
and solidarity with those who are the 
victims of hcr hardly Iwnign historical 
neglect. 

One of the major fascinations of the 
book, however, lies in the intimate s t o  
ry of ,two personalitics. The first is 
Breytenbach, a young Afrikaner poct, 
who, during a European sojourn, joined 
a confused conspiracy against apartheid 
and Iatcr, under thc trying coliditions 
of solitary confincnicnt, offcrcd his scr- 
vices to the state. The other is Selby, a 
young Mosotho, a Icadcr of the Soweto 
uprising of students in 1976. The tragic 
figure is Brcytcnbach, his pwtic talcrits 
shackled by a nightmare of despair and 
betrayal; his tragedy is the tragedy of 
white South Africa. Sclby's story is the 
story of hope, of the inevitability of thc 
forces of history enforcing ;i relentless 
retribotion, readjiisting tlic scalcs, scck 
ing tlic attainment of proper human 
valucs. For history has gallopcd at an 
unstoppablc spccd during this ccntury. 
Revolutions have occurred; millions of 
serfs in Russia, China, inillions of cx- 
ploited pcoplcs in Africii iind Asia have 
lxcn released from centuries of dcgra- 
dation and given the possibility of rcor- 
ganizirig their lives. Errors havc bccn 
made in thosc revolutions. But the fact 
remains that tlic human spirit that 
released them continues to stir and to 
seek redress particiilarly for thosc er- 
rors that attcinpt to shackle the human 
soul with the strangling chains of dog- 
ma and political tyranny. In South 
Africa, too, tlic change will occur, evcn 
if it takes ;i thousand years. [-W.V1 

FOR THE RECORD: 
SELECTED STATEMENTS 

by Henry Kissinger 
(Little Rrown :rnd Co.; xiii+332 pp.; 
$12.95) 

1977-1 980 

Donold 1. Puchalo 

One reacts to For the Record very much 
in the way oiic rc;icts to Henry Kissin- 
gcr himself. I t  is impossible to conic 
away unmovcd from an cncoiintcr with 
the man, his thinking, his words, or his 
actions. It is also difficult to come away 
unpcrplcxcd. 

For the Record is ;i chronologically 
ordcrcd sclcct ion of Kissi nger's 
speeches, essays, interviews, and other 
pronouncemcnts delivered bctwccn 
1977 and 1980. Most address topics of 

foreign policy- Soviet-American rela- 
tions, NATO, the Middle E h ,  intcrna- 
tional aspects of the energy question, 
and other current issues. Mdst transmit 
and amplify thc uncomplicated mes- 
sage that there has bccn a shift in the 
global balance of military power to the 
advantage of the Soviet Union. The 
Sovict Government is deriving substan- 
tial political benefit from its miliurily 
advantagcd status. Moscow could push 
even harder on political fronts in years 
ahead. The deteriorating position of the 
Unitcd States has resulted partly from- 
Sovict doggcdncss but mostly from con-. 
fused strategies, budgdtary blockages, 
and political immobility in Washing- 
ton. A global balance of power can bc 
restored, but this will require massive 
investments in defense, greatly en- 
hanced NATO cooperation, and clearcr 
Western thinking about ends .and 
means in forcign policy. 

Disclaimers notwithstanding, what 
Kissingcr obviously wants to put on 
rccord in publishing these statements is 
his disagrccmcnt with much of thc for- 
eign and defcnsc policics of thc Carter 
administration. For thc dcbatc about 
who in our cra is "following in thc foot- 
steps of history," Kissinger wants to 
make sure that his preferred pathway is 
clearly marked. As such, thc book r e p  
resents counterpoint to the dominmt 
themes of jimmy Carter's policies. 
Most pciietrating is the critique of the 
Cartcr defense policy, brilliantly ex- 
pressed in Kissingcr's congressional tes- 
timony on thc SALT 11 Treaty. Kissin- 
gcr chides an  administration that 
"sccms to have a far from settled view 
ahpiit the nccd for a strengthrncd dc- 
fcnsc. Witness thc cancellation of the 
R - I ,  the niiclear carrier, and the ncu- 
tron bomb; the closing of thc Minute- 
man 111 production line; and the 
stretch-out of thc MX, Trident and 
cruise missilc programs .... It is not a 
question of balancing thc insistence of 
conservatives for higher dcfcnsc with 
thc considerations of libcrals for a 
rcduction in 0111 military spending. 
The issue is what out country nccds for 
its long-term security." . 

Rut i t  is not only defense policy that 
provokes the former secretary of state's 
disapproval. Kissinger questions the 
Aincrican abandonment of the shah of 
Iran: Should great powcrs treat their 
most loyal allics in such a manner? On 
China, Kissinger belittles the notion of 
a "China card": Can Washington really 
Iwlicve that a three thousand-year-old 

sovereign state will permit itsclf to bc 
manipulated in another's intcrest? On 
human rights: Who gains when the 
United States pressures and .alienates 
some of its closest friends? And repeat- 
edly on the Soyiet Union: How many 
expansionist thrusts can bc ignored in 
the name of detente? 

NATO allies and Third World gov- 
ernments also come off rathcr badly as 
Kissinger puts his positions for the late 
1970s on record. The allies arc rcpri- 
minded for underestimating the gravi- 
ty of the threat from the Sovict Union, 
for choosing to bclieve that detente is 
divisible, for shirking defense burdens, 
and for criticizing the U.S. "at one and 
the same time for risking detente and 
for paying inadequate attention to sccu- 
rity." Some allies in particular arc 
chided for their unwillingness to unify 
Western positions on energy questions. 
Europeans are admonished for their 
leanings toward the PLO. Kissinger dis- 
plays little interest in the PLO, or in a 
West Kink state. govcrncd by tticm. 
Toward radical regimes in thc Third 
World, Kissingcr is harsh: 

"As for the Third World nations 
now mccting in Cuba, whcn I was in 
office 1 never read their resolu- 
tions ... which is just as well because I 
might have said something rathcr nas- 
ty  .... It seems to me nostalgia, not poli- 
cy, to appeal to radical elements in the 
Third World ... the Third World is not 

'our cscapc route; wc may not lose there 
but we arc not likely to win there by 
repcaring their slogans." 

Whcthcr or not one agrccs with Kis- 
' singer's positions,'the forcefulness and 
clarity of his argumcnts must bc ad- 
mired. AI1 bis points follow consistent- 
ly from basic geopolitical assumptions. 
Relations among statcs arc fundamcn- 
tally contests for power, and cxpanding 
powcr can bc contained only with 
coirntervailing power. The contest for 
powcr (call it "national security," if 
this sounds morc acccptablc) in con- 
temporary world affairs is manifested 
primarily in the struggle between thc 
Unitcd States and the Sovict Union. All 
othcr contests, and indeed most othcr 
relationships, must be intcrprctcd as 
aspects of, or subordinate to, the Soviet- 
American competition. In Kissinger's 
estimation, singlemindedness is a 
statesman's virtuc. Any distraction 
from the ccntrality of the bipolar con- 
test could doom the West to capitula- 
tion or the world to nuclear disaster. 

Yet it is this singlcmindcdness in 
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Kissingcr's approach that is inost pcr 
plcxing. "Crcatncss" in tlic annals of 
statesmanship is ccrtainl y related to 
identifying forces shaping history and 
adjusting pohcics accordingly. Hiit is 
the struggle 1x.twccri the sliperpowers 
in fact thc only, or primary, force shap- 
ing the history of our tinic? Might i t  Iw 
that Amcric;in and Russian mutual oh- 
scssions will result ultimately in both 
countrics bciiig swept asidc by morc 
rclcntlcss historicill forccsl And i f  SO, 

might not Henry Kissingcr's counscl Ix. 
mislcadingl 

Thcrc is very littlc in For the Record 
that suggests scnsitivity to or apprccia- 
tion of thc magnitude of social and  cco- 
noniic change currcnily taking placc in 
the Third World. Disinissing Third 
World rxlicals is one thing; ignoring 
most of mankind's niovcnicnt to 1110' 
dcrnity is something clsc again. This 
movement may bc the main stream of 
thc ncxt ccntury's history. Siniilarly, 
Kissiiigcr has little to say ;ibout global, 
cnvironmcnt~~l, and dcniographic phc. 
11o111cna tlii1t iiiiglir AO prow to I)c the 
criicial forccs of otir tinic. Food and 
watcr shortages, niass ~i io~cnicnts  of 
poplc, altcrcd cliimrcs, cxp;indcd dcs- 
eris, and polluted occ;~iis could c;isily 
Ixconc the sobjccts ;ind ohjccts of 
world politics in thc next gcncr;ition. 
Should this COIIIC to be, Anicric~ns and 
Russians, . :irscnals :it the r c d y  ;ind 

gazcs fixed tipori cadi other, ma); bc 
left to woridcr what hcc:inic of the 
world while they wcrc not payin): 
attention.' For thc rccord, Kissirigcr 
might have at least cautioned LIS ;ihout 
such possihilitics. IWvJ 

THE PUGNACIOUS PRESIDENTS 
by Thomas A. Bailey 
(Thc Frcc Press; 478 pp.; $17.95) 

lean Yarbrough 

In The Pugnacious Fresidents the histo 
rian Thomas A. Bailcy combines tradi- 
tional diplomatic history, political his- 
tory, and psychobiography in an effort 
to explain ancw thc causcs for Amcri- 
ca's wars. Hc concludes that "there was 
little or no dcmonstrahlc connection 
Iwtwccn thc incumbent's party and his 
involvcment in war, major or minor"; 
"The United Statcs, regardless of thc 
I'rcsidcnt's party, got involved in all of 
its niajor wars bccausc a larger war al- 
ready existcd tosuck in thc Amcricans." 

Had ILilcy stuck to this thcme, his 
;irgumcnt woiild Iw unohjcctionable, if 
somewhat simplistic. But the I m k  Bai- 
Icy has written has nothing to do with 
political piirtics and not much to say 
:~lmout outside circumstances. As its titlc 
suggcsrs, The Pugnacious Presidents is 
al~our pcrsonalitics. Bailey bclicvcs 
thcrc is a connection between foreign 
affairs and prcsidcntial psychology, but 
[lie conncction bctwccn the relations of 
nations and presidcntial pcrsonality is 
iicvcr niadc clcar. Bailey fails to show 
how :in ;inalysis of cach prcsidcnt's 
"pugnacity Icvcl" substantiatcs his con- 
clusion that circiimstanccs bcyond U.S. 
control have drawn us into war. Indccd, 
his conclusion suggests thc opposite: If 
i t  is circi~~nstanccs bcyond our control 
th:it haw cmbroilcd America in war, 
then an analysis of "prcsidcntial pug- 
niicity" is irrelevant at Ixst. 

A GATHERING OF PERSONALITIES 

Books continuc to :iffirm O L I ~  f:iiili  that the affairs of iiien arc not simply the 
affair of impcrsoml forces. Doli Cook's Ten Men and History (Doubleday and 
Company; x +518 pp.; Sl4.95) cclchratcs thc work of threc Britons, four 
Frcnchnicn, ;ind thrcc Ccrnians who contrihutcd to thc building of postwar 
Europc. A. 1. 1'. Taylor's occasional picccs arc gathcrcd in Politicians, Social- 
ism and Hlstorians (Stein and Day; 270 pp.; Sl5.95). Individuals from a11 
contincnts who have suffcrcd for their Iwlicfs arc the subjcct of thc forthcom- 
ing Convictions hy Arthur Dobrin, Lyn Dobrin, and Thomas Liotti (Orbis 
Books; c. 128 pp.; 55.95). john Kcnncth Galbraith, in A Life in Our Times: 
Memoirs (Houghton Milfiin, 537 pp.; S16.95), includcs a gcncrous array of 
politicians, cconomists, and others hc has met in his public life. Wilfred Bur- 
chctt's At the Barricades: Forty Years on the Cutting Edge of History 
(Timcs Books; x + 3 1  pp.; Sl5.00) contains, in its account of thc Australian 
author's carccr as a foreign corrcspondcnt of decidedly lcftist sympathics, 
skctchcs and appraisals of important political figurcs. 
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But Bailey's analysis is not merely 
irrelevant; it is contradictory and super- 
ficial. Had he argued that, once con- 
fronted with a threatcning internation- 
al situation, the "pugnacity level" of 
the prcsidcnt decisively affcctcd Amcr- 
iwn foreign policy, it might have made 
scnsc. Bailey's analysis demonstrates, 
though, that there is no connection 
between presidential personality and 
thc conduct of foreign affairs. Andrew 
Jackson was "unquestionably the most 
pugnacious man ever to enter the 
Whitc House," yet hc avoided provok- 
ing a war with Mexico over Tcxas; 
Grover Cleveland receives "high 
marks" for his pugnacity, yet he con- 
ducted a notably conciliatory and largc- 
ly uneventful foreign policy. "Mcn of 
peace" such as lames Madison involved 
the country in war. 

Bailey nowhere tclls us what he 
means by presidcntial pugnacity; what 
standards he uscs to detcrminc whcthcr 
a prcsidcnt is bcllicosc or peaceloving; 
and finally whether pugnacity in a 
prcsidcnt is cvcr justified or dcsirahlc. 
At best Bailey muddies the waters by 
talking about "aggressive defensivc- 
ncss" and "dcfcnsive aggrcssivcness." 

In Bailey's simplistic analysis, p u g  
nacity is ncarly always bad, pacifism 
nearly always good. One exception is 
his surprisingly mild criticism of 
"brinkmanship," "massivc rctaliation,'' 
and "libcration" during the Eisenhow- 
er ycars. Morc in keeping with Bailcy's 
supcrficial Manichacism is his assess 
mcnt of Jimmy Carter: "With his soft 
Southern accent, his cvcr-smiling [sic] 
tecth, and his rccord as a dcdiatcd fol- 
lower of the gcntlc Jesus, he could be 
cxpected to be a man of thc olive 
branch rather than a man of the 
sword." Bailcy never considcrs the far 
more important qucstion of whcthcr 
Carter's conciliatory policies harmed 
the Unitcd States. Instead he criticizes 
Carter .for retreating from his pacifism 
in his 1980 Statc of the Union message, 
a spccch Bailey considcrs "probably the 
most bellicose State of the Union" 
address ever dclivered. 

Finally, thc hook is not evcn well 
written. Its pagcs are cluttered with 
tongue twisting allitcrations ("black 
blemish of bondage"), offensivc sterco 
types ("fcathcrcd red men"), and em- 
barrassing efforts at being cutc ("the 
hand that dispensed the fircwatcr in- 
deed ruled the tomahawk"). In fact, thc 
only clichi: that Seems to bc missing is 
an appropriate one: "the pits." 


