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hy is America
so widely dis-
l i ked? Ameri-
cans once
h a rd ly gave

the question a passing th o u g h t ,
but in the wa ke of 9/11, under-
s tanding the causes and, where
practical, taking counte r m e a s u re s
seems a wo rthwhile exe rcise. But
anti-Americanism is not an easy
topic to tease out. It re qu i res sort-
ing th rough cultural assump t i o n s ,
p rejudices, passions, and dispute s
over fa c t s .

Best known for Without Marx
or Jesus, his best-selling 19 7 2
d e fense of the Un i ted Sta tes, Jean-
François Revel would seem an ideal
c a n d i d a te to explicate the Euro p e a n
v i ew of America and sort out bias,
slurs, and posturing from legitimate
g r i evances. His sequel, A n t i -A m e r i-

c a n i s m, aims to do
e x a c t ly th a t .

Revel clearly
considers himself
a loyal friend of
America. But th e
most va l u a b l e

friends are not slavish fo l l owe r s —
th ey have the courage to say
things we may not want to hear.
Revel fails this te s t .

The author’s Fre n ch title, l ’ o b s e s-
sion anti-américaine, signals his
aims. Revel is inte re s ted not in th e
b road phenomenon of anti-Ameri-
canism but rather in a narrowe r,

m o re strident, more neurotic mani-
fe s tation. He sets out to dissect “th e
i n t r i n s i c a l ly contradicto ry ch a r a c te r
of passionate anti-Americanism. . . .
The illogicality at base consists in
re p ro a ching the Un i ted Sta tes fo r
some shortcoming, then for its
o p p o s i te. Here is a convincing sign
that we are in the presence, not of
rational analysis, but of obsession.”
The book spent several weeks on
Fre n ch best-seller lists, evidence of

s u p p o rt and symp a thy for the Un i te d
S ta tes despite the canta n ke ro u s
s ta te of U. S . - Fre n ch re l a t i o n s h i p s .

Revel argues that European criti-
cism re flects a willful, persiste n t
ignorance of the Un i ted Sta te s ,
ro o ted in jealousy and denial: a
d e e p - s e a ted need to shore up
b ruised national egos and defe n d
failed anti-capitalist doctrines. He
relies heav i ly on Fre n ch examp l e s
because they offer “the most e x-
t reme and transparent form of a set
of ideas about the Un i ted Sta tes th a t
a re encounte red, in less polemical
and more diluted form, th ro u g h o u t
E u rope and elsew h e re . ”

The author sta rts well. He ob-
s e r ves that Europe’s failings are self-
i n fl i c ted, born out of a pro fo u n d
anti-liberal bias, a pre fe rence fo r
d i r i g i s m e or sta te control, and th e
fa i l u re of Europeans to unite and a c t
as an effe c t i ve counte r b a lance to
the Un i ted Sta tes. Commenta to r s
single out America for c r i t i c i s m ,
for instance, in the environmental
realm, when other equally culpa-
ble countries, such as Russia, ge t
o ff scot-free. Europeans cav i l
about America’s eagerness to use
fo rce yet qu i ck ly call on the super-
p ower to inte r vene in hot spots.

As Revel moves ahead, though,
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h e ctoring, undermining his cre d i-
b i l i t y. If yo u ’ re atta cking oth e r s
for sloppy thinking, it is incum-
bent on you to marshal solid
a rguments. But A n t i -A m e r i-
canism careens from reasoned
response to glib sloganeering
and snide remark.

His treatise suffers from fo u r
s ys temic fl aws. First, Revel ofte n
falls short of making a full, effe c-
t i ve rejoinder to the anti-American
case. He pokes holes in his oppo-
nents’ arguments but too ofte n
m oves on without having dis-
mantled them. It’s unsatisfying,
l i ke making a meal out of junk
food. For instance, he notes th a t
E u ropeans complain about wa n-
ton U.S. inte r vention, but when
the Bush administration, early
on, signaled that it wa s d i s i n-
clined to act abroad, th e
E u ropean inte l l i gentsia qu i ck ly
labeled it “isolationist.” Reve l
c i tes this back flip to prove th a t
E u rope finds fault re ga rdless of
America’s particular sta n c e .
While his conclusion is pro b a b ly
c o r rect, Revel is less than con-
vincing—he needed to addre s s
w h e ther the Un i ted States had
indeed pulled back too fa r.

Second, Revel’s focus on “th e
e x t reme and transparent” form of
anti-Americanism cre a tes an easy
s t r aw man to knock down. But it
raises doubts about wheth e r

m o d e r a te elements would make
for as strong a case. 

Ta ke the ch a p ter on anti-
globalization. It’s a stre tch to
e qu a te anti-globalization with
anti-Americanism, as he does,
though th ey are re l a ted. From 
a strictly economic sta n d p o i n t ,
globalization is wo rthwhile be-
cause it raises incomes by i n te-
grating markets and e n a b l i n g

m o re efficient pro d u c t i o n .
Revel port r ays the anti-globalizers
as inte l l e c t u a l ly bankrupt, lack i n g
a ny positive counte r p ro p o s a l s ,
acting out a fa n tasy of revo l u t i o n-
a ry action. This description applies
to the rioters of Genoa and Seattle,
but Revel goes furth e r, assert i n g
that th e re are no peaceful acti-
vists and no supporting logic.

But it’s just plain wrong to
a s s e rt that anyone who qu e s t i o n s
globalization comes from th e
lunatic fringe. Revel’s pure ly
economic perspective omits
i mp o rtant considerations. Fo r
e x a mple, Michael Prowse in th e
Financial Times has pointed out
that social psychologists have a
ve ry diffe rent view of what con-
s t i t u tes social good than econo-
mists do. Beyond a certain in-
come level (and not a ve ry high
one), money does not make peo-
ple happier; indeed, The Ne w
Scientist re c e n t ly posited that hap-
piness has not increased in indus-
trialized societies over the last
sixty years because the desire fo r
m o re goods suppresses happiness. 

W h e re does globalization fit in?
Well, losing jobs makes people
ve ry unhappy and incre a s e s
social and political insta b i l i t y — n o
m a t ter how sound the fre e - m a r ke t
p h i l o s o p hy. So the globalization
p rocess, which cre a tes dislocation
as industries are re s t ru c t u red and

i n e fficient operations shutte re d ,
m ay indeed not be such a good
thing unless you are one of th e
l u cky beneficiaries.

T h i rd, for someone who pre-
sumes to correct the re c o rd
about America, Revel too ofte n
gets his facts wrong. For exam-
ple, he sta tes that “off i c i a l ly con-
doned” U.S. gun sales re qu i re
registration and licensing, but

R evel port r ays the ant i -g l o b a l i zers 
as inte l l e ctually bankr u p t.
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The End of Oi l
On the Edge of a Perilous New Wo r l d
By Paul Ro b e rt s
Ho u g h ton Mifflin, $26.00

Ro be rts argues that the “e n e rgy eco n-
o my” has been humming along for so

l o n g, m a king so many people and co m p a-
nies ri c h , t h at we’ve underp l ayed both its
t rue co s t s — f rom pollution to co rru p t i o n
to war—and the disruption that will stri ke
when that well-oiled eco n o my inev i t a b l y
comes to an end. He insists that we have
no choice but to change the way we deal
with energy—and that we ca n’t wa i t
d e cades for hyd rogen te c h n o l ogy to
m at u re. Ro be rts broadly appo rt i o n s
blame for tod ay’s untenable situation but
wisely focuses on the future, o f fe ring a
quick look at the approaching oil cri s i s ;
a clear-eyed study of the no-silve r - b u l l e t
s t atus of solar, w i n d, and hyd rog e n ; a n d
f i n a l l y, a vision of a transition to a new
e n e rgy sys te m . The End of Oi l is a bri s k ,
h i g h - i m p a ct re a d, a l beit a dishearte n i n g
o n e, and absolutely nece s s a ry. As energy
be comes ever more ce nt ral to our daily
l i ves and unpre d i ctable geopo l i t i c s, i t’s
c rucial to learn what’s at stake — w h i c h
m a kes Ro be rt s’ book an essential pri m e r
and re s o u rce. —MATT H EW BU D M A N

Ma ke the Rules or 
Your Rivals Will
By G. Richard Sh e l l
Cr own, $27.50

In this new book on the uses of legal
s t rate gy for co m pe t i t i ve adva nt a g e, t h e

author is quick to po i nt out that he doe s n’t
a p p rove of the “h a rd-nosed and co nt rove r-
s i a l”t a ctics that he descri be s. Th at doe s n’t
s top him, h oweve r, f rom going into ente r-
taining detail about the legal shenanigans
t h at co rpo rations have engaged in to
t h wa rt their ri vals and improve their ow n
po s i t i o n s, such as “filing lawsuits to delay
a co m pe t i to r’s launch,”“s t ri king midnight
deals to get a tax bre a k ,”or “tying up a
l i fe s aving innovation in re g u l ato ry re d
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M a s s a chusetts is the only sta te
that has those re qu i rements fo r
all guns. In fact, th i rt y- f i ve sta te s
do not re qu i re registration or
licensing for any type of gun.

M o re ove r, Revel re p e a te d ly
c r i t icizes U.S. and Euro p e a n
h u m a n -rights advo c a tes fo r
opposing the Guantanamo Bay

d e tention of more than six hun-
d red suspects, arguing that th ey
a re “al-Qa’ida te r rorists.” But in
branding the detainees te r ro r-
ists, he comp l e te ly misses th e
point. Napoleonic Code nations
t reat the accused as guilty, but
the Anglo tradition sta rts from a
p re s u mption of innocence. The
right of habeas corpus is a cor-
n e r s tone of American jurispru-
dence, and circ u m venting it by
holding the detainees outside
a ny legal sys tem sets a dange r-
ous precedent. 

Also, it isn’t just the usual
human-rights suspects like th e
ACLU that are up in arms about
G u a n tanamo Bay. Those lodging
p ro tests include the Human Rights
I n s t i t u te of the International Bar
Association, Lord Johan van Zy l
S teyn (one of Britain’s law lord s ,
a senior judge in its highest court ) ,
the Commonwe a l th Law ye r s
Association, several former 
U.S. federal court judges, and 
175 Members of Parliament. 
Revel could have ack n ow l e d ge d
that the rise of radical Islam
re qu i res the Un i ted Sta tes to
m a ke tough choices betwe e n
security and libert y, but his knee-
jerk support of a violation of
d e e p ly held legal principles con-
trasts sta r k ly with his defense of
America as a democratic society.

Fi n a l ly, Revel seems as strident
and obsessive in his support of
the Un i ted Sta tes as its critics are
in their atta cks. His asides occa-

s i o n a l ly ack n ow l e d ge an Amer-
i c a n s h o rtcoming, but th ey
come across as mere rheto r i c a l
fl o u r i s h e s .

In fact, Americans seldom ta ke
m a ny of fo reigners’ ch a rges seri-
o u s ly—it is difficult to see what
harm is done by fo reigners ove r-
consuming U.S. movies. But as

Revel points out, the Un i te d
S ta tes is the first global s u p e r p ow-
e r, the first ever to domin a te on
the economic, milita ry, cultural,
and te chnological fronts. It
should be no surprise that oth e r
nations are uncomfo rtable with
this concentration of powe r.

We like to think that our influ-
ence in pop culture is won on
merits, but U.S. media compa-
nies have enormous marketing
and distribution power. As a
Time Warner executive pointed
out, “There are lots of pretty girls
who can sing, but it takes mil-
lions to make a star.” There is a
fear of multinationals, predomi-
nantly American, becoming too
powerful in local economies and
being able to sway government
policy. And the United States has
a nasty habit of intervening in
unstable countries in opposition
to democratically elected lead-
ers. Haiti’s deposed Jean-
Bertrand Aristide had plenty of
warts, but he looks like a prince
compared to fellow exile Baby
Doc Duvalier, the self-declared
“president for life” who stands
accused of torture, mass killings,
and looting the Haitian treasury
during his 1970s and ’80s reign.

America’s sys tem of ch e ck s
and balances recognizes th e
need to curb powe r. So should
it be a comp l e te surprise when,
in the absence of any effe c t i ve
recourse, our allies fall back on
c o mplaining? ♦

We like to think that our influence 
on pop cu l t u re is won on merits.

t a pe.” Shell makes effe ct i ve use of anec-
d o tes in his ex p l a n ation of how co m p a n i e s
use legislat i o n , l i t i g at i o n , and re g u l ation to
their adva nt a g e ; a d m i ra b l y, he maint a i n s
t h roughout that this info rm ation is prov i d e d
so that readers can defend themselve s
against nefarious co m pe t i to r s, rather than
co n s i d e ring that readers might adopt some
of these schemes for themselve s.The most
a m u sing example for this rev i ewer wa s
the touching sto ry of how the founder of
Fe d e rated De p a rt m e nt Sto re s, re p re s e nt i n g
a coalition of re t a i l e r s, persuaded Fra n kl i n
Delano Roo s evelt to move Th a n k s g i v i n g
f rom the fo u rth Th u r s d ay in Nove m ber to
the third, in order to extend the Ch ri s t m a s
shopping season by a we e k .When it co m e s
to legal wra n g l i n g, nothing is sacre d.

—ME L I S S A MA S T E R

Just Enough
Tools for Cr e ating Success in 
Your Work and Life
By Laura Nash and Howard Steve n s o n
W i l ey, $24.95

The bar keeps ri s i n g, f a s ter than eve r,
for what co n s t i t u tes personal suc-

cess—and it’s not just about money. In a
wo rld in which “nothing is ever enough,”
w ri te Nash and Steve n s o n , w h at’s cri t i-
cal is deciding at what po i nt to be sat i s-
f i e d. Based on surveys and inte rv i ews
with successful pro fessionals and to p
exe c u t i ve s, Just En o u g h a rgues for “a n
a u t h e ntic view of succe s s” g rounded in
realistic ex pe ct at i o n s, d i ve r s i ty rat h e r
than narrow foc u s, and self-re a l i z at i o n .
De s p i te the blobby mat rix diagra m s,
the authors’ counsel is stra i g ht fo rwa rd
and co m m o n s e n s e, and some may find
the tone and bold-and-bullets fo rm at 
a bit self-helpish. But Just En o u g h g oes to
the co re of how to find sat i s f a ction in a
f a s t - m ov i n g, w i n n e r - t a ke-all soc i e ty. As
s u c h , i t’s tremendously impo rt a nt, w i t h
the po te ntial to genuinely change one’s
o u t l ook on wo rk and life. How many
books can truly make that claim?                                    

—M . B.
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