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AMERICA is the most fortunate of nations—fortunate in her
rich territory, fortunate in having had a century of relative
peace in which to develop that territery, fortunate in her
diverse and talented population, fortunate in the institutions
devised by the founding fathers and in the wisdorh of those
who have adapted those institutions to a changing world.

For the most part Ametica has made good use of her bless-
ings, especially in her internal life but also in her foreign

telations. Having done so much and succeeded so well, .

America is now at that historical point at which a great
nation s in danger of losing its perspective on what. exactly
is within the realm of its power and what is beyond it. Other,
great nations, reaching this critical juncture, have aspired

" .to teo much, and by overextension of effort have declined and
‘then fallen. .

The causes of the malady are not entirely clear but jts
recurrence is one of the uniformities of history: power tends
to confuse itself with virtue and a great nation is peculiarly
susceptible to the idea that its power is a sign of God's favor,

-conferring upon it a special responsibility for other nations—
‘to make them richer and happier and wiser, to remake them,

that is, in its own shining image. Power confuses itself with
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THE ARROGANGE OF POWER

virtue and tends also to take iiself for omnipotence. Once
a great nation easily

imbued with the idea of a mission,
assumes that it has the means as well as the duty to do God’s
work. The Lord, after all, surely would not choose you as
His agent and then deny you the sword with which to work
His will. German soldiers in the First World War wore belt
buckles imprinted with the words “Gott mil uns” It was
approximately under this kind of infatuation—an exagger .
ated sense of power and an imaginary sense of mission—that

ed Syracuse and Napoleon and then Hit-

the Athenians attack
ler invaded Russia. In plain words, they overextended their

commitments and they came to grief.
think for a moment that America, with her

1 do not
deeply rooted democratic traditions, is likely to embark upon

a campaign to dominate the world in the manner of a Hitler
or Napoleon. What I do fear is that she may be drifting into
commitments which, though generous and benevolent in
intent, are so far-réaching as to exceed even America’s great
At the same time, it is my hope—and 1 emphasize
it because it underlies all of the criticisms and proposals to
be made in these pages—that America will escape those fatal

temptations of power which have ruined other great nations
i and will instead confine herself to doing only that good in
W the world which she can do, both by direct effort and by the
! force of her own example. _

. The stakes are high :ndeed: they include not only. Ameri-
. ca's continued greatness but nothing less than the survival of
' the human race in an era when, for the first time in human
history, a living generation has the power of veto over the

survival of the next.

The Power Drive of Nations

When the abstractions and subtletics of political science

have been exhausted, therce remain the most

. .

basic unanswered
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The Arrogance of Power

questions abo
ut war and peace and why nations contest the

issues they contest and wh
th
Aldous Huxley has izzﬁzw ¢y even care about them. As

“There 3»« be ar
! guments about th
wheat _ the best i
Bo:.znm_m“” wunpw“& climate or of n?nmoqamanquohaMMmaMaa_m
tmmm:"&.. 0 such arguments never lead to
. Organized slaughter is the result of mw%.ma:“uam
men

about such questions a
_ s the following; i bes
: § cml]? n ) ! . st
nﬁuom”w ,.H.#M w_a:. religion? The best Wo_w.mwmnwwga zwa he
best form of government? Why are other people so .ﬁM..rM
3

~and wic !
wicked? Why can’t they see how good and intelligent

we ar ¢ 2 i
are? qﬁ.& do :._aw resist our beneficent efforts to bring
4

them ] [
under our control and make them like ourselvespl®

Many of th
- 8 WAars mgmrn b
most—have be y man--I am tempted _
w:ﬁ_w qqnw w.omm: fought over such abstractions. %ﬁo nn.Mnunuw
to the view th MEMH wars of history, the more I am m:_n:_n i
markets. res t the causes attributed to them—terri &
cipl 52 e ME,RM,. the delense or perpetuation of mﬂm“”.._pow«.
les—were not the roo rin-
o excuses for o w_.oa, causes at all but rather axEmamM n
For lack of a . ._E.B n unfathomable drives of human na oy
clear and precise understandi _ ture.
these e o understanding of exa N
—as wa.o _:Mww ”:,n.. I'refer to them as the ..wzmm‘.smm moa_n:_ wha
to _unahu w&mw_.._wm“»“ M@m that nations seem to have mﬁﬂmﬂ,ﬂ.
. S gger, better .
nations, ict Y » OF stronger t “
part of :Mﬂ.m:m: E this drive is the sazavmoﬂm 2””: ot
proof of su M.w .mamam?n nations, that force _.a.m_n Emﬂng
the m:.onmm__,ﬂwmzh.wnw%wn when a nation shows that it MS
b Qﬁn:nwmgmonw. _cnma also proving that it has better _uaom_mam
N : tter princi .
civilization, ’ principles, and, in general, a cn:e”
Evidence fo; . - .
diserepney ¢“M25< proposition is found in the remarkabi
modern wars & een the apparent and hidden causes of .
and the discrepancy between their n»:mwaSSM
an

~ ultimate consequences.

* Footn ear It
otes appear in the Notes section followin

Pp. 259-264). g the text (see
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THE ARROGANGE OF POWER

The precipitating cause of the H..nmnno.?:mummm_ sﬂm..sm.mm.
| ispu the succession to

. 1870, for example, was a %%E.a gn.a Lcces

. .:ww“&mw .&35% and the ostensible * underlying” cause was

French resistance to the unification of Germany. Mrﬂn H
was followed by the completion om. OQ.B».: uni S‘.o_ocn ,
which probably could have been achieved without war—-bt

"8 .. it was also followed by the loss of Alsace-Lorraine, the humili-

-
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ation of France, and the emergence of Germany m«:mwnaﬂﬂ,owwwn

wer i i 1d not have been achiev -
ower in Europe, which cou ; . .

m:,n war. The peace treaty, incidentally, said nothing about

the Spanish throne, which everyone apparently had forgotten.

ivated
One wonders to what extent the Germans were motivat

_ i .. nen down
-+ simply by the desire to cut those haughty Frenchme

to size and have a good excuse to build another monument
in Berlin. . .

E.H.Mo United States went to war in 1898 for EM aﬁm_wwm
" purpose of liberating Cuba from Spanish QB::.N_.. =” mm.M«

ich Spain had been willing to
inning the war—a war which Spain ha _ 8

émm:“-mana to avoid—the United States brought z.ﬁ _...?...Enma
Mc_umgw under an American protectorate and incidentally

1°-  annexed the Philippines, because, wnnoﬁmmm to wnmmanwe NMM
- Kinley, the Lord told him it was America’s duty “to educ

the Filipinos, and uplift and civilize and Christianize them,

| - and by God's grace do the very best we could by them, as our
g * fellowmen for whom Christ also died.”*

Isn't it interesting that the voice was the voice of Emmﬁ.on.,&

" but the words were those of Theodore Woﬂwmné_m. . en um

Cabot Lodge, and Admiral Mahan, those .._.Bmunnp ists o.

1898” who wanted America to have an empire _:wﬂ, _wanmwuw
"a bi _ like the United States ougnt to

'a big, powerful country . e oy Albert

mpire? The spirit of the times was exp .
wwhmwmn. soon thereafter to be elected to the United States

" " Senate, who proclaimed Americans to be "a conquering
. [

race”: “We must obey our blood and occupy snwa BW_.WM%

ad i " he said, because “In the Al
if necessary new lands, id, bec | .

MMM:S..E infinite plan . . . debased civilizatjons and decaying

i

The Arroganice. of Power .
races” must disappear “before the higher civilization of the
nobler and more virile types of man,”s

In 1914 all Europe went to war, ostensibly because the
heir to the Austrian throne had been assassinated at Sara-
jevo, but really because that murder became the symbolic
focus of the incredibly delicate sensibilities of the great
nations of Europe. The events of the summer of 1914 were
a melodrama of abnormal psychology: Austria had to humili--
ate Serbia in order not to be humiliated herself but Austria’s
effort at recovering self-esteem was profoundly humiliating
to Russia; Russia was allied to France, who had been feeling
generally humiliated since 1871, and Austria in turn was
allied to Germany, whose pride required that she support
Austria no matter how ‘insanely Austria behaved and who
may in any case have felt that it would be fun to give the
German-Army another swing down the Champs-flysées. For
these ennobling reasoris the world was plunged into a war
which took tens of millions of lives, precipitated the Russian
Revolution, and set in motion the events that led to another
world war, a war which took tens of millions more lives and
precipitated the worldwide revolutions of our time, revolu-
tions whose consequences are beyond the foresight of any of -
us now alive, "

The causes and consequences of war may have more to do
with pathology than with politics, more to do with irrational

pressures of pride and pain than with rational caleculations
of advantage and profit. There is a Washington story, per-
haps apocryphal, that the military intellectuals in the Penta-

. gon conducted an experiment in which they fed data derived

from the events of the summer of 1914 into a computer and
that, after weighing and digesting the evidence, the machine
assured its users that there was no danger of war. What this
“proves,” if anything, is that computlers are more ratjonal
than men; it also suggests that if there is a root cause of
human conflict and of the power drive of nations, it lies not
in etonomic aspirations, historical forces, or the workings of

7
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THE ARROGANCE OF POWER

the balance of power, but in the ordinary hopes and fears of
the human mind. : :

It has been said that buried in every woman’s secret soul is
a drum majorette; it might also be said that in all of our souls
there is 2 bit of the missionary. We all like telling people
what to do, which is perfectly all right except that most
people do not like being told what to do. 1 have given my
wife some splendid suggestions on household management
but she has been so consistently ungrateful for my advice that
I have stopped offering it. The phenomenocn is explained by
the Canadian psychiatrist and former Director-General of the
World Health Organization, Brock Chisholm, who writes:

Man's method of dealing with difficulties in the past
how they should

.

has always been to tell everyone else
behave. We've all been doing that [or centuries.-
. It should be clear by now that this no longer does any
- good. Everybody has by now been told by everybody else
how he should behave. . . . The criticism is not effective;

it never has been, and it never is going to be, . . 4

Ineffective though it has been, the giving—and enforce-
ment—of all this unsolicited advice hias at least until recently
been compatible with the survival of the human race. Man
is now, however, for the first time, in a situation in which
the survival of his species is in jeopardy. Other forms of life
have been endangered and many destroyed by changes in
their natural environment; man js menaced by a change of
e himself has wrought by the invention
Our power to kill
new situation

environment which h
of nuclear weapons and ballistic missiles.
has become universal, creating a radically
-which, if we are to survive, requires us to adopt some radically
new attitudes about the giving and enforcement of advice
and in general about human and international relations.

:""..... The enormity of the danger of extinction of our species is

dulled by the frequency with which it is stated, as if a familiar

threat of catastrophe were no threat at all. We seem to feel
somehow that beeause the hydrogen bomb has not killed us

A

)

The Arrogance of Power

MMM “w“ never going to kill us. This is a dangerous assump-
because it encourages the retention of traditiona! atti-

.. tudes about world politics when our responsibility, in Dr

nwarcwa.m words, is nothing less than “to re-examine all of
the u:_mﬁ_au of our ancestors and to select from those unm
ﬁwn—am.nisma which we, on our own authority in these 38:“
circumstances, with our knowledge, recognize as still ﬂn._ i
this new kind of world. . , .”s H velidin
,ﬁ% attitude above all others which I feel sure is :.o longer
Mm_a is the arrogance of power, the tendency of great nations
© equate power with virtue and major responsibilities with
a ::_402& mission. The dilemmas involved are pre-eminentl
American dilemmas, not because America has i..mmw._._ .
that others do not have but because America is _uosnuwr_mgm
no nation has ever been before, and the discrepancy gnsnmﬁ
Mﬂ. power and the power of others appears to be Mss.nm“?wa
: MM n::. r@vn.mﬁﬁ America, with her vast resources a:a.
_ onn..m:n traditions, with her diverse and creative ul
tion, will find the wisdom to match her power; but %M : can
rm..n:w be confident because the wisdom 3&5..,2_ is anw ;
wisdom than any great nation has ever shown before. Hmﬂa. l_.””
be 3@3&. as Dr, Chisholm says, in the re-examination of “all-
of the attitudes of our ancestors.” ol

nzgﬂw.ﬂ to assess the attitudes of Americans toward other
_uao_m es and some of the effects of America's power on small
countries whom she has tried to help.

Innocents Abroad

whﬁ.nxn are signs of the arrogance of power in the way
ericans act when they go to foreign countries. Foreigners

Mﬂamﬂ._asnm_w comment on the contrast between the behavior
mericans at home and abroad: in our own country, they
- . !

s 92

*

It is a tall order. Perhaps one can begin to fill it by an
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THE ARRUGANCE OF POWER

p i as we get
o ..ﬁw we are hospitable and considerate, but as soon 1w uﬂn&
. a:mmm.u our own borders something seems to mﬁa .E us and
3 wherever we are we become noisy and amaﬂw Hﬂ and we

_ i _ 3 ri

'+ gtrut around as if we owned ﬁrowm.mmnm..n , .Hﬁ.rM British uied to
7 duri he war that the trouble with ..
! gay during the Yanks was that
: qu were “overpaid, oversexed, and over here, g
m». =
]
:
H

i i v i Dite el ermaenibtery e

i i - irport
recent vacation in Mexico, 1 noticed in a me__.Si“_. nﬂwﬂu:.a
two groups of students on holiday, one group .?Mm ’ .inn_m

" other American. The Japanese were zmsz.w dresse msa e
talking and laughing in a manner that neither annoye a Nn
aﬂ& Mon particularly called attention to ...\_:QBMa?Q.?Q :_.
>§n_m_om=m.. on the other hand, were 9%2.::.@ themse _:a. -
w.non%moco:a and offensive manner, stamping mmn:” N ing

ting in sl inking beer, and st

! waiting room in sloppy clothes, a::_”a g » and |

* to each other as if no one else ianw t s«“.goaan e

, is ki _ rtunately, .

his kind of scene, unfor . . jiar In

. .S“.r parts of the world, 1 do not wish to exaggerate its Mmﬂ
“ . - “ o s

S I ammnwsno. but I have the feeling that just as m:w_.mm. M.M Dnee

. uoBmEm_sm gpecial about being 2 wron__.m_wu o.”. ww v“nmh“‘_ rd or o

is now something about the consc

", Englishman, there is no . conscioutnen

| ei ‘ 1, something about th _

g £ being an Americati abroad, som h s

. ‘.Ma% ommun_onmmsm to the biggest, richest country _Ecaﬂa ““.M E..

AN that encourages people who are vﬁmma":.‘ wel w.a M n_mn._w

v ‘home to become boorish when they are In some o q_.a ._59,,

3 country and to treat the local citizens as if they we

f En 3 .

ﬂ. n F -

it really there, : . v

(o _,. Ow..n reason Americans abroad may act as though they "o

¥

¥

.>33,m.
i the i i es they very nearly do
i the place” is that in many plac y very T ey

¥ i dominate large segments

“~§. can companies may do
§
¢

s -

i n
economy; American products are advertised ME EM__UOMMW nw M
. . i ] sn
i in indows; American hotels an .

displayed in shop win P A ot Coreian inflo
: yai t American tourists rrom

are available to protec . . e
erice: American soldiers may be stationed in the nocs_ﬁ__.wimnn
J n<n=. if they are not, the population are Ewwmw: ,“er aware
‘ that their very survival depends on the wisdom

America uses her immense military power.

Tt

10

-head relates how the Tahitians and the Australian abori

The Arrogance of Power
~1 think that when any American gods abroad, he carries an
unconscious knowledge of all this power with him and it
affects his behavior, just as it once affectec! the behaviot of
Greeks and Romans, of Spaniards, Germans, and Englishmen,
in the brief high ncons of their respective ascendancies. It
was the arrogance of their power that led nineteenth-century
Englishmen to suppose that il they shouted at a foreigner
loud enough in English he was bound to understand, or that
now leads Americans to behave like Mark Twain's “innocents
abroad,” who reported on their travels in Europe that

'The people of those foreign countries are very, very
ignorant. They looked curiously at the costumes we had
brought from the wilds of America. They observed that
we talked loudly at table sometimes. . . . In Paris they just
simply opened their eyes and stared when we spoke to
them in French! We never did succeed in making these
idiots understand their. own language.t

|

The Fatal Impact

Rellecting on his voyages to Polynesia in the late eighteenth -
century, Gaptain Cook later wrote that “It would have been *

better for these people never to have known us.” In a book

on European explorations of the South Pacific, Alan Moore.

gines

. were corrupted by the white man's diseases, alcohol, firearms,

laws, and concepts of morality, by what Moorehead calls “the
long down-slide into Western civilization.” “The first mission.
dries to Tahiti, says Moorehead, were “determined to recreate
the island in the image of lower-middle-class Protestant Eng-
land. . .. They kept hammering away at the Tahitian way of '
life until it crumbled before them, and within two decades
they had achieved precisely what they set out to do.”" It is
said that the first missionaries to Hawaii went for the purpose
of explaining to the Polynesians that it was sinful to work on

L & B
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THE ARROGANCE OF POWER

y to discover that ma.,.ro% bountiful islands no-

. Even when acting with the best of intentions, Americans,

© " like other Western peoples who have carried their civilizations
" abroad, have had something of the same “fatal impact” on

smaller nations that European explorers had on the Tahitians
and the native. Australians. We have not harmed people
because we wished to; on the contrary, more often than not
we have wanied to help people and, in some very impottant
respects, we have helped them. Americans have brought medi-
cine and education, manufactures and modern techniques to
many places in the world; but they have also brought them-
selves and the condescending attitucles of a people whose very
success breeds disdain for other cultures. Bringing power
without understanding, Americans as well as Europeans have
had a devastating effect in less advanced areas of the world;
without knowing they were doing it, they have shattered
traditional societies, disrupted [ragile economies and under-
mined - peoples’ self-confidence by the invidious example of
their own power and efficiency. They have done this in many
instances simply by being big and strong, by giving good
advice, by intruding on people who have not wanted them
but could not resist them.
The missionary instinct scems to run deep in human na-
ture, and the bigger and stronger and richer we are, the more
we {eel suited to the missionary task, the more indeed we

1. - consider it our duty. Dr. Chisholm relates the story of an emi-

nent cleric who had been proselyting the Eskimos and said:

“you know, for years we couldn’t
Eskimos at all; they didn't have any sin. We had to teach

them sin for years before we could do anything with them.”8
1 am reminded of the three Boy Scouts who reported to their
scoutmaster that as their good deed for the day they had

helped an old lady to cross the street.
“That's fine,” said the scoutmaster,

three of you?”

“but why did it take

do anything with those

The \hi,om.aana of Power

..u.;ﬂﬁu?: they explained, *she didn't want to go.”

o he good a_aa.m above all others that Americans feel quali-
i to Jn.,mo.m.n_ is the teaching of democracy. Let us consider
e results of so ican good deeds i i |
the resals me American deeds in various parts of

Over the years since President M
O : ‘ onroe proclaimed hi
.Mwomn““o. Latin Americans have had the w»%mnnmmnu .hm
nit mnﬁa_.nﬁn__mm_o in fiscal responsibility, in collective
Mnnz..f. m:_a. in the techniques of democracy. If they have
HMMH _._nwwnn _:._ any of these fields, the thought presents itself
at the fault may li : ith tl
il may lie as much with the teacher as with the
, Sw.:ns ?_&Km.: Theodore Roosevelt announced his “corol-
ﬂQ to the Monroe Doctrine in 1905, he solemnly declared”
¢ wﬂ he ...mms_.%a the future interventions thus sanctified as a
c.aus azm_ s:....m%o:___muz:«: and an obligation to “inter-
national equity. . Not once, so far as 1 know, has the United
States Hmm&& itself as intervening in a Latin American
country for selfish or unworthy motives—a view not neces-
sarily shared, however, by the beneficiaries. Whatever reassur-
ance the purity of our motives may give must be shaken a
“”WMM wﬂ the Eo:ﬁ: that probably no country in human
ry has ever intervened in another exce : ives i
et except for motives it
For all our noble intentions, the countries which have had
Maa of En.::a_smn in democracy by United States Marines
ave not been particularly democratic. These include Haiti
ME&_» is under 2 U.Ena_ and superstitious dictatorship; Em
ominican whﬁzwrp which languished under the brutal
Trujillo dictatorship for thirty years and whose second elected
mwgnnaaﬁ since the overthrow of Trujillo is threatened
ike the first, by .&a power of a military oligarchy; and cm.
”MWMn %:v? ._z:“_n? as no one needs to be reminded, has
laced its traditional right-wing dictatorshi it
communist dictatorship. § diemonbips with 2
Maybe, in the light of this extraordinary record of ac-

Y - B
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.. complishment, it is time for us to reconsider oE_. Ewnw_nmm '
{1 methods. Maybe we are not really cut out for the .ﬁom o...
" spreading the gospel of democracy. Maybe it would profit u
10 concentrate on our own democracy instead of trying HS_
inflict our particular version of it on all p.ro..wa ::m..mnm.:.
Latin Americans who stubbornly oppose :.8:. North Ameri-
can benefactors instead of the “real” enemies ,.zro_ﬁ we :me.m
so graciously chosen for them. And Bu&gl..?z BE&@I.W
we left our neighbors to make their own judgments and their
own mistakes, and confined our assistance to matters of eco-
nomics and technology instead of philosophy, E.M&_u.n then
they would begin to find the %Bn.vngnv. m_:_ the Em.,EQ __.M_mm
have largely eluded them, and we in turn might begin to hn
the love and gratitude that we seem to crave. .
. Korea is another example. We went to war in _mm_o. to
- defend South Korea against the Nnmmmss.m:m.?qﬂ_ um.mnam.os
of North Korea. 1 think that American intervention was
justified and necessary: we were defending a country that
clearly wanted to be defended, whose army was s__zﬂ_m@.no
fight and fought well, and whose moa,mgam:.r thoug] pm.,.
tatorial, was patriotic and commanded the mavvwﬁ om. e
people. Throughout the war, however, mru United mﬂﬁm
emphasized as one of its war aims the umj.:.m_ .om 2_.5 Repu
lic of Korea as a “free ‘society,” something s._:_n_.,. it was not
then and is not now. We lost 33,620 American —:wa.a in that
war and have since spent §5.61 billion on direct nwz.:u_,w and
economic aid and a great deal more on indirect .m& to mozm_..
Korea. The country, nonetheless, remained until .nn.nmﬁ._w in
a condition of virtual economic stagnation w:& political insta-
bility. Only now is economic progress being made, _E”r the
truly surprising fact is that having fought a war for three
years to defend the freedom of South Korea, most Americans
quickly, lost interest in the state of the ward for whom they
had sacrificed so much. It is doubtful that more than a rm_.:m.
ful of Americans now know or care whether South Korea is

a “free society.”

« 14
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.- We are now n:mwm..&. in a war to .dnmnwa.?n&oa.. in

South Vietnam. Unlike the Republic of Korea, South Viet.

nam has an army which fights without notable success and a

weak, &,Q&oam_ government which does not command the

loyalty of the South Vietnamese people. The official war aims
of the United States government, as 1 understand them, are
to defeat what is regarded as North Vietnamese aggression, to
demonstrate the futility of what the communists call “wars of
national liberation,” and to create conditions under which
the South Vietnamese people will be able freely to determine

their own future, . .

I have not ihe slightest doubt of the sincerity of the Presi-
dent and the Vice-President and the Secretaries of State and
Defense in propounding these aims, What 1 do doubt, and
doubt very much, is the ability of the United States to achieve
these aims by the raeans being used. I do not question the
power of our weapons and the efficiency of our logistics; I can-
not say these things delight me as they seem to delight some
of our officials, but they are certainly impressive. What I do
question is the ability of the United States or any other West-
ern nation to go into a small, alien, undeveloped Asian nation
and create stability where there is ¢haos, the will to Aght
where there is defeatism, democracy where there is no tradi-
tion of it, and honest government where corruption is almost
a way of life. C
* In the spring of 1966 demonstrators in Saigon burned
American jeeps, tried to assault American soldiers, and
marched through the streets shouting “Down with American
imperialists,” while a Buddhist leader made a speech equat-
ing the United States with the communists as a threat to

it South Vietnamese independence. Most Americans are under.

standably shocked and angered to encounter expressions of
hostility from people who would long since have been under
the rule of the Viet Cong but for the sacrifice of American
lives and money. Why, we may ask, are they so shockingly
ungrateful? Surely they must know that their very right to

s 15 1
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*t parade and protest and demonstrate depends on the Ameri-

cans who are defending them.
The answer, 1 think, is that “fatal impact” of the rich and

strong on the poor and weak. Dependent on it though the

Vietnamese are, American strength is a reproach to their

! Ameri-
can success a reminder of their failures. What they resent is
the disruptive effect of our strong culture upon their fragile
one, an effect which we can no more avoid having than a man
can help being bigger than a child. What they fear, 1 think
rightly, is that traditional Vietnamese society cannot survive
the American economic and cultural impact.

The evidence of that “fatal impact” is seen in the daily life
of Saigon. A New York Times correspondent reported-—and
his information matches that of other observers on the scene
_—that many Vietnamese find it necessary to put their wives
or daughters to work as bar girls or to peddle them to Ameri-

can soldiers as mistresses; that it is not unusual to hear 2
has committed suicide out of -
. shame because his wife has been working as a bar girl; that

Vietnamese have trouble getting taxicabs because drivers will

not stop for them, preferring to pick up American soldiers

,who will pay outrageous fares without complaint; that as a

- result of the American influx bar girls, prostitutes, pimps, bar

© wners, and taxi drivers have risen to the higher levels of the
economic pyramid; that rmiddle-class Vietnamese families have
difficulty renting homes because Americans have driven the
rents beyond their reach, and some Vietnamese families have
actually been evicted from houses and apartments by land-,
lords who prefer to'rent to the affluent Americans; that Viet-

"~ pamese civil servants, junior army officers, and enlisted men
 are unable to support their families because of the inflation
generated by American spending and the purchasing power

.of the G.ls. One Vietnamese explained to the New York

Times reporter that “Any time legions of prosperous white
men descend on a rudimentary Asian society, you are bound
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to_have trouble.” A
Ja " Another said: “We Vi
what A e vietnamese are som
s at you shouldn’ i )
you." y dn't be surprised that we don’t like
Sinc it i .
n_u.ao_mm Mm ,M.ozw h it is, the American effort to build the foun
_ eedom in South Vietnam is th i X
vite dif . s thus having an effec
qulie different from the one intended. “All this Siragling
e | m:m to make the world better is a great szmram.m«m.m
) __,,,Mn Mgma Shaw, “not because it isn’t a good _&.5 _
?wrssmﬂ_”nm s._u.w_n- if you know how to do it, but because mmm“.o
i rruggling is the wo e
anything."e T8t way you could set about doing
On e auch th
o owm JNMMMW ?.5 qu% the American commitment to Viet
¢ _ 15 also a commitmen i )
the t | | t to American pri
we ,MMMMH ° _z:_a become part of the same package v%mmm
Mty ; ut the m._.m&.ua of South Vietham, we may b
o amm about _.,o_s disagreeable it would be to accept wo ~ e
pride SM___.J% m@ﬁ.n tory: we may be thinking about how oﬁ”
o :. be injured if we settled for less than we set out
ot _M,m. sm may be thinking about our reputation »azm
. . wer, fearing that a com i
- . romise se .
3 mr.x_an us before the £2£..Bm~§:% us as a umn.“.aﬂ.ﬁ”n io__:m
g, s,m A m%mﬁ:ﬁ courage and determination R poople
1#]5 N 3 '
o Mm »aug. are as nonsensical as their opposite, the presum
E ', - " - ’ v ] ~
§  richest Lﬁég& mission. They are simply unworthy of e
_acﬁ_n. o voswmm:r most productive, and best educated
the workl, One can unde _
! . rstand an un ‘omi
ing a . COmPro:
rowE nwwﬂan %: the part of %.__nr countries as China or W““W.
amount N been struck low'in this century and a certain
their ..:H_U mm. rogance may be helpful to them in 385_.:,_.:
A c—.—mnnm s €. Itis BCO.T less ganwn.ﬂ—._ms.«:w_ﬂ on n—ﬁﬁ muﬁ.ﬂn of nw-w.
i s ﬁm:mI nation whose modern history has been ;
i now %MM_,M__ HMMEE& chronicle of success, a nation which M:
_ so sure of its own pow | o
er as to be capable of
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" nlore respect to be won in the_ opinion of the world by d
E-. “fesolute and courageous liquidation of unsound positions

', -ising objectives.” !

‘% The cause of our difficulties in Southeast Asia is not a defi- -
. ciency of power but an excess of the wrong kind of power,
© - which results in a feeling of impotence when it fails to achieve
4.7/ its desired ends. We are still acting like Boy Scouts dragging
75 reluctant old ladies across streets they do not want to cross.
0t We are trying to remake Vietnamese society, a task which
: certainly cannot be accomplished by force and which prob-
4i - ably cannot be accomplished by any means available to out-
Hi'' . siders. The objective may be desirable, but it is not feasiblé.
My -0 As Shaw said: “Religion is a great force—the only real motive
. ¢ force in the world; but what you fellows don’t understand is
; * that you must get at a man through his own religion and not

: through yours.”12

LT

than in the most stubborn pursuit of extravagant or unprdm- +

~ With the best intentions in the world the United States has .

17, "involved itself deeply in the affairs of developing nations in

Asia and Latin America, practicing what has been called a
' kind of “welfare imperfalism.”
i - advancement of development and democracy, to which end

it has been thought necessary to destroy ancient and unpro-
- ductive modes of life. In this latter Function we have been
successful, perhaps more successful than we know. Bringing
. gkills and knowledge, money and resources in amounts hith-
erto unknown in traditional societies, the Americans have
_overcome indigenous groups and interests and become the
dominant force in a number of countries.
‘bumbling, wasteful, and incompetent, as critics have charged,

1" to.change in ancient but [ragile cultures.
i Here, however, our

: 18 ¢

Our honest purpose is the.

Far from being

American government officials, technicians, and economists ;3
have been strikingly successful in breaking down the barriers '

success ends. Traditional rulers, in-
stitutions, and ways of life have crumbled under the fatal '3
_impact of American wealth and power but they have not been 1§

A ..ﬂma‘\m&.oma:qm of Powet - -+ ¢
"+ replaced by new institutions and nes lite
P . 1d new ways of life, no
”._“M,..n ﬂ.w_smn_oﬁw ushered in an era of democracy and %MM_”W .
. It has rather ushered in an era of disord _
men ! er and denoral.
lzation because in the course of destroying old ways of A_me_m

 thi '
w&_m.m”. we ”m,n m_mw destroyed the self-confidence and self-
ce without which no society can build indigenous insti-

.‘ . ."cﬂhl . .. -
ons. Inspiring as we have such great awe of our efficiency

a )
mmﬁ“«ﬂmmzr, we :me.m reduced some of the intended benefici-
et M.E. mﬂwﬂﬂ«.& to a condition of dependency and self-
: ation. We have done this f -
or the most part i
ently: with every good i i P on tructe
intention we have intruded on fragi
enely: . . ded on fragile
eties, and our intrusion, though successful in :?do%:m

b traditional ways of life, has been strikingly unsuccessful in

implanting the democracy and advancing the development

g . which are the ho i _ .
& honest aims of our “welfare imperialism.”

American Empire or American Example?

A
s

. -~ D i v
’

..Eano:uam_:maa«_..
...w . _uossimno_.n:uirc_mﬁim
m Mu:mﬁwm. S>§m~mn§a§_a_~mHﬂEE:M_u ”“”“s 3_8
ki mmnm.?u::rm%ﬁaom::? ... Smo_:_w
b | eads of anclent R . ersal responsibility turned the
3 _ nans an nineteenth-century British
_ “he Daily Telegraph, wrote wh
Cheer for American Imperiali ’ ¢ what he called "A
_ mperialism.”13 An empire, he said, *
no justification except its own exi pire, he said, "has
e existence.” It must neve -
- ”.“””rm: wastes treasure and life”; its commitments ﬂwﬂmwsnw“
B riyme or reason.” Nonethel i . s
“American emuire” & uni ess, according to Fairlie, the
o fire” is uniquely benevoient, devoted as i
,”“MSQE..H liberty and the rule of law, and having wwwm”w”“n»m
. wn__.m m.u«.»“_nam na. getting the author released from a Yugoslav
imply by his threatening to involve the American Consul

” 3 ‘a serbice which he n—nmg.m_uﬂ« as “sublime.”
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What romantic nonsense this is. And what dangerous

e age of nuclear weapons. The idea of an

nonsense in th
“American empire” might be dismissed as the arrant imagin-

ing of a British Gunga Din except that it surely strikes 2
rd in at least a corncr ol the usually sensible
metican mind. It calls to mind the slogans of
the shot fired at Concord being heard ‘round
the world, about “manifest destiny” and “making the world
safe for democracy,” and the demand for *unconditional
surrender” in World War 1. It calls to mind’ President
McKinley taking counsel with the Supreme Being about his
duty to the benighted Filipinos.
The :Enuamzmm.om.omczr..bao: Trust,” as Mark Twain
talled it, may have been 2 “Daisy” in\its day, uplifting for
the soul and good for business besicles, but ils day is past. It
is past because the great majority of the human race is de-
manding dignity and independence, not the honor of a supine
role in an American empire. It is past because whatever claim
America may make for the universal domain of her ileas and
values is balanced by the cormmunist counter-claim, armed
like our own with nuclear weapons. And, most of ail, it is
past because it never should have begun, because we are not
God's chosen saviour of mankind but only one of mankind's
more successful and fortunate branches, endowed by our Cre-
ator with about the same capacity for good and evil, no more
or less, than the rest of humanity.
: An excessive preoccupition with
. long period
gance; it is a d

nﬁvo:m?m cho
and humane A
the past about

forcign rclations over 2

rain on the power that gave rise to it, because

it diverts a nation from the sources of its strength, which are -
in its domestic life. A nation immersed in foreign affairs is -

its capital, human as well as material; sooner or
later that capital must be rencwed by some diversion of
creative cnergies from foreign to domestic pursuits. 1 would
doubt that any nation has achieved a durable greatness by
“strong” loreign policy, hut many have been

expending

.

conducting
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of time is more than 2 imanifestation of arro-
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ruined . .
while »mw#ﬂvsﬂ%ﬂw their energies in foreign adventures
United mhﬁama . :maga«zn bases to deteriorate. The .
century, not vansznnmmm as 2 world power in the twentieth
but because it _::wo of what it m:.n. done in foreign relations
the North Amerion spent. the nineteenth century developing
Turkish empires ::oom::u..:n ww contrast, the Austrian and
part bacause the Momn_:._& in the twentieth century in large
ment and Q.m»aw.ﬁ_w 20 long neglected their internal develop-
If America has o |
believe she rsaf...m service to perform in the world—and I
example, In our it is in large part the service of her own
i e o excessive ”_m..eww_ﬁﬁn:" in the affairs of other
our own »uaouu,?o z_“on only living off our assets and denying
are also %.51: :.a ?.ow% enjoyment of their resources, we
ing its maaa_cgmﬂ .w world the example of a [ree society enjoy-
nation that as 0 the fullest, This is regrettable indeed for a
because, as ma%””«ﬁ_ N:”M”nw Mﬂwaﬁ..mnw to other nations,
Em%”m:nr. mmi they will _aa,.:s nm :MxMHw._m.__waEn school of
o hdonee, In bn_mnmw .3.&2. than an excess of national self-
nonmn_m:na. A _.:_m_..pn.au case the evidence of a lack of self-
surance, our nag E%M&nwn need for constant proof and reas-
confusion snm%mm_:m. o nom. popularity, our bitterness and
and good F.S::omg_ﬂ:nwm. fail to appreciate our generosity
sions of our own % “sacking an appreciation of the dimen-
and distuptive mﬁvosa.,. we fail to understand our enormous
that no matter rowxnn on the «.qon_n_“ we [ail to understand
most cases, annm:Himmwﬁw“rmﬂw””nﬁ:ww?!mnn they are, In
the v i ations are alarmed
cm:?.w_wsmnﬂ_.mwwﬂﬂcwﬂ n%nw great power, which, whatever Ww
lessness before It elp but remind them of their own help-

Those who lack self-assurance are also likely to Jack magna

* The servi
: ices America can perf.
of her s periorm in the world--othe
own example—are discussed in Chapter 11 ther than that

: 21
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** . nimity, because the one is the condition of the other. Only a
", hation at peace with itself, with its transgressions as well as
its achievements, is capable of a generous understanding of
others. Only when we Americans can acknowledge our own
) past aggressive behavior—in such instances, fot example, as
. ‘the Indian wars and the wars against Mexico and Spain—
:: . will we acquire some perspective on the aggressive behavior
of others; only when we can understand the human implica-
tions of the chasm between American afMuence and the pov-
erty of most of the rest of mankind will we be able to under-
stand why the Americah “way of life” which is so dear to us
has few lessons and limited appeal to the povertystricken

. majority of the human race. .
L. . It is a curiosity of human nature that lack of self-assurance
- seems to breed an exaggerated sense of power and mission.
w_ When a nation is very powerful but lacking in self-confidence,
, it is likely to behave in a manner dangerous to itself and to
.~ i others. Feeling the need to prove what is obvious to everyone
. else, it begins to confuse great power with unlimited power
and great responsibility with total ..o«vosa:u:m&" it can admit .
of no etror; it must win every argument, no matter how triv-
jal.. For lack of an appreciation of how truly powerful it is, !
the nation begins to lose wisdom and perspective and, with
them, the strength and understanding that it takes to be mag- .
nanimous to smaller and weaker nations.
. Gradually but unmistakably America is showing signs of ;
that arrogance of power which has afflicted, weakened, and
in some cases destroyed great nations in the past.. In so doing
we are not living up to our capacity and promise as a civilized.
example for the world. The measure of our falling short is
the measure of the patriot’s duty of dissent. .

: Partl :

THE
HIGHER
PATRIOTISM

- TR FREL

What do we mean by patriotism in the con-
lext of our times? . . . A pairiotism that puis
country ahead of self; a patriotism which is nol
short, fremzied outbursts of emotion, but the
tranquil and steady dedication of a lifetime.
.u.sn.wn .&..a words that are easy to utter, but this
i a mighty assignment. For il is often easier to
fight for principles than to live up to them
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