
r:ttlicnl niysticism ivliich finds its outlets in political 
rcz\dutions. That something like this has been hap- 
pwing seems to me evident. \\’hat it ultimately means 
is that our politics a i d  our c~coiio~iiics will be pre- 
\*cntcd from performing their naturd tasks because 
they Iiecoine infriscd with tlic tlieological and religious 
unccJrt;iintic,s nnd cmthusiiisms of :I pc,ople that has no 
l o n g c ~  a religious rcnliziition nl)out the limits of ni;m 
m d  of his cartlily lifc. I n  tlic c w l .  then, politics is not 
:I spirituality, but it cannot survi\rc withoat one. 

\ M i a t  is herclsy in  our tradition is that xvcb citn dls- 
c“w our spirituiil reality m t l  justification iii politicd 
iiiovcviivnts dcsignvd to transform tlie world. \\‘lint is 
oi.tlio(los is tha t  t l iv \vorld is ;I placc for maii  and that 

it can be made into a better place for him and his 
fellows. In  other words, paradoxically, the political 
and spiritual dignity of man is safer and more valid 
wlien there is some injustice and inefficiency, and even 
corruption in the human city. The only real nlterna- 
tivc to this is the advent of the “holy city” on earth. 
There arc’ ninny of our contemporaries who are pro- 
phesying that it is about to come through their new- 
found politicnl vision. On the Via Lattea, on the 
pilgrimngc to Compostc4la, this too is one of the 
hcrcsic>s: ‘ ‘Q~iod Iiotuo l~otest ita fitidem beatititdinem 
seciintliiiri oiiiiicni gradrim perfectionis in praesenti 
(isscqiii, sicut ecim in uita o1itincl)it beata” ( Denziger, 
#SSS). I wondcbr if  13uiiucl remembered to quote it. 

VIETNAM - - AND BEYOND iiiistakcn iiiipression of President Kennedy’s \veakncss 
\vliicli led Klirushchcv to precipitatc the Cuban missile 
crisis. Hc, wunts to u\.oi<l similar miscalculations at 
prcscnt, ; i l id  liis Cainhodian venturc. Wi\s in part de- 
signcrl to acliievca this obviously important objective. 
Inforincd students of contemporary history should 

.ui idr~~t ; ind this. although university students who are 
igiioraiit of thci niiture of iiitc~rnatioiial politics and 
forchign policy of C O I I ~ S C ’  don’t gct the point. 

a 

Sliortlj. aftcr the srcond world war, Herbert Agar 
wrote. in his Price of Potcer that “America’s long pre- 
scnw1 \.irginity of mind has at  last been deflowered 
by thci fitcts of international life.” It is apparent from 
thc histor), of tlie cold war that a large number of 
ntlults :IS \vc~I l  a s  young people today have not in 
fact lost thrir illusions. Senator Fulbright continues 
on liis hizarre p i t h ,  Scnator .\Iansfield wins majority 
support i n  the Scwiite for it rc>solution calling for ;i 
substantial rcduction in American force? in Western 
Erirope. 0tlic.r c~xumples ;il)ound :it present. Old 
myths prrsist in tlie facc of old realities of interna- 
tional politics. It is possible that the Victnamization 
guml)lc \vill fiiil ,  and Indochina will be taken over by 
I Ianoi. This \vould result in more “xwrs of liberation” 
in that area mid elscwhcrc in the Third world.  It is 
possil~lc that thc) American pc~ople, regardlc3ss of the 
outcome in Indochina, will move irrationally to a gen- 
eral withdrawn1 from international responsibility. 
IVorst of all, though less likely, Sloscow and/or Peking 
could liiitke a miijor miscalculation which \vould re- 
sult in  gcmcrnl disaster for all mankind. 



With so much attention and deference being given 
to public opinion in general and student opinion in 
particular these days, it is perhaps worth recalling 
what IValter Lippmann said in his Prrblic Pliilosophy: 
“The unhappy truth is that the prewiling public opin- 
ion has been destructively wrong :it the criticid junc- 
tures. The people have imposed a veto upon the 
judgment of informed and responsible officials. They 
have compelled the governments, which usunlly knew 
what would have been wiser, or was necessary, or 
was more expedient, to be too late with too littlcl. or 
too long with too much, too pacifist in peace and too 
bellicose in war, too neutralist or appeasing in ncgo- 
tiation or too inpansigent. l l a s s  opinion has acquired 
mounting power in this century. I t  has shown itself 
to be a dangerous mister of decisions when the stakes 
are life and death.” 

Lippmann continued, “Thcre is no mystery about 
why there is such a tendency for popular opinion to 
be wrong in judging war and peace. Striltegic ;uid 
diplomatic decisions call foi a kind of knowleclgc- 
not to speak of an rsperience and a srasoned judgment 
--which cannot be Iiad by glnncing at  newspapers. 
listening to snatches of radio comment, watching poli- 
ticians perform on television, hearing occasional lec- 
tures, and reading a few books. I t  would not bo 
enough to niilkc a nian competent to decide whether 
to amputate a leg. and it is not enough to qualify 
him to choose w i r  or peace, to arni or not to nrm, to 
intervene or to withdraw, to fight on or to negotiate.” 

Even if one thinks there is a large nirasure of truth 
in Lippniann’s assessment, pu1)lic opinion in America 
will determine whether th rw will or will not be a 
significantly lower llnitcd States profile after Viet- 
nam. Hopefully, President Sison will stick to his 
stnted dc+ermination to see Vietnamization through 
regardless of his political fate. Hopefully, lir will 
not reduce the American presence in \Vestern Europe, 
.4si:t iind elscwhcw prior to other allied and rieutrnl 
nations iiio\*ing to fill thr  \’aciiums of powc.r which 
such an American withdrawal would crentca. Hope- 
fully, tllc Congress will not engage in miijor surgery 
on needed military, foreign aid rind other progrnms in 
cwiotionnl over-rrnction to the trauma and mistnkcs 
of \’ic t nam--and to the C ambo& nn \wi t tire. 

0 

It  has often l ~ c ~ > n  siiid that thc1 grcatest dangcr 
from the Vietnam tragedy i s  to thch confidencr of the 
American people in their system. Somc, like \\’illiain 
Sliirrr, hnve even. conipnred the di\+ions in Amvricn 
today to those which led to the downfall of the French 
Third Republic in  1910. Surely this is an csaniple of 
n false analogy. America’s democratic tradition is 

much more dec$y rooted; Aniericu lacks tlie threat 
froni the radical Lcft and radical Right which plagued 
the Third Republic in the 1920’s and especially in thc 
1930’s; most peoplv in this country, despite Vietn:iii~, 
rncial discord, riots ct ill, demonstrate at clcctions and 
in opinion polls mid in  thcir daily livcs tliiit, unlikc 
some intellectual Cassmdrns, they arc’ not about to 
abandon deniocracy in tlw present period of tumult. 
-4s for the young, they are getting older cwary d a y .  
Even IIOW, tlie v a t  majority of students arc’ pro- 
democratic, although naivc about the possibility of 
co mplc t el y c,lini in a t in  g t hc, gap 1)c t \ v c ~ n  idciil s and 
practice. 

The greatest d:inger stcwniing from thc Victn,im 
fiasco is to the future steadiness nnd responsibility of 
American foreign policy. The cold w x  tincl Have 
Have Not conflicts continue unabated. The. prospccts 
for a stronger United Nations and more c4c~cti\-c in- 
ternational law remain dim in light of the facts ot 
international politics. “How long, oh Lord, how 
long!”: ;is long ;is e\~idcncc and rntional annlysis dic- 
tatcl the continuin!: need for a significant Amcric,ui 
prcwnce in world affairs. The bnsic altern:iti\vs of 
c.ithc>r surrcndcr on tliv instnllmc~nt plan or ;I nuclc;ir 
1ioloc:iust ;ire unthinkable. 

in the magazines. . . 
(Contiiirred from p .  2 )  

Ask- me- ano t her d c p r  t in en t : 
“.\is. Spivmk: Air. Ainbcisstidor, i i i i i ! ~  I nsk yo11 ti 

(1 r r c s t  io ti.? Tli crc UI*C iiici t i  st 11 t l o i  t s  I ch o it is is I tli (i t 
r c l i c ~ t l i c ~  Ctr rribotliil is (I S ~ I C C ~ S S  or fiiilirrc has tiotliitig 
to (lo with the iss i re;  tltcit it icm inorall!/ icrong for 11s to 
go into Canibotlici. H o w  do yo11 c i t i i ~ c r  such s t d c > t i t s ?  

“Ainbassiidor Hunkcr: \\‘ell, this is a matter, I sup- 
pose, of opinion. I don’t think it w;is morally wrong 
to go into Caniliodia. .Iftc>r ;ill, Cnmbotlia is a ncutral 
country, supposcdly, \vhose ncwtrnlity had bccn \.io- 
1;itccl for the last five ycws. The Cnmbodinn C.o\wn- 
mcnt NYIS tr\.ing to rci-establish neutrality. trying to 
gcbt thc North Vietnamesc out-unsuccessfully. A s  a 
innttcr of fact, I think i t  is an understood principlc of 
intcrnational law that a country who is neutral is 
I,ound to try, when its ncwtrality is violntcd, to get 
the \*ioliltor out. If it cannot do so, the 1,elligercnt 
country who is thrcatcnrd by the violation of that 
nrutrality has the right to drfcnd itself.” ( From thc 
transcript of an interview with Ellsworth Bunker on 
SIX’S “ l lc~c t  the Press,” Xiiiy 10, a s  it iippeared in 
Thr~ Dcpnrtniciit of Stale Brrllctiti, June 1, 1970. ) 

PAlIPHILUS 


