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CROSS
CURRENT

Pﬂﬂﬂﬂw :

Is ‘beauty’
in the eye
of the politically correct?

CCORDING to Ray Conloguein a recent :
Cross Current, the greatnessof Shakespeare | -
ubang desecrated by “politically correct” '
versity professors —dangerousanarchists |
like my:clr'whobebcve that beautiful literature is
uglybouusciunuthonmmlcmd!mdinme '
wrong century.” Unfortunately, Conlogue'sownrhe- | .
toricabout the “beauty” of Shakespeareis even more
politically correct than the attitudes he attacks.

Of course, Conlogue would say tisn't politicalat : | -
all. But talking about the “beauty” of literatureisjust |
asocaky way of dismissing the politics init. I know, :
because Iused to do it mysell. :

Ohmm.lundtouy.omhemfwenmthn H
The Tempestis a racist play: Shakespeare assumes -
that Calibanisa depraved monster simply becausehe |
looksdifferent and hasdifferent values than the Eu- . ,
ropeans who have stolen hisisland from him. Buton
zl‘:“ub:: literature peopleb\;sle'g tocall “anotherlevel,” | .

isactually a symbol for perverse sava
opposed to civilized order, maybe. I thought lg:?ut
that the order was represented by a white European :
male who pushes everybody around was merely su- .
paﬁd:l.niml:vn\mhcfmmﬂ.lhcm !
reading this way, wasmyself whitcand maleandeven | :,
sortof European.

Butit's not so casy to dismiss the significanceofthe | :

physical persons who wpposediy represent more i
abstract ideas when one’s own physical person is not '
infmdaffmtfmmlhdnlunouousyforbhch .
~or for women or non-Europeans—todoa sort of
reading which requires them to assert that people like
themselves represent the essence of stupidity or evil.,

" It'ssodifficult thatmany refusetodoit. -

Conlogucdnmthaubelenwmghewupmoﬂo:
years ago fought “to bring the disenfranchised into -
the literary community, to have black prol‘euon
teaching Shakespeare.” To a depressingly small de-

lhnl'ghthnbeenwon.WhumnoynConl
mhnnhuemxity folks are soungrateful that they
refuse to read the way he does—withafocuson -
*“beauty*” which supj the way in which texts N
often give status to the values and prejudices of
wmtu.mdalndﬂumamnnomdmdwm

Asucwuhundcrgudummmhgmhdmn-
ment with sincere claims to ity,
Ihcwlhdlomppmmyumsyfeehngthnthe
beautiful truths my professors found in writers like
Shakespeare sounded a lot like their own Christian
beliefs, I'm glad that my new non-white, non-male, .
non-Europeancolleagues have taught me toac- b
knowledge suspicions like that and think about their !
imphuﬁml‘m;l&dlhenudeuulmtad:inthe 1.
nmeunivem don't have to suppress their ownsim- .
nu&. order to get through the courses I
la::d !dwe‘:knuztomﬂyulhboums .
wedo aboutit, in regard to ;
uddwinnprdlolnmofolhumduﬁz ’
writing of the sort Conlogue arrogantly dismissesas .
'wumomhwmtenbyo&medomamhn 1.
women, " We talk about it because we have noticed it, |-
and feel no obligation to hoist ourselvesuptosome -,
ima| other level where the beauty supposedly
exists and where our own real responses to what we
read are insignificant. We talk about it because we
know that focusing attention on “beauty” does,
unmtﬁn;lyornot,conﬂmlhelulhontyol‘thevn- L
lues that inevitably underlie the “beauty* —ofteava- [
| lues that continue to oppress vast numbers of our A
fellowhumns. and therefore ourselves, S
Calling Shakespeare “beautiful ” is merely an Do
unscmpulouswnyofmnfomn a ;.
rncuonapowerbydcuymxlhmluﬁcuoml.udu -
Conlogue says himself, “the upshot, esinmostsuch |- @
eonlumions.uthmhcmost umaupulouawum. .
‘That those of us who, supposedly, desecrate Shake-
speare by actually paying attention to what he wrote
m&cg&\mpuhmonp;&llmmw H
singly belligereatin tof our pol
whﬁlebehmsclrm ve politics, interested onlyin
*“beauty” and therefore without political motivation.
It seems far more unscrupulous to me that a supposed
lack of political motivation confirms a right to tell .
women, blacks, Jews and other members of C oy
oppressed minorities what they should thinkand how | |
they should teach. .
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Furthermore, Conlogue believes that what they
:houldlhmkiuuslwhnhcthmhhzmselr the tradi-
uonl ions of white, European males. Unfor-

Loumde of a few university classrooms, that
wn or lligerent self-interest is still justabout as
“politically correct” asit's possible to be.
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