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The history of Middle Eastern politics 
since World War I1 has shown that tra- 
ditional monarchies fall when a res- 
tive, secular middle class reaches a 
"critical mass." That has happened in 
Egypt (1952)- Iraq (1958), Yemen 
(1962), Syria (1963), and Libya (1969). 
Saudi Arabia could well be next, ac- 
cording to Heller and Safran, respec- 
tively a professor at  Tel Aviv Univer- 
sity and the director of the Center for 
Middle Eastern Studies. 

Saudi Arabia (population: 10.5 mil- 
lion), the world's 12th largest nation in 
land area, is ruled as a religious mon- 
archy. All power is vested in King Fahd 
ibn 'Abd al-'Aziz A1 Sa'ud. No political 
parties and no national assembly exist; 
all law is by royal decree. 

The nation's middle class, Heller 
and Safran say, has emerged as "a piv- 
otal social formation." Confronted 
with a major economic setback or mil- 
itary embarrassment, it "may very 
well turn against the regime." 

The new Saudi middle class is a by- 
product of the nation's oil industry, 
which has grown rapidly over the last 
20 years. In 1965, the Saudis earned 
only $700 million in oil revenues. In 
1981 that figure was $102.1 billion. 
Today, Saudi Arabia is the world's 
largest oil exporter. 

The petroleum boom compelled the 
monarchy to create a modem bureau- 
cracy, promote industrialization, and 
bolster the regime's military forces. Be- 
tween 1965 and 1985, the number of 
civil servants grew from 3,600 to 
56,000. Some 170,000 Saudis have a 
post-secondary education-many hav- 
ing studied abroad, especially in Great 
Britain and the United States. 

Altogether, these members of the 
middle class now make up 8.1 percent 
of the work force-a four-fold increase 
over 20 years ago. 

In promoting modernization, the 
authors assert, the Saudi regime may 
have hastened its own demise. Fer- 
vently nationalistic, the new middle 
class is beginning to question "the 
most sensitive areas of the regime, 
such as the privileges of the ruler, the 
basis of the political order, and the re- 
ligious and cultural underpinnings of 
both." The new class is also hostile to- 
ward "imperial" foreigners and re- 
sents it when "native rulers are insuf- 
ficiently resistant to 'neo-colonial' 
relations with the West." 

Several conditions could prompt a 
revolution. The regime's failure to 
meet the middle class's rising eco- 
nomic expectations would be one of 
them. A military setback would also 
damage the regime. Heller and Safran 
present several scenarios: rebel sei- 
zure of the oil-producing Hasa region; 
a territorial dispute with neighboring 
Yemeni republics; or Saudi participa- 
tion on the losing side of another Arab- 
Israeli war. 

So far, the Saudi monarchy has suc- 
cessfully coped with social change, 
perhaps owing to its great wealth, vast 
territory, and the omnipresence of the 
royal family. Some 3,000 male mem- 
bers of the royal family hold key posi- 
tions in the central and provisional 
governments. 

Even so, the authors say, the odds 
that a political crisis will erupt and 
"produce upheaval" within the next 
10 years are "considerably greater 
than even." 
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"The Elusive Exodus: Emigration from the United States." 
Population Reference Bureau, P.O. Box 35012, Washington, D.C. 20013. 17 pp. 
$3.00. 
Authors: Robert Warren and Ellen Percy Kraly 

"The facts . . . contradict the notion that 
everyone wants to come to the United 
States and no one wants to leave." 

So argue Warren, an Immigration 
and Naturalization Service (INS) stat- 
istician, and Kraly, a Colgate Univer- 
sity demographer. Between 1900 and 
1980, the United States legally admit- 
ted 30 million immigrants. But during 
the same period, 10 million people left 
the country to settle elsewhere. 

Most emigrants, the authors say, are 
not U.S. citizens but recent immigrants 
who return to the "Old Country" (usu- 
ally in Europe, Asia, or Latin America) 
because they are unemployed, disillu- 
sioned with American life, or just plain 
homesick. Thus, immigration and emi- 
gration tend to rise and fall at the same 
time. Between 1900 and 1914, for ex- 
ample, 13 million foreigners streamed 
into the United States, while four mil- 

lion people chose to leave. 
From foreign immigration data, War- 

ren and Kraly deduced that more than 
100,000 Americans now leave their 
homeland each year. One-third of them 
resettle in Mexico or Canada. Another 
third head for European nations; Great 
Britain and West Germany are the most 
popular points of destination. 

Today's emigration data, Warren 
and Kraly concede, is sketchy. The 
INS stopped keeping emigration rec- 
ords in 1957. Nevertheless, "immigra- 
tion is accompanied by a substantial 
outfloww-a fact not without conse- 
quences. Washington, for example, 
distributes some federal funds to the 
states on the basis of current popula- 
tion estimates. Those figures would 
change if statisticians accounted for 
the Americans and non-Americans 
who leave the country each year. 

"Battle Lines: Report of the Twentieth Century Fund Task 
Force on the Military and the Media." 
Twentieth Century Fund, 41 East 70th St., New York, N.Y. 10021. 178 pp. 
$10.00. 
Rapporteur: Peter Braestrup 

After the unprecedented barring of 
journalists by the U.S. military for two 
whole days after the October 1983 Gre- 
nada invasion, there was much protest 
by the news media and calls by some 
journalists for (unlikely) redress in the 
federal courts. Cooler heads prevailed. 

However, the Twentieth Century 
Fund, a nonpartisan foundation, sum- 
moned a 13-person task force of mili- 
tary folk, senior newspeople, and 
scholars to examine the military- 
media issues raised b y  the Grenada 
episode and to suggest remedies. 

As the Fund report's mini-history 
makes clear, military-media relations 
in war zones have never been free of 
friction, even during World War 11. In 
the interests of security and practical- 
ity, some curbs have always been 
placed on reporters. Of the 180 Ameri- 
can journalists accredited to Gen. 
Dwight Eisenhower's headquarters in 
London, only 27 were allowed to ac- 
company allied forces to the Normandy 
beaches on D-day (June 6 ,  1944). Dur- 
ing the 1950-53 Korean War, reporters 
sought (and finally got) World War II- 
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style field censorship as competition 
spurred rival wire service reporters to 
reveal U.S. troop movements and other 
information useful to the foe. (Even 
after censorship, Newsweek published a 
map showing U.S. unit locations.) Yet 
security violations brought few repri- 
sals from the military. 

In South Vietnam, amid periodic 
dust-ups between Saigon reporters 
and officials, American journalists en- 
joyed a degree of access to the battle- 
field and freedom from censorship 
that astonished their Western Euro- 
pean colleagues. Even so, over a dec- 
ade few reporters violated the volun- 
tary "ground rules" on disclosure of 
security matters set by U.S. officials, 
and most violations were minor. 

Until Grenada, U.S. civilian author- 
ities and military commanders re- 
garded planning for maximum feasi- 
ble press coverage of combat as  
routine. Why the change? 

It was due partly to senior military 
perceptions, adopted by younger offi- 
cers, that  starting in Vietnam, the 

news media (especially television) had 
become untrustworthy, ignorant, hos- 
tile to the military, and thus an intol- 
erable burden. 

Widening the "culture gap" was the 
lack of exposure of younger newspeople 
to the military (the draft ended in 1973) 
but generous exposure to antimilitary 
sentiments on college campuses during 
the 1970s. The task force recommends 
more schooling for career officers on 
the First Amendment and on the 
strengths, weaknesses, and diversity of 
the media, and more schooling of jour- 
nalists in military matters. 

But the task force concludes that,  
besides common sense, the key to im- 
proved military-media relations in fu- 
ture battle areas lies in a return to the 
pre-Grenada tradition, a t  the direc- 
tion of the president as Commander in 
Chief. To keep Washington officials 
and their critics honest, to enlighten 
the public on the deeds of its sons in 
battle, says the task force, "the pres- 
ence of journalists in war zones is not 
a luxury but a necessity ." 

"Poverty and Family Structure: The Widening Gap between Ev- 
idence and Public Policy Issues." 
Dept. of Sociology, Univ. of Chicago, 1126 East 59th St., Chicago, 111.60637.68 pp. 
Authors: William Julius Wilson and Kathryn M. Neckerman 

The alarming increase in the number 
of female-headed black families has 
caused scholars to think anew about 
the plight of the black family. Wilson 
and Neckerman, a professor of sociol- 
ogy and researcher, respectively, a t  
the University of Chicago, believe that 
the situation has worsened because 
young black women are "facing a 
shrinking pool of 'marriageable' (that 
is, economically stable) men.'' 

The data show a rapid disintegration 
of the black nuclear family. In 1960, of 
all black families, 22 percent were 
headed by a single, separated, or di- 
vorced woman; by 1983, that figure 

had nearly doubled. Consequently, the 
number of black children growing up 
in fatherless families has skyrocketed, 
increasing 41 percent during the 1970s. 

A large portion of these families is 
headed for economic hardship. In 1982, 
of all married-couple families in the 
United States, 7.6 percent lived in pov- 
erty. For female-headed black families 
the figure was 56 percent. 

The authors point out that female- 
headed households have increased not 
because more young black women are 
having babies; in recent years, their fer- 
tility rates have stayed about the same. 
Instead, the percentage of black 

The Wilson QuarterlyIAulwnn 1985 

44 



RESEARCH REPORTS 

mothers who are married has declined 
sharply. Between 1960 and 1980, the 
proportion of never-married black 
women, ages 15-24, grew from 30 to 69 
percent. And the incidence of separa- 
tion (now 22 percent) and divorce (now 
20 percent) increased sharply too. 

Why are more and more black men 
and women either not getting married 
or not staying together? 

Wilson and Neckerman try to answer 
that question by discrediting several 
common explanations. Black family 
problems cannot be traced to "the lin- 
gering effects of slavery." They cite his- 
torian Herbert Gutman's finding that 
most black families were headed by 
both parents up until World War 11. 

Nor is the problem related to wel- 
fare, which, according to some social 
commentators, entices women to 
forego marriage (or remarriage) in 

order to qualify for more lucrative 
benefits. Welfare payments, the au- 
thors point out, vary from state to 
state. Several studies have shown 
little correlation between out-of- 
wedlock births and benefit levels. 

Instead, more black women are rais- 
ing children alone because the "male 
marriage pool index" has shrunk in re- 
cent years. In other words, fewer young 
men are in the position to support a 
family. Between 1930 and 1980, the pro- 
portion of employed adult black males 
fell from 80 to 56 percent. 

If present trends continue, the au- 
thors warn, the year 2000 "will see 70 
percent of all black families headed by 
single women and fewer than 30 per- 
cent of all black men employed. The 
human costs of such continued erosion 
of the black family are socially, politi- 
cally, and morally unacceptable." 

"Constitutional Inequality: The Political Fortunes of the Equal 
Rights Amendment." 
Brookings Institution. 1775 Massachusetts Ave. N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036. 
113 pp. $22.95. 
Author: Gilbert Y. Steiner 

What killed the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment (ERA)? Steiner, a Senior Fellow 
a t  the Brookings Institution, examines 
the feminist struggle in detail. 

In 1970-72, Rep. Martha Griffiths 
(D.-Mich.) and her allies in the Senate 
pushed the ERA through Congress by 
margins well over the two-thirds ma- 
jority required for an amendment to 
the Constitution. From there the ERA 
went to the state legislatures. Thirty- 
three (of the required 38) states had 
ratified it by late 1974. Then it stalled. 
Congress extended the ratification pe- 
riod until 1982-in vain. In 1983, a re- 
introduced ERA failed to get the 
necessary votes in the House and died. 

Many factors were to blame. The first 
was the rise of the antiabortion "pro- 
life" movement, which reacted to the 

Supreme Court's 1973 Roe v. Wade de- 
cision decriminalizing most abortions. 
The abortion debate divided politicians 
-and seemed to link the ERA to "pro- 
choice" feminists. 

The second was Congress's 1980 re- 
newal of draft registration-for men 
only. That made the adoption of the 
ERA-which did not discriminate be- 
tween the sexes-no longer politically 
feasible. 

ERA proponents could seek victory 
in the courts, says Steiner. The U.S. 
Supreme Court could establish gender 
as a "suspect classification" (like race) 
in violation of the Constitution's 
Equal Protection clause without con- 
sidering abortions or women in com- 
bat,  subjects on which it has 
previously ruled. 


