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There have been many meetings,
seminars, and events to memo-
rialize the passing of Daniel P.
Moynihan. He earned many dis-
tinctions, filled many important
offices, wrote many books. He
was four times senator from the
state of New York, American am-
bassador to the United Nations,
American ambassador to India,
domestic advisor to President
Nixon, professor of education 
and government at Harvard Uni-
versity, assistant secretary of labor
in the administrations of Presi-
dents Kennedy and Johnson, and
a key initiator and founder of the
Woodrow Wilson International
Center for Scholars in Washing-
ton, D.C. And this is only a partial
listing of the posts he held and the
good work he did. 

But today we pay tribute to his long
and fruitful association with the
American Academy of Arts and
Sciences. He became a member of
the Academy in 1966, when he was
a professor at Harvard, but before
that he had already been involved
in and guided important projects
of the Academy. The 1960s were
marked by the increasing salience
of the problems of race, poverty,
and urban decline and disorder,
and in the analysis of all of these
Pat Moynihan was a master. He
participated in Academy confer-
ences on the increasingly turbu-
lent issue of the condition of Ne-
gro Americans in the early 1960s,
which climaxed in the publication
in 1965 and 1966 of two large issues
of Dædalus on the Negro Ameri-
can. Moynihan’s major article in
Dædalus, “Employment, Income

and the Ordeal of the Negro Fam-
ily,” was decisive in supplement-
ing and clarifying his report to
President Johnson on the disaster
overcoming the Negro family–a
report that had been massively
misrepresented in the media and
in public discussion. It described
what was happening to the Negro
family and argued that the answer
lay not in social work but in jobs
and income. Moynihan’s article
in Dædalus sharpened that point. 

His involvement with the Acad-
emy’s project on Negro Ameri-
cans led directly to his leadership
of an Academy project on the prob-
lem of poverty, which was clearly
one root of the problems of Ne-
gro Americans. Pat Moynihan be-
came the chairman of a continu-
ing Academy seminar on race and
poverty that met regularly during
1966–1967. This seminar resulted
in the publication in 1969 of an
important Academy volume, On
Understanding Poverty, which Moy-
nihan edited. In introducing the
volume, Talcott Parsons, then
president of the Academy, des-
cribed it as “the result of the first
continuing seminar of the Acad-
emy dealing with American do-
mestic problems.” Until then, the
Academy’s work in public policy
had concentrated on security is-
sues, the control of atomic arms,
and the like. The book was widely
noted, widely cited: It was an im-
portant contribution to the under-
standing of the complex problem
of poverty. 

Race, poverty, the family, and the
social policies that tried to deal
with race and poverty were con-
tinuing interests of Pat Moynihan
as a writer, researcher, and policy-
maker. But his interests spread be-
yond these issues to the questions
raised by ethnicity and ethnic con-

flict, and this at a time when nei-
ther ethnicity nor ethnic conflict
were much in the center of public
or academic interest. Having be-
gun his political career in New York
City’s Democratic Party, Moyni-
han of course could not be unaware
of the significance of ethnicity and
the power of ethnic attachments.
But his interest was sharpened
when I drew him into collabora-
tion with me in the early 1960s in
writing a book on the ethnic groups
of New York City, entitled Beyond
the Melting Pot (1963). It was not
long after that book was published
that we had to take account in a
second edition of the increasing
rancor and violence around issues
of race, religion, and ethnicity. 

In the wake of that book and as
we saw the increasing salience of
ethnic issues in various parts of
the world in the 1970s, Moynihan
and I decided to launch an Acad-
emy project on ethnicity, extend-
ing our concern from the United
States to Europe, Asia, Latin Amer-
ica, Africa, and the great commu-
nist empires of Soviet Russia and
China. This project resulted in the
publication of our co-edited vol-
ume, Ethnicity: Theory and Experi-
ence, in 1975. It is still in print and
widely cited despite the enormous
expansion of publications in that
field in the years since. That vol-
ume became the first in a series of
Academy projects on immigration,
ethnicity, and ethnic conflict in
which the Academy cooperated
with scholars in France, Germany,

and elsewhere, and which result-
ed in the publication of a number
of important books. I should note
here that Corinne Schelling of the
Academy staff played a key role 
in bringing to fruition the publi-
cation of the books On Understand-
ing Poverty and Ethnicity: Theory
and Experience, and in extending
the Academy’s work on ethnicity
and immigration into collabora-
tive projects with scholars in other
countries.

Despite Moynihan’s great and con-
tinuing interest in these issues, his
direct involvement in such proj-
ects was no longer possible when
he became senator from New York
in 1976. He had moved from writ-
er, researcher, and academic to
statesman–the word certainly fits
rather better than its near synonym
“politician,” even though Moyni-
han was a master of the arts of pol-
itics, too, as indicated by his suc-
cessive elections to the Senate
with ever larger majorities.

Moynihan was known for his per-
spicuity and far-sightedness in
drawing attention to important
issues before others had taken
much notice of them. In the 1980s
he criticized the cia’s and other
government agencies’ estimates
of the strength of the Soviet Union.
He was no expert on Soviet Russia
but he understood one thing that
the experts apparently did not: the
Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics was a multiethnic empire in
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The following remarks were presented at the 1875th Stated Meeting,
held in New York on November 3, 2003.
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Conveniently located in the heart
of Cambridge on a secluded five-
and-a-half acre wooded estate, 
the House of the Academy is avail-
able to Fellows and their friends
and families for meetings, recep-
tions, business and personal social
events. An elegant retreat within
the city, the House is ideal as an
intimate meeting place for small
groups, or for larger celebrations
of up to 400 guests.

The facilities at the House include
executive conference rooms; a
250-seat auditorium; reception
atrium and hearth; three separate
dining rooms; and high-quality
audiovisual/communication sys-
tems. The expert catering staff
will help you plan a menu to suit
the needs of your group.

For more information or to book
the House for your next event,
please contact the General Man-
ager of Norton’s Woods (tele-
phone:  617-576-5030; email:
events@amacad.org).  

The House of the Academy: 
An Ideal Location for Meetings and Social Events
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haps up to and including the Pres-
ident? Moynihan raised these
questions; how prescient they are
today. 

Moynihan was one of our great
public servants. But he was also,
as we look at his relations to the
Academy and to the kinds of issues
he brought to public attention, the
ideal member of our Academy.
And so we of the American Acad-
emy of Arts and Sciences must
note with sadness his passing, and
record our appreciation of the gifts
of insight and understanding he
brought to us. 

© 2003 by Nathan Glazer.

published with Harvard Univer-
sity Press On the Law of Nations, a
defense of the possibilities and
prospects of international law.
Moynihan was concerned with
certain cavalier actions of the Rea-
gan administration, which had
pushed against and beyond the
fragile restraints of international
law. Compared to what we have
recently seen, the issue then was
no larger than a man’s hand, but
it is now a very large cloud indeed.
In 1993 Moynihan published Pan-
daemonium: Ethnicity in Internation-
al Affairs with Oxford University
Press. As we look at Iraq and Israel
and Palestine today–not to men-
tion the Caucasus, the Congo, Sri
Lanka, and on and on–the issues
to which Moynihan drew attention
then have only become larger. 

In 1997 Moynihan conducted Sen-
ate hearings on the scope of secre-
cy in the government. Yale Uni-
versity Press published his last
book, Secrecy: The American Expe-
rience, in 1998. The hearings and
book dealt with an issue that can
only be of ever increasing concern.
What should a democratic govern-
ment keep secret from the people?
And with what consequences?
Moynihan was troubled by the
enormous expansion of the num-
ber and size of our security agen-
cies entitled to stamp their work
“secret.” This “secret” category
of government documents is of
unimaginable quantity and range.
How does all this shape policy,
and can it be good policy when so
much is withheld from the people,
from actors in government, per-

which one ethnic group dominat-
ed many others. Even though 
conflicts among them were sup-
pressed by the totalitarian regime
and were not evident, they were
there. When the Soviet Union
broke up Moynihan was virtually
alone among the public figures
who had pointed to the fault lines
of divisiveness and the potential
weakness represented by the dom-
inance of one group over many.
Certainly his work on ethnicity,
beginning with our book on New
York City and extending to ethnic
conflict around the world in the
Academy project of the 1970s,
sensitized him to this issue. 

I have given a somewhat parochial
picture of the work and mind of
Daniel P. Moynihan in concentrat-
ing on his connections with the
Academy. There were so many
other issues on which he played
key and historic roles: the reform
of welfare, the shoring up of social
security, the improvement of the
design of federal buildings, the
creation of new institutions of re-
search in public affairs. He was a
unique figure in American intel-
lectual and political life. It was said
of him that he had written more
books than many members of the
Senate had read. His work as a
senator for twenty-four years–
and there are no sabbaticals in the
Senate–meant that the writing 
of books was limited to his sum-
mers, and some were inevitably
sketchy and brief. But when one
considers his last few books one
sees immediately how his mind
was naturally drawn to and en-
compassed the kind of issue that
the Academy is best at address-
ing: one that for its better under-
standing inherently requires bring-
ing together people from many
disciplines and from many worlds.

In his last books, he demonstrat-
ed his continued remarkable abil-
ity to seize on key issues whose
significance would only become
greater in time. In 1990, Moynihan


