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Besides, a government which dealt 
too harshly with what Prime hlinis- 
ter Wilson had termed “our kith and 
kin in Rhodesia” could hardly expect 
to fare well in British elections. This 
is the impasse in which Britain found 
itself and which it sought to solve 
by playing both ends against the 
middle. 

Britain also feared, Kapungu 
notcs, that if  it did not enter the 
Rhodesian scene the Communists 
would. Britain sought to preempt 
tlic field, thus following a pattern 
cleilted by many of the Great Powers, 
who frequently find i t  necessary to 
infringe on the rights of Third 
World countries and peoples in or- 
der to prevent the spread of com- 
m un ism. 

But why did the U.N. agree to 
play Britain’s game? Kapungu ob- 
serves that “one of the major weak- 
nesses of economic sanctions against 
Rhodesia is that they were principal- 
ly British sanctions and never at any 
point became United Nations sanc- 
tions. . . . They were an instrument 
of an attempt to effect an aspect of 
the foreign policy of a member 
state.” 

The United Nations reduced itself 
to being simply a tool for Britain’s 
foreign policy. Kapungu writes: 
“The United Nations is not a supra- 
national organization. Although it is 
:I decision-making body, it is without 
independent means of enforcing its 
dccisions.” Lacking executory power 
of its own, the United Nations must 
depend upon those of its member 
stiites who do have resources, name- 
ly, the major powers. The U.N.’s 
handmaiden role is, therefore, not 
a matter of design (philosophical), 
i t  is a function of practice and real- 
ity-the reiility of power. This basic 
condition more than any other ex- 
plains why Great Britain was able 
to tdke the U.N. in tow in the case 
of Rhodesia. 

In  general, the U.N. has never 
been eager to understand or to co- 
operate with national liberation 
movements. The late Amilcar Ca- 
bra], leader of the liberation move- 
ment iii  Guinea-Bissau, said of the 
U.N.: “that organization has shown 
itself inc:ipable of resolving disputes 

between colonized peoples and the 
colonial powers.” Others have ex- 
pressed the same point of view. 

The United Nation’s attitude to- 
ward movements of liberation in the 
Third World, if not hostile, has been 
at best one of aloofness. The U.N. 
is an organization of existing states. 
1 1 1  theory, if not in practice, the 
U.N. does not concern itself with 
how ii state came into being before 
it is granted membership. But the 
United Nations is also committed to 
world peace. That would be taken 
by some to mean that the U.N. must 
therefore be opposed to revolution, 
and yet revolution is still the means 
through which new states and new 
societies come into being. 

This book deals ersentially with 
three large themes in the interna- 
tional order: the United Nations; 
the role of the Great Powers in it 
as exemplified by Britain; and the 
place of the national liberation 
movements in an international con- 
text. Kapungu has succeeded in knit- 
ting these themes together in an 
able manner. Political scientists and 
others involved in movements of 
liberation will piofit immensely from 
his efforts. 

The Germans 
by Erich Kahler 
(Princeton University Press; 305 pp; 
$13..50) 

Hitler 
by Joachim C. Fest 
(Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich; 844 pp.; 
SlS.00) 

Robin W. Winks 

One generation learns at its parents’ 
knees what it initially believes to be 
true about the events those parents 
lived through, and that generation 
of children, grown to adulthood, 
then find they require a new exami- 
nation of the tales as told by their 

parents. There are two very sound 
reasons for this: We must learn the 
past in the context of the present, 
and we must gain freedom from the 
parents. These hvo needs have little 
to do with that part of history that 
may be true and everything to do 
with that part of history that is felt. 
There was a time not long ago when 
a college teacher could easily enough 
identify those in his class who came 
from parents who had themselves 
experienced the Great Depression as 
comparatively young people. The 
parental view, and the consequent 
children‘s view, differed subtly from 
the view held by students whose 
parents had been at middle-age in 
the Depression. 

This generational need helps to 
explain the recent resurgence of in- 
terest in Adolph Hitler. Other ex- 
planations come to mind as well, of 
course: the simple distance from the 
subject that makes it possible to 
speak in flat tones of monstrous 
events; the rise of a new generation 
of German scholars and writers who 
were not participants in the holo- 
caust; even the ever recurrent con- 
cerns of the world with the fate of 
the Jews, with Israel, or with a 
sudden memory of just how much 
of the present world dates explicitly 
from the world that Hitler made. 
Perhaps the new anarchy and terror- 
ism have also driven people back to 
look at the Great Terrorist himself. 

There has also been a renewal of 
interest in the idea of a “national 
character.” Presidents declare what 
they believe “the American people” 
will stand for in the context of their 
reading of the American national 
character. Social scientists investi- 
gate highly complex ranges of trans- 
action behveen a variety of integra- 
tive processes in order to amve at 
conclusions that-although the ter- 
minology is not used-look suspi- 
ciously like descriptions of national 
characters. To speak o’f national 
character was once quite acceptable; 
the ideology of Hitler and his party 
helped throw such phraseology into 
ill-repute. Now some fear to return 
to the concept lest they be called 
Nazi, while others happily seek again 
for the roots of national character. 
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As ;I rcsrilt, historimis ;ire again 
using siveeping phrases that incorpo- 
rate virtunlly all things and every- 
one. One such fl!rpaper is “the mod- 
ern soul,” \vliich we nll cithcr have or, 
not having, staiid in violation of; we 
are all insiders or outsiders, inner- 
directed or outer-directed; we a11 
eitlicr live in ‘“depersonalized tech- 
nological societies” or in “lesscr de- 
\,eloped nations”; in the one \ve are 
unhappy and beset by terrorists be- 
C ~ U S C  of depersonalizntion, while in 
the other we are unhappy and beset 
by terrorists because of hunger, or 
Savak, or Boss, or whcat prices. A 
moral judgment-that the soul ma!’ 
be “modern”-thus becomes a value- 
laden remark resonating with policy 
implications. 

This leaves the general reader, 
and indeed the general historian, un- 
clear as to the kinds of judgments 
he might legitimately render when 
reading a book such as Erich Kah- 
ler’s Thc Ccrrrinri.7. Originally writ-  
ten ;is n series of lectures and de- 
livered at  Cornell University in the 
early 1950’s, and then given again 
for hianchester. this material has 
clearly been presented with the in- 
telligent, nonspecialist reader in 
mind. I’ery ably edited b y  Robert 
and Rita Kimber after Kahler’s death, 
the book may just possibly be the 
best short history of Germany now 
available in English. I t  may also ir- 
ritate the generation of historians 
just past, for i t  is full of part-titles 
like “The hlodern Age,” and it roots 
out evidence on how the German 
national character reveals itself in 
the German economy, or intellectual 
life, or in the nature of the cities. I t  
concludes with two chapters on the 
Nazi assumption of power and the 
literature of nihilism which, Kahler 
argues, pi ovides the underpinnings’ 
for Nazi anti-intellectualism. 

This approach makes for an un- 
conventional distribution of space. 
Ernst Junger, and especially On the 
Marble Clifls, gets six crystal-clear 
paragraphs, while the whole of 
World War I gets seventeen para- 
graphs, not all of them without in- 
temal ambivalences and equivoca- 
tions. The  conclusion is ironetheless 
a chilling one: 

’ 

“If Germany’s political evolution 
had been different, if she had under- 
gone the  same kind of organic 
growth that England and France 
had experienced, if she had ac- 
quired some kind of national exis- 
tence early in her development, then 
she might not have been doomed to 
play the role she has played in the 
history of the \Vest. But the fact that 
she never did achieve nationhood 
constitutes her uniqueness among 
the major powers of modern Europe. 
She is unique precisely because she 
continued to lead a divided, splin- 
tered existence long after the other 
countries of Europe had become co- 
herent national units. . . . City stood 
against country, aristocracy against 
middle class, power against intellect. 
Because these forces could never 
coalesce, the only national existence 
Germany ever did achieve was the 
purely intellectual one of German 
Classicism. Unfortunately, the na- 
tional impulse. that emerged from 
that intellectual achievement quickly 
degenerated into jingoism that char- 
acterized nineteenth-century political 
life in Germany. Once again power 
and intellect, body and spirit went 
their separate ways. But this time 
political power, coupled \\pith the 
massive physical power of industrial- 
ization, gradually destroyed the one 
Germany of which all Germans 
could be justly proud. \Vhat remain- 
ed \vas the military technocracy that 
Emst Jiiiiger’s ‘second and col er 
consciousness’ perceived with 2 uch 
terrifying clarity.” 

Anyone who has read Zaubcrberg 
will find Hans Castrop and Settem- 
brini in the hbove paragraph with 
little difficulty. It is magnificent his- 
torian’s rhetoric, and it just may be 
true. But one fears that the author 
may, in bringing the dcrrs ex ma- 
china of the “physical power of in- 
dustrialization” onstage in this 
manner, in his far-reaching general- 
izations, in his failure to recognize 
that i f  the names of the players were 
changed his paragraph might well 
apply to a variety of other countries 
(try Argentina), the very sweep of 
his attempt at judgment, summary, 
and benediction may prove irrevoca- 
bly his major point. One almost 

wants to say that he is “thinking likc 
a German”-in categories. In fine, 
the book is an excellent one for prov- 
ing its own thesis. It is. as I h a w  
said, quite possibly the most reatl- 
able, indeed the best, short history of 
Germany; it may also be the most 
self-fulfilling. 

\i‘hnt kind of iiational cliarncter, 
then, produced Adolph Hitler? As 
it turns out, Joachim C. Fest, in his 
massive biography Hit ler ,  cites idcn- 
tical causes for the rise of Nazism 
uithout seeing these cnuses embcd- 
ded i n  a national character. A \ imp-  
ed, sometimes brilliant nian, Hitler 
is here seen neither .solely as the 
espression of a “second and colcler 
consciousness” in the German psyche 
nor as the product of a string of 
accidents. Rather, he is one of a 
limited number of possible responses 
the Gcrmans could have given at a 
time when the soci:il order WIS 

shaken to its foundations. That they 
gave the particular response thcy did 
niay be explained by Kahler; that 
Hitler acted upon that response in 
the particular way hc did must none- 
theless be explained by the niiiiute 
details amassed by Fest. 

In truth it is esplained niore by 
the minute detail than by Hitler’s 
personality, for Fcst finds Hitler to 
be an “unperson,” a man of such 
little interest in his character. mind, 
or soul ( i f  one permits such a word) 
as to have driven othenvise sensible 
scholars into worrying about \vhetlier 
he had his full complement of testi- 
cles or not. Certainly there should 
be no need for another I)iography 
until the nest generation demiinds 
it, for there is more than enough 
material here to “esplain” Hitler, 
Niizism, and modern Germany. 

Alan Bullock’s Hitler,  j Strrdy ;ti 

Tyranny, especially n s  revised in 
1962, remains the more readable and 
consistently compelling book. But 
Fest’s has a great deal of mntrrial 
that has not generally appeared i n  
English before, especially on Hitler’s 
uccomplishments on behalf of Ger- 
many prior to 1937. ( I  have not read 
the original, which has becii es- 
tremely successful in Germany, but 
the translation by Richard and Clara 

h 
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Briefly Noted 

\.!’inston appears to be very good 
indeed.) The book is well research- 
ed, and as a journalist Fest has 
proven, as William L. Shirer did not, 
that “academically acceptable” his- 
tory, imagination, and interpretive 
.sweep may all come from the hands 
of otic wlio conceives of audience as 
nxiss, as at the other end of a radio 
set or television tube, or as other 
tlian a captive group within the 
classroom. The book is very good, 
and despite its length it seldom 
wearies the reader; it is balanced, 
stern, ;ind yet absorbing. 

For all the difference in approach 
between hlessrs. Kahler and Fest, 
the latter does arrive at the former’s 
conclusion: 

“Hitler had no secret that extend- 
ed beyond his immediate presence. 
Tlic people whose loyalty and ad- 
niiration he had won never followed 
;I viFion, but only a force. In retro- 
spect his life seems like a steady 
unfolding of tremendous energy. Its 
effects were vast, the terror it spread 
eiiorrnous; but when it was over 
tlicre was little left for memory to 
I1old.” 

Little left of Hitler’s life perhaps, 
Iwt a powerful memory has been left 
for many of us to hold, a memory 
that some will take to be a clear ex- 
pression of the C e m a n  “national 
cltaracter.” One hopes for a better 
;inswer. 
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gressives in the Constitutional Con- 
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Associate at the Camegie Endow- 
tilent for Ihternational Peace in 
New York. 

A N D n E w  LUKELE teaches in the 
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versity. 
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The Long Dark Night 

by Sandy Vogelgesang 
(Harper & Row; 249 pp.; $8.9S) 

of the Soul 

Mixed in with the confrontations, 
heroics, and occasional heroism of 
the intellectuals’ protest against the 
Vietnam war were some pretty 
stupid things said about America, 
about power, and, most particularly, 
about American power. Sandy Vo- 
gelgesang has catalogued many of 
them in this polemic against intel- 
lectuals who, she says, value moral 
purity above political effect. She 
makes no secret of her admiration 
for Henry Kissinger, for whom she 
also works at  the State Department, 
as the model of intellectual engage- 
ment in public policy. Although the 
author tends to take the madness of 
the intelligentsia more seriously than 
the madnesses that drove Left intel- 
lectuals to distraction, the book is 
nonetheless a useful reminder of the 
restraints that are needed if, in more 
normal times than the sixties, power 
is to be legitimated by wisdom. 

A Black Political Theology 
by J .  Deotis Roberts 

[Paper] 1 ’ 

(Westminster; 238 pp.; $3.9.5 

A fresh and unusuglly careful state- 
ment of the theokgical significance 
nf what is distinctive to the black 
American experience. While con- 
cerned for intellectual integrity, 
Roberts does theology in accounta- 
bility to the believing community. 
Those who look for a political pro- 
gram will be disappointed, but the 
author does set forth with rare per- 
suasiveness the presuppositions and 
goals of political engagement that 
is religiously serious in intent. A 
stated purpose of the book is to 
Iireak black theology out of its ex- 
clusivism and thus challenge the 
whole Christian community to come 
to terms with the black perception 
of Cod’s workings. In this the author 
succeeds admirably. 

The Broken Covenant 
by Robert Bellah 
(Seabury; 172 pp.; $7.95) 

Following through on his 1967 essay 
that provoked a new discussion of 
“American civil religion,” sociologist 
Bellah here traces historically the 
\rays in which Americans have en- 
visioned, and frequently apotheo- 
sized, their social experiment. hlany 
historians noted that Bellah‘s “dis- 
covery” of civil religion some years 
ago revealed a certain naivete about 
the history of American self-con- 
sciousness. This book may be viewed 
as a response to that criticism, offer- 
ing in addition a spirited appeal for 
the recovery of a covenantal aware- 
ness of American life. Neither the 
historical material nor the analysis 
is new, but for many unfamiliar 
with the religious roots of the ways 
in which American has been defined 
it will  be a readily accessible intro- 
duction to a discussion that, one 
hopes, will become livelier in the 
years immediately ahead. 

Trumpeter of God: 
A Biography of John Knox 
by W. Stanford Reid 
(Scribncrs; 352 pp.; $12.50) 

Reid, a Canadian historian, offers a 
sympathetic, carefully researched, 
and occasionally fetching account of 
the life of the sixteenth-century 
Scottish reformer. Knox has never 
come across as a very winsome fig- 
ure, but Reid insists that the rigor 
and extremism with which he  is 
frequently associated must be un- 
derstood in the context of the times 
hnd temper of a Scotland largely 
unacquainted with our notions of 
civility. A strength of the book is 
its emphasis upon Knox’s influence 
in the English and Continental refor- 
mations and upon his contributions 
to the theory and practice of re- 
sistance to illegitimate authority. I t  
is a worthy retelling of an important 
part of our religious, cultural, and 
political history. In sometimes sur- 
prising ways Knox’s trumpet notes 
still reverberate through our pre- 
sumably secularized society. 



In Cuba 
by Ernest0 Cardenal 

$3.95) 

Inside Cuba 
by. Joe Nicholson, Jr. 

(New Directions; 340 pp.; $10.50; 

(Sheed & Ward; 235 pp.; $8.95) 

Two accounts of brief visits to Cuba, 
neither of them very interesting, but 
together constituting a rather in- 
structive package. Cardenal is a 
Nicaraguan priest, poet, and avowed 
“h1;uxist revolutionary” (the book is 
a translation from the Spanish); 
Nicholson is an investigative re- 
porter for the New York Post. Car- 
denal went to Cuba with the pious 
attitude of a pilgrim; Nicholson went 
out of his way to ask hard questions 
and look at  disagreeable facts; both 
talked to spokesmen for the regime 
as well as opponents. Nevertheless, 
the pictures emerging from both ac- 
corints are quite congruent: a coun- 
try in which a lot has been done for 
the poor; an economy that is strug- 
gling with immense problems but is 
making headway; general accep- 
tance of and widespread enthusiasm 
for the regime; despite this, a per- 
vasive presence by the organs OF 
repression, at times acting with bru- 
tality. 

Jonathan Edwards: - 
Theologian of the Heart 
by Harold Simonson 
(Eerdmans; 174 pp.; $6.50) 

A well-informed and extremely sym- 
pathetic study with the focus on the 
personal piety of Jonathan Edwards, 
perhaps America’s greatest religious 
thinker. For those unfamibar with 
Edwards, except for his oft-quoted 
misunderstood sermon, “Sinners in 
the Hands of an Angry God,” the 
book can be recommended as an in- 
troduction. Students of Edwards will 
be interested in Simonson’s critique 
of people such as Perry hiiller, who, 
he believes, refused to understand 
Edwards from the inside of his own 
religious experience, so to speak. . 
Simonson particularly admires Ed- 

wards’s courage in contending 
against the tide of liberalism that 
so enervated Christian distinctive- 
ness and confidence. Yet it is to be 
feared that Simonson’s own cele- . 
bration of “self-authenticating re- 
ligious experience” will play into the 
hands of the pervasive subjectivism 
which is among the more noxious 
forces in our own culture. By so re- 
lentlessly setting grace against na- 
ture, reason against experience, and 
head against heart Simonson’s pic- 
ture of Edwards fails to capture 
precisely the thinker whose wisdom 
is so sorely needed in the present un- 
happy state of the American ethos. 
Nonetheless, a fine book that de- 
serves to be widely read. Simonson 
is professor of English at the Uni- 
versity of IVashington in Seattle and 
has edited a collection of Jonathan 
Edwards’s writings. 

Man 
by Jiirgen Moltmarin 
(Fortress; 124 pp.; $3.25 [paper] ) 

hioltmann, one of the most inipor- 
tant theologians of our day, addresses 
himself to one of the oldest ques- 
tions in theology and every other 
field of disciplined reflection: What 
is man? Rejecting the nineteenth- 
century doctrine associated with 
Feuerbach, that Cod is the highest 
projection of man, hloltmann insists 
that an adequate anthropology must 
begin with “Cod as the criticism of 
mail.” Part of a “themes in theology” 
series published in Germany, this 
little book deserves a place on any 
shelf of contemporary religious 
thought. 

Correspondence 

regain their rights and responsibili- 
ties as citizens. Properly interpreted, 
it could be a real force for national 
reconciliation. 

Instead, the shirit in which it \vas 
presented was, at points, punitive 
and vindictive; until recently, al- 

most no attempt has been made to 
prcsent the principled argument that 
can and should be made for the pol- 
icy; and there have been no clear 
and reasonable guidelines for the 
alternative service requirements. 

On the other hand, opponents of 
conditional amnesty have done their 
share to assure the program’s fail- 
ure. Those opposed to any kind of 
amnesty will, of course, be happy 
to see the program fail; they will 
have won the argument by def:iult. 
Those who will accept nothing less 
than unconditional amnesty may 
also see in the program’s f i . 1  ; l u r e  a 
victory for their cause. They seem 
prini:uily interested in making a 
point about the evil of the draft, 
the Vietnam war and/or American 
society in general. In a sense, the 
exiles are being held hostage to the 
views of active minorities committed 
not primarily to amnesty but to the 
vindication OF their own ideological 
positions. 

M‘e’ve come a long way from the 
time when any sort of amnesty was 
officially unthinkable. Unless the 
program is extended and improved, 
and iinless a11 effort is made to pre- 
sent the principled argument that 
c m  and should be made for condi- 
tional amnesty, we may well end up 
back at the starting point with little 
to show for the esperience. 

Eugei IC h 1 i ha I y 
C/iuirtn(rti, fssircs Civifcr 

Bcrkclcy,  Calif. 
for (1 \\’orld \\’ithout \\‘or, Inc .  

Correction (with apologies 
to Derr, Augustine, 
St. Thomas, and a host 
of moderns) : 

Gremlins struck at just one letter in 
Thomas Derr’s “Religion’s Responsi- 
bility for the Ecological Crisis” 
( Workloiew, January), but thereby 
changed the meaning of the sen- 
tence. The sentence correctly reads: 
“Clacken patiently documents a con- 
tinuing strand of thought, including 
St. Augustine, St. Thomas, and a 
host of moderns, protesting the 
‘crude utilitarianism’ which says na- 
ture exists only for man’s use.” 


