
A REVISIONIST PRESIDENT 
The policies which President Nixon has initiated in the last 
several months reveal him as an activist, an interventionist, 
a revisionist-and to an extent and in ways that neither his 
strongest supporters nor his most virulent critics would have 
predicted. 

The President’s earlier effort to describe his policies as 
revolutionary could be regarded as a misguided attempt to 
co-opt modish rhetoric; those earlier statements had cosmetic 
rather than substantive purpose. But Nixon’s overtures to 
China and his initiation of a new economic policy were bold 
and decisive actions whose total impact is yet to be fully 
assayed. What is already beyond doubt is that the effect of 
these policies will be massive and widespread; that they 
represent remarkable departures in both our domestic and 
our foreign policies; and that these policies and their conse- 
quences will play a large part in the presidential campaign 
next year. 

I t  may be, as many people argue, that China is a nation 
too massive to ignore, that it has been making steady prog- 
ress in its insinuation into world affairs, and that it was 
merely a matter of time before the United States and China 
changed the way in which they conducted their relations 
with each other. All this may be true, but it does not diminish 
the fact that hlr. Nixon’s announcement that he would look 
forward to a trip to China came as a shock to some Ameri- 
cans and a surprise to post .  I t  is not only, or even primarily, 
that we are still engaged in Southeast Asia in a war in which 
China and the United States are on opposin sides, nor that 

little direct political commerce for decades. The President’s 
announcement took most of us off guard because, on the 
basis of his past record, he seemed an unlikely instrument 
to transform our long-standing policy toward Communist 
China. He had, after all, gained much of his early political 
notoriety and power as a staunch, fervent “ti-Communist. 
Even a few years ago the assertion that Nixon, as President, 
would be the one to introduce a measure of amity into Sino- 
American relations would have brought a counter-charge 
that the speaker was certifiable. 

China is a Communist country with whic E we have had 
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And the public reaction to the new official attitude toward 
China? Those on the far right were outraged: If one couldn’t 
trust Nixon who could one trust? The young Maoists and 
their sympathizers were dismayed: Was Mao going to lose 
his revolutionary purity and deal with the reactionary im- 
perialists of the West? But the most common reaction seems 
to be a mixture of acceptance and curiosity superimposed on 
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a basicdly sympathetic attitude that predates 
\.Vorld War 11, an attitude fostered in part by 
those churches wliich dispatched numerous mis- 
sionaries to those far shores. 

The proposed Nixon visit to Peking changes 
not onlv the United States position toward China 
I,ut to&ard a great number of other countries as 
well-Russia, for esample, and Taiwan, the coun- 
tries of Europe and of Asia, and most notably 
Japan. United States-Japanese relations have 
been further complicated, even aggravated, by 
11r. Nixon’s other surprising departure from atti- 
tudes and policies he had long upheld. A long- 
time and fierce opponent of wage-price controls, 
hlr. Nixon’s sudden wage-price freeze, his impo- 
sition of an import surcharge, and his attempt to 
force other nations to bring thcir currencies into 
proper alignment with tlie dollar establishes a 
policv of no mean proportions. It has startled 
and -angered a number of our allies and ap- 
parcntlv coiifused a num1)er of domestic pundits. 
The f r i l l  consequences will be a long time corn- 
ing, m i d  onlv then can a solid assessment of these 
policies Iie Aiade.  hat we have at  present are 
some liarcl analvses and a larger number of con- 
flicting prop~i&es inspired different interests 
and masked as analyses and sound predictions. 

Again, what is heyond doubt is that the Presi- 
dent showed himself capable of reversing sig- 
nificant positions and, once determined, of 
moving boldly, even flamboyantly, to carry them 
out. He has in tlie last se\wal months revised not 
only his own positions and, almost necessarily, 
ste&otyped notions held by friends and critics, 
Imt the contours of US. poiicies in the seventies. 
To take hut  one example, though a highly obvi- 
ous one, we can ask what United States policies 
toward Japan should be in the next decade or 
two. And we can further limit the question by 
focusilig primarily on tlie military aspects of 
American- Japanese relations. 

The American- Japanese defense alliance has 
allowed, indeed it’has encouraged, Japan to have, 
in proportion to its economy, the smallest military 
budget of any significant country in the world. 
It is content fo retain this relatively pacific posi- 
tion because‘it relies upon American strength and 
American guarantees. The United States is a ma- 
jor military force in Asia, in the Pacific, with 
liases botli. in Japan and in Okinawa. But if we 
accept as true what Premier Chou En-lai told 
James Reston in mid-August, China still fears the 

military strength of Japan, now only potential but 
frightening in prospect . 

Would the United States or other countries 
welcome the development of that potentially 
great strength? For the countries likely to be 
most immediately affected, tlie answer, stripped 
of its qualifications, must be No. But there are a 
number of possibilities and possible misunder- 
standings that could impel Japan in that direc- 
tion. Direct U.S. efforts to have Japan assume a 
greater military role, efforts that have been re- 
ported, would exert considerable pressure. But so 
too would Japanese fears that Sino-American 
friendship would weaken present American re- 
solves. And these fears would be much increased 
if, as.many people propose, the United States 
were to  withdraw a Iarge part of its military force 
from the area. At the moment, none of these or 
other pressures seem to be so great that the pres- 
ent Japanese government cannot withstand them. 
But the conditions are subject to change. Those 
who urge greater amity with China and contin- 
ued support for Japan’s pacifistic position cannot 
easily argue for withdrawal of major U.S. forces 
on which Japan now relies. Nor should they think 
that, in return for some Chinese demands, the 
United States can slight the major power which 
Japan is today. 

Nixon the President has revised long-standing 
policies and has caused others to revise long- 
standing judgments of Nixon the man. The pos- 
sibilities opened by his overtures to China should 
not be hampered by nostalgic sympathies for 
China, skepticism of the President’s purpose, nor 
a11 eagerness to reduce the role of the United 
States in East Asia. There are problems there for 
China, for Japan, for the United States. They 
demand a cooperative effort. 

J. F. 

IN THE OCTOBER ISSUE 

WiZliam Pfajf writes on “China: In the Ge- 
ography of the American Mind.” 

Georges S .  Casalis discusses “Theological Pri- 
orities for the ’70’s.” 

David Little, in reacting to Chester Cooper’s 
book The Lost Crusade, asks a number of ques- 
tions about U.S. policy and military power-and 
offers some answers. 

And more, more, more. . . . 


