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ORE SO THAN TN ANY OTHER ADVAMNCED COUNTRY, THE TERMINOLOGY
used to designate inrellectuals in America is almost exclusively pejorative.
Dierogatary, irciic, o i||¢;uh'm._gr vocabula ry abounds, while pos':[h.'e terms are far
and few (as documented in the glossary beginning on page 19), Over the past
decade, the selfassured and-ineellectualism chat is one of the distinetive traits of
American culture has grown more biting still.' Haedly an electoral season passes without a
candidare fi |‘|di|‘|g an opport Uyt nail the “culrural elice” to the cross, to denounce some
“profscam,” or o censure the purative “immorality” of ane or anocher arrist whose waork s
said o threaten the integrity of the socieral fabric. Recently, Republican presidential candi-
date Bob Dole summarily condemned a proposal for social policy intervention on the sole
ground that it seemed ro have "come right out of a saciology dcp:lrrn'lf:nr.” This virulence
af misologistic sentiment in present-day America can be traced o lour causes,

Laie L5 Wicquant it anasiocsite peafeor af isctalogy ar she Ungversity of Californu. Bevleley and o refearch asocite of

e erupdenne di Colldee de France,
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The Dollar Is King

HE FIRST IS THE UNQUESTIONED SUPREMACY  OF

economic over cultural capital in the American field of

power, a supremacy that is arguably more pronounced
today than at any time in the past half-century. Few modern so-
cieties abide by rules of social competition and access to positions
of authority that so strongly favor money over knowledge, the
wallet (porte-monnaie) over the pen (porte-plume), and give such
abrupt precedence to big business over big ideas. The hegemony
of the haves is virtually complete when the paradigm of the mar-
ket imposes itself upon the totality of human activities and needs,
from the arts to the media, publishing, health, and education (the
fact that these are referred to as “industries” testifies to this), and
is elevated to the dignity of a collective ideal at the highest reaches
of a state exhorted by its head to transform itself into a mere ser-
vice provider for taxpayers.?

Today, it is no exaggeration to maintain that the political field it-
self is threatened in its very existence as a self-regulated sphere of
public decision as moneyed interests eat away at what little sem-
blance of autonomy it retains. When the cost of running for a
party’s presidential nomination exceeds a dozen million dollars,
when major lobbies buy themselves custom-made laws in full pub-
lic view and with full impunity in the manner of wealthy con-
sumers in a legislative department store, when cabinet members
and senior government officials come straight from the boards of
directors of leading financial and multinational corporations (1o
which they promptly return when their stint in government ends),
what remains of the pretense to serve the common good?* The
forces of wealth overwhelm and mock those of civic virtue with an
ease and an arrogance that explain better than any political science
treatise why fewer than one of every two Americans bothers to go
to the voting booth—and one in seven among the poor, amount-
ing to the e facto reinstituting of the antiquated regime of the poll

From Bean
Counters
to Theorists:

ACADEMIC, Mrufesor and assimilared anivessitg profession: The
rerm 15 teohnicalaued newtelin e broadest sense; biaciccan tike ona
pejoracive ring ansome lefe-wing circles (who oppose it o the enpaged,
criticnl eeseirelies concerned with the sociopolizical dmplicatdons of her
or his work). Clase to scholac, s 1.|-:“:|1'|.';||i'\'|1‘_;|c,.'|dtmil|:i'.l.l'l s f!'_.ul_lv.'_'f:,'

mocking,

BEUE-STOCKING, Libel traced to the high sociery of 18th-cenpiry
Enplindd where it destgniced o woman with [ilI.:EFLim:n-..-] schalatly ambi
rante, ntvolved i matters of the mind thar nesd nor concen bee or that
excecd her Gipacities The termn has retained i nﬁﬁinui durngumn'
MEAning i comiman E‘-.‘I!l:llu.'t'. Enist its semaneic salerce has beeinverted

nenong tany wothen desdemics inthe wike of the feminise inoveneri

BOORKWORM: Ancindividual knawin o loss himselFor herselfin
berales anndd e sitffer from an'excess of menal acrivity supposid to ren
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BEAN COUNTER. Deémeaning nickname applied to diose who ply
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credit AIPUMENLS hazed on numerical vrstanisocal dam (itwas recently
interjected by Presidénn Clinton in response o cificisms chat his ad-

minktmtion diss nos co IMprise 3 sufficient number of “nunorites™),

BHRAIN {more !:Ir:r:r brainwoeker), An exc eptonally kn.nwiudgu.]'bl';
or meelhgencindividual fused mose in the realm of sesence and tech
nalogy tharin the humaniies); persnn responsible for the conceprion

and coardination of a cornplex collective sk (also mastermind )

BRAINIAC, Tawi diwergent meanings: 1) someane consumed with in
Ve F'-‘-'!IE:I:IIiI]L’; Pissian fora ||;r|i-:'l.||.|r dlamain -_;-|"|;h._~.|_|g]-|7 or cultioe,
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Weakened and disoriented by the
neo-conservative Blitzkrieg,
feminists, black, Latino and Asian
militants, unionists, advocates of
children’s rights and the homeless,
students and public employees
defenders of single mothers and
immigrants, gay activists, each
becomes mobilized on their own
narrow turf, follows their
particular(istic) strategy, and aims at
distinct goals without sufficient
concern for the
synergy of agendas and
the overall coherence of their

lines of action.

tax. Not to mention that, among those who are not yet alienated
from the electoral system, the main mode of participation, individ-
ual monetary donation, reinforces the intermittent, private, and un-
equal character of political action and thereby the cynicism that
permeates the public sphere.*

The Splintering and Muffling of Revolt

ogism in America is that those intellectuals who wish to

contribute to progressive social change and public debate
are severely handicapped by the debilitation of the organizational
vehicles liable to enable them to do so. In addirion to the peren-
nial absence of left-wing parties and the congenital weakness of
labor, they have to contend with the growing fragmentation (eth-
nic, sexual, geographical, and bureaucratic) of oppositional cul-
tures that causes each to seek above all to promote its per griev-
ance, even when that means battling to push aside the grievances
of others so as to capture a chunk of public sympathy. Nowadays
the logic of contestation operates as if one could gain a full hear-

j SECOND CAUSE FOR THE RENEWED VIGOR OF MISOL-
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ing only by first establishing one’s ranking in the hierarchy of op-
pressions (whose endless multiplication and “democratic” plural-
ization leads to a strange flattening of all social divisions and
demands).

Weakened and disoriented by the neo-conservative Blitzkrieg,
feminists, black, Latino and Asian militants, unionists, advocates
of children’s rights and the homeless, students and public em-
ployees, defenders of single mothers and immigrants, gay activists,
each becomes mobilized on their own narrow turf, follows their
particular(istic) strategy, and aims at distinct goals without suffi-
cient concern for the synergy of agendas and the overall coherence
of their lines of action.?

The retreating battalions of the social movements that shook
the very foundations of America’s socioracial order in the Sixties
are now reduced to a rag-tag band of snipers who threaten no one
but themselves, when they do not play into their opponent’s strat-
egy by serving as emblematic foil for the delusionary projections
of the law-and-order and “family values” ideology embraced by
the media and established politicians of all stripes.

Puppet “Intellectuals”

prived of realistic perspective and efficient relays within

“civil society” and the political field, but they also must -
face the unfair competition—amounting to outright “intellectual
dumping”™—of the policy institutes and foundations that have ar-
rogated themselves a preeminent role in the national debate over
the past two decades.® Who needs independent thinkers when the
hundred-some think tanks that prosper in Washington produce
on demand or, better yet, on command, those impeccable schol-
arly compilations (for want of being scientific), thick technical
documents (preferably quantitative), and other dry “evaluation
reports” expressly designed to buttress the accepted wisdom of the
moment and to give a veneer of rationality to measures adopted
on completely different grounds?

The new advisers to the Prince salaried by the Manhattan Iasti-
tute and the Heritage Foundation possess all the trappings—the
hexis, the language, and the credentials—of the academic, bu they
lack the one attribute that makes (or made) the latter troublesome:
the capacity to formulate his or her own questions and to seek an-
swers with total freedom, no matter where this leads her. Hence-
forth, the think tanks and the schools of public policy that serve as
their transmission belt within the academic institution are there to
stand guard and protect the American dominant class from the im-
pertinent questioning of critical reason.

When it comes to the ubiquitous “power-knowledge” nexus, it
is here, in this unprecedented expansion of this “bastard” sector
of semi-scholarly production geared to and constricted by politi-
cal-administrative ends, an expansion and dominance unparal-
leled in any other capitalist democracy, that one finds the major
recent transformation of the American intellectual field—nor,
however one might wish it, in the creation of academic programs
devoted to teaching and research turned toward the rehabilitation
of dominated identities (Women’s Studies, Afro-American Stud-
ies, Latino Studies, Asian American Studies, etc.). While they ful-
fill the always welcome function of challenging more established
forms of knowledge production and bequeathal, such programs
are inevitably in danger of contributing in spite of themselves to

THIRD, NOT ONLY ARE AMERICAN INTELLECTUALS DE-



perpetuating the “exceptional status” and thereby the marginal if
not anomalous position of the groups whose presence within the
university they rightly seek to: increase. And they set themselves
up for failure whenever they play into the naive expectation that
they somehow will resolve social contradictions and inequities
that originate and reverberate outside of academia but have been
displaced onto it.

Between Surrender and Escapism

HE FOURTH AND LAST CAUSE OF THE PRESENT BURST

>f anti-intellectualism in the United States is endogenous

o the intellectual milieu: it lies in the sickly self-absorp-
tion of the university microcosm, its closing onto itself, its palace
wars {or muggings) and intestinal controversies whose sound and
fury are matched only by their inconsequentiality—in all senses
of the.word. Today this involutive movement takes two forms,
the one familiar, the other more novel and paradoxical.

It is well-known that American academics have instituted as
the regulative norm of their practice the figure of the profes-
sional—physician, lawyer, or expert possessed of a neutral body of
knowledge reduced to its technical dimension—in preference to
that of the European-style intellectuel as crystallized around the
Dreyfus Affair at the close of the 19th century and defined by the
unstable alloying of (scientific or artistic) autonomy and (politi-
cal) engagement.® In accordance with this model, the mass of aca-
demics feel justified to cast aside any and all civic or moral en-
gagement beyond their narrow domain of expertise by invoking
the professional imperative of neutrality, for which the precepts
of positivist epistemology serve as a convenient philosophical
G-string.

This model always had its dissidents who, fed by the traditions
of populism and New York Jewish progressivism, used to rally
around the persona of the “public intellectual.” Lately, however,
university radicalism has assumed a quite different cast: opposi-
tion to the professional is expressed chiefly by the denigration of
reason, the rejection of “foundations” (for reasons of elitism) in
favor of “standpoints” (considered more democratic), and by the
strident assertion of the primacy of “fractured, plural, and porous
identities,” identities which are invariably absolutized even as
they are proclaimed to be historical constructs. The mantric in-
vocation of the gender-class-race triad (whose second component
is more often than not discretely dropped out even though it is
the most potent and rising vector of inequality) and the beatific
celebration of “the values of individuality, difference, heterogene-
ity, locality, and pluralism” can thus serve as a substitute for the
hard work of empirical research and collective reflection, on the
pretext that “knowledge” is, all things considered, no more than
a deceitful and arbitrary emanation of “power.”®

It is no surprise that the theories popular in the more human-
istic disciplines are those that depict society as an ongoing, fluid
if not fleeting, social or linguistic “construction” that is perpetu-
ally being called into question (on paper, that is). This is to be ex-
pected when the political space of academia’s dissidents has
shrunk to disputes over positions, grants, fellowships, journals,
and other means of access to the cenacle that are diminishing as
the rampant privatization of institutions of higher learning
marches on. To become “postmodern,” as the most intrepid of
our new classroom radicals like to call themselves, is to try to

‘fative than geek and nerd): .

their less academlcaﬂy mclmed frien

profossors, e, )

CULTURAL ELITE. This tesm of denunciation, generally sed by
polmcmns (usually Repubhcans) encompasses hxgher—level intellectual
occupations such as producets of miss cultural goods (movies; televi-'
sion), but also university professors (thereby characrerized as haughty

and ml'uhstlc rmnds) held as responslble fot the moral dccime of the

coutitry.

EGGHEAD. This pejorative term demgnates mte[loctual occupations

as 2 wholé. It appeared in the political ﬁeld in the' Flftles i reference 10¢

the head shape of Adlai. Stevenson (durmg the presxdentlal electzon o
campaign that pltted him agamst Dwrght ‘Eisenhower) and was later
extended to the totahty of the'academic: ﬁeld ‘where it can take ona -
humorous meaning (it is also the name of a chain of computer sofrware.
stores): A lower-class derivative is pointy-head. :

EXPERT. Specialist in-technological or scientific matters whose com-
petence is attested by advanced dlplomas, polie techmca.l term often”
used for polmcal advisers and assorted ptofessmnal analysts of social
problems, close to scholar. A derogatory derrvatlve is know-it-all

( "Monsieur-je-sais-tout”). .

GEEK. Insu!tmg label that likens the intellectual to'a popular circus
character, 2 cross between the ¢lown and the satyr, whose pock—marked
appearance and bizarre actions evoke simultineous fascinationand re-
vulsion (the classic pictire shows him sniggering as he brtes off the
hiead of live chickens)..

IDEOLOGUE. Said of an intellectual suspected of propagaring (lefe-.
ist) polmcal doctrmes under cover of ac.ademtc theorres, or whose’ argu-
ments.appear dogmauc and w1thout basis in fact Species resrdmg
mainly in Europé and presumed nearly extince

INTELLIGENTSIA. Intellectual elite; this term'is rarely employed
ouwside of the. umversxty microcosm because too affected; everia brt
snobbish (the same apphm to literati and flluminati).

HIGHBROW. Scornful label chiar associates intellectual activity with -

bourgeots culture held 1 up as sleed and exclusrve, aswell as scornful of
-caﬂed mass or popular culrure. On the Eastern’ seaboard, onealso :

says Brahmin {a haugh,ty’am’i conservative members of high society).’

LIBERAL. Term borrowed from political vocabulary difficult to. :t'rans;
late‘in European polmcal lingo; desxgnates progressive or lefi-of-center .
reformist intellectuals attached to the grat foundmg nattonal rayths
(equahty of oppottumty, mdmdual autonomy, etc.) and commrtted to
working “within the system” to make them'a reahty Liberals are op-
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posed bath i tira-conservatives and radicals: The semannc ICRISTET of
the rerm has earrowed and darkened over the past decide o the paing

where many constder ica diry word [“¥au ghiall nogsay the Lowond 7).

SMONGER., Suffivansched roan intellectial actvicy, current of
thought, or particular authoremployed to copase i followers o pub-

lic eriticism and condemnanon (e, theorymonger, Adomomanger).

NEO-COMNSERVATIVE. I the European !'\-ulili{.'d spectrun, the
rerm {5 more acourtely translaced a5 reacrionary; said of ancacively
righrist academic, writer, or journales, wsued from the ereowhile inel-
lecrual lefr {most :]C|'|IJJ:|:IJ. their F.-:I:l]l!il.'u.l shabls it socralist cireles and
some among the “radical” protest groups of the Sixtics), who supports
the pasitons and policies adyocaied by the Republican pary and by
the cenorist (thar 1s, l{ﬂ';.‘-ll?ll.h..m'l wing ol what remaing of the Demee-

infEls ]":I " :.

MERIY, Term of ridicile valken from the novel by Theodare St
Greased, T4 Ban the Zom ic evokes the tomic charcrer of the inepe ingel-
lecrualy devoid of personal charm and savor-riore, of fechle physical
build and ungracious looks {sknny and lunched over, he weans hifo
cals,an il-fning shire of dubioos denlineswidya bunch of pentin
his procker and 3 clewlsrocin hand) His iauahabiu awlowardness in in-
terpersonal relarions 5 the cottnierpart of an imbecile devotion 1o ma
ters of the mind. Kindred terms: neb, dweeh; square, moron; and

bonchead

NUMBER CRUNCHER. He is the first cousin of the bean cotnter
iy the social scences; he devotes himself oo the mindless statisncal piro-

cessing of standardized suryeys, - The two dutinctive chamactenstics

wherehy he can be idennfied sre the fershien of dara and of guantit
tive technigues and the contented submizsion o the methodolopgicl

and rheoregical orthodoxy of the day. He dsthe living seetion and the
) } i

sworn (hur disant) enemy of the theorise, who glides unrouched in

the stratosphere of e teleas:

st rrowing in disciplines influe
the lireto i:~|||i:-'<l|l|1:| al theories barm from the decompesition of strus

ouralsm and imporeed from Branee after they fuad pone our of fulion

there), Advocates of "PobMo” have creared 3 vast ledcon of weakly cod-
ified and spidly changing derogamny or demsave [abels, built mainky by

attachment o the mimes of the audes plaised o denigraged, eg:, 1o

inveigh aina followers of Derrida; *Derridan dranes” or "hranch
Dleercdians™ (hy analogy to the Brnch Davidian sece meide sadly f-

maous by the siepe ol Whico, Texas),

PUNDMT. Politcal or academic commenriasor or critic whose opinions
are widely disiributed because they are supposed 1o he antharitazive
I:"IJ{:.:’I.'I".'. the rerm was |l:.-.:_:l;.'|.|l-|.|1 {it also means Brahminical wapeh

tiday it often implics thar the opinions vented are ill-informied, arbi-

ey, and dedoid of inHuence and value.

RADICAL. Lefi-l= g crirical inrelleemal; sros ofien used i self-
labeling 1o distance oneself from Mamases (considersd secrarian o
anacheonistic] and from liberals theld as naive ar complicic with e

politcal-ineeliecreal stars qun). Under thie per l::-|.j'::llll malisty, the e
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make a (professorial) virtue out of a (social) necessity by conceal-
ing oné’s political impotence behind a discourse that is as grandil-
oquent as it is unreal—for those who still believe in the existence
of a reality that reason would be capable of grasping, however im-
perfectly.1©

Academia’s Odd Couple

EYOND THEIR APPARENT DIVERGENCE, THE SCHOLAS-
tic self-castration of the devotees of academic prudence
and respectability and the pseudo-political oneirism of the
advocates of the new gauchisante campus rhetoric are in synch; in-
deed they mutually reinforce one another. Brother enemies, the
positivist professional and the postmodern professor support each
other in their common bad faith and social futility. Each in its
own way, these two teratological derivatives of the intellectual
ideal contribute to the self-closure of the university intelligentsia
and thus to the indifference and scorn of which it is the object.
Caught off-guard by the increasingly brutal incrusion of the
profit motive into the cultural sphere, obsessed with their internal
divisions and squabbles (disciplinary, ethnic, sexual, etc.), cut off
from society to an extent such that they no longer even realize
their extreme degree of isolation, never have American intellectu-
als seemed so impotent as today. And never has their progressive
wing been so unaware of this impotence and of its causes—at the
front rank of which stands this very lack of awareness or, worse,
the illusory belief that acts of language in the classroom are “in-
terventions” into the political struggles of the day. The smother-
ing of their voice no doubt figures among the factors that account
for the extraordinary revival of American imperialism in the plan-
etary cultural field. &

This is the slightly revised and expanded version of a text originally
written for a special issue of Liber: The International Review of
Books on “Intellectuals” (March 26, 1996) and intended for a Eu-
ropean audience (Liber is published in the national languages simul-
taneously in France, Germany, Italy, Spain, Portugal, Sweden,
Hungary, Romania, and Turkey). We have retained both the tone
and the glossary to entice the American reader to look at bis or her
own universe through “the eyes of a Persian” [as in Montesquien’s
classic novel]. Translated by Kirsten Halling and the author.

Notes
! As was shown by Richard Hofstadter in his classic study, Anti-intellec-
tualism in American Life (New York: Knopf, 1963).

% Cf the best-seller by David Osboutne and Ted Gaebler, Reinventing
Governmenr: How the Entrepreneurial Spiri¢ Is Transforming the Public
Sector (New York: Plume, 1993), which features, barring its front cover,
the following enthusiastic endorsement from President Clinton: “A
must-read book for every elected official in America” as “it gives us the
blueprint” for reforming in depth the management of the country. For
an influential indigenous critique of this tendency, Robert N. Bellah ef
al., Habits of the Heart (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1985,
new ed. 1996).

3 On this topic, read Dan Clawson, Alan Neustadtl, and Denise Scott,
Money Talks: Corporate PACS and Political Influence (New York: Basic
Books, 1992); Jeftrey Bimbaum, The Lobbyists: How Influence Peddlers
Work Their Way in Washington (New York: Times Books, 1993); and
Kevin Philips, The Politics of Rich and Poor: Wealth and the American
Electorate in the Reagan Aftermath (New York: Basic Books, 1990).

4 Sydney Verba, Kay Lehman Scholzman, and Henry E. Brady, Voice



Cut off from society to an
extent such that they no longer
even realize their extreme
degree of isolation, never have
American intellectuals seemed

so impotent as today.

and Equality (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1995).

5 Todd Gitlin, The Twilight of Common Dreams: Why America Is
Wracked by Culture Wars (New York: Metropolitan Books, 1995).

6 James A. Smith, The Idea Brokers: Think Tanks and the Rise of the New
Policy Elite (New York: The Free Press, 1991) and, to measure the spec-
tacular progression of the organic intellectuals of the new reactionary
technocracy in charge of America’s economic and social policies, Joseph
Peschek, Policy-Planning Organizations: Elite Agendas and America’s
Rightward Turn (Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1987).

7 “Bastard” in the sense defined by Everett C. Hughes, The Sociological
Eye (New Brunswick, N.J.: Transaction, 1980) of an institution that sat-
isfies illegitimate or unspeakable needs by seemingly legitimate means.

8 Pierre Bourdieu, “The Corporatism of the Universal: The Role of In-
tellectuals in the Modern World,” Telos, 81, Fall 1989, pp. 99-110, and
Christophe Chatle, Renaissance des “intellectuels,” 1880—1900 (Paris: Edi-
tions de Minuit, 1990).

? One must read the caricatural, and for that very reason quite useful,
book by Steven Seidman, The Postmodern Turn: New Perspectives on So-
cial Theory (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994), out of
which the expressions quoted above are excerpted. It cacalogues the
thetorical devices and ideological clichés that pass themselves off as
“postmodern theory” and offers a representative sample of the texts that
form the new academic canon of a certain university left (the most as-
tounding aspect of which is that it claims to take its cue from Michel
Foucault).

19 Tt would be easy to show that the theoretical “advance” of American
postmodernism (the expression is redundant since it is in the United
States that this current was invented, by the reinterpretation of a philo-
sophical posture that is hardly novel since it is contemporaneous with the
Enlightenment) in fact marks an immense intellectual regression, a re-
turn to the “era of philosophical constructions and synthesis” made of
“brilliant generalities wherein all questions are reviewed but none tack-
led” that Durkheim deplored in his preface to the first edition of Suicide
(in Textes, Vol. 1: Elements d'une thorie sociale, [Paris: Editions de Mi-
nuit, 1975, p. 44]).

SETVES TOCCAST suspicron amdd i akin o' denunciation on prounds af

EXLPETTTIsTL,

SCHOLAR. Eearned or erudite person, experr, or specialist in a given
ficld l.'r“'.rn::-wl.rd-_i_!;{' Generally respectiul or neureal, this teom may in
snuare a measure of derogarion when it implics thar thase whio bear i
are vair, effeminare, and their ocupations frivolous and sacially nse-
ess-(the philssopher Henry Thoreai werote in 1854, "The siccess of
grear scholars and thinkers i commonly a-courtice-lile suecess, not

|;5r|g|]r. nat r||:n|}-':|

SOCIAL ENGINEER. Scholar who aspires mo rransform socicty
thraugh palitical imenvention guided by a scientific blueprine. Con-
[EMPOGLY Nsapes of the term ane timged with a oralitarsan favor (more
Sualinist than Comtian) and are nearly always derisive; they serve
masstly fo undeeline the lack of realism and arsogance of those thus
labeled,

STAR. A major figure of mrellettnal life, posgesed of exemardinany ar
excrit-stbalarly renovwn and whese dewing power is recopnized
throupghaut the acidemic world (a3 messured for instance by the giee of
audlienees atracted ar conberences, bur alio by speaking fees for ahove
aofmal honda, I':”l':"' beaak mles, and the meu_-'inn nfdbcjplm'l_ A
L ii'a‘._l'.ls books reviewed (and book reviews) in such JII-PI”I’_I\}SL- nrels
lecrital publicationsas Tie Mew Fork Revtew of Boals, halds a presi
ginuchair (named after 2 great sciencisr, 3 famous public senvant, or
the donor of the funds) thar gives him-relief from normal teaching du-
ties; and accumilires honors, fellowships, and sojaurms ar elite reearch
eenters (such as the Tnstituee for Advanced Srudies in Princeron and
the Cenrer for Advaneed Studies in the Behaviom] Séiences at Pala

Alra). Any self-respecting rop universicy must v 2 phalaos of them

THEORIST. Exepeee who specialiees in the canomical texes of a disci
phine (such as the Mam-Weber-Durkheim triumvirare in sociologp)
andfor spokesperion of a paradigm cither bequeached by histony or
fabricited from scrarch. Since thenry s more often than nor conpsid-
ered an autonomons domain -Jl'ir'.qu.-r;'. the theorist (or theoretician,
a precions derivative with a negative resonance] is defined first by the
refusal of emipinical research and by opposition 1o the empiricist (3 re-
searcher devoid of theorstonl ambirion ar, depending on ane’s point
af view, 7 mere rescarch technician lacking in imaginarion). Earspe,
and parriculauly France and Germany, 15 sid w0 be the cradle of

"grn nd” (or ':Ii_f_',]\] TIJ\.‘TIT:." and of “penuine” theonsts,

THINKER (less commen and more Budarory sill master thinker).
Term employed prefernbly t efer oo dhe grear intellecnmls of the st
implying in parioular independence of thawgle and the capaciey mo'tramns
form 2 dosain of inguiny for contemporaries the srcastic tem gue s
l:ll:l.'.=_=..-l:l.'s.|||:|' wseil D by ife, thee termedenotes 2 person with a pesive

o medictive dispasiion (one sys aba, but les frogquently, cogitator)

WUNDERKIND {alio wie lad) Pradipy or genius; usid with ox
Ereme pilrsimary: o reler ta yuenger sruclents o vehalam who are ex
ceprionally brilliancor influendal; with achicvements and 2 eepumrion
IJi.\E“‘:\L:I:IEI fonaic fo rI'II.'iI :If_:\.'. COrnaor '.rir:-|1'. r-'.”!;\'. !|l||| :I,‘|||||_r,'||i{'ll,'| o
jealousy. - &

— Lo | Waequant
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Public Perceptions of Universities and Faculty
MICHAEL BERUBE :

Sputred by the PC wars of the 80, the public’s perception of universities and fac-

ulty is on a downward spiral. Improving that perception is a matter of survival, and

it will require reconciling the tensions between academic professionals and the
publics they serve. ‘

The Self-Inflicted Irrelevance of American Academics
Loic J.D. WACQUANT :
A French academic traces the reasons why American professors, unlike their counter-

parts in Europe, are ravaged with scorn and contempt. He furnishes a glossary of
popular terms, many quite pejorative, used to label American academics.

Professors, the Media, and the Balance of Power in

Higher Education DENNIS M. CLAUSEN
When the Wall Sreet Journal called, a faculty member thoughe his perspective would

b rted fairly. Instead, he got stung—and to look critically at how th . . .
nfe:;fax::overs hl;gyhern :dc:caﬁ:fo stung—and began o look critically at how the : Cover illustration by Victor Jubasz

Confessions of a Talking Head ABE PECK }
So you want your 15 minutes of fame? Before you talk to the media, read these tips
from someone who has been there.
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An Associated Press reporter describes what he needs from the faculty when covering
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derscore an unsettling trend: when professors are portrayed in movies and TV shows : University of California, Governance,

these days, they are cither fools or pompous jerks. Why does Hollywood, and the

d Affirmati ti
viewing public, take such delight in mocking academics? an rmative Action

Free Speech and Religious Expression:
One Year After Rosenberger, Questions Remain

DEPARTMENTS
Legal experts Robert O’Neil and Michael McConnell interpret the ramifications of
last summer’s Supreme Court decision, which held tha a state university acted un- ¢ 2 From the General Secretary
constitutionally when it refused to fund a student religious publication. :
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academic profession. anctioned Institutions
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ROBERT BING AND LINDA DYE
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when board intervention is vital to maintaining balance between 2 college’s adminis- 76 Legal Watch
tration and faculty. :
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State Full-Time Entrant IT** Entrant I** Part-Time
Public/Associate Joinet Graduate/Emeritus”

GA, 1L, OH $127 $97 $65 $32

AR, NY, TN, $119 $91 $60 $30

TX, WA ‘ ;

IA, IN, KS, LA, MA,

MO, MN, NE, NC, $115 $87 $58 $29

OK, PA, SC, VA, WV

Other Statestt $106 $81 $54 $27

*%

Tt

National Dues are tax deductible as a charitable contribution except for $26.00 attributable to Academe.

Entrant membership is offered to non-tenured faculty, new to the AAUP for up to seven years, or until tenured. Entrant I: first 4
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