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n xpccllrlsll.zunlln;'(h(' urls
v 39y and the humanmties i the
,“/\ United  States today—the
§ L.y specter o a catastrophic
b “““i& stnft ol gavernment policy
d 2 in cultural affars. In mu
<eum offices and umiversity conference
yo0ms, 10 the inner councils of music,
dance a.d theatrical orye nmizations the
rFountry over, but especially perhaps in
New York, and among the artists and
schulars who have been the beneficr-

(Y

THE NEW YORK TIMES

anes of Federal policy in the arts and
the humaniies for nearly a decade now,
Svr since the National Endowment for
the Arts and the Natonal Enduwment
for the Humamties began dispensing
therr funds with uncommon intellipence
and discrnimination, there 15 a wide-
spread anxicty that we have cume to the
endolanera.

The Carter Adounistration, while re-
maming something of nengmain this,
as in ather fields of puolic pol ¢y, has so
far dene nothing to dispel this anxiety
and much to exacerbate it, The warn-

-

X

October lo,

ings about political inteference, 1ssued
thus week by Michael Straght, actiny
chanman of the National Endewsnent
for the Arts, have ymnhificd what muany,
others have feare- Mo one Knows ex-
actly what change  awailt us gt fea
knuwledpeable s ope tiat
change On o sipihicant scate o vn the
way, and many fear that o will be
change uf the most baleful sort—=that n-
deed, a4 new era maraed by anoapgres.
sive pohticization ol h-dcral cuitural
pulicy s nowaimminent.

woralt

The seasons for thas Teeling are casy
enouph o dently  Foremost arong
them oy the orass pobtical manaer an
which the Carter Wiate House, after
floaning  various  showy o hises of
presugious nandgs fer the pubae (o

study and be impressid by, actually
made s appomntments ) the eoadow.
ment char manshios The namaag, of

Joseph D Dutley as chairman of the Na-
tiondl Endowment for the Humanities
and ol Livingstos Buddle Jr as

Continued un Page 36
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chasrman of the National Endowment
for the Arts—the latter appointment
sull pending— may, of course, prove to
be a great benelit 1o the cultural hife of
the nation We all earnestly hope so. But
the circumstiances of their selection do
not—to be blunt about it—inspire much
condidence. Buth appuintments bear the
stigma of a cymcal polincal conven.
1ence, and buth of the new chairmen,
therefore, will tuce anuphily fightan at-
tempting to establish their independ-
ence and disinterestedness in the fateful
decisiuns that awaiul them.
[ ] [ ] *

It 1s well-known that these appont.
ments have been made 1n response (o
the campaipn wened by Senator
Claibome Pell (Democrat, R4 swinnst
the alleped ehitest™ biases of NEH.
under its former chanrman, Ronald S
Berman s one of the original sponsors
of the fepistation that brought the ea.
savments anto bemng, Senator Peld en-
jlxy;ﬁ great power and prestige an ths
particular realm of government policy.
The electiva ol a Demo. rat to the White
House was bound to enhance that power,
and jave tu senator Pell’s views a spe.
vl furce This, apparcntly, surted the
Carter Winte House perlectly. Senator
Pel's campargn agast “eliism”—naot

~ays distinguishable from an outripht
alttack on mied—was quite in keeping
with the President’s “populist’ ideolo.
2y, and so the way was cleared for ap-
paintments that would insure the imple-
mentation of this dubrtous new policy

The immediate consequence of this
unholy mecting of minds was ref.ected
i the memorandum draflted at the .
W Lite House 1o instruct the search com-
mittee that had beenorgamized to find a
new chatrman for N EH. This iHlustri.
ou> document put the comnuttee on no-
tice that “tne vy Leapue | academic
and scholarly establishments”  were
now (o be pad less attennion, and that
the “new chairmen should probably be
{ mibar to organized labor, ethine or-
Ranrzations, community and jumor col-
lege organizatiuns, and principat educa-
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tional broadceasters, as well as mure
famitar non-academic humamties
groupsitke mua e research ibraries ™
This memorandum further stated that
“the endowment’s most important mi-
atives will almostcertainly be innon-tra
«ditienat and pubiic : reas, while sts base
remains inacademia " The code wards
are unnustakabte in their meaning: - In
SEhr, numbers—rather than- qualny.,
knowledee or distunction—are now {0 be
the touchstone of achievement. When
the scarch conmittee's recommenda-
tions did not ul'»p("ur to endorse this revy-
swmistnterpretation of the humanities,
the White House ignured its candid.des

Cand appomted Mo Dulley, an enerpete

supporter of the Carter canduda v
whose job in the State Deparanent had
just beenabohished.

.

Senator Pell has now scored apin in
effectig: the appointment of Mr. Biddie,
his former admunstiative assistant, to
the charrmanship of N E.A Lt ook ke
a clean sweep forcthe ante-*eling”
forces an bot! the Seiire and the Whre
House—assuming, as 1 thing we can,
that Mr. Biddle's appotment wilt be
coshirmed by Senatur Pell's comiplag-
santcolleagues

What is the sigmiticance of this ant-
Cehust™ campaign, anywiv, and what
IS0 oyt oo mean for e Tuture of
Federa! pylicy o culturad affairs? Are
we really prepared to sacrifice qualiy
fur numbers 10 a realm of human.en.
deavor— the arts and the humanitivs—
1 which quality is not an incidental at-
tribute but the very sum and substance
of what as achieved? Are we really
prepared to endors s Senator Pell’s
philisone  notions of  cultute,  and
President Carter's appatent politiciza.
tionolit, as official national policy?

The truth is, the whole concept of
“ehiism,” as it 1s now apphed to public’
discussions of cultural pohicy, 15 dis-
gracefully  cvasive, euphemistic and
demagoprc. TUis used (o sipnily snobism
and spactal ppvidege, and thus same.
tung anti-democratic and more o1 Jess
threatemng to the common good. Tt sug-
goests consprracy avd uncarned advan-
tage, somethung restnictive and forbd-

den and vanuetyv villainnoe S nntone

s

N\

has this word now become In pohitical
palance that it has been empticd of #1s
intellectual content and made to serve
the purposes of anideotogical myth

Forinthe real wortd of culture and the
arts at stands for nothing more aor Jess
than the aafluence of acknowled el
achievementol g tuph vider Acunada ”
to the latest dichionary (U reach iy
desk—"the  Scnibner-Bantam  Fryinh
Diwctienary,” publiched just s veas
andatself anything bud an “eliti 1" yuts
heation, an elite 1s the **best and chuic-
estpart, ay of soeiety or a profession,”
and ehtism s the ocelief in the leader.
stup of an ehte " It s against this
“leadership™ of the “best” that we are
fow being inted by the governamvns Gy
seck redress. And in the name of ahat?
Suppusedly some wrass-rouis concent of
culture that 1in acruahity s Likely 6 be
httle more than the 0.4 pohitical jwra-
bariel diessed up 10 look ake a uang
hornof plent

What s at once Liaghable and tragic
about thas ante-"ehiast™” policy 1s tha it

errs—und errs egreiously —in support-

g and enlianing upon the very weakx.
nesses that bave plagued the proprans
ol the endowments, and of the many
state arts councils tou, since they fist
cameanto bemng, Therehas always heen
a gireat deal of money wasted on pro.
prams that cleacly bad noother chom o
existence but demographic— whictoe to
say, pelitcal necessity. (David Dennge
sey's winhicle on the New York State
Council o the Arts in this issue maaes
s abandantly clear ) Eveeyone in e
Oeld-afected knows thas i true, bui ity
politicatly convenient never to spean of
oopenly, espeaatly an the presisice of
legustators 0y une of the grin‘mer
tranies ol e situation thit we allow the

Henm Tyrrass toatls ' to be apphied to pao-

grams that have therr TUots In noliany
any deeper than the machinations of
puhitical bureaucrayy,

* [ ] [ ]

Despate this o0 d other weaknesses,
huwever, the enwywments have by and
L ge done an outstanding jebin uphold.
g tne leaderstip’ of the “best”
bath the arts and the humanities. In this
sense, butan no other, they have indeed
bren chinist—and at tunes, perhaps, not
even ehist enough Chis s why (hey
have carned our respect and gratiud.
They hiave been a preat suceess, and
their loss would have ternible conse.
quences (or our culture Thisas why so
MLy aee how so anxious aboul the new
era weareentering. n
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