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The “Dilemma of U.S. Power” is discussed by 
Reinhold Niebuhr in the November 25 issue of The 
New Leader. His essay concerns the predicament of 
a nation “with power of imperial proportions” which 
is dedicated to the principles of “anti-imperialism 
and self-determination,’’ but also committed to ”in- 
sur[ing] a strong anti-Communist policy.’’ 

T h e  question,” Niebuhr states, “is whether we can 
permanently sustain the triangle of imperial power, 
anti-imperialistic creed, and the dogma that demo- 
cracy is an available alternative for all nations, what- 
ever their cultural and technical achievements.” 

One step toward adjusting to this situation would 
be for the United States to come to ”regard an open 
and just society as the ultimate goal, rather than an 
immediate possibility, in seeking to aid others. Dem- 
ocracies derive their authority from the whole of 
the community. When the community is not suffici- 
ently integrated, the authority pf a democratic gov- 
ernment is not impressive. Hence the failure of some 
so-called democracies to make the military power 
subordinate to the civilian power.” 
In addition, “we must distinguish between re- 

pressive dictatorships that suppress all civil liberties 
and those that allow a measure of freedom. We must 
also distinguish between those dictatorships which 
are reversible and those which, like the Communist 
dictatorship, are not because they are dominated by 
an inflexible dogma. Nor ought we to equate aLl 
dictatorships with those dictatorships that aspire to 
create a new culture and civilization on the basis of 
the absurd belief that the institution of property is 
the root of all social evil.” 

Thus, by “ceasing to project democracy as a Uto- 
pian alternative to the version of Utopia represented 
by communism,” Niebuhr contends, “we can . . . eli- 
minate one side of the triangle of our predicament.” 
And, he continues, ”we would do well to eliminate 
the second side by dismantling the CIA as an in- 
strument of our imperial power and reducing its 
functions to pure intelligence. Its anti-Communist 
interference with other governments has often not 
only been unwise but has frequently been in con- 
tradiction to the main purposes of U.S. policy.” 

As for “our power of imperial proportions,” this 
is a fact with which we shall have to live for we 
cannot “divest ourselves -of the responsibilities we 
have as one of the two modem super-nations.” But, 
the author cautions, ”clearly we cannot exercise those 
responsibilities within the limits of past dogmas.” 

John Nuveen notes in “Foreign Aid Is Like an Ele- 
phant’’ (The Christian Century, November 27) that 
“the title of this article may not make much sense, 

but neither does much of the current debate on 
foreign aid.” He examines the yearly debate on the 
foreign aid budget to Congress and finds it charac- 
terized by the same distortion and lack of total vision 
which we encounter in the tale of the six blind men 
and the elephant. 

”What would make sense,” Nuveen writes, ”would 
be to debate whether we have properly diagnosed 
the ills of the world we are trying to cure with our 
foreign aid; whether economic and military aid is 
the best remedy; and whether we have the best 
possible organization and personnel to administer 
our programs.” 

He cites the example of the Marshall Plan where 
“spectacular results . , . in reviving the European 
economy and restoring free institutions obviously 
were possible only because there had been healthy 
economies which could be restored.” When we turn 
to the case of underdeveloped nations with their 
lack of “social and political foundations on which 
a modern industrial society can be built,” it should 
be obvious, Nuveen continues, that “programs for 
economic development are unrealistic unless they 
are preceded or accompanied by programs of social 
and political aid.” 

The author answers those. who object to such a 
program on the grounds that this constitutes inter- 
ference in the internal &airs of another country, by 
stating that “once we decide to give aid we have 
decided to interfere, and the only choice then is 
whether we interfere to support change or the status 
quo.” Those others “who attempt to rationalize OUT 
failure to have any but an economic policy on the 
theory that if we can help raise a country’s economic 
level, favorable social and .political changes will fol- 
low,” are termed “equivocators” by Nuveen who 
cites the failure of a number of attempts “to build 
n house on sand.” 

At an earlier date “our government invited the 
European nations to draw up plans for economic 
recovery as a condition to our giving aid. Similarly 
we should invite the underdeveloped nations to 
draw up plans of social and political change as a 
condition to our aiding in their economic develop- 
ment. Their lack of experience in such matters means 
that they must seek outside aid in drawing up such 
plans and that we must be prepared to suggest pro- 
grams and practical means of implementing them.” 

In other periodicals: 
“Nuclear Morality and Eschatological Realism,” by 

James W. Douglas, The Catholic Wurkl, December. 
Would Civilization Survive a Nuclear War?” by 

Gnus Pauling, The Minority of One, November. 
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