
to merge oneself in the stream of mass values. The 
city state could only flourish on condition that justice 
and right were forged ofl the smithy of critical reason. 
Or Dewey. So close to us and yet so far, urging upon 
us the conviction that education has to do with the 
quality of experience. It will not do to exacerbate 
our ignorance by assuming that nothing important 

correspondence 

"RECKLESS RHETORIC 

New Brunswick \ J 
Dc.rSir I find Ernest L e x e r s article Reckless Rhet 
inc uid toreigr Pol c\ moWc/ufu November) both 
biffin c' ind troubling 1 nn biffied because I find it 
diffn.uk to behest Hut tmont who his been line in this 
eointrs o\er the list five. \eus e old miinse to intti 
Ii ttu iIK elude most of the foites md ideis thro d m the 
land I am troubled because in ire told thit the life uid 
career of in lrnpjrtant \mencan is reducible t) i single 
speech the imporUntc of which is h\ i o meins demon 
strittd b> tlie autlioi 

The dcastdtmi, ind dehumanizing effects of the Viet 
i tm w ir en both combitints ind CIMII ins w ts i rer! t\ 
which I thought hid been internihzed b\ most ptoph 
Butpeihips in the inslnit cisc it bears rcpe itmg \nv 
one who his fallowed the ( ille> and Mitthell trials will 
netieL the p trade of pithetic fit iked out former riflemen 
ind mtchini gunners trim Chirlie Comp in\ With then 
1 ng 1 air and beads and thtir itbcent ingci the\ ire a 
\\ ilkm;; icpudiut on of what thev witnessed md enacted 
it \1 \ Lai and places like it Listen to psor P . il Medio 
who .ried as he fired into a ditch full of old people 
Listen to M iples ard Thompsrn is thev tell of the dri ims 
of dtith that come h ck nuditb to hiunt them These 
drains no doubt iflhct the \ i t t Cong soldier is well 
but he thinkfulh is not our immeditte problem He is 
i otpirt of the grim urn of walking wounded ind moul 
nipples who lem Wtithtiman is soon is the> tin get 
ut of their uniforms or who join the drop outs who cm 

not keep the aggiessne traits the\ k imed m \ietnam 
under control He is dso not the bliek \et tnu who is 
now «]st in the wi\s of the M 16 ind whose sotieU has 
trnned him first < n tht streets of the ghetto md then in 
the paddits of the Delti and the hills of 1 Corps, to be an 
accomplished revolutionary and sociopath. 

If Martin Luther King and seven complete synods of 
left-wing Protestant clergymen had willfully concocted, 
exaggerated, and falsified, they would still have fallen far 
short of describing the monstrous domestic effects of the 

Perhaps, as Mr. Lefever has pointed out, the word 
"violence" has been debased. On die other hand, maybe it 
is our vocabulary that is inadequate to describe with suffi-

18 worldview 

has ever been said about the problems we face. 
I myself would like to see the debate about neu­

trality continue because this is one way of carrying 
on a dialogue about the larger question of what 
education is and ought to be for our times. Both 
purists and non-neutralists and all their colleagues in 
between stand to gain in this dialogue. 

AND FOREIGN POLICY" 

titnt e\ictitude the deith of a 13-year-old junkie who 
o\trdised with heroin in i tenement bathroom. Perhaps 
i u definitions ue not up to characterizing the malnutri-
tnn u el pirtsites which iIIIict the black kids of Beaufort, 
S C or the Chic trio kids if EI Paso, or the white kids of 
( 1 i\ COUIIU k\ If we debase the term "violence" by 
using it m these contexts what words do you use? Do you 
e ill them iccidents putaps, or maybe "benign neglect"? 
H )w ibout ii itioml absent-mindedness? 

I think I it ind with the mainstream of modem social 
semict when I sn tint systemic violence is perceived 
h\ its \ietims is being i\ery bit as illegitimate as extra­
s'stemie \ oknet is b\ its victims. How relevant was the 
ci\ Iit\ ind fur phv of our system of justice at Kent 

Stitt^ E\en it the tendentious verdict of the state grand 
inn h id he en different it could not have raised the dead. 
Should the students it Jtckson State have obtained an 
mjuneti i oi i writ >f mandamus to stop the Sheriff of 
Hinds Countv oi the Police Chief of Jackson from firing 
into tht girls dormitonr) Why this unalloyed halo of 
smetih o\er tht herd of constituted authority? 

I here ire indeed many elements of our system that are 
worth\ ef pnise and veneration, but there are others 
which ire piebald and rotten. Is one required to have the 
sime ie\ertnct for the judicial system of corrupt Hudson 
(. mmt\ N J is he does for such models of municipal 
rectitude as Montgomery County, Md.? I trust that 
Mr Lefe\ei is iwarc of the fact that in most large cities in 
this coimtn, the judicial system has completely broken 
dtwn These ue places in which jail is a surrogate for 
tu 1 People confronted with this alternative are not dis-
pi seel t > wait tor the mills of justice to grind exceedingly 
fine I might idd that the inetjuities in our legal system 
do not fall heas itst on Senior Staff Members of the Brook­
ings Institution. 

As to the question of rectitude in the dialogue on Viet­
nam, let us speak about Secretary Laird's testimony re­
cently before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
where the Secretary failed to link the "protective reaction" 
raids against North Vietnam with our raids on the P.O.W. 
camps because "no one asked" him. I question whedier, 
to use Mr. Lcfcver's terms, this was part of an "honor­
able" dialogue. 
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I im not p m v to an\ p m i t e c o n v e r s i o n s with 
people m the Movement but the consequences of a 
c u d i h i l t v e,ip imong disstnteis seem of f i r less conse-
quei tc than i I n k of c m d o i imong public. officials 

specu lh those with icccss to intelligence reports uid 
the l e g t n d i i \ c iptuiecl documents which so con 
Mnien th a p p e u w h i n thcie is i point to he made 

The model of n t i t n i l i t \ m d honot u h a n c e d b \ 
Mr L t fe \ e i on behi l f of tin g o u r n m u i t m d his 
p i n d i g m of shnl! irntionali ty ippht d to d iss^ntus is 
without empirici l foundation It w is I m ill in officii] 
of the J o h n s m \dmmrst i ition who idvoci tcd t in gov 
( i unit lit s ngh t to he on behilf of its policies 

It rmv he. u n p k i s m t 01 j i m n g to idnnt th it the w n 
m iv h u e hi light out the woist in A m u i t i but e m it 
be l c i s i m b h i l kged t i n t it h i s elicited oui most noble 
sentiments 01 that its distorting economic socnl md 
ps\chologici l effects u t p l i cnomcm on which hoiust men 

How cnnublmg m the consequences of i w n t i n t 
e i n s i s o \cr one Iwlt of our snld ius m t i t a m b i t zoni 
to seek relief h o m tension with the needle m d the joint^ 
How Iciftv is i conflict which i tco id ing t> u c e n t teSti 
m o m , induces su th violent ic ic t ion m M i r m c s t h i t thev 
cannct be s i t e h ic integrated into u w l i m life w thout 
e \ tms ive psvchothci i p \ p Perhaps this data comports 
with w h i t Peking or H i n d i want to h e n PossibH it is 
merely the cant and deception of d e m t m c left wit 3 
psychiatrists, I suspect, however, tha t we l ave not sc 1 
the final pathological manifestations of this t infl ct T ) 
a t t r ibute these assessments to willful a id maht i 1S mi l 
contents is to indulge in dangerous self del 1 1 

Ross K Biker 

Princeton K J 
Dear Sir: In the past I have found mvself g tne ra lh 11 
agreement with the views and opinions ef Ernest Lefevei 
and have come to regard him as one of tl e most resp nsi 
ble and authoritative spokesmen for tl t particular par t 
of the political spectrum we apparently- t o l n b i t I i m 
therefore deeply dismayed and bewildeied by b i t h the 
tone and the tactics of his article in the November issue 

Certainly there has been an excess >f rhet1 ic on the 
par t of many of those who have critic i/ed L S foreign 
policy in recent years, especially among those opposed to 
the Vietnam war, and certainly the quali ty of dialogue 
and debate on public issues has deteriorated as a result. 
However, I can neither condone the ethics nor comprehend 
the practicality of combatt ing this "rhetorical overkill" by 
perpetuat ing its usage. Such phraseology as "no seasoned 
Communist propagandist would have dared"; "presented 
in the garb of self-righteousness"; "orgy of black terror"; 
etc.—this simply will not serve to advance that "quality 
of dissent and support equal to the seriousness of the 
problems we confront" which Dr. Lefever so rightly de­
mands. 

Since newspapers , books and magazines abound wi th 

foolish md c v t n v i g nt s t i t emtn t s bv those who should 
know md do better 1 im p i i t i euh i lv b t w i l d c i t d i s to 
w in Di Lefevei cho i t s t< we iken his own cast bv 
focusing on a speech of the l i te Martin Luther k i n g J r -
i s p i e n l h 1 speech Lefever himself admits 11 strange 
mil imchir ictei is t ic Bv s t i c k i n g someone no longei 
ibli fo defend hmistlf 1 im ifi n d Letever indulges in 
the \<i\ smi< t n t i t s he deploics m otheis 

I c in u n d i i s U n d Di L c f t \ e r s feelings only too well 
I to > im tn 1 tl t f ihiise md pission m i s q u e r i d m g is 
I i t t md logic But this is no time for us to lose 0111 he ids 
r i idf i s e \ u \ i w d m c t th it t h t n i t ion is f is t becoming 
wi i n nf the Lef ts ,hct, 11c il t u e s s t s ind that socli 
l i t t l e s lie bee immg countei pioductive is sooner 01 

I Uti t l n \ dw t\s do W h i t h e r the prDttstcrs like it 01 
l i t tl e « 11 is wn ding dowi the rillies md demonsti 1 
t, ns ,1 h d i n t m » the mil uned h n g u i g e is toolmj, 
>ft In th, t s h m s t e d silence t h i t follows su th outhoists 

iifw n ihties will hive to hi tonfunited ind new decisions 
lniek I h t ichi e itcs ol ic ison mil modt ia t ion c m then 
p ic \ ill—but onlv if t l i t \ h u e p iosc rwd uithoii*\ b \ re 

II 11 nut, ti it to tin si principles It is i great tempt i t ion 

to wluck rait s o p p i i u n t with his own stick hut the )ust 

11 d 1 itionil n u n will choose 1 mme wort ln wc ipon 

Guy Da \ i s 

. . . AND "THE NEW STYLE IN 
AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY" 

N\ ick N 1 
Dt ir S r i n have i m st interesting teision 111 vour 
\ vcmbe is 11 of it-orWt ett,— n the o n t n s t between 

11 md i cw \ cws of f t ieign pole> in the lead art cle 
id the 01 e b \ Emes t Lefever I m sure vou will get an 

e iml lv 11 terest 1 g divis n in correspondence on the two 
w i d t h d v e r g e n t ai gles these authors take 

Ma\ I t me d wn 1 eav 1\ 111 fa\ 1 of the new stvle 
pp ach I n The New S t v k in \menca i Foreign 

1 licv n C \ n t l a Enloe ina \ h s t a f i Rejai) which is 
b \ i f ci e it I n s t reject n jf tl e L e f e \ u appr ich 
Vthesons and t ) a lesser extent M t C t o r g e Bunt lys 
I i i e i p l c c i a i d n n l approach to s t i tc l if t which 
1 tl e t i d cemes ff as 1 gloss\ veneer appl ed to the 

a p p i n t i s of p ine p m c r i r e now seen as n>t e\m self 
se nit, fr m t i e st ndp int of the m t i o n i l interest 
V i t ln i s E 1! nd Rcjii r tjitlv see is a healths develop 
ment the more candid and hence more flexible new ap­
proach in the U.S. which no longer needs to be perceived 
as moralistic. 

But Mr. Lefever is still caught back in yesterday. And 
his concept of loyalty to the institution of our State De­
partment, right or wrong, is so constricting and myopic 
as to permit him to slander in quite cruel fashion the late 
Martin Luther King for a t tempting to apply the Christian 
imperative to America's Vietnam war policy. In fact, I 
feci so strongly about the mat ter as to ask why, in this in­
stance, are we to prefer Mr. LeEever's views to those of 
J. Edgar Hoover in the realm of morality and the state? 

James S. Best 

January 1971 19 
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