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B
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H
ow

 can the confused voter reconcile the tw
o R

obert 
F

. K
ennedys, otherw

ise know
n, in Jules F

eiffer's w
ords 

as th
e G

ood
 B

ob
b

y an
d

 th
e B

ad
 B

ob
b

y? T
h

e G
ood

 
B

ob
b

y sym
p

ath
izes w

ith
 h

ip
p

ies, d
raft-card

 b
u

rn
ers 

and peace dem
onstrators, speaks m

ovingly of the poor, 
gets indignant over the sham

e of the ghettos, condem
ns 

the V
ietnam

 w
ar and keeps his alienation card in

 good
 

ord
er. H

e is th
e G

reat W
h

ite H
op

e of all th
ose lib

erals 
w

h
o h

ave d
iscovered

 th
at th

ey d
id

n
't really in

ten
d

 to 
go all the w

ay w
ith L

B
J. 

B
ut having inspired the crow

d to m
utinous thoughts, 

th
e G

ood
 B

ob
b

y sh
ow

s n
o sign

 of tryin
g to overth

row
 

the w
icked C

hief. T
he eloquent speeches are unm

atched 
b

y su
b

versive action
, and an unlikely challenger from

 
M

in
n

esota is m
on

op
olizin

g th
e op

p
osition

. W
h

en
 

pressed by faithful m
inions to enter the fight, the junior 

Senator from
 N

ew
 Y

ork declared recently: "I have told 
frien

d
s an

d
 su

p
p

orters w
h

o are u
rgin

g m
e to ru

n
 th

at 
I w

ou
ld

 n
ot op

p
ose L

yn
d

on
 Joh

n
son

 u
n

d
er an

y fore-
seeable circum

stances." 
H

ow
 can

 su
ch

 a statem
en

t b
e sq

u
ared

 w
ith

 th
e b

u
r-

dened heart and the radical beliefs of the G
ood B

obby? 
H

ow
 can a m

an so opposed to the V
ietnam

 w
ar and the 

A
d

m
in

istration
's n

eglect of th
e d

om
estic crisis refu

se 
to ch

allen
ge th

e P
resid

en
t for th

e D
em

ocratic p
arty 

nom
ination? P

articularly w
hen he is the only challenger 

w
h

o h
as a ch

an
ce of cap

tu
rin

g th
e n

om
in

ation
 from

 
th

e m
an

 w
h

ose p
olicies h

e so criticizes? 
T

he answ
er, of course, is that this cautious politician 

w
ho counts delegates and keeps his eye firm

ly• fixed on 
th

e 1972 election
s is really th

e B
ad

 B
ob

b
y : a p

oliti- 

R
o
n

a
ld

 S
teel, a

 fo
rm

er fo
reig

n
 service o

fficer, is th
e 

au
th

or of T
h

e E
n

d
 of A

llian
ce: A

m
erica an

d
 th

e F
u

-
ture of E

urope an
d P

ax A
m

ericana. 

cian
 b

earin
g on

ly a coin
cid

en
tal resem

b
lan

ce to th
e 

G
ood B

obby and bent upon underm
ining him

 in the eyes 
of h

is follow
ers. T

h
e fact th

at th
ey b

oth
 occu

p
y th

e 
sam

e seat in
 th

e U
n

ited
 S

tates S
en

ate, look
 strik

in
gly 

alik
e an

d
 b

ear th
e sam

e glam
orou

s fam
ily n

am
e is a 

regrettable coincidence that has caused m
uch unneces-

sary confusion. 
P

artisans of the G
ood B

obby w
ill find m

uch to adm
ire 

in
 th

e S
en

ator's latest b
ook

. T
o

 S
eek

 a
 N

ew
er W

o
rld

. 
A

 collection
 of essays d

ealin
g w

ith
 foreign

 affairs an
d

  

the crisis in dom
estic relations, it reveals the Senator at 

h
is th

ou
gh

tfu
l b

est: w
ise, com

p
assion

ate, con
cern

ed
, 

occasion
ally ou

traged
 an

d
 even

 m
argin

ally rad
ical in

 
his analysis of the ills afflicting our society. A

m
erica, to 

a degree w
hich few

 of us are fully w
illing to adm

it, is a 
nation suffering a terrible political and m

oral crisis. In 
th

e p
a

g
es o

f th
is b

o
o

k
, a

n
d

 in
 so

m
e o

f h
is m

a
jo

r 
sp

eech
es, R

ob
ert K

en
n

ed
y h

as con
fron

ted
 th

is crisis 
w

ith rare candor and understanding. It is for this very 
reason

 th
at h

is refu
sal to ch

allen
ge P

resid
en

t Joh
n

son
 

for th
e n

om
in

ation
, u

n
d

erstan
d

ab
le an

d
 p

ractical 
though it m

ay be, has distressed m
any of his adm

irers. 
T

u
n

ed
 in

 to th
e vocab

u
lary of alien

ated
 you

th
, h

e 
understands w

hy old-fashioned liberalism
 has becom

e 
a d

irty w
ord

 for you
n

g rad
icals. H

e recogn
izes th

e 
violen

ce of th
e slu

m
-d

w
eller as an

 attem
p

t "
to assert 

his w
orth and dignity as a hum

an being" and explains 
w

h
y B

lack
 P

ow
er can

 h
elp

 in
still "

a sen
se of N

egro 
self-relian

ce an
d

 solid
arity . . w

h
ich

 h
as b

een
 th

e b
ase 

on
 w

h
ich

 earlier m
in

orities ach
ieved

 fu
ll in

tegration
 

into A
m

erican life." H
is prescriptions for these ills tend 

to b
e less rad

ical th
an

 h
is d

iagn
oses, w

h
en

 h
e argu

es, 
for exam

ple, that "the lack of private enterprise partici-
pation is the principal cause of our failure to solve the 
p

rob
lem

 of u
n

em
p

loym
en

t in
 u

rb
an

 p
overty areas."

 
W

hether private capital can handle the gargantuan prob-
lem

s of reb
u

ild
in

g th
e slu

m
s an

d
 p

rovid
in

g job
s for 

th
eir in

h
ab

itan
ts is q

u
estion

ab
le. B

u
t th

e S
en

ator h
as 

m
ad

e a h
eroic attem

p
t in

 th
e B

ed
ford

-S
tu

yvesan
t ex-

p
erim

en
t in

 B
rook

lyn
, an

d
 th

e resu
lts ach

ieved
 th

ere 
w

ill be a test of his theories. 
H

e is eloquent on the need to "elim
inate the oppres-

sion and exploitation of m
an by m

an" in L
atin A

m
erica 

an
d

 rem
in

d
s u

s th
at "

a revolu
tion

 is com
in

g w
h

eth
er 

w
e w

ill it or n
ot."

 L
ik

e all good
 lib

erals, th
e S

en
ator 

h
op

es th
at th

e revolu
tion

 w
ill b

e a p
eacefu

l on
e. B

u
t 

he is realistic enough to recognize that the A
lliance for 

P
rogress d

esign
ed

 to p
reven

t fu
tu

re C
astros —

 h
as 

b
een

 m
ostly a failu

re. T
h

is is p
artly b

ecau
se th

e L
atin

 
oligarch

ies w
ere n

ever in
terested

 in
 an

y seriou
s re- 

__ 
 



fo
rm

s, an
d

 p
artly

 b
ecau

se th
e U

n
ited

 S
tates, o

v
er th

e 
past few

 years, has show
n a m

arked preference for sta-
b
ility

 o
v
er refo

rm
 —

 as illu
strated

 in
 S

an
to

 D
o
m

in
g
o
. 

H
e opposed the D

om
inican intervention at the tim

e, on 
th

e g
ro

u
n
d
s th

at th
ere w

as n
o
 ev

id
en

ce o
f C

o
m

m
u
n
ist 

control, and he urges the U
nited S

tates to favor reform
-

m
inded liberals over reactionary generals. 
A

ll th
is is v

ery
 w

ell. B
u
t w

h
at if th

e L
atin

 lib
erals, 

w
hose record so far is not inspiring, prove incapable of 

achieving the m
odest am

bitions of the A
lliance for P

rog-
ress —

 ev
en

 w
ith

 o
u
r su

p
p
o
rt? W

h
at if th

e p
eacefu

l 
rev

o
lu

tio
n

 sh
o

u
ld

 tu
rn

 o
u

t to
 b

e an
 illu

sio
n

, an
d

 w
e 

are faced w
ith the choice betw

een repression and revolt? 
W

hat if L
atin A

m
erica should not be R

edford-S
tuyve-

sant, but another V
ietnam

? 
T

he one w
e have is already bad enough, and S

enator 
K

ennedy m
inces no w

ords in declaring that "w
e becam

e 
allied

 w
ith

 a reg
im

e an
d
 a class th

at, g
iv

en
 rep

eated
 

chances to change its w
ays, has show

n neither the w
ill 

n
o
r th

e cap
acity

 to
 m

eet th
e n

eed
s o

f its o
w

n
 p

eo
p
le." 

T
h

e recen
t electio

n
s, h

e m
ain

tain
s, are a p

io
u

s frau
d

, 
an

d
 th

e "o
th

er w
ar" fo

r th
e alleg

ian
ce o

f th
e p

eo
p

le 
can hardly be w

on by a S
aigon regim

e m
arked by "cor-

ruption and w
eakness." W

hy should w
e continue to ex-

p
en

d
 A

m
erican

 liv
es d

efen
d
in

g
 a g

o
v
ern

m
en

t th
at re-

fu
ses refo

rm
 an

d
 th

at "w
ith

o
u

t o
u
r su

p
p
o

rt w
o
u

ld
 n

o
t 

survive a m
onth"? N

ot because the other nations of A
sia 

w
ould fall to C

om
m

unism
, since he discounts the dom

ino 
theory as a "vast oversim

plification." A
nd not even be-

cau
se a u

n
ified

 V
ietn

am
 u

n
d

er H
o

 C
h

i M
in

h
 w

o
u

ld
 

represent any threat to A
m

erican interests. 
H

aving refuted all our reasons for rem
aining in V

iet-
nam

, he nonetheless m
aintains that "w

ithdraw
al is now

 
im

possible" since it w
ould "dam

age our position in the 
w

orld." L
ast S

eptem
ber, w

hen this book w
ent to press, 

this seem
ed m

ore reasonable than it does today. "N
ow

 
w

e have seen," S
enator K

ennedy observed last m
onth 

after th
e V

ietco
n

g
 attack

 o
n

 th
e cities, "th

at n
o

n
e o

f 
the population is secure and no area is under sure con- 

tro
l." It n

o
w

 ap
p

ears th
at "a to

tal m
ilitary

 v
icto

ry
 . 

is p
ro

b
ab

ly
 b

ey
o
n
d
 o

u
r g

rasp
," an

d
 th

e co
n
tin

u
al re-

assu
ran

ces o
f o

u
r p

o
litical an

d
 m

ilitary
 lead

ers little 
m

o
re th

an
 "a p

o
licy

 fo
u

n
d

ed
 o

n
 illu

sio
n

." 
If this is the case, w

hat does an honorable m
an do? 

S
enator K

ennedy w
arns that "w

e can no longer harden 
o
u
r term

s ev
ery

 tim
e H

an
o
i in

d
icates it m

ay
 b

e p
re-

p
ared

 to
 n

eg
o

tiate; an
d

 w
e m

u
st b

e w
illin

g
 to

 fo
resee 

a settlem
ent w

hich w
ill give the V

ietcong a chance to 
p

articip
ate in

 th
e p

o
litical life o

f th
e co

u
n

try
." T

h
is is  

fin
e as far as is g

o
es, an

d
 it is p

ro
b
ab

ly
 th

e o
n
ly

 b
asis 

on w
hich the w

ar can be ended. B
ut w

ill it be achieved 
by this A

dm
inistration, by a P

resident that this im
pas-

sioned critic says he w
ill support for re-election? 

W
e can sym

pathize w
ith S

enator K
ennedy's predica-

m
ent, for he probably cannot w

in the nom
ination and 

m
ay succeed only in splitting the party. Y

et because he 
is th

e o
n
ly

 D
em

o
crat w

h
o
 h

as a ch
an

ce o
f u

n
seatin

g
 

the P
resident and thereby changing the V

ietnam
 policy 

he so deplores, does he not have a m
oral obligation to 

act, as w
ell as to speak, boldly? M

aybe this is a rom
an-

tic argum
ent, but it w

as Jesse U
nruh, C

alifornia party 
b
o
ss o

f th
e D

em
o
crats an

d
 an

 o
ld

 frien
d
 o

f th
e K

en
-

n
ed

y
s, w

h
o

 recen
tly

 d
eclared

: "I u
sed

 to
 d

ism
iss th

e 
ideological liberals w

ith the pat phrase that they thought 
v
icto

ry
 at th

e p
o
lls m

ean
t d

efeat fo
r p

rin
cip

le . . . b
u
t 

n
o
w

 I say
 o

u
r actio

n
s an

d
 w

o
rd

s m
u
st b

e ju
d
g
ed

 b
y
 

the hum
an consequences, and the political consequences 

be dam
ned." 

A
 political "realist," R

obert F
. K

ennedy is shooting 
for 1972. B

ut w
hat is "realism

" in this case? C
an K

en-
n
ed

y
, w

h
o
se ap

p
eal is p

itch
ed

 larg
ely

 o
n
 m

o
ral an

d
 

in
tellectu

al g
ro

u
n
d
s, sep

arate th
e p

ractical fro
m

 th
e 

idealistic and still retain his follow
ing? T

o w
hom

 w
ill 

h
e sp

eak
 fo

u
r y

ears fro
m

 n
o

w
? W

h
at k

in
d

 o
f co

u
n

try
 

w
ill w

e b
e liv

in
g
 in

? If th
e w

ar co
n
tin

u
es w

ill an
y
 

D
em

ocrat stand a chance of election? If a R
epublican 

u
n
seats Jo

h
n
so

n
 th

is y
ear, w

h
o
 w

ill still b
e aro

u
n
d
 

w
aitin

g
 fo

r B
o

b
b

y
 K

en
n

ed
y

 in
 1

9
7

6
? W

ill th
o

se w
h

o
 

look to him
. today for leadership rem

em
ber his realism

, 
o
r o

n
ly

 h
is refu

sal to
 act w

h
en

 h
is actio

n
 m

ig
h
t h

av
e 

m
ade a difference? 
T

he answ
er, alas, is not to be found in the eloquent, 

in
cisiv

e an
d

 p
ercep

tiv
e p

ag
es o

f th
is b

o
o

k
. In

 fact, it 
w

on't be found at all until the G
ood B

obby and the B
ad 

B
obby fight it out to determ

ine w
hether the im

passioned 
id

ealist o
r th

e cau
tio

u
s p

o
litician

 is to
 w

in
 th

e u
p
p
er 

hand. S
enator K

ennedy has laid out an im
pressive plank 

for him
self in these P

residential papers. T
he question 

now
 is w

hether he w
ill dare w

alk on it. 	
ktg 


