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of solutions they themselves had neither advocated nor executed when they
had the opportunity.

The Nixon Administration entered office determined to end our in-
volvement in Vietnam. But it soon came up against the reality that had
also bedeviled its predecessor. For nearly a generation the security and
progress of free people had depended on confidence in America. We could
not simply walk away from an enterprise involving two administrations,
five allied countries, and thirty-one thousand dead as if we were switching
a television channel. Many urged us to ‘‘emulate de Gaulle’’; but they
overlooked that it took even de Gaulle four years to extricate his country
from Algeria because he, too, thought it important for France to emerge
from its travails with its domestic cohesion and international stature intact.
He extricated France from Algeria as an act of policy, not as a collapse,
in a manner reflecting a national decision and not a rout.

Such an ending of the war was even more important for the United
States. As the leader of democratic alliances we had to remember that
scores of countries and millions of people relied for their security on our
willingness to stand by allies, indeed on our confidence in ourselves. No
serious policymaker could allow himself to succumb to the fashionable
debunking of *‘prestige’” or ‘‘honor’” or ‘‘credibility.” For a great power
to abandon a small country to tyranny simply to obtain a respite from our
own travail seemed to me—and still seems to me—profoundly immoral
and destructive of our efforts to build a new and ultimately more peaceful
pattern of international relations. We could not revitalize the Atlantic Al-
liance if its governments were assailed by doubt about American staying
power. We would not be able to move the Soviet Union toward the im-
perative of mutual restraint against the background of capitulation in a
major war. We might not achieve our opening to China if our value as a
counterweight seemed nullified by a collapse that showed us irrelevant to
Asian security. Our success in Middle East diplomacy would depend on
convincing our ally of our reliability and its adversaries that we were im-
pervious to threats of military pressure or blackmail. Clearly, the American
people wanted to end the war, but every poll, and indeed Nixon's election
(and the Wallace vote), made it equally evident that they saw their country’s
aims as honorable and did not relish America’s humiliation. The new Ad-
ministration had to respect the concerns of the opponents of the war but
also the anguish of the families whose sons had suffered and died for their
country and who did not want it determined—after the fact—that their
sacrifice have been in vain.

The principles of America’s honor and America’s responsibility were
not empty phrases to me. I felt them powerfully. I had been born in Germany
in the Bavarian town of Fuerth, six months before Hitler’s attempted beer-
hall putsch in Bavaria’s capital, Munich. Hitler came to power when I was
nine years old. Nuremberg, of which Fuerth was a neighbor with the same
physical and psychological relationship as Brooklyn has to New York, was
known for its Nazi support, massive Nazj Party rallies, and the notorious
racial laws. Until I emigrated to America, my family and I endured pro-



