
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 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S008425590001202X Published online by Cambridge University Press

file:///dmmrsti
file:///mencai
file:///hstafi
https://doi.org/10.1017/S008425590001202X


iii the magazines . . . 

(Continued from p. 2) 

the effort to achieve solidarity. But there is absolutely 
no political or military reality there, for such a reality 
presupposes some definition of nationality. We have 
no definition of the nationality of Europe; we do not 
even have a definition of Europe. 

"Th;it is not to say that we should deny the 
existence of a higher European interest. On the 

contrary, we can go further and state that such a 
European interest exists. . . . One should always per­
ceive or conceive some higher interest than one's 
own. But let us be on our guard! In twenty years, 
1 have never on any single occasion known our 
English, German or Italian neighbors to give up 
the least of their own interests for the sake of Europe! 
Abdicating on principle from being oneself leads 
nowhere, except to an advance agreement to take 
orders from other people." 

The World of Dom Helder 

Dom Helder tlnmara: The Vio­
lence of a Peacemaker, bv Jose 
De Rroucker, Orbis. 154 pp.'$4.95. 

by J i Woolfsc 

Someone ought to become Dom 
Udder's Boswell, someone ought 
to examine at length his views of 
underdevelopment and sugges­
tions for action, to study the many 
projects begun or led bv him 
Journalist Jose De Broucker his 
attempted a bit of all three leu 
ing more questions about the 
'•Red Archbishop" of Rtcife 
Brazil, than he attempts to answer 
in this brief book. 

Dom Helder Camara Ins been 
praised widely, both in Brizil ind 
abroad, for his efforts on behilf 
of the lower classes of his countn 
but rightists and leftists d ke ln \ i 
maligned him; by the Archbishop s 
own writ (in a biographical epi 
login*) he is "rather timid ^et 
he has been an innovator ind or 
ganizer on a scale tint is onk 
hinted at by mention of CELAM 
the National Conference of B n 
Lilian Bishops, Action, Justice and 
Peace, Operation Hope, the Bank 
of Providence. His vision extends 
to "a radical structural change in 
economics, and politics, the social 
and cultural strata," yet he does 
not reject "paternalism" as a means 

Susan. Woolfson is a member of 
the uorldview staff. 

20 uorldview 

for "the improvement of the hu­
man condition and for justice"; he-
has "alwavs" felt "the need to be 
convinced in my own mind that 1 
am in line with the pope," yet his 
ministry seems more in the spirit 
of Pope John's Vatican Council 
than of Pope Paul VI's recent 
Asian tour with its consolations 
to the squatters of Manila in their 
poverty. 

Perhaps some of the contradic-
tioi s conflicts ind contro\ersns 
w Inch cluster about the \rch 
bishop c in be summed up with 
th< stitement tint Dom I l t ldu 

' r i F * •.i nts the i of tlu 
cil Church to the mission 

m Church But the reider will 
find no clue here to some \er\ 
ffiitnl questions For ex imp k 
whit foim will the mor tl force 
t.ke which Dom Helder feels the 
Church in Litm \menca must 
t\irciscJ \i d our looks in \ mi m 
i book ( died The Violence of a 
Peca.tmal.ci foi m extended dis 
cussion of tlu subjects own \icw 
of \ioluici. 

There JS tascimting stuff her< 
Conversations with successive 
leaders of Brazil, like this one: 

. . . I had some contacts with 
Marshal Castelo Braneo. . . . He 
would telephone and say, "Let us 
have a talk together like simple 

The first time he did this, after 
April, 1964,1 remember very well. 
When we were alone, I said, 
"President Braneo! Today I woke 

up rather anxious. Because I dis­
covered that I have a left hand, 
a left leg, a left half of my body. 
I am .anxious, because I see that 
today it is very dangerous to be 
on the left! And now I discover 
that you, too. President Braneo, 
have a left side. Now really, this 
is ridiculous!" 

Or this reflection on the possi­
bility of Latin American integra­
tion: 

there is a certain kind of 
liitcgntirn tint would ph\ into 
the h mds ot the mini unpen disms 
ot the continent I ntortunateh 
igotism is i terrible forcL E\en 
an undudeveloptd country such 
is fin/ 1 which Ins begun a small 
development is ilieidv ben rung 
m i mini impui ilistic «a\ tow ud 
we-dir countires such as P in 

ud Be In \ \ t 

cmslud the Pirifiim in tcUik in 
dtis-tM Wemusttheiefor, he ven 
c ireful Litin ^mencm mtetrn 
hon \es bit without mini im 
ptnihsm whither Bn/ilnn or 
Argentumn or Chilean 

Befltctions like these ibound 
for the book is the result of m 
terviews which De Broucker has 
held with Dom Holder and which 
he has pieced together with some 
narrative and interpretive glue. 
Of course, such a work can only 
be a vorspeise of studies to come. 
But as the first book-length piece 
on the Archbishop, it will serve a 
useful purpose in introducing to 
manv the world of Dom Helder. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S008425590001202X Published online by Cambridge University Press

file:///menca
http://Peca.tmal.ci
file:///ioluici
https://doi.org/10.1017/S008425590001202X

