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Shooting at Clinton,
Prosecuting O.]., and

Other Sacrificial Rituals

he shots fired at the White House on December 17th, right after
the kamikaze crash of a plane outside the White House and the
spraying of the President’s home with semiautomatic rifle fire, followed
the next week by a knife attack, a bomb threat and a handgun arrest in
front of the White House, form a pattern that raises the question of
whether all these individuals might be acting out the national hatred
toward the President that has been widely reported in the media.?
The man who was apprehended after showering the White House
with gunfire, Francisco Duran, told investigators that he was inspired
to shoot the President after listening to Rush Limbaugh and to Chuck
Baker, a Colorado Springs talk-show host. After hearing a particularly
inflammatory Baker program, Duran called in to station KVOR-AM and
told them, “This is very bad. I will go to Washington and take someone
out.”# Baker defended his program, one of hundreds of similar “Hate
Radio” talk shows that have sprung up recently, saying, “So what if the
jerk, the wacko, the creep, this piece of crap that shot the White House
said that. If this man thinks I or Rush Limbaugh are the reason he

went out there, he needs psychiatric counseling in the first degree.”

SHOOTING OUR PRESIDENTS

I'here is considerable historical evidence that most presidential assas-
sination attempts are carried out as delegations from existing nation-
al moods of hatred. The months prior to John F. Kennedy’s assassina-
tion, for instance, were full of the rage of the media against him,
iIncluding thinly-veiled death wishes. Richard Nixon, for instance,
warned the media before the assassination that before long “There’ll

— —_—
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Shooting at Clinton 379

be blood spilled,” and political cartoonists portrayed Nixon digging a
grave for Kennedy.? Other political cartoonists showed Kennedy being
guillotined and otherwise murdered. Editorialists were often even more
blunt; one wrote, “Yes, Virginia, there is a Santa Claus. His name right
now happens to be Kennedy—let’'s shoot him, literally, before
Christmas.”4

So widespread were the death wishes toward JFK that his aides
warned him not to travel to Dallas. Sen. William Fulbright bluntly told
him, “Dallas is a very dangerous place...] wouldn’t go there. Don’t you
go.”> Vice President Lyndon Johnson, writing the opening lines of the
speech he intended to make in Austin after the Dallas visit, planned
to open with, “Mr. President, thank God you made it out of Dallas
alive!”® Several Dallas judges and leading citizens warned the President
he should not come to the city because of the danger of assassination.’
Kennedy himself sensed he might be shot; two months before the as-
sassination, he made a home movie “just for fun” of himself being as-
sassinated.® The morning of the assassination, he looked out of his
hotel window and admitted that “the Secret Service couldn’t stop
someone who really wanted to get you,” telling his wife, “Suppose a
man had a pistol in a briefcase” and pomted his index finger and
jerked his thumb.”

The same pattern of widespread death wishes in the media being
picked up and carried out by a potential assassin can be found prior
to the shooting of Ronald Reagan. First, there was widespread specu-
lation during his campaign about a supposed “death jinx” that might
strike him (someone had figured out that no American president since
1840 who had been elected in a year ending with zero had lived out
his term). Political cartoons once again showed a guillotine being built
for Reagan. Others depicted Reagan next to targets, one even suggest-
ing that his wife wanted to shoot him with handguns she had stored
beneath their bed. As I documented extensively in my book, Reagan’s
America,'° subliminal death wishes were rife before his shooting, some
sO obvious that students in a psychohistory course I was teaching at
the time picked them up and wanted to warn the Secret Service a week
prior to the shooting (unhappily, we decided not to.)'' Even Reagan
aide Alexander Haig picked up these subliminal warnings, announc-
ing for no particular reason prior to the attempted assassination that
he “would be in charge” in case the president should be shot. John
Hinckley, who had been stalking other targets during the previous six
months, said he got what he termed “a signal from a newspaper” and
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Subliminal death wishes toward Kennedy and Reagan.
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told himself, “This is it, this is for me” and decided it was the President
whom he must shoot.!?

DEATH WISHES TOWARD CLINTON

That similar death wishes toward President Clinton were widespread in
the media at the end of 1994 needs little documentation, from the many
political cartoons showing his death, dismemberment and burial to Sen.
Jesse Helms’ statement that “Mr. Clinton better watch out if he comes
down here. He’d better have a bodyguard.”!® Anthony Lewis picked up
these death wishes when he opened his New York Times column with the
headline “THE KING MUST DIE” and the question” “Why do we want
to kill our Presidents?” (Lewis probably forgot that he had written an
identical column headline, “THE KING MUST DIE,” shortly before
Reagan was shot, Lewis being extraordinarily perceptive to national
mood.)'* Given that many columnists have taken to referring to Clinton
as “The Walking Dead,”?> the repeated assaults by would-be assassins on
the White House are perhaps not at all surprising.

Presidents and their staffs have to cooperate to some extent in their
own sacrifice, or they usually can avoid the assassination attempts,
since they, at some level, like Lincoln, usually intuit the death wishes
towards them. Kennedy, after all the prior warnings that he would be
assassinated in Dallas, was told by the Secret Service that the city was
so dangerous that he had better put up the bulletproof plastic top on
his limousine. Used from childhood to carrying out the delegated
wishes of his parents, he specifically ordered the Secret Service not to
put up the protection.!®

Clinton, too, was warned by many that he should stop jogging
around Washington where any assassin could pick him off. I myselt
wrote him a letter, warning him of the death threats I had picked up in
the media, and, since he had written me earlier (to get an issue of my
journal that had material on his and Bush’s childhood), I believe he
read my warning letter and ignored its advice. Like Kennedy, Clinton
is used to carrying out the delegations of others, so he has continued
to jog around the city relatively unprotected. Even the security forces
responsible for protecting him have unconsciously cooperated in the
death attempts, in at least four ways: (1) splitting up the jurisdiction
for protection of the area in front of the White House into three sepa-
rate and ineffective responsibilities (one for the sidewalk, one for the
street and one for the park across from the gate), (2) leaving various
White House windows without bulletproof glass, (3) refusing to put up
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a bulletproof Plexiglas shield that has been suggested as appropriate,
and (4) the day after the latest of the shooting and bomb threats, ac-
tually leaving the White House gate open “by mistake,” through which
at least one stranger simply walked onto the White House lawn.!” That
so far the assassination attempts against Clinton have not been suc-
cessful is surprising, given the cooperation of the nation, Clinton and
his security staft.

A larger question is perhaps important to ask in assessing these pat-
terns of national emotional outbursts of hatred: Why do nations some-
times shamelessly idealize their leaders, while at other times they de-
mean them unfairly and broadcast death wishes that can be picked up
by the usual pool of psychopaths who are always available to attempt
an assassination?

When my psychohistory class analyzed the emotional imagery in
the media prior to the shooting of Kennedy and Reagan, the students
and I found that both incidents were associated with national rage
over the recently-aborted wars in Cuba and Iran. Most of the American
media had been in favor of war in both Cuba and Iran; the media re-
sounded with fury against the two countries and suggested massive in-
vasion efforts, even if they might have resulted in beginning a nuclear
war.'®* When the invasions did not materialize, their fury turned
against the president.

Cheated of an external sacrifice of our youth, we apparently need in-
ternal sacrifices. It is a bit like looking forward to going to a heavyweight
fight, and then being disappointed when the champion is knocked out
in 30 seconds of the first round, going instead to a bar and picking a
fight with someone to express your rage. It is not surprising that the
death wishes toward Clinton began only after the aborted war in Haiti.
The polls confirm this view. Clinton’s popularity ratings, which had
been falling at the beginning of 1994, began to go up dramatically dur-
ing the months after he threatened an invasion of Haiti at the begin-
ning of June, and then only plunged beginning in September when
Jimmy Carter’s intervention aborted the promised war.

American rage since the abortion of the Haitian invasion has been
consciously displaced from its real source and blamed on personal fail-
ings of Clinton or on too-large government or other political issues.
But personal problems and a large government didn’t prevent him
from having excellent approval ratings while it looked like he was tak-
ing us to war in Haiti—his approval ratings actually soared by nearly
S0 percent in the two months while we were looking forward to the
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invasion. If we had invaded and U.S. troops had to fight house by
house and mountain by mountain, while we and our Commander-In-
Chief mourned the body bags coming back, Clinton’s polls would sure-
ly have remained high, as the nation stood unified behind their
wartime President.

Instead, immediately after the cancelled invasion, the press began
sneering at Clinton for not invading, calling him “soft,” “feeble,” “a
real disaster,” "idiotic,” “Jimmy Clinton” and so on.!” Columnists
asked if America had turned “effete,” wondering, “Is Jimmy Carter, in
a Western world that doesn’t want to fight, all we have left?”2°
Television programs began to be devoted to such topics as “Do
Americans Still Have the Stomach to Fight Wars?”4! asking such ques-
tions as “Why aren’t Americans ready to pay the price of war?” and
“We used to be ready to die. What’s happened?” A senior Democratic
strategist wondered in U.S. News why “people have gone from being
very high to being very low—it’s almost manic-depressive,”%% and poll-
sters reported that the hopes and expectations of earlier in the year had
suddenly turned to anger, saying “It is really surly and mean” in the
country.®® U.S. News headlined its election issue “WHY ARE YOU SO

ANGRY?”%* and Russell Baker wondered in his New York Times column
where all the anger was coming from:

Anger has become the national habit. You see it on the sullen
faces of fashion models who have obviously been told that anger
sells. It pours out of the radio all day. Washington journalism

hams snarl and shout at each other on television. Generations ex-
change sneers on TV and printed page...

America is angry at Washington, angry at the press, angry at im-
migrants, angry at television, angry at traffic, angry at people who

are well off and angry at people who are poor, angry at blacks and
angry at whites.

The popularity of anger is doubly puzzling, not only because the
American habit even in the worst of times has traditionally been
mindless optimism, but also because there is relatively little
nowadays for the nation to be angry about....the country now,
at last really does enjoy peace, and if the prosperity is not so solid
as it was in the 1950s, American wealth is still the world’s vastest.
50, with real peace and prosperity, what’s to be furious about?25

But what was overlooked was that Baker, like the rest of the nation,
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was the victim of historical amnesia when he claimed to be puzzled
about the source of American anger. Right after the aborted Haitian in-
vasion, he had already discussed the new American anger in his col-
umn and, disguised as a “joke,” had pointed correctly to its source:

Hasn’t been a war of any quality whatever since George Bush left
Washington...Every time we get up to the edge of a halfway de-
cent war, this Jimmy Carter sticks his nose in and it’s, ‘Goodbye,
bloodshed!"”2¢

AMERICA'S SEARCH FOR SACRIFICIAL VICTIMS

If war is really a sacrifice of youth,?” and if an external war is aborted,
then an internal war must be waged to provide the necessary sacrificial
victims. This is the meaning of the current right-wing “upheaval” ex-
pressed at the polls last November. A “surly and mean” America has
delegated to Newt Gingrich the role of finding the necessary sacrificial
victims who will have to die to take the place of the boys Jimmy Carter
saved in Haiti.

Like most right-wing persecutors of the helpless, Gingrich repeats
and defends against a loveless childhood with a crusade to cut the re-
sources of children and others. Born fatherless to a teenage mother, he
attacks teenage mothers with a vengeance so obvious that critics are
too embarrassed to point out the connection.?® His hatred of women is
equally obvious. A friend said Gingrich told him when he was divorc-
ing his wife, “She’s not young enough or pretty enough to be the wife
of a President. And besides, she has cancer.” The friend, embarrassed at
having to report such cruel remarks, told the reporter, “It sounds harsh
and hokey, but anyone who knows him knows it’s perfectly consistent
with the kinds of things he says.” It is also consistent that his ex-wife
then had to sue him to get him to pay proper child support. It is not
surprising that newspapers and magazines show him on their covers
with the descriptions “Cold Blooded” and “Heartless.”*” What is sur-
prising is that these publications use the words with thinly veiled ad-
miration, touting him as “King of the Hill” and “Man With a Vision”
and “Uncle Scrooge” all in the same breath.’° When the media reports
that at his inauguration as Speaker of the House 400 legislators “leaped
to their feet and chanted, ‘Newt! Newt! Newt!”” and people rushed the
dais “as if they were at a rock concert, shouldering each other aside just
to be near their hero,”3! you know you are dealing with the kind of
charismatic trance that reveals a leader full of the projections of others.
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SACRIFICING CHILDREN AND OTHER HELPLESS PEOPLE

There is little question that children and other helpless people are to be
the sacrificial victims, just as helpless little Newt and other American
children have been victims of family violence and neglect a generation
ago, with resulting traumas that the current internal sacrifice reenacts.
Almost all the new legislative proposals will eventually hurt or kill chil-
dren. For instance, five million of the nine million children on Aid to
Families with Dependent Children would become ineligible tor bene-
fits under the proposed Republican bill.>? The proposal to establish or-
phanages—costing ten times as much per child as current benefits paid
for their mothers to keep them—is not a cost-cutting plan. No one be-
lieves that private charity—which is falling behind in recent years—
will make up the cuts. Those who ask, “Why punish the child? If chil-
dren are removed from their mothers and placed in orphanages, would
it not be natural for the young mother to replace the lost child with
another infant?”?? miss the point. Punishing children and other helpless
people is the primary goal in America today, not saving money or reha-
bilitating families. When Californians throw rocks at Mexican chil-
dren, yelling, “Go back to where you came from”34 (reminiscent of
Kristalnacht) and children of illegal aliens refuse to go to school because
they are afraid their mothers might not be home when they return,33

you know there is a specter haunting the country, with a message that
children all over the nation have picked up quite accurately.

NEWT GINGRICH AND OTHER SACRIFICIAL PRIESTS
Nor is all this a new phenomenon. America today, with the highest in-

come per person of any nation in history, feels terribly guilty about its
prosperity, particularly those in the upper half of the nation who have
surged ahead in recent years. Historically, the nation always reacts to
periods of peace and prosperity by regressing, avoiding the dreaded
success and individuation by returning to mommy, who would not
have liked us to be so independent. This regression and desire for
merger with mommy leads to a fear of what we wish for, and we de-
fend ourselves by punishing other children and even by threatening
to tear them away from their mothers. Earlier periods of peace and
prosperity saw similar anti-child moods. In the 1850s, when early in-
dustrialization provided wealth to so many Americans, the media and
the well-to-do blasted the tiny amounts spent for helping poor moth-
ers take care of their children, because they said that “help would en-
courage the poor to remain dependent,”3¢ and suggested the estab-
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ALL RIGHT... THAT'S ENOUGH RIDIN' ON THE WAGON .
TS TIME You GOT OFF AND STARTED PULLIN'...
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Child sacrifice in America.
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lishment of the first orphanages. Similarly, in the 1890s, as widening
industrialization provided a new era of prosperity and it seemed that
war was eliminated forever, penny-pinching rich people tried to close
down day nurseries like Hull House, where working mothers could put
their little children for care rather than having to chain them to
kitchen tables with a bowl of porridge while they worked>/—again
claiming that if society paid for child care this would “encourage de-
pendency.” Similarly, America’s current war against the homeless and
welfare mothers echoes the past. New York Mayor Rudolph Giuliani’s
persecution of the homeless and his war on soup Kkitchens, for in-
stance, is a repetition of New York Mayor William Strong’s similar cru-
sade against soup kitchens in the 1890s, saying they should be closed
down because they helped both the deserving and undeserving indis-
criminately and only left them with more money “for gin palaces.”3®

THE TIME OF SACRIFICE

Gingrich follows in the footsteps of his historical predecessors. The
guilt that he projects into children can even be correlated to his per-
sonal life—his suggestions to cut off greedy welfare mothers and their
children came at the same moment he had received an offer of $4.5
million to write some books, his first real wealth. His projection of his
guilt into supposedly greedy children was like that of his hero, Ronald
Reagan, who, after being made Governor of California, had been given
several million dollars of property by political backers, so that his first
political act was to cut the pitifully small allowance for food for hand-
icapped children.’” Gingrich’s proposal to cut $300 billion from wel-
fare payments and give the money to the wealthy for a tax cut on cap-
ital gains is similarly identical to Reagan’s 1981 program to cut Aid to
Families With Dependent Children and the Federal School Lunch
Program.*” Both sacrifice the helpless (children) for the sake of the
powerful (parents). Traditional American compassion for the poor is
no longer popular; what has ruined America, says Gingrich, is too much
compassion for the poor [sic], recommending a book, The Tragedy of
American Compassion, for all to read. Thus the G.O.P. vow “to disman-
tle the New Deal” becomes the battle cry of our current Time of
Sacrifice. !

I'hat the President and the Democratic Congress will cooperate in
this Time of Sacrifice could have been forecast by seeing the embed-
ded subliminal message in Clinton’s December 16th speech announc-
Ing tax breaks, a fantasy analysis of which follows (the bold words are
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the strong emotional terms):

[ won't support ideas that sound good but aren’t paid for, ideas
that weaken the progress we’ve made in the previous two years
for working families, ideas that hurt poor people who are doing
their dead level best to raise their kids...Oh, we can cut taxes and
expand opportunities, but governments can’t raise your chil-
dren...My rule for the next two years will be country first, and
politics as usual dead last.

It takes considerable imagination to work into a tax speech all those
gratuitous “dead” words to convey the message: “hurt...dead.. kids...
cut...children...dead...”

THE PROSECUTION OF O.J. AS A SACRIFICIAL RITUAL
Every sacrifice has a controlling group-fantasy, and the current
American sacrificial period is no exception. To understand why
America has chosen the prosecution of a football hero, O.]. Simpson, as
the central metaphor for the current sacrifice, one must first under-
stand the sequence of group-fantasies that have dominated the first
half of the Clinton presidency.

The main fantasy during 1993-94 has been that of the dangerous
mommy, a powerful, engulfing, castrating, bloodthirsty woman who
has appeared to be stalking America. During these years, the media fo-
cused on a powerful, bitchy Hillary Clinton with a saw or a knife in
her hand or a murderous Janet Reno shooting a gun or a castrating
Lorena Bobbitt swinging her bloody knife or a filicidal Susan Smith
drowning her children-all national nightmares, flashbacks to our worst
traumas of early childhood and to our fears that a terrifying, punitive
mother is stalking America.

On June 17, 1994, however, the dangerous mommy imagery was
supplanted by a new group-fantasy: a man had grabbed her knife out
of the hand of the dangerous woman and stuck it into her neck. The
period of men’s revenge had begun. Everyone immediately sensed that
this was an event of supreme importance in the emotional life of
America. Hillary Clinton disappeared from the media, the trial of O.
J. Simpson became a daily obsession of everyone, and even the
President “took command” by announcing a few days later that he
would invade Haiti if they didn’t capitulate to his demands. Finally,
men would get back at the castrating women who had so filled their
nightmares for nearly two years.
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Mad Mother Shower Curtain

| Anynnc who s ever seen 'Psycho knows
how it feels to be home alone, in the show-
er_and suddenly sense that Mrs. Bates 1S
looming just outside the tub This Mad Mother
| eshower curtair will provide such a chill every
~ morring Time Warner says the curtain, selling
lor $21 95 in its Viewer's Edge catalog. s the
‘quality you'd find in the best motel.” Mitch
Rothschild. Viewer's Edge general manager
. concedes mos! people wouldn t wanl 10 stare
| at it every morning. “This is probably more for
| the guest bathroom " he sugges!s

|

The “Dangerous Mommy” group-fantasy.
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The operative group-fantasy in the O.J. Simpson trial is identical to
that of most early civilizations who practiced human sacrifice as a re-
ligious ritual. In the Aztec culture, for instance, there was a belief that
the world was ruled by a dangerous female, a vampire-serpent who
lived on the blood of the people and whose own blood was necessary
for society to exist.*? Periodically, when Venus descended below the
horizon, the Aztecs thought that the goddess had disappeared into the
Underworld because the people had been bad, too much devoted to
pleasure. Since her disappearance threatened the world with disinte-
gration and loss of her nurturant blood, she had to be coaxed out of
the Underworld by holding a human sacrifice, punishing a scapegoat
who symbolized society’s guilt and furnishing his blood for the vam-
pire-goddess to drink.

Every Aztec city had for this sacrificial purpose a sacred football field,
where the rise and fall of the goddess—who also represented the sun—
was played out with a rubber football said to be made of blood (origi-
nally it was a real human skull).*? The football players understood that
the hero of the game would be sacrificed to the goddess after the game.

When the bloodthirsty goddess disappeared, the people would
watch the sacred football game, followed by the sacrifice of the hero
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by decapitation and disembowelment, his blood being caught in a sa-
cred bowl for the goddess to drink. Society having been saved from ex-
tinction, a priest would then act out the return of the goddess’s nur-
turing blood by running a perforator through his penis to produce a
copious flow of blood. The world was now thought to be reborn, the
sun could shine again, and society was grateful to the hero for saving
it through voluntary self-sacrifice.

Likewise, in America today, a sinful nation, guilty for having in-
dulged in too much pleasure (Democratic excesses, economic pros-
perity), dominated by fantasies of a vampire-goddess (Janet, Hillary,
Lorena, Susan, all those vampire movies), gathers before the TV set
every night to watch the sacrifice of the football hero (O.J.) who stands
in for all of us as guilty of sexual excess (womanizing exploits) and
greed (high salary). Together we first watch the hero speed down the
sacred football field (“Go, O.].!”), we bathe ourselves in the blood of
the goddess (obsession with Nicole’s blood), we identify with the
trapped, guilty hero (O.J. in court, in his cell) who has sacrificed him-
self for our sake to purge us of our sins. Hoping through this sacred rit-
ual to be saved from destruction by the Hillary-Lorena vampire-god-
dess and restore our potency, we follow every detail of the trial as
though our lives depended upon its outcome. For only if he is guilty
can we be saved, only if he is punished can we be reborn into what is
being called a “Brave Newt World,” our sins washed away by Nicole’s

and O.].’s blood, once again guiltless and innocent, once again nour-
ished by the blood of the nurturant Mother.

Lloyd deMause is Editor of The Journal of Psychohistory, Director of The

Institute for Psychohistory and author of Foundations of Psychohistory
and Reagan’s America.
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DAN DERVIN

On Target

loyd deMause’s incisive analysis of current American political tur-

moil more sharply focuses shared issues and substantially advances
my own understanding of others. Like Lloyd I had been impressed
with the play of dangerous/powerful women through the registers of
group-fantasy, especially as these images were bolstered by messages
of toxic sexuality and demonized males. This pattern began with the
self-sufficient and globally protuberant nude body of Demi Moore on
Vanity Fair, peaked with Hillary Clinton usurping Daryl Hannah's part
in the remake of The 50-Foot Woman, Hillary wearing the White House
as her hat on a New Yorker cover, and reached closure with Little
Women in the Newt Age. Politically, the rage at potent females was
epitomized by Paula Jones’s sexual harassment suit against Clinton; fol-
lowing which, O.J. Simpson’s arraignment in the murders of Nicole
Simpson and Ronald Goldman turned him into a national superhero.
It was never stated but always implicit that the hero’s role is tragic, that
the tragic hero is he who gets sacrificed to expatiate and cleanse the
sins of the community. DeMause elucidates the ritual underpinning
that so often guides and directs group-fantasy into selecting its sacri-
ficial delegates.

The relentless obsession with blood—Nicole’s, O.].’s contaminated
samples, DNA accuracy, etc.—attests to the continual rising of poison
in the body politic and the need for locating external containers.! As
the poison levels in the summer of 1994 rose to dangerous levels,
group-fantasy began signaling the availability of foreign enemies as
dumping grounds for poison. Haiti, the Pentagon estimated, could be
secured by U.S. forces in no more than twenty hours, and pundits of-
fered scenarios for starting war in North Korea: following his father’s
death, “wild man” Kim Jong Il assumes power and “begins making er-
ratic decisions; the military decides it’s time to replace [him] and be-
gins moving troops”; these “trigger a mobilization by U.S. troops and
>outh Korean forces, which in turn triggers a response from the
north.”2 Cartoonists began associating the Fuhrer with North Korea,
and with such headlines as “Kim’s Heir to Power dangerous, eccentric,
violent,” the media set about pumping up an external enemy with all
the lethal fumes of domestic malaise. Even The New York Times lead ed-
itorial of 8/7/94 fanned the flames of a Whitewater cauldron brimming
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over with poisonous brew when it accused the administration of “reck-
lessly promiscuous conflict of interest.” But by summer’s end, Clinton
had not opted for such a high-risk poison-container as North Korea.3
Instead, he found himself under pressure—not to appease right-wing
war mongers—but to make left-wing paybacks, specifically to heed the
Congressional Black Caucus’s call to invade Haiti.

Meanwhile, Clinton slipped further in the polls. “Doonesbury”
began portraying him as a Waffle, and Oliphant, reversing the Saint
George icon, depicted him as a boy wearing a kettle and using a
garbage-can lid for a shield against a gigantic, menacing knight in
armor (8/13/94); but even the media began tallying their biases.4 The
defeat of health care in mid-September consummated the sacrifice of
Hillary who, along the way, had been “burned in effigy, vilified as the
architect of a secretly crafted and dangerously bureaucratic plan” and
would presently rise from her own ashes presumably as a “good-will
ambassador” in the mode of Eleanor Roosevelt.> And so when Clinton
went on national television on September 16, the pressure to locate
scapegoats was strong; yet the rationale for the invasion of Haiti—to
restore democracy, to protect U.S. vital interests—not only sounded
hollow, but went against the grain of the president’s character and his
reparative presidency. Ostensibly at least, he went about performing
his role as delegate tor group-fantasy in his address by demonizing
“Haiti’s dictators, led by General Raoul Cedras” who “control the most
violent regime in our hemisphere,” are responsible for a “nightmare
of bloodshed,” and are conducting a “reign of terror, executing chil-
dren, raping women, killing priests.” Simultaneously, however, in pri-
vately delegating a last-ditch mission of peace headed by Jimmy Carter,
Clinton was also preserving his underlying reparative agendas. At the
very last moment, as war planes were taking off, Cedras agreed to re-
linquish power, and it appeared that Clinton had achieved a unique
triumph that allowed him both to look strong (willing to shed blood)
and to avoid a bloodbath (a peaceful invasion). Yet the expected boost
in public esteem did not accrue; quite the contrary as deMause shows
and for good reason, given the group-fantasy’s unsated thirst for blood.
Since Clinton’s successes in Haiti, that troubled country has virtually
gone off the map. The poison stayed home.

Clinton became a poison-container for the blood he could not shed
through national sacrifice. During the fall campaigns, he was consis-
tently advised to steer clear of democratic candidates who anticipated
another kind of bloodbath in the November election: “He’s poison in
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THE COUNTER-REVOLUTION

Texas,” warned a democratic adviser.¢ Confirming the group-tantasy
that Washington in total was plague-ridden, the Washington Post ran
a piece on USAMRID (U.S. Army Research Institute of Infectious
Diseases), captioned Pox Americana: A Richness of Plagues and confirm-
ing voters’ urges for massive political housecleaning.” Although only
39% of the electorate bothered to vote in 1994, the results proved cat-
aclysmic as the white males drew their long knives to take revenge on
the Clintons and to choose in Newt Gingrich a new and more efficient
delegate for group-fantasy. The needs for punishment and sacrifice
which he embodied were aptly captured on the 19 Dec 94 cover of
Time magazine, which portrayed him as Scrooge snapping Tiny Tim'’s
crutch with fiendish joy, and in a 12 Jan 95 Herblock cartoon of
Gingrich as Robespierre operating a guillotine on the poor. Evidently,
the son’s heroically doomed failure to rescue the nation yields to the
castrating father.

Through the fall, as deMause demonstrates, the White House had
been the target of attacks: a kamikaze plane crash, bullets from the
sidewalk, and seemingly random fire from further off nonetheless find-
ing its target, as self-appointed delegates attempted to enact a group-
fantasy of purging the nation of its designated poison-container. What
he adds to my own monitoring of these bizarre incidents is that the
relative passivity of security forces in protecting their chief suggests un-
conscious compliance in the death attempts. This unsettling inference
parallels my own views about the inexplicable passivity of law en-
forcement officials during the 1992 Los Angeles riots and the neo-Nazi
attacks in Rostock. The absence of executive action on the part of the
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ego suggests its seduction into identifying with the aggressor and en-
joying the sadistic pleasures thereby accruing.

More disturbing is deMause’s inference that the leader himself in-
tuits these threatened attacks and participates one way or another in
their dramatic scenarios. A new line of inquiry is thus opened into the
leader’s distinctive style of maintaining tolerable anxiety levels. As the
return of his repressed, the field of potential assassins embodies the
leader’s self-aggressive fears and fantasies. The often flagrant disregard
for security that deMause points out suggests the leader’s ambivalent
feelings toward reintegrating disavowed aspects of his psyche. Such a
recovery process could on the one hand make him more whole but on
the other could jeopardize his role as delegate.

Psychohistorical processes occasionally converge in revealing en-
actments. The new order of sacrificial politics was tragically enacted on
December 20 when a homeless man wielding a knife in front of the
White House was surrounded by police and shot down. Despite his al-
leged threat, video tapes reveal a stationery figure gunned down point-
blank. What the scene lacks in reality, however, it gains as enactment—
an ominous promise of things to come.

1. Allegedly escorted by State Troopers to a hospitality suite, she reported that Clinton
“dropped his pants and asked her for oral sex,” an invitation a former Clinton girl-
friend, Gennifer Flowers, found uncharacteristic (David Ellis, “The Perils of Paula,”
People, 5/23/94. pp. 88-94). But the scenario is certainly consistent with the vicis-
situdes of group-fantasy, which shifted focus from Clinton’s sexual-identity in re-
spect to gays and his accomplished wife, to questions of his preference in under-
wear. Since a certain amount of philandering is not in dispute, deMause has
speculated that both Clinton and JFK use extramarital sex to express hostility to-
ward their wives as surrogates for mother (personal communication, 3/1/94).

2. David Ignatius, “The Secret Korea Debate,” Washington Post (6/12/94), p. C-1.
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nuclear war.
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Clinton,” Washington Post, 9/1/94).
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in his car, a man carrying a 9mm pistol, and a man running onto the grounds.
Together, “those incidents give the impression of a White House under siege,”
wrote reporter Cindy Loose for the Washington Post (24 Dec 94); but while police of-
ficials conceded it was “unusual to have so much bizarre activity around the White
House,” they did not believe it to be “statistically significant.” Psychohistorians at-
tuned to signs of the political turmoil of late 1994 feeding into group-fantasy would
unscramble New York Daily News” headline for 21 Dec-NEWT DEATH THREATS-to

mean Newt (poses) Death Threats; and the 26 Dec New Yorker cover of Santa’s red
arms tossing up a squawking infant prepares the nation for sacrifices in 1995.

MARY COLEMAN

Our Current Human

Sacrifice Dramas
any commentators have noted that now that the Cold War is

Mover there is in the United States a restlessness, 1oss of purpose
and a search for new potential enemies.

The psychodynamic need to have enemies and the group-fantasy
impediments to conflict resolution are detailed by Volkan and Beisel.!
Another way of formulating the reason for this search for enemies is
that without enemies a group has lost its obvious way of meeting its
own internal needs for regular episodes of human sacrifice, both that
of blood and that of wealth.

What actually happened during the Cold War? The primary sacri-
fice appeared to be not of blood but of economic wealth, as the United
States and the Soviet Union drove themselves into incredible debt,
building nuclear weapons that not only could never be used but were
produced in gigantic numbers designed to destroy the planet many
times over. This clearly crazy behavior was one important force in erod-
ing the power base of communism in the Soviet sphere and also was a
major factor in creating a suffocating deficit for the U.S. government.

However, the Cold War also had some blood victims. In the first phase,
the Korean War and the Vietnam War met that need for the United
states. In its recent phase, the Cold War was punctuated by “little” wars—
(Grenada, Panama. Even the Gulf War counts as a “little” war to us be-
cause, although more than 100,000 people from Iraq died, fewer than 50
American soldiers perished. (In spite of the rhetoric used during wars, it is
our own dead, our own “sacrificed,” that count to the national psyche.)?
This pattern of moving to smaller and smaller wars has been seen before,
by the Kwakiutl Indians, who eventually ended up giving up war and lim-
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iting their group sacrifices to the economic sphere in “potlatch” cere-
monies where they threw their goods into the fire and into lakes, to the
amazement of the anthropologists who were studying them.

50 now, in the postwar Cold War era, how will we handle our group
need for sacrifice? Will we shy away from war altogether and use eco-
nomic sacrifice instead? The failure to act in the Bosnian situation and
the essentially non-violent deal struck in Haiti, contrasted with the
“Contract with America” of the 1994 elections, certainly suggest this
may be our course of choice. Economic sacrifice, especially of the least
powerful, the children, the destitute welfare recipients, is high on our
current agenda.

However, as deMause has suggested, the shooting at the White
House and the fascination with the O.J. Simpson trial helps meet our
hidden need for blood sacrifice. One factor in the continuing fascina-
tion of the trial lies in the gory, bloody details of the sacrifice of a beau-
tiful woman, Nicole Simpson. These details are being covered moment
by moment by television so the viewer can actually relive the murder.
[ have a guess that the bloody sacrifice has already occurred, is being
reenacted for all to see, and—having met our group needs for the mo-
ment—that the executioner, O.J. Simpson, might go free.

Mary Coleman, M.D., is a neurologist, and may be contacted at 270
Glenwood Road, Lake Forest, IL 60045. She is working on a book on war as
a sacrificial ritual, The Blood of the Beloved.

1. Vamik D. Volkan, The Need to Have Enemies and Allies. Northvale, N.J.: Jason
Aronson, 1990; David Beisel, “Looking for Enemies, 1990-1994.” The Journal of
Psychohistory 22 (1994): 1-38.

2. Mary Coleman, The Blood of the Beloved. In Preparation.

ROBERT GODWIN

The Making of an Anti-President:
Dr. Clinton and Mr. Newt

l.
n the midst of certain very obvious group fantasies, it is difficult to
know whether conditions invite psychohistorical comment or near-
ly render it superfluous, so transparent are the unconscious dynamics.
Such is our present psychohistorical cycle.
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[ agree with deMause that President Clinton has been subject to an
astonishing degree of projected rage since the day he took office.
Indeed, the very week of the inauguration, reactionary congressman
Robert Dornan distributed “Impeach Clinton” buttons around the cap-
ital. However, in addition to deMause’s standard psychohistorical cycle
of strong/cracking/collapse/upheaval, I see certain patterns unique to
President Clinton’s personality that are helping to facilitate the poi-
son flowing his way.

Unfortunately, at this stage in our psychohistorical evolution the
primary task of any fantasy leader remains the ability to interpret and
contain the anxiety of the group through the available cultural sym-
bols. The primitive appeal of being a Limbaugh “dittohead” is that one
may defend oneself from internal persecutors by giving them a name
such as “liberals,” “big government,” or “welfare mothers,” thus ex-
ternalizing the anxiety. Clinton’s failure as fantasy leader has precise-
ly to do with his inability to articulate the primarily aggressive im-
pulses from more primitive members of the group, accounting for the
one in five citizens whose sentiments toward him can literally be de-
scribed as a visceral hatred. Because Limbaugh drones to his resentful
flock on a daily basis that Clinton is personally holding them hostage
and thus fully responsible for their subjective persecution, constriction,
and discontent, it seems to me inevitable that some of them will in-
terpret this as a recipe for violent action; after all, it is only self defense.

A neurotic individual is generally able to tolerate internal psychic
conflict, while those on the borderline end of the developmental spec-
trum are more apt (because of poor boundaries) to act out their patho-
logical drama by inducting others into it. Thus, I see Clinton’s inabil-
ity to follow through with an invasion of Haiti as a more general
characterological problem of being too “mature” or “neurotic” to act
out in this manner. Using diplomacy to avoid an invasion is exactly
the sort of thing that alienates those needing an agent for their ag-
gressive impulses, making Clinton all the more vulnerable to a poison
build-up. Interestingly, some democratic strategists have recommend-
ed that he demonstrate his toughness by attacking his own political
base, which appears to have begun with the sacrifice of Joycelyn Elders,
one of the many dangerous mother figures he surrounds himself with
(smart mommy Hillary, tough mommy Reno, sexual mommy Elders).

Because of Clinton’s relative emotional maturity, we now have a
unique situation of having created a “co-fantasy leader,” Newt
Gingrich, who is beautifully able to articulate and contain precisely
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those emotions Clinton cannot. The office of House Speaker has never
been a lightning rod for such group projections, and yet, in its first
issue of the new year, Time featured a headshot of the new speaker
with the revealing caption, “King of the Hill.” In short, Gingrich is the
“anti-Clinton” that has been demanded by the group, since Clinton’s
disappointingly narrow dark side apparently consists of little more
than sexual peccadillos—not much of a poison container there, and
little prospect for the sort of sacrificial acting out we require. Now that
we have a fantasy leader to act out our rage, my prediction is that less
of it will come Clinton’s way. Indeed, as of this writing (early 1995) he
has been declared “irrelevant” by Washington insiders, while Gingrich
and his band of Boystown survivors fulfill their end of the group fan-
tasy with “gaffes” about presidential assassinations, domineering bitch-
es, dangerous fags, and confiscating children from infected, poisonous
women.

My understanding of politics is that it is primarily a vast intersub-
jective field that shares the qualities of any mental space where psy-
chological processes take place. Like religion, medicine and psy-
chotherapy, politics draws into it the acting out of ultimate fantasies
concerning sickness and sin, and thus, cure and salvation. Newt
Gingrich understands this primitive grammar in a way Clinton does
not. In his speeches he invites the sin and sickness projections, using
words such as “sick,” “pathetic,” “bizarre,” and “treasonous” to describe
political enemies. Moreover, he has been driven since adolescence by
the messianic salvation motif, the sense that he might personally save
civilization.! But because this is a paranoid fantasy played out in an in-
tersubjective field, he is simply attempting to save himself from his own
projections, as deMause points out with respect to his attacks on wel-
fare. A sure way to tell when someone is living out a paranoid fantasy is
that their disavowed projections return in monstrous form. Thus, al-
though he has been personally responsible for orchestrating much of
the irrational hatred directed toward President Clinton, when his $4.5
million book deal was questioned he feverishly proclaimed that his en-
emies “will do anything to stop us....There is no grotesquerie, no dis-
tortion, no dishonesty too great for them to come after us.”=

In fact, Gingrich’s ideology is so steeped in fantasy that he will un-
doubtedly have a more difficult time governing than he imagines.
Having been so long without formal power in the Congress, conserv-
ative ideas have been able to flourish in a hothouse, think-tank envi-
ronment devoid of reality testing. This has encouraged a very striking
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component of ideological fantasy that has in no way been checked
against reality (i.e., orphanages, star wars, prayer in schools, repeal the
ban on assault weapons to make us safer, cut taxes for the wealthy,
etc.). The other reason the right has been so fantasy-prone is that in
order to gain power it must fashion a deceptive message so as to en-
courage resentful citizens to vote in an ultimately selt-defeating way
that inevitably redounds to the benefit of traditional Republican eco-
nomic interests. Indeed, the reason why the deep structure of the
Republican agenda is so easily discerned by psychohistorians is that it
was specifically designed by pollsters and marketers to appeal to re-
sentful and alienated white males who feel “powerless” and “victim-
ized,” thus inviting their projections. Thus, just as an ecological envi-
ronment “selects” from variety within a species, the “intellectual
environment” of conservatism is inherently biased toward selecting
fearful, paranoid, and angry individuals seeking to externalize blame
for their discontent, and on the lookout for poison containers.

As deMause correctly points out, early in his term President Clinton
was persistently depicted as having all sorts of violence done to him. I
personally clipped dozens of such cartoons showing him decapitated,
eaten, stabbed, electrocuted, buried alive, and stampeded. Many of these
cartoons also represented him as a small, helpless or stupid child, often
in relationship to an overbearing mother figure (Hillary). With the cre-
ation of co-fantasy leader Gingrich, I have noticed a shift from baby-as-
victim to baby-as-omnipotent-avenger. Cartoons have portrayed him as
a child eating or biting Clinton, a reptile in the womb, or stealing from
split-off “weak” and dependent children. Just as the omnipotent baby-
(od of the garden of Eden takes his revenge on the copulating parents
(Adam and Eve), baby Gingrich has arrived to rescue a civilization whose
foremost enemy is sexually active teenage girls. Of course, Gingrich’s
rhetoric does not rise to the level of hypocrisy, for as deMause implies,

that would suggest a more conscious, developmentally advanced process
requiring some degree of insight into his own early life.

With respect to the Simpson case, one cannot help but be struck by the
pervasive fantasy component of the media coverage. Based upon the
available evidence, I find it difficult to comprehend how any rational
individual could maintain that he played no part in the crimes of
which he is accused. And yet, the drama is played out as if nothing in
the case is certain, which means that reason has been subverted and
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pushed aside by other psychic forces that are structuring our percep-
tions. I have repeatedly been asked to speculate upon what Simpson’s
mental state must be, and I cannot help but conclude that he is indeed
living out some form of sacrificial ritual. For him personally, he un-
doubtedly reached the point that Nicole had become so full of his own
poisonous projections that sacrificing her became psychologically jus-
tified. Since enacting the sacrifice he appears to be a changed man in
certain respects, almost as if he has been “cleansed” of sin by offering
up Nicole and her consort. He seems to have embraced religion with
some fervor, and his facial expressions in court suggest that he regards
with contempt those who do not comprehend the larger drama of
which he is a part.

We should not forget that one of the animating myths of our civi-
lization is the blood sacrifice of an innocent rabbi in order to redeem
mankind. In ancient rituals the victim is eaten in order to psychically
nourish the sacrificer, perhaps an analogue to the way in which en-
tranced Americans are “eating up” coverage of the trial. (One ac-
quaintance commented that she was “salivating” in anticipation of
Denise Brown'’s testimony.) James Joyce, following the Renaissance
philosopher Vico, developed the notion that history passes through a
four-part cycle, the age of gods followed by the age of kings, then the
age of men leading to chaos, starting up the cycle anew. Gods of our
collective memory like Kennedy give way to kings like Reagan.
Clinton, so obviously a mortal, has been unable to prevent the slide
into perceived moral chaos and disorder. Could it be that Gingrich and
Simpson are just two of the primordial gods we have summoned from
the deep in order to deliver us from our pre-millenarian chaos?

Robert Godwin, Ph.D., is Senior Clinical Associate at the Barrington
Psychiatric Center, 1990 S. Bundy Drive, Ste. 320, Los Angeles, CA 90025.

1. New York Times, November 24, 1994.
2. Los Angeles Times, January 21, 199S.

ROBERT MCFARLAND
Haiti Non, Bosnia Mozda

loyd deMause’s article on our problems with finding a suitable sac-
rifice raises a fundamental question: what can we do other than
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killing the President, going to war or having internal sacrifices? Or, in
Lenin’s phrase, “What is to be done?”

I don’t believe either the capitalists, the communists or the socialists
have any new ideas of how to use the political process to solve our re-
current need for sacrifices. Furthermore, I doubt if the United States re-
ally wanted a war in Haiti, since there I found no cartoons showing
children being sacrificed during the summer of 1994 when Clinton
threatened war. Throughout 1990, there were numerous cartoons
showing children being starved, abused and attacked in a great vari-
ety of wars, but this was during Clinton’s first year, his “strong” phase,
when nations rarely go to war.! We temporarily resolved our need for
sacrifice with a war in Irag, but there were too few Americans Kkilled to
really satisfy us.

Clinton and associates tested the waters for war last summer, but de-
cided not to jump in because very few Americans wanted to get wet.
Race was a major factor in our quarrels with Haiti and our efforts in
Somalia and probably had something to do with our rejection of Haiti
as a suitable place for our next war. We may not have wanted to sacri-
fice our youth in a black country. Since Clinton couldn’t provide a sat-
isfactory war, we decided he might just as well be dead. Jimmy Carter
didn’t derail the invasion, he just negotiated the face-saving arrange-
ments.

In his article, deMause quotes Francisco Duran of Colorado Springs,
who was goaded into spraying the White House with automatic rifle
fire by Chuck Baker, a Colorado Springs radio talk-show host. In recent
years, Colorado Springs has become one of the more prosperous cen-
ters of right-wing fundamentalism in the United States. The city be-
neath Pike’s Peak grew from 45,472 in 1950 to 281,140 in 1990 and
prospered because of its four military bases. As the Cold War ended,
economic decline set in suddenly. The author Marc Cooper accurately
describes the recent evolution of Colorado Springs under the title: “The
New Christians: Fundamentalism With a Human Face Rides High as
the Suburbs Weather the Decline of America.”2 The Economic
Development Council of Colorado Springs began to recruit right-wing
evangelical Christian groups to fill up empty office space in the cen-
ter of town. The El Pomar Foundations, a tax shelter for the Broadmoor
Hotel, was disciplined by the I.R.S. about ten years ago and told to di-
vest themselves of their assets or face penalties. They contributed mil-
lions to help Focus on the Family and other religious groups move to
Colorado Springs. In the past five years, over seventy national religious
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organizations have relocated their headquarters to Colorado Springs,
many of them leaving Orange County, California, before that county
declared bankruptcy.

Another illustration of the peculiar approach to economic develop-
ment in Colorado Springs was my friend’s experience in 1989 when he
moved there to retire. He spent forty years in finance and international
aid and he and his wife stopped in to the Colorado Springs Chamber
of Commerce looking for a possible place to settle. The clerk asked him
if he was liberal or conservative? When he replied, “I really don’t
know, I guess I'm probably more liberal,” the Chamber employee said
he would be happier in Boulder.

[ hope most Christians today are more interested in raising children
with empathy than they were in 246 A.D. or even in 1956 A.D. If we
don’t steadily improve the way we raise children, we won'’t be able to
reduce and then eliminate our need for national sacrifices. There is
some evidence that early Christians treated women and children bet-
ter than their contemporaries.® But in America today, Fundamentalism
is a threat if it means harsher treatment for children.

On February 14, 1994, the Colorado Children’s Campaign held a
large statewide meeting in Denver, designed to involve children’s ad-
vocates in lobbying our legislature for more money for children’s pro-
grams. Because of a State Constitutional Amendment, taxes in
Colorado cannot be raised without a vote of the people. The state leg-
islature has been emasculated and can only shift money from one pro-
gram to another. They usually expand prisons at the expense of chil-
dren. I met Rita Wiley at that meeting, who is in charge of child abuse
prevention for the El Paso County Health Department. Soon after that
meeting, she organized children’s advocates in Colorado Springs to
form the Pike’s Peak Movement for Children, through the Pike’s Peak
Family Connection, with over 75 participating groups. Rita spent lots
of time and effort in making certain that the Christian fundamentalist
groups participated, although it was often frustrating since they usually
did so half-heartedly or not at all. Children’s advocates have done
more in Colorado Springs in the last year to promote cooperation be-
tween groups than we have done in Boulder, perhaps because the
threat of rapidly-growing religious fundamentalism has provided spe-
cial motivation.?

Even if Bill Clinton wanted to help parents raise their children with
empathy, I'm not sure if the political process would let him. As long
as we demand sacrifices as quick fixes for our problems, we may even
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tell Clinton to get into the Bosnian Civil War soon. The cartoon that
appeared on January 22, 1995 depicting the sacrifice of children indi-
cates the emotional sense of the current group-fantasy.

The long range solution is empathic parenting. The people who un-
derstand this are doing the best they can to promote it. One of our
next few presidents will find a country ready to allow him or her to
lead us toward better parenting and end our history of sacrifice of our
young to appease the gods.

Robert B. McFarland, M.D., 2300 Kalmia, Boulder CO 80304, practiced

medicine in Boulder for 32 years and helped start The Community Parenting
Center in 1984.
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HOWARD F. STEIN

Domestic Wars and the

Militarization of American
Biomedicine

“1 do not condemn, I testify” —Maxim Gorky

criticism commonly leveled against the fantasy-analysis method

(@ method that is itself a psychological refinement of content
analysis) is that it represents only the individual fantasies of newspa-
per/magazine cartoonists, political speech writers, and national leaders,
and not anything resembling the collective fantasies of a nation. At
best, so the argument goes, the analysis is elitist. For one thing, such
criticisms fail to recognize that popular cartoonists and political speech
writers, like more public leaders, are our own modern shamans who, as
Devereux wrote (1980) are like everyone else, only more so. They share
the underlying ethnic or national unconscious, only experience it
more intensely, and serve as group lightning rods of affect (see also La
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Barre 1972).

Shamans can articulate and focus what most people scarcely feel or
even know they feel. Often people “know” after the shaman has
named the affliction and the cure. When members of the national
group look at the cartoonist’s product, like participants in so-called
“primitive” shaman’s rite, they feel atfirmed, they recognize them-
selves. But even more, the shaman'’s private production helps to orga-
nize group members’ inner and intersubjective worlds, not only to ex-
press them. Thus when I read deMause’s latest cultural interpretation
of American wars against domestic enemies—a campaign now officially
elected to public office on November 8, 1994 (“Bloody Tuesday”) via
the Republican “Contract with America”—I can only concur with
deMause’s method and conclusions. A wag who has seen too many
Godfather movies, or too many movies about Al Capone’s Chicago in
the 1920s, might say that the group-fantasy is unconsciously more like
America’s self-destructive “Contract On America” (contract here in the
sense of a gangster commissioning a murder for hire). This self-de-
structive contract thus far focuses on pariah groups such as alcoholics,
drug addicts, cigarette smokers, people on welfare, “bad” children (as
expressed by the clamor to lower the age at which one could be tried
and punished as an adult for a crime), abusive parents, the homeless,
the elderly, the unemployed, the medically uninsured, and so on. It is
resistance that prevents us from recognizing the obvious—this contract
promises to consume us all.

In recent years much of my own psychoanthropological and psy-
chohistorical research and writing has focused on these internal do-
mestic wars (Stein 1985, 1990, 1993a) both preceding and following
the collapse of the Soviet Union, that once faithful “Evil Empire” that
drew and focused our ire (libidinal object constancy). My own work
corroborates deMause’s findings from a different method and from dif-
ferent data.

Instead of providing additional cartoons and speeches from “High
Culture,” or further corroboration from outcast—often socioeconom-
ically lower class—groups, I shall offer brief examples from the more
ordinary, everyday, mainstream “folk culture,” and draw mostly from
American biomedical institutions where I have taught for 25 years.
Most of the analyses to date of the internal wars and sacrifices have
been of people evicted from the cultural mainstream. In the institu-
tion of biomedicine—officially charged with the cure of disease, the
conquest of death, and social control—I discover that organizational
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life is coming closer to a Hobbesian war of all against all. Symbolic vi-
olence in this workplace is becoming the “average expectable envi-
ronment.”

[n the vignette below, the military metaphor and demeanor—the
language and behavior of war—in biomedical organizations can be un-
derstood to be a contemporary ritual intensification (cf. Wallace 1966)
of images and roles long present in biomedicine. Cultural metaphors
can be classified not only as “present” or “absent,” but also in terms
of their current emotional “valency” (to borrow a term from W.R. Bion
1955). For instance, in a recent article on metaphors in medicine,
Gerald R. Winslow (1994) draws our attention to the long prevalence
of military metaphors:

In this way of speaking, disease is the enemy which threatens to
invade the body and overwhelm its defenses. Medicine combats dis-
ease with batteries of tests and arsenals of drugs. As physicians bat-
tle illness, they sometimes refer to their armamentarium. They also
write orders. Young staff physicians are still called house officers.
Nurses, who take orders, also work at stations. In the past, at least,
they also wore uniforms while on duty. But as one early author on
nursing decorum wrote, nurses should not wear uniforms when
off duty; then, they should wear “civilian dress” [Robb 1900: 118].
As nurses progressed up the ranks, stripes were added to their

caps, and insignia pins to their uniforms. Sometimes their orders
even called for them to give shots.

The language of military discipline pervaded much of the litera-
ture of nursing and medicine early in this century. One nursing
leader wrote: “Carrying out the military idea, there are ranks in
authority.... The military command is couched in no uncertain
terms. Clear, explicit directions are given, and are received with
unquestioning obedience” [Perry 1906: 452]. (Winslow 1994: 3)

Although the military metaphor has been present for over a centu-
ry in American biomedical practitioners’ thinking (discourse) about the
nature of their work, its emotional appeal has intensified since the
early 1990s. It is a metaphor closely tied to the competitive sports
metaphor, but in the war metaphor aggressive impulses and wishes
come even closer to consciousness and are more ego syntonic. If I may
reify biomedicine for a moment: its object is no longer only the defeat
of disease (if not, through compliance with the “physicians’ orders,”
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defeat of the will of the patient also), but the formation of vast al-
liances and defense and massive offensive against enemy corporate
hospitals and other institutional “alliances” and “conglomerates.” The
domestic, internal, enemy expands to become virtually us all, not even

only scapegoated groups, but everyone. No one is immune any more,
no mothers or their infants, no fathers or their sons.

“THE WAR ROOM~”

In medical academic and corporate departments, within recent years,
many meetings and even clinical conferences have taken on the at-
mosphere of military “war rooms” replete with style and artifacts of
presentation: maps, slides, graphs, overheads to the front; the speaker
in impeccably clean, knee-length, button-down white lab coat, his face
constantly scanning the entire group before it returns to the slide or
the overhead projected on the screen; pointer or extended index finger
pointing to strategies to raise the patient population, to arrange al-
liances and coalitions between hospitals and between health care cor-
porations. The CEO or chairman stands as a three-star general before
his lieutenants, presenting battle stations, plans to take positions, and
additional plans for occupation of enemy territory once the invasion is
complete. For instance: “If this clinic [department, medical school,
hospital] is to survive, we’ve to capture patients ... capture the market
... capture health patients ... capture the patient pool.” One CEO ad-
monished his physician faculty “We need to capture as many healthy
patients as possible in our medical practice, so we don’t have to spend
money to provide medical care. That's how we keep health costs down.
We need to find a way to sign up only young, healthy, employed peo-
ple with good insurance! The sick people can find somewhere else to
go!” The group burst into laughter.

The language and demeanor are of war. With the Cold War over, we
in the U.S.A. are now reconstructing NATO- and Warsaw Pact-like al-
liances and animosities within our national borders. With the “social-
ists” defeated in Eastern Europe, we now become the collectivist
enemy ourselves in making “corporate” the highest good. Curricula,
clinical rotations, goal setting, even patient care, are discussed in the
language and with the dire urgency of a military campaign, the price of
which is victory or defeat, the gain or loss of vital territory (separation,
annihilation, and castration anxiety condensed into one), life or death.
At such meetings, authority is rarely questioned. The enemy is clear.
Any doubt raised within the group would place the doubter in danger!
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We are in the realm of “groupthink” (Janis 1982). Within this symbolic
armed and hostile camp the practice and teaching of patient care takes
place.

Consider the following montage 1 have excerpted from talks made
in mid-1994 and early 1995 at one institution by academic senior
management to their clinical faculty and staff in meetings. The os-
tensible subject was a new primary care facility that was just then
being completed and soon to be inhabited by them. Although it is not
a single quotation, it easily could have been. It is a widely repeated cul-
tural text or formula I have often heard in various biomedical forums
in which a physician or administration leader exhorts his corporation
or medical department.

The future is ours, and we've [primary care| got to grab it! The
building [the new administrative and clinical headquarters] is the
equal of none [I think he meant “second to none,” but the para-
praxis suggests the fear of nothingness and its many symbolisms
behind the boast] in the United States. ... We’re competing with
other hospitals and clinics for insurance products [that is, eu-
phemism for dollars and patients] ... We have to be able to defend
totally the building for our needs! ...For now, we’re preserved.
..Defend and pursue the Medicaid contract with the government.
...We will take possession of the building! [emphatic, booming
voice|. ... It is our building; we take the lead. We will have to de-
cide on how we will proceed. It is time that we move and stake
out the new territory. ...There are distinct actions we must take
to secure the building. ... There’ll be a fight for clinic space in the
new building. ... If clinic space is not in use, other units in the
corporation will be looking at it [to take it for themselves] ... Once
we're in, we're in the business of defending our clinics. We've got
to make it look indisputably like it’s ours. ... If we don’t grab the

opportunity while we have it, the loss will be nobody’s fault but
our own. Our time is now!

This unrelentingly warrior-like rhetorical style and the predomi-
nance of military language do not characterize more ordinary, though
certainly hierarchical, previous medical conferences I have long at-
tended (Stein 1993b). Something is new; something is different about
the tone of these conferences. I sense this not only from observing out-
wardly, but from sensing inwardly as well—that is, from my “coun-
tertransference.” It feels as if I am watching a movie about World War
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II, Korea, or Viet Nam, or that I am observing a televised military brief-
ing from the Pentagon about an imminent invasion our armed forces
are about to make. From the serious, urgent tone, the virtual lack of
humor, the riveted silence, the commanding—almost sacred—presence
of the speaker, the resolve to act as a unit, the physical setup of the
room, and the language, the meetings could have equally been a tac-
tical military plan for the invasion and seizure of an enemy position
in the erupting post-Cold War world. Metaphorically, the speakers—a
corporate CEO clinician-administrator and other primary care execu-
tives—were conducting military briefings to the clinical and adminis-
trative faculty who were their troops. The mission would soon follow.
The sense of threat, of urgency, of excitement—and of imminent ac-
tion—were palpably physical, and not higher level “feelings.” Bion’s
(1955) concept of a group dominated by a fight/flight fantasy and wish
that, in turn, directed the group members’ testing of reality, could have
been reinvented in this clinical war room.

COMMENT AND CONCLUSIONS

Since around 1992, I have seen similar dramas enacted during the
course of several medical organizational consultations and from day-
to-day work in a biomedical training setting. The process of moving
to a new building is but a single focus or symbolic “container” for the
recurrent fight/flight fantasy and action. More frequently, the subject
is the formation of economic/political alliances or coalitions between
hospitals A, B, C, and D in a city or region against hospitals E, F, G.,
and H in the same city or region to attract physicians, patients, and
third-party payers. Leadership, mid-level managers, faculty, and staft
often fuse personal danger and security with the “life and death” of the
organization. Vulnerability and exploitation of induced vulnerability
are frequently sown from above. At the same time, leadership (or
“management,” as virtually all authority is now called) is often pressed
into action by a restless and angry group, eager for decisive action. It is
as if “the troops,” as physicians often refer to trainees, are ready for
their engagement.

Historically, low-status (now collectively called “primary care”) bio-
medical disciplines such as general practice, family medicine, general pe-
diatrics, occupational and environmental medicine, and general inter-
nal medicine, have long suffered the De Vosian status anxiety (De Vos
1966) and Goffmanian stigma (Goffman 1974) characteristic of marginal
ethnic and racial groups in America. Today, with the rise of “managed
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care,” “gatekeeping,” “capitated health care systems,” and the “prima-
ry care” movement in the early 1990s, the ranking of biomedical pro-
fessions promises to be inverted. Many of those in the primary care pro-
fessions savor revenge for all their years of outsiderness. Nativistic
arrogance is the flip side and counter-maneuver of abject vulnerability
and shame. The language and demeanor of the “war briefing room” tells
a tale of the once oppressed becoming the oppressor. “The tuture is
ours!” the CEO exclaims and heartens his faculty and staff over and
again. Even members of some “specialist” and “sub-specialist” medical
disciplines wish to redefine their identities so as to be included within
the rubric of “primary care” (e.g., obstetrics/gynecology, emergency med-
icine, psychiatry)—a boundary issue which many of my family medicine
colleagues welcome while others scorn. Now that many practitioners
and academics in family medicine have the power to “call the shots,”
how stringent or generous will they be with the boundaries of inclusion
and exclusion? There is little of the Statue of Liberty generosity: “Give
us your tired, your poor....” Rather, the new immigrants to biomedicine
have “arrived” (Family Medicine was established as a discipline in 1969.).
As the “war room” scenario suggests, they are not about to welcome all
comers into the exclusive neighborhood of primary care.

“Who,” members of these medical faculty, administrative, and train-
ing groups ask, “is in our camp? Who are our allies? And who is the
enemy?” War is certain. What is uncertain is who will be fighting
whom for the prize: patients, their bodies, their diseases, and their
health insurance.

For the moment, as in the vignette above, the most coveted prize
of one group of primary care practitioners and corporate members is
a building: “The Building,” “Our Building,” “The Center,” where pri-
mary care, ambulatory care, now occupies the strategic “base of the
pyramid” instead of being a perpetual outsider to high status. If pa-
tients are not exactly an afterthought, they are still a means to the end.
As in countless nationalist and religious movements, the status order is
reversed. Lord is peasant, and peasant is lord. Edifice complexes, mon-
uments to national, religious, and organizational grandiosity and
pride, rise in the shadow of vulnerabilities and defeats. The group-self
aggrandizement and exhibitionism they flaunt is a thick scab over a
festering wound. Noisy triumph does not wish to know the tragedy
and despair on which it is built.

If the oppressed protest and often savor their victimization much
as they despise it, so do the new and future Oppressors now protest
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their entitlement and exercise it with a swagger. Oppression, we dis-
cover, is not only circumstance, but pretext for aggression, violence,
sadism, oedipal revolt, and counter-oedipal retaliation in the House of
Medicine, the secular “House of God.” Power and oppression have
inner as well as outer dimensions. With primary care medical profes-
sionals in the ivory tower of academe as with those who work in “the
trenches” (as they often call the community practice of medicine), the
sense of inferiority is repressed and inverted into superiority. Threat
is matched with threat under the guise (cultural metaphor) of eco-
nomic competition. Medical organizational culture bears all the same
hurts, and attempts to avenge the hurts (from childhood onward), for
which ethnicity, religion, and nationalism are so much better known.
Moreover, the scenario in the above clinical war room takes place as
much in many hitherto “established” medical specialties and institu-
tions as well as those about to bask in their new place in the sun. If or-
ganizational “symbolic” violence draws upon revulsions against earli-
er vulnerabilities, it equally draws upon a widening and deepening
national atmosphere of permissiveness (identification, rationalization)
for sadism as a “problem-solving modality,” and their condensation.

Nothing is what it seems in medical war rooms in the 1990s. An en-
tirely new language of war has arisen and promises to supplement, if
not altogether supplant, the earlier, “softer,” one. Roles and their
names are different now: Increasingly, physicians and medical ad-
ministrators do not call sick people “patients” but “consumers” of
“health care products.” “Physicians” themselves become “providers,”
“managers,” “gatekeepers”; and treatment becomes “products” and
“product lines.” The depersonalization and commoditization of health
care depersonalizes and makes things of all participants. It iSs emo-
tionally easier to wage war with and upon non-persons.

Medical organizational symbolic war, waged via business offices,
telemedicine, computers, advertising campaigns, hospitals, and clinics,
requires victories, defeats, strategies, retreats, advances, sacrifices, and ca-
sualties. The language is of occupying buildings, of alliances and envi-
ronmental threats, of “downsizing,” of “reductions in force” or “RIFing,”
“restructuring,” “reengineering,” “retooling,” and the like. All these re-
quire large-scale layoffs, dislocations, relocations, but we mostly go about
this symbolic and emotionally catastrophic domestic warfare with an at-
titude of business-as-usual. In this war we see no blood and we heed no
suffering. In biomedical institutions, we have already seen the swash-
buckling, callous style of newly elected U.S. House of Representatives
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Speaker Newt Gingrich before: they serve in many institutions as presi-
dents, provosts, deans, department chairs, corporate administrators.

An aura of euphemism prevails as an analgesia for guilt, shame, anx-
iety, and remorse. One medical administrator, for instance, said matter
of factly to his mid-level managerial staff shortly following his layoft of
several colleagues (themselves long-time employees, co-workers, and
friends) in the fall of 1994: “There is some money left over from the
RIF process to hire young college students. Pay them a flat salary with-
out benefits. $20,000 was saved by the RIF process. Look at that money
as an investment to bring in more money which we’ll use to attract ex-
ternal research funding for our programs.” Persons, first made into
non-persons, can be easily disposed of and forgotten. And other non-
persons are hired as their replacements.

My colleague, Dr. Seth Allcorn, a widely respected psychoanalytic
organizational consultant, informs me that former American military
officers are now commonly hired by corporations and hospitals to
head up the “downsizing” process, (December 1994, personal com-
munication). Thus the military metaphor draws even closer to the re-
ality it creates. All eyes and ears are glued on the war room, and on
frequent print-outs that give live reports from the battlefield. The wish:
perhaps soon, all the hospitals in the city, or in the state, or in the na-
tion will be ours; that other alliances will be put out of business. Sure,
wars have casualties, but that’s life. We do our best to make these ca-
sualties, this brutalization, look financially sound, and to appear as a
necessary business decision. But “business” is a condensation of isola-
tion of affect, splitting, denial, projective identification, and rational-
ization, among other defenses necessary to sanitize the fact of killing.

Finally, to return to my initial methodological point, a vignette such
as “the war room” certainly does not prove deMause’s thesis, nor does
it vindicate fantasy analysis. Still, precisely because the vignette is drawn
from a different institution of the same national culture and arrives at
identical imagery and conclusions, it lends greater plausibility or weight
to the approach and to the interpretation of political cartoons, speech
writers’” metaphors, and leaders’ expressed sentiments.

Psychohistory, as all science, advances through comparative stud-
les—just as a geological or geographical site is best defined through
multiple surveyors’ vantage points. Fantasy analysis, we must remind
ourselves, concerns primarily not what we look at or listen to, but the
mental attitude of how we see and hear. 1t is, shall I say, more than a
method—it is a spirit of inquiry, a readiness for the unconscious to
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make itself revealed anywhere in history and culture.
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T'he Backlash and Beyond:
The Game of Shame and

Blame

THE EVOLUTION OF A REVOLUTION

f one accepts Lloyd DeMause’s premise that the history of “human-

ity is founded upon the abuse of children” and that “childhood is a
nightmare from which we have only recently begun to awaken,”?
then it becomes easier to comprehend the indomitable force behind
the current backlash movement. A centuries’ old belief system is crum-
bling. This belief system, that women and children are the property of
a male-dominated family unit, is one that “decides the very basis of
our social structure, the nature of how we define reality.”>

Today’s backlash, while openly condemning the abuse of children, is,
nevertheless, protecting and perpetuating this belief system under the
modern guise of “family values.” Many proponents of these so-called
“family values” are heralding themselves as the new “victims,” those
who are falsely accused of abusing their children. This new class of vic-
tim responds to allegations of abusing children with neither guilt nor
shame, but outrage and righteous indignation, claiming they are the vic-
tim of their victim’s “false memories”! They claim these “false memo-
ries” are destroying innocent lives and tearing apart loving families.

Psychologist Sandra Bloom writes “although there is no good doc-

umentation for the consistent presence of false memory on the part
of victims, there is a great deal of documentation for the presence of
false memory on the part of perpetrators.”> In his book Treating Sex
Offenders, William Prendergast talks about the offender’s denial being
“so intense and the guilt so great that admitting the oftense is too trau-
matic and avoided at all costs. Sex offenders are often clever, highly
manipulative individuals with the strongest defense mechanisms that

The Journal of Psychohistory 22 (4) Spring 1995
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a clinician may ever encounter.”4 And so the victim who is blamed
shames the victim who blamed, and the cycle continues.>

With divorce, child abuse and domestic violence on the rise, Shere
Hite suggests that the breakdown of the family as we know it may be
“one of the most important turning points of the West, the creation
of a new social base that will engender advanced and improved de-
mocratic political structures.”® In this excerpt from her book Women
as Revolutionary Agents of Change: The Hite Reports and Beyond, the au-
thor refutes the ideal of the traditional family:

“The traditional family model teaches authoritarian psychological
patterns and a belief in the unchanging rightness of male power. It of-
fers a hierarchy where love and power are inextricably linked, damag-
ing not only to all family members but to the politics of the wider so-
ciety. What we may be witnessing is an overdue revolution in the
family in which basic questions about the way we live our lives, with
whom, and how, are being questioned and debated.”’

According to Dr. Sandra Bloom, “too many abused and exploited
adults...have threatened the seat of power—the right of a man to do
anything he pleases in the privacy of his own family”® “The reality of
the effects of trauma on people’s lives was lost one hundred years ago
and the subsequent century has been the bloodiest and most destruc-
tive in the history of mankind.”® This knowledge cannot be lost again.
The survivors of these unspeakable acts of violence are the crusaders
of the 1990s and their goal, the eradication of child abuse, is the most
important social task that mankind faces today. Victims of abuse are
speaking out in record numbers, refusing to remain cloaked in the si-
lence of past centuries.

We are in the midst of a social revolution. The social movement
dedicated to preventing child abuse, although over a century old,
began in earnest in the 1960s and 1970s, with public recognition of
child sexual abuse beginning in the 1980s. Public outcries for reform
forced the U.S. government to respond with the enactment of several
pieces of legislation.

The Social Security Act of 1935 provided for the provision of chil-
dren’s basic needs for food, clothing, housing and protection. A key el-
ement of this act was the provision for a strict requirement of confiden-
tiality for adults and children. In 1961 the AFDC-Foster Care Act
expanded on these minimal services to include federal funds for fos-
ter care. Judicial supervision, protecting against the possibility of in-
appropriately removing children from the home, was now required.
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This law did not, however, require government agencies to work with
biological parents to overcome the problems that led to children being
removed in the first place.

The Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act (CAPTA) of 1974
was the first national legislation to address the physical and sexual
abuse of children, as well as neglect. By 1980 the availability of foster
care dollars, combined with child abuse reporting laws, contributed to
the increase in the number of children being placed in foster care. In
response to the problem of so many children drifting from foster home
to foster home, the Adoption Assistance and Child Welfare Act was en-
acted in 1980. This act was considered the basis for the modern child
protective system in the U.S., shifting policy away from financially re-
warding agencies for removing children from their homes. Agencies
were now required to make a reasonable effort to eliminate the need
for the removal of children from their home.

Revolution is defined as characterized by or resulting in radical
change.'® Backlash organizations, actively resisting these societal
changes, are not only anticipated, but deemed necessary, acting as cat-
alysts in the revolution.

When compared with other social countermovements, such as those
that rallied against desegregation, abortion, ERA, and gay rights, the
current backlash movement is small in number. According to John E.
B. Myers, today’s backlash organizations mobilized late in the game,
arriving on the scene in the mid-to late 1980s. It “can be described as
a response to the success of the child protection movement.”!! But the
force behind their movement is not one to be taken lightly.

Some examples of effective backlash organizations in today’s coun-
termovement are VOCAL, including the National ProVOCAL Council,
the False Memory Syndrome Foundation, the National Association for
the Protection of Mental Health Consumers, and the Father’s Rights
Council. There has also been an emergence of self-proclaimed experts
and critics of the system, such as Underwager and Wakefield, Richard
Ofshe, Richard Gardner and Christopher Barden. An ad appearing in a
VOCAL newsletter advertised the “A-Team,” a group of attorneys, men-
tal health professionals, and others whose sole purpose is to “destroy
false allegations” in litigation. Patricia Toth, of the National Center for
the Prosecution of Child Abuse, recommends that references from ex-
perts such as Gardner, Underwager, Wakefield, and the “A-Team” be eval-
uated very carefully and not always be accepted at face value. “There
may be serious reason to question their motives and objectivity.”'#
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In this article I will address only four of the most recent backlash en-
deavors: The False Memory Syndrome Foundation Conference
“Memory and Reality” (Baltimore, Maryland, December 9-11, 1994),
Christopher Barden’s “Proposal to Finance Preparation of Model
Legislation Titled Mental Health Consumer Protection Act," “Truth and
Responsibility in Mental Health Practices Act” legislative efforts and
lobbying in New Hampshire (HB 236), and Richard Gardner’s recom-
mendations for major revisions to the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act.
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