
of the board, one president of a Cham- 
ber of Commerce, one Defense Depart- 
ment official, one political party chair- 
man-not one!-speak a single ill word 
against him. You ask me if there’s 
anything finally tragic about Graham in 
all this? Lord knows, it’s tragic.” 

It must be admitted that the nation as 
a whole must share responsibility for 
what Graham (and Nixon) became. We 
would have gotten different behavior 

had we been a nation that rewarded 
different behavior. Amaziah has no 
binding ties to any political slant. If the 
king says “war on poverty,” Amaziah 
will say “war on poverty.” If the king 
says “exit cold war; enter ditente,” 
Amaziah will say “exit cold war; enter 
d6tente.” Like a mirror, he only shows 
us what we are. If America ever devel- 
ops a better conscience, Graham will be 
the first to pick it up on his radar and 
proclaim it, without c o m p r o m i s e . w i  

Ethics, Functionalism, and Power 
in International Politics 

by Kenneth W. Thompson 
(Louisiana State University Press; xi + 170 pp.; $10.95) 

Sidney A. Rand 

The author has long been concerned 
about moral issues related to statecraft 
and diplomacy; this volume builds on 
those interests and moves several issues 
into sharp focus. At first impression the 
title seems too ambitious. Such large 
and profound issues seem to require 
more than these few pages. One sus- 
pects Thompson would agree-the 
preface describes the book as a “first 
step” in an effort to deal “somewhat 
more critically [than some other recent 
attempts] with the main currents of 
international thought.” In  that, the 
book succeeds. 

Thompson is Robert Kent Gooch 
Professor of Government and Foreign 
Affairs at the University of Virginia and 
director of the White Burkett Miller 
Center for Public Affairs. Until recent- 
ly he was vice president of the Rocke- 
feller Foundation, with responsibilities 
for programs in international coopera- 
tion in agriculture, education, and 
health. His overriding concern is with 
values where he, along with others, 
senses a crisis. The book abounds in 
straightforward, even categorical, state- 
ments about the inevitability of moral 
concerns and the possibility of dealing 
with them. “If there is a way out of the 
present impasse-and no one reading 
history can be sanguine that historical 
trends are easily reversed-it is visible 
along the lines marked out by three 
propositions: 1) We need to rediscover 

and school ourselves in the ancient 
tradition of moral reasoning; 2) What- 
ever our satisfaction with general prin- 
ciples and truths, we should understand 
that values become powerful only in  
context; and 3) Where higher truths are 
involved, it is in their ordering character 
that they serve mankind, in their plac- 
ing of the practical and immediate in 
tension with the ideal always lying 
beyond human reach.” In  the epilogue 
Thompson acknowledges the influences 
that mark the work, notably those of 
Hans J. Morgenthau and Reinhold Nie- 
buhr. 

The first chapter is on the subject of 
values, the second on “ethics in  war and 
peace,” the third on “functionalism and 
world order,” and the fourth on “the 
problems of power, nationalism and the 
future.” In  fairly broad strokes the 
author spells out his position on each 
topic. The reader is left to fill in the 
details, but the basic assumptions are 
clear: the need for consideration of 
morality and values, the impossibility of 
an exclusively “idealist” or “realist” 
position on international issues, and the 
root problem of pride on the part of 
strong nations such as the United 
States. He emphasizes that pride too 
easily becomes the stance out of which a 
nation’s relationships with other nations 
Row, with the result that a wise or prac- 
tical solution to problems becomes im- 
possible. 

The author’s religious perspective is 
informed by Niebuhr. Emphasis on the . 

tragic element in human existence, the 
partial nature of solutions to problems, 
and the possibility of living with ambi- 
guity and unresolved problems are in- 
sights Niebuhr stressed again and again. 
Thompson speaks clearly as one in- 
formed by Christian faith and back- 
ground as well as by experience in inter- 
national affairs. Absolutists of all varie- 
ties will be unhappy with the book. The 
pacifist, the pragmatist, the cynic, the 
militarist will all find much to criticize. 
The position Thompson takes is diffi- 
cult. He  calls for a wrestling with the 
issues, a willingness to leave some prob- 
lems unresolved, an open mind about 
differing points of view, and above all a 
humility before life’s perplexities. It is 
easier to be doctrinaire and bring to 
tough problems some quick solution. 
But Thompson is concerned about the 
long view, the “moral” solution. 

In speaking of the rapid changes in 
the world, the author writes: “There is 
no such thing as one objective response 
to change, for each of us responds from 
the ground on which we stand.” On the 
inevitability of a concern for values: 
“Man’s problems are too overwhelming, 
his perplexities too unsettling, and the 
burden of his choices too oppressive for 
him not to seek meaning where he can 
find it.” And words that echo a lesson 
learned by many recently: “The 1960’s 
and 1970’s have taught ... that responsi- 
bility must be the handmaiden of free- 
dom.” 

Thompson refers more than once to 
his being reared in a parsonage, to the 
pioneers who settled the prairies of the 
Middle West, to his mother who taught 
by her example much of the basic sense 
of values and commitment that Thomp- 
son holds. It is refreshing to observe 
that a man of Thompson’s scholarly 
ability and worldly-wise approach still 
finds at the core of his being the marks 
of a heritage that many would count 
pass&. With perfect openness he owns 
his past. More than that, he claims it is 
the past that has molded almost all of 
us. and seems to recommend that as a 
nation and a people we reclaim it and 
live by its precepts. In short, there is 
piety here. It is a piety that never 
becomes maudlin, but communicates 
strength. This is a book one commends 
to those most involved in making deci- 
sions in international affairs. It both 
haunts and inspires. 
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Correspondence 
Lfroni p. 2) 
watching a bad movie. The murders of 
innocent people like Heinz, the Nazi 
call for genocide, the deadly disease of 
anti-Semitism-all of this never “high- 
lighted the complete idiocy of war” for 
Alfons Heck. It took the death of his 
beloved dog, Prinze, to make war ab- 
surd. His dog was “cooked to the bone” 
by an American air raid on Christmas 
Eve, 1944. We suspect that we are deal- 
ing with an unconscious case of victim 
substitution; for more than dogs were 
having their “flesh cooked to the bone” 
in those terrible years. 

But there is more. Heck, today a 
naturalized American citizen who lives 
in San Diego (his innocent victims have 
forever been denied such a pleasant 
status), tells of seeing some of today’s 
neo-Nazis parading around “under the 
swastika.” “I’m tempted to walk up to 
them and say, ‘Do you really know what 
in the hell you are doing?”’ But, of 
course, Alfons, why can’t you, of all 
people, walk over in the warm Califor- 
nia sunshine and tell those young Nazis 
the awful and monstrous truth about 
Nazism? You complain that no one did 
it for you in  the 1930’s. but, Alfons, this 
is 1979, this is the United States. Speak 
out against Nazism, against the terror 
and murder and evil that is Nazism. Do 
it, Alfons, in  memory of your dear 
friend Heinz, no, better, do i t  i n  memo- 
ry of poor old Prinze! 

Rabbi A. James Rudin 
lnge Lederer Gibe1 

Interreligious Aflairs 
American Jewish Conmitree 
New York, N.Y. 

Alfons Heck Responds: 
When I wrote the article, “The Hitler 
Youth: We Too Were Victims,” I knew 
I was in a no-win situation, but I’m 
usually taken to task by right-wing radi- 
cals. 

Although it’s obvious by the tone of 
your letter that 1’11 never be able to 
influence your opinion, I would like to 
answer to some of your charges. You 
accuse me of enjoying my “exciting” 
years as a “dedicated” member of a 
“coveted klite unit” i n  the ’ Hitler 
Youth. True. What do you want me to 
do? Lie? I did enjoy my life as a Hitler 
Youth leader and member of the “mas- 
ter race.” Why is that so heinous? Did 
you forget that I ,  and my peers, were all 
of five years old when Hitler came to 
power? Did you expect mature judg- 
ment from mere children constantly 
bombarded by Nazi ideology, when 
most of the adults, and not in  Germany 
alone, were taken in by Hitler? 

That should also answer your accusa- 
tion that, to me, the “betrayal” of the 
Hitler Youth was, as you put it, Hitler’s 
greatest “sin.” Of course it was, since i t  
directly made us a part of the Holo- 
caust, at least in the eyes of people who 
think like you. 

What I really take exception to, how- 
ever, is your contention that it wasn’t 
the murder in Auschwitz of my Jewish 
boyhood friend Heinz that highlighted 
the complete idiocy of war to me, but 
the death of my “beloved” dog Prinze. 
You must know that the Nazis took 
great pains to hide the extermination of 
the Jews from the rest of the German 
people, although rumors of it certainly 
filtered through. I didn’t really believe 
that I had served a mass murderer until 
I visited and talked to survivors of 
Dachau, Treblinka, and Auschwitz after 
the war. When my dog was killed on 
Christmas Eve, 1944, I can assure you 
that I knew nothing of genocide, let 
alone that Heinz was one of its victims. 

Now, let me identify the foes of 
Nazism who, as you say, are filled with 
“the bloodiest thirst for revenge.” You 
two obviously belong to this classifica- 
tion. You simply will not or perhaps 
cannot accept the fact that there were 
many thousands of children who, 
though blindly believing in Hitler and 
his racial doctrines, were nevertheless 
totally blameless for the Holocaust. Can 
you, in all seriousness, advocate that we 
were guilty of mass murder of which we 
knew nothing? Your hatred really 
shows through in the statement that I 
enjoy being a naturalized citizen while 
nzy victims have “forever been denied 
such pleasant status.” Come now, that’s 
really getting carried away. What do 
you want me to do? Commit suicide? 

Finally, I would like to assure you 
that I da speak out against the evils of 
Nazism. I didn’t, after all, have to 
expose myself as a former leader of the 
Hitler Youth. But I, like you, believe 
the irifamous past should not be forgot- 
ten. So far, since last December, my life 
has been threatened three times, after I 
had written articles critical of the Nazis. 
On May 17 I was interviewed on the 
Phoenix radio station KTAR as a 
counterbalance to airtime demanded by 
the American Nazis. The Nazis never 
showed up to debate me. On July 2 I 
spoke about my experience in Nazi 
Germany on San Diego radio KSDO, 
following the publication of my article 
“Nazis Here and There” in the Balri- 
more Sun on Sunday, July I .  Would 
you believe that this time I was accused 
by members of the German-American 
community of throwing a bad light on 
the respectable Germany of today? I 
got only one anonymous letter from an 
irate Nazi, while three Jews compli- 
mented me for exposing the danger .... 

I don’t blame you for your views, and 
defend your right to utter them, no 
matter what you think of me. Silence is 
more dangerous than any form of verbal 
extremism. 

Although I am deeply sorry for the 
atrocities committed by the Nazis, part- 
ly because I’m ashamed that such things 
happened in my “civilized” native land, 
you are certainly correct in stating that 
I assume no “personal or collective 
guilt.” That would really be hypocrisy. 

I f  you, as you write, interpret my 
article as a “thinly veiled apology” for 
the Nazi Holocaust, you are simply 
mistaken. 

Who’s Who 
To the Editors: For the information of 
your readers, the Ira V. Birdwhistell 
referred to in  James A. Nuechterlein’s 
“Reflections on American Religion” in 
the April issue is currently serving as 
pastor of the First Baptist Church of 
Drakesboro. Kentucky. “Jack.” as Ira is 
known to his friends, hails from Ander- 
son County, Kentucky. He graduated 
from Georgetown College, George- 
town, Kentucky, and the Southern Bap- 
tist Theological Seminary, Louisville, 
Kentucky. 

Frank Thomas 
Evansville, Ind. 


