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We've studied his way 
of talking. Now let's consider 

the way he sees. 

Spiro 	  
"It seems Poi, to appraiee Spiro 
Agnew's attacks on network 
newecastere as more a symptom 
than a ma* of popular dlecon- 
tent."—Alfred 	duPonr-Columbia 
University Survey al Broadcast 
Journalism 

. . . Whoever obtains power In 
times of national humiliation and 
defeat le apt to express and Inters, 
laity the persecution manias which 
that atmosphere develops in any 
per: p le."-Thurman Arnold, -The 
Follibro of Caplteham" 

he Vice Prasident'm no- 

1, 
 	torleua Des Moines as- 

sault on TV newe-
The audience& seventy 

m. hen Americans gathered to hoer 
the President ... was inherited by 
a smell band of network commen-
tators end self-appointed analysts. 
the majority of whom expressed 

than hoariPty to whet he hed to 
say, . . The clews of the majority 
of this fraternity do not—and I re-
peat, rrur—represent the svews of 
Arnim-ice, . Perhaps it Ix time  that 

the networks were made more re-
eponsive to the views of the na-
tion. . . Now I went to make my-
self perfectly clear. rm not asking 
for Government censorship. 	. 
-stinted up great alarm, andnat-
urally HO. for here was a coarse 
and blatant attack upon the very 
Idea of a free preea or a free tube, 
whichever. And what wee perfect-
ly clear. In addition to the picture 
that the networks carried of the 
Vice President in Iowa, was the 
primitive and unrnietakabie men-
ace in Mr. Agnewa language. Hle 
effort TO disclaim any Intent to cen-
sor wee obvious bunk "When the 
criticism is directed by Ma second 
highest ranking elected official In 
the nation's Government" as com-
mentator Joseph McCaffrey put it. 
"there 15 a fine, if not indiscernible 
line between criticism end cenaor-
ship.-  So alarm Wile Justified, and 
I could share in It and In the wide-
spread dismay et tine character of 
the Vice President's language. 
Yet, it wee not hie language that 
finally left me apprehensive. 

What left me wondering then 
and inter was not this man's much.. 
studied way of saying things but 

ME peculiar way of seeing things. 
The peculiarities of Mr. Agnew's 
vision have been much me little 
examined, and I corn. forward 
here to help fill the pap. 

Mr. Agnew sera things in a vary 
special way that I find intriguing 
and Instructive. What he sees on 
the television news le but a single 
exempla. There he sees chronic 
hostility in the reporting and corn• 
mentery wherein I tend to see a 
seldom interrupted struggle of 
blandness against New:menses. 

Economic votes, to take another 
exampie, unfold In a epeelel way in 
Mr. Agnewe +Alston "The nee in 
prices." he sew in the fall of }WO. 
"hes been definitely curbed." To 
my ayes, prices still seemed to be 
rising. In broader terms. Mr. Ag-
new hee testified that he sees vast 
improvements In the national 
economy under the Administration 
of Richard Nixon. Now, this does 
net raise still another question 
about Mr. Agnew's controversial 
rhetoric. This raises a question 
about his vision. it le his mode of 
perception that deeervee more 
enelysis Once Mr. Agnew's spe-
cial mode of vielon is understood, 
hie rhatgriC become§ more MT-
prehenelbfe. Whet he says, after 
all, must flow from whet he seas. 

Many Americans scanning their 
neelore see a plethora of evils, end 
the catalogue of these is familiar, 
There are poverty end racism and  

militarism and unemployment and 
decrepit cities and runaway tech-
nology and hunger end pollution, 
to reiterate a few. To some Ameri-
cans, It seems self-evident that we 
must fecua steadily upon such 
evil, if we era to remedy team. 
This attitude is as elementary ea 
that of e loving parent who reallzeri 
that he must see end concentrate 
on the ills that a child suffers if 
they are to be remedied. 

The Vice President, however, 
does not see it this way, In NM 
he regards it as "masochlatic" to 
see the evils that axial in this Coun-
try Mr. Agnew hee made his wit-
ness on this point over end over. 

0f long after hie inaugural, 
the Vice President made 
a springtime visit to 
Oklahoma. There he told 

s gathering of fellow Republicans: 
"It le Imo to end this masochis-

tic binge-this senseless whining 
Over what'a wrong with Amerieer 

A few month, Velar In New Or-
leans came Mr, Agnew's cele-
brated speech attacking "Impu-
dent snobs." That phrase tended 
to stick In everybody's mind more 
vividly then the sentence in which 
it occurred. The sentence follows: 

"A spirit of national masochism 
prayer* encouraged by an effete 
corps of impudent enoba who 
characterize themselves as intai-
lectuale" 

Soon after that, Mr. Agnew went 
to Mleeitslpel end attacked "ltb-
eral intellectuals" who criticized 
the national leadership. He said: 

"They have e masochistic com-
pulsion to destroy their country's 
strength whether or not [It; is ex-
ercised conetructively." 

Just this year, of course. Mr. Ag-
new vented hie displeasure over 
the doubts expressed in the new' 
media that the invasion of Leon 
had been entirely successful. This, 
too-these doubts-he called 
"masochism" that would "destroy 
ease a nation." 

On the face of it, the allegation 
for diagnosis) of masochism is an 
uncommon charge for a leader to 
level again and again at Americana 
who simply see certain evils In the 
society and focus upon them with 
the hope of remedy in mind. How 
would Mr. Agnew oaring a loving 
parent observing and discus-sing 
potentially lethal ailments in a 
child? Greeted con•lateincy in hie 
way of seeing this situation. he 
would be obliged to say: 

"It is time to and this meeoch-
lees binge-this aensaless whil-
ing over what's wrong with year 

What is, In any event, perfectly 
clear from his Insistent reiteration 
is that this is how Mr. Agnew sees 
many critics of the American so-
eiety. If we See poverty and pollu-
tion, in ether words, the vioion of 
these awls is supposed to cause 
us pain. Aa maeochiste, however, 
we experience this pain as plea-
sure. Because we era meeechists. 
therefore, we tend to see poverty 
end pollution over and over be-
cause each time It brava us pain 
and hence pleasure. 

Mr. Agnew, obviously, aces not 
e sick seder,' but simply sick 
Ica. IT May be that by reiteration he 
hopes to make the critics feel sick 
or encourage uncritical Americana 
to regard them as sick. This tech. 
nique is one that Mr. Agnew him-
self has dee-Lased. suggesting, in 
fact, that the critics themselves 
were employing It he said: 

"If entice repeat often enough 
that a Society is sick, then some 
seedy frightened members of that 
healthy society are going to get a 
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little green around the gills. Then 
others, observing these, will won-
der whether they're sick too. Man 
In positions of power who keep 
bewailing our outcast stale could 
cause the condition they profess 
to aim." 

I assume that Mr. Agnew acts 
on his own insights. This ac- 
counts for the way he has 
elected to appeal to those 

American, who cannot bring thaw-
s., ves to look coolly and squarely 
at what is happening in the coun-
try. Mr. Agnew offers them com-
forting concept: Those fellow 
countrymen who keep forcing un-
pleasant information upon them 
are sick. The favorable popular re-
sponse to Mr Agnew auggests 
the existence of many Americans 
who are susceptible to this kind 
of comfort. 

I eusoect that American, almost 
always respond to the accumula-
tion of hideous conditions in the 
society with pain, but I question 
that many of us masochistically 
translate it into plessure. Most of 
us seek to skive:ea the pain In two 
entirely human ways, some by ac-
tively seeking a solution to the 
problem, others simply by Closing 
their eyes to the source of It. 

This latter course, common in 
Individuals or in groups, ans.. not 
from sloth or indifference but out 
of a more complex psychological 
defense Instinct. Among many, the 
mere acknowledgement of certain 
hideous conditions tends to pre-
sent a disturbing challenge to their 
vision of what America is like. 
These defend themselves simply 
with an eyes-closed denial of the 
disturbing Information. 

Lately, of course, a widely cher-
ished concept of America has 
been radically challenged and dis-
turbed by accumulating events and 
conditions, all smashing into the 
national consciousness for two 
straight decades. Information 
about such things le received in-
@Brian/sly as an attack by Ameri-
cana who tend to take their per-
sonal Identity from some Cher-
ished notion of the country. That 
old Image has been taking a bat-
tering. of course. 

Thinking of ourselves es a gen-
erous Peeele, we are being forced 
to see that we perpetuate vest 
hunger and poverty amidst unprec-
edented affluence. 

Thinking of ourselves as a tol-
erant people. we are being forced 
to acknowledge that we have 
structured radian into the fabric of 
our very institutions. 

A self-proclaimed just people, 
we are forced to see ourselves 
cracking the dissenting young 
with clubs and guns. Many prefer 
to redefine justice rather than ac-
knowledge the brutal injustices 
committed at Kent Stet* ant? Jack-
son State. 

We are fond of thinking of our- 
neves as inclividuslistic, yet are 
being compelled to see the indi-
vidual increasingly submerged In 
the vast and Impersonal organiza-
tions of the technology 

Liberty- end privacy-loving, in 
our fond self-image, we are being 
forced to recognize ourselves Ca 
the acquirement authors of wide-
spread governmental spying on 
citizens, of massive illegal arrests, 
of the preventive-detention con-
cept of Imprisoning people not for 
something done but for whet might 
be done, of direct governmental 
ettecka on the free press. Dr. 
Frank Stanton hee to promise to 
go to jell if need be to protect CBS 
from the intimidating excursion of 
a congressional committee, and 
the New York Times and Washing-
ton Post have to go to court to se-
cure elementary First Amendment 
rights to print news without prior 
censorship. 

Wa have supposed ourselves to 
be a People in love with the land. 
too, but now are discovering that 
In truth we have been ravager. of 
the land and poisoners of the wa-
ters and the very air we breathe_ 

We have been, or have thought 
of ourselves. as the great stewards 
of peace. Now for years we have 
witnessed ourselves as the archi-
tect. of a veritably incomprehen-
labia war in Southeast Asia. 

Finally, America has ever nursed 
the dream of Itself as invincible. 
But now, to encounter an almost 
impregnable resistance to a new 
image-crushing truth, comes the  

very simple and unmistakable 
fact of looming defeat In Vietnam. 

It is easy to see across the and 
an enormous resistance to such 
harsh and fresh truths about our-
selves. To many Americana, such 

truths smack of humiliation as  well 
as defeat. And as the late Thurmen 
Arnold perceptively wrote. those 
who come to power in time* of 
• and defeat tend to ex- 
press and Intensify the resulting 
popular persecution manias. 

Mr. Agnew comes before us as 
▪ men whose peculiar way of see- 
mg things appeals to those Amer-
icans who ere Impelled to avoid 
rather than confront this assort-
ment of unpleasant truths. 

ctually,as LOOK Editor Wil-
liam B. Arthur said In a 
recent speech to Signs 
Delta Chi. Mr. Agnew 

and the Administration are not 
merely at war with the press and 
television. They ere at war with the 
truth itself. And the ultimate dan-
ger!. not the direct effect that they 
may have on American journalism, 
which is likely in the long run to be 
alight, but the effect that they have 
upon the willingness and capacity 
of the people to see their society 
as it la. 

What It is useful to see, because 
of his role, le the way Mr . Agnew 

sees, the peculiar personal vision 
that he Invites the American peo-
ple to share. His way of seeing the 
press and TV le merely a small 
part of it. The Vice President tends 
to see all people with views diver-
gent to hie in either one of three 
ways. He sees them as alck, or he 
seas them ea enemies—or he sees 
them as loathsome objects. What 
he says does, of course, flow from 
what he sees. And it is his vision 
of many fellow human beings as 
loathsome objects that spawns the 
rhetoric of loathing. Mr. Agnew's 
critics, however, have spent too 
much energy analyzing the rhetoric 
and too little grumping the vision 
that produces it. 

Mr. Agnew Bees Democrats 
complaining about Inflation as 
"germs complaining about dis-
ease." and he seas some "totali-
tarian ptomaine dispensed by  

those who disparage our eyetem," 
and a "perverted nationwide col-
lege competition for violence." He 
sees faculties and students in 
some "catatonic trance.-  Hs is 
forever Dr. Agnew In diagnostics 
with an aye out for loathsome in-
feetetione. He variously describes 
human beings of divergent views 
ea "garbage" or "rotten apples" 
or, collectively. as a "cancer." 

The striking and fearful thing le 
not the rhetoric, not the ugly name-
ceiling, but the remedial ideas to 
which his visions impel him. Over 
end again, when Mr. Agnew sees 
humeri beings as loathsome ob-
jects, his instinct Is to reach for 
and commend acme terminal way 
of dealing with them. 

Hence when some demonstra-
tors from the opposition appeared 
at one of his political rallies In 1111-
role, Mr. Agnew declared that it 
was "time to sweep that kind of 
garbage out of our society." 

The prior year, when Mr, Agnew 
scrutinized America's young dis-
senters, he said, "We can . . . af-
ford to separate them from our so-
ciety—with no more regret than we 
should feel over discarding rotten 
apples from a barrel." 

In Houston In 1970, Mr. Agnew 
looked upon campus activist' gen-
erally and said: "It IS my honest 
opinion that this hard core of fac-
ulty and students should be Identi-
fied and dismissed from the other-
wive healthy body of the college 
community lest they, like a cancer, 
destroy It." 

Repeatedly and consistently, 
when Dr. Agnew sees the loath-
some political opposition ha is Im-
pelled to think in terms of eradiee. 
lion or extermination, What he has 
in mind for American television—
the termination not of Its existence 
nor of his frequent appearance on 
It but merely of its right to criticize 
freely—ie mild in comparison with 
what, by his own testimony, he 
seas es the way to deal with hu-
man beings holding views he de-
tests.To sweep out the "garbage," 
to pluck out the "rotten apples," 
to cut out the "cancer"—thle kind 
of vision occurs only In a man who 
la scarcely attuned to the Ameri-
can idea of tolerance. 
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