Packard executive, Richard W. Anderson,
who explains why his firm began to buy
Japanese chips for its computers: “Not only
was the quality good, but [it] was actually
superior to what had been our experience
with the domestic suppliers.”

Reid claims that American firms have
taken the Japanese successes to heart, and
by installing quality-control systems of
their own, have begun to beat back the
Japanese challenge. But looking at past ex-
amples of Japanese-American competi-
tion, one must be skeptical about the
American chances of winming what one
economist has termed this “new world
war.”

The pattern Reid has unearthed—
American invention followed by Japanese
commercial success—is not at all novel, nor
does it lack analogies in the past. America
is largely repeating with Japan the expe-
rience Great Britain had with the United
States and Germany. In the Nineteenth
Century, Britain was not only the world
industrial leader, but also the seat of the
most important scientific and engineering
inventions. As Reid observes, the princi-
pal discoveries in electricity were made in
Britain, and the scientific foundations of
such inventions as television were laid in
Britain and not the United States. But U.S.
firms made these discoveries and inven-
tions commercially viable.

America’s advantage over Britain was
founded on a large stock of cheap immi-
grant labor and an industrial base which,
laid in the late Nineteenth rather than
Eighteenth Century, was far more con-
ducive to large-scale goods production than
Britain’s was. Now Japan's advantage over
the United States is its integration of gov-
ernment and business—Japan’s success in
producing and marketing chips was largely
due to a government-financed strategy—
and an organization of labor far better
suited to the kind of quality-oriented pro-
duction of the new industrial revolution
than the American system. These differ-
ences are structural and will not easily be
overcome by Silicon Valley boosterism and
by complaints of Japanese “dumping.”

The Chip is, above all, a paean to
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Americans have ever heard of them.
Reid suggests that the reason may be
Americans’ obsession with superficial ce-
lebrity. [t may also stem from the fact that
computers are both more threatening and
less immediately visible than either the
light bulb or the telephone. But one of the
best known and most honored Americans
in Japan is Edward Deming, who intro-
duced the concept of quality control to
Japanese factories after World War I1. Ev-

- ery Japanese schoolboy has heard of Dem-

ing, but probably even fewer Americans
have heard of him than have heard of Kilby
and Noyce. There 1s a lesson here.

Activist’s Warts

THE PIED PIPER:

ALLARD K. LOWENSTEIN
AND THE LIBERAL DREAM
by Richard Cummings

Grove Press. 569 pp. $19.95.

I Lowenstein was the prototypical
A white liberal activist of the 1960s
and 1970s. His involvement in the
civil rights movement in the South and in
anti-Vietnam war organizing, among many
otherissues, exemplified the valuable con-
tributions that privileged people of that
generation made to the social movements
of those decades. Gunned down in 1980
by a deranged former associate, Lowen-
stein left a legacy that is treasured and cel-
ebrated by many friends who shared those
years of action.

Richard Cummings, a lawyer who has
dabbled in both academia and politics,
spent several years interviewing Lowen-
stein’s relatives and acquaintances in
preparation for this comprehensive biog-
raphy, The Pied Piper. Along the way,
Cummings encountered some of the com-
plexities of Lowenstein’s passionate liberal
activism. Lowenstein’s intense commit-
ments to his causes sometimes induced
manipulative use of others for his own
ends. In Lowenstein’s later years, his ob-
sessive and unsuccessful efforts to gain a
seat in Congress (where he served from

in the civil rights and antiwar movements.
Cummings is harshly scornful of Lowen-
stein’s anti~totalitarian stance, and con-
tends that Lowenstein was naively blind
to the inherent limits of liberal reformism
because he had excessive faith in the vir-
tues of the American political system. That
excessive faith and virulent anticommun-
ism, Cummings believes, also led Low-
enstein into a long-term secret working re-
lationship with the Central Intelligence
Agency. :

The allegation that Lowenstein had a
covert association with the CIA has been
a familiar rumor within the American Left
ever since the 1967 revelation that the
Agency long had funded the National Stu-
dent Association’s international work.
Cummings attempts to elevate this rumor
from allegation to fact; he claims that Low-
enstein was a CIA “agent” from at least
1962 through 1967.

This attempt, an utter and embarrass-
ing failure, gravely undercuts the radical
critique of Lowenstein’s liberalism that
Cummings wants to articulate. Cum-
mings’s handling of this assertion calls to
mind the old story of a reminder Huey
Long once scrawled in the margin of a
speech: “weak point, shout louder.” Cum-
mings concedes that he has interviewed no
CIA veterans who can confirm the charge,
and that while many intelligence docu-
ments concerning Lowenstein have been
released by the CIA, FBI, and State De-
partment pursuant to the Freedom of In-
formation Act, not one memo supports
Cummings’s claim.

Instead, Cummings relies on an un-
named Army Intelligence veteran and
other sources “with backgrounds in intel-
ligence work™ who apparently told Cum-
mings of their second-hand impression that
Lowenstein had been some sort of CIA
“agent.” Cummings attempts to supple-
ment such sources with tortured and un-
persuasive interpretations of several notes
and letters he found in Lowenstein’s pa-
pers.

Lacking any direct evidence of a Low-
enstein-CIA connection, Cummings re-
sorts to the sort of conspiratorial guilt-by-
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