refused the chance to
backtrack, apologize, or otherwise immediately at-
tempt damage control. His candidacy could not re-
cover from his reputation as “the brainwashed guy,”
and the story dogged him even in death: the headline
of a national Associated Press obituary in 1995 read
“George Romney, Who Said Military Brainwashed
Him on Vietnam, Dead at 88.” (Neil Swidey, “The
Lessons of the Father.” Boston Globe, August 13,
2006, http://boston.com/news/globe/magazine/

articles/2006/08/13/the_lesson_of_the_father/)

(George Romney’s son Mitt, candidate in the
2008 presidential race, has been frequently criticized
for being so traumatized by the fallout from his fa-
ther’s gaffe that, in his efforts to ensure that he will
never be rendered politically obsolete by a spontane-
ous comment, he is too tightly controlled, cautious,
and overly scripted. For example, Newsweek’s Octo-
ber 1, 2007 cover story on Mitt Romney focused al-
most as much on the carefully scripted nature of the
candidate’s political rhetoric and responses as it did
on his Mormon faith.)

Gaffes like the five mentioned above prove
lethal when they are viewed by the public not as an
aberration, a simple false step, but rather as a rare
moment in which the candidate’s guard is momentar-
ily down and the real truth—the candidate’s fatal
flaw as a leader—is revealed. Even psychological
identification based on “likeability” is not enough to
resuscitate a candidate who has revealed himself to
be weak (witness George Romney). The public does -
not easily identify with candidates it perceives as
weak, ignorant, overly cerebral to the point of pas-
sionlessness, or conversely, lacking in emotional con-
trol. Nonetheless, an embarrassing public perform-
ance, even one that brings a campaign to a grinding
halt, does not necessarily signal the death of a politi-
cal career. While Americans may bridle or snicker at
an inappropriate remark or even a speech, as long as
it remains a singular occurrence rather than part of a
larger pattern, the candidate’s reputation can be re-
suscitated.

For the public to be able to identify with, and
therefore forgive a candidate’s gaffe, several other
conditions must be met. We’ve all said something
off the cuff that we can’t believe came out of our
mouths and consequently are wiiling to recognize
and forgive this in others. Therefore, the offending
event must appear spontaneous rather than planned,
and uncharacteristic rather than a window into the
offender’s true but usually disguised self. Most of us
have also been mortified when that chance, off-hand
remark we’ve made (in private, we thought) some-
how seems to take on a life of its own. The chance
for a candidate’s political resurrection is thus propor-
tionate to the sense that the ensuing scandal was the
result of media amplification more than the actual
offending event itself. Recovery is also more likely
if there is a widespread sense that the event was not
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intended for broad public consumption, but originally
directed at a much smaller audience.

There are many examples of candidates ulti-
mately recovering after potentially lethal gaffes. Fol-
lowing his California gubernatorial defeat in 1962, an
embittered Richard Nixon gave his self-declared “last
press conference,” in which he announced to the
press, “You won’t have Dick Nixon to kick around
anymore.” The pronouncement seemed so final that
five nights later, ABC aired “The Political Obituary
of Richard Nixon.” Yet many people have suffered a
great disappointment or have been undeservedly re-
jected and so can relate to the desire to lash out at
one’s oppressor. The American public forgave
Nixon for not holding to his word, not because they
found him particularly likeable, but because his un-
derstandably bitter remarks were obviously spontane-
ous rather than a carefully considered and binding
pronouncement. They were also a rare departure
from his tightly controlled image of sincerity and hu-
mility and therefore deemed uncharacteristic. In ad-
dition, Nixon’s barb was clearly directed not at the
American people, but at the cadre of reporters he, and
many others, viewed as biased against him.

Jesse Jackson’s “hymietown” slur in 1984
damaged his candidacy and left a scar on his political
career, but did not permanently hinder his ability to
provide significant leadership and influence. When
the anti-Semitic remark was widely reported, the out-
rage was nearly palpable. Several factors prevented
Jackson from being shunned into oblivion. Even
many Americans who claim to be racially colorblind
have, at some point in their lives, made their own ra-
cial slur or at least laughed at or even repeated a rac-
ist joke or for some other reason know that their own
record is not completely spotless, yet persist in their
belief that they are not racist. Such people were
therefore receptive to the emotional apology Jackson
ultimately offered. Moreover, the single remark was

at odds with decades of the highly publicized words -

and actions of a minister dedicated to securing civil
rights for all Americans, and therefore not perceived
as a window into the soul of a secret racist. Finally,
it was also well known that Jackson had assumed he
was making an off-the-record comment to an African
American reporter, so its wide coverage was judged
by many to be more of a media frenzy that a compel-
ling assessment of Jackson’s beliefs.

Not recognizing that his microphone was on

during a radio sound check in 1984, President Ronald
Reagan announced that he had outlawed Russia and
that its bombing would begin in five minutes. The
seemingly endless repetition of the recording ensured
that charges ranging from insensitivity to war-
mongering ensued. Early assertions that the presi-
dent had caused serious damage to either interna-
tional relations or his own reputation, however, did
not gain traction. All but his harshest critics ac-
knowledged that the gaffe was essentially an ill-
advised attempt at humor (the kind of bad joke many
of us have made and regret) by an enormously like-
able president celebrated for his congeniality. The
fact that Reagan’s remarks were clearly unrehearsed,
and intended to be heard only by those in the studio,
reinforced the perception that they were relatively
benign. The staggering number of the clip’s repeti-
tions contributed to the outrage being ultimately dis-
missed as overblown and three months later Reagan
was re-elected by a landslide.

In 1911, the presidential campaign of Wis-
consin senator Robert M. La Follette shared many
qualities with Howard Dean’s ill-fated 2004 quest.
La Follette, like Dean, was seeking to unseat an in-
cumbent and enjoyed the support of a cadre of fol-
lowers nearly as dedicated as the “Deaniacs” of 2004,
Like Dean, he was a presidential long shot, but en-
joyed some surprisingly strong early support. Like
Dean, La Follette saw some of his early momentum
begin to stall.

As the hopes for his candidacy dimmed, a
frustrated and exhausted La Follette made his way to
Philadelphia to speak at the banquet of the Periodical
Publishers Association. Suffering from indigestion,
he consumed only a cup of hot chocolate and a shot
of whiskey before taking the podium. More than five
hundred guests, many of them newspaper reporters,
were witness to La Follette’s speech. He verbally
attacked his audience as corrupt, launching into a ti-
rade against the press that lasted for more than two
hours. In the words of Congressman Henry Cooper,
an eyewitness, “La Follette killed himself politi-
cally.... It was a shocking scene. He lost his temper
repeatedly—shook his fist—at listeners who had
started to walk out, too tired to linger,~was abusive,
ugly in manner.” More than one pundit termed his
performance “political suicide.”

For a man pronounced politically dead, La
Follette enjoyed a remarkable subsequent carcer. His
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Wisconsin constituents recognized his life-long dedi-
cation to doing what was right, his selflessness, and
his unwavering Progressive vision. They forgave his
lashing out at members of a press that had long been
biased against him and had exaggerated an emo-
tional, unrepresentative performance made by an un-
derstandably disappointed man. In their eyes, his
hard-earned qualities of fortitude and patience placed
the embarrassing speech of 1911 in proper perspec-
tive. La Follette remained a Progressive powerhouse
in the Senate until his death in 1925. His 1924 inde-
pendent bid for the presidency garnered almost sev-
enteen percent of the total cast. In 2000, a Senate
resolution: recognized Robert La Follette as one the
seven greatest senators in American history. (See
Nancy C. Unger, Fighting Bob La Follette: The
Righteous Reformer, 2000, pp. 200-220.)

The American public is frequently accused of
being too easily manipulated by the media. That pub-
lic does not, however automatically succumb to every
media frenzy seemingly bent on signaling the end to
a politician’s career. It does not unquestionably ac-
cept the verdict of the media that a candidate has
committed a lethal gaffe, even in the face of seem-
ingly endless repetition by the media (or opposing
candidates) of the unfortunate remark or action. The
public cannot identify with and will not forgive an
error that it believes reveals a serious character flaw
that will impede a candidate’s ability to lead effec-
tively. Members of the public have proven, however,
to be discerning, demonstrating a long history of in-
stances of forgiveness concerning the kinds of un-
characteristic gaffes that they themselves have made.
Identification, empathy, and forgiveness come into
play when the public judges a candidate’s mistakes to
be ultimately overblown by the media and unrepre-
sentative of the politician’s true self.

Nancy C. Unger, PhD, is Associate Profes-
sor of History and Women's and Gender Studies at
Santa Clara University. She writes for the History
News Service and FightingBob.com, and her many
publications on the Progressive era and the La Fol-

lette family, include Fighting Bob La Follette: The
Righteous Reformer (2000). She is book review edi-

tor of The Journal of the Gilded Age and Progressive
Era and her current book project is Beyond Nature’s
Housekeepers: American Women in Environmental
History. Professor Unger may be comacted at
nunger@scu.edu.

Choosing Continuity and
Change

Herbert Barry Il
University of Pittsburgh

Voters tend to prefer presidential candidates
who are perceived as agents of continuity and agents
of change. Group fantasies are collective social por-
tions of the id, which Sigmund Freud described as a
component of human mental activity together with
the superego and ego. Group fantasies include desires
that are shared by the majority of members of a popu-
lation. Some of the desires are rational while others
are irrational. Some are conspicuously overt; others
are repressed from conscious awareness. Some are
contradictory with each other. Contradictory group
fantasies include a desire for continuity, associated
with familiarity, and a desire for change, associated
with reform. Group fantasies, as part of the id, value
positives more than negatives. Most people prefer a

" candidate who satisfies both contradictory group fan-

tasies instead of a candidate who rejects one of them.

Historically, many presidents combined both
attributes when they were elected. These include Jef-
ferson, Jackson, Cleveland, Wilson, Franklin D. Roo-
sevelt, Eisenhower, Kennedy, Reagan, and Clinton.
For example, Thomas Jefferson was a highly re-
spected national leader who had been the principal
author of the Declaration of Independence, secretary
of state under Washington, and vice president to John
Adams. Yet Jefferson subsequently opposed the con-
servative presidential policies of both his predeces-
sors. Bill Clinton's presidential campaign in 1992
emphasized “reinventing government,” “putting peo-
ple first,” and improving the economy. But he was
well known as the leader of moderate rather than lib-
eral Democrats.

Among the candidates for president, Hillary
Clinton currently has the most support from Democ-
ratic voters. To a great degree, she is perceived as an
agent for both continuity and change. A group fan-
tasy of continuity, shared by many Democrats, is that
President Hillary Clinton will recreate the eight years
of prosperity and peace while she lived in the White
House as the wife of President Bill Clinton. A group
fantasy of change, shared by many feminists, is that
Hillary Clinton will be the first female president of
the United States.
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Bill Richardson, governor of New Mexico,
also represents both continuity and change but to a
lesser degree. Continuity comes from his lengthy
membership (1983-1997) in the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives followed by prominent national positions
as ambassador to the United Nations and then Secre-
tary of Energy. Change is seen in Richardson because
he is Hispanic—his mother, who is still alive in her
nineties and living in Mexico, and his paternal grand-
mother was also Mexican—and he would be the first
Hispanic president.

Although not an active candidate, Al Gore is
another Democrat perceived as an agent for both con-
tinuity and change. A group fantasy of continuity is
his role as vice president during President Bill Clin-
ton's eight years of peace and prosperity, at the end of
which Gore was the Democratic nominee for presi-
dent in 2000 who received more popular votes than
the “elected” George W. Bush. A group fantasy of
change is expressed by Gore's Nobel Peace Prize,
which honored his efforts in warning that prevention
of disastrous global warming requires rapid and ef-
fective actions by people and their governments. He
might become the Democratic nominee for president
if none of the currently active candidates is supported
by a majority of the delegates at the convention in the
summer of 2008.

A third active Democratic candidate is per-
ceived primarily as an agent of change. Son of a
black Kenyan father and a white American mother,
Barack Obama is potentially the first African Ameri-
can president. His national exposure is recent and
brief, beginning with his keynote address at the 2004
Democratic National Convention and his election

later that year as a U.S. Senator from Illinois. He is

the youngest active candidate. If elected president in
November 2008 at the age of forty-seven, he would
be only four years older than John Kennedy was in
1960 when he became the youngest person ever
elected president.

Kennedy fulfilled an important group fantasy
for change as the first Roman Catholic president. He
also fulfilled group fantasies of continuity. His fa-

ther, Joseph P. Kennedy, was a wealthy former gov-

ernment official and ambassador. John F. Kennedy
was a highly publicized World War II hero, author of
a popular book Profiles in Courage, and in his sec-
ond six-year term as a U.S. Senator when he was
clected president.

- The other major Democratic candidate, John
Edwards, represents continuity instead of change.
Edwards is familiar to most voters as the Democratic
nominee for vice president in 2004. He is a former
U.S. Senator from North Carolina who expresses the
traditional Democratic themes of populism and affin-
ity with labor unions. In common with former De-
mocratic Presidents Carter and Clinton, Edwards as a
Southerner would gain electoral votes from Southern
states if he is the party’s nominee.

Among the Republican candidates for presi-
dent, Rudy Giuliani is perceived most strongly as an
agent for both continuity and change. Group fanta-
sies of continuity are satisfied by his highly publi-
cized performance as mayor of New York City, espe-
cially after 9/11, his strong support of the war against

. insurgents in Iraq. His aggressive leadership style

and his recent acceptance of Republican moralistic
policies, such as criminalizing abortion, are consis-
tent with the preferences of many Republican voters.
Group fantasies of change are satisfied by Giuliani’s
Italian descent, Roman Catholic religion, and trou-
bled previous marital history.

Two other major Republican candidates com-
bine attributes of continuity and change for Republi-
can voters but to a lesser extent. Continuity is satis-
fied by John McCain's age, seventy-one, his twenty-
year service as a U.S. Senator from Arizona, and his
earlier military service in the Vietnam War, including
heroic behavior as a prisoner of war in North Viet-
nam. He strongly supports the war against insurgents

© in Iraq. But McCain means change as a dissident Re-

publican aboard the “Straight Talk Express.” He
competed against George W. Bush for the Republi-
can presidential nomination in 2000 and subsequently
criticized the president's performance as a nattonal
leader.

Mitt Romney satisfies Republican group fan-
tasies of continuity by his career as a successful busi-
nessman, president of the 2002 Olympic Winter
Games in Salt Lake City, and governor of Massachu-
setts. He is a dominant and apparently admirable
husband and father. He recently expressed support
for moralistic Republican policies. His father, George
Romney (1907-1995), was governor of Michigan and
subsequently Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment under Nixon. A group fantasy of change,
which may attract both Republican and Democratic
voters, is Mitt Romney's Mormon religion. Most con-
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temporary Mormons, including Mitt Romney, have a
well-earned reputation for ethical behavior and public
service. :

The newest Republican candidate, Fred
Thompson, is perceived primarily as an agent for
continuity. He is a former U.S. Senator from Tennes-
see and is associated with President Reagan because
both politicians were also prominent actors. In com-
parison with Reagan, Thompson might be a better
actor but he is inferior in public affability and politi-
cal skills. He has endorsed authoritarian, moralistic
Republican policies, and states’ rights.

[ believe that the combination of opposing
perceived attributes, continuity and change, helps to
win the presidential nomination and also to win the
presidential election in November. The group fan-
tasy desire for both continuity and change applies to
voters of all political parties. Most members of the
Republican Party emphasize continuity as they are
focused on traditional conservative Republican val-
ues. The commonalities of the leading Republicans
include an elitist and fearful horror of illegal immi-
gration, adamant and moralistic opposition to abor-
tion rights, obsession with a “war" against "terror,”
and support of continuing American military inter-
vention in Iraq. Most members of the Democratic
Party emphasize change, with a history of populist
reformers. An advantage of being out of power is
that the Democratic presidential candidates can
promise more since they are not tied to specific poli-
cies. They accordingly promote health care cover-
age, concern for global warming, a more flexible for-
eign policy, and at least a timetable for withdrawal
from Iraq. 1 expect that the presidential nominees in
2008 will strive to be perceived as offering both con-
tinuity and change. They might not be consciously
aware of group fantasies, but their polling will reveal
that most voters desire both contradictory attributes.

Herbert Barry IIl, PhD, is a research psy-
chologist who has also contributed to the fields of
psychohistory, psychiatry, political science, anthro-
pology, pharmacology, and alcoholism. He is a for-
mer president of the International Psychohistorical
Association (1991-1992) and longtime co-director of
the Psychohistory Forum's Research Group on the
Childhood, Personality, and Psychology of Presiden-
tial Candidates and Presidents. Some of his more
than 200 scientific publications were written after his
retirement in 2001, when he became Professor

Emeritus. He may be contacted at barryh(@pitt.edu.
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Red States-Blue States and the
Politics of Simplicity

Tom Ferraro
Psychologist in Private Practice

We enter an election year in 2008. What
could be more entertaining? There is any number of
candidates to choose from on either side of the aisle,
and everyone already has their secret hope as to who
the winner should be. This essay will explore the un-
conscious impulses that prompt the citizens to choose
their candidate. As we know, in psychoanalysis we
have no reason to believe the choice will be either
conscious or rational.

On the Republican side we have the likable
and good Mormon ex-governor of Massachusetts,
Mitt Romney; the ex-mayor of New York City, Rudy
Giuliant; and the ex-naval aviator-and former POW,
John McCain. The Democrats are offering up Har-
vard Law School graduate, Senator Barack Obama;
successful lawyer, Senator John Edwards; and former

‘First Lady, Senator Hillary Clinton. There is no bet-

ter way to predict the eventual winner than to glance
back at the recent past and to assess how the nation
acted during elections. Yet it is likely that not a sin-
gle candidate has hired a psychoanalyst to help ex-
plore the unconscious motives of the voter.

Twenty of the last twenty-eight years have

'seen a Republican in the White House. In 1980,

Reagan won in an electoral vote landslide by defeat-
ing Jimmy Carter, who was mired in the Iran hostage
crisis. Carter was a meticulous hardworking graduate
of the Naval Academy who went on to win the Nobel
Peace Prize. Reagan, on the other hand, was a re-
laxed and handsome actor/politician who was show-
ing signs of early Alzheimer’s even before he was
elected in 1980. Reagan is credited with restoring
confidence in America, creating an economic boom,
and defeating Communism. He was the first candi-
date to effectively manage the media by having a sin-
gle talking point each day and rarely if ever wavering
from that script. He was extremely likable, comfort-
able, and even simpleminded in his political ap-
proach. Yet he was easily reelected to a second term
in 1984 by defeating former Vice President Walter
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Mondale.

Fast forward sixteen years to the 2000 elec-
tion with Democratic candidate Vice President Al
Gore versus Republican candidate Texas Governor
George W. Bush. One was articulate and well-
educated while the other often struggled to complete
a sentence. Bush won with impressive simplicity of
message. In 2004, he went on to defeat Yale gradu-
ate and outspoken antiwar activist Senator John

- Kerry. Bush’s hardheaded simplicity is best dis-
played by looking at the Iraq War. He has spent
nearly a ftrillion dollars on a war that has cost the
Iraqis the loss of more than 500,000 innocent lives.
Yet Bush remains virtually immune to input from any
source, even his own Iraq Study Group.

The lesson we may take from this brief view
of our recent political election history is that the body
politic tends to choose the simpler of the two candi-
dates. Reagan or Carter? Choose Reagan. Reagan
or Mondale? Choose Reagan.
Choose Bush. Bush versus Kerry? Choose Bush.

Another example of the dumbing down of
American politics can be seen in the emergence of
the so-called “red state-blue state” metaphor in recent
years. Does anyone really think that an entire state
can be described and then dismissed based upon a
single ideology? Apparently so. I think the appeal of
this metaphor gives the body politic a simple take on
things. It has a nice way of polarizing the mind and
keeping things simple. Are you from a conservative
state or a liberal state? Well if you’re a New Yorker,
you are liberal. If you are a Texan, you are conserva-
tive. And don’t you forget it!

It is relatively easy to understand the appeal
of the simple. It has been said that since the 1950s
we have been immersed in the electronic revolution
which has in turn produced the information revolu-
tion. The French postmodern thinker Jean Baudril-
lard has written about this most persuasively in The
Hllusion of the End (1992). He suggests that things
have been coming at us too fast and too frequently
and that the result is what he calls “the end of his-
tory.” According to postmodern theory, history came
to a crashing halt around 1980. Coincidentally, that
was when Reagan was first elected President.

So, as the “end of history” occurred in 1980,
we saw simultaneously the beginning of the “politics
of the simpleminded.” Baudrillard points out that the

Bush or Gore? -

massive amount of information that comes at us daily
makes it impossible to think about anything with any
depth. The electronic and information revolutions
have created a psychological crisis in the electorate.
We are all so dizzy, dumbfounded, and confused
about life in general that our number one need is to
simplify. This is what many unconsciously seek in
our candidates, as was the case with Chance the gar-
dener in Jerzy Kosifiski’s novel Being There, released
as a film in 1979. Peter Sellers was nominated for
an Academy Award for his role as the simpleminded
gardener who could neither read nor write but some-
how rose to be an advisor to the president.

Let us not forget the film Forrest Gump
which came out in 1994. Forrest was this endearing
simpleton who captured America’s heart. For the life
of me I could never fathom what his astounding ap-
peal was based on. Tom Hanks may be a superb ac-
tor, but the real appeal and popularity of the film may
be rooted in the public’s need for simplification in a
world that has become too fast and too confusing to
grasp.

The current war we are fighting in Iraq can be
described as a clash of eras with the past world
bumping up against the modern. There is no doubt
that many jihadists in the Middle East appear to resist
modernity. I think our body politic hints at the same
tendency with its choice of simpleminded politicians
who promise a clearer and less confusing vision of
the way things are.

My hypothesis is that the body politic is un-
consciously in a crisis of anxiety and confusion
thanks to an information explosion that has gone on
for the last fifty years. The question in this essay is,
What can we predict based upon this state of mind? I
predict that the electorate will tend toward a simple
candidate who will present a very clear and easy to
understand message. He or she need not be well-
educated or highly intelligent because that will only
add to our confusion. Reagan won a landslide by
acting like Chance the gardener and sticking to a sin-
gle talking point every day, no matter what the media
asked him. As Chance told us, “First comes spring
and summer, but then we have fall and winter. And
then we get spring and summer again.” We will not
elect Harvard-educated Barack Obama or the
lawyerly Hillary Clinton or John Edwards. We will
vote in someone like Rudy Giuliani or Mitt Romney
or John McCain. These are the ones who hold up a
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simple message. Just like Reagan and just like Bush.

These are strange times we live in. Times
when we need great thinkers to solve complex prob-
lems but times when we choose simple men to calm
us down. Men like Chance the gardener, who in the
final scene of the film is shown walking on water on
a lake near the White House. He seems lighter then
air and stupider than sin. Welcome to the 2008 presi-
dential election and the politics of the simpleminded.

Tom Ferraro, PhD, is one of the nation’s few
sport psychologists practicing on the basis of psycho-
analytic psychology. He uses psychoanalysis with
both professional and elite amateur athletes in the
fields of golf, baseball, football, soccer, luge, tennis,
swimming, gymnastics, and figure skating. He pub-
lishes widely in Asia and the United States, works
with professional teams in the New York metropoli-
tan area, and can be seen on Fox News Channel,
NBC and WFAN. Dr. Ferraro may be contacted at
driferraro@aol.com.

Reflections on the Power of
Virgins and Martyrs

Sara Konrath
University of Louvain, Belgium

Three decades after second-wave feminism,
women are still significantly underrepresented in
American politics. They currently hold only sixteen
percent of the seats in both the U.S. Senate and the
House of Representatives. It has been historically
very difficult for women to gain power, in large part,
because in male-centric societies women are viewed
through the male gaze, which wears only a limited
spectrum of lenses. Thus women are grouped into
one of a few compelling and familiar mythical sym-
bolic roles: the Virgin, the Whore, the Mother, and
the Martyr.

Until women have equal political and eco-
nomic power as men, smart and ambitious women
might do very well to pattern themselves after these
roles. That these roles are compelling yet constrain-
ing can be demonstrated in considering any woman
who dares try to break out from one of them.
Women who present themselves as too ambitious or
intelligent are seen as cold and aggressive, perhaps
because intelligence is seen as antithetical to each

one of these symbolic roles. Women who present
themselves as too warm in accordance with these
roles, however, are seen as intellectually non-
threatening and passive, and are not respected as
competent equals. These interpretations are magni-
fied in the public spotlight, making it difficult for
women first to choose to run for office and then to be
elected. (Men, on the other hand, while often pres-
sured to be more “manly,” can be seen as both warm
and competent, both of which are important in poli-
tics.)

What is a woman with political ambitions to
do? It seems as though the best option at present for
women who want to gain political power is to do so
by strategic self-presentation, like any other politi-
cian, except within the limits of these roles. The
most powerful females will be the ones who can at
least outwardly become one (or more) of these roles,
as a study of history will confirm. (Although the
Whore is often limited to behind-the-scenes political
power, this role isnot to be underestimated.)

Each of these roles has very strong religious
associations as well and the religious unconscious of
the masses is just as important in winning popular
political favor. Queen Elizabeth I, one of the most
powerful female political figures in history, was
popularly known as the “Virgin Queen.” Although
the literal truth to the first part of that title is debated,
she did remain single and transformed her sexual
“inexperience” into the power of political independ-
ence. Elizabeth strategically tapped into the religious
psyche of her people. She first removed their power-
ful Mother figure, the Virgin Mary, by reestablishing
the Protestant Anglican Church of England, and then
she became its replacement in her people’s psycho-
logical imaginations. Hillary Rodham Clinton would
be wise to follow in Elizabeth’s footsteps in reading
the religiously themed psyche of her people and re-
structuring it to her advantage.

President Bush has also attempted to use the
religious psyche of his people to his advantage. Part
of his appeal to Americans in the pre-9/11 world was
that he had had a dramatic religious conversion to 2
literal version of Christianity coinciding with the rise
of evangelical Protestantism. He tapped into the
common people by mirroring them as “fully human,”
echoing words of redemption from his former alco-
holism (“God saved me and I had no desire to drink
anymore™) and a life of waywardness. People stee-
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ped in the culture of Christianity need to also identify
with someone “fully divine.” In the post-9/11 world
Bush has attempted to become this, for example, in
his denials of ever making mistakes and in his black-
and-white us-versus-them “war on terror.” He even
descended from the clouds in an airplane in the di-
vine moment just before his infamous “Mission Ac-
complished” speech. This strategy seemed to be
working at first, however, now his God complex
seems to be believed only by him, and his approval
ratings have dropped to near historic lows.

One problem with Bush’s ego ascension is
that he is forgetting a key component of the Christian
cultural psyche—that resurrection Sunday can only
come after Good Friday. Bush may have success-
fully tapped into many of the elements of his coun-
try’s most popular religion, but he is missing one of
the most important ones, that of martyrdom. And
that’s where Hillary Clinton can step in. Hillary has
an advantage to Bush’s attempt to echo the divine in
that the very roles that at first may appear to be limi-
tations can be extremely compelling in the hands of a
skilled leader. Right in the middle of the public hu-
miliation of the Lewinsky scandal, Hillary Clinton’s
approval ratings were the highest they had ever been
(http-/abcnews.go.com/images/pdf7927al HillaryClinton.pdf).
Before she seemed to know the truth herself, she pub-
licly spoke in defense of her husband, and when the
truth came, it did not set her free of Bill. Instead, like
many long-suffering wives, she chose to stay with
him because of her deep devotion to and unfailing
love for him. This was not the first time that Bill had
publicly humiliated her by having an affair (and it
probably won’t be the last), but like an eternally lov-
ing Christ figure, every time Bill sinned, she forgave,
even “seven times seventy” times. Cynical commen-
tators have suggested that she was staying with him
in order to gain political power; however, the psycho-
logical route to this power might be more complex
than at first appears. While Hillary will never be the
Virgin Queen, in the religious and political landscape
of the U.S. today, she will continue to be successful
as long as she remains the Martyr.

I hope I have not overstated the case for
women’s strategic maneuvering of these roles as they
do, overall, present huge limitations to equal power
for women. If the recent “First Daughters,” Chelsea,
Jenna, and Barbara, should ever choose to continue in
the Bush or Clinton political dynasty, they will hope-
fully do so in a time period that allows them more

individual roles.

Sara Konrath, PhD, received her doctorate
from the University of Michigan in Social Psychology
and is currently a postdoctoral researcher at the Uni-
versity of Louvain in Belgium. Her research primar-
ily focuses on the self in social cognition and politi-
cal psychology. She may be contacted at skon-
rath@umich.edu.

Motivation in the Candidacies of
Obama and Richardson

Nadra Hashim
Independent Scholar

Politics is sport. Pundits speak of slam
dunks, reaching the 10-yard line, hitting home runs
and pitching three strikes. Yet of all the sports meta-
phors, the most universal symbol of political life is
the image of runners competing in a decisive race. In
the years between elections, politicians are compelled
to adopt the incremental, solitary stride of the long-
distance runner. Those who are particularly ambi-
tious, run a high-stakes obstacle course. Others, es-
pecially those given to collaboration, may find team-
mates willing to run the measured tempo of a relay
race. When the election season returns, the race once
again turns into an individual contest. The pace
quickens and candidates compete to clear a variety of
hurdles, sprinting toward the finish line. Successful

~ politicians and celebrated athletes use a combination

of motivational strategies to win their races.

Like most elite athletes, most successful
presidential candidates hail from the ranks of the
privileged, the nation’s economic and intellectual
elite. Women, political novices, and members of eth-
nic or religious minorities are relative outsiders.
They compete in an arena which advances polite so-
ciety and upper-middle class privilege. As “self-
made” men and women, they are attracted by a politi-
cal establishment which promotes the ideal of meri-
tocracy. Yet for various historical, economic, and
social reasons, they run this race at a distinct disad-
vantage. They may find themselves handicapped by
a late start or lack of staff or low finances. What
makes them run?

How and why certain political outsiders moti-
vate themselves to enter presidential politics is an
especially important question in the historic 2008
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election, where the leading contestants include a
woman and Mormon. Despite the range of diversity
.in this field of candidates, much of the popular atten-
tion has focused on Barack Obama. As in most as-
pects of American life, race and cultural heritage play
a large role in electoral politics. Thus, well before
the candidates presented their views on the troop
surge in Iraq or crafted arguments concerning am-
nesty for illegal immigrants, the popular media fo-
cused public attention on Obama’s national origin
and ethnic identity.

Obama’s diverse cultural heritage, including
his black Kenyan father and white Kansan mother,
Indonesian childhood, and Hawaiian youth propelled
him to prominence. Academic excellence at Harvard
Law School and professional distinction at the Uni-
versity of Chicago, along with twenty years of civic
commitments, should make Obama a political in-
sider. Yet in many circles he is perceived as an out-
sider. His autobiography, Dreams of My Father, sug-
gests that he relishes his unusual background, espe-
cially his early childhood in Hawaii, where he found
there were *“too many races, with power among them
too diffuse, to impose the mainland’s rigid caste sys-
tem” (Obaina, 2004, p. 23). By most accounts,
Obama appeared to be “a normal Hawaiian
kid” (David Mendel, Obama: From Promise to
Power, 2007, p. 41).

Obama’s political awakening occurred when,
as a child, he became aware that relative to Ameri-
cans, much of the rest of the world is poor and pow-
erless. He claims that the word power was “fixed in
his mother’s mind as a curse” (Obama, Dreams, p.
45). He recalls maternal admonitions against the
policies of the U.S. government toward Native and
African Americans. Later, Obama learned that his
Indonesian stepfather, Lolo, suffered at the hands of
the Dutch colonial government as well as the Sukaro
regime. Lolo would not discuss his history with
Obama’s mother, dismissing her indignation as mid-
dle-class guilt, which he thought to be a “luxury” (p.
46). When on a trip to his paternal home in Kenya,
Obama began reflecting on the nature of poverty and
how it can discourage the least powerful from seek-
ing power. While he believed it necessary to remedy
political and economic injustice, Obama reminded
himself that “survivor’s guilt” was perverse and use-
less (p. 330).

As a member of a group which is outside of

power, whose members often view it as strange and
awesome, Obama began his political career sensi-
tized to the “generalized” cynicism many African
Americans express towards modern politics. He
chose to eschew his survivor’s guilt in favor of pur-
suing the “promise” of power. The future U.S. Sena-
tor moved cautiously. He tabled the pursuit of power
until he identified other more basic motivations and
realized other goals. His methods for seeking power
were indirect. Obama excelled in law school. He
then fostered his personal affiliations by creating a
strong political base among activists on the South
Side of Chicago. Rather than interviewing with large
or lucrative law firms, Obama taught law and worked
as a community organizer. Once he ran for and en-
tered the Illinois Senate, he was able to pursue power
more directly, ultimately running for the U.S. Senate
and then the announcing his candidacy for the presi-
dency. He began to expand his network and deepen
his traditional affiliations, delivering speeches to
groups as diverse as retired veterans associations and
audiences as familiar as the NAACP. When he be-
gan his run for the presidency, Obama once again
expanded his affiliations to include Generation X and
Generation Y Internet devotees, where he now leads
in Internet fundraising.

Still a relative political outsider, Obama
found during the primary debates of the summer of
2007 that he would be characterized as “naive” and
“inexperienced.” Senator Obama countered by sug-
gesting that his outsider status was an asset. He be-
gan articulating his campaign mantra, telling diverse
audiences that, with their help, he could change the
political stalemate over a number of issues including
the war in Iraq, domestic immigration policy, na-
tional healthcare, and emergency preparedness man-
agement. :

Like Senator Obama, Governor Bill Richard-
son is critical of the current state of national politics,
and like the senator, the governor is at ease convey-
ing his philosophies to diverse audiences. Richard-
son’s bicultural upbringing, including an affluent
childhood in Mexico and providential schooling in
New England, fostered a deep understanding of the
connection between wealth, status, and power. His
rich political experience, including election to the
Congress, executive appointments to the United Na-
tions and the Department of Energy, and two terms as
governor of New Mexico, would seem to make
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Richardson the quintessential political insider. Yet,
like Barack Obama, Bill Richardson suggests that in
some contexts, his dual heritage made him feel, and
caused him to ‘be perceived, as an outsider
(Richardson, Between Worlds: The Making of an
American Life, 2005, pp. 26, 41)

As with similarly situated individuals,
Richardson’s bicultural heritage gave him a deep af-
finity towards most aspects of his eclectic back-
ground, but it also gave him a number of misgivings,
at least initially. He recalls that when watching a
prize fight as a child in Mexico, he was unsure
whether he wanted to cheer for the American or the
Mexican (Richardson, Between Worids, p. 17). Ulti-
mately, Richardson settled on an identity that was
between two worlds. He was able to assimilate two
distinct cultures and establish a well-integrated per-
sonal identity. As with Obama, Richardson’s insider-
outsider status ultimately became less important than
the nature and success of his political pursuits. By
virtue of his baseball skiil as well as his prolific and
nuanced social networking, the governor was to se-
cure a variety of political mentors who helped launch
his professional career (p. 43).

Bill Richardson’s political identity has also
incorporated his two cultures at different stages of his
political career. Recounting his early political career
in New Mexico and his election to Congress in 1982,
Richardson describes himself as a Hispanic candidate
with Hispanic and Anglo supporters (Richardson,
Between Worlds, pp. 73, 78). Naturally, Richardson
maintained his affiliation with his Hispanic base, but
as he became a leader in Congress, his growing facil-
ity with the politics of the elite culture distinguished
him among his peers, and presidential appointments
to the UN and the Cabinet followed. Now, in the de-
ciding inning of his political career, Richardson’s
affinity for his minority heritage may become a topic
of political debate. Richardson’s Web site is replete
with endorsements from black, Native American, and
women’s groups. However, the cornerstone of his
support reflects his bicultural background and is
comprised of Hispanics from various states and a net-
work of New England WASPs.

Obama and Richardson are America’s first
“plus-one” candidates. They declare a primary racial
or cultural identity, while maintaining affiliation with
another. They represent a growing trend among per-
sons of diverse parentage, who choose to expand

rather than restrict their personal and professional
affiliations. In America and other societies which are
highly sensitized to racial and ethnic identity, politi-
cians from minority groups must convince the major-
ity that they can represent general as well as particu-
laristic interests. Further, as relative political outsid-
ers, minority candidates must continually expand
their affiliations and strive for excellence, while pur-
suing power discreetly. They must do this while si-
multaneously gaining access to a club that promotes
an elite credo and a strict “by referral only” member-
ship policy. Whatever the race or ethnicity or gender
of the candidate, the presidency is the most highly
selective club in America.

What motivates any person to try to join this
club is a shared set of self-actualizing drives that can
best be described as three dimensions of human moti-
vation: achievement, affiliation, and power. (See
David Winter, “Measuring the Motives of Political
Actors at a Distance,” in Jerrold Post, The Psycho-
logical Assessment of Political Leadership, 2003, pp.
153-158, 161-162.) In either electoral timeframe—
the long-distance run or the short sprint—the three
dimensions are central to assessing the skill and per-
sonality of the candidate. In between elections, po-
litical leaders are busy pursuing policies that are gov-
erned by long-term goal setting, internal philosophi-
cal consistency, and fulfilling their destiny or creat-
ing a legacy. During the election-year sprint, they
are concerned with outpacing competitors in an effort
to find and express a political message that is most
consistent with the public mood.

Both Obama and Richardson share a dual
identity and therefore project a dual message. They
use their political/diplomatic insider status to pro-
mote an unpopular meeting with Middle Eastern
“dictators” while projecting an outsider’s outrage
with the war in Iraq. Obama reminds the public of an
early vote against a then popular war, while Richard-
son demands that the government bring the troops
home immediately. Obama and Richardson project
their affinity for the outraged and their legislative
achievements, but both shy away from promoting
their power motivation and caution against “saber
rattiing.”

Successful presidential candidates only reveal
all three dimensions of their political motivations if
they think these will appeal to voters. Appealing mo-
tives are exaggerated, and less appealing motivations
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are obscured. As relative political outsiders and plus-
one candidates, Obama and Richardson rely on politi-
cal strategies that promote affiliation and achieve-
ment over power. In times of war, especially when
the war becomes unpopular, affiliation and achieve-
ment are more attractive motivations than power. In
that respect, Obama and Richardson share a distinct
advantage over candidates who voted for and support
the war. As perceived outsiders, they may be pre-
ferred over politicians who are thought to be insiders
or who rely on projecting individual power rather
than team affiliation.

Nadra Hashim, PhD, received her PhD in
- International Relations in 2006 from the University
of Virginia. She was an inaugural Ford Foundation
Fellow in Women’'s Studies at Amherst College in
2001 and formerly an Adjunct Professor in the Pan-
African Studies Department at the University of Lou-
isville. Doctor Hashim is currently working on a
book on linguistic conflict in Zanzibar and may be
contacted at nadrahashim@hotmail.com. O

“Fear Factor” Presidency?:
Obama and Race,
Ethnicity, and Religion

Karen Callaghan
Texas Southern University

As the presidential election of 2008 unfolds,
a key concern for Illinois U.S. Senator Barack Hus-
sein Obama’s campaign is voter fear fueled by race,
ethnicity, and religion. Historically, white voters
have found easy psychological roots for their dislike
of African American candidate. Racial fears are still
deeply embedded in the American psyche.

However, Arab and Muslim stereotypes may
also play a role. Even though Obama is not an Arab
American, some media reports and, of course, his
critics have recently pointed to his Muslim first and
middle names (“Barack” means blessed in Arabic;
“Hussein” is linked to the prophet Muhammad’s fam-
ily) and his Muslim roots (he spent a few years in
childhood with his Muslim stepfather in Indonesia),
which may cause some voters to misattribute his eth-
nicity and/or religion. Despite Obama’s self-
professed Christianity, when asked about religion,
seven percent of Americans say Obama is Muslim

while seven percent say he is Christian—and the rest
don't know., When asked about the first thing that
comes to mind when they hear his name other than
his running for president, ten percent mention
“terrorism,” “Osama bin Laden,” and “foreign,”
while six percent “African American” (CBS News
Poll, August 8-12, 2007). The fear campaign led by
anti-Obama forces to divide voters by faith may be
gaining some traction. Arab American stereotypes
are severe due to the political climate. Arab Ameri-
cans (the ethnic group that traces its roots to Arab-
speaking countries in the Middle East and Africa) are
typically viewed as foreigners, un-American, Mus-
lim, fanatics, violent, and terrorists. Stereotypes
about Muslims are largely identical due to the false
assumption that “all Arabs are Muslims, and all Mus-
lims are Arabs.”

The key questions then become, to what ex-
tent will white voters’ assessments about Barack
Obama be driven by African American, Arab, and
Muslim stereotypes, and, when and if these cues are
activated, which stereotype will dominate? In other
words, will racist fears of a black man running the
country be supplanted by irrational fears of a poten-
tial Islamic fundamentalist/terrorist in the White
House?

In this paper I explore this triangle of stereo-
types and fear equations that Obama must overcome
to win the presidency. Any presidential candidate
facing only one of these barriers would have a diffi-
cult time with prejudiced voters. But all three? Per-
haps for Obama it will be just as with California’s
“three strikes and you’re out” anti-crime policy. Fi-
nally, I tie this discussion to other candidates in the
2008 presidential election, equating voters with par-
ticipants in *“Fear Factor,” a popular television show
that requires contestants to actively confront their
fears and overcome them if they are to win a prize.

In the United States, Arab Americans are
stereotyped by “average citizens,” government offi-
cials, and the media who often actively promote their -
largely destructive assessments about Arab and Mus-
lim Americans. The equation of Arab Americans
with radical Islamic fundamentalists emanates from a
variety of sources, including President Bush and his
use of the term “Islamofascism” (the ideology of
those who use Islam to justify their political extrem-
ism), law enforcement agents engaged in the “war on
terror,” the news media’s coverage of 9/11 and the
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Iraq invasion, and popular culture sources such as
film, television, and music.

Hollywood depictions are the worst of all me-
dia portrayals of Arabs with ninety-five percent of
Arab characters portrayed in a stereotypic manner,
As for depictions of Muslims, minority faith groups
are generally non-existent tn news coverage, popular
culture, and academic texts, and when they are dis-
cussed, coverage is usually biased and insensitive.

Political context and its related public opin-
ion climate also play a role in shaping negative views
about Arab and Muslim Americans as terrorists and
radicals. In Fueling our Fears: Stereotyping, Media
Coverage, and Public Opinion of Muslim Americans
(2007), Brigitte Nacos and Oscar Torres-Reyna
found that after September 11, the American media
zeroed in on Muslims in America and the world, irre-
sponsibly linking—intentionally or not—Muslims
with terrorism. Stereotypes and attitudes toward
groups are not fixed but can be influenced by news
events and the political climate of the day. For ex-
ample, both FBI and Arab group reports indicate that
the number of attacks against Arab Americans, Mus-
lims, and other citizens mistaken as Arab Americans
rose considerably after the 9/11 attacks. Today many
Americans view Islam as a religion that encourages
extremism, teaches violence and hatred, and does not
respect the beliefs of non-Muslims. Thus, realistic
group conflict theory, the notion that fear and preju-
dice are extremely strong when the United States is
in conflict with another nation, engenders negative
Islamic and Arabic stereotypes so tightly correlated
they cannot be distinguished from one another.
Ironically, approximately two-thirds of Arab Ameri-
cans practice Christianity, not Islam.

Voter fear of Arabs and Islam is evidenced by
the limited political success Arab American candi-
dates have enjoyed in the U.S. In the 1990s when a
significant numbers of Arab Americans sought office
in Chicago, all but one candidate lost. For example,
Miriam Zayed, an Arab American Democratic pre-
cinct captain, lost her race yearly for the school board
in a district with the region’s largest concentration of
Arab students, and each year her total votes de-
creased as her Arab heritage more and more became
an issue. In 1992 and 1994 in California’s 43" con-
gressional district, Arab American Sarkis Khoury, a
professor at UC Riverside, narrowly lost to Ken Cal-
vert, a Republican incumbent arrested in a public sex

scandal, in an electoral contest infested with ethnic
bias, fear, and outright nativism. These events do not
bode well for Obama’s presidential bid if voters iden-
tify him as an Arab American or a Muslim.

In a similar fashion, racial fear may also work
against Obama. Despite a substantial liberalization
of racial attitudes and a sharp decline in restrictive
institutional racial policies, racial prejudice remains
the dominant explanation for black electoral defeat.
Voters who perceive Obama’s African heritage.as a
racial threat may engage in behavior that protects so-
cial and political supremacy, which includes rejection
in the voting booth.

Which fear will be the strongest—race, relig-
ion or ethnicity? There is a certain percentage of
white Americans who won’t vote for Obama no mat-
ter what. However, if media scrutiny keeps the Arab-
Muslim connection active, the triangle of stereotypes
may be more obtuse than equilateral, that is, per-
ceived Arab or Islamic ties may trump racial stereo-
types, or may create a synergistic effect.

In the TV show “Fear Factor,” the stunts of-
ten involve jumping off a building or ingesting some-
thing revolting. However, in my hypothetical version
of the show, the numerous 2008 presidential candi-
dates represent voters’ potential fears based on vot-
ers’ underlying stereotypes—race (Obama), gender
(Clinton), ethnicity (Obama, Richardson), religion
(Obama, Romney, Kucinich, Giuliani}—and voters

‘are the contestants who must choose which candidate

triggers the least amount of fear. Recent surveys by
the Galiup Organization indicate that approximately
ninety-four percent of respondents would vote for an
African American for their party’s nominee while
only eighty-three percent would vote for a woman
[read Hillary Clinton] (www.publicopinionpros.com).
Further, forty-five percent freely state that they
would not support a well-qualified Muslim for office,
twenty-five percent would not vote for a Mormon
(read Romney), and eleven percent and seven percent
hold negative views toward Jewish and Catholic poli-
ticians (Pew Research Center, August 1-18, 2007).
Thus, whether or not Obama was influenced by Is-
lamic beliefs when he was a young child in Indonesia
may prove to be irrelevant; the Arab-Muslim associa-
tion emerging in some media reports may be enough
to trigger Arab American stereotypes and therefore
negative vote assessments among prejudiced voters.,

There is a twist, however. In the TV show,
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contestants who are repeatedly forced to come into

contact with something they consider revolting often

get over their initial fears and become more accept-
ing. Repeated exposure to a fearful situation reduces

- anxiety. From this perspective, “fear factor” candi-
dates may be paving the way for the success of future
candidates. Studies show that exposure to a person
of a different race, gender, ethnicity, or religion re-
sults in the disconfirmation of negative “group-
related” expectancies or stereotypes, making the per-
son being observed appear less stereotypical and
threatening. Thus, at some point in the new millen-
nium with an enlightened, tolerant political process,
voters may come to equitably assess candidates based
on their merits. Lamentably, for the 2008 presiden-
tial campaign, the fear factor remains strong.

Karen Callaghan, PhD, teaches in the Politi-
cal Science Department, Barbara Jordan/ Mickey
Leland School of Public Affairs, Texas Southern Uni-
versity. She was a visiting professor at Vanderbilt
University (2004-2005) and Rice University (1992-
1993). Her research appears in the Journal of Poli-
tics, Political Communication, Women_in Politics,
Research in Micropolitics, and elsewhere. She is co-
editor of Framing American Politics (2005) and co-
author of a forthcoming book on news processing
and media behavior. She may be contacted at cal-
laghank@tsu.edu. O

Democratic Candidate
Authenticity in
Campaign Books

David Greenberg
Rutgers University

No presidential candidate dares enter the race
anymore without a campaign book—a memoir, mani-
festo, or meditation on an anodyne theme (see Lead-
ership (2002) by Rudolph Giuliani). Despite their
general vapidity, these books have assumed a large
role in our politics. Notably, with the book tours for
Faith of My Fathers: A Family Memoir (1999) and
The Audacity of Hope: Thoughts on Reclaiming the
American Dream (2006), John McCain and Barack
Obama became overnight contenders for their par-
ties’ crowns.

It might seem foolish to seek insight into the

candidates from these volumes. Invariably ghost-
written, they teem with pabulum designed to give no
offense. They’re closer in spirit to those television
ads featuring undulating flags than to real vessels of
self-disclosure. To review them as literature, schol-
arship, or even memoir would be not only tedious but
mildly dishonest, since doing so would implicitly ac-
cept their phony premises and deny their strategic
essence. Nor is it fruitful to peruse them for detailed
information about their author’s ideological orienta-
tions. Novices could glean important differences be-
tween Hillary Clinton and Mitt Romney from reading
her Living History (2004) and his Turnaround: Cri-
sis, Leadership, and the Olympic Games (2004)—but
it would be nothing they couldn’t learn from the
newspapers.

Still, the memoirs can shed light into how
candidates wish to portray their “authentic” selves—
the scare quotes indicating the contrivance behind the
personae to which they aspire. After all, we inhabit
an age of unremitting spin—one in which, as Obama
writes in Audacity, voters are “wise to the ways of
admen, pollsters, speechwriters, and pundits.” In
such a context, offering a glimpse of what appears to
be the candidate’s true self has become a sine qua
non. In this spirit it’s worth considering the books
“written” by the four leading Democratic candidates:
Clintonr, Obama, John Edwards, and Bill Richardson.
(A similar reading of the Republican memoirs might
be equally profitable, but editorial space and the au-
thor’s patience are limited.)

If voters had to read all of these books care-
fully, Between Worlds: The Making of an American
Life (2005) might help the languishing candidacy of
New Mexico Governor Bill Richardson. Though full
of the same canned prose and cautious banalities as
the others, it does accentuate Richardson’s natural
political talents. Although resemblances to George
W. Bush hardly make for selling points these days,
not long ago Democrats were pining for an easy-
going, smooth, and charismatic standard-bearer ordi-
nary voters could relate to. With his prep school and
fraternity background, love of baseball (a subject to
which Richardson returns embarrassingly often), and
penchant for bestowing nicknames, Richardson
seems to think he can win the presidency one hand-
shake at a time. He even describes the art of flesh-
pressing in Between Worlds: “You should take some-
one by the hand and the elbow. Then look in their
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eye and count one, two, three....”

When the candidate’s self-proclaimed
“Richardson’s Rules” include the dictum, “Be dis-
creet and don’t volunteer information,” readers
should hardly expect a full, self-critical memoir. Yet
time and again Richardson owns up to his political
nature. He confesses to disinviting Bill Clinton from
making a campaign visit during his 2002 gubernato-
rial race on his pollster’s advice. Normally, we
would look askance at someone who treats a friend
so coldly. But because he never pretends to be above
the grubby business of politics, Richardson’s calcula-
tions seem less reprehensible. Indeed, as he tells it,
Clinton forgave the slight (a not altogether surprising
turn of events) since no self-respecting career politi-
cian could reasonably object to what Richardson did.

John Edwards would benefit from a dose of
Richardson’s overt shamelessness. In 2004, Edwards
published Four Trials, a work that blends biography
with an emotional defense of his work suing hospi-
tals, insurance companies, and other corporations on
behalf of the injured. Although the book gives just

one side of those cases—as any lawyer at trial
would—its fault lies not in what it conceals but in
what it reveals: an overweening focus on what Ed-
wards calls “credibility.” He writes, “I learned that
trials are about credibility—that if a jury is to believe
in your case, the jury must believe you,” and he lik-
ens the process of convincing a jury to that of per-
suading voters. “If a candidate has not made a case
persuasively enough,” he explains, “once the curtain
on the voting booth is pulled, it is too late to make
it.”

This analogy of voters as jurors is flawed but
revealing. Attracting political followers takes more
than the fleeting “credibility” needed to clinch a
courtroom argument. Edwards’s failure to distin-
guish the facade of credibility from the foundation of

honesty fuels doubts about what lies behind his sur-

face. In the current race, he has jettisoned his former
persona as a Clintonian New Democrat and reinvent-
ing himself as a left-wing populist—the better to
court Democratic primary voters in a radicalized cli-
mate. But the gambit has revived doubts about his
worldview. Thus, his latest campaign book—a col-
lection of scholarly essays, co-edited with two aca-
demics, called Ending Poverty in America: How to
Restore the American Dream (2007)—feels, despite
the serious scholarship it contains, like a stunt. Al-

though the book laudably seeks to spotlight poverty
and income inequality, two of Edwards’s campaign
themes, it betrays little of the sense that one had with
Bill Clinton or Gary Hart that the candidate’s wonky
strain stems from a disillusionment with existing pol-
icy solutions. Conveying no such urgency, Edwards
seems opportunistic (if still heartfelt) in adopting
poverty as a theme. Harrison Hickman, his pollster,
has said that Edwards’s “attention to poverty as an
issue defines a lot about where he comes from”™—
undermining the candidate’s claim to an unfashion-
able interest in the subject by stressing how sweetly
its serves his image du jour.

Unlike Edwards’s and Richardson’s volumes,
Clinton’s Living History straddles two genres: the
backward-looking score-settling memoir of time
served and the forward-looking, table-setting case for
serving more time. Written in 2003, before Clinton
could know her 2008 plans, it focuses more on the
past than the future. But as a window onto this year’s
campaign, it usefully shows Clinton wrestling with
modern media politics.

When her husband began his presidential run
in 1991, Hillary openly took pride in her feminism,
her intent to work on policy in her husband’s admini-
stration, and her success in a career independent of
him. But when reporters howled about her supposed
“gaffes”—such as her defense of having opted not to
have “stayed home and baked cookies and had
teas”—she moderated her feminist persona. After
she was burned again following the failure of the
health-care plan she oversaw for her husband, she
learned to develop what she calls, quoting Eleanor
Roosevelt, “*skin as tough as rhinoceros hide.””

But such palpable cautiousness created a no-
win situation. Now, when she acts spontaneously,
she opens herself to attack; when she is guarded, she
draws criticism as cold or, worse, inauthentic. In Liv-
ing History, she describes an incident, during the
Lewinsky business, when a French paparazzo photo-
graphed the First Couple in what they thought was a
private moment, slow-dancing on a secluded beach.
Some journalists wondered if the Clintons had posed
for the camera, hoping to convey an irrefutable image
of their closeness. Although this notion was ab-
surd—“Just name me any 50-year-old woman who
would knowingly pose in her bathing suit,” Hillary
quipped—it underscored the prevalent doubt about
what is real and what is staged in political life.
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We’re so wise to politicians’ wiles that we no longef
accept what’s false as true; rather, we suspect that
what’s true is really false. :

Clinton grasps this dilemma, but she so per-
sonalizes questions about the media that she can’t
evaluate them dispassionately. Obama, in contrast,
comes bearing cool, cerebral analysis. “We know
how high-flying words can be deployed in the service
of cynical aims,” he says near the outset of The 4u-
dacity of Hope, “and how the noblest sentiments can
be subverted in the service of power, expedience,
greed, or intolerance.” The question is where the au-
thor—no stranger to high-flying words and noble
sentiments—fits in.

The difference between The Audacity of Hope
and Obama’s first book, Dreams from My Father: A
Story of Race and Inheritance (1995), written before
his political career began, is marked. As the Weekly
Standard’s Andrew Ferguson wrote: “Audacity is an
infinitely weaker, duller book .than its predecessor,
and its single interesting revelation is unintentional:
... we have lost a writer and gained another politi-
cian.” Even accounting for Ferguson’s conservative
viewpoint, the discrepancy is real enough.

Which raises the question: which book will
more reliably predict how Obama would function as
president? Does the earlier book, less tainted by cal-
culation, reveal some purer self, whose cares and dis-
positions would inexorably make themselves felt
when it comes time to govern? Or has the pressure to
posture and calibrate erased any line between cam-
paigning and governing that might have existed? If
this is so, then Awudacity is the better gauge of an
Obama presidency, because once in office Obama
wouldn’t be reverting to some prior, uncorrupted self.
He is who he has become.

This is grounds for disappointment, because
The Audacity of Hope is a timid book, quite lacking
in any measure of audacity. Ideas are muiled, not
argued, with a studied thoughtfulness conspicuously
on display. Like a metronome, Obama shifts back
and forth between one side of an issue and the other,
alternative paragraphs beginning with
“Nevertheless,” “Still,” and “The critics have a
point.” This diligent recognition of dissenting views
is coy. It seeks to take the sting out of any assaults
on Obama’s positions—preemptively voicing each
criticism on behalf of imagined naysayers, rendering
them less threatening.

Obama likewise anticipates and appropri-
ates—and thus neutralizes—the arguments of those
who might impugn his motives as in any way politi-
cal. Sometimes the gambit works. He is appealing
when he narrates a scene at a TGl Friday’s where he
asks the waitress for Dijon mustard, only to have an
officious, image-conscious aide wave her off, lest
someone spy his boss engaging in stereotypically
“elitist liberal” behavior. In Obama’s vignette, of
course, he’s the one naively insisting on heeding his
natural tastes, while his aide pushes the American
mustard.

Throughout, Obama acknowledges the politi-
cian’s conundrum and then dissects it like a critic.
He’s the politician who has incorporated the critic,
siding with the skeptics of his trade. The tactic is
refreshing to those of us dismayed by the dearth of
intellect in our politics. But it leads Obama into a
dead end. Despite the career he’s chosen, he seems
unsure that politics is a worthy calling—a stance that
is unlikely to mobilize voters.

It’s revealing to compare how Obama and
Richardson deal with similar subjects, such as their
experiences at the 2004 Democratic convention.
Richardson crassly revels in his role as convention
chairman. He boasts of exacting from John Kerry’s
people “a skybox in a great location.” His aides
smuggle into Boston’s Fleet Center hundreds of
“complimentary jars of salsa with my grinning face
on them.” He delights in “three hundred media re-
quests.” He scurries off to “a brunch in my honor—
one of ten such events that week.”

Obama, in contrast, is all cerebral detach-
ment. He runs his media gantlet wearily and duti-
fully, “trott]ing] up and down the stairs of the Fleet
Center, giving interviews that were sometimes only
two minutes apart, to ABC, NBC, CBS, CNN, Fox
News, and NPR, at each stop emphasizing the talking
points that the Kerry-Edwards team had prepared,
each word of which had been undoubtedly tested in a
battalion of polls and a panoply of focus groups.”
After his own address-—the keynote that made him an
instant celebrity—he allows, “lI would be lying if I
said that the positive reaction ... wasn’t personally
gratifying.... Still the torrent of publicity that fol-
lowed the speech reinforces my sense of how fleeting
fame is.” Fleeting? Obama was on a rocket ride to
superstardom. But during his moment of glory he is
fretting that political norms force him to mouth talk-
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ing points.

“We long for that most elusive quality in our
leaders—the quality of authenticity,” Obama writes.
The contenders’ memoirs show a refreshing aware-
ness of how hard it is to disclose one’s real self in an
age of 24/7 media—whether in Edwards’s naked pur-
suit of credibility, Clinton’s agonized struggle to re-
lax her guard, or Obama’s ponderings about our
sound-bite politics. But the most winning trait show-
cased in these books turns out to be Richardson’s un-
abashed love of politics, his gleeful embrace of the
whole sordid business—the compromises, the polls,
the spin, the strategic use of friends, and even the oc-
casional half-truths. For despite those half-truths—or
perhaps because of them—you have to believe that
this glad-handing Bill Richardson is, along with
whatever else he might be, authentic.

" David Greenberg, PhD, Assistant Professor

of Media Studies, Journalism, and History at Rutgers
University, is best known as the author of Nixon's
Shadow. The History of an Image (2003), which won
two major book awards. Recently he published Cal-
vin Coolidge (2006} and wrote the text and introduc-
tion for Presidential Doodles: Two Centuries of
Scribbles. Scratches, Squiggles & Scrawls from the
Oval Office (2006). Professor Greenberg has written
for scholarly and popular publications including the
New Yorker, the Atlantic Monthly, the Journal of
American History, the Political Science Quarterly,
and Slate, the online magazine. His work focuses
primarily on American political culture in recent
decades. U

How Bill Clinton Ruined the
Democratic Party

Jean Hantman
Private Practice, Philadelphia and Toronto

Years passed. I'd sit around with
friends at dinner talking about How We Got .
Here and Whose Fault Was [t? Was it
Nader's fault? Or Gore's? Or Scalia's?
Even Monica got onto the list, because after
all, she delivered the pizza, and that pizza
was truly the beginning of the end. Most of
my friends had a hard time narrowing it
down to a choice, but not me: only one per-
son as at fault, and it was Bill. . I drew a

straight line from that pizza to the war. The
way | saw it, if Bill had behaved [emphasis
added], Al would have been elected, and
thousands and thousands of people would
be alive today who are instead dead (Nora
Ephron, “After the Love Is Gone,” Huffing-
ton Post.com, September 29, 2005).

Bill didn't behave and he wrecked the De-
mocratic Party. Winning elections in the United
States in the past ten years has more than anything to
do with unconscious self-punishment in the Democ-
ratic Party for Bill Clinton’s having sex in the wrong
place with the wrong person—and for his lying about
it at first and not seeming to care about being caught.

As a psychoanalyst 1 have spent twenty years.
listening to the unconscious minds of patients. Ana-
lysts are trained to listen to what the patient says con-
sciously while wondering (theorizing) what the other
side of the story is. What isn'f being said yet. What's
unconscious. When the Monica Lewinsky story
broke, and especially because Clinton's impaired
judgment occurred in the Oval Office (a sacred sym-
bol to the American people), not in a motel or a limo
or even anywhere else in the White House, I pre-
dicted, with a psychoanalyst's ear, that the Democ-
ratic Party was ruined for many years to come. I
theorized that not only would the party be punished
by the electorate, no matter what rational issues
would be facing the U.S., but that the Democratic
Party—the insiders, the politicians, the candidates—
would unconsciously sabotage themselves.

Bill Clinton's exhibitionistic sexual behavior,
with all of its emotionally-laden “signifiers” (“White
House,” cavalier infidelity, unzipped pants, 21-year-
old intern, lack of conscience) led to an unconscious
swing to the opposite extreme in the behavior of the
Democratic Party since then. That is, every candi-
date since Monica Lewinsky has been limpid, weak,
soft, and full of conscience that has fooled and per-
suaded nobody. 1 think this unconscious undermin-
ing within the Democratic Party is a direct result of
Clinton's reckless behavior, reckless in every way.

When people refer to President Kennedy's
sexual infidelities in an attemnpt to compare him with
Clinton, they aren't acknowledging that Kennedy was
the president in a different era, when the Republican
Party didn't make “morality” (so-called) a priority in
their political campaigns. President Kennedy wasn't
called to task on his philandering. It wasn't all over
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the press within two hours. It simply was a different
time, when the Democrats didn't need to take into
consideration the sexual indiscretions of the leader of
their party. In Clinton’s case, it wasn't as if Monica
Lewinsky was the first. It wasn't as if the president's
wife wasn't called upon once again to make public
statements “forgiving” her husband, with lines like,
“Jesus forgave seven times, so I guess I will too.”
Clinton's own, in my opinion, grandiose comparison
of himself with President Kennedy, in other areas
unrelated to sexual behavior, has played a part in
leading his party into a downfall from which it will
take much political maneuvering by the Democratic
power structure to help the electorate recover from.

As Michael Tomasky wrote: “Most would ...
agree that Democrats, particularly in the last two
presidential campaigns, have let themselves be bul-
lied by conservative attacks and need to play a better
game of hardball” (“How Democrats Should Talk,”
New York Review of Books Online, Volume 54, Num-
ber 9, May 31, 2007, www.nybooks.com). Many con-
tend that it was the attacks on American soil on Sep-
tember 11, 2001 that rendered the Democrats and the
press impotent because both groups chose to stifle
any criticism of the Bush administration rather than
risk appearing unpatriotic. But this explanation
misses the far deeper and more profound forces at
play.

Analysts can't read the future but they can
read the present and make predictions. The Democ-
rats have, for at least 120 years, been a party of ra-
tional issues appealing to the human heart rather than
the dark unconscious of the people. Democrats have
always intrinsically felt that elections could be won
because the people's good intentions will win over
the forces of darkness, the Republicans. The Repub-
licans, of course, having very little force of light or
right, and only might, successfully manipulate the
unconscious negativity of the electorate. Drew
Westen wrote:

When John Kerry's pollsters chose
to avoid “negativity” because voters said
they didn't like it, they were asking people
conscious questions about unconscious
processes. To what extent their respon-
dents just didn't know the power of negative
appeals on their own networks or didn't
want to admit it to a pollster, a group of
strangers in a focus group, or themselves is

unclear. But what is clear is that George W.
Bush won the election by spending 75 per-
cent of his budget on “negativity” against a
candidate whose refusal to fight back pro-
jected nothing but weakness in the face of
aggression—precisely the story Bush
wanted to tell about him (The Political
Brain: The Role of Emotion in Deciding the
Fate of the Nation, 2007, retrieved from
Tomasky's review, above; bolded emphases
added).

In psychoanalysis we call what Kerry's poll-
sters took from their poll a wish. Not reality. Kerry's
people wished that the people surveyed didn't like
negativity.

Democrats {especially my personal favorite,
Jimmy Carter, a good man) mentally transform their
wishes into what they imagine is reality. When Presi-
dent Carter asked people to lower their thermostats to
conserve energy, appealing to our communal good
intentions, people didn't think, “Absolutely. This is
the right thing to do. Ten degrees lower a day and a
sweater in the house for the sake of preserving what
little fossil fuel is left in the world.” That's con-
scious. The reality is that people responded uncon-
sciously. The president was asking them to subtract.
Analysts know that when you ask someone to sub-
tract they feel deprived. They feel colder. They don't
feel ten degrees colder, they feel unimaginably
colder, and sad and deprived.

After Clinton's indiscretion without con-
science, the Democrats, both the politicos and the
electorate, have had to deal with these consequences:
sabotaging themselves by not coming up with one
appealing, “phallic” candidate in ten years and de-
moralizing the people who would ordinarily care
about any of this if they weren't so disheartened.

At this point, even the Democrats' failure at
coming up with a single, honest candidate the elec-
torate can embrace with enthusiasm won't prevent
them from winning the next presidential election.
But that has to do more with Bush's outrageous arro-
gance towards the Constitution than anything else.
The win will certainly have little to do with rational,
considered choices of candidates based on the real
issues facing the world and our nation. It is often
said that the Republican Party played upon the fear of
terrorism to win its elections and wage an untenable,
unjustified war. But how did the Republicans get
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elected in the first place? It wasn't because of fear of
terrorism. No one is afraid of terrorism. We still
want to get through security checkpoints at the air-
port as quickly as possible, annoyed that we have to
take off our shoes. No one cares at all that potential
targets for catastrophic terrorist attacks, such as nu-
clear plants and seaports, are as unprotected as they
were before 9/11.

The American people aren't afraid of much,
to tell you the truth, including violence. If we were,
we wouldn't be sending young men and women off to
get killed on a regular basis. One would think that
the violence towards other nations that the U.S.
wages on a regular basis would frighten and disgust
an electorate of mothers and fathers and young men
and women enough to rally strongly and quickly to
change its domestic and foreign policies regarding
the deaths of thousands of people. In fact, such a
thing did happen during the Vietnam War. Millions
of Americans were motivated by reasonable rage at
an unwinnable and unjust war. It might have been
different back then, too; there might have been no
one who had any strong, positive energy to protest
our involvement in Southeast Asia, if we had had a
president then, with anti-war political sentiment, who
unzipped his pants at his desk with such a cavalier
lack of discretion that he got caught. And lied. And
didn't care. '

Even educated and articulate Democrats like
Nora Ephron had their hearts broken by Bill Clinton
to such a degree that no amount of reason, Republi-
can ignorance, or absence of weapons of mass de-
struction seems to be able to revive the Democratic
Party. What wrecked the Democratic Party so se-
verely in the last two presidential elections that the
current Democratic candidates are weak, vague, and
hard to distinguish from one another, and refuse to
stand in strong opposition to the presence of U.S.
troops in Iraq, was oral sex in the White House. It
was not an illegal war, or backing down from prom-
ises made during a campaign, or dirty politics, or any
crime at all, that led to only the second impeachment
by the House of Representatives of a president in
U.S. history. It was oral sex. In the Oval Office.

For the Democrats to recover, their power
people would have to start considering the uncon-
scious of the electorate, the way the Republican Party
instinctively does and manipulates for all it's worth.
They would need to stop denying that an electorate is

more influenced by less-than-rational issues
(including an inauthentic apology and sleazy political

‘maneuvering by the president's wife) than the De-

mocratic Party would like to think about themselves
and the people who look up to them.

Jearn Hantman, PhD, is a licensed psycholo-
gist and psychoanalytic individual, couples, and
group therapist practicing in Philadelphia and To-
ronto. She is a member of the Society for Modern
Psychoanalysis and a guest member of the Toronto
Psychoanalytic Society. Her articles on innovations
in clinical practice, the techno-schizoid in film, and
other topics have been published in various psycho-
analytic  journals. Visit her Internet site,
www.psychnews.us, or conlact her at jhant-
man(@rogers.com.

Looking for Mr. (Far) Right

(Continued from front page)

Not only does this vignette epitomize the drift
of an unpiloted ship-of-state, it also set the stage for
the first Republican presidential candidates debate a
few days later. The absence-at-the-top theme played
out in a minor key by the ten middle-aged or beyond.
white males in dark suits, white shirts, and serious-
ties. Cultural theorists would recognize the line-up
as an advertisement for normative heterosexuality
(but hardly for monogamy), though social conform-
ists might have been reassured.

But none of these loyal Republicans broached
a passing of the torch; instead, there was a calculated
bit of hopscotch around the present occupant of the
White House. For apart from some mild second-
guessing of the son's policies, Bush junior was men-
tioned only once, Bush senior not at all, while
Reagan’s name was dropped nineteen times in the
general clamor to claim his mantle. The event took
place in the Ronald Reagan Presidential Library with
the formidable nose of Air Force One protruding into
the auditorium. The unspoken question was, Who
would best qualify as Reagan I1? No one missed a
chance to climb aboard the late leader's optimism.
They envisioned a new Morning in America; they
sighted a Shining City on a Hill. They smiled, they
beamed; their bonhomie bubbled over; they became

.an instant Optimists Club. Never mind that while

each of them kowtowed to the Religious Right,
Ronald Reagan had never been much of a churchgoer
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~and any lip service to family values was continually
undermined by disputes with his children. Nor was it
noted that while he never served in the military, his
two military gambits—the withdrawal of the Marines
from the terrorist-bombed barracks in Beirut and the
Iran-Contra fiasco—were hardly evidence of tough-
minded decision-making. What Reagan had mastered
was the ability to talk the extreme ideological game
but to walk the moderate pragmatic line. He could
declare himself to be 100 percent on the “principled,
heroic, unyielding, conservative side” of an issue and
then “bend to the exigencies of the situation,” ob-
serves Nicholas Lehmann in a review of the Reagan
diaries (“The Diaries of Ronald Reagan,” New
Yorker, May 28, 2007, p. 72).

It was not the shrewd pragmatist but the per-
sona of the determined optimist that the debaters po-
sitioned themselves behind. “We must win in Iraq,”
said McCain, adding, “I will follow him [Osama bin
Laden] to the gates of hell.” “We should never retreat
in the face of terrorism,” chimed in Giuliani. All
paid lip service to the current president's surge policy
while nitpicking over details. They also talked tough
on Iran (Dan Balz and Michael D. Shear, “GOP Field
United on War, Divided on Soctial Issues,” Washing-
ton Post, May 4, 2007, p. Al).

Seated front and center that evening was
Nancy Reagan, whom the president always called
“Mommie,” managing to appear gracious even as the
candidates repudiated her pleas for stem cell research
and scarcely mentioned women at all apart from their
opposition. Giuliani asserted he just hated abortion
but waffled on drastic measures like the repeal of Roe
v. Wade.

No one broke from the pack, and an air of
unreality descended on the evening. Worried Repub-
lican strategists scratched their heads and began look-
ing around. Their gaze soon settled on Fred Thomp-
son, former Watergate attorney, former senator from
Tennessee, and best known as Arthur Branch, the
formidable D.A. of “Law & Order.” Here was a
bona fide actor, not one of those rank amateurs.
Among his public official film roles, he didn't get
around to playing the president until the 2005 HBO
film “Last Best Chance.” His present challenge has
also been cast in terms of the past: to "make the case
that he is the true heir to the mantle of Ronald
Reagan" while yet enjoying sufficient media visibil-
ity to receive “an immediate boost in the polls” (Dan

Balz and Michael D. Shear, “Thompson Begins Steps

for 2008 Bid,” Washington Post, May 31, 2007, p.
Al). “It wouldn't be the first time a B-list actor united

the country,” opined Liz Garrigan, editor of the

Nashville Scene; moreover, he rides the crest of

“widespread Reagan nostalgia” (Washington Post,

May 20, 2007). And who else is quite so tall in the

saddle? Here was an image of stature without swag-

ger or the heavy saddlebags of a failed war.

To some extent, every presidential contender
is taken over and redesigned as the people's heroic
savior from whatever is felt to be afflicting them or
missing in their lives. In previous elections, Clinton
and Gore appeared on the cover of newsweeklies as
“Top Guns” and Clinton as St. George Slaying the
Dragon. A cartoon in early summer 2007 depicts a
shadowy giant from the back facing an enthusiastic
throng, acclaiming, “It's Ronald Reagan!” “It's
Dwight Eisenhower!” “It's Teddy Roosevelt!” “It's
Abe Lincoln!” “It's Our Savior!” The caption reads
“Fred Thompson — Rorschach Test.”

More than anyone else, the GOP dream can-
didate/fantasy figure for 2008 is contrived by a des-
perate Grand Old Party to restore the mold of Ronald
Reagan as their Grand Old Patriarch, a fixture as en-
during as Mt. Rushmore's craggy faces. Not seeing
what they like in the season's first political beauty
contest, they began ogling Fred Thompson and, far-
ther off in the wings, Newt Gingrich. Both carry
their own baggage: Gingrich's adultery, Thompson's
philandering and his alleged trophy wife. A variation
of Clinton fatigue might migrate to these males who
would not likely call their wives or girlfriends
“Mommy.” On the other hand, the choreography of
the debate included the looming phallic nose of Air
Force One, which may subvert the Sunday school
chatter of the Righteous Right in favor of political
potency. :

What all this augurs in terms of real politics
is a dilemma for candidates eager to mimic Reagan's
patriotic bluster but leery of the Neocons who took
Reagan's challenge for Gorbachev to tear down the
Berlin as having the domino effect of liberating East-
ern' Europe. Bravura oratory had amplified into
marching orders for spreading democracy globally.
That utopian fantasy has bit the dust, and the confi-
dent voice of its last advocate, Condoleezza Rice,
grows more muted by the day. Thus, we are back to
the feel-good rhetoric of a Shining City on a Hill and
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the muscle flexings of manliness. Mitt Romney's
every third word is “strong.” Giuliani vows to go
mano-a-mano with Hillary. McCain trumpets mili-
tary success at all costs. Fred Thompson injects
blood sacrifice into the verbal fray (Michael Dobbs,
“The Fact Catcher,” Washington Post, September 19,
2007, p. A6) but no one mentions reviving the draft.

Safe to say, whoever gets the nod will be dis-
patched to central casting, yet whatever appears on
his nametag, the likelihood of a Reagan redux grows
increasingly remote. It endures mainly because no
one e¢lse offers the allure of re-enchantment and
magical transformation. Standard history, which
probes the ways leaders strive to rule, differs from
psychohistory, which, in recasting leaders as dele-
gates for fulfilling the deferred needs of the group,
probes the ways in which illusion rules. The present
situation offers a peculiar variation on this theme.
Reagan was often seen as an actor who performed
successfully at politics, but the Republican candi-
dates are politicians who play at being Reagan. If
Fred Thompson's acting career held any advantage, it
fudged the test on his first public debate when he
failed to break from the pack as more than another
wealthy white male. Indeed, he was less well-
rehearsed than the others and often missed cues to
plunge in. Finding his “positions differed little from”
the others, David Broder assesses his acting skills,
faulting his “frowning expression” and “slow
draw!” (“Another Voice in the Choir,” Washington
Post, October 11, 2007, p. A19). Similarly, Eugene
Robinson noted that “if his goal was to advance the
narrative that he's the next Ronald Reagan—the
Great Communicator with the instincts, presence, and
glamour of a movie star,” he needs a “bit more time
in rehearsal” (“What Happened to Arthur Branch?”,
Washington Post, October 12, 2007, p. 17). In sum,
no charisma, real or borrowed, shone forth; no show-
stopping message was broadcast.

Consequently, major donors are sitting on
their hands or defecting to the Democrats; the evan-
gelical base is in full panic mode with Sam Brown-
back out and Newt Gingrich not getting in; Independ-
ents are looming on the horizon. But the election is

still a year away—surely enough time to assemble an

acceptable Reagan simulacrum.

Dan Dervin, PhD, is a prolific psychohis-
torian. His publications include Enactments (1996),
Matricentric Narratives (1997), Father Bosetti in

America (2004), and numerous articles in these
pages and elsewhere. He is a Research Associate of
the Psychohistory Forum and professor emeritus of
literature at University of Mary Washington. Profes-
sor Dervin may be contacted at ddervin@umw.edu. {1

Mourning in America:
Apocalyptic Melancholia

Dereck Daschke
Truman State University

The nation is attacked, its belief in its invul-
nerability shattered. Buildings emblematic of its
power, might, and security are leveled, left in ruins.
Its people are forced to re-evaluate their place in the
world; some find national affirmation even in the
wake of the destruction, others lock for a reason for
the tragedy—or someone to blame, even destroy, so
that it never happens again.

This scenario is meant to evoke the aftermath
of the events of September 11, 2001 for the United
States, but it could just as well describe the Babylo-
nian conquest of Judea and the burning of the Temple
in Jerusalem in 587 BCE. In earlier work, I have ex-
plored the relationship between the destruction of the
Temple and certain prophetic and apocalyptic re-
sponses to it—namely, the Biblical Ezekiel and the
Apocryphal 4 Ezra, 2 Baruch, and 3 Baruch. I ar-
gued that these texts were a form of mourning for the
great losses, material and symbolic, that were in-
flicted on the Jewish people, first by the Babylonians,
then again six centuries later by the Romans. These
texts, and others from the same apocalyptic tradition,
exhibited nothing short of the symptoms that Sig-
mund Freud describes for the state of interrupted or
repressed mourning known as melancholia in his
classic essay, “Mourning and Melancholia™ (1917).
The features shared by melancholia and these scrip-
tures include a compulsion to return to the original
trauma and repeat the loss over and over again; the
misrecognition and censorship of what was actually
lost; a displacement of rage, vilification, and annihi-
lating fantasies onto innocent and inappropriate tar-
gets; and the reproduction in fantasy of that which
was lost but in an idealized, impervious form.

This reading of apocalyptic reactions to na-
tional tragedy suggests that the negotiation of a peo-
ple’s identity in the wake of a similar collective
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trauma, where a people’s symbols have been de-
stroyed, their identity shattered, and their comfortable
expectations for the future eradicated, could exhibit
the same features of “apocalyptic melancholia.”

On a symbolic level, the losses were griev-
ous. - What did the attacks reveal about ourselves as
Americans we did not know? What cherished self-
conceptions would we be forced to give up, faced
with this startling new reality? Certainly, the first to
go was the notion that our two vast oceans protected
us from outside attacks. We were also forced to ac-
cept that the U.S. must not be universally loved
around the world. The loss of love and the resulting
loss of protection: Americans suddenly were terror-
ized by the two great oedipal fears, only on a scale
never-before imagined. But unlike the classical oedi-
pal situation, Americans did not repress the aggres-

sive response to the loss of love. In a very literal and -

demonstrable sense, public sentiment revolted against
any honest probing of either the terrorists’ motives or
our own responsibility in them. To do so was “siding
with our enemies” and “blaming America first.”
Identification with our enemies was completely pro-
scribed, to the point that we literally could not cor-
rectly identify them. Over the course of the next two
years, the fifteen Saudi hijackers unconsciously be-
came Iraqis; all Muslims joined al-Qaeda by associa-
tion; and a majority of Americans found it unneces-
sary to differentiate between Sunnis and Shi’ites or
between Osama bin Laden and Saddam Hussein.
The president himself said, in September of 2002,
“[Y]ou can't distinguish between al-Qaeda and Sad-
dam when you talk about the war on terror” (“The
Rest of the Story: Irag's Links to Al Qaeda,” White
House Press Release, September 16, 2006, http://
www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2006/09/200609
-4 html). It is clear that, even beyond .the question of
the connection of the Iraq War to 9/11, both events
have long since been disconnected from their histori-
cal realities. Like the destruction of Jerusalem, they
are touchstones for projection, crucibles of wish,
need, and desire in the space between one national
identity and another.

Just as important as reading the recent past in
this manner, however, is using it to discern the im-
pact this prolonged fantasy could have on the 2008
presidential election by looking at which presidential
candidates may reinforce this melancholia and which
may offer the country a chance at true healing of the

wounds that have so occupied our national con-
sciousness.

Without a doubt, the candidate who is most
clearly trying to adopt the mantle of 9/11 is Rudy
Giuliani. As the mayor of New York during the at-
tacks, his visible, authoritative response turned him
into a nationally-trusted figure. A New York Maga-
zine feature on Giuliani’s presidential run called 9/11
his “alpha and omega™ and suggested that to “many
Americans, Rudy fills the leadership vacuum created
by Bush’s bungling of the war and Katrina” that
came to a head with the midterm elections in 2006
(Stephen Rodrick, “Rudy Tuesday,” New York Maga-
zine, http://nymag.com/news/features/28517).
Giuliani has also been the candidate who most con-
sistently represents himself as the one to continue
Bush’s approach in the War on Terror. Like the
president, for Giuliani 9/11 justifies all actions taken
in Iraq and lays the groundwork for pre-emptive mili-
tary action against Iran. '

If any one candidate would be in the position
to be a melancholy apocalyptician straight out of the
ancient texts, it’s Giuliani—except that rather than
being displaced and brought low, psychologically, by
the attacks, they turned him into “America’s mayor,”
one of the most popular politicians in America, in no
small part because of his ability to have people pro-
ject their deepest desires for safety onto him. Cogni-
tive psychologist George Lakoff argues that the im-
age of the “strict father” lies at the heart of the con-
servative worldview, as it anchors these politics emo-
tionally to the desire for a strong authority figure who
protects his family from harm, invasion, and weak-
ness. When Giuliani plays the 9/11 fear card, as he
does repeatedly at his campaign events and in de-
bates, he absolutely embodies this meme. He is an
apocalyptician, no doubt, but an almost cheerful one.
The attacks energized him and transformed him into
a world figure; they made him whom he must have
felt he was meant to be. He is not the desolate
prophet, lamenting his ruined city. He is, rather, the
happy warrior in the apocalyptic battle, whose mis-
sion will be complete only when he has run out of
enemies to slay. Warning that a “new 9/11” will hap-
pen if a Democrat is elected president in 2008,
Giuliani proclaimed, “This war ends when they stop
coming here to kill us!” (Roger Simon, “Giuliani
Warns of ‘New 9/11° if Dems Win,” Politico, http://
www.politico.com/news/stories/0407/3684.html}).
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For Rudy Giuliani, who is now defined to his core by
9/11, there must be a constant 9/11 for him fto re-
spond to. He must not defend against the losses of
9/11, but only the loss of 9/11 in the mind of the
American public. Literally, to him, “every day is an
anniversary of Sept. 11,” an unmistakable expression
of melancholic love for one’s own unending loss
(Adam Smith, “Giuliani Stresses National Security,
Electability,” St. Petersburg Times, http://

www.sptimes.com/2007/09/08/State/

Giuliani_stresses natshtml).  Significantly, opinion
polling from September 2007 appears to confirm that
his expression of this sentiment appears to be con-
necting precisely with the forty percent of Republi-
cans who still hold to the fantasy that Saddam Hus-
sein was personally involved in the 9/11 attacks
(Janet Elder, “Packaging 9/11, Terror and the War in
iraq,” New York Times, http://
www.nytimes.com/2007/10/17/us/politics/1 7web-
elder.html).

Does any candidate have the potential change
this dynamic, especially as the vast majority of the
American public has, after the 2006 midterm elec-
tions, demonstrated that it is not as compelled to per-
petuate the 9/11-Irag-terror circular narrative as it
once was? The public has shifted to a more realistic
view of the Iraq War; it is skeptical of the ability of
this administration to protect Americans, which
failed so terribly in the face of Hurricane Katrina.
Who speaks honestly to a public who has seen the
Emperor’s new clothes? John McCain and Hillary
Clinton, in their own ways, have tried to position
themselves as hard-nosed realists on terrorism and
Irag while still criticizing the president’s handling of
these efforts, but their stances on these issues work at
cross-purposes for them, psychologically speaking.
“The War on Terror,” as the name literally suggests,
is a defense against an emotional response at an in-
stinctual level. To accept that there could be a suc-
cessful “war” against such a thing is to embrace a
fantasy of protection, whereby “terror” itself is elimi-
nated by destroying all potential “terrorizing” threats.
By adopting the connection of the Bush administra-
tion that the war in Iraq is a “central front” of the
War on Terror, McCain and Clinton have already
skewed their view of the reality of Irag—it remains a
symbol of another conflict, not the conflict to be ad-
dressed itself. Perhaps as a result, McCain’s venture
has suffered, especially in comparison to his candid
“Straight Talk Express” campaign of 2000, which

made a virtue of the candidate’s refusal to paint flat-
tering illusions for voters. On the other hand, Clinton
is the clear front-runner for the Democrats. Maybe
Republican voters read McCain’s division within
himself as ambivalence—not a trait rewarded by Re-
publican voters who have long supported the
“steadfast” and “unwavering” President Bush—while
Democrats potentially see reflected in Hillary Clinton
her husband’s exceptional skill at political compart-
mentalization. Unfortunately, John Edwards’s emer-
gence as war critic after not only voting to authorize
the Iraq venture but also campaigning on it in the
2004 Democratic primaries does not seem to suggest
a psychological tension more complex than finding
that the message that resonated one year is discordant
in another.

A few candidates from both parties, such as
Republican Ron Paul and Democrat Dennis
Kucinich, actually have taken consistent stands
against the war, its association with 9/11, and the per-
petuation of the notion that U.S. security needs re-
quire our on-going presence in the Middle East. Both
men have their strong and vocal supporters, but their
standing in the polls hardly makes the case that they
have captured America’s imagination as honest men
speaking truth to power. On the other hand, Barack
Obama is a very viable candidate who opposed the
Iraq War from its start. He has perhaps been the most
conscientious candidate in trying to sort the realities
of 9/11 and Iraq out from the many political fantasies
that have accompanied them. What’s more, his focus
on a transformative politics for the future should echo
the transformation of U.S. politics evident in the mid-
term elections of 2006. If anyone is positioned to be
the national healer for a nation tired of licking its
wounds, it is he. However, he has gained little trac-
tion against Clinton as Democratic front-runner.
Quite possibly Clinton’s evocation of her time as
First Lady carries with it the symbol of Bill Clinton’s
presidency, a time of peace and unprecedented
growth. It may just be that her appeal is in part due
to the chance to recover another loss, the one suffered
in the 2000 election, symbolized ever since in the
person of President Bush—the loss, they might say,
of good, responsive, competent, and legitimate gov-
ernance; worse, the loss of our democracy itself.

Other presidential candidates, though they
may be significant in their own right, do not seem to
play an obvious part in this particular psycho-
political dynamic. But based on the analysis pre-
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sented above, despite the readiness of much of the
American public to approach the traumas of the last
six years in a more clear-eyed fashion, that sentiment
has not translated into a demand for a commensurate

- “withdrawal of projection” from its candidates on
either side. Chances are, in the fantasy world that is
American presidential politics, We the People will
find the compulsion to repeat too powerful once
again. Whether we elect a Republican or Democrat,
we seem likely to split off our desire to preserve the
9/11-Irag-terror fantasy from our need to live hon-
estly in the present and rebuild our nation for the fu-
ture—and we will constantly be mystified that we
have done so, even though we knew better. Such is
melancholia, and it remains at the heart of our post-
9/11 apocalyptic political state.

Dereck Daschke, PhD, is Chair and Associ-
ate Professor of Philosophy & Religion at Truman
State University in Kirksville, Missouri. He previ-
ously examined the melancholy of apocalypse in
“Because of My Grief I Have Spoken’’: The Psychol-
ogy of Loss in 4 Ezra” for Psychology and the Bible
(2004} and in “Desolate Among Them: Loss, Fan-
tasy, and Recovery in the Book of Ezekiel,” American
Imago 56 (1999), pp. 105-132. He may be contacted
at ddaschke@truman.edu. U

Self-Deception and Obedience
‘in a Presidential Candidate:
Mitt Romney

Robert D. Anderson
Redmond, Washington

The strongest force that Mitt Romney has in
his presidential quest is his personal life and accom-
plishments, which are largely, or at least partly, a re-
sult of his Mormon values. His attachment to Mor-
mon history and doctrine needs to be examined if one
is to understand Mitt Romney today. Two aspects of
Mormonism—self-deception and obedience—may be
disruptive enough to block any chance for the presi-
dency. They illustrate the necessity of disclosure of
various degrees of religious beliefs by presidential
candidates.

Because for the thirty centuries of docu-
mented history, most wars have been over religion
and ethnicity, the disclosure of various degrees of

religious beliefs by presidential candidates is neces-
sary. Our present president, a self-proclaimed devout
follower of Jesus, has drawn us into a falsified war
that has intense religious overtones. If we had ques-
tioned him more carefully, might we have been
alerted to evangelical distortions that have drawn us
into a crusade? Religious tolerance, so needed in a
democracy, has been conflated with politeness that
does not allow religious discussion or inquiry. Toler-
ance and politeness is not the same as getting neces-
sary information about candidates’ belief systems
which might affect us all.

Mitt Romney’s paternal great-great-
grandfather and great-grandfather were devout Mor-
mons in Illinois and Utah under founder Joseph
Smith and his devotee and successor, Brigham
Young. They believed that Smith and Young were
the living prophets of God for the earth, with the abil-
ity to receive revelation, write and speak scripture,
carry the authority to run God’s only true church on
earth, and perform the necessary Christian rituals that
would allow entry into the highest degree in heaven.
If the prophet spoke, even when not declaring revela-
tion, his comments were seen as inspired and to be
obeyed. This helps explain the prophets’ power and
the response of obedience among the Mormon faith-
ful, and so, when told by Brigham Young to take a
second wife, thereby following God’s 1843 com-
manding revelation on plural marriage to Joseph
Smith, there was no room to maneuver. Mitt Rom-
ney’s great-grandfather practiced polygamy, marry-
ing five wives.

The Mormon Rommney belief in revelation
and obedience has continued for five generations
down to and into Mitt Romney. Mitt’s identification
with his father, George W. Romney, is the immediate
source of his belief, and theirs was always a close
relationship. During the growing-up years of Mitt
Romney, he seemed to get special attention from his
father. He enjoyed a starring role in the “family bul-
letins” George mailed out and spent an unusual
amount of time on his father’s lap. He shared his fa-
ther’s interest in cars.

Mitt idolized his force-of-nature
father, and their relationship would form the
central axis in his life. Dick Milliman, who
served as [George] Romney’s press secre-
tary, was struck by how much the governor
delighted in having his teenage son around.
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“They would hug upon meeting, and not
just any hug,” he recalls. “He would give
Mitt a big bear hug and a kiss.” To Milli-
man, it was clearly not just a father-son
bond but almost a “partner relationship.”
Around the office, just like around the fam-
ily home, Mitt seldom held back. “He
would chime in, ‘Have you thought about
this?*” (Neil Swidney and Michael Paulson,
“The Making of Mitt Romney,” Boston
Globe, June 24, 2007, pp. 4-5)

In 1962, George Romney ran for governor of
Michigan, winning narrowly, and then increased his
vote margin upon reelection in 1964 and 1966. Rom-
ney, a Republican, won in a Democratic state, cor-
rected a “sorry and tangled mess” in state finances,
and got a new state constitution ratified. Both he and
his wife were vigorous in their civil rights activities.
In 1964, Romney walked out on Barry Goldwater at
the Republican National Convention because of
Goldwater’s opposition to civil rights. Then a poten-
tially defining moment occurred when a top Mormon
official wrote to Romney, “calling a civil rights bill
‘vicious legislation’ and warmning Romney that it was
not man’s job to remove what he termed the Lord’s
‘curse upon the Negro.” Romney refused to back
down” (Boston Globe, July 2007).

At that time, the view of the Church was that
blacks of African descent had been “less valiant” in
the “spirit world life” before being born, and were
therefore assigned by God to black skin and inferior,
servile positions in this life. The Church’s position
prohibited African American men the right to hold
the lay Mormon priesthood, open to all other male
members over the age of twelve, to hold any Church
authority, and to marry for eternity in the Mormon
temples. George Romney’s attitude can be ap-
plauded, but one wonders if it was enough. George
Romney would have been admired more, and perhaps
seen as truly presidential quality by the American
people, if he had publicly denocunced the Mormon
teaching and behavior that treated African Americans
as inferior. But publicly speaking against the Church
was and is not allowed, and would have possibly led
to excommunication. George Romney remained obe-
dient to Church authority. (The Church’s position
was reversed by “revélation” to the president/prophet
in 1978. Unofficially, many of the general members
of the church continue to look upon African Ameri-

cans with uncertainty.)

Similarly, and perhaps not strangely, it was
his belief that he was misled by men in authority,
whom he trusted and believed, that led to his state-
ment in 1967 that he “had the greatest brainwashing”
about the war in Vietnam. His loaded choice of
words reflected his conflict, for he began as a strong
supporter of the Vietham War and then turned against
it, but he was not able to issue clear statements about
his position. The psychological issue is the same in
both instances: could he think and act independently
Jrom the beginning despite pressure from men in reli-
gious or military authority? This father’s awkward
“flip-flopping™ may have contributed to his son’s ten-
dency to the same kind of behavioral problem.

The evidence suggests that Mitt came
through the oedipal period unscathed, perhaps solv-
ing the conflicts with an intense identification with
his father: fourth child in birth order; growing up in
devout, close-knit Mormon families; Mormon mis-
sions abroad; marrying high school sweetheart; busi-
ness world success; unpaid civic service; Church of-
fices; and Republican governor of a Democratic state.
Romney describes his management style as argumen-
tative, taking the opposite position of whatever was
presented, and unearthing at conflicts and problems.
He describes this as his major way of discovery. One
wonders if Romney has considered applying this
method to his Mormon religion.

There are two issues of Mormonism that may
block a Romney presidency. First is self-deception or
steadfast belief in the face of contradictory documen-
tation. For most analysts, it is the irrationality of Jo-
seph Smith’s claims and their temporal proximity of
about 150 years that gives one pause. Almost all
candidates know they must acknowledge acceptance
of certain degrees of Judeo-Christian miracles. Our
society knows these beliefs and has learned to toler-
ate them as part of some aspects of Judeo-Christian
life, and to ask probing questions about them is to
behave impolitely and expose irrationality. But the
central issue is documentability. It is difficult to get
outside, confirming, or dissonant documentation
about Moses or Jesus, and for many people, this has
allowed beliefs to shift comfortably from historical
fact to metaphor. But Joseph Smith came in a day of
newspapers and railroads, and documentation about
his life has continued to expand. With that developed
documentation, strong challenges can be made for
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belief in his claims, and we want to know Mitt Rom-
ney’s responses to these challenges. Will he, like his
father, remain obedient to the Church, or be inde-
pendent enough to acknowledge basic problems in
Church doctrine that require altering or abandoning
belief?

Here are three documented contradictions to
the claims of Joseph Smith. First, in March, 1826,
Joseph Smith was found guilty as an “impostor” in a
pre-trial examination. There are two written accounts
and three other brief evidences that reveal his at-
tempts at simple magic trickery and his main claim
that he could put his magic stone in a hat, bury his
face in the hat, and see hidden treasures buried in the
earth and past events. Four years later he would use
this method of looking at his stone in his hat to dic-
tate The Book of Mormon. Next, The Book of Mor-
mon claims that at least the majority of Native
Americans are descendents of the House of Israel
who came from the Middle East. Modern DNA stud-
ies of the migrations of people throughout the world
have failed to confirm one Native American whose
ancestry came from the Middle East. Third, in 1835,
Joseph Smith “miraculously translated” an Egyptian
papyrus that he stated had been handwritten by the
ancient prophet Abraham. The papyrus was redis-
covered in 1967 in the basement archives of the Met-
ropolitan Museum of Art. Its modern translation re-
veals only Joseph Smith’s ability to fantasize.

Many Mormons

are secure in the knowledge that
~ scholarly apologists are at work reconciling
the seeming discrepancy [between Smith’s
and the scientific translation of the papyrus]
. They have found in the writings of Jo-
seph Smith a world view and a guide for
their own lives so consistent and satisfying
that they are able to resist mere empirical
evidence, relying rather on a kind of moral
‘and spiritual empiricism that confirms the
truths of Mormonism regardless of the ca-
veats raised by secular scholars.... (Klaus J.
Hansen, Mormonism and the American Ex-
perience, 1981, pp. 31-32.)

What about Mitt Romney? Does he believe that “the
brethren will not lead you astray”?

With the Mormon focus on individual integ-
rity and development, perhaps we might not be too

troubled in voting for a devout Mormon mayor, sena-
tor, or governor. But we might be hesitant to vote for

- a president whose worldview and decisions are partly

based on religious beliefs that not only have little ba-
sis but are opposed by science and historical docu-
mentation. If he cannot change his most cherished
beliefs in response to new fact, would he change
deeply felt political positions with new fact? If he
had been the president who believed Saddam Hussein
had weapons of mass destruction, was behind the at-
tacks on 9/11, and was part of al-Qaeda, would he
have reversed his political direction and action when
these beliefs were disproved? Or continued his be-
havior behind rationalizations?

The second issue of Mormonism is obedience
to the Church’s current prophet and to modern reve-
lation. Unless Romney publicly states his disbelief in
the supernatural claims of Joseph Smith, he is subject
to the fact that the Mormon canon of scripture is not
closed. Presidential candidates who claim to be Jew-
ish or Christian are somewhat measured by compari-
son to Bible standards: the Ten Commandments, the
Sermon on the Mount. There is comfort in knowing
the canon of scripture is closed and that the religious
rules will not change unexpectedly.

But the expanding Mormon canon of scrip-
ture includes the 1843 “revelation” on polygamy and
the 1978 “revelation™ that gave the priesthoed to Af-
rican Americans. All Mormon leaders, past and pre-
sent, have emphasized that new revelation trumps
previous revelation. Mitt Romney accepts the presi-
dent of the Church to be the world’s prophet as well
and is obligated to follow him. No matter their per-
sonal beliefs, neither he nor his father ordained any
African American to the priesthood until authorized
by the Mormon president/prophet in 1978. At the
imagined extremity, a President Romney and the
United States could be blindsided by a revelation to
the Mormon president/prophet. Supposedly, he does
not determine the content or timing of a revelation.
The revelations of Joseph Smith extended beyond
information for members of the Church in their indi-
vidual lives and into national issues. For example, in
1832, he received a prophecy on the coming

rebellion of South Carolina, which
will eventually terminate in the death and
misery of many souls.... For behold, the
Southern States shall be divided against the
Northern States, and the Southern States
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will call on other nations, even the nation of
Great Britain... (The Doctrine and Cove-
nants, Section 87, Verses 1-3).

The comparison—no, contrast—with the
well-known statement of John F. Kennedy clarifies
the potential problem between religious faith and
politics. A Catholic president might be susceptible to
an “infallible” ex cathedra command from the Pope.
Kennedy responded, “I am not the Catholic candidate
for President. I am the Democratic Party’s candidate
for President who also happens to be Catholic.” But
then Kennedy continued, “I do not speak for my
Church on public matters—and the Church does not
speak for me.” In this statement, as in his personal
life, he chose sections of his religion that were impor-
tant to him and ignored others. Jan Shipps, a non-
Mormon authority on Mormonism, notes that Rom-
ney’s Mormonism was not like the Kennedys® Ca-
tholicism, but that Romney’s Mormonism was, in-
stead, like their Irishness (Ryan Lizza, “The Mis-
sion,” New Yorker online, October 29, 2007).

Romney would concur with the frequent
statement that “I am a DNA Mormon™ with total, ab-
solute, comprehensive, and deeply imbedded beliefs.
In a brief response to a Newsweek article about him,
he paralleled the beginning comment by John F. Ken-
nedy when he said that he was an American running
for President, not a Mormon running for President.
But he then reaffirmed his pride in Mormonism and
said, “I am not a cafeteria Mormon, choosing some
parts to accept and reject. I am true blue through and
through” (Newsweek, October 15, 2007). This, unlike
with John Kennedy, would seem to make Romney
susceptible to any “revelatory” statement by the Mor-
mon president/prophet, even if contradicted by law.
EX cathedra dictates are made by long drawn-out dis-
cussion and debate, and then determined by con-
claves of authority. How different a revelation where
the human review is, supposedly, missing com-
pletely: Joseph Smith didn't ask anyone to discuss or
authorize his revelations. Yet, one is justified in as-
suming conflict in Romney’s being, for he has dem-
onstrated dutiful character and a record of public ser-
vice that might lead him to obey the presidential oath
o “preserve, protect and defend the Constitution of
the United States.” But his failure to clarify this is-
sue leaves all voters uncertain. Romney needs to
make a statement similar to JFK's “the Church does
not speak for me, and I do not speak for my church,”
which seems improbable with Romney’s absolute

and total belief in a church of revelatory authority.

We would ask Mitt Romney what he would
do in the face of a possnble revelation from the Mor-
mon prophet concerning a major national issue: pro-
tection of the environment, stem-cell research, abor-
tion, same-sex marriage, or energy dependence. On
one issue, he responded with a degree of rationality:
he believes that evolution is the manner in which
God created man. We might ask all candidates the
degree of their literal beliefs in Bible history, or their
conviction in Bible prophecy, including the role of
Jews and Muslims in the land of Israel.

Usually, the discussions of “faith versus rea-
son,” or, more broadly, superstition versus rational-
ity, are limited to scholarly works or polite social dis-
cussion. Both the devout behavior of our present
president and Mitt Romney’s personal beliefs make
the examination and discussion of religion an impera-
tive “ground-level” part of the coming election.

Robert D. Anderson, MD, is a retived psy-
chiatrist who lives in the Northwest. Following thirty
years of private practice, he now does occasional
temporary assignments with Native Americans and
inner-city mental hygiene clinics. He is the author of
Inside the Mind of Joseph Smith (1999) and of arti-
cles in Dialogue and the American Journal of Psy-
chiatry. Dr. Anderson comes from devout Mormon
background, has moved past non-belief to somewhere
between agnosticism and atheism, yet sees himself as
willing to help the Church in its evolution from fringe
cult to mainstream religion when it can tolerate pub-
lic criticism from within and accept various degrees
of belief in Joseph Smith from among its leaders. Dr.
Anderson may be contacted at DrBobAndy@aol.com.
o

Giuliani as His Father’s Son

Paul H. Elovitz
The Psychohistory Forum

My research of Rudolph (Rudy) Giuliani, a
leading contender for the Republican nomination for
president, has revealed him to be an extremely self-
absorbed, opportunistic politician of questionable
judgment, who has major personality issues. These
characteristics make his election to the presidency
problematic. In this essay I explore his childhood,
family, psychology, and aspects of his personality
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that would influence his presidency. Considerable
emphasis is on his relationship to his father, Harold, a
convicted bank robber and tough loan-shark collector
for his Mafia brother-in-law, who is an enormously
important influence in the life of the former mayor of
New York City who aspires to be America’s first
Italian American, and forty-fourth, president. For
example, in 2000 the Mayor said, “l miss my father
every day of my life. And he’s a — very, very impor-
tant reason for why ’m standing here as the mayor of
New York City” (Andrew Kirtzman, Rudy Giuliani:
Emperor of the City, 2000, p. 278). A postscript to
this essay probes the countertransference of the psy-
chohistorian, while a companion piece, “Election
Free Associations on Giuliani,” examines the psy-
chology of the fear of and acceptance of immigrants,
the relationship of Giuliani to Christian fundamental-
ists and middle-America, and a variety of other sub-
jects. '

Rudy’s parents were both of Italian descent,
with his mother’s family coming from the south of
Italy and his father’s family from Tuscany in the
north. His paternal grandfather was a tailor and his
paternal grandmother, Evangelina (1889-1970), was
a seamstress who made dresses for the entire family.
His widowed maternal grandmother, Adelina (1882-
1976), lived with the Giulianis for much of Rudy’s
childhood. She is variously described as “affable”
and “obstinate,” the latter in reference to not speak-
ing for two years to a daughter-in-law who was nei-
ther Italian nor Catholic and had a child from a previ-
ous marriage (Wayne Barrett, Rudy: An Investigative
Biography of Rudolph Giuliani, 2000, pp. 43-45).
The family was Catholic, but not very observant.

Helen C. D’Avanzo, Rudy’s mother, was
born on September 26, 1909 in Brooklyn, New York
and died while suffering from dementia shortly be-
fore her ninety-third birthday on September 8, 2002.
She was a dark-featured, shy, proper girl, who was
such an excellent student that she skipped two grades
and graduated at age sixteen as “first in her high
school class” as reported by her son (Rudolph W.
Giuliani with Ken Kurzson, Leadership, 2002, p.
285). Future formal education to become a teacher
did not occur for reasons that are variously given by
members of the family as the death of her father,
asthma, a hoarse voice, pleurisy, and pneumonia.
Her work history is cloudy. She stayed home with
her son for many years even though her mother lived

with the Giulianis—one relative said that his grand-
mother “practically brought him [Rudy] up” (Barrett,
Giuliani, pp. 20, 33). Helen encouraged her son’s
education (“she made me her special student™), want-
ing him to achieve something special in life and not
just be “an animal,” which Helen associated with
fighting (Giuliani, Leadership, pp. 268, 85). In her
early years she loved to dance the Charleston and
would dye her hair blonde for social occasions. Her
five brothers were policemen, a fireman, and a gang-
ster.

Rudy’s father, Harold Angelo Giuliani (1908-
1981), an inch under six-foot tall with a solid build
and fists he was eager to use, saw the world through -
Coke bottle-thick glasses as he grew up on the streets
of East Harlem. Though trained as a plumber’s
helper, he remained economically dependent on his
parents into his twenties. After dropping out of high
school at age fifteen, he was arrested for burglary and
sentenced by New York City Children's Court to pro-
bation. Apparently in response to frequent beatings
at the hands of his father, Harold learned to box and
was professionally taught by a local trainer. Though
his poor eyesight kept him out of the ring profession-
ally, he was a ferocious pugilist who pummeled any-
one who dared to call him “four-eyes” or otherwise
offended him.

The coupie met at a party in 1929 or 1930. In
this era of the Great Depression their dating involved
dances and socials in homes, moonlight strolls, pic-
nics, and an occasional movie in Times Square. The
courtship lasted seven years, partly because of the
doubts Helen and some of her five brothers had about

- the “terrible temper” of her suitor who signed his

love letters “your savage” after an incident in which
she called him a “savage” for pulling a driver out of
his car when it stopped for a light and hitting him for
calling out to the couple, “Ain’t love grand” (Barrett,
Giuliani, p. 14).

Harold was inclined to be violent in reaction
to slights to the honor of any woman. To the extent
he did not depend on his parents, he apparently made
his living as a plumber’s helper and as a criminal.
Marriage was delayed by his arrest for a daring mid-
day Manhattan robbery of a milkman at gunpoint.
After the reported intimidation of the milkman by
associates of “Joseph Starrett,” Giuliani’s alias, his
role in the robbery was minimized, leading to a
lighter punishment. After being sentenced to two to
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five years he ended up serving a year and four
months in the New York State correctional facility at
Ossining (Sing Sing Prison) and three and a half
years on parole. A psychiatrist who examined Har-
old prior to his incarceration described him as a devi-
ant “of the aggressive, egocentric type,” and found
" him to have “developed a sense of inferiority ... ac-
centuated on account of his prolonged idleness and
dependence on his parents.” Because of the guilt (and
perhaps self-pity) felt by the criminal, the psychiatrist
thought Giuliani had a favorable prognosis for
“social rehabilitation” but was “rather dubious as to
the prognosis in regard to improvement in personal-
ity” (Barrett, Giuliani, p. 17).

A year after his release from Sing Sing in Oc-
tober 1936, the couple married despite Helen’s con-
cern about her fiancé’s violent tendencies and limited
economic opportunities. Since many of his jobs were
off the books it is hard to trace his employment—his
son says he was a salesman, which never appears to
have been the case since he did not have the person-
ality for this line of work. Harold clearly worked as a
muscle-man collection agent for his brother-in-law
Leo D'Avanzo, who ran a gambling and loan-
sharking operation from a Brooklyn bar and restau-
rant. Later Harold became a partner in the restau-
rant—-also referred to as a “tavern” and then without
the criminal aspects of the business—with a police-
man brother-in-law after Leo had to move upstate
because of a dispute with another criminal family.

Rudolph William Louis (Rudy) Giuliani was
born at one hour and forty-nine minutes on October
7, 1944 in Brooklyn, New York and grew up among
related policemen, firemen, and criminals as well as
their wives, mothers, and daughters. He was an only
child who carried the dreams of his family for re-
spectability and great success in America. Below I
will briefly outline his educational and professional
career prior to discussing his relationship with his
father.

Rudy grew up mostly on Long Island away
from the racially mixed city—his father did not like
living around African Americans, who he thought
were inferior (Barrett, Giuliani, p. 64). When he was
age seven the family moved to Garden City, where he
attended St. Anne’s Catholic School. Subsequently,
he commuted back to Brooklyn to attend Bishop
Loughlin Memorial High School from which he
graduated in 1961 with a B average and many extra-

curricular activities, including president of the sopho-
more class. Also in 1961, the family moved to North
Bellmore. In this period Rudy considered becoming
a missionary priest, but decided against it partly be-
cause his father was ill at the time and partly because
he discovered he liked girls too much. He majored in
political philosophy at Manhattan College in River-
dale in the Bronx, graduating in 1965. He made Law
Review at New York University where he graduated
cum laude in 1968. After a legal clerkship he worked
for the Department of Justice, spent some time in pri-
vate practice, and then became U.S. Attorney for the
Southern District of New York, where he would
come to public attention, making his political career
possible and leading to his service as Mayor of New
York City from 1994-2001. He did a good job of
cleaning up crime (during a national period of falling
urban crime rates) as well as the dirty streets of the
City, despite a tendency to micromanage and to an-
tagonize others with his confrontational manner. The
terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 put him on
the national stage at a time when his personal life was
in disarray and his poll ratings had reached a low
point.

Getting a clear picture of the childhood of
Rudolph William Louis Giuliani, or of any politician
amidst a presidential campaign, is a real challenge.
Wayne Barrett, who has done extensive research in-
cluding numerous interviews of family members and
associates, has an extremely low opinion of
Giuliani’s veracity in his numerous interviews and
press releases (Barrett, Giuliani, pp. 466-467). For-
tunately there are numerous books and articles on the
former Mayor, most rather critical. His book Leader-
ship 1 read and listened to as an audio recording.
Ever since running for mayor in 1993 he has been
closely observed, with reporters digging into his fam-
ily background and life. The Mayor was usually un-
cooperative with reporters, as in 2000 when a Daily
News writer brought forth evidence of his father’s
record as a convicted armed robber and loan-shark
collection agent. He responded that “My father died
19 years ago and the details of his life died with him”
and then stressed how the senior Giuliani had empha-
sized the need for his son to be honest (Lisa L.
Colangelo, “Rudy Mum on Dad’s Past,” Daily News
online, July 5 2000). There is a tendency for him to
exaggerate in telling stories, a trait Wayne Barrett
reports that Giuliani learned from his maternal grand-
mother (Barrett, Giuliani, p. 23). An example of this
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exaggeration may be reflected in an aunt’s recollect-
ing that his father bought little Rudy a Yankee hat,
rather than a full Yankee pinstripe uniform, which is
how he tells the story. Turning to his childhood and
adolescence, I found adequate materials to start
building a psychobiography.

Rudolph Giuliani was an eagerly awaited son,
After years of trying to havea baby, including a mis-
carriage, his parents welcomed his birth. He was
smothered with attention and called “the little prince”
by some in the family. Helen’s mother Adelina spent
the most time with the energetic child and was the
financial bedrock of the family (Barrett, Giuliani, pp.
20-21). As a toddler he had a “nervous tic in one
eye” and had some trouble sleeping then and later in
life (Deborah Hart Strober and Gerald S. Strober,
Giuliani: Flawed or Flawless?, 2007, p. 21).

Harold Giuliani wanted his son Rudy to be
tough, giving him boxing gloves at age two and
teaching him to box as a toddler and then throughout
his teenage years. He described fights to his son “in
great detail” and “repeated endlessly” that in boxing
“the most important skill was to remain calm” (Giul-
iani, Leadership, p. 265). When he was five years
old a policeman-uncle encouraged him, with the
promise of reward, to stand up to a bully two years
older and twenty-five pounds heavier. This he did
successfully, only to be slapped by his mother for
fighting and then again for not wanting to apologize
to the beaten bully whose mother was demanding
satisfaction. She also promised that his father would
give little Rudy a licking when he got home. She
feared that “my father [was] tumning me into an ani-
mal” by teaching him boxing. The “licking” never
happened since Harold was too amazed and proud of
his son to inflict punishment on this occasion.

There was also collusion between father and
son. When Harold was supposed to “spank” or
“whack” young Rudy in the basement, he gave him
boxing lessons instead with Helen none the wiser—at
least according to her son. Harold, “always unhappy
about the move” to Brooklyn from Manhattan,
“declared that he would exact revenge against my
mother [Helen] and her entire family,” devout
Dodger fans, by raising Rudy “as a Yankee
fan” (Giuliani, Leadership, p. 208). Baseball cards,
indoctrination in Yankee greatness, and a pinstripe
uniform turned the boy into a rabid Yankee fan. But
this came at a price, since he would be pushed in the

mud and, he reports, nearly lynched on one occasion
by Yankee-hating Dodger fans—until his grand-
mother chased the kids away. This toughening up of
his son also reflected Harold’s recreating aspects of
his own childhood—in this case fighting because the
other children made fun of his thick glasses or failed
to show the proper respect for a woman. Rudy
learned to fight with his quick tongue and, to a much
lesser extent, with his fists. In college with his first
serious girlfriend, a “leggy, full-lipped blonde”
named Kathy Livermore, Rudy punched someone for
just saying “the wrong thing”™—*Just decked him”
was how Kathy put it (Paul Schwartzman, “Love and
the Law,” Daily News online, May 13, 1997). Thus,
much as his father had in earlier years, Rudy resorted
to violence in defense of the honor of a woman he
cared about.

Corporal punishment was a reality of
Giuliani’s life, although most of the details are not
known. As the newly elected mayor he told a re-
porter that the brothers and nuns who struck him at
school were justified in striking him because he
“often deserved it” (Todd S. Purdum, “The New
Mayor,” New York Times online, January 3, 1994).
His parents specifically thanked Brother Aloysius
Kevin in high school for straightening out their son
by disciplining him with a smack in the head in the
previous year and providing weekly reports on his
behavior (Barrett, Giuliani, p. 39).

In contrast, a reporter wrote, “he confesses
that he cannot touch his own rambunctious 7-year-
old son Andrew.” One of his newly appointed aides
said in a tone described as “shock” and “fondness,”
that “You want to smack him [Andrew] sometimes,
because there’s no discipline at all. That kid owns
him” (Purdum, “New Mayor”). When observing the
two of them together on television news coverage,
my wife and I often commented on the boy’s inap-
propriate behavior such as speaking to his father
while the Mayor was giving a speech and otherwise
drawing attention to himself. Marital discord seems
to be a major factor in the son’s lack of discipline.

Harold Giuliani was and is, long after his
death, an idealized father, even in the face of his
criminal past becoming public. A small indication of
this is his son, who is a few inches shorter, describing
him as six-feet-tall when in fact he was an inch
shorter than that. When confronted with his father’s
criminal past by a Daily News reporter, Rudy stressed
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his paternal appreciation, declaring that this “very,
very fine man,” this “complete man,” had an enor-
mous influence on him. For example, “the influence
my father had on me was to drill into my skull from
the time I was a little boy that you had to be very
honest and that you had to be honest with yourself
first and honest with other people sec-
ond” (Colangelo, “Rudy Mum on Dad’s Past”). He
remembered Harold’s saying “over and over again”
that “you can’t steal” confused his seven-year old son
who had no thoughts of stealing (Eric Pooley,
“Mayor of the World,” Time Magazine Man of the
Year Special Issue, 2001, online).

In speaking of leadership, the former mayor
turns again and again to the lessons his father taught
him and their impact on him. Since his father loved
the sport and had taught him boxing, as a successful
prosecutor Rudy proudly sent a newspaper clipping
to his father describing him cross-examining a wit-
ness in the style of a boxer. A lesson of boxing was
to always “remain calm in a crisis,” which Rudy util-
ized in the courtroom. Harold’s belief that getting the
respect of people was much more important than get-
ting their love was imprinted on his son. He says that
growing up as a Yankees fan in Brooklyn as a conse-
quence of his father’s influence caused him to de-
velop character. “My father had always told me to
remain calm-in a crisis” and to “Be your own man.”
He remembers Harold as always helping people by
taking them to the hospital or helping them to find a
job. His death was a blow to his son. Alan Placa, a
friend of forty years, reported in 1997 that he only
saw Rudy cry twice, on November 22, 1963 when his
hero John Kennedy died and when his father died of
prostate cancer in 1981 (Paul Schwartzman, “Love
and the Law,” Daily News online, May 13, 1997).

Behind the pugnacious loan-shark collector,
baseball bat-wielding bartender, and idealized father
was the man who struggled with the “inferiority com-
plex” and personality issues identified by the psy-
chiatrist when he was in his mid-twenties. Harold
was a “born worrier,” a “hypochondriac” who would
~ be “practically bed-ridden™ at age fifty-three, spend-
ing his time in his backyard in a lawn chair “all pale
and terrible-looking.” An emotional crisis occurred
after he was arrested for “loitering” when he was
caught in a men’s room doing knee bends with his
pants down. The charges were dropped, but he could
not let go of the humiliation. He was a man who had

~ trouble getting along with others and holding a regu-

lar job, who had a “nervous breakdown” (Barrett,
Giuliani, pp. 41, 7, 8). There is a disconnection be-
tween the reality of Harold’s life and Rudy’s remem-
brances of him, such as “My father was a very opti-
mistic person and that lesson was built into my head,
maybe into my emotions” (“Selling New York: A
Vision of the Fifties,” Sunday Times, November 7,
1993).

Though he felt closer to his father (Strober,
Giuliani, p. 22), naturally Rudy Giuliani learned a
great deal from his mother. She lived into her nine-
ties, in an apartment in the same building where he
resided on East 86" Street during much of his mar-
riage to Donna Hanover. For example, he declared in
1994, “I make mistakes, but I try very hard to learn.
It’s a lesson from my mother. She always said every-
one makes mistakes, but it is a sign of intelligence
not to make the same mistake twice” (Purdum, “New
Mayor”). She “exerted tremendous influence on my
education. She loved to teach.” Helen “adored
books” teaching him a reverence for them and the
worlds they opened up. Her son describes her as a
natural teacher who loved history and would have
been a teacher had she been able to continue her edu-
cation beyond high school. '

As mentioned earlier, Helen encouraged her
son’s education, wanting him to achieve something
special in life and not be a “bum” involved in fisti-
cuffs. He reports that under her influence he
“couldn’t wait to take a history course in school.... |
treasured my textbooks, and would touch and smell
them, fascinated by the worlds depicted inside.”
Even when he grew bored by certain subjects (he dis-
covered girls and skipped school to play baseball), he
writes that he did not resist the discipline of his
“mother’s strict schedule of homework first, play
later,” because his mother had created in him “a great
love of acquiring knowledge, an excitement about
learning new things.” Helen also taught him “an edu-
cational strategy—whenever I wanted to learn some-
thing, I tried teaching it to myself.”- He “developed
the romantic notion that I [he] can find secret solu-
tions in books,” enabling him to learn things about
the subject “with the conviction that nobody else
knows.” He still believes this. He begins Leadership
with the words that “I have always loved to write”
and quickly goes on to declare, “l have also always
loved to research” (Giuliani, Leadership, pp. ix, 285-
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286). On the basis of his lack of knowledge in areas
in which he claims expertise, his failure to publish
prior to his book on leadership (written “with Ken
Kurson™), and tendency to exaggerate, I seriously
doubt the accuracy of these claims.

At Bishop Loughlin Memorial High School
and Manhattan College, Rudy is remembered as a
chubby, enthusiastic, smiling adolescent, and as a
young man with a pronounced lisp. Perhaps in the
light of his later success, some say he was an excel-
lent student, though others describe him as pretty av-
erage, lacking in discipline, a very sociable student
and a liberal Democrat who idealized JFK. He started
an Opera Club (there is a three-generation Giuliani
tradition of enthusiasm for opera) and revived a fail-
ing fraternity when he was blackballed by the one he
had wanted to join. At one peint in his childhood, he
had a paper route and he was a hall monitor in his
senior year when he was also voted “class politi-
cian” (Barrett, Giuliani, p. 30; Strober, Giuliani, pp.
25-27). As mentioned earlier, he had considered
joining the priesthood in high school, and at other
points had thought of going into medicine or even
aeronautics. At Manhattan College he finally chose
to become a lawyer.

Rudy grew up without sisters and went to all-
male Catholic schools, so he had little contact with
girls outside of his female cousins and perhaps vari-
ous playmates. Some authors have commented on
his comfort with cross-dressing as Marilyn Monroe
and others for theatrical productions for charity. It
has also been noted that he bought clothes for his sec-
ond wife. Barrett’s biography shows pictures of these
as well as Rudy kissing the Liberal Party of New
York boss at a victory celebration (Barrett, Giuliani,
no page numbers on pictures). When his marriage to
Donna Hanover ended, he moved in with a gay cou-
ple. He very publicly marched with gays in the St.
Patrick’s Day Parade. Overall, he appears more com-
fortable with homosexuals than most politicians,
whether Democratic or Republican. One wonders if
his father’s very conscious efforts to toughen up his
son were related to a fear that his wife and mother-in-
law were making him a sissy. Certainly there is a hy-
per-masculinity to Rudy Giuliani’s style.

In his book Leadership, Giuliani gives sev-
eral examples of being set up or delegated by other
people. One was when his godfather (a policeman
uncle) set him up to fight the fat bully whose father

the uncle disliked. Another is his father’s making
him a Yankee fan among a fanatical bastion of
Dodger fans. A third is his parents’ grooming him to
achieve much as a respectable Italian American. In
fact Rudy proved the respectability of the family by
sending criminals, or “punks,” to jail. (The irony is
that they were men much like his uncle and father.)
He subsequently offered himself to the people of
New York City as a tough cop, cleaning up the city.
Currently, he hopes the country will accept his offer
to be its delegate to lead the war on terrorism as our
president. This would fulfill a dream of his father
(Barrett, Giuliani, p. 63).

There were lots of comparisons in the
Giuliani and D’ Avanzo families of cousins. As was
so commonplace in Italian American families of his
generation, they were inclined to live in close prox-
imity to each other. There were large Sunday dinners
cooked by matriarchal grandmothers and vacationing
together at the shore in a house rented by one of
them. Harold’s sister Olga married one of Helen’s
policemen brothers; they lived- downstairs with their
daughter who was a constant playmate to Rudy in
their early years. One comparison was with his
cousin Lewis—Uncle Leo’s son, who, despite a good
educational beginning, followed in his father’s gang-
ster footsteps, ending up shot dead in the street.
(Another cousin was an addict who would die of a
drug overdose.) Rudy was kept apart from Lewis
despite their fathers working together on a daily basis
(Barrett, Giuliani, pp. 56-59). The way of the Mafia
was not to be Rudy’s way. He identified much more
with his four uncles and four cousins who were po-
licemen, one of whom lost his life in the line of duty.
But some of the values of the gangster past of his fa-
ther and family did impact him, even while putting
Italian criminals behind bars.

Opportunism is a characteristic Rudy learned
from his family. In terms of party affiliation they
switched back and forth between Democrats and Re-
publicans, according to the dominant party where
they lived. In high school he was a Kennedy liberal
who argued endlessly with a Goldwater-conservative
classmate. However, he switched his own party reg-
istration and joined the Republicans when that
proved to be more beneficial to his career (Bartlett,
Giuliani, p. 103). When it seemed beneficial to him
as mayor, he supported Democratic candidates for
different offices.
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Harold Giuliani had lots of aggression and,
especially as he aged, periods of depression and im-
mobility, Violence was a crucial part of his life,
whether collecting debts for his brother-in-law Leo,
standing behind the bar with his baseball bat and gun
at the ready, or in 1962 having a gun battle in the
middle of the street in Coney Island when they went
into the territory of another gangster (Barrett
. Giuliani, p. 46). Nobody appears to have been in-

jured in the shooting incident (The Gang That Could-
n’t Shoot Straight comes to mind), but since this in-
volved a “made man” protected by the Mafia, ulti-
mately Leo had to move to upstate New York for this
violation of territoriality. Since this occurred when
Rudy was living at home in a three generational-
Italian family, it is likely that he knew about it.

Aggression comes easily to Rudolph
Giuliani, just as it did to his father. After 9/11 he told
President Bush that he “would like to be the one to
execute” bin Laden if he is caught (Giuliani, Leader-
ship, p. 354). As a law clerk he told a colleague that
he was so enraged at grid locked traffic that he swung
his fist, cracking the windshield of his car
(Schwartzman, “Love and the Law”). However, ag-
gressive impulses did not lead to Giuliani’s serving in
the Vietnam War, which he did not see as meeting
the Catholic criteria for a *“just war.” When classified
1A and having his request for a deferment turned
down by his draft board, he was able to get his men-
tor, Judge Lloyd McMahon, for whom he clerked, to
get him a deferment. To avert criticism as a Vietnam
draft dodger, he says he served in the R.O.T.C. and
had to leave because of a hearing defect—though this
assertion does not hold up (Barrett, Giuliani, pp. 70-
71). So, like his father, who was barred from service
in World War II by his felony conviction, he would
not serve his country militarily.

Giuliani endorses aggressive positions on law
enforcement and the war on terrorism: he justifies the
Bush Administration’s simulated drowning of sus-
pected terrorists as not being torture (Michael Cooper
and Marc Santora, “McCain Rebukes Giuliani on
Waterboarding,” New York Times online, October 26,
2007). As a presidential candidate he consistently
takes hawkish foreign policy positions, including on
Iran, and has chosen foreign policy advisors, some of
whom think in terms of a world war against
“Islamofascism” (Michael Cooper and Marc Santora,
“Mideast Hawks Help to Develop Giuliani Policy,”

New York Times online, October 25, 2007). When
Rudy wants the voters’ or any individual’s approval
he can be quite charming and humorous (Michael
Powell, “Giuliani Tempers Tough Image, Trading the
Growl for a Smile,” New York Times, May 29, 2007,
p. Al), but once he has power he is quite provoca-
tive. This is based upon a rather moralistic view of
the world. To quote his sidekick Bernard (Bernie)
Kerik, “Giuliani has no gray areas—good or bad,
right or wrong, end of story. That’s the way he is.
You don’t like it, f  you” (Pooley, “Mayor of the
World™). This confrontational approach tends to in-
duce identification with the aggressor or fearful com-
pliance, or to enrage people. It has much to do with
why former Mayor Ed Koch called him a “horse’s
ass” and Rudy became quite unpopular before 9/11.

Rudy Giuliani’s highly publicized personal
life has been chaotic. He has had three wives and a
number of affairs, including one with his public rela-
tions director, Christyne Lategano. His gangster un-
cle Leo had a mistress in the rather public manner of
the Mafia; there is a secondhand report that Harold
had one and that Rudy advised a groom at his wed-
ding that having a woman on the side made for a bet-
ter marriage (Michael Wolff, “Crazy for Rudy” Van-
ity Fair, June 2007, pp. 108-113). Donna Hanover
discovered the Mayor was divorcing her by way of a
public announcement he made and she saw on teievi-
sion (Strober, Giuliani, pp. 303-304). All three of his
wives have been Catholic (Judith Nathan converted
to Presbyterianism at one point in her life), and two
are of Italian descent, as has been subject of his most
publicized affair. On the presidential campaign trail
his attempts at showing he is a good husband by tak-
ing cell phone calls from his current wife in the mid-
dle of speeches or saying that she would sit in on
Cabinet meetings, have drawn ridicule (Julie Bos-
man, “Mrs. Giuliani, in Rare Solo Appearance, Cam-
paigns Again,” New York Times, November 7, 2007,
p. A26). His children are estranged from him and he
is not on good terms with his Church.

A diagnosis of prostate cancer, the disease
that killed his father after a long, difficult illness,
brought forth a “kinder, gentler Rudy.” He even
started using the langunage of feelings (could this be a
reflection of some therapy?) partly under the influ-
ence of his new love, Judith Nathan (Eric Konigs-
berg, “Drawing Fire, Judith Giuliani Gives Her
Side,” New York Times, August 5, 2007, pp. 1, 21).
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In a “Meet the Press” interview with Tim Russert, for
the first and only time I am aware of, Rudy disagreed
publicly with his idealized father: when asked if he
still agreed with his father’s dictum that respect is
more important than Jove, he answered, “My dad
taught me a lot of really good things and he was a
wonderful man, but no—as I have told, you know,
my son and daughter, no father is perfect.” He goes
on to say, “You know fathers—fathers make mis-
takes, and fathers are human beings, and I tend to
think now that love is more important than I thought
it was” (Barrett, Giuliani, p. 466). The public nature
of his familial discord may have influenced this ac-
knowledgement of failure, though he has certainly
owned up to selective failures on other occasions.

Loyalty is proclaimed to be a core value by
Rudy Giuliani (although clearly he is not referring to
loyalty to his wives). According to a former Deputy
Mayor Fran Reiter, “Rudy can fall for people big
time ... sometimes qualifications are secondary to
loyalty” and “if he gets it in his head he trusts you, he
is extremely loyal” (Michael Powell, et al., “Loyal to
Kerik, Giuliani Missed Warning Signs,” New York
Times, November 3, 2007, p. Al). He likes to keep
many of the same people around him, such as Peter J.
Powers, a high school friend who served as a top
deputy during his mayoralty. His friend since age
thirteen, Monsignor Alan Placa has a position in his
campaign even while there are rumors that he is a
child-abusing priest who has been suspended from
his post (Alex Koppelman and Joe Strupp,
“Giuliani’s Loyalty to an Accused Priest,”
Slate.com).

Bernie Kerik, his mayoral campaign body-
guard and driver, was promoted by Giuliani to head
the Corrections and Police departments, despite not
even having a college degree. He said “entering
Giuliani’s inner circle” is comparable to becoming “a
made man in a Mafia family” (Pooley, “Mayor of the
World,”). In the process of the Corrections Depart-
ment appointment, after a private session in a dimly
light room in Gracie Mansion during which the two
men shared a bottle of wine (a gift from Nelson Man-
dela), the Mayor brought the new appointee down-
stairs where “one by one” the members of his inner
circle “pulled Mr. Kerik close and kissed his
cheek” (Powell, “Loyal to Kerik,” p. Al6). The
Mayor, best man at Kerik’s wedding, is godfather to
two of his children. His sense of loyalty led Giuliani
to nominate Kerik to President Bush to be U.S. Di-
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rector of Homeland Security and “champion” him,
according to President Bush’s Chief of Staff (Powell,
“Loyal to Kerik,” p. A16). When a variety of reports
of unethical and possibly illegal behavior (some in-
volving mob figures) by Kerik came to the fore, the
nominee withdrew his name and has plead guilty to
some of the charges against him. For his part,
Giuliani apologized to President Bush on the grounds
of ignorance of these behaviors, though the records
of his administration reveal that he had been briefed
about some of the ethical issues (Powell, “Loyal to
Kerik,” p. Al). Though there are limits to loyalty
among all groups who value it, even the Mafia, on
the campaign trail the Mayor defended his friend’s
accomplishments {Michael Cooper, “Giuliani Says
Successes Surpass Kerik’s Mistakes,” New York
Times, November 6, 2007, p. BI, B5). The well-
publicized charges brought against the former police
commissioner have already brought condemnation of
Giuliani from John McCain (Russ Buttner and Wil-
liam Rashbaum, “A Defiant Kerik Vows to Fight
U.S. Indictment,” New York Times, November 11,
2007, pp. Al, All).

The Mafia fascinated Bernard Kerik, who
reports seeing the Godfather movie about fifty times.
He claims the police in New York spoke the lan-
guage of the Godfather (Bernard B. Kerik, The Lost
Son: A Life in Pursuit of Justice, 2001, pp. 82-83).
His career was a product of Rudy Giuliani’s sponsor-
ship and is reflective of Giuliani’s style as a leader.
Kerik volunteered his own services (as he would in
Bush’s 2004 reelection campaign) and got other po-
lice to do the same during the 1993 campaign. While
working as Giuliani’s driver, he fascinated the future
mayor with stories of being a bodyguard in Saudi
Arabia, a military policeman, a warden, a policeman,
and a martial arts instructor. Though Kerik only had
a high school equivalency degree, gaining Rudy’s
confidence led him to be appointed as Commissioner
of Corrections, chief of the largest police force in the
United States, and subsequently a partner of Giuliani
Associates—a lucrative security consultation firm. It
pleased the former Mayor to make the unconven-
tional choice of promoting Kerik while claiming it
was on the basis of merit and justified by results
(Giuliani, Leadership, pp. 101-107). Others have
seen him as an inadequate police commissioner and
his boss as unwilling to stand up to entrenched police
and fire department interests which would have saved
many lives on 9/11 had Giuliani insisted that their
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radios be compatible and that they have a unified
command structure (Wayne Barrett and Dan Collins,
Grand Illusion: The Untold Story of Rudy Giuliani
and 9/11, 2006, pp. 161-165).

Giuliani first learned about the Mafia as a
small boy from his grandmother who told stories
about how it hurt her family, driving one relative to

suicide when he could not meet its demands for

money. He uses some of the same mafioso language
as Kerik when he titles one of the chapters of his
Leadership book, “Bribe Only Those Who Will Stay
Bribed”—explaining that he only means bribery as a
metaphor. Within the “Giuliani camp” the “Mafia
lore” included referring to a particular aide as his
“consigliere” (Michael Wolff, “Crazy for Rudy,”
Vanity Fair, June 2007, pp. 108-113). He shows a
certain respect for the La Cosa Nostra leader John
Gotti, when he smiles at and waves to him, then us-
ing him as an example of a leader’s need to appear
fearless. Peter Powers said that his boss, Rudy, “was
born without a fear gene” (Pooley, “Mayor of the
World”). He reports finding the gangster Joe Bo-
nanno’s A Man of Honor, “a surprisingly good read,”
to be the basis for successfully indicting the criminal
and others (Giuliani, Leadership, pp. 215-216). Asa
prosecutor Giuliani made his name convicting the
very type of men his father came from, while plead-
ing ignorance of his father’s background. It would
seem that the “code of silence”—whether based on

suppression or repression of memories—within the

large D’ Avanzo and Giuliani families seems quite as
strong as that of the Mafia. In his work as a prosecu-
tor and politician, he has always had an “us versus
them” mentality that is characteristic of these crimi-
nal families.

Virtually all politicians aspiring to the presi-
dency make excessive claims, but “America’s
Mayor” exceeds his competitors in claiming on a few
occasions that after 9/11 “I spent as much time here
[Ground Zero] as anyone.... I kind of thought of it as
living here.” Consequently, he feit his health risks
were as great as anyone else’s due to exposure. His
mayoral schedule reveals that in a three-month period
that is recorded from mid-September through mid-
December he made forty-one trips, spending a total
of twenty-nine hours, as compared to workers who
put in twelve-hour shifts for weeks on end while
sleeping on the floor of a nearby church (Russ Buett-
ner, “For Giuliani, Ground Zero is Both Lynchpin

and Thorn,” New York Times, August 17, 2007, pp.
Al, A17).

Another example of the same grandiose ten-
dency is Giuliani’s claim to have been a terrorism
expert prior to 9/11 and throughout his career. His
own top advisor for emergency preparedness calls
him a “9/12 expert” (with no real interest in foreign
terrorism until then), reporting that the words “‘Al
Qaeda’ were never part of his vocabulary” (Matt Bai,
“The Crusader,” New York Times Magazine, Septem-
ber 9, 2007, p. 50). Giuliani’s failure to recognize
limits, his grandiosity, is one of the most troubling
aspects of his personal history. This showed up most
clearly in the period after 9/11 when he tried to pres-
sure the Democratic candidate for mayor to agree to a
three-month extension of Giuliani’s mayoralty since
he saw himself as the indispensable man in New
York City.

Furthermore, there does not appear to be a
broad scope to the Mayor’s knowledge, which is re-
flected in his not being aware of things you would
expect from an educated man in midlife. A striking
example is his reaction to being told via telephone by
the doctor in 2000 the results of his test for prostate
cancer. “Positive, wow, positive is good, right?” His
future wife, Judith, had to tell him “positive was defi-
nitely not good” (Bosman, “Mrs. Giuliani,” p. A26).
Though one may argue that there is an element of
denial in this response, it also reflects his not having
thought of this issue prior to this frightening news.
In my years I have taught a number of courses on
leadership for which I have surveyed the literature on
the subject. I found his book to be quite shallow in
comparison with others of its genre.

The embrace of “America’s Mayor” Rudy
Giuliani by red-state, small-town, suburban, Republi-
can America has given his presidential dreams a firm
basis in reality. There are, however, two Giulianis:
that is, the Giuliani we in the metropolitan New York
area know from close observation and the Giuliani
who has been paid $100,000 a speech and who on the
campaign trail is applauded by so many Republican
voters in the red states. Former Mayor Edward 1.
Koch, who supported him for mayor in 1993, referred
to the “good Giuliani” now on the campaign trail and
the ““bad Giuliani’ ... who insulted rivals, refused to
meet with critics, was ruthless in attacking political
enemies,” opinionated, and brashly swaggering
(Adam Nagourney, “New York Label May Not Fit
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All in Giuliani Run,” New York Times, March 8,
2007, pp. Al, Al6). Indeed, Koch titled a collection
- of his columns on the 107" mayor of New York City,
Giuliani: Nasty Man (1999). Giuliani preferred be-
_ing called a “tough guy.” The one psychological
study I am aware of is by our contributor, the psy-
chologist Aubrey Immeiman, who found Giuliani to
be “a primarily dominant personality with secondary
features of consciousness and suspiciousness. The
aggressive dominant pattern appears to be Giuliani’s
primary, preferred mode” (Aubrey Immelman,
“Personality Profile: Rudolph Giuliani” online, April
22, 1999). His findings are in agreement with ours.

~ Rudolph Giuliani, who often has been called
“a bully,” responds by saying he is just in a hurry to
get things done. In Leadership, he goes out of his
way to say how he hates bullies and has fought them
his entire life. The “bullies” he describes standing up
to are aggressive squeegee panhandlers, labor lead-
ers, Legal Aid Society lawyers who went on strike,
and the UN. When facing the charge of being a
bully, one of his responses has been “I think I'm a
pretty nice guy.” Thus, Rudy sees himself not only
as a nice guy but also as a champion in the struggle
against bullies. The Reverend Flake, a former con-
gressman, told the Mayor to his face that he did not
think he was racist since “you’ve got a mean streak in
you ... you are mean to everyone.” He also said,
“Anyone who disagrees with him is treated almost as
an enemy. He treats everything as if it’s a urinating
contest, like he’s got to win” (Kirtzman, Emperor of
the City, p. 248). Giuliani’s extreme competitiveness
and judgmental character were apparent in his high
school years (Paul Schwartzman, “Politics Over
Priesthood,” Daily News online, May 12, 1997).

In thinking of the court-appointed psychia-
trist’s poor prognosis for Harold Giuliani’s personal-
ity—a prediction with some merit as indicated by the
course of the subject’s life—I wondered to what ex-
tent the characteristics of the father weré transmitted
to the son. Certainly, the pugnacious quality of Har-
old is present in Rudy, though in a much more ac-
ceptable form since the evidence only points to the
Mayor physically hitting one man since childhood.
As a public official he uses the law and political in-
struments, rather than a baseball bat or gun, to
achieve his ends. But when not trying to court sup-
port he is confrontational with almost everyone out-
side of his inner circle and political allies. The son

has education, polish, and opportunities that were not
open to his father, but he also has bullying and gran-
diose tendencies, and questionable judgment in mak-
ing major appointments. He is quite bright and glib,
but relies much too much on his own judgment and
that of his inner circle (Jack Newfield, The Full
Rudy, the Man, the Myth, the Mania, 2002, p. 19).
He is hawkish on foreign policy and much else. This
pugnacious approach flows from his personality and
is reminiscent of that of his father. But Harold had
other sides to him, including a tendency to be more
forgiving than his son, according to one of his aunts
(Schwartzman, “Politics Over Priesthood™).

It is not yet clear to what extent the son was
influenced by the father’s emotional collapse, espe-
cially since Rudy resolutely stands by his idealized
view of Harold. Of course, as a psychoanalyst I
know that undernéath idealization are all sorts of
other, less acceptable, feelings. While remaining
loyal to an idealized version of his father before the
world, he has not been loyal to his first two wives,
nor has he been able to maintain a good relationship
with his children. (One wonders what he would be
saying and writing about these relationships if they
had not been conducted before the media in his may-
oralty.) Clearly, his infidelity has been a major cause
of his familial difficulties, and politicians, besides
those focused on “family values,” worry that a lack
of fidelity in familial relations will carry over into
political commitments.

As a citizen with the knowledge I have
gained from my current research and doing psycho-
biographical studies of candidates for over three dec-
ades, I have grave doubts about Rudolph Giuliani’s
ability to govern well should he be the Republican
nominee and the forty-third president.

Postscript: The Countertransference Feelings of
the Psychohistorian: The countertransference feel-
ings of the biographer are something that s/he shouid
be exquisitely aware of because it may greatly impact
the research, selection of data, and writing. In my
case I have eschewed publishing my opinion of presi-
dents and presidential candidates with one other ex-
ception, to be discussed below. If you look at my
lengthy well-footnoted articles on presidents and
presidential candidates in the Jowrnal of Psychohis-
tory, Mentalities, and these pages, you will note that ]
work hard to be evenhanded. (The exception to this
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is a review essay focused on deceased President
Richard Nixon for The Psychohistory Review on The
Haldeman Diaries. 1 sent two versions of the article
to the editors indicating that { preferred they publish
the longer one with a lengthy section on my counter-
transference feeling to the thirty-seventh president,
but unfortunately they chose the shorter version.) On
these pages I have opted to break with my usual pol-
icy of studied political neutrality since I found it to be
increasingly burdensome. In retrospect, I wish I had
expressed my concerns about George W. Bush’s val-
ues and leadership before my worst fears were real-
ized in attacks on civil liberties, a bloody war in Iraq,
and fiscal irresponsibility. Afier all, this is my coun-
try and I profoundly care as to who leads it. I am
tired of walking on eggs in writing and lecturing on
our presidents.

[ had strong feelings about Italian Americans
long before I ever heard of Rudolph William Louis
Giuliani, They were the largest single ethnic group
in the communities in which I grew up in Connecti-
cut. They were both my friends and the bullies who
picked on me as a bookish Jewish boy who was an
easy target in middle school. While doing graduate
school research on immigration to the U.S,, I was
impressed by the hard work and skill of Italians,
which resonated with the people I knew and ob-
served. The common anti-Italian prejudices I would
encounter among “nice” people disgusted me, as did
the lynching of Italian immigrants in New Orleans
that I read about. As a student of the American presi-
dency I await an Italian American president—though
not Giuliani.

Rudolph Giuliani first came to my attention
in the 1980s as district attorney when, amidst many
television cameras and newspaper flash bulbs, he ar-
rested some Wall Street businessmen on white-collar
criminal charges and hauled them off in handcuffs.
These were clearly respectable businessmen who
would have shown up at the police station with their
lawyers had arrest warrants been issued for them.
My sense that this was a cheap attention-grabbing
stunt by an ambitious young attorney (DA) was veri-
fied by the lack of convictions. While I do not have
great sympathy for Wall Street moguls, I have enor-
mous concern for the civil rights of all American citi-
zens. It was clear that this ambitious young district
attorney did not share this concern. My appreciation
of Mayor Giuliani’s positive achievements in reduc-

ing crime in New York City and cleaning up the
streets soon gave way to frustration at his failure to
reform the public school system, lack of regard for
the law—judges found him in violation of the First
Amendment over twenty-five times (Newfield, The
Full Rudy, p. 16), need to dominate the media spot-
light, and vindictiveness. Every time I drive by Ber-
nard Kerik’s house on the way to my college, I am
reminded of Giuliani’s poor judgment in sponsoring
an unproven man of questionable ethics despite
warnings from his own staff. Prior to his success in
helping New Yorkers deal with the emotional trauma
of the terrorism of 9/11, his popularity had decreased
to the point that he abandoned his plans to run against
Hillary Clinton for the Senate while distracted by
prostate cancer and his “special friend Judith Na-
than.”

Countertransference feelings are divided into
two types: those induced by the analysand and those
the psychoanalyst has based upon what is going on in
their psyche and life independently of the patient. If
one feels humorous or angry around a particular pa-
tient, and one did not have those feelings with the
patients before or after, then it is an indication the
feeling may be induced. Whatever the source of the
feeling, induced or the projection of the analyst, it is
theirs to deal with. If it is induced, it is an invaluable
tool in understanding what the analysand induces in
others. Should the individual inducing a humorous
response complain that his boss does not take him
seriously, further inquiries may enable the therapist
to get a clearer picture of a disclaimed humorous
quality, and what unconscious purposes this serves.
Eventually, this can be used to help the individual
have a choice as to whether or not to retain this be-
havior in the presence of his employer.

Rudolph Giuliani induced annoyance in me
by arresting, amidst much publicity, businessmen
never proven to be guilty, and at many other mo-
ments in the years I observed him. As I listened to
his tape and read his book on leadership, it struck me
that I had far fewer moments of empathy for him than
[ had ever had in researching a candidate or president
before. On the contrary, I more often felt annoyed,
angry, or frustrated by a sense that I was not dealing
with the real man. The “preachy” quality of his les-
sons of leadership was a “turnoff.” His “in-your-face
manner” also seemed to induce a similar response in
others who studied him—some are quite derogatory.
Rudy approached politics the way Harold seems to
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have approached loan-shark collections—in an in-
timidating manner. One expects a nasty, intimidating
manner from a gambling loan-shark collector but not
usually from a politician. Why did Giuliani have
such a need to use the power of his offices so openly,
rather than exercise it more subtlety? The question
then became, what lies beneath this manner, what is
it a defense against? [ began to wonder if this con-
frontational manner related to the fear Rudy felt of
being picked on by older boys when he commuted on
public transportation to Loughlin High School with
his head buried in a newspaper so as not to be no-
ticed. Is his constant assertion of his strength a mani-
festation of his own self doubts? Was it not also an
identification with his father, who struggled against
the inferiority the psychiatrist had identified?

Why I chose Giuliani as my research subject
needs to be explained. My primary reason is that he
was and is (as I write this) the Republican frontrun-
ner. At the time I made my decision, Mitt Romney,
whose Mormonism and changing positions are major
Republican Party negatives, did not appear to have
enough support to gain the nomination and John
McCain’s campaign was on the verge of collapse. |
doubted that there were enough materials on Fred
Thompson (then a candidate in waiting) or that he
would be an energetic candidate. Among the De-
mocrats, I thought that Hillary Clinton, whom I had
been studying since 1992 in conjunction with my re-
search on her husband, is not readily self-revealing
and has worked quite hard to be less so after the char-
acter assassination she faced in the 1990s. It seemed
to me that it would be easier to say something new
about Giuliani than about Hillary. Barack Obama,
while interesting, did not appear to have a broad
enough base and enough political experience to win
the nomination. :

Paul H. Elovitz, PhD, a presidential psycho-
biographer since 1976, is Co-director of the Psycho-
history Forum’s Research Group on the Childhood,
Personality, and Psychology of Presidential Candi-
dates and Presidents. He may be contacted at
pelovitz@aol.com. ‘

Election Free Associations
Paul H. Elovitz

On Giuliani

This companion essay to “Giuliani as His Fa-

ther’s Son” focuses on issues relevant to the Mayor’s
ability to be elected and related issues. It starts with
the complex psychology of the fear of and acceptance
of Italian immigrants, turns to the relationship of
Giuliani to Middle America, and concludes with a
variety of relevant issues, including his statements on
the mental health of others.

The Fear, Acceptance, and Uses of Italian
Americans: As a historian and the child of immi-
grants from Eastern Europe, I have a long-standing
interest in the depiction of ethnic groups and their
members. For years I have smarted at the issue of
discrimination against Italian Americans, wondering
when our country would be ready to accept one of
them as president. Mario Cuomo, a New York gov-
ernor (1983-1994) considered by pundits and peers to
be of presidential stature, chose not to subject himself
and his family to the process, partly because of the
intensity of ‘the anti-Italian feelings. Geraldine
Ferraro, the first woman to run as a vice-presidential
candidate on a major party ticket, faced enormous
abuse of herself and her family. The charges that her
husband had organized-crime connections appeared
to be most damaging. At the present time there is a
nostalgia and fascination for the Mafia, as witnessed
by the extreme popularity of The Sopranos HBO se-
ries. Other examples are certain movies of Martin
Scorsese such as Mean Streets (1973), Goodfellas
(1990), and Casino (1995). What this all means for
Giuliani, the grandson of Italian immigrants whose
uncle was a gangster whom his father worked for as a
debt collector, is not yet clear.

First, it’s helpful to look at some of the psy-
chological patterns of the fear of and subsequent ac-
ceptance of ethnic groups and other groups consid-
ered to be ineligible for the highest political office.
Those who are somewhat different are inclined to be
feared, they are considered “strange,” that is, “the
stranger,” “the other.” Underneath the fear often lies
a fantasy that “the other” somehow has greater
power. Could it be that the hunger for the different
and initially shunned foods—Italian, German, Chi-
nese, Thai, Mexican, Japanese, and so forth— repre-
sents a symbolic incorporation of “the other”? In his
autobiography, Lee lacocca (1924-) reported being
ridiculed while growing up in Allendale, Pennsyl-
vania because he ate the strange food of “pizza pie”
rather than fully accepted shoofly pie, only to live to
see pizza pie become one of the great American
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foods in his adulthood. Food can sometimes be con-
nected to politics, as when some politicians in 2003
started talking about changing the name of French
fries to “freedom fries” to protest French opposition
to the American invasion of Irag.

If new zest can come to our appetite from the
food of people who are being integrated into our so-
ciety, perhaps special abilities and new life can come
from the integration of the people themselves into our
politics. Earlier this year when the French voted in
Nicolas Sarkozy, the son of a Hungarian immigrant,
as their president, they rather specifically were opting
for re-invigoration of their body politic with a differ-
ent type of political leader. This is in keeping with
some popular leaders, such as Napoleon and Hitler,
even speaking the language of the people with a for-
eign accent. In politics as in life generally, there is a
struggle between the impulse to change and to keep
things the same. Yet, it should be borne in mind that
in the entire history of the U.S., only one of our forty-
two presidents has been Catholic.

The conditions under which the member of
the not fully integrated group can be brought into so-
ciety as the leader are precisely when the group as a
whole feels threatened. Rudolph Giuliani has this in
his favor as he struggles to hold onto his lead as the
frontrunner for the 2008 Republican nomination. He
is “America’s Mayor,” “the 9/11 candidate” talking
tough on terrorism, who many see as able to face up
to the threat to the traditional power structure of the
group constituted by a black man (Barack Hussein
Obama) and a woman (Hillary Rodham Clinton),
who aspire to lead the country. In the psychology of
presidential elections, for many, security even trumps
the moral issues of abortion, gay rights, gun control,
and stern cell research. To many Middle Americans,
Rudy’s ability to stand up to Hillary, Barack, and
Osama bin Laden is far more important than his
weakness on the traditional “Moral Majority” issues.
In this context, his reputation of being mean-spirited
to his political enemies is seen positively, since there
is identification with his aggression, with thinking
along the lines of, “If he bullies unruly New Yorkers
into behaving properly, than imagine how tough he
will be on our enemies in the fight against terrorism.”
Thus, when conservative evangelist Pat Robertson
said the Mayor “is an acceptable candidate,” he de-
clared “Giuliani would defend the country against the
bloodlust of Islamic terrorists” (David Kirkpatrick

and Michael Cooper, “In a Surprise, Pat Robertson
Backs Giuliani,” New York Times, November §,
2007, pp. Al, A28.). This brings us to the issue of
the Religious Right.

Giuliani, the Christian Fundamentalists,
and Electoral Stages: In seeking to gain the Repub-
lican nomination, Giuliani is targeting Middle Amer-
ica, hoping to neutralize Christian fundamentalists
because they are a group who can readily shipwreck
his presidential ambitions. His surprisingly and con-
tinuously high poll ratings in the South and West are
not likely to be maintained in the face of a major ef-
fort by the Christian Right to de-legitimize the former
Mayor of New York in those areas of the country
which he must have great popular support in order to
succeed. A Republican Party. Christian activist re-
ports that “the evangelical movement has gone
through three stages with Rudy,” starting with
“denial [he is pro-choice; we don’t have anything to
worry about because no pro-abortion candidate could
win the Republican nomination].” The second stage
was to “Go find someone who can beat him” but that
approach has failed because former Senator Fred
Thompson has been a disappointment. “The third
stage is sheer panic” (Mark Cantora, “Giuliani Tries
To Reassure Religious Conservatives,” New York
Times, October 4, 2007, p. A23). This panic is what
led a number of social conservatives, such as James
C. Dobson of Focus on the Family and Tony Perkins
of The Family Research Council, to threaten to sup-
port a third-party candidate, should their Republican
Party back a pro-abortion rights candidate: Rudy
Giuliani. Dobson, in the hope of helping to knock
Rudy out of the race, wrote a New York Times op-ed
article, “The Values Test,” specifically discussing the
“advisability of creating a third party.” This in fact
represents a serious threat to Giuliani’s bid for the
presidency. What political strength he has among
evangelicals is based upon his status as “America’s
Mayor - The Hero of 9/11,” who is strong in fighting
the war on terror and who, as a tough New Yorker, is
able to stop Hillary Clinton, who is anathema to this
group (James C. Dobson, “The Values Test,” New
York Times, October 4, 2007, p. A29). The sharp
divisions within the Christian Right in this electoral
cycle and the November 7, 2007 endorsement by the
Christian conservative broadcaster and 1988 presi-
dential candidate Pat Robertson, certainly work in
Giuliani’s favor (Kirkpatrick and Cooper, “Robertson
Backs Giuliani®).
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Voters start out wanting their perfect image
of a candidate, but this soon gives way to the horse
race aspect of the contest when the focus is more on
the “lesser evil” rather than the “perfect” candidate of
one’s hopes and dreams. There are different stages to
the contemporary American presidential selection
process. The pre-primary stage involves who is lead-
ing in the public opinion polls and “money race”
which makes possible the hiring of professional cam-
paign staffs and expensive advertising in key primary
states. Endorsements by prominent leaders are of
lesser interest. The candidates enter into separate de-
bates within each party that are viewed by a rela-
tively small number of voters—under three million as
of the end of August (no author given, “Presidential
Debates: Viewers of the Debates, in Millions,” New
York Times, October 29, 2007, p. C7). When the
Towa caucuses and the primaries actually occur in the
beginning of the year the situation will change drasti-
cally since abstractly being ahead in the polls is a
very different thing than getting people to go out on
cold winter nights to caucus and vote in the prima-
ries. At that point candidates like Mitt Romney and
Barack Obama, who have low or lower national poll
numbers, but who have strong organized support in
these states, have the potential to emerge “as the
front-runners” in the electoral horse race. Their com-
petitors then turn and put their resources to mostly
negative advertising in the next primary states. This
worked well for George W. Bush in 2000 when he
recovered from a stinging defeat in the crucial New
Hampshire primary to defeat John McCain in South
Carolina and elsewhere. Because of Giuliani’s well-
documented record .in support of almost everything
the Christian Right considers important (abortion,
gay rights, gun control, stem cell research, etc.) and
the chaos of his personal life, he would appear to be
much more vulnerable to negative advertising than
his rivals Huckabee, Romney, Thompson, and even
McCain, who had never been trusted by the Republi-
can establishment. Competitors with no prospect of
victory but who can draw significant votes from one
who has this, may be encouraged—even by promises
of later consideration—to drop out of the race at cru-
cial moments. The psychology then becomes rushing
to join the winner—though disgruntied groups may
start thinking of a third party candidate, as some
Christian fundamentalists have aiready, should
Giuliani win the Republican nomination.

Giuliani the “Psychologist” and Others on

His Psychology: As mayor on his weekly talk show,
and elsewhere, Giuliani fancied himself an expert on
other people’s mental health. When a caller com-
plained about the ban on ferrets, the response he got
was “your compulsion, your excessive concern for
weasels, is a sign of something wrong in your person-
ality” from someone who has “handled insanity de-
fenses, you need help.” To a caller raising questions
about an ethical issue in the city government he de-
clared, “Why don’t you seek counseling somewhere,
Bob? I think you could use some help ... [some peo-
ple are] so disturbed that that they use radios for
these sick little attacks.” See “nytimes.com/politics™
to view a large number of the Mayor’s responses,
some of which amount to character assassination
(Michael Powell, “When Giuliani Filled the Air,
Pulling Punches with No One,” New York Times, Oc-
tober 5, 2007, pp. Al, A23). When he was annoyed
with the Governor, the Mayor declared that Pataki
“needs his head examined.”

To Michael Wolff, writing in Vanity Fair,
“there is no politician more fun to write about then
Rudy Giuliani,” partly because he is “Driven to ever
greater public outlandishness by [a] do-anything
compulsion to be at the center of attention.” To
Wolff he is not only “an original” with “periods of
mania,” he is “actually mad,” supporting this view of
the leading Republican candidate with a variety of
evidence. For example, former school chancellor
Rudy Crew found a “very, very powerful pathology”
in the Mayor who hired him and then forced him out
(Michael Wolff, “Crazy for Rudy,” Vanity Fair
online, June 2007). Congressman and Reverend
Floyd Flake, who started out supporting him, called
Giuliani “a megalomaniac and paranoid schizo-
phrenic” (Fred Siegel, The Prince of the City:
Giuliani, New York, and the Genius of American Life,
2005, p. 272).

Former New York Secretary of State Basil
Paterson avoided pathological language when he de-
clared that Giuliani has “a devil in him.” Wolff also

- found nuttiness in Giuliani’s personal relations with

his wives/mistresses and children, and with Kerik and
the Mafia, as well as in “his history of interminable, .
bitter, asinine, hissy fits.” He thinks it is Giuliani’s
own “hysterical nature,” which enabled him to re-
main calmly reassuring on 9/11 because “when eve-
ryone is crazy he, being actually crazy, is calm,” and
“when everyone is stunned, he is expressive” (Wolff,




December 2007

Clio’s Psyche

Page 87

“Crazy for'Rudy”).

Can a Former New York Mayor be
Elected President? The political gospel taught in
political science graduate school has long been that
being mayor of New York is the hardest political of-
fice after the presidency and that a mayor could never
become president. Specific reasons for why a mayor
can’t be elected president are not usually given, but
the phenomenon seems related to several issues.
New York has been depicted as a haven for bankers,
criminals, financiers, free-spending liberals, and eth-
nic groups uncharacteristic of the country as a whole.
When Giuliani was a court-appointed receiver of a
coalmine in Kentucky, the hostile leaders of the
workers started by saying, “You a Jew?” (Rudolph
W. Giuliani with Ken Kurzson, Leadership, 2002, p.
329). Rather than being the “Big Apple,” New York
has been viewed as the “Rotten Apple,” peopled by
Jews and other types “foreign” to Middle America.
Yet the attacks of 9/11 brought forth enormous na-
tional concern for New York and an emotional bond
of millions with Rudolph Giuliani. He has sought to
sell himself to the voters as the man who not only
knows terrorism better than anyone else, but who has
cleansed New York City of undesirables, making him
strong enough to. defend the country (Adam Nagour-
ney, “Giuliani Sells New York as Town He Tamed,”
New York Times, October 15, 2007, pp. Al, Al4).

Is Giuliani a Racist? When African Ameri-
cans accused Mayor Giuliani of being a racist, former
Mayor Ed Koch would reply that he was not, since he
is mean to everyone, not just blacks. Reverend Flake
held a similar opinion. However, there is no question
that he was insensitive to concerns of the African
American community during his eight years as mayor
and that he ultimately rebuffed every one of its lead-
ers. Some felt that he “would play on the edge of old
racial antipathies” (Michael Powell, “In a Volatile
City, a Stern Line on Race and Politics,” New York
Times online, July 22, 2007). Many, including
Giuliani biographer Wayne Barrett, thought that
Giuliani ran New York as a single race city, focusing
on the concerns of the white voters, while ignoring
those of the twenty-seven percent who are black.
One clearly racist Giuliani supporter was Harold,
who “was disturbed by colored people” and believed
that blacks are “immature whites” (Wayne Barrett,
Rudy: An Investigative Biography of Rudolph
Giuliani, 2000, p. 64).

‘wards threatening her dominance.

On Democratic Candidates

Introduction to Identity Pelitics: The De-
mocratic Party nomination contest at one moment
looks like a sure thing for Hillary Rodham Clinton
and the next like a real contest, with Obama and Ed-
Barack Obama
has excited great enthusiasm among young people
and African Americans, making him an interesting
subject. To a great extent the appeal of Clinton and
Obama is based upon the ability of others to identify
with them by virtue of who they are—a woman and a
young black man—more than what they have accom-
plished. The human drama of the candidates is en-
hanced by their struggles with loss and health issues.
This I will explore in reference to Elizabeth Edwards.

Reading the First Credible African Ameri-
can Presidential Candidate: Barack Obama,
Dreams from My Father: A Story of Race and Inheri-
tance (2004), was the subject of the October 20 Psy-
chohistory Forum’s psychoanalytic reading group.
We found this book to be a well-written, interesting
autobiography, one that is extremely self-revealing
for a politician. (Please note that I have not had time
to show this to the group members to verify their
agreement with my impressions, so this is very much
my personal report.) This openness can be explained
by it being initially written in 1995 before the author
was launched on his political career. The author’s
focus is on a father he never really knew, the father
who left his American wife and toddler in Hawaii
upon receiving a scholarship to do graduate work at
Harvard University. This left his little boy in search
of a mythic father that he would never come to know.
His biological father returned to Kenya, where he
already had a wife and where he would marry several
others. Rather than raising his children, the senior
Obama seemed much more concerned with spreading
his seed.

In his volume, Senator Obama writes very
little about his mother who did so much more to raise
him than his other parent. She took him to Indonesia
after marrying her second husband, but after four or
five years she sent him to be raised by her Kansas-
born parents in Hawaii. His grandmother appears to
have been the most important individual in shaping
his character. As Barack’s adolescent identity crisis
was compounded by being a fatherless black boy
growing up in a white family, he hung out with Afri-
can American boys, but his “white” conscience
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would not allow him to step over certain behavioral
lines. His mother, who returned to the States with a
daughter after the failure of her second marriage, was
a thorough believer in the civilizing power of guilt.

Despite many uncertainties in his life, Barack
Obama’s academic success, leading him to be the
first African American named to the Harvard Law
Review, set him on the road to a bright future.
Among other things, it led to his being funded to
write his life story since he was seen as a-suitable
role model for people of color. One might think of
his years of work as an inner-city Chicago commu-
nity organizer as not just the basis for his political
career but also as a type of Eriksonian psychosocial
moratorium.

A call from an unknown half-sister in Kenya
about the death of a stepbrother he never met led him
back to the land of his father. The travel log that he
presents involved meeting one half-brother after an-

~ other—his father had quite a number of children—as
he experienced urban and rural, Muslim and Chris-
tian Kenya. Barack would learn a lot more about his
father whom he had seen for a month when he was
sixteen, as well as of East African culture. The sen-
ior Obama had had a high position in the post-
colonial government of Kenya, which he lost since he
would not censor his opinions even after being spe-
cifically warned to do so by the president, He subse-
quently devoted some of his meager resources to be-
ing chauffeured and otherwise keeping up appear-
ances, rather than devoting them to the care of his
many children and former wives. Very much like a

* traveler, the young Obama describes what he ob-
serves in his family and their surroundings but does
not make judgments: he never condemns clitorodec-
tomies. The sense of our group was that Obama is
not simply too young and inexperienced to be presi-
dent but is also too unsure of his own self.

Fighting Breast Cancer While Campaign-
ing: Elizabeth Edwards’ Saving Graces: Finding Sol-
ace and Strength from Friends and Strangers (2006)
is not the type of book one expects from the wife of a
presidential candidate. For one thing, she actually
wrote it herself, which is not so surprising for a
woman who studied for a doctorate in medieval Eng-
lish literature before deciding to become a lawyer.
The book begins with her discovery of a lump in her
breast on October 21, 2004 and then she devotes a
great deal of time to her trauma, indeed the family

trauma, of the death of her son Wade at age sixteen in
a freak auto accident.

The death of Wade traumatized the Edward-
ses, with Elizabeth wondering if they could ever
“celebrate after his death.” This high-functioning
woman, while caring for her teenage daughter and
supporting her husband, struggled mightily with the
pain and anger (the anger is present, but denied) of
her loss, while her husband John lost himself in his
work. She describes him as “a great life force, a
bright piece of energy. It was why I fell in love with
him” (p. 124). She remembered that when Wade was
born, John had said, “Thank you for giving me what I
always wanted” (p. 117). Within the year of Wade’s
death, they decided to have a replacement child,
while denying the existence of the “replacement child
syndrome” (pp. 135-136). This was not an easy task
since Elizabeth, who was four years older than John,
was fifty years old by the time she had (with pharma-
cological help) a little girl, followed by their son
Jack. The desire of this extremely talented woman to
please her husband is quite apparent. It will show up
again in her urging him to continue his campaign for
the presidency after the recurrence of her cancer, de-
spite the almost certain negative impact of campaign-
ing on her health while juggling the mothering of two
young children. I came away with the sense that this
talented daughter of an Italian American naval avia-
tor had an idealized view of her father, an idealiza-
tion she transferred to her husband, whom she is fear-
ful of hurting as she campaigns for his nomination.
As I watched today on a C-Span-covered interview of
the wives of the major candidates, she looks more

_than three years older, and not as healthy as in the

2004 campaign.

War and Our First Woman President: On
a more positive note than the struggles with death
and cancer in the presidential sweepstakes, a woman
has moved beyond the supporting cast to center
stage. Hillary Rodham Clinton, who the leading De-
mocratic candidates were doing their best in a candi-
dates’ debate last night to dethrone as front-runner,
has a chance to be our first woman president. When I
wrote the article, “Elizabeth Dole and America’s Sec-
ond Woman President,” I pointed out that I worried
about the war pressures the first female to win the
presidency would face (Clio’s Psyche [September
2000] Vol. 7, No. 2, pp. 69-70). This concern is
based upon the reality that the first woman to lead in
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India (Indira Gandhi), Israel (Golda Meir), Sri Lanka
(Sirimavo Bandaranaike), Pakistan (Benazir Bhutto),
and the United Kingdom (Margaret Thatcher) was
involved in war, foreign or domestic, or forced from
office. To succeed, this pioneering woman must
prove that she is tougher than the men; Israelis joked
that Golda Meir was the only one in the cabinet with
“balls.” This same rule of militarily testing women
holding state power does not apply in small countries
like Ireland and Norway that no longer see them-
selves as military powers or feel threatened by their
neighbors.

With her eyes on what it will take to defeat a
Republican candidate next year and then to govern,
Hillary is making herself vulnerable to Democratic
criticism of being hawkish. It remains to be seen
how this will work out, but should she be elected she
will at least have the advice of her ex-president hus-
band in handling the war pressures. {J

Book Reviews

Schumpeter: The Economist in a
Symphonic Mode

(Continued from fronf page)

has written an excellent and warmly sympathetic bi-
ography, Prophet of Innovation: Joseph Schumpeter
and Creative Destruction (Cambridge, MA: Belknap
Press, 2007. ISBN-13: 978-0-674-02523-3, ISBN-10:
0-674-02523-7, 719 pages, $35). However, the title
is modestly misleading. The biography has chosen
for its title just one significant, but not exclusive, fea-
ture of Schumpeter’s protean thought, one perhaps
most agreeable to publishers and their marketing peo-
ple. This great economist—a great thinker in gen-
eral—was hospitable to all thought. As McCraw me-
ticulously documents, Schumpeter set economics in a
broad context beginning with history and plunging
into prophecy while relating it to anthropology, soci-
ology, political science, and, inevitably, philosophy.
All this points to his compulsive, indeed driven, char-
acter. He began his later years with the 1095-page
Business Cycles (1939) and ended with the posthu-
mous 1260 page History of Economic Analysis

(1954), inserting his most popular work, the 400-
page Capitalism, Socialism, and Democracy (1942),
interlude between them.

Of course Schumpeter's path to greatness was
crooked. He was born to a German-Austrian textile
manufacturer in Bohemia. His father died when he
was four, and his mother, ambitious for young Jo-
seph, took him to settle in the university town of
Graz, southwest of Vienna. She then married a re-
tired, aristocratic general (later discarded) and moved
to Vienna. There, mastering aristocratic gloss and six
languages, young Joseph diligently attended a fine
secondary school, and studied law and economics at
the University of Vienna. While close to his mother,
he broadened his education further in Germany,
France, and England, and married an Englishwoman
a dozen years his senior. As a twenty-five-year-old
he took his bride to Cairo, where he successfully
practiced law and wrote his first book, the impressive
and wide-ranging Nature and Content of Theoretical
Economics (1908). Qualifying thus to teach econom-
ics in any Austro-Hungarian University, he started so
successfully in the provincial universities of Czer-
nowitz and Graz that he was invited to give guest lec-
tures at Columbia University in 1913. From the be-
ginning, lecturing brilliantly and befriending his stu-
dents, he was a popular, multilingual teacher and a
prolific scholar.

With his wide interests Schumpeter swung
into a brief career as Austrian finance minister from
March to October 1919, where his sensible, though
impracticable, anti-inflation policy and frank com-
ments to the press made his administration impossi-
ble. Next, in a career as a banker his impractical
functioning and trusting nature almost bankrupted
and heavily indebted him. However, these practical
failures enriched his thought.

Schumpeter’s English marriage faded during
a war separation. In 1925 he married the young
daughter of a Viennese concierge, whom he most
improbably adored, especially after she died in child-
birth, as did the child. This was less than two months
after his mother died (and a son died the next year).
Depositing a rose on his wife's grave every day, he
made a cult of mourning for her and his mother. All
of this suggests psychic depths, including a proclivity
to depression, on which his biographer had abundant
décuments. The data McCraw turned up, further de-
tailed in his extraordinarily generous notes of 186
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~ pages, invite extended psychiatric examination, most
especially Schumpeter’s relationship with his stepfa-
ther and his first two wives. During all these dis-
tresses and achievements Schumpeter operated splen-
didly as economist, holding a professorship at the
University of Bonn from 1925-1932 and at Harvard
from 1932 until his death in 1950.

In Bonn, Schumpeter translated his attractive
young German housekeeper into an efficient secre-
tary and affectionate mistress. Their correspondence
suggests his charms as lover. She accepted his failure
to marry and she eventually married a young econo-
mist. When she reported on the young man's incom-
petence in lovemaking, Schumpeter sensitively coun-
seled her on how to instruct her husband appropri-
ately. Schumpeter's third wife (Elizabeth) was an
American economist, who had to threaten him with a
complete break to get Schumpeter to marry her.
McCraw, Isidor Straus Professor of Business History
Emeritus at Harvard University, thinks the marriage
saved the great economist from emotional collapse.
Understanding and supportive, Elizabeth kept him
operative in his last period of creativity, which ended
with his death by cerebral hemorrhage in 1950. Her
final service to him, before she died of cancer, was to
collate and complete his posthumous History of Eco-
nomic Analysis.

A disciplined product of neoclassical Aus-
trian economics, Schumpeter could see the value of
Marxism and socialism, while warning of their nega-
tive effects. He celebrated capitalism as vastly pro-
ductive, hence its “creative destruction” producing
wealth-increasing innovations, and yet he saw it as
vulnerable to undermining by socialistic initiatives.
He observed his best students pursuing John May-
nard Keynes—in his analysis, a pied piper of a dis-
mal and false quasi-socialist theory. Schumpeter's
openness to a variety of ideas made him vulnerable to
symmetrical criticism. One of his long works, Busi-
ness Cycles, respectfully discussed the eight-to-ten-
year Juglar cycle, the fifty-sixty-year Kondratieff cy-
cle, and the forty-month Kitchin cycle. How all these
could be valid at the same time remained question-
able. His brilliant student Paul A. Samuelson said
that Schumpeter's arguments “began to smack of Py-
thagorean moonshine,” and Schumpeter himself re-
treated to the position that the cycles were “primarily
a descriptive device.” Some economists prefer to
dispense with them completely in their theorizing.

But most of Schumpeter’s ideas, resilient and emi-
nently sensible, have found more and more support in
post-Keynesian reality. McCraw adds an esthetic
dimension. He has found reading Schumpeter like
“listening to Beethoven's symphonies or contemplat-
ing Picasso's paintings.”

In the end Joseph Schumpeter gave up on the
exactness economists always seek and arrived at in-
determinateness. He concluded that economic devel-
opments were too dynamic to permit precise calcula-
tion. Here he gave up on economic theorizing and
supported his thought with the lessons of history. In
his speech, “The March into Socialism,” at the annual
American Economic Association meeting on Decem-
ber 28, 1949, less than two weeks before his death,
he saw socialism progressing but not inevitably.
Capitalism, he said, had its residual power, and the
socialist consummation might be interminably de-
layed. The indeterminate triumphs.

David Felix, PhD, is professor emeritus of
history at the City University of New York and an
active member of the Psychohistory Forum's Psycho-
analytic Biography/Autobiography Reading Group.
Having published four books in recent European his-
tory, he is currently working on a study of political
and economic interaction in 20th-century world his-
tory. He may be reached at dflixx@msn.com. {J

Opposites Are One in the
“Art” of Andrew Brink

(Continued from front page)

In this review of Andrew Brink, Desire and
Avoidance in Art: Pablo Picasso, Hans Bellmer,
Balthus, and Joseph Cornell: Psychobiographical
Studies with Attachment Theory (New York: Peter
Lang, 2007. ISBN 978-0-8204-9721-1, hardcover,
vii, 211 pages, $ 68.95), I will probe his approach.

Attachment theory is based on observation of -
infant behavioral development and the realization
that much learning interaction is remarkably similar
to that of animals, or evolutionary biology. There is
also dissimilarity, as much animal behavior is re-
peated generationally and is ultimately beneficial for
survival, However, there are a number of different
levels of interaction among mothers and infants, not
all beneficial. Reactive behaviors are based upon the
mother's degree of empathy and availability. Earliest
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survival strategies are so encoded in the infant that
they determine adult behaviors. Attachment styles,
based on observation of infants when a mother leaves
them unattended, are noted. The majority of infants,

sixty-six percent, are termed secure, as they protest

the departing mother but greet the returning mother
with pleasure. Twelve percent despair at the depar-
ture, are insecure, and show resistance and anger to
the returning mother. Twenty percent are dismissive,
avoidant, or clinging. In addition, a fourth subgroup,
only two percent, in reaction to the ambivalent or un-
responsive mother, is disorganized or more inconsis-
tent in their reunion styles.

Aduit interviews of memories of mothers
support this earliest imprint. The capacity for recall
ranges from coherent, reflecting the secure attach-
ment, to dismissive or agitated. The fourth, smallest
subgroup, is disorganized, repetitive, and controlling.
This is an attempt to retrieve and reconstruct, or to
pull together, unresolved painful feelings to alternat-
ing acceptance and rejection by the first caretaker.

The avoidant, or disorganized person, Brink
maintains, may find mood regulation, and a degree of
internal repair, in creative activity. However, fearful
of rebuff, they develop an impenetrable personal
style. Eye contact, the gaze of the artist towards the
created object, becomes a restorative extension of
self. The creative object becomes a substitute for the
original deficient interaction. It is the conduit for
adult creative action. However, it requires the audi-
ence, or substitute mother, for ultimate fulfillment.

There may be a shift from external reliance
on others to a (false) positive self-model, a narcissis-
tic image, to minimize distress. There is a conse-
quent avoidant shift from mutuaily gratifying per-
sonal relationships to objects. The “transitional ob-
jects” of childhood become the artists’ created visual
symbols, their salvation. Professor Brink notes that in
secure attachments, a search for attunement, or close-
ness and responsiveness, is the origin of the aesthetic
experience.

The four inventive, dysfunctional artists in
Desire and Avoidance are those for whom original
attunement was elusive or absent. In defense against
the resultant anxiety, the defenses are never fully sat-
isfactory, and are, therefore, obsessively repeated.

Pablo Picasso (1881-1973) was a Spanish
artist of unparalleled impact in the twentieth century.

His narcissistic and obsessional personality organiza-
tion originated with his mother, often sick, who ideal-
ized and “aggrandized” her son. Married to a man
seventeen years older, she bore two daughters after
Picasso. The first was born the third day in hiding
during an earthquake in Barcelona. Picasso, only
three, experienced the double spasms of earth and
mother. The second daughter, born when Picasso was
nine, died at eight years of age.

Picasso's choice of the seven women in his
art and life was consistent with his ambivalent, in-
tense, and avoidant style. They were vulnerable, sub-
servient, sometimes sickly, unstable, and so adoring
that they willingly sacrificed themselves to his por-
trayals from “burning romantic idealization to de-
structive gynophobia.” When Picasso was aggres-
sive, angry, or coercive, which perhaps triggered his
inventiveness, his females were depicted as prosti-
tutes, sliced into cubist portions, slashed in primary
livid colors in sadomasochistic, erotic portrayals.
“‘Every time [ collect wives (women) I should burn
the last one. That way I would be rid of them....
Maybe that would bring back my youth. You kill the
woman and you wipe out the past she represents.””
In fact, it was often the women who were destroyed.
Of the seven major conquests, by whom he had three
children, two women and a grandson, committed sui-
cide.

Hans Bellmer (1902-1975), a Polish-
German, first studied engineering. He turned this fas-
cination with machines to the construction and dis-
membering of large headless life-size dolls, which
were then photographed in eroticized poses. The ago-
nies of bodily dismembering had been part of the art
scene in the German tradition of the crucified Christ,
as in Griinewald, or the actual staking of parts of dis-
membered bodies on tree branches, as in Goya's etch-
ings of “Disasters of War,” which were based on ac-
tual scenes of Napoleonic French invasion atrocities.

In one of Bellmer's works, separate body
parts are left hanging on a wall. In another, two bod-
ies are separated at the waist, recombined with legs
facing opposite directions, surveyed at the buttocks
by an upright torso. Brink reconstructs Bellmer's life
according to attachment theories. Although Bellmer's
demeanor was reserved and correct, his fantasy pri-
vate life was surrealistic and perverse. The “correct”
exterior was learned from his father, a tyrannical
military officer, often absent, hated and feared by his
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two sons. They were left with a puritanical mother to
whom his brother and he became “like adorable little
girls.”

He often drew girls from a local orphanage,
suggesting their availability as fantasy objects with-
out protection. Suspected of being half Jewish, he
married four times, the second to a French woman,
whom he used to leave German occupied areas. His
third wife theorized that Bellmer needed to create an
imaginary evil as a curative device to cure the evil he
was suffering. His fourth and most disturbed wife,
who later committed suicide, was photographed as a
headless and bound female image. Brink suggests
this was seen as an attempt to control and bind the
mother, to restrict her freedom while cherishing her
as a caretaker.

Attachment to a feminizing mother would
permanently create an identity crisis in a sexually
active male. He might perversely identify with this
aspect of himself, while attempting to liberate/
destroy it. Belimer's sadistic constructs and photo-
graphs violated female intactness. His images appear
the most personally perverse and dysfunctional of the
four artists’.

Balthus (1908-2001), a French painter, is
best known for his many later, realistic paintings of
adolescent girls caught in equivocal private moments
of abandonment. Nude, or seminude, with legs se-
ductively apart, they appear mutually engaged in the
voyeuristic setting. A particularly distressing image
is that of a seminude girl lying limp over the lap of
her disheveled music teacher. The lesbian instructor
plays her student's arched body like a guitar, pulling
the head back with finger on the inner thigh. Bal-
thus’ artistic role models were, surprisingly, the re-
mote, but objective artists, Piero della Francesca and
Nicolas Poussin.

Balthus’s mother thought him marvelous.
She spoke of her two sons as “her pleasure and her
playmates.” The pedophiliac mother was domineer-
ing and suffocating, while the father remained re-
mote. Balthus witnessed his mother's indulgence in
drugs and affairs, notably with the poet Rainer Maria
Rilke. Brink speculates that Balthus feared he would
not remain separate from his mother, that a merger
would nullify his masculinity. Perhaps, too, in an
attempt to convert his responsive desire for her and
restore her pureness, he employs these “pre-beings,
sacred perfect beauties.”

Joseph Cornell (1903-1972), an American
artist, is known for his enigmatic boxes. His child-
hood family experiences were disruptive and restric-
tive. The mother was alternately adoring and critical.
The father was often traveling, leaving the mother
alone with their four children, and when he died of
leukemia, the family's financial situation changed
dramatically from affluent to modest. Joseph's atten-
dance at a private school was terminated because of
panic attacks and anxiety. Thereafter he was virtually
housebound, a devoted caretaker of his brother who
suffered from muscular dystrophy. Joseph’s recurrent
depression, sexual obsession, and lack of intimate
female relationship was alleviated by careful atten-
tion to and appreciation of nature recorded in exten-
sive journal writing. He found solace, too, in a reli-
ance on self-abnegating Christian Science.

A compulsive collector of photos and dis-
carded objects, he immersed himself in his basement
workroom. There he combined disparate memorabilia
with photos of movie stars, Victorian ballerinas, and
opera divas. From sexual fantasies, isolation, and
emotional poverty, he created an art recapturing the
past. However, the partial figures appear not vivified
but trapped. The alternation of adoration and distanc-
ing from his mother, the loss of his father and be-
loved grandparents, spurred him to develop fantasy
populations. These became circumscribed construc-
tions ordered in the multiple subdivisions of wooden
boxes. He captured inanimate objects and idealized
images like dead butterflies on pins.

Andrew Brink's carefully researched and illu-
minating studies remind us that there is no such thing
as a fully isolated work of art. These artists are the
products of “Mothering gone wrong.” Our frag-
mented world responds to these images as they re-
flect our disturbed and disturbing group fantasies and
issues.

Carol Bird Ravenal, PhD, is an artist, art
historian, and psychobiographer who earned her
doctoral degree at Harvard University before going
on to teach art history, painting, and psychohistory at
the Rhode Island School of Design and then at the
American University in Washington, DC, where she
is an emeritus professor. Currently, she has an ex-
hibit at the Cosmos Club Long Gallery in our na-
tion’s capital. She has taught, lectured, and written
extensively on Edvard Munch, Henri Matisse, and
Paul Gauguin at American University, the National
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Gallery of Art, the Smithsonian, and the Corcoran
Gallery of Art. For a number of years she was co-
chair of a Washington-based psychohistory group
and in 1989-1990 Professor Ravenal served as vice-
president of the International Psychohistorical Asso-
ciation. Among her many current activities is service
on the Board of Trustees of AFTA (Arts for the Ag-
ing). Further information may be found in Who's
Who in the World. Dr. Ravenal may be contacted at
chirdie@aol.com. O

Icons and the Healing Power
of Religion

Donald L. Carveth
York University, Toronto

Review of Daniel Rancour-Laferrviere, The
Joy of All Who Sorrow: Icons of the Mother of God
in Russia (Traditsiya Pochitaniva Ikon Bogomateri V
Rossii  Glazami Amerikanskogo Psikhoanalitika).
Moscow: Ladomir Publishing House, 2005. Bilin-
gual in English and Russian, ISBN-10: 5944510390;
-ISBN-13: 978-5944510396, 352 pages, $57.00.

The Joy of All Who Sorrow is a visually beau-
tiful book, containing twenty-eight colorplate illustra-
tions of icons and related photographs, that provides
a wealth of information regarding the worship of
icons of the Mother of God in Russia. In addition to
reviewing its history and theology, Rancour-
Laferriere presents his empirical observations of icon
veneration. While this descriptive scholarship is of
considerable interest, the author’s approach to psy-
choanalytic interpretation is problematic in many re-
spects.

In The Future of An Hlusion (1927), Freud
distinguishes between illusion, a belief that, while
neither validated nor invalidated scientifically, is ac-
cepted as true because one wishes it to be so, and de-
tusion, a belief that is embraced despite the fact that
it is known scientifically to be false. Although in Fu-
ture he describes religion as illusion, only three vears
later, in Civilization and Its Discontents (1930),
Freud abandons this distinction, without explaining
his reasons for doing so, and refers to religion as de-
lusion. Since the existence of God, defined in the
orthodox sense as an omnipotent, omniscient, and
benevolent supernatural being, can be neither proved
nor disproved by science, both theism, the claim that

~ lishes reality, religion falsifies it.

God exists, and atheism, the claim that God does not
exist, are grounded in subjective feeling rather than
objective evidence. In redefining religion as delu-
sion, Freud himself embraces illusion.

Interpretations of the “God” signifier in non-
supernatural, metaphoric, or virtual terms, as in de-
mythologizing, “religionless,” existentialist versions
of Christianity, are, of course, outside of the domain
of this argument, which only applies to the question
of the existence or non-existence of a supernatural
God.

Rancour-Laferriere proudly embraces reason
and scientific empiricism, approaching the study of
icon veneration like a cultural anthropologist, refer-
ring to his field notes and offering a chart in which he
distinguishes and counts the various gestures he ob-
serves venerators making before icons: “Table I. Se-

lected Veneration Sequences. C - lights candle; X —

makes sign of the cross; B — bows before icon; P —

" falls prostrate before icon; N — kneels before icon; K

— kisses icon; F — taps forehead against icon; — transi-
tion to another act; — pauses between acts; W — walks
away from icon.” At the same time, the author de-
clares himself an atheist, perhaps conflating atheism
and agnosticism, as is very common today, and fails
entirely to address Freud’s inconsistency with respect
to religion as illusion or delusion.

Rancour-Laferriere  uncritically accepts
Freud’s untenable distinction between art and relig-
ion in which, while artistic illusion merely embel-
For Freud (and
Rancour-Laferriere), art is an adaptive, creative subli-
mation, while religion is relegated to the status of a
maladaptive, defensive maneuver. Though literal-
istic, fundamentalist religion fits this model, it ig-
nores non-literalistic, adaptive, and creative religious
forms. Censorship of art and literature reflects the
failure of many to recognize the illusory nature of art.
While Freud recognizes the virtual nature of art, he
fails to appreciate virtuality when it comes to relig-
ion. Furthermore, he fails to distinguish the forms of
religion—infantile and mature—and that it too can be
seen as paradox, rather than simply as a literalistic
representation of reality. His erring against religion
and in favor of art biases his subsequent investiga-
tions. (See Donald L. Carveth and Sophia E. Forster,
“Christianity: A Kleinian Perspective,” Canadian
Journal of Psychoanalysis/Revue Canadienne de
Psychanaylse 7, 2 [Fall, 1999], pp. 187-218.)
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So dogmatic is Rancour-Laferriere with re-
spect to his equation of psychoanalysis and atheism,
and so closed to the possibility of creative, subli-
mated, and virtual forms of religion, that when he
encounters a religious analyst he is convinced he can-
-not really be a psychoanalyst at all. “This man was
clearly an Orthodox believer, and so I felt obliged to
conclude that he was not also a ‘psychoanalyst.” At
least he had not taken his psychoanalytic knowledge
to the point of applying it to his own world-view.”

While Rancour-Laferriere, following Winni-
coft, appears sympathetic toward the human need for
illusions, arguing that “Religion falls away only natu-
rally—if it falls away at all-and only in those who are
ready for a new and different set of illusions,” one
suspects such sympathy is more a matter of lip ser-
vice than of substance, for he fails to raise the ques-
tion of the illusory, or religious, nature of Marxist
and Freudian atheism. His own embrace of atheism
and a kind of positivism displays the dogmatism, the
either/or thinking, the lack of nuance and subtlety
that characterize the true believer. Although one can-
not know without having had the opportunity to psy-
choanalyze the author, at times one wonders whether
he clings to this substitute dogma as a distancing de-
fense against a profound attraction to the religious
illusions he dissects.

Rancour-Laferriere writes insightfully about
the functioning of icons “as a kind of supplementary
superego within the context of the peasant hut. To
sin in their presence was to experience a greater
sense of guilt, or shame, than to sin in their absence.”
Later in the text, pondering the psychology of yet
another analyst who is also religious in some sense,
the author finally manages, despite his bias, to raise
the crucial question, “Can religious belief itself pro-
mote mental health?” Since there is “art therapy,”
“dance therapy,” “poetry therapy,” and so forth, why
not “icon therapy” or “religion therapy?” In raising
this question, Rancour-Laferriere seems unaware of
the extensive literature that, without in any way de-
nying the pathological potentials of religion, at the
same time demonstrates the role it often plays in pro-
moting psychological survival, healing, and well-
being. But, he concludes reductively, even if it can
promote healing, it does this on a delusional. basis:
“Icon therapy is real, even though it depends on a
delusion, namely, the collective-endorsed delusion of
presence.” ’

As might be expected, Rancour-Laferriere’s
discussion of the central role of images of the Mother
of God, more specifically of the Mother and Child, in
the matrifocal culture of Russia mostly reduces the
psychology involved to childishness: “the one who
venerates an icon of the Mother of God is regressing
to an infantile, pre-Oedipal position where there was
still a belief in the omnipotent maternal object.” Al-
though he describes the religious person’s capacity to
regress in this way as “a great gift” that “makes the
anxieties and pains of adult life more bearable,” it is
nevertheless regressive, infantile, magical, and ulti-
mately masochistic. “One of the undeniable attrac-
tions of the Mother of God to her Russian venerators
is that she suffers. In this she resembles the venera-
tors themselves, who most often approach her in time
of need, that is, when they themselves are suffering.”
He goes on to write that “Psychoanalytically put,
Christ and his mother share the feature of moral
masochism, for they are both represented as voluntar-
ily suffering victims, as willingly humiliated slaves.”

Although the Christian narrative, imagery,
and symbolism of self-sacrifice can certainly be em-
ployed in masochistic ways, it is as if the author can
only conceive of the willing acceptance of pain and
even death for the sake of others as pathological. He
appears to lose sight of the willing endurance of pain
by mothers in childbirth and the sacrificial suffering
we all accept on behalf of our children, our loved
ones, even our countries. In fact, psychological
health requires acceptance of the unavoidable suffer-
ing that is a part of the human condition; it entails, as
Bion understood, revisiting and reversing the deci-
sion that lies at the root of neurosis: the decision to
avoid existential pain. The way out of neurotic suf-
fering is the acceptance of the non-neurotic, existen-
tial suffering it evades. '

Unlike Rancour-Laferriere, Freud under-
stands the necessity for self-sacrifice. He regards the
renunciation of primitive instinct as a requirement of
becoming a civilized adult; and he celebrates the sac-
rifice of narcissism in favor of object love: “for in the
last resort we must begin to love in order that we may
not fall ill, and must fall ill if, in consequence of frus-
tration, we cannot love” (On Narcissism, 1914). His
attitude toward scientific reason is that it entails the
discipline of willing submission to facts that may
painfully contradict our wishes, the sacrifice of ego-
centrism entailed in the decentering brought about by
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the blows to human narcissism delivered by Coperni-
cus and Galileo, by Darwin, and by Freud himself.
Resolution of the Oedipus complex entails surrender-
ing the incestuously desired object out of love, as

- well as fear, of the rival, despite competitive envy
and hate. “Not my will but thy will be done” says the
child, as he surrenders to the laws of civilized life.
The fact that the Christian myth has widely been lit-
eralized and exploited sado-masochistically does not
mean that, at the same time, its symbolism has not
addressed aspects of the human condition all-too-
often obscured or overlooked by secular ideologies—
such as the essential self-sacrificial dimension of ma-
turity and psychological health.

There is no denying that Christianity offers
wonderful opportunities for the enactment of maso-
chistic psychopathology, as in Mel Gibson’s The
Passion of the Christ. (See Donald L. Carveth “The
Passion of the Christ. Psychoanalytic and Christian
Existentialist Perspectives,” Passionate Dialogues:
Critical Perspectives on Mel Gibson’s The Passion of
the Christ, 2005, pp.171-178, for a critique.) But the
reductionism that conceives of religion exclusively in
these terms is simply unacceptable to scholars sensi-
tive to the complexity, multiple determinants, multi-
ple functions, and multiple meanings of human cul-
tural productions. -Can any symbolism hope to better
represent Winnicott’s notion of surrender of the false
self as a requirement for rebirth of the true self than
the myth of the death and resurrection of Christ? Can
any symbolism hope to better capture the agony clini-
cal psychoanalysts witness daily on our couches than
that of the Stations of the Cross?

At one point in his text, Rancour-Laferriere
appears to approach this insight: “Life is, after all, a
Golgotha, says Tarabukin. But a Golgotha accepted
leads to resurrection and everlasting life, so perhaps
the suffering is not suffering-for-suffering’s sake,
perhaps it is not masochistic after all.” But this line
of thought is abruptly dropped in favor of a critique
of Nikolai Tarabukin’s attitudes. Even if it had been
pursued, Rancour-Laferriere would likely have linked
it to literalistic supernatural belief in a life to come,
rather than viewing it as symbolic of the sort of resur-
rection from a neurotic death-in-life to a healthier
life-through-death-of-the-narcissistic-ego, through
“acceptance of castration” (read crucifixion), that
psychoanalysts (Freud, Klein, Winnicott, Bion, and,
most explicitly, Lacan) have described.

Donald Carveth PhD, is Professor of Sociol-
ogy and Social & Political Thought at York Univer-
sity in Toronto. He is a Training & Supervising Ana-
lyst in the Canadian Institute of Psychoanalysis and
past Editor-in-Chief of the Canadian Journal of Psy-
choanalysis/Revue Canadienne de Psychanalyse.
Many of his publications are available on his Web-
site: www.yorku.ca/dcarveth. (1

Fairbairn’s Contribution to
Psychoanalysis

Andrew Brink
University of Toronto

Review of Graham S. Clarke, Personal Rela-
tions Theory: Fairbairn, Macmurray and Suttie.
London and New York: Routledge, 2006. ISBN 0-
415-39352-3,211 pages, $35.95.

Graham Clarke proposes “prime status” for
the work of the Edinburgh psychoanalyst Ronald
Fairbairn (1889-1965). By placing it with other Scot-
tish studies of human relations, he gives context to
Fairbairn’s bold rewriting of Freud, Melanie Klein,
and their followers. Fairbairn’s revisionist theory is
presented as the most cogent and coherent response
to Freud’s tripartite model of the ego as modified by
Klein’s theory of inner objects (internalized signifi-
cant others). Fairbairn is seen as a philosophically
trained critic, working far from Vienna and London,
who addressed theoretical shortcomings with a pow-
erful new model of the ego derived from internalizing
the infant’s actual experiences of being mothered.
For Fairbaimn, ego structure was not innate but ac-
quired from anxiety caused by failed relations of in-
fant and mother. It pointed to a two-part analysis of
interaction to account for “splitting” and repression
in the ego, a line of advance that has continued ever
since, especially in the United Kingdom, from the
child analyst Donald Winnicott to the psychobiologi-
cal researcher and framer of attachment theory, John
Bowlby. This theoretical shift could not be more im-
portant and is certainly of interest to psychohistori-
ans.

Fairbairn has not lacked for recent scholarly
attention, but Clarke’s book is the first with such de-
tailed discussion of his primacy. Asking “Why Fair-
bairn?”, Clarke sets out eleven opening propositions,
noting that as virtually all psychoanalytic theories
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and practices are now “object relational,” it is time to
acknowledge that “Fairbairn’s ‘psychology of dy-
namic [ego] structure’ is capable of providing a com-
mon model for psychoanalysis” (p. 10). This sweep-
ing claim sets a task so large that no single book
could hope to complete it, and Clarke’s readers will
be looking for what he oversimplifies and leaves out.

My view is that while Graham Clarke’s expo-
sition of Fairbairn’s demanding thought is by far the
best yet, his over all sense of the accelerations,
changing directions, and emphases in psychoanalysis
are inadequate to make the case for Fairbairn’s
thought being definitive. For years I have admired

Fairbairn and his first advocate, Harry Guntrip, learn--

ing to think (and to feel) as they taught, but I know
they are bound by time and place and that psycho-
dynamic theorizing has moved on apace. In fact it
has moved so far and changed so much that “object
relations” talk may sound quaint and its formulations
incapable of doing full justice to the findings of at-
tachment research and, more recently, those of neuro-
chemistry and brain localizations of attachment ex-
perience. A quick look at the historical necessity for
revisionist theory following upon Freud’s rediscov-
ery and conceptualizing of the unconscious will help
to take Fairbaim’s measure and to put Clarke’s
claims in fuller perspective

Precursors of Fairbairn’s re-thinking are
found amongst Freud’s early associates, especially
Otto Rank, with his emphasis on birth trauma, and
Sandor Ferenczi, who emphasized the traumatic dis-
locations of attachment between parents and their
children that led to later emotional disorders.
Though these attempts to override the Oedipus com-
plex in favor of pre-oedipal issues put Rank and Fer-
enczi outside Freud’s charmed circle, they appealed
especially to the Scots lan Suttie and Ronald Fair-
bairn as giving new openings for psychoanalytic the-
ory, which eventually lead to attachment theory.
Clarke did not pick up on this as he does not believe
that Bowlby (who never repudiated his psychoana-
lytic training) was any longer a psychoanalyst.
Clarke comments: “The main problem with attach-
ment theory is that it is not a psychoanalytic theory at
all since the unconscious is generally regarded as be-
ing totally biological in origin, attachment being a
biological process...” (p. 142). While it is certainly
possible to get this impression from the rigorously
argued three volumes of John Bowlby’s Attachment

and Loss (1969-1980), it is not the conclusion gained
from wide reading in attachment theory, especially
the papers of Mary Main and Patricia Crittenden, left
unmentioned by Clarke.

In this respect Clarke’s book is left marooned
on a sort of Fairbairnian island where intensive expo-
sition is carried on. There is some justification for
this as, despite Fairbairn’s efforts towards clear and
systematic reasoning, his thought is often held to be
unintelligible. Nonetheless, the essence of Fair-
bairn’s challenge to Freud can briefly be clarified as
he himself did in chapter VII of Psychoanalytic Stud-
ies of the Personality (1951), “A Synopsis of the De-
velopment of the Author’s Views Regarding the
Structure of the Personality.”

Initial criticism of Fairbairn was because he
replaced Freud’s instinct theory with an interpersonal
relations theory. Fairbairn’s heresy was in arguing
that our behavior turns on internalizations at the start
of life when mother’s caregiving is more or less satis-
factory. The quality of caring interaction was what
determined healthy or pathological development, as
Fairbairn set out in the prepositional, formal style of
a philosopher, and so is hard to follow as he added
meanings to terms like /ibido and ego.

Clarke supplies many charts to show how
inimical internalizations cause splitting and set up
one or more combinations of four basic defensive
systems against reliving suffering: the paranoid, pho-
bic, hysterical, and obsessional. The defenses
adopted have lifelong implications for the individual
and also affect the dynamics of groups. Put simply,
what the child most needs is “conclusive assurance
that he is genuinely loved as a person by his parents,
and that his parents genuinely accept his love” (p.
39). Only in positive circumstances can “infantile
dependence,” or the “taking” mode be left behind in
favor of “mature dependence,” the “giving” mode.
Thus Freud’s set developmental stages were also
abandoned. Psychopathology is seen in terms of the
“relationships with internal objects, to which the indi-
vidual is compelled to turn in default of a satisfactory
relationship with objects in the outer world” (p. 40).

Contemporary psychoanalysis gives evidence
of having understood Fairbairn’s main arguments. It
may not credit him by name, or even cite his writ-
ings, but it caught the message that primary experi-
ences between mother/father and infant/child deter-
mine ego formation with the kind and .degree of de-
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fensiveness to be seen in early relational malfunc-
tions. Fairbairn is usually named first in the so-called
“Independent Branch” of the “British School” of
post-Freudian revisionists who looked to pre-oedipal
phenomena and took the pre-1897 Freud at his word
about the damaging effects of parent or caregiver-
caused trauma.

The barrage of new information from attach-
ment research and neurochemical investigation goes
on increasing. Fairbairn would have been astounded,
yet pleased at having wedged the door open to such
. enquiry. His Scottish humanist underpinnings served
him well, along with shrewd independent judgment
and a determination to be as clear a revisionist as ¢ir-
cumstances allowed. But psychoanalysis is radically
different now, and we should not be misled by Clarke
into thinking that Fairbairn’s theories are a good
stopping-off place. They are still instructive, and
Clarke pays moving tribute to a brave thinker. In that
spirit let us go forward as directed by the best con-
temporary research and resulting clinical innovations.
It is too soon to know exactly how the history of psy-
choanalysis should be written, but I would not like to
see any of the recent work relegated as “not psycho-
analysis”—Fairbairn deserves his rightful place.

As to social and political applications, Clarke
is similarly limited by equating Fairbairn’s idea of
“mature dependence” with the prospect of a radically
improved social order in which equality, fraternity,
and reciprocity are foremost. But this seems pie-in-
the-sky thinking in our era of ingrained sectarian ha-
treds and violence to which negotiated solutions of-
ten seem impossible. Clarke undervalues Mary Ains-
worth’s Strange Situation Test and Mary Main’s
Adult Attachment Interview when he says merely
that they “measure the degree of splitting in the inner
reality of the person” (p. 180), when they actually
offer a whole new range of possibilities in accounting
for character formation.

It is important to know what developmental
factors allow monsters of persecution and political
killing like Augusto Pinochet, Slobodan MiloZevié,
and Saddam Hussein. Of course, such persons are
not available for the Adult Attachment Interview,
reconstructing present feelings about their develop-
mental past as opposed to the immediacy of the trau-
mas suffered by shell-shocked soldiers dealt with by
Fairbairm. The personality distortions in national
leaders engaging in warfare were yet to be conceptu-

alized. But experience with the Interview gives clear

indications of what traumatic events must have oc-

curred in childhood to account for the wish to do

harm without conscience. Violence is thus seen as

failures of attachment as have already been shown for
Slobodan Milosevi¢ and Saddam Hussein in Patricia

Crittenden’s analysis of pathological child develop-

ment. These investigations are just opening up, and

Fairbairn, who was deeply concerned about shell-

shock and the effects of war, would have applauded.

Andrew Whitelaw Brink, PhD, is a literary
scholar who has researched and published exten-
sively on artistic creativity, psychobiography, Colo-
nial America, and pacifism. He taught literature at
McMaster University in Hamilton, Ontario, Canada,
from 1961 to 1988, and then headed the Humanities
and Psychoanalytic Thought Programme at the Uni-
versity of Toronto from 1988 to 1993 before retiring
to devote himself fully to scholarship. Brink has an
abiding interest in the British “object relations”
theorists and the durability of their ideas about per-
sonality formation and psychopathology. He serves
as a trustee of the Folland Society of New York and
on the Editorial Board of Clic’s Psyche. Brink is the
author of a variety of books including Loss and Sym-
bolic Repair: A Study of Some English Poets (1977),
Creativity as Repair: Bipolarity and Its Closure
(1982), Bertrand Russell: The Psychobiography of a
Moralist (1989), Obsession and Culture: A Study of
Sexual Obsessions in the Modern Novel (1996), and
Desire and Avoidance in Art: Pablo Picasso, Hans
Bellemer, Balthus, and Joseph Cornell—Psycho-
biographical Studies with Attachment Theory (2007)
(see review on page 41). He may be contacted at
abrink(@cogeco.ca. 4
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Ending Cycles of Violence
Based Upon Humiliation

Michael Britton
Psychohistory Forum Research Associate

Review of Evelin Gerda Lindner, Making
Enemies: Humilialion and International Conflict.
Westport, CT: Praeger Security International, 2006.
ISBN: 0-275-99109-1, xix, 248 pages, 349.95.

The author’s avowed aim in Making Enemies
is exploring “the explosive role the seldom-studied
emotion [of humiliation] plays at every level of hu-
man conflict, from our global politics to our private
lives.” She describes the state of our world as a
“ramshackle global village,” some of whose
neighborhoods are racked by violence, many by des-
titution, and a relative few by prosperity. Evelin
Gerda Lindner asks what factor plays the largest role
in blocking the kind of cooperation that could lead
the peoples of this Earth to create the kind of global
future that all peoples want to live in. Her answer is
“humiliation.”

Dr. Lindner defines humiliation as “enforced
lowering of a person or group, a process of subjuga-
tion that damages or strips away pride, honor or dig-
nity. To be humiliated is to be placed, mostly against
one’s will and often in a deeply hurtful way, in a
situation that is greatly inferior to what one feels one
should expect. The victim is forced into passivity,
acted upon, and made helpless.”

In her view, we as a species are coming out
of a period in which humiliation was seen in a radi-
cally different way than we have begun to conceptu-
alize it in recent history. Ours is a time pivoting be-
tween two ages: one with the division of people into
higher and lower classes, where humiliating those
beneath one’s station was deemed proper and right,
and an emerging age of human rights in which all
people are deemed of equal value. Instead of being
considered a moral corrective to remind others of
their place in the social order, the humiliation of chil-
dren, spouses, classes of people, and countries is now
seen as abusive. Lindner created the term

The Next Psychohistory Forum
Saturday Seminar will be on
January 26, 2008 on Aging

“egalization” to mean that all human lives are equal
in value, but not that all human beings are “the same”
or that hierarchy never serves a legitimate purpose.
In the emerging human rights paradigm, belief in the
equal value of all human lives is seen as right while
humiliation is seen as abusive and an outrage, rather
than as proper. This dawning sense of outrage poses
enormous danger during the historical transition be-
tween the two paradigms. As long as the powerful
verbally promote that we are all of equal value while
simultaneously maintaining conditions that work to
the contrary, mounting outrage can be expected
which may lead to global violence. Another path,
demonstrated by leaders like Nelson Mandela, is
needed to chart a course toward egalization of dignity
without resort to violence.

Humiliation makes for the bitterest of inter-
cultural enemies, and arises both as a result of inten-
tionally inflicting “messages” meant to subdue others
and from unintentionally creating humiliation
through slights and insults in relationships, including
in the midst of attempts meant to help. Lindner is
adept at giving voice to the conflicting experiences of
peoples on both sides of the experience of humilia-
tion, fostering an empathic comprehension where
humiliation-outrage has tended to block any such un-
derstanding or amelioration of tensions.

Before continuing, more needs to be said
about the author. Evelin Gerda Lindner is a transdis-
ciplinary social scientist with doctoral degrees in.
clinical psychology and medicine. Her field research
in Somali and Rwanda has led her to develop a the-
ory of humiliation as an outgrowth of her thesis that
humiliation lies at the crux of genocide and war-
fare. Dr. Lindner is the founding manager of Human
Dignity and Humiliation Studies (HumanDHS: http://
www.humiliationstudies.org), a global network of
scholars, researchers, and activists dedicated to end-
ing cycles of humiliation, which is affiliated with the
Columbia University Conflict Resolution Network.

To Professor Lindner the greatest threat to
peace lies not in a clash of civilizations but in a
“clash of humiliations.” The great divide on the
planet is between moderates of all groups, who must
work together across boundaries, and extremists who
become “humiliation entrepreneurs” who “in cases of
collectively perpetrated mayhem ... invite followers
to pour their frustrations into a grander narrative of
humiliation that uses retaliatory acts of humiliation as
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a ‘remedy.” Only ‘Mandelas,” individuals who know
how to build dignified relationships, can avoid this.”
Moderates who are capable of building such relation-
ships must work together around the planet, investing
in “global institution building, containment and po-
licing,” recognizing that “everybody’s security
hinges on everybody else’s security.” Building on
Avishai Margalit’s work in The Decent Society
(1996), she states that “just societies no longer suf-
fice; the goal should be decent societies that tran-
scend humiliation. Decency reigns when dignity for
all is made possible” and adds that decency “calls for
a joint effort to attain the goals of the United Nations
Millennium Declaration.”

The valuable volume is rich in clarifying
many of the conflicts issuing in horrendous violence
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in this new century, offering clear and practical in-
sights for students, theoreticians, and practitioners of
peace-building for reducing humiliation and promot-
ing the kind of global village that is both realistically
attainable and well-liked by all around the planet,
Making Enemies offers much to both professionals
for whom these issues are salient and the general
reader who is looking for a greater understanding of
our times and a cause for hopefulness. It implicitly
poses the following questions perhaps best answered
by psychohistorians: How much of history can be
read as driven by deliberate or inadvertent induction
of humiliation and responses to humiliation? Are
war, genocide, and other incidents of historical vio-
lence best understood as catalyzed by humiliation?
When violence has been averted and cooperation
achieved, was that achieved by according dignity to
another party rather than humiliating them? To what
extent -have various leaders been motivated by hu-
miliation, counterphobic responses to humiliation,
exploiting popular feelings of humiliation for per-
sonal/political gain? How thoroughly does Lindner’s
thesis offer a key to unlocking the history of the hu-
man drama?

In my opinion it may be psychohistorians
who are best equipped by their particular interdisci-
plinary expertise to answer those questions. What-
ever the answer, our world stands in need of transfor-
mation. It is my hope that Professor Lindner’s vision
can help achieve that goal.

Michael Britton, EdD, is a longtime Re-
search Associate of the Psychohistory Forum and a
psychologist in private practice in New Jersey. He is
a member of the Board of Directors and the Global
Coordinating Team of Human Dignity and Humilia-
tion Studies, an assistant instructor for the Institute
Jor Global Leadership focusing on psychology and
ecology/sustainability, and a co-founder of New Jer-
sey Psychologists for Social Responsibility. In addi-
tion, he has worked in the areas of peace psychology,
the U.S. military during the Cold War, and forms of
parental love. Dr. Britton may be contacted at
Mdoran2@aol.com. 4
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Letter to the Editor
in Response to
Dervin’s “Imus”

Don Imus Was
Wrecked by Success

Tom Ferraro
Psychoanalyst in Private Practice

I enjoyed Dan Dervin’s essay, “Probing the
Don Imus Media Event” (pages 24-25 of the last
issue), on Imus and the sudden collapse of his radio
career. Dr. Dervin provided us with his usual
unique perspective on this story by referencing
Tom Wolfe, Norman Mailer, Eldridge Cleaver, and
teen ghetto fashion as he talked about white efforts
to “look cool” by emulating black lingo and looks.
But, as a psychoanalyst watching the Imus scandal
unfold, I was struck by how self-defeating and very
sad it was. The comedian Dennis Miller put it best
when he remarked, “Imus loves handguns ... it
gives him a chance to shoot himself in the foot.”

Freud wrote his famous essay entitled
“Those Wrecked by Success,” where he first de-
scribed the existence of what we now call the harsh
superego and individual guilt. Freud described a
character type who achieves greatness only to sabo-
tage it out of shame and feelings of undeserving-
ness.

The public record of Don Imus is there for
all to see. He had a wildly popular radio and tele-
vision show on three hours a day, five days a week,
for thirty-one years. His show attracted presiden-
tial candidates like John McCain, journalists like
Thomas Friedman, and authors like Kurt Vonnegut.
They loved the show because Imus gave them an
open forum listened to by millions and all the time
they needed. In addition, Imus played good music
and his comedy sidekicks would present very funny
and creative skits each day. This was radio at its
best. I can’t imagine what he was paid each year
but my guess is it was well over ten million dollars.

An interesting side story on Imus is his
charity work. He raised well over forty million
doliars on his radiothon alone. His charity work

included the Imus Kids for Cancer Camp, the
Hackensack Hospital Pediatric Oncology Unit, the
SIDS research fund, autism research funding, and
injured GI charity work. All this philanthropy may
be a clue as to his inner dynamics. One can sur-
mise that he has extremely high moral character.

His racial slur that the girls looked like
“nappy haired hos” got the immediate attention of
Rev. Al Sharpton and Rev. Jesse Jackson, two very
articulate, very powerful, and very angry politi-
cians. When they got onto this story, the advertis-
ers soon followed, and all this culminated in Steve
Capos, President of NBC News, firing Imus.
Capos claims that his employees demanded this of
him and he had an ethical standard to uphold. Fair
enough.

In its simplest form the story is.this: we
have an extremely talented and successful guy who
relentlessly pushed the envelope in order to finally
find punishment for his success. We often see this
in professional golfers who achieve great success
by winning a major only to disappear afterwards.
This holds for lan Baker Finch, Corey Pavin, and
Ben Curtis. More recently, we see the actor Owen
Wilson self-implode after reaching great heights of
fame with his film career.

It was interesting to watch Imus try to ex-
plain all this by saying it was in a comedy context.
On a deeper level it is all about self-sabotage and a
need to undo success with shameful defeat. Not
withstanding Professor Dervin’s always brilliant
analysis, I think the real issue here was the con-
flicted unconscious position Mr. Imus found him-
self trapped in. Big losing must always follow big
winning if there is guilt on the inside. Too bad he
didn’t have a good analyst to talk to every week; it
could have saved him a fortune, to say nothing of
all that heartache and shame.

Tom Ferraro, PhD, is a psychoanalyst and
sports psychologist on Long Island as well as a
journalist who publishes columns in America and
the Far East.” He may be contacted at DrTFer-
raro@aol.com.

[Editor’s Note: Don Imus is reported to be
returning to the airwaves in the morning on WABC
on December 3rd. Thus his punishment is short-
lived ] O
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in Memoriam:

Benjamin Brody
(1920-2007)

Paul H. Elovitz
Ramapo College and Clio’s Psyche

Ben Brody died on June 17, 2007 after a year
of declining health and a diagnosis several weeks ear-
lier of abdominal cancer. His body was cremated and
on June 30 a memorial service was held at the Penn
Club in Manhattan. Dr. Brody was a New York City
psychoanalyst and psychologist who had been a
member of the Psychohistory Forum for about seven-
teen years. In 1991 he suggested the formation of the
Forum’s Communism: The Dream That Failed Re-
search Group, which after almost a decade was trans-
formed into the Psychoanalytic Autobiography and
Biography Reading and Research Group, which con-
tinues to meet at the West 86™ Street home of Lee
and the late Connie Shneidman.

Benjamin Brody’s life started in Cleveland,
Ohio where he was born on April 13, 1920 as the eld-
est of two sons to Jewish-immigrant parents from
Lithuania. The family was impoverished during the
Great Depression, with his mother working in a gar-
ment factory and his printer father often unemployed.
Ben was educated in the public schools, after which
he put himself through Ohio State University by
working and on scholarships, graduating magna cum
laude in 1942, before enlisting in the army. He served
four years stateside as a psychologist, attaining the
rank of captain.

In 1944 in Cleveland he married Mary Man-
ning and would have two sons, David, now a psy-
chiatrist in California, and Samuel, a concert pianist
in Washington State. After the completion of his
four years of military service, Ben earned his doc-
toral. degree at the University of Chicago toward
which he felt enormous respect and loyalty because
of the academic and financial support it gave him.
He also had the benefit of the G.I. Bill in pursuing his
higher education. After his discharge from the army,
he practiced from 1946 to 1951 in Veterans Admini-
stration Mental Hygiene Clinics in Cleveland, Chi-
cago, Newark, and New York City.

Dr. Brody moved to New York City in 1949
where he trained from 1951-1955 at the William




Page 102

Clio’s Psyche

December 2007

Alanson White Psychoanalytic Institute with Erich
Fromm and Janet Rioch, among others, prior to re-
ceiving a Certificate in Applied Psychoanalysis in
1956. He served as President of the Harry Stack Sul-

_ livan Society in 1953 and 1957, and in 1960 Ben was
made an Associate of the Instifute in recognition of
his contribution to it. In 1961 he joined the faculty
and received referrals for the remainder of his career.
Though he taught at Adelphi and City universities, as
well as at the Postgraduate Center for Mental Health,
he devoted his career to the private practice of psy-
choanalysis and psychotherapy which he continued
until less than a month before his death. He lived and
practiced in the Greenwich Village area. -

Ben Brody wrote a “Between Sessions” col-
umn for the White Institute Newsletter and a variety
of psychoanalytic papers including “Freud’s Case
Load,” published in Psychotherapy and featured in
Time Magazine in 1970. In it he was able to identify
145 separate cases and draw a number of insightful
conclusions, which the Time’s reporter considered
provocative. The former editor of The Review of Ex-
istential Psychology found his paper on Freud in
America to be outstanding, telling me that Joyce
Carol Oates said it was the best thing she read on the
subject. Some of his additional writings are
“Community Mental Health,” “The Denial of the Un-
conscious,” “The Present State of Psychoanalysis,”
“Freud’s Analysis of American Culture,” and “Notes
on Violence and the Intellectuals.”

Brody had a strong interest in popular culture
and for a while in the 1970s did film reviews for Psy-
chology Today. He loved jazz and had a wonderful
memory for the lyrics of popular songs of the 1930s
and 1940s, but his real passion was for poetry, espe-
cially that of John Keats and Emily Dickinson. He
published some light humorous verse, and delighted
in calling himself an “authentic poetaster.”

Ben was admired for his lively intelligence,
depth of knowledge, and excellent memory. The re-
cords at White indicate that the word “brilliant” was
used in reference to him by a number of his mentors.
He was also a bit of a curmudgeon who enjoyed get-
ting colleagues to look at the subject from a different
vantage point, while putting a smile on their faces.

Mary Brody died in early 2003 eight years
after suffering a devastating stroke. In 2005 Ben
married Georgia Adams. [ want to thank Georgia,
Leo Kovar, and Sondra Wick for providing additional

information for this memorial article. We at the Fo-
rum wish to express our condolences to his wife, his
brother Albert, his sons David and Samuel, his two
grandchildren, and all of his friends and patients.

Paul Elovitz, PhD, is Editor of this publica-
tion and may be reached at pelovitz@aol.com. O

Remembering Ben Brody

David Felix
CUNY-Graduate School

Benjamin Brody, 2 long-serving psychoana-
lyst and psychotherapist, died on June 17 of this year.
He was eighty-seven years old, and a resident of the
West Village for many years as well as a member of”
the Psychohistory Forum. My relationship with him
began with psychotherapy and became a long, easy
friendship.

Ben was content to concentrate on the prac-
tice of therapy, and I can best memorialize him
through his professional effect on me. We agreed, 1
believe, on the philosophical bases of his science and
my own discipline of history. I base much of my
thinking in history on Freudian insights and Ben tol-
erated my evaluation, surely more conservative than
his, of the objective elements of political history and
events.

During therapy Ben maintained his profes-
sional ascendancy, but on our relaxed lunches he was
as ready to grant me authority in my area of compe-
tence. He had provided the rationale to affect me -
professionally and, inevitably, personally. Ihad been
a newspaperman and editor, but “Midway this way of
life.... I woke to find myself in a dark wood where
the right road was wholly lost and gone” (Dante, Di-
vine Comedy). With counsel drawn from Ben's sense
of reality, I soon discovered I was an academic by
nature and expressed it in the research for my first
book, then in process. I thereby became a historian
in the formal sense. Established at the City Univer-
sity of New York, | went on to complete that first
book and write five more historical studies.

Ben had a fine sense of how far to go. He

never intruded into a patient's area of competence,

but could relate it to real circumstances which that
person might not have seen. When, for example, he
read my account of Karl Marx's efforts to establish
himself as a leader of the First International, he re-
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marked that he could not see any mature develop-
ment in my subject. Of course, this was in the sense
developed by Erik Erikson. Immediately the aware-
ness sprang into my eyes that it had indeed happened
and was important in Marx's life and in world revolu-
tion. In my study, Marx as Politician (1983), 1 could
then write: “Marx, the thunderer of the Communist
Manifesto and the dictator of the Neue Rheinische
Zeitung, became the meticulous scholar, amiable cor-
responding secretary for Germany, and adept of half-
measures. Marx’s personality had consolidated itself
on a superior level.” I am sure that many others can
give similar accounts of equal professional and per-
sonal changes according to Dr. Brody.

David Felix, PhD, is a historian and biogra-
pher who may be reached at dflixx@msn.com. {1

Bulletin Board

CONFERENCES: The next Psychohistory Forum
Work-In-Progress Saturday Seminar will be on
January 26, 2008 when Nora O’Brien, Director of
Aging Programs and Initiatives at the Brookdale
Foundation, and a panel will present on “The Art,
Creativity, and Psychology of Aging.” The Future
of Psychoanalytic Education Conference, sponsored
by a large variety of analytic organizations, is being
- held in Manhattan at Lycee Francais on December 1-
2, 2007. The 31" Annual International Psychohis-
" torical Association (IPA) conference will be held in
Manhattan on June, 2-4, 2008 with the Forum spon-
soring panels on the 2008 election candidates and
traurna. The next International Society of Political
Psychology (ISPP) conference will be held on July
9-12, 2008 at the Sciences Po in Paris. Following
that, the 2009 conference will be in Dublin at Trinity
College and the 2010 at the Mark Hopkins Hospital
in San Francisco. At the Rutgers November 2-4 As-
sociation for the Psychoanalysis of Culture and Soci-
ety (APCS) conference there was a Psychohistory
Forum sponsored session with presentiatons by
David Beisel, “Collective Guilt Avoidance and the
Case of J. Robert Oppenheimer,” Paul Elovitz,
“Confessions of a Psychoanalytic Imperialist,” and
Ken Fuchsman, “Oecdipal Anxiety in the Age of
Biended Families.” David Lotto presented
“Advertising and Public Relations as the Bastard
Offspring of Psychoanalysis” and Irene Javors was
in attendance. Recently, Ken Fuchsman also pre-
sented “Disciplinary Realities and Interdisciplinary

Prospects” in Tempe, Arizona on September 28,

- 2007 at the Association of Integrative Studies and

“General Education Ideais: Past, Present and Future”
and on October 20, 2007 at the Association of Gen-
eral and Liberal Studies. On October 13 the NAAP
had its conference, “On Human Freedom: Psycho-
analytic Perspectives. NOTES ON MEMBERS
AND PUBLICATIONS: Peter Petschauer, who
has been honored by Appalachian State University’s
Turchin Center for the Visual Arts, spent several
weeks in October traveling in China with his wife,
Joni. Dan Dervin recently spent most of a month in
Tuscany. Ken Fuchsman’s lengthy “Disciplinary Re-

“alities and Interdisciplinary Prospects,” has been pub-

lished in The Global Spiral, an online publication of
the Metanexus Institute, with a circulation of 10,000
readers, which can be accessed at www.metanexus.

net/magazine. Dream Telepathy: Experiments in

Nocturnal Extrasensory Perception by Montague

Ullman ef al. was translated into Chinese in 2006 by
Sichuan University Press. OUR THANKS: To our
members and subscribers for the support: that makes
Clio’s Psyche possible. To Benefactors Herbert
Barry and Ralph Colp; Patrons Mary Lambert, Peter
Loewenberg, David Lotto, and Lee (and the late Con-
nalee) Shneidman; Sustaining Members Andrew
Brink, Peter Petschauer, and Jacques Szaluta; Sup-
porting Members Rudolph Binion, Dick Booth,
David Felix, David James Fisher, Eva Fogelman, Gil-
bert Frederick, Ken Fuchsman, John Hartman, Domi-
nic and Mena Potts, Lee Solomon, and Hanna
Turken; and Members Sue Adrion, Sander Breiner,
Geoffrey Cocks, Richard Harrison, Michael Issacs,
Peggy McLaughlin, Robert Quackenbush, Geraldine
Pauling, Ken Rasmussen, and Roberta Rubin. Our
appreciation to Forum hosts Mary Lambert and Lee
Shneidman. Our special thanks for thought-
provoking materials to Bob Anderson, Herbert Barry,
Andrew Brink, Michae]l Britton, Karen Callaghan,
Don Carveth, Lindi Cassel, Ryan Cross, Dereck
Daschke, Dan Dervin, Paul Elovitz, David Felix,
Tom Ferraro, David Greenberg, Jean Hantman, Na- -
dra Hashim, Viktoria Ivanova, Rajiv Jhangiani, Sara
Konrath, Katya Legkaia, Carol Ravenal, Mark
Schafer, Peter Suedfeld, Nancy Unger, and Christo-
pher White. To Bob Lentz for serving as guest editor
for the Presidential Candidates 2008 section in addi-
tion to all his other work, and to Caitlin Adams for
proofreading. We wish to thank our numerous refe-
rees, who must remain anonymous. &J
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Call for Papers

Psychology of Sports

Special Issue, June 2008

- Some possible approaches to this topic inciude:

The unfettered expression of emotion in sports
Idealization and denigration of sports and athletes
Baseball as the national pastime—a
psychohistorical viewpoint .
Personal and national identity through sports
2008 Beijing Olympic Summer Games—the
politicalization of sports ‘
The development and psychology of professional
sports .

Steroid and alcohol abuse among athletes

Girls and women in sports

The dreams, psychodynamics, and sacrifices of the
parents of athletes

Sports as a preparation for competitive, corporate
life

The psychological function of different sports
Sports as “the moral equivalent of war” (William
James)

Sexuality in sports

NASCAR Nation, Indy 500—motivations of
drivers, fans, and viewers

Health, injury, and the wounded hero syndrome in
sports

The internationalization of sports

Sports extravaganzas: Super Bowl, World Series,
World Cup, March Madness

Aggression and cooperation on the playing field
Sports movies catching the spirit of an era or sport
The psychology of sports betting

Essay book reviews of major studies of sports
The team and the superstar

Sports psychology—the experiences and role of
coaches and therapists

Articles of 500-1500 words are due by ‘
April 15, 2008. One long article may be accepted.
Please send an abstract or outline' ASAP.

Contact Bob Lentz, Guest Editor
lentz@telusplanet.net




