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RedefiningtheNewDeal:Some
ThoughtsonthePoliticaland
CulturalPerspectivesof
Revisionism
STUARTKIOD

ThirtyyearsafterthepublicationofArthurSchlesinger’sTh.Crisisofthe
OldOrderandtwodecadesafterthe"NewLeft"provokedamodicumof
self-examinationInestablishedhistoriansoftheNewDeal,thereisstillno
generalrevisionistworkorinterpretationofthe1930$ofthestatureof
Schlesinger,LeuchtenburgorFreidel.Despitetwentyyearsofrevisionist
challenges,thenotionofthet9305asanarmativeandprogressiveeta
inAmericanhistoryremainsdominantandcommandsbroadacceptance.
Revisionistanalysishasappearedmarginaltothedominantinterpretations
oftheNewDealandhasbeeneithereasilyaccommodatedoreffortlessly

k.dismissedbythe"liberalhistoricalestablishment."Thisdoesnotvalidate
thedominantdiscoursesomuchassuggestthatdissentinghistorianshave
pursuedunrewardinglinesofenquiryinchallengingprevailingorthodoxy
aboutthenatureandsignificanceoftheNewDeal.Whatevertheir
differences,revisionistshavesharedwiththe"liberalestablishment"the
assumptionthatitwaspublicpolicywhichensuredtheState’ssurvival
duringthesevereeconomiccrisisofthe19305andwhichprovidesthe
touchstoneforhistoricalevaluationoftheNewDeal.Intheçj.irseofthis

reviewftheoverarchingconcernsofhistoricalwritingabouttheNew
Dealitisintende1isuggestthatnewperspectivesandpointsofreference
arerequired,andarebeingdeveloped,toreinvigoraterevisionist
historiographyoftheNewDealperiod,andtoshedlight,inparticular,
ontheState’sabilitytowithstandcrisis.Asthedebateoverslaverywas
enlivenedandsharpenedbytheintroductionofculturalperspectives,so
historicalanalysisoftheNewDealstandstoderivesimilarbenefit. -

SwanKiddisHeadofUnitedStatesStudies,BulmenheCollegeofHigherEducation.
WoodlandsAvenue,ftarlev.Reading,RGGiHY.England.
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concentrations
ii

private
w

ealth
and

P
o

w
e

r
in

industrialized
siicictics.

State
pow

er
is

prescriptive
only

in
that

it
is

used
in

the
last

resort
w

hen
private

w
ealth

is
u

n
w

illin
g

or
unable

to
m

aintain
m

inim
um

standards
of

livin
g

Jr
security

io
r

its
dependants.

The
N

ew
D

eal’s
record

on
relief,

m
axim

um
hours,

m
inim

um
w

ages
and

social
security

is
often

used
to

illustrate
the

point.
The

State
also

seeks
to

redress
the

influence
o

f
corporate

w
ealth

by
granting

sim
ila

r
collective

advantages
to

non-
dom

inant
groups.

T
he

N
ew

D
eal’s

encouragem
ent

o
f

collective
bargain

ing
and

its
support

for
rural

rehabilitation,
for

exam
ple,are

said
to

reflect
the

S
tate’s

com
m

itm
ent

to
using

its
pow

er
to

help
disadvantaged

groups
help

them
selves.

cspitc
e

xp
crim

.-w
s

in
ppblic

ow
nership,

such
as

the
Tennessee

V
alley

A
u

th
o

rity,
and

the
establishm

ent
o

f
potentially

radical
agencies

such
as

the
R

esettlem
ent

A
dm

inistration
and

the
F

arm
S

ecurity
A

dm
inistration,

liberals
are

often
rçluctant

to
concede

even
thc

N
çw

D
eal’s

ideological
contradictions.

R
ather,

the
N

ew
D

eal’s
tensions

are
concealed

beneath
vague

conceptual
canopies,

such
as

A
rth

u
r

S
chles

inger’s
"vita

l
center"

w
hereby

conflict
becom

es
a

self-actualising
aspect

o
f

the
political

strategy.
It

is
invited

and
w

elcom
ed

in
the

sp
irit

o
f

a
pluralistic

society.

The
person

o
f

F
ranklin

D
.

R
oosevelt

figures
prom

inently
in

liberals’
treatm

ent
o

f
the

N
ew

D
eal

period.
‘l’he

titles
o

fgeneral
w

orks
attest

to
his

Im
portance.

S
chlesinger’s

trilogy
is

collectively
entitled

1he
A

ge
of

Roosevelt,
w

hile
E

reidel’s
series,

F
ranklin

I.
Roosevelt,

is
structured

so
that

the
N

ew
D

eal
m

arks
the

culm
ination

o
f

its
subject’s

life
.’

lo
th

W
illia

m
Leuchtenburg

and
D

.
K

.
A

dam
s

preface
the

titles
o

f
their

w
orks

w
ith

the
nam

e
tif

R
oosevelt.

P
rofessor

A
dam

s
provides

a
disclaim

er
to

the
effect

that
his

study
is

not
an

"exercise
in

hagiography,"
yet

over
one-third

,f
his

H
istorical

A
ssociation

pam
phlet

is
devoted

to
R

oosevelt’s
background

before
i9

and
to

hts
form

ative
polttical

anti
philosophical

inl1uences.
T

he
im

plication
is

clear
-

that
these

hio
ra

hical
issues

a
i

srtant
to

an
U

n
erstanding

o
t

e
N

ew
1eal

because
R

oosevelt
is

so
central

to
it.

Liberals
assert

that
if

John
N

ance
ta

m
e

r
had

received
the

le
m

o
cra

tic
nom

ination
in

1932
the

N
ew

D
eal

m
ight

not
have

ensued,
and

the
role

o
f

R
oosevelt

is
further

valorized
by

the
ongoing

com
parisons

betw
een

the
counter-depression

program
m

es
o

f
his

atlm
inist

rations
anti

those
o

f
his

predecessor,
H

erbert
I lo

o
ve

r.

F
rank

F
reidel,

leask/ny
I.

R
o

o
ir,,it,

v
,iis

it,,s
r,’n

:
little

,
tir,iw

n
,

i91
I,

i9a4,
i9

1
’,

i9
fl.

I
-K

-A
tIJin

s,
1

ra
,,kim

I.
R

ooterrit
m

d
tin-

N
.M

I eai
S

a
tin

’,,
X

al,Ic-n
-

l’Iw
lu

st,,rit
n

-Ittio
fl,

i9
7

9
.

K’
bert

S
M

ciiva
in

c,
Ibe

re
a

l
S e

p
re

su
rn

--I niece,a.
m

m
,y

.,
N

e
w

V
iirk

t101,.
t%

,,n
k

iy
t4

,
J
4

2$

R
o

o
s
e

v
e

lt’s
c
a

n
o

n
ii.ttio

n
is

ti,
,i

iiic
rc

l
.1

iii.itit-r
ii

di ilu
r

pluralists.
liberals

m
ust

em
phasize

the
c’nit ril,utn

in
ii

iiiti
iv

itlti.ils
.tiial

groups
to

the
origins,

fo
rm

u
la

tit’ti
a

n
ti

duct
tinui

o
i

S
t:ite

1
,’lic

‘F
Ile

classic
pluralist

conceptualizatu
in

u
I

the
N

ew
IK

-il
is

l.tm
es

N
la

c
*regi

ii

B
urns’s

‘‘
b

n
,k

e
r-h

ite
’’

in
w

hich
kd

e
ra

l
pullet

is
tictcrn

iu
u

a
e

,.l
l,s

the

interplay
o

f
interest

g
ri‘ups

w
ith

varying
ittiiL

ittR
c

tntl
c
t’s

.
in

re
t’s

*
the

p
,litica

l
process

w
h

cli
m

akes
exped

tent
c ‘-aluat

‘ins
tt

g
ci

‘u
p

s
’

tle
tiE

tn
tis

,

and
a

general
g

u
id

itig
sp

irit
w

liich
dcterniities

ilie
i.ver.tII

itree
tit

in
iii

governm
ent

policy.
‘l’he

figure
oF

R
oosevelt

prevents
ihe

‘‘liii,ker
state

from
being

reduced
to

a
clinIcal

m
odel

‘it
svste

tiis
.in

il
sis

w
hit

ti,
to

the
cynical,

m
ight

resem
ble

the
inachtne

w
hich

teal
.laarlie

liaplni
in

tIw
/rrn

‘lim
es.

R
oosevelt

has
served

as
a

sym
biil

t,
ar

this
guiding

sptrui
iii

lie
I’

405

w
hich

directed
State

policy
tow

ards
progressive

atiti
hutiiaiie

g’ ijils.
T

his
duality

if
idealism

a
n

funct
ii,nalisiu

i
.

p
r’

,g
h

in
e

n
t

Feattire
iii

,r
liberal

historical
w

ritinte,
P

erhaps
re

lkctiiig
the

stair
.if

s’‘cia1
scietice

in
the

i950s,
the

questions
w

hich
liberals

hate
tradit

i’.nally
p’ isetl

about
the

N
ew

D
eal

have
been

couched
in

term
s

o
f

brokerage.
‘l’hc

"tw
o

N
ew

Ie
a

ls
‘‘

debate
ts

the
m

ost
obvious

exam
ple.

V
et

there
is

a
n

idealism
tn

liberals’
w

ritin
g

,
expressed

in
their

concern
w

ith
the

issue
.1

ci
iriu

iilu
ity

w
ith

in
the

reform
ing

im
pulse

from
Ptipu

lisni
m

w
-a

nls,
w

h
ith

seem
s

t.

signify
th

e
ir

conviction
that

evolutionary
change

is
directed

t
a

sinor
tdeal,

js
ie

ty
in

the
future.

D
u

rin
g

the
later

years
o

f
the

i9óos
m

any
prevailing

assum
ptions

o
f

liberal
historiography

w
ere

challenged
by

ihe
l.ett.

The
so

called
‘‘

N
ew

l,eft
"

em
erged

d
u

rin
g

-a
pen.ad

o
f

disiIlusk
ittnient

w
itIi

Iihe
malistla’s

‘idealism
antI

capacity.
A

m
erica’s

involvenient
in

V
ietnaiii

and
the

shortcom
ings

of
I.

ndon
ohnson

s
treat

S
ociei

n,
‘ra

n
iiiie

su
*‘ested

not
on

yth
e

lim
itations

o
f

liberalism
but

the
iiiheretit

to
titra

tlictio
iis

nit
ati

ideology
w

hich
endeavourecito

,W
rve

tw
o

n
ia

ste
rca

p
ita

I
antI

the
general

w
e

lfa
re

.
Influenced

by
the

rom
antic

idealism
o

f
the

decade,
ihe

I
c
it

w
as

contem
ptuous

o
f

the
techn,icrat

ic
Iunct

ii,nalism
o

ft
lie

in,atlerti
St

iie
5,

it

w
hich

"m
o

d
e

rn
iza

tio
n

"
had

becom
e

the
"ca

n
-d

o
"

keyw
ord

o
f

A
tiierican

liberalism
.

F
urtherm

ore,
the

ntgton
o

f
a

charism
atic,

ret
irin

iiig
p

i
dency,

so
appealing

to
S

chksingcr,
had

fe
w

e
r

aitr-actions
for

a
generation

w
hose

historicalconsciousness
w

as
developed,

tir
reconstructed

in
the

era
o

f
the

P
entagon

P
apers,

the
T

iin
kin

;lf
R

ca
ilu

ti’in
antI

ite
rg

a
te

.

Jam
es

M
a

cG
re

g
o

r
B

urns,
R

oosevelt:
I/n

-Ic
o

n
ae,,/

ii’,
I
.,

N
e

st
,,rt,

Ii.irs
,o

,i
th

in
,.

9
0

,,
91

1
0

1
,1

ke
n

n
e

th
C

.
ly

n
n

A
m

d
ii

i,.int
crn

iq
n

t-
‘at

i,tisn
.ti

,,,a
i,t-n

i,_
iu

s,n
’,n

ii,,
presidency

as
tht-

pninir
ian’s-tn

i,,c
n

tt,,rn
i

in
in

5,
ta

lrsila
g

rr
ilirs

is
’

C
f’’nm

enl,A
ea

M
arch

987.
4ó

$2



V
iew

ed
from

the
late

iq
io

s
the

N
ew

Ie
a

l
appeared

to
exeniplify

liberalism
’s

lim
itations-

Revisionistsconverted
in

to
a

m
ajt

in
point

,if

criticism
their

liberal
counterparts’

celebration
o

f
the

N
ew

le
a

l
as

a
n

ti
ideological.

The
N

ew
D

eal
w

as
cjLndemned

ton
its

adboexperim
entalism

.
H

ow
ard

Z,nn
believed

that
the

N
ew

D
eal

lid
not

ally
experim

entation
tnt

either
long-term

goals
or

dem
ocratic

concepts. iJ
A

s
such,

in
the

w
ords

t,f

m
B

ernstein,
the

N
ew

D
eal

w
as

not
"a

d
ivid

in
g

line
in

the
A

m
erican

S
ystem

."
In

his
w

ell-know
n

essay
.,f

i9tSS,
"T

h
e

N
ew

D
eal;

T
he

G
,nscrvattve

A
chievem

ents
of

l.theral
R

e
fo

rm
,"

B
ernstein

argued
that

instead
o

f
transform

ing
capttalusm

the
N

ew
D

eal’s
reform

s
w

ere
V

instrum
ental

in
m

aintaining
it.

For
B

ernstein
the

N
ew

D
eal’s

failures
w

ere
as

conspicuous
as

its
achievem

ents,
and

its
absences

w
ere

even
m

ore
revealing

o
f

its
project

and
purpose.

T
he

N
ew

D
eal

neverquestioned
p

J
3

!lic
q

!e
;

failed
to

retitstribute
incomc

and
weakhse14sIuiact

against
the

southern
"ta

ce
s
y
.te

tp
,"

and
b

u
ttre

s
s
e

d
_

th
!_

p
!L

J
’

ti-ic

dom
m

pnt
business

class.
B

ernstein’s
essay

catalogued
o

p
p

o
rtu

n
itie

s
spurned

by
the

N
ew

Ie
a

l’s
policy

m
akers:

nationalization
nifthe

banking
system

in
i933;

m
assive

public
housing

co
n

stru
ctio

n
;

the
re

d
istrib

u
tio

n
o

f
w

ealth
through

effective,
progressive

taxation,
and

soon.
These

aim
s

w
ere

beyond
the

scope
o

f
a

political
program

m
e

w
hose

aim
w

as
to

recuperate
capitalism

by
"co

n
ta

in
in

g
"

the
pressure

for
change

w
ith

in
the

safe
lim

its
o

f
N

ew
D

eal
liberalism

.
lsscn

tia
lly,

the
N

ew
D

eal
incorjw

irated
the

discontented
w

ithout
ever

fully
addressing

thesources
of

theirgrievances.
‘th

e
N

e
w

iV
rt,v

id
a

th
llu

s
io

n
of

change.
Its

dusttnctiveness,
as

B
ernstein

expressed
it,

w
as

o
f"

tone
anti

sp
irit"

rathcr
than

ofsubstance.
‘

P
aralleling

this
critical

scrutiny
o

f
the

N
ew

D
eal

occurred
a

recn,nsuderatuon
of

the
role

o
f

R
oosevelt.

R
oosevelt’s

lim
itations

as
both

an
intellectualand

a
social

theorist
had

long
been

recognized
but

had
been

disregarded
by

liberal
historians.

S
ince

the
i9G

os
scholarly

research
has

also
underscored

his
shortcom

ings
in

the
pursuit

o
f

liberal
goals.

R
oosevelt

has
been

revealed
as

a
reluctant

cham
pion

o
f

such
im

portant
item

s
on

the
liberal

agenda
as

collective
bargaining

and
deficit

spending,
and

political
consm

derations
m

ade
hum

unsym
pathetic

to
extending

liberalism
significantly

into
the

province
.if’

race
re

la
tio

n
s1

A
s

an

Iitaw
arti

fin
n

,
cd.

N
et-

D
eal

Ihrrnht
tn

tlia
n

a
p

.
,lus

B.
‘bits

M
e

rrill,
9

1
6

.
See

aunt,
l’h

e
ira

te
iu

i
S

.iciciy.’’
.o

/.m
b

,a
I

F
s
t.e

r,,t
I-o

n
e

uo
S

p
rin

g
9

7
.

aN
2

liar.nn
J

-
tle

rn
s
ie

in
,

‘‘The
N

ew
i k-a

i
‘the

N,anse
m

v-at,ye
A

chuc
yem

en
ts

,,F
i.,h

e
ra

K
e

t,,rn
i,"

to
fiernsm

,.-un,
ed

-‘
Iou-ar,Ij

a
N

et-
P

aa
:

Isn
rn

trn
g

I
nap,

en
.‘tm

eruan
F I,atorp

i.o
n

’l’n
NIhaitn

&
tu

n
,lu

’,,
9

7
0

.
1

1
N

fl

Sec.
m

r
e

x
in

p
ir,

irv
in

g
B

cm
nsit’ni,

I sr/rn/tnt
earl

--i
Ilitto

n
of

1/n-
--m

itt-nan
U

"os-ker.
i

iq
,s’

U
,istn’aa:

lli,ughuIm
i

tluitiun,
9

j,
H

4m
i,nnti

‘n
ite

rs
,

N
rtt-,r.

anti
the

.re
a

t
I rp

rn
‘oat:

I hr
Ped,/ern

,4
I:,

atom
’,

H e,steer
k

rst;suurt
rcn,’n

W
ia,KI-

,‘j ,o

a
lte

rn
a

tiv
e

tntthus
apparently

cynical
p

ilut
cal

p
ra

c
tic

e
s,

S
Ine

c
ritic

s
It‘oked

cither
to

ingress
or

w
mthun

the
field

sa-atE
‘it

the
aIph-atn

-tic
al

a
g

e
n

c
ie

s
,

such
as

FE
R

A
and

W
P

A
,

to
exem

plify
the

m
de.tlisin

tti
the

N
ew

D
eal.

-s
P

aul
C

onkin
w

rote
in

i967;
‘‘‘th

e
b

e
st

of
the

N
ew

I ca
l

w
as

n’,t
a

t
the

level
o

f
political

visib
ility

but
hidtleti

in
tlie

agencies
.tnd

suliugeticics.’’
T

he
conclusion

o
f

this
line

o
f

reasoning
w

as
m

liii
the

N
ew

I e
a

l
w

as
-a

product
o

f
inn

unierable
o

tnt
rib

u
tions

atid
w

as
ni

t
the

ace’itiitil ishnient
m

it

a
single

individual.
T

he
early

w
o

rk
o

f
dtssenting

htst,
irtans

w
as

vulnerable
to

criticism
‘in

-_the
grounds

that
its

appraisals
inicussetl

on
w

hat
the

N
ew

Ie
a

l
w

as
not

-
and

could
never

have
been.

"T
o

ta
l

repudiation
itt

c
a

p
ita

lis
m

becom
es

the
sole

test
by

w
hich

to
m

easure
the

N
ew

Ie
-a

l,"
Jert.ltl

A
u

e
rlu

ch
w

rote
in

t969.
A

uerbach
questioned

the
N

ew
l,eft’s

historical
ludgettietit

becuse
it

sacrificed
scholarly

detachm
ent

fo
r

polem
ical

ctigagem
etit.

liv
iniposing

ex-pos/-Jacto
aspirations

o
f

the
i9óos

o
n

to
the

N
ew

Ic
a

l,
historians

o
f

the
Ix

ft
ignored

the
political

realities
o

fthe
i9

3
0

5
,

anti
by

dism
issing

the
N

ew
D

eal’s
achievem

ents
out

o
f

hand,
they

failed
to

consider
that

the
N

ew
D

eal
w

as
not

respninsible
fo

r
the

failures
nit

subsequent
adm

inistrations
to

elaborate
tts

progressive
initiatives.

:d
le

g
le

r
also

criticized
the

N
ew

Left
fo

r
asserting

the
present

over
the

past
in

its
evaluatiotis

o
f

historical
change.

The
effect

w
as

tw
o

fo
ld

.
T

he
A

m
erican

past
w

as
reduced

to

"n
o

th
in

g
m

ore
than

a
stately,

hom
ogenized

progression
from

the
seventeenth

century
to

the
present,"

and
standards

w
ere

estal,lushed
to

evaluate
progress

w
hich

no
reform

m
n,venient

in
A

m
erican

h
isto

ry
could

m
eet.

R
evisionist

criticism
could

also
be

ascribed
to

generational
tensions.

Irw
in

lin
g

e
r

suggested
that,

as
the

source
anti

t,item
o

f
the

m
odern

w
elfare

state,
rejection

o
f

the
N

ew
D

eal
by

the
N

ew
le

ft
ituplied

a
repudiation

o
f

"th
e

ir
fathers

and
their

fathers’
fa

tth
."

R
evisionism

could,
therefore,

be
construed

as
"a

n
adnilescent

blow
for

independence"
by

C
lio

’s
apprentices."

D
u

rin
g

the
t9

o
s

revisionists’
lines

nsfenquiry
w

ere
ad

these
criticism

s.
M

any
hi*tonans

w
soug

t
to

provide
an

overview
o

f
the

N
ew

D
eal

w
ere

not
ccm

tens
m

erely
tnt

m
ap

its
deficiencies.

Instead
they

focussed
on

the
forces

w
hich

had
shapenl

State
policy

d
u

rin
g

the
decade.

T
his

required
an

understanding
o

f
the

operation
‘if

the
capitalist

S
tate,

its

relation
to

the
social

fo
rm

a
tio

n
,

and
the

interaction
0f

both
to

produce
‘

P
aul

K
.

:,tn
ku

n
,

Ib
e

N
e

t’
D

e
a

l
i

.u,ndtin
K

iu
ttictig

r
&

kegan
i’aui,

ia
jô

Ii,
ii

-

‘
Je

rtild
S

A
uctbach,

"N
e

w
Ik

a
i,

id
tk

a
i

or
K

aw
D

eaL
Suimmue

thnughus
‘‘ii

N
ew

In
,

I iusu.iriu
ig

r.p
h

y,"
Josrna/

o/
intl/n-rn

1Is
b

n
35

ti-ri,rm
i,Irs

u 9
"j,

u K
7

tk
g

ic
r,

flub
o

f
flu

e
P

a
il,

it
ii

im
wum

i
tlo

g
e

r,
‘fu

r
‘N

e
w

trim
’

aii,t
,-n,cru,.a,,

tiusu,,m
Snunc

Krm,_-mat
ln

-,,,is
,n

S
ta

irs
I iusm

ianuuagra1’hy’’
-ieees,an

IIs,bors,ai
Ret-tea-

71
nit

9
6

7
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public
policy.

‘these
new

directinim
is

have
brought

about
an

tm
npasse

in
the

dialogue
betw

een
liberals

and
the

l.ctt
because,

by
and

large,
rcvusinintsts

em
ploy

M
arxist

o
r

neo-M
arxist

analysis
w

hich
assum

es
that

class
conflict

is
central

tni
so

cie
ty

and
is

the
principal

agency
o

f
hustn,rtcal

chauige.
T

his

involves
not

only
a

different
set

o
f

-assum
ptions

and
d

istin
ctive

m
odes

nif

ent1uiry,
hut

different
approaches

to
the

use
n,f

theory
antI

noniencl-ature.
Iivisio

n
s

betw
een

liberal
and

M
arxist

arc
expressed

not
only

in
tennis

o
f

historical
unterpretatinin

but
in

m
ethodological

practice.
R

evisionist
scholars

o
f

the
N

ew
D

eal
have

been
a

diverse
group.

S
om

e
o

f
the

earliest
w

ere
historians

w
ho

w
ere

im
pressed

w
ith

the
force

is1

revisionist
interpretations

ofthe
P

rogressive
Era

and
the

claim
s

o
f

R
obert

W
iebe,

G
abrtel

IC
olko

and
Jam

es
W

einstein
that

reform
prom

oted
the

interests
o

f
the

capitalist
class.

O
thers

have
been

political
scuentists

influenced
by

the
"p

o
w

e
r

e
lite

"
theories

o
f

C.
W

rig
h

t
M

ills,
or

political
theorists

exposed
to

the
range

o
f

recent
theoretical

w
o

rk
on

the
State

by
R

alph
M

ulhiband
and

N
icos

P
oulantzas.

T
here

are
also

students
o

f
political

econom
y

w
ho

subscribe
to

w
hat

Louis
G

alam
bos

refers
tnt

as
"th

e
O

rganizational
S

ynthesis,"
w

hich
view

s
functional

capitalist
ratin,naliza

tion
as

the
m

ainspring
o

f
tw

entieth-century
A

m
erican

h
isto

ry
‘

D
espite

their
diverse

influences
these

scholars
have

been
u

n
ifo

rm
ly

aw
are

nif
the

significance
o

f
the

corporation
in

A
m

erican
econom

ic
and

political
life,

w
rit

in
large

em
blem

atic
term

s
during

the
t96os

in
the

figure
o

f
the

"m
ilita

ry-in
d

u
stria

l
com

plex."
Tn,

m
any

o
f

them
tt

appeared
that

the
source

of public
policy

w
as

neither
the

O
val

O
flice

nor
C

apitol
H

ill
but

the
boardroom

s
o

f
A

m
erica’s

giantcorporations.
T

hey
alsnifelt

that
corporate

leaders
w

ere
nt,t

the
reactionary

caricatures
o

f
liberals’

creation,
but

sophistm
cated.

flexible
and

capable
o

f
responding

to
challenge

by
expropriating

progressive
issues

and
causes.

A
s

they
ct*zld

fnister
A

m
erica’s

involvem
ent

in
V

ietnam
,

so
they

could
prom

ote
the

G
reat

S
ociety,

B
lack

C
apitalism

,
or

the
N

ew
D

eal.
G

jb
zicl

J,u1ko
believed

that
the

capitalist
class

actively
sought

to
conjoin

the
interests

o
f

business
w

ith
the

political
pow

er
nsf

the
State

during
the

crisis
o

f
the

t9
jo

s.
C

nioperation
w

ith
the

State
w

as
consistent

"
w

ith
the

collectivist
tendencies

w
ith

in
A

m
erican

capitalism
d

u
rin

g
the

tw
entieth

century
and

w
as

a
logical

developm
ent

after
the

failure
o

f
voluntary

self-regulation
through

the
trade

association
m

ovem
ent

d
u

rin
g

the
i9zO

s.
T

hrough
the

N
atinm

al
R

ecovery
A

dm
inistration,

banking
and

investm
ent

reform
s,

and
labour

legislatinin
the

N
ew

Ie
a

l
established

i.ntups
A.

G
aiam

h.,s,
‘‘T

he
u:.unenging

trganit-atuu.nai
Synihesus

in
M

,,titr,u
A

m
erican

Iluau
try,’’

Baisnen
I issio

q
R

ent’s’,
A

u
tu

m
n

‘9
7

0
,

179
90

new
in

stitu
tin

,tia
l

m
e

ch
a

n
ism

s’’
tu

u
pru

‘m
iii

mc’
Itlisim

ic-ss
st.tl,ulue.utiniii

,iuitl

p
ro

fita
b

ility,
and

a
‘‘n

e
w

o
rd

e
r

uf
adnaunustr-ative

pm
‘lit

cs
‘‘

w
a

s
cre.itc’d

w
hereby

giivernnietu
aui h,a

n
tv

huttressen
I

pt-u
vatc

pn
‘w

et-
."

A
s

W
ulIi

nmii

D
n,m

hn
t1

expressed
ut:"’I’

lie
p. iw

er
elite

tiu1
ma,it

muc
rely

1’erv
c’rt

and
make

o
ve

r
the

regulatory
agencies

they
platinetl

mimi
tlevelu

tpeti
i heni

as
an

alternative
tnip

u
b

lic
,uw

nenshup.
d

e
stru

ct
vi’

cn
.nm

pei
it

um
d

i,um
id

u
tie

ve
ti

state

re
g

u
la

tio
n

.
‘‘b

i
;een.ntling

mm,
I,,unlim

,fl
atim

i
ltm

,ti.uIl
R.m

lu
mslm

even
the

N
ew

’

Ie
a

l’s
pntagressu

ye
relm

‘ru
m

served
the

iiite
re

si
,ut

tlie
ta

p
,

ta list
cI .nss,

These
henetits

w
ere

neither
retrospective

nm
,r

itic
itic

iii;il
iii

ihe
N

ew
D

eal’s

enterprise,
they

w
ere

actually
desugnetl

t’’
se

rve
these

etitls.
R

atI,,sli

en,ntended
that

the
N

ew
D

eal’s
ret’.irnis

w
ere

tim
am

mlie
p

ra
g

ilia
t

uc
In

it
hatus-cs

nsfa
hum

ane
anti

liberal
program

m
e,

for
he

w
ru

‘te
‘‘‘lu

c
y

w
ere

so
lid

ly

based,
carefully

w
orked

out
pieces

,it
leguslatm

.im
i.

‘l’hey
w

ere
mit

such

character
that

they
wntulti

be
able

to
create

a
I,ing

last
rig

m
ust lim

‘In
igy

ala
,u

the
existence

o
f

a
pluralistic

A
m

erican
detim

ocracy."
Imi

cttre
t,

how
ever,

they
w

ere
prniducts

o
f

a
‘‘m

n,dernm
zed

cnsrpn
irate

capitalism
.

U
n

d
e

rp
in

n
in

g
R

adn,sh’s
argum

ent
us

the
assum

ptum
in

that
the

State
serves

the
dn,m

inant
capitalist

class
not

nitily
because,

tpso
/a

s
lo

,
it

is
so

central
to

the
creation

o
f

w
ealth

and
eunpl.iym

ent,
but

because
the

capitalist
class

is
influential

w
ith

in
the

State
itself

N
am

ely,
in

us

instrum
ental

in
determ

ining
public

policy.
Iu

ru
n

g
the

crisis
mat

the
m

9os,

he
argued,

an
enlightened

class
conscious

vanguard
,f

cnirpm
iram

c
leaders

appreciated
the

necessity
o

f
using

the
S

tate’s
pow

er
to

protect
the

interests

nsfcapital
accum

ulation.
T

his
required

lxith
e,im

icessunans
tntnon

-dom
inant

groups
and

a
w

illingness
o

f
the

capitalist
class

niverall
In.accept

them
,

A

locus
fn,r

the
corporate

liberal
elite

w
as

the
liusiuiess

:.i.e
u

l,
I.aundetl

in

i933,
and

although
attached

to
the

D
eparttiient

nil
C

ninim
ence,

iitiam
iccm

l

privately.
C

om
pnased

o
f

chief
executive

oulicens
frnini

G
eneral

M
natn,rs,

S
tandard

O
il,

G
eneral

lIe
ctric,

and
tither

m-41n,r
cm

arpnirattnins,
the

B
usiness

C
ouncil

provided
the

tneans
for

corpo,rate
lulw

r’ils
tm

,associ4m
e

them
selves

w
ith

the
Federal

G
overnm

ent.
S

ignificantly,
the

,,iu
n

cil

provided
m

em
bers

fnar
the

Industrial
A

dvisniry
board

o
f

the
N

R
A

,
w

hich

influenced
the

fo
rm

u
la

tio
n

o
f

cn,des
nil

la
ir

c,
im

p
e

l
tin

in,
anti

the

C
om

m
ittee

on
ltcn,nn,m

ic
S

ecurity
w

hich
developed

the
S

ocial
S

ecurity

A
ct.

"
G

h
ru

e
i

kniikm
,,

M
ain

u
t-e

m
It

in
Itfw

leen
--i,w

e
e

a
,a

n
Ilsitoe

p
N

e
w

‘,rk
-Ib

rp
c
r

&
K’

,w
-

i9
7

6
,

in
1r,.

‘,Iu
ia

m
D

m
,m

h,
,if,

lb
.

Ilix/a
r

sri/ri
-

I/it
.ot-ernsnt

la
jj

it,
-insect,

a
N

t-
w

‘i
,,,it

V
in

ta
g

e
,

t9
7

1
,

a
la

Rm
anaini

Kam
Iutsh,

‘‘‘iii,,’
M

suI,
‘‘I

lit’
Ni_-it

1k-si,’’
mu

K,m
m

in’,iu
atini

S
lm

irr
N

K
,,ui,i,arm

i.

-i
N

ew
Ih

itorp
0/

I
,n

-ia
ih

a
N

e
w

‘i ,,rk
t utnu,uI,

9
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In
this

view
the

labour
reIn

‘m
is

nit
mlie

N
ew

D
eal

w
ere

n,at
w

rested
Irnani

the
capitalist

class
but

strategically
conceded

by
farsighted

corporate
liberals,

T
hey

sought
to

g
a

in
n

u
m

e
rm

a
u

s
advantages

t’.ar
business

by
advancing

progressive
reform

s.
These

included
industrial

self-regulation
th

ro
u

g
h

the
N

R
A

,
the

e
h

im
in

a
tin

in
o

f
"u

n
fa

ir"
trade

practices
o

f
Iniw

w
age

c.am
petitnars,

and,
m

nst
im

portant,
the

incorpniratinan
nsf

lahnaur

w
ithin

mIme
Iram

ew
n

ark
nil

enrpm
ir’ate

capitalmsni
th

ro
u

g
h

a
disciplined

‘and
hierarchical

trade
union

m
ovem

ent,
U

ltenin,r
m

otives
alsna

enanditioneti
the

cnarpnsrate
elite’s

suppm
art

for
sn,ciai

security.
Nnat

ninly,
as

Iierknaw
it’z

anti
M

cQ
uaid

have
show

n,
w

as
the

A
ct

o
f

u
9

based
on

the
accum

ulated
experience

o
f

corporations
w

ith
private

insurance
schem

es,
hut

it
served

to
pre-em

pt
the

m
ore

threatening
dem

ands
o

f
the

T
ow

nsend
M

n,vem
ent,

,,,
T

hus,
in

the
w

ords
maf

R
adnish:

"S
o

cia
l

reform
Iw

asi
an

essential
co

m
p

o
n

e
n

t
naf

the
co

rp
o

ra
te

s
ta

te
."3

‘l’he
star

nsf
the

corporate
liberal

in
te

rp
re

ta
tio

n
has

long
since

w
aned.

The
cnarporate

vanguard
w

ere
alw

ays
outnum

bered
by

conservatives
man

the
B

usiness
C

ouncil,
E

xecutive
O

flicers
such

as
A

lfre
d

SIm
ian

nat’G
eneral

M
nators,

M
yro

n
T

a
ylo

r
o

f
U

.S
.

Steel,
and

Thn,m
as

W
atson

o
f

IB
M

did
not

share
the

progressive
view

s
nsf’G

eneral
E

lectric’s
G

erard
S

w
npe

or
W

alter
Teagle

n
f

S
tandard

O
il,

Indeed,
the

A
m

erican
L

ib
e

rty
l.eague

w
as

financed
by

D
upont

C
hem

ical
and

G
eneral

M
nators,

both
nsf

w
hom

w
ere

represented
on

the
B

usiness
C

tsuncil.
N

either
w

as
there

m
uch

unity
and

discipline
w

ith
in

the
capitalist

class
in

general.
Instrum

entalists
w

ho
believed

that
the

capitalist
class

authored
m

uch
o

f
the

N
ew

D
eal,

either
ignored.nar

dism
issed

as
false

consciousness,the
naverw

heim
ing

opposition
to

it
w

ith
in

the
business

com
m

unity.
T

he
N

ew
D

eal’s
prnam

nstinin
naf

collective
bargaining,

how
ever

functininal
and

consonant
w

ith
capitalist

interests,
w

as
strongly

opposed
as

an
unw

arranted
interference

in
labour-

m
anagem

ent
relations,

T
he

W
agner

A
ct,

in
particular,

received
alm

ost
universal

condem
nation,

w
hile

the
S

ocial
S

ecurity
A

ct
w

as
w

elcom
ed

manly
by

those
firm

s
w

hich
could

pass
man

the
additional

costs
to

consum
ers.

A
s

one
critic

concludes:
"M

a
jo

r
N

ew
D

eal
m

easures
w

ere
passed

and
im

plem
ented

over
the

opposition
of’the

ca
p

ita
lists"

w
hich

returns
us

tnt
A

rth
u

r
S

ch
le

sin
g

e
r."

ib
id

.,
ia

9
F

d
w

a
rd

Berkm
uwum

z
amid

K
im

M
Q

u-aid,
C

,reatrng
the

It’d/are
S

tair:
lb

.
I’o/,ttca/

lie
o

s
o

y
o

f
T

w
e

n
ts

e
th

-.rn
is

r
R

e/oem
N

e
w

Ym
,rk

P
naeger,

Iiic
m

J,
i

m
6

ij.
**

‘l’bcnla
Sinmae

pal,
‘‘I’m

,lam
‘cal

Krp
.

misc
mu

n
pm

m
a

iust
russ

N
em

,-Nia
s’sm

‘I‘lie’‘ries
‘it

the
S

tate
and

ihe
:ase

nat
the

N
ew

1k-al,’’
l’o/itim

j
and

Sotsets
iO

i’m
.

1,
i¶5110,

6
9

;
K

ni
NIeQ

u-aum
i,

t’t
Business

and
l’resu/entia/

I’os’,’r
:It-am

I
-11<

to
R

ratusn
N

ew
Vummi,

:X
’,ii,am

ii
M

u
,rr,iw

,
y
iz

,
in

C
,,,

M
tt.u

a
isi,

‘‘
Ihe

I-rmusmr-am
i’’n

’’i
,m

r1an,r-aie
K

ev,v.ai
m

iurum
ig

the
i.aaml

N
c

w
Ik-al

,‘
She

IItt/it-han
4!

i’m
.

1.
i9

7
9

,
6K

2
704.

A
nnather

lim
utatum

am
i

mat
the

cnsrpnarate
lib

e
ra

l
ilic’n

,ru
sts’

inm
erprem

atim
im

i
sA

ns

the
decetitrm

ng
nilthe

w
o

rkin
g

class
as

a
tlm

reet
agenes

malclia
u

ig
e

A
w

la,’lc
area

nil
w

orking-class
hmstmary

w
as

sulm
uiergetl

amid
tliuim

um
iisheti

hs
the

em
phasis

nan
the

‘‘pm
atentul

‘‘
threat

nil
mIme

-u
in

k
im

ig
class

t.
i

en
at-pm

arate
interests.

T
h

e
g

ro
w

th
mat’the

union
ninn’em

im
t’m

il
the

im
,rm

u
tin

a
ii

mat
mIme

.1
1

and
the

em
ergence

mat’industrial
un

in
atiism

ii,
ammni

tlie
ciis

rtu
1-atiye

cam
upa

ig
fls

mar
recn

agnition
cannn

at
sim

ply
be

atm
riliuted

in
a

sm
auamc

prenm
etlitated

strategy
nafenlightened

capitalists
It’

N
ew

Dc-al
pniliei

sm
iuglit

ima
em

ailtaim
i

labnaur’s
threat

w
ith

in
a

series
naf

tnaken
c,,ncessinatm

s,
tlacmm

ii
had

uuiaiaticm
pated

outcom
es.

In
their

btan,k,
P

oor
People’s

Aloim
em

enss,
Frances

I’m
ax

I’m
ven

and
K

ichartl
-

C
lnaw

ard
add

‘a
fu

rth
e

r
dim

ensinin
to

revisin,iiisni
by

seeking
mm,rest.ire

the
w

o
rkin

g
class

tna
the

centre
stage

as
principal

agency
at

progressive
change.

Fnillow
ung

analyses
nafthe

political
cH

eers
nilthe

ghetto
runams

nilthe
i9

6
0

5
,

the
authors

claim
that

w
nirking-class

gains
during

the
i9

3
0

s
w

ere
m

ost
significant

w
hen

w
orkers

defied
the

law
and

disrupted
order

through
spontaneous

strikes,dem
onstrations

o
f

the
unem

plnayed,
and

m
m

,b
actim

in,
T

hey
suggest

that
unionizatunin

m
erely

directed
w

orking-class
pressure

in
to

sterile,
bureaucratic

channels
w

here
it

w
as

effectively
nullified,

H
ow

ever,
serious

questions
have

been
raisetl

‘abnaut
the

synchrnanic
relatinanship

betw
een

w
orking-class

dusruptunan
anti

labour
ret’n,rm

s
such

as
the

N
IR

A
and

the
N

L
R

A
,

and
the

thesis
m

ay
be

m
ore

significant
t’.ir

w
hat

-
it

represents
than

fo
r

w
hat

it
explains.

It
indicates

an
attem

pt
mni

invest
the

non-dom
inant

classes
w

ith
som

e
histnsrical

agency
anti

shifts
the

lt,cus
aw

ay
from

the
m

onnpnalization
naf

the
pnalucy-m

akim
m

g
prnacess

by
clim

es,5
T

his
is

not
true

fo
r

T
b

c4
&

iku
cp

o
l

fo
r

w
hnam

the
State

is
the

mnssm
significant

variable
in

her
revisionist

fn,rm
ulam

inan,
She

believesthat..j.h,,
State

is
relatively

autnanlnnnius
from

soeia
firm

’
o

n
.’

Alm
hm

augh
the

State
is

cnsm
m

itted
to

the
m

aintenance
nsfcapitalism

and
die

dom
inance

naf

the
ru

lin
g

class,
it

is
not

directly
controlled

by
capitalists

them
selves,

R
ather,

the
crucial

actors
in

the
State

are
the

"sta
te

m
anagers"

high-
ranking

civil
servants,a

n
A

p
o

liticia
n

s.
T

h
e

ir
hist,arical

role
has

heen
tna

expand
the

functions
o

f
the

S
tate,

frequently
in

the
face

nat’
c
a

p
ita

lis
ts

’

o
p

p
o

sitio
n

.
T

hey
are

in
flu

ce
te

d
the

class
struggle,

but
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K
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A
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/
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t
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n
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p
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N
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Im
aw

er
class

pressures
se

rve
as

a
eam

ah
ii

tm
am

the
S

tate
mm,

cx1m
am

id
its

ma
w

n

p
re

ro
g

a
tiv

e
s
,

u
ltim

a
te

ly
at

th
e

expctm
se

nat
isam

li
capital

and
lal.inaum

.
S

tate

m
anagers

have
perceived

a
e,aanc,tlence

betw
een

reform
ammd

the
interests

nil
the

S
tate.

D
u

rin
g

the
i9

o
s

wm
m

rking-..-Iass
pm

essune,
retracm

etl
thrm

augh

the
eleetnaral

victories
of

the
1km

. aen-am
mc

P-arty
betw

een
u4

a
am

id
u 9

3
1

,

pm
iam

pted
state

m
anagers

to
g

ra
n

t
cnaneessunans

tn
non-dom

inant
grm

iups,
hut

enancessinans
w

hich
w

,auld
sim

uultanem
ausly

ensure
uhe

future
naf

capitalism
and

aggrandize
the

bureaucracy
nil

the
State

thirm
augh

its
expanded

regulatm
ary

and
sm

aeial
w

e
lfa

re
‘agencies.

‘h’he
S

ta
ir

mamily
-appeared

to
cm

ancede
to

w
orking-class

pressures.
E

ssentially,
it

uncm
am

pnirated
the

w
orking-class

w
ith

in
the

institutional
confines

o
f

both
the

trade
unm

an
m

ovem
ent

and
the

federal
w

elfare
agencies,

and
nance

the
crisis

had
been

w
eathered,

could
ro

ll
back

certain
gains

a
s

occurred
in

the
‘l’a

ttfla
rtle

y

A
ct

w
hile

m
aintaining

both
the

refnarm
s

and
the

bureaucratic
apparatus

w
hich

had
been

created.
A

ccording
to

S
kocpol,

new
nexuses

o
f

pow
er

em
erged

d
u

rin
g

the
u9jos

in
vo

lvin
g

D
em

ocratic
politicians,

adm
inistrators,

and
trade

union
representatives.

in
term

s
taf

public
policy

the
logical

outcnam
e

o
f

this
coalition

should
have

been
the

achievem
ent

o
f

a
social-dem

ocratic
K

eynsianism
,

w
hich

w
ould

m
aintain

capitalism
and

the
dnam

inance
o

f
the

ruling
class,

but
w

hich
w

nauld
appear

prnagrcssm
ve,

and
m

nast
im

pnartantly,
w

ould
further

expand
the

State’s
authm

arity.
1-Itaw

ever,
Sknacpnai

suggests
that

existing
political

and
institutional

restraints
prevented

such
a

breakthrough
frm

,m
naccurring.

The
failure

o
f

the
‘tm

purge"
maf

u
9
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the

com
prom
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w
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R
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forced
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m

ake
tin

executive
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gnm
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m
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D

em
ocrats

to
the

N
ew

D
eal
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the
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o

the
S

tate’s
expansinan

during
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decade,!?

W
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S
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w
e

m
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suspect
that
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w
ritin

g
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N
ew

D
eal

has
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circle.
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resuscitated
but

in
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m
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n

a
g
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eaning
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to
the
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the
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ew

D
eal
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m
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w
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S
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in

91
u
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S
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and
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die-hard
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w
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e
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strictures
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the
institum
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and

political

restraints
upon

progressive
change
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cam
tm

,m
,n

character,
S

uperm
an,

tna
illustrate

his
thesis
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c
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e
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irp
m

isim
ig

-

lratm
naduced

by
Acmu,aui
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,
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m
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s
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lii
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gd

o
f

Ia
v
y
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rockett

and
K

it
Cam

snan,
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Ketam
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aim
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tim
m

m
;irv

iii.iii
w

ill

extranardm
nary

pow
ers.

I.ake
them

he
napem

aics
matimsunle

tlie
law

auatI
established

instim
um

inans
but

his
acmimans

serve
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arce
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ummnal
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anti
help

to
preserve

sm
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I.evine’s
point

is
th

t
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ih
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g
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r

q
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than
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a
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d

e
s

‘arm’
articulaicd,
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he

cinem
a
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radu
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instruct
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e

exam
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B
y

the
enti

*afthe
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them
e

w
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4
0
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a
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U
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S
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o
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M

any
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y’s
I/se

lh
rrr

f-it/It
!‘iy,s

exm
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f
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cnaiiilm

lexim
ies

*at
the

individual
exam
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relatinanships

betw
een

cultural
production

and
ideology.
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histnarm
cal

w
ritin

g
abnaut

the
politics

naf
A

m
erican

culture,
although

deveLopm
ents

in
M

arxism
cultural

analysis
since

the
i$

a
o

s
undoubtedly

have
influenced

m
ore

recent
studies,

Ihuaw
ever,

the
evidence

and

perspectives
naf

a
g

ro
w

in
g

cnorpus
no1

wnork
tan

the
culture

taf
the

m
9os

indicates
the

developm
ent

maf
a

m
einvigarated

revisionist
critique

maf
the

N
ew

D
eal

w
hose

m
,utline

differs
from

the
prevailing

em
phasis

o
f

N
ew

D
eal

schnalars
tan

the
State

as
a

narrow
ly-defined,

political
phenm

am
ennan

A
pprm

apriately
the

snaurce
taf

this
critique

is
itacated

in
m968

and
in

the

significance
o

f
thai

year
for

developm
ents

in
cultural

analysis3°

P
arallels

m
ay

be
draw

n
betw

een
m

96*
and

i9
jZ

to
suggest

that
eta

naptive
prnagram

m
es

by
the

State
are

not
necessary

fo
r

capitalism
ito

survive

crisis,
‘[h

e
"c

ris
is

"
o

f
t4

8
w

as
overcom

e,
not

by
granting

concessions,

but
by

reversing
previous

gains.
A

fte
r

all,
it

w
as

Nixm
an

and
not

H
um

phrey
or

even
E

ugene
M

cC
arthy

w
ho

w
as

elected
in

that
year.

This
suggests

that
the

S
tate’s

strengths
are

not
restricted

to
the

capability

o
f

its
legislative

and
adm

inistrative
structures.

T
hey

are
m

ore
pervasive.

if
less

palpable,
and

include
a

crucial
cultural

dim
ension

w
hich

functions

to
preserve

the
status

quo.
The

"sile
n

t
m

a
jo

rity"
w

hich
R

ichard
N

ixo
n

m
nobilized

in
m968

w
as

galvanized
by

perceived
threats

to
a

natural
and

universal
order

and
its

central
‘reasonable"

values,
such

as
patriotism

.

law
and

order,
m

ale
dom

inance,
racial

hierarchy,
m

oral
p

ro
b

ity
and

the

sanctity
n

f
the

fam
ily.

in
effect,

hnaw
evcr,

thnase
dom

inant
values

served

the
interests

o
f

the
dom

inant
class,

‘[hey
are

the
vines

w
hich

m
ake

the

dam
aged

w
all

seenm
w

orth
preserving-

Thus
requires

a
definition

m
f

mhe’

G
rs

c
i’s

concept
o

f
hegem

ony
can

be
valuably

applied
tna

the
N

ew

D
eal,3’

Its
central

prem
ise

is
that

class
rule

is
based

on
consent

rather
than

nan
coercion.

This
is

secured
through

the
S

tate’s
"in

te
lle

ctu
a

l
and

m
oral

,

leadership"
w

hich
w

orks
tt

establish
a

dnam
m

nann
concept

naf
reality
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particular
w

ay
o

f
seeing

the
w

tarld
and

hum
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and

relationships,"

as
R

aym
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W
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s
expresses

it,"
A

s
such,
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the

factor
o

f
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ird

t,m
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e

r
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a
n
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m

e
n

t
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cla
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e
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i,
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m
g

a
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o

ve
r
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tna

w
o

rk,
authm

arity
amid

muaralim
y,

vat1
deim

ning
prevailing

norm
s

o
f

thnought
and

practice.
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f
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the
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ra
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b
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m
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b
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disasstK
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form
ulatinan

allnaw
ed

creative
expression

in
A

m
erica

to
be

valued
as

a
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d
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m
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m
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p
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that
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enm
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a
voyeuristIc

relatim
an

mm,mts
subjects

w
ho

tend
us

be
victtm-rms

whma
e

n
tlu

iE
th

e
ir

cirçm
j1stan,cs

w
ith

tllFnm
ty

and
w

ith
o

u
t

protest
Susan

Stantag’s
rem

arks
about

dtscum
cntary

phtatm
igraphy

as
a

"snaft
m

u
rd

e
r"

m
ay

be
applicable

tm
a

the
dtacum

entary
m

nivem
ent

mn
general.

"Taa
photm

agraph
people,"

she
suggests,

‘is
to

violate
them

,
by

seeing
them

as
they

never
see

them
selves,

by
having

know
ledge

nil
them

they
can

never
have;

it
turns

people
intua

mabjeems
that

can
be

sym
bolically

pnassessed."4’
These

insights
w

ould
apply

equally
no

Jam
es

A
gee’s

text
anti

to
W

a
lke

r
E

vans’s
phntnagraphs

in
Let

LI:
N

ow
Praise

Faiw
oax

M
et.

The
low

er
tarders

are
represented

as
bereft

tab
-any

m
eannngful

class
or

ethnic
grn;up

culture
and

lacking
both

the
polim

ical
cm

,nscism
usness

and
organizatim

an
tm

rem
edy

their
sim

u
a

tio
n

.
The

m
oral

is
that

"the_low
er

orders
have

time
lem

s;
‘th

e
u

p
r

cIa
su

have
the

salutiuns.,, Since
the

m
odern

ta
Ie

jç
ç
,

in
periods

o
f

crisis,
to

ancorpm
arate

w
ith

in
the

dom
inant

culture
rather

than
repress

-
elem

ents
th

re
a

te
,n

in
tm

a
itse!f,

it
can

be
argued

-th
#

ith
e

I.A
lnacum

cfflagy
c
s
v
s
t

thc
irm

cc!csrs
m

l
the

cia/si
q

.
The

State
itse

lf
regtstered

and
appropriated

the
nssues

tatpoverty
and

nsts.cry
ua

be
solved

w
ith

in
the

acceptable
lim

its
mat

N
ew

le
a

l
liberalism

.
In

effect,
the

docum
entary

distanced
as

m
uch

as
it

arm
iused

Its
audience

mar,
as

S
ontag

w
rites

o
f

the
consum

ption
nil

phtatm
agraphtc

im
ages:

"T
h

e
let-Im

ng
nabbeing

exem
pt

from
calam

ity
stim

ulates
interest

in
lm

anaklng
at

painful
pictures.

and
looking

at
them

suggests
antI

strengthens
the

feeling
that

one
is

e
xe

m
p

t.""
W

e
m

ay
ask

w
hat

uather
fm

arm
s

naf
cultural

practice
w

ere
available

to
the

generation
tab

the
s9os?

In
E

urope
creative

radicalism
w

as
associated

w
ith

the
avant-garde.

A
fter

i9
z
4

,
fmar

exam
ple,

surrealists
challenged

audiences’
expccm

atm
aans

intl
cnam

m
m

an
sense.

T
h

e
ir

aim
w

as
tta

challenge
the

belief
that

there
is

a
natural

order
of

things
through

strategies
w

hich
attem

pted
to

disturb,
tlishnacate

and
refute

the
notion

that
things

are
w

hat
they

appear
A

lso,
B

recht
and

Piscatnar
developed

alternative,
anti-illusionist

practices
in

the
theatre;

V
erttav

and
Em

senstein
0

Emara
critiq

u
e

tith
e

pmalmaical
fu

n
ti

mans
mul

tIm
icunacnm

ary
phm

atu
m

graphy
see,

Sam
W

a
lke

r,
D

o
cu

m
e

n
ta

ry
P

hoanugraphy
in

A
m

e
rica

:
T

he
P

o
litica

l
lm

m
em

m
sim

ant
aulan

Arm
Em

arm
,’’

Radical
/tsw

eruo
ma

Pm.
m,

9
7

7
,

ii
"

S
u

sa
n

Snant-ag,O
n

P
botoxrspb,

A
5kstassts

:P
e

n
g

u
in

.
m

9-7t;,
4

I¶
.

N
m

itc,
hnaw

ever,
that

in
is

nm,a
universally

accepted
thai

phu,naagr’.iphy
*pprtapraam

es
iii

subpeeta
dllierenm

ly
than

m
nlirrImarms

iiieuiaurai
e.pncssam

an
See,

lit
exam

ple.
M

ack
G

id
le

y.
.ltrs

e
a

a
I’bnograpby

Smaumim
Shm

eltis
:

ftrm
aush

Assaicmamu,in
Iamr

A
m

erican
Sm

udm
es,

i9
1

5
,

40
4

i
-

‘lim
e

"q
u

ie
tn

e
ss"

‘at
A

gee’s
sulamecms

ma
enm

phasm
s’cti

in
.

A
.

W
a

rd
,

,I,aeruain
-S,le,ncej:

ib
e

K
esln

o/
/asmnei

-‘I,gee.
W

alker
I:r’a.n,

and
I:d

.’a
rd

IIo
pper

Iatm
an

Km
auge:

t.naum
suana

S
tate

1mmserum
y

P
ress,

i9
1

5
.

7
t

94.
"

Siannag,
68-

experim
ented

w
ith

m
ontage

in
tilm

m
-.m

kung.
w

hile
John

Ilearm
ticld

develnaped
disruptive

cmallage
strategies

in
still

pbm
‘mm

a
g

ra
p

liv
-

T
he

io,ooo
artists

em
ployed

by
she

Fetler.sl
a

’e
rn

m
vn

1
t

d
u

rin
g

the

i9
;o

S
w

ere
disE

ouraged
from

experim
entIng

w
itIi

mlie
‘‘tlistaam

m
etl

tuarm
s

n
il

m
nadernistic

art.’’
E

dw
ard

B
ruce,

director
nat

the
S

ecnim
atm

if
Fine

A
rns,

allm
awed

manly
tine

abstract
m

ural
mma

appear
iii

th
e

Seem
man’s

pm
ast

m
allice

pm
iject,

B
ruce

justihietl
his

decisatan
mm

the
gra

a
u

titls
nIa.mm

‘‘mm
iso

‘m
a

hatl
mdea

nma
have

nine
experim

ental
picture

in
the

pm
aleet.

as
m Imus

abstract
stufi

is

certainly
gem

m
ing

a
Inan

maf
attention

these
slays.’’

lie
preferred

a
pnapulmsmme

expression
w

hich
produced

"th
e

sam
e

feelm
ng

I
g

e
t

w
h

e
n

Ism
ella

sountl,
fresh

cam
nab

etarn."
I us

alter
e,go

am
ongst

recaagnm
zed

painters
w

as
‘I’hainm

as
flirt

B
enton

whna
rejected

m
odernism

fmar
ins

‘aesthetic
m,bseurmn

y,
huglm

la
lu

tin
’

sym
bolism

and
ulevim

aus
and

indistinct
m

e
a

n
in

g
s."7

The
State

engaged
directly

in
cultural

produem
inan

d
u

rin
g

the
in1

4
0

5

nhm
m

iugh
the

W
m

arks
P

rogress
Adm

inusm
ratiu,m

m
,

‘the
arts

w
ere

m
arganized

under
the

aegis
o

f
Federal

O
ne

and
included

prnapeens
Inir

m
usic,

the
theatre,

w
ritin

g
and

the
line

arts,
A

lth
o

u
g

h
p

rim
a

rily
a

re
lie

f
m

easure,

J ant
Dc

H
art

M
atthew

s
attributes

tna
mm

a
prnagressivc’

vuslaan,
11cr

characterization
taf

the
N

ew
D

eal’s
"quest

for
a

cultural
tlem

nm
acraey"

involved
three

interrelated
elem

ents:
m

aking
the

arts
m

nare
aeeessm

lale
ma

the
p

u
b

lic;
sponsorship

tara
new

natinanal
art,

and
acim

ieving
the

snacial
and

econtam
ic

integratinan
nil

the
artist

in
A

m
erican

snaem
ety."

"
A

rt
for

the
m

iflim
m

ns"
involved

a
huge

enterprise.
R

esearchers
em

am
pm

led
the

Index
m

at

A
m

erican
D

esign
and

expanded
the

A
rchives

usl
A

m
encan

Folk
S

tang;
the

Federal
W

riters’
P

roject
produced

the
A

m
erican

G
uide

S
eries

w
hich

constituted
7

8
books

and
pam

phlets;
the

M
usic

Prnileen
m

arganizetl
com

posers’
laboratories

in
aa

cities
and

alsna
prm

avltled
m

usical
unstrucm

iaan

fo
r

iS
m

illio
n

A
m

nericans,
w

hile
the

Federal
A

rt
P

rtajeet
provided

fre
t

art
classes

to
som

e
óo,ooo

people
each

m
onth.

Arnism
s

em
ployed

lay
Ilualger

C
ahill’s

A
rt

P
roject

produced
z,jo

o
m

urals,
m

B,ooo
pieces

nafsculpture
and

ao8,ooo
canvasses

and
the

Federal
Theater

l’rm
m

jees,
headed

by
Iallac

Flanagan.
presented

m
,zoo

rnaductinm
s

w
hich

il-ayetl
mm’

an
estim

ated

audience
o

f
zj

m
illio

n
4

’

°
Qum

amed
in

R
ichard

I
M

eK
m

im
e,

he
N

ra’
I

ea/
/tsr

-I ret,!,
I

‘mu
matLn’umu

laraaat
i-mu

U
n

ive
rsity

P
ress,

m97j,
I7;

4
a

;
iota.

‘
Jane

tie
Harm

M
atthews.

‘‘A
rt

anm
l

the
Pem

aplc
-

i’he
N

ew
Ie,al

Q
uesm

I,’m
a

I
ulm

ural

D
e

m
o

cra
cy,"

Joarum
ai

o
f

,‘a*.ericaa
IIto

ry
óa,

a
Sept

uma7ii,
su6

°
R

ay
A

licia
iM

ilinguan.
"

G
navctnum

icni
in

tl
‘ta

t
Atns

:‘11w
W

I’.A
t’M

m
ctacns

n.-,’
-tu.nri’m,ugu,

Q
m

erlsr/,y
i;

W
in

n
e

r
9

6
,

466
Ja,a;

W
allm

au,a
I-

M
el

im
inalil,

Icie
r,,!

R
r/ae/

.4dm
rni,!rat,oa

nailthe
.‘Irts

:i/ic
Inguaa

and
.‘idm

aunm
irai,m

’e
Ifsutm,ra

o/
the

‘a
r,

I’,oyech
of

the
W

ork.,
I-’rm

gren
,Id,w

rnu,/rat,om
n

C
m

aiunm
lam

ss
:mhmam

Saanc
I

‘iiirem
ain

y
P

ress,
I9

6
9



4
1

Z
i/sa

ri
RaId

P
c/u

/n
a

!
am

!
C

a//urea!
I’r-rp

n
lit-cc

our
1< ru’u,uonh,rn

4
i

S
uch

exercises
an

statistical
aceaauntm

ng
o

f
the

W
l’,’s

activities
invim

e
respect

for
tts

achievem
ents

and
defy

cTaticism
tat

the
‘tIm

inistratim
anm

’s
purptases.

H
ow

ever,
the

W
P

A
sm

aught
tma

erranta
gimarumaus

cultural
presenr

and
the

ethos
o

f
a

notable
cultural

herirage
during

the
pre-w

ar
pem

inad
w

hen
betw

een
m

and
to

pet
cent

tat
the

wnark
mmmcc

w
as

urm
em

pm
iyed.

A
less

generous
interpretatim

an
maf

the
A

dm
inistration’s

furaenim
an

wm
auld

substitute
"b

re
a

d
and

circuses"
imar

"cu
ltu

ra
l

m
iem

m
acracy."

T
his

im
presS

siman
is

reinforced
by

an
exanninatitan

cU
b

e
cultural

output
all

the
varinaus

agencies.
In

a
project

o
f

such
scale

it
is

likelythat
radical

m
irp

ro
g

re
u

ve
elem

ents
w

ould
em

erge
w

hich
w

o
u

ld
not

seek
tta

evade
either

nhe
smacima

ecm
anom

ic
issues

mafthe
era

mardevelnapnnents
in

form
al

practice
IIm

aw
ever,

the
L

ivin
g

N
ew

spaper,
influenced

by
the

E
pic

Theatre
tafPiscanm

ar,
and

the
controversial

abstract
m

urals
malS

tuart
D

avis
and

A
rshile

G
m

arky,
mar

the
subversive

social
realism

o
f

A
ugust

H
enkel,

received
m

uch
contem

porary
attention

and
prom

ote
schm

alrly
interest

because
they

are
cxceptjm

aI.
Few

A
m

erican
"so

cia
l

re
a

list"
painters

achieved
the

form
al

and
them

atic
disturbances

tat
the

M
exican

m
uralists.

A
lthough

their
w

o
rk

caused
discnam

fort
tta

m
any

A
m

ericans
in

the
n

o
s
,

it
w

as
because

mat
its

tdenttficatm
on

w
ith

the
causes

tal
the

N
ew

Ika
I

rather
than

any
signified

intentitan
tmm

m
ove

beyond
them

,
It

shm
aultlhe

rem
em

bered
that

at
m

illntan
A

m
erican5

vnated
tar

the
R

epublican
P

arty
in

1
9

4
0

.
A

rgualaly,
the

w
tark

mal
R

eginald
M

arsh,
w

hich
alternately

evnakes
low

er-class
life

in
term

s
nab

lew
dness

and
vita

lity
mar

spectral
m

arginality,
w

as
m

m
are

subversive
than

the
lm

arlorn,
neglected

and
nanuralisetl

figures
w

hta
inhabit

m
uch

taf
the

urban
landscape

o
f

"stacial
realism

"
during

the
decade,

and
are

best
know

n,
perhaps,

through
Isaac

Snayer’s
Iim

plopw
etrt

-lgenq
u

9
3

7
.

Emar
R

oosevelt
had

identified
htm

self
as

a
cham

pim
an

o
f

this
cm

anstim
uency

as
early

as
A

p
ril

t93z
ma

his
"fo

rg
o

tte
n

M
a

n
"

radita
address,

and
nhe

N
ew

D
eal

registered
its

interests
thrm

augh
program

m
es

man
behalf

naf
"th

e
d

o
w

n
tro

d
d

e
n

,"1
’

S
ignificantly,

the
Federal

Theatre
Prm

aject,
regardeti

as
the

m
ost

radical
agency

w
tthtn

the
W

P
A

,
w

as
term

inated
in

1939,
fm

aur
years

before
the

rem
aining

agencies
expired.

G
ram

sci
claim

ed
that

hegem
nany

w
as

nnat
singular,

and
w

e
cannm

at
leave

the
relationships

betw
een

culture
anti

the
State

w
ithout

m
entim

an
o

f
the

failure
maf

the
Left

to
create

an
alternative

hegem
m

m
ny

new
w

ays
nil

view
ing

the
w

nrld
during

the
i9

to
s
.

S
om

e
schtalars

attribute
this

mm,
S

talin’s
directive

taf
m

9
w

hich
m

ardered
w

estern
C

om
m

unist
PaTties

tta
enam

aperate
w

ith
liberal

and
dem

iacratic
groups

in
a

popular
Irtant

against
*

Cm
fsvm

ti
Sh-apmrma,

cm
i,

lom
-ia/

R
ca/un,,

-
--Ire

a,
a

iJtapon
N

ew
Y’‘rIm

i’m
ralerick

tim
m

gar,
,am

fascism
.

This
invm

alved
the

i:t
5

A
abantim

amaimag
alit’

p
tililm

e
e

xp
re

ssm
u

,ra
mat

its
m

evnaluniuanarv
gtaals

;
expressing

its
suppm

art
tm

ar
the

N
ew

D
eal,

and
p

ro
c
la

im
in

g
its

‘‘
A

m
ericanism

,’’
It

alsm
a

re
q

u
ire

d
that

mIle
cu

ltu
re

m
af

mhe
I,eft

Imacate
m

tself
w

ith
in

the
Anm

erican
heritage

attn1
allimm

tradutim
an-aI

Anm
eriean

values
such

as
freedm

ani,
.le

m
n

a
e

ra
e

am
id

et1ualm
m

.
N

a/ate
Ia

n
d

mm,i4a
,

a
prtaduet

maf
Fm

antm
cr

F
ilm

s
a

ratlm
eal

milmmammaakt’rs’
cmamaperatm

y
e

presented
Iahnaur’s

struggle
in

the
em

anm
ex

iam
A

m
erica’s

hm
sm

m
rical

com
m

itm
ent

u
ilib

e
rty.

T
he

Iranm
ing

inm
ages

‘m
itt’

hI
am,

rein
Inarcetl

by
P

aul
Rnabesm

,n’s
cm

snm
m

enm
ary,

are
p

a
trim

a
tic

ieu
in

s
mhe

cm
asts

trm
d

by
the

P
ilg

rim
Fathers,

the
figure

nafW
ashington,

antI
in

particular,
time

S
tatue

mat
l.m

berty
and

the
A

m
erican

fla
g

"
S

ignificant
slmmmts

maf
em

nphasis
can

he
detected

in
ratlm

cal
film

practice
in

the
t

niteti
Sm

ants
d

u
rin

g
the

i9
4

0
%

R
ussell

C
am

pbell
and

W
illia

m
A

lexantler
have

eharm
etl

the
m

arganizatinanal
vagaries

tab
radical

lilm
m

a
kin

g
lu

rin
g

the
perim

atl
and

have
identified

the
pnalm

rical
and

fm
arm

al
issues

w
hich

lay
behind

them
,

N
ykinna,

tiaunded
in

I954,
and

its
suceessaar,

Frnantm
er

F
ilm

s,
tm

arm
etl

iti
1

9
4

7
,

alm
andm

anetl
m

uch
mat

the
direct

polm
cal

engagem
ent

w
hich

had
been

a
leature

nil
the

early
years

nil
the

I
ilm

and
Ph.

atm
a

I.eague.
P.alitiea

Ieninmmnmmtmrmemmm
antI

persm
anal

activism
,

w
hether

expressed
in

the
targanuzatinan

m
al

lam
aycm

am
m

s
m

at
fascist

film
s,

the
ptm

nm
atim

an
ta

t
Sm

aviet
cannna

in
ihc

U
nited

S
tates,

liT

tafclasses
in

photography
and

film
crinm

cm
sni,

w
ere

saerm
hicetl

liar
pmalimmcal

independence
and

cm
ancentratm

m
an

man
prm

ilessim
anal

hlnanm
aking.

E
qually

significant,
after

1934
m

any
film

m
akers

disow
ned

the
"p

o
liticize

d
"

new
sreel

as
an

apprm
apriate

vehicle
m

ardissmdenmm
Im

lm
m

akera,
preferring

the
"d

ra
m

a
tic"

docum
entary

w
hich

w
nauld

em
phasize

a
film

’s
t1uality

alaaave
its

overt
ptthticalcom

m
itm

ent.
1riCinem
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ect.im

te
"vita

lly
A

iuerieats."5
S

im
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