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There’s Danger in Rewritten History

HIN the so-called “Informa-
tion explosion™
©eruption of misinformation and un-

truths that range from political

propaganda and distortion of news
At0 rewriting of history for selfish
- ends.

Granted, history books might con-

iain errors, omissions or blased

. 'presentations that should bhe cor-

. rected, but the practice of rewriting

. history for profit or to mislead the
- publie is wrong.

Beveral years ago, Oklahoma In-

-~dians clrculated petitions asking .

- that textbooks be revised io present
maore accurately the Indians’ role in
development of the United States.

' There would appear to be ample jus-
tification for full review of this

_request.

Recently, an ouot-of-court sottle-

" ment of a lawsuit was a tacit admis-

*sion that portions of Alex Haley's
book, “Roots," were copied from an-
other book, Because of s wide dis-
tribution and presentation on televi.
gilon, this is significant. Millions

" prabably read “"Roots™ as “irue

i it

15 & dangerous

Arerican history.” Is iL?

Many people I'I'I{I.!r have distorted
impressions of history of other eras
and limportant events, derived from
what is caled the “histerical
novel,” rather than from objective
reports of happenings.

Rewvision of history, with romantic
embellishments, are common prac-
tice of some authors, because such

bodaks seem Lo sell well.

Benedirt Arnold and Azron Burr
have been portrayed as heroes of
the American Revolution by
rewriters of history, whiie others
have tried to rationalize Hitler's
murderous regime.

A ruckus has been rajsed about
“In His Tmage, the Cloning of a
Man,” by David J. Rorvik. The argu-
ment i5 over whether this is fiction
presented as fact, or fact presented
as fiction. Who Knows?

Puhlishers argue that the burden
of proof i= upen the author. Others
say publishers may not evade re-
sponsibility so easily. The public
has a right (o know whether it is
truth or just a nowvel.

Last summer the Mational Cutlaw

.and Lawman Associetion met in

California to gun down such West-
ern stalwarts as Wyatt Earp and
Doc Holilday and to besmirch most
early day outlaws and cowhboys as
phonies and cowards, What th-_-,r
gained by it is not clear,

History has never heen a pupu.hr

subject, making it easier for
rewriters of history to put across
their yarns. A New York Times sur-
vey of 2,000 college students found
an average of only 50 percent accu-
racy among their answers to ques-
tions in American history.

In “1%84," a mowvel published 1n
1549 that seems to be coming |to
pass, George Orwell portrayed 1:!.11
imaginary totalitarian world whege
history was conlinually rewritten. It
was assumed by the Party in Power
that if all records teld the same le,
then the lie passed into history and
became truth.

“Who controls the past contrdls
the future,” said the party slogan,
“and who controls the present con-
trols the past.”



