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INTRODUCTION

The problem of power Is perhaps the lost significant prob

lem existing in the world community today. Power is everywhere, 

in all aspects of life, personal and social. Every institution 

utilizes and In turn Is shaped by power, whether It is famileo 

educational, recrea ional, economic, religious or political. 

Power differs in these various institutions and groups merely 

In form not in its underlying reality.

Power demands study due to the ecessi ios of our age.

Toda we are physically one world due to Improved methods 

of communication and transportation. Prior to our ar e It

• was possible for man to bask in self-imposed isolation and

concentrate on domestic affairs but today we are a single 

world community and power must of necessity he seen in a 

■ rider context. We are also pulled together by the inter

connectedness of the world economy. No nation Is entirely 

self-sufficient economically. We have to depend on others 

for raw materials and fuels If our economy is going o con

tinue to expand. Trade Is essential to keep our economy 

from going stagn&ni. Probably he most significant prob

lem today is our brink of destruction reality. We have 

enough power to destroy the world. Two super powers, the 

U.3. and the Soviet Union, are squared off at each other, 

each possessing he means to annihila e he other. In ad

dition o these super powers a nuubor of other nations are
1 ■'?'
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constantly growing in strength in the interna:ional order 

and this increases the possibility of inadvertence and ir

rationality which could cause the destruction of the civili

zation of which our nation is a part. A decline in moral 

standards is evident in our society today. Everywhere people 

of all ages are being more exposed to more sources of person

al degeneration through our increasingly complex news media 

and com’.unicat io s to the public as a whole. Xt is impera

tive that our moral values and standards be raised to the 

same level as our modern technology to compensate for the 

gap between the is and the ought, which mu3t be pulled 

closer ogether. Another factor that makes the reality of 

power a necessary topic to be thoroughly examined is the 

fact of ideological fanatacism. In a totalitarian state 

the individual is completely subhumed into the structure 

of the govemmen • It is necessary that we also acquire 

a world view based on the dignity and sacredness of the in

dividual to combat this idolatrous concept of society - by 

this I am trying to say that we must know what we want, adopt 

positive programs instead of a reaction policy, conquer ig

norance not societies, and exercise power with responsibil

ity so that we have a true policy based on the principle 

tha power plus principle equals policy. Something lend

ing to the crisis in our world situation is the Western 

Colonial retreat, 'oday many new nations are emerging in 

the world as is evident in the increased membership of the 

United Nations. These new nations exploit both the East
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and Wes in their power struggle for their own advantage - 

thus the complexity increases each day. There is a break

up within both he East and West as is evident in our con- 

flic over the future of NATO and Russia’s struggle with 

Red China over leadership of the Communist movement in the 

world. Today there is a rise of the common man? all over 

the world this is evident in the young people. Everyone is 

searching for something not only in the West but also the 

East. This creates discontent and anxiety within the cit

izenry of any given nation. It Is important to understand 

all of these things because power Is not a matter of pure 

capabilities or a mere psychological concept? it is also 

something that Is relational. To properly utilise power 

ws must see and understand things as they are.

Power affects everyone and therefore it has a deep re

lationship to our life. Any topic of such importance to our 

way of life must of necessity be analyzed. There are other 

ways to justify an analysis of power. It is necessary for 

a liberal education, which by definition is a maximum de

velopment of man’s intellectual abilities to make him into 

a well rounded person. In addition, it is one of the most 

topical subjects of our civilization. Every person today 

has leisure time due to our technological society, and bear

ing this in mind each of us has a vital contribution to make 

to our society, as we can not just take from society but 

ius give due to our social nature; a problem exists, we 

can contribute of ourselves by analyzing this problem of
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power and seeing that power is a neutral concept and that 

i is only good or bad depending on the way it is used.

Due to its irapon a co, it is essential to analyze power as 

reality of the political order. To comprehend its full 

scope we must exa tine the nature of power in human rela

tionships and in society in general, its origins, the con

sequences of theories of soverignty, what lies in the make 

up of power, what its character is in America and the world 

and form conclusions regarding governments perennial dilemma 

of balancing between the necessity of the authority of gov

ernment and Individual freedom in the political order.

*



it
NATURE OP POWER

Our first concern is that of the nature of power. Power 

can be defined as the ability to influence the actions of 

another. The state can bring to bear all the aggregates 

of pother within a given society to command the obedience 

of its citizens and this enables it to function free of ex

ternal control. Thus, it is evident that power differs 

merely in form, not in its reality. Power is present when

ever man akes decisions concerning the arrangements under 

which he is to live. By ray definition the na ure of power 

is not clear, as it could mean influence, force, command, 

or control. I will attempt o illustrate how it differs 

■within human relations and then within societies.

Social relations have both an inner quality and an ex

ternal aspect. Love between man and wife can be contrasted 

with the fact of a do Inalion-subordination relation which 

would exist within a corporation. It seems that social 

pheno ■< a, analogous to love, offer tore unity and fewer, 

eventually contradictory, premises than that of subordina
tion.^ A relation a ong equals is one that is bound by 

unition. Through his binding the individual becomes part 

of the whole by an emotional tie of belonging together in 

com on feeling. The core of his unition is solidarity.

1' heller-Delia, Albert. woman Relations and Power.
New York: Philosophical library,'

$
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Devotion to the whole results from this attitude and Its 

manifestations are genuine friendship expressed through 

love and inti acy. Cerrain responsibilities are assumed 

as a result of this contact, and they could be called norms 

which must govern the members’ conduct. Sanctions may be 

complete or incomplete depending on he nature of the re

lation. By sanctions I refer io rewards or punishments 

for conforming or disregarding the norms which are in effect. 

Reciprocal relations recognise the o her’s personality and 

his rights. In a relation among equals there is a place 

for self-assertion. Subordination-domination is a rela-

ionship brought about by the exercise of po r, Tris pow

er ay he ti e result of an attraction of an idol, from 

pressure imposed by the person in the higher position, or 

from a habitual tendency developed by the people in sub

ordinate positions. The fora of this power stay be violent 

or controlled by vesting power with responsibility. Does 

subordination lead to rules of a binding character? Yes 

and no. "There is no obligation oi ly a foroed submission

o th robber’s gun, the conqueror’s army. Bindings don’t 

start from the relations of antagonism hut they ensue fro a

os- of connec io s. Obedie ce o the leader, master, pa- 

riarch, law, judge, or the superordlna ed functionary is

demanded and justified by willing consent, contracts, or 

he au hori y of the common standard or functional cooper

s' ion. 'he oblige;ion is founded on and deduclble from the 

co mon bond, no from the factual power rela ion."2
2Ibid., p. L8.
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All politics pla.; their role in social relations. Po

litical power is ti e name for positional po er in public 

bodies. Were two or three are gathered oge her there is 

power. The political institution can bring to bear all the 

power of a society, 'here must be an equilibrlu t between 

the political institution a d individuals and groups in the 

exercise of power. States rust be limited not only by their 

purpose but also by the moral lav. We implement the notion 

of limited government by a vri,ten const! utlo.n which serves 

as an operatin ideal and a set of regularized restraints.

ajority rule is he formal device used to carry this out - 

but he rights of he minority are also protected. Such an 

equilibrium as is maintained by the principle of subsidiarity 

does not eliminate friction or fights but reduces them to the 

•ini um. Th© balanced sta e is largely reciprocal. It mast 

be a state based on legal rights and a stai e -with divided 

power. Throughout history various approaches have been made 

to the establishment of an equilibrium of power. John Adams 

advocated a mixed government based on representing the types 

of individuals he found in society: leaders and followers. 

John Calhoun also added an Interesting notion; namely that 

of having a concurrent majority boi- g necessary to put into 

effect any measures of significance, ills notion has one 

glaring weakness in that the xuinority would then possess 

an equal say in policy as the majority. The problem of 

equilibrium might be stated in this way: How can we a- 

chleve the greatest possible welfare as a member of society
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while leaving the individual with the greatest possible 

amount. of moral autonomy? To look at this we must look 

at two extremes - planned society or social planning. 

These could also be summed up by saying that there are 

two basic divisions of government: namely democratic 

and totalitarian. In the former the power rests in the 

people as a whole and It is exercised in such a way that 

it is responsible to the people as a whole. But in th© 

latter, power is something imposed from the top by a few 

men with out consent from the people to justify its exer

cise. We apply the principle that we must have as much 

freedom as is possible for all and as much restraint as 

Is necessary for all.

The motivating force of power comes from within so

ciety. Thus it seems that power is in co iplet© dependence 

on the nation and that it would make its activities conform 

with the necessities of the nation. "Never does its essence 

lie in Its rightful reason and end. It can live, as It has 

sho -n, as com land and nothing more. We must see it as it 

is if we are to grasp Its Inner reality, the thing without 

which It can not be: that essence Is command.”^ De Jouvenal 

uses this concept of power as a starting point to discover 

the complex reality of power by way of a logical approach 

conducted in successive stages. o goes on to say that pow

er in Its root principle is not and can not be an emanation

3Jouvenal
Viking Press,

, Bertrand de. 
1949, P. 96.

On Power. New York: The
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the problem and is accomplished by replacing the monarch 

with a representative system of government based on con

sent of the people. This is power hold in trus^, in which 

the settlor is God, the trustee is the ruler and the bene- 

ficier is the people. This is in contradistinction to 

the notion of Bodin’s that the power is given as in a deed 

and that the ruler is ther by above the law.

Xt would be as incorrect to form an exclusively egoist

picture of power as to form an exclusively social one. A

stereoscopic view combining these two pictures presents a 
z

tru h which is very different.1'

Power essentially is relative. This is evident by look

ing at our dominant foreign polic goal - that of the pre

eminence of the national security. We are always trying to 

preserve our territory and identity as a nation, but what 

constitutes this security is constantly changing. Before 

our two world wars our policy of security was isolation 

from affairs going on outside our limited sphere, but to- 

da due to the reality of the world our policy has to be a 

policy of involvement for the preservation of peace and 

order in the world. Power is relative with respect to time. 

One aspect of this is the fact t at it has a te deucy to be

come larger and larger. Another way co view it is by the 

distinction between potential power and power in being. If 

It is asked, "What is the power of the U.S. and the HATO

i P* 116.
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community to defend Western Europe from a possible Commu

nist attack?** a major consideration would be the amount 

of time available to the free world to bring its military 

forces to bear in defense.’ Power is relative in respect 

to the problem toward which it is directed. A different 

form of power is assumed when you are dealing with aggres

sion then the power that is manlfes cd through foreign aid.

In the Cuban incident President Kennedy used the force of 

our military might to make Khrushchev withdraw the Soviet 

missies from Cuba. When we give foreign aid in the form of 

economic relief it is not given through our military might 

but from power accumulated within a prosperous economy 

which makes it possible to help others. It is true that

hey are closely rela ed but not identical. The power 

of our country is relative to that of other countries.

This is true for both military and non-military types of 

power. This could be interpreted by saying that the in

fluence of nations differ. Besides this, a nation’s in

fluence would not be the same with any two nations. This 

would depend greatly on the relations existing between the 

nations as well as the superiority of one nation’s might 

in comparison with th© other. Reality can easily be dis

torted a id a psychological factor can interfere with how 

the relation should be. One nation’s view of itself is al
ways somewhat distorted as is its view of other nations,
---------- -------------------------------- .------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Crabb, C.V. Jr. American Foreign Policy in the Nuclear 
Age. Mew York, Bvanston,Lond'o”: Harper F’'now,”1 ^657" $
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and In this way a nation /1th actually little power could 

actually possess a great deal of power in the oycs of an

other and thereby possess power as far as this counterpart 

is concerned. Power is also relative to the country by 

which it is applied. Totalitarian regimes can utilize the 

full power of their society to achieve their ends. Needs 

of the people become completely subordinate to the ends of 

the state. Democratic regimes can bring to bear "the full 

power of society only in instances of national emergency.

Within power’s make up there is a conbina ion of an 

ego*is leal urge and also a will to serve society, through 

the interplay of these two characteristics power tends to 

expand. We would have a perfect gov mment if the e ofis- 

tical urge were eliminated but without it power would have 

nothing to get it moving to enable it to carry out its 

functions. De Jouvenal says that in the order of nature 

everything dies which is not sustained by an Intense and 

brutal love of itself. Power gets its life from those who 

•.■rercise it and th® people become a ype of extension of 

the ruler’s ego. When it is ised for the public service 

power is able to be justified and in this way preserved.

As soon as power is concieved as being exclusive by the 

agent of the common good, it must then be determined just 

what the common good is. We can define the co anon good as 

the sun to'.al of hose aspects of man’s social living where

by he is enabled ore easily and more fully to achieve his 

integral perfection. his definition Includes both material
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and spiritual aspects of a can’s life. Prom this defini

tion we can formulate our national purpose which includes 

lire© things: peace with justice, freedom at home and a-

broad, recognition of the dignity and sacredness of the 

individual, equality for all men and equality of opportu

nity.

To the extent that command is a species of egoism it 
fttends naturally to grow. Power grows not only outwardly 

bu also from within. The mass ha‘ power rules over fur

nishes the resources for its continued expansion. The ego

ism of power profits by public insecurity. Ihe growth of 

its authority strikes private individuals as being not so 

much a continual encroachment on their liberty as an at

tempt o put down the various petty tyrannies to which they 
have been subjected.^ It is made to look as though the ad

vance of the state is a maais to the advance of the indi

vidual.

Power expands into areas where there is a vacuu 1 of 

power. Hitler was able to take over in Germany as a pro

duct of a lack of power and not as a concentration of pow

er. Under the Weinar Republic Germany was politically un- 

integra ed due to a weak government s ructure and a lack 

of leadership. Hi ler exploited these weaknesses by ap

pealing to he people’s fear of the Jews within Germany
f* ____ __________________ _____ ______ .___ ___ _________

ft°de Jouvenal, p. 126.
9Ibid., p. 130.



and their fear of the communists outside. His takeover

illustrates how a vacuum of newer leaves the way open for 
ib»

something worse to emerge, His rule also shows how nothing 

corrupts like power and absolute power tends to corrupt ab

solutely. He used ■ ecbnology .o suppress his opposition 

and his German prison camps illustrate the complete cor

ruption of the use of power. The keynote of Russian policy 

Is expansionis i. Throughout their hisory they have been 

pushed by an xenophobia which Is a hatred and suspicion of 

foreigners. Consequently they have expanded and built up 

their military might to -withstand assaults from outside ag

gressors. A par of this is their filling vacuums of power 

as is evident in Europe after World War II. Our history as 

a young na ion has not been exempt from powers’ flowing into 

vacuums either. Our old policy of manifest destiny illu- 

jitrates his. We thought it as our destiny to rul* all 

the land from the Pacific to the Atlantic and it steam- 

rolled due to such things as Oregon Fever and the Califor

nia gold rush, there as nothing substantial to slow down 

our progress and by means of treaties and a war with Mexico 

the outline of today’s continental United States wa3 achieved 

in 185'3.

It is almost certain that there will be conflicts he

re en nations die o this expansionary character of poxuer.I
We find It necessary to check communist expansion vo preserve 

peace in the.world. We have adopted a policy of containment

and use our military might through a policy of graduated de-



terre we not only have the capacity for nuclear re-

from sloWly inching onward, 

capi alistic encirclement.

taliation but also engage in brush fire tactics to keep them 

Phe Soviet’s policy is that of 

ley view the rest of the world

as giant tigers ready to pounce at the slightest opportunity 

It is justifiable as we have the i co pletely encircled with 

our regional alliance pacts. To maintain their security 

they feel it is necessary to possess power comparable to 

that of the free or-ld. We differ on one vital point, how

ever, and that is ideology. They have a world vision of a 

classless society which ill eventually co e about through

class struggle, revolution and then the dictatorship of the 

proletariat. Our policy is not dominated by c. world view 

but by a theme that could better be described as a reaction

policy.

The expansionism is also due to economic and strategic 

reasons. The vast Eurasian plain has left Russia open to 

1 vasion from outside, and as a result a primary arm of 

their policy is that of safeguarding the military approaches 

to the frontier. To benefit heir treasury a d their pres

tige nations seek foreign arkets. Mao uses a theory of

coun r versus city to explain his.

The co anunlst hope of redeeming ma; kind through the

world revolutions is a variant of a theme tha. dominates

Russian t oug t, hey see themselves as he third RoH" 
that It is their duty to deliver lesser people from cultural 

a- d spiritual backwardness. According to the coanmunist con-
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caption of morality whatever furthers he goals of com

munism in the world is good and whatever doesn’t is bad.

It has a note of inevitability In that communism is going 

to eventually triu iph either with or with out revolution.

There are influences on power’s capaci y to expand 

such as institutional limitations. In the united States 

our power to expand is much less than that of the Soviet 

Union. We have certain restraints on power structured into 

our democratic for x of government. In a federal system 

like osrs the national government has certain obligations 

to the states? precisely io guarantee he states a repub

lican form of governin , to protect ..he states against In

vasion a d domestic violence, and to protect their terri- 

torial integrity. ' Our natio al to state relation is a 

federal relation which may be defined as a division of 

power between the central government and the states pro

vided for by constitution and which may be changed only 

by me hods specified in he conafifU' ion. The central 

government has delegated powers and the states have re

sidual powers. The original division of governmental pow

ers between he states and the federal government was de

signed by our founding fathers as a protection for the 

sates and their people against the poiential dangers of 

an aggressive na ional gov m ent. Federalism placed in

Phillips, Jewel, State and Local Gov-nm .an; In 
America. New York: American Book Go., 19 >4*
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the hands of the states the function o. sserving law and

order and of protecting the rights of individual persons 

through he fair and equal administration of justice.

A erican federalist: is based on the principle that the 

federal rights of all parsons would be protected b 

socess of state cou.norinai

XX i ed ral courts and.

me

3, with review, if necessary 

Lie s'ate and governmental

officials would be willing and able to maintain law and 

order. The doctrine that the federal government has many 

more implied powers than those enumerated in he constitu

tion is the basis for most of the aggrandizement of he 

s ates. All power is vested in and consequently derived 

he people? the magistrates afro.

servants and at all Imes amenable 

secure the purpose of all govern en 

to life, liberty and he pursuit of

O t PH S16
u

and

o us. They are to

- o secure the rights 

happiness. Ther is a

paradox in the heart of const! u ional gov- rnment and .he 

phrase ’’the rule of law, '* It f

lish stronger laws ye

government are and. ough to be limi d. 

today, hovev- r, is centralization of th

srnme rather than on d cenlralizalic .

ails the effort to estab

le assumption that the powers of 

Tire emphasis 

jolicies of gov- 

Thc federal gov

ern ent now asserts th< right gulate not only labor-

nanage ent relations and the size and scope of businesses, 
but also ’’civil ririxts” and also gives subsidies for every-

1 ’’States Rights A ondments.” Time, (June 7» 1963), 22, 
lzIbid,
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thing from public roads to education. We must keep the 

principle of subsidiarity in mind in which local govern

ment is given the task of doing whatever they can and those 

things it can not do are given to the fedorad government 

for the harmonious relation which will promote our general 

welfare. We have had a reversal of roles of the states and 

of the federal govern lent, whereas th state used to have 

broad power now it is all in the central government by ex

tension into many areas that were formerly under complete 

state control such as elections, subsidies for farming, 

business, and the Supreme Court’s ’’one person one vote."

Other influences that check power’s expansionary cha

racter are a nation’s geographical position and their con

cern for their in eraal security. An excellent example of 

this Is our isolationist policy which dominated our policy 

for 100 years. Three conditions made possible American 

withdrawal in the old world. First, we were geographically 

isolated from the world. floday isolation is no longer fea

sible and we have to be concerned for ours and also others 

benefit by being involved in world affairs. Second, there 

were diplomatic troubles in Europe and those troubles kept

he i from uniting behind an anti-American policy. Last, 

American security was protected by British power and British 

policy. This posi ion has changed also. Now it is the 

United States that is the leader in the free world, With 

our adoption of the o-noe Doc rine wo agreed to stay out 

of Europe’s wars that were exclusively of European concern.
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Neither World War I nor World War II violated, this* The 

other aspect of the Monroe Doctrine .ac that other coun-

ries were supposed to stay out of the affairs of the 

Western Hemisphere. While discussing limitations of the 

expansionary character of power It is essential to realise 

that while there was a definite non-concern wi h affairs 

outside the con inental Whited Slates we still practiced 

a policy of manifest destiny - power was still expanding 

internally even though we had a desire for separation from 

other coun ries that goes clear hack to the American Revo

lutionary War, and manifested itself by the avoidance of 

entangli g alliances, the policy of non-intervention, and 

the reluctance to assume foreign territorial committments.

Geopolitical theories have an influence on the expan

sion of power. One of these theories is the sea lane theory 

of Great Britain. They thought that the way to ba the strongest 

nation in th© world is to control the sea lanes of the world. 

Obey became a great sea power and this enabled them to prac

tice a ollc of i iperlalism. Besides this, it enabled them 

to give a form of security to their people and made it pos

sible to concentrate on the problems of local government.

Another theory is the heartland theory which holds that who

ever dominates Western, Europe will dominate Europe, and that 

whoever dominates Europe will do ii ate the world. Throughout 

history there has been a struggle ovei» who will control the 

heartland. Tte last geopolotic theory is that of Mao’s no

tion of country versus city. Mao Tse Tung has given the
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co munist world a new idea of revolution,

revolution can be sparked by peasants Instead of workers 

as traditio al Marxis t-Leninis holds. Hie peasants will 

surround the cities and overthrow them* He then projects 

this on a world scene and says that the countryside are 

the poor nations of t e worldj and they will surround the 

rich nations of the world. The rich nations will capitu

late and the dictatorship of the proletariat will emerge 

as the transition to t e classless society.

A question most often brought up is the expansion of 

a state’s power over its citizens. Hie growth of federal 

aut ority has altered t e balance between the states and 

the nation. How long will this continue and why? Many 

people seem to think there is no limit but I believe there 

is, at least in regard to the "roximate future due to the 

fact that state government isn’t as distant from the in

dividual as the federal government is. Hie fact that each 

St be has its own particular features and history makes for 

a certain autonomy. Federal government depends on the 

states for its exist'e; ce rather than vice versa. That 

there has evolved a federal government tore powerrul than 

Ha til ton in his Federalist papers may have envisioned can’t 

be denied. But this is the inevitable consequence of revo

lutionary changes in our technology ad evolutionary changes 

in our concepts of social justice,^ ilc state and local

^’’Betrayal of States Rights. 
1960 b 39; -3.

It America, (December 17,
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governments have maintained their positions as regards 

fiscal expenditures, several functions once exclusively 

the states have been assumed by the federal government 

through the extension by judicial interpretation of the 

’’due recess,” ’’general welfare” and ’’commerce” clauses 

of the constitution, 'this development was directly re

lated to this generation’s recognition that a broad range 

of national, social and economic needs had to be met and 

that the states and local government were unable, or un

willing to cope with these problems a td hence it was left

to the federal government through the congress to define 
14the government’s role in meeting these national needs. 

State governments have defaulted or have been unable to 

meet the needs of our people* Many functions of govm- 

ment such as labor regulatio , stabilisation of business, 

and social security have transcended state boundaries and 

are hence national in scope. There has been a shift in 

power from t e state to the national government through 

amendments, supreme Court interpretation, grant-in-aid 

of the national government, and a more extensive use of 

the powers delegated to the national government.^ There 

are limits on the national government, notably the prin

ciple of subsidiarity which in essence says that ’’society 

should allow or help every individual to exercise their 

function which Is his part within the whole and also the

1^Tbld.
1^Phillips.
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fact that there should be a dispersal of responsibility 

in the social order to the extent to which this promotes 

the com on good.” Lincoln has a quote that applies rather 

well: "the legitimate object of govern tent is to do for

a community of people what they ca&»fc do for themselves•"

To preserve our republican form of government we should 

follow these guidelines in applying the principle of sub

sidiarity. {1) Private institutions should have precedence 

over government action unless some clear public harm is 

threatened. (2) We should use the level of government 

closest to the community for all the public functions it 

can ha die, (3) We should experiment widely with coop

erative intergovernmental arrangements for problems th t 

cross political boundaries. (i$.) We should reserve to the

federal government only those responsibilities that are
1 6truly national.

P.J. Sheed, in his book Society and P nity, gives an 

excellent illustration of the expansionary character of the 

power of the state.

Tne state has power, and it is a law of 
nature that power tends to spread - not be
cause it is tyrannical, or Imperialistic, or 
particularly evil, but simply because it Is 
power - it spreads like ink in blotting-paper,..
As power grows, It grows fearful: much like 
the miser grows fearful, the more his money 
mounts, ihere is a high incidence of in
sanity among tyrants, and it is always of 
t e same sort - fear, suspicioness: other 
men need not be powerful to be feared as

160»Neill, Rev. E.P. Philosophy of State Notes. (1965
and 1966).



rivals, they need only be others: they must 
either be destroyed or somehow absorbed into, 
made part of the tyrant. Power is jealous; 
and the immense effort to absorb the social 
order into the political certainly involves 
a desire to win for the rulers of the state 
the emotional values that go Ith the coun
try. It is a profound error. Ihose emo
tional values arise from freedom, respon
sibility, all the things that the order of 
compulsion must diminish; they grow in a 
strongly personal social order and pour 
their strength into the political order, 
but in a social order politicized they 
will not grow. In the earlier stages of 
the change, If these be conducted with 
skilled propaganda, there will be an 
appearance of emotional response, but 
it is hysteria, Induced, not rooted, and 
certain to wither very quickly. Ihe state 
can’t confer vitality, for the o ly vita
lity it has flows from the spiritual and 
physical vitality of the human beings of 
whom It Is composed.17

Power has many manifestations, among them are per

suasion and friendship. Ihe role of force is relatively 

Insignificant in Interpersonal and Intergroup relation

ships. It is also manifested in propaganda, economic aid., 

ideological penetration, moral suasion, public opinion and

In its most extreme manifestation the use of force takes 
18the form of war. It is Impossible to exaggerate the 

part played by war in the extension of power; but war 

Is not the only set of circumstances in which it can in

voke the public interest to strengthen its grip on the na

tion. Its role is not merely that of defender of its sub

jects against other powers which are like unto itself; It

New York: Double
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claims also to protect them against forces which are dif
ferent in kind,^ Bertrand Russell defines power as the 

production of intended effects" and that it follows that 

all our successful voluntary action result from power or 

the love of power. He says that if we Imprison a man, 

bribe him by rewards, or influence him by arguments, these 

are simply different manifestations of power. According to 

the definition even smoking a cigarette, writing a love 

letter, waving good-by, singing a song, or publishing a 

book on the evil effects of power, are all expressions of 

power as long as we Intend the a. Russell follows Scho

penhauer, Nietzsche and other romantic philosophers, in 

attempting to reduce all human instincts to one, the love 

of ower. Schopenhauer, the most i>enouned pessimist gave 

us an irrationallstic metaphysics. He reduced power to 

the will to live and said that there •'•ere certain escape 

routes from tills, namely; through art, morality, ascetic 

denial and renunciatian. He says it is only by freely 

denying the will to live that we can become content human 

beings. Nietzsche’s main theme is that Surope was in the

idst of a moral crisis and that this was due to the ac

cepted system of values. Christianity had removed he

highest values of mankind from this orId to a world beyond." 
“---- ---------------- —----—----------------------------------------------------------

de Jouvenal, p. 129. 
onSchlipp, Paul Arthur. The Philosophy of Bertrand 

Russell. New York, Evans to and London: Harper & Row, 
TOT~ P. 586.

'^Reinhardt, Kurt P. The ixlstentialisg Revolt. New 
York; Frederick Ungar Publishing Co., 1952. P •" 1OY.
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He proposes a transvaluation of values in which the will 

to power will find the void caused by Christianity. Ihe 

superman will have thia will to power and pave the way for 

the future by creating his own values.

*Ihere are two extreme osilions regarding power in its 

most extreme manifestation, ie. war. Cne is that war is a 

good thing find it brings out the finest in man. Fascism 

is an Illustration of this. ihe other extreme is that war 

ie a total evil. Total pacificists hold this view point. 

Clausewltz says that war is but the continuation of po

licy by other means.22 effect he is saying that nations

have many Interests and war is but one way of carrying out 

these interests. Foreign policy goals and military goals 

cai; not be identified but they can not be separated either. 

Clausewltz identifies them in hie quote. General MacArthur 

goes a step farther and says: ”In war there ie no substi

tute for victory,” 3his is one step away from the notion 

of unconditional surrender which reeks of morallsm. This 

is the notion that the enemy is horrendous and we are per

fect. We can not identify foreign policy goals and mili

tary objectives because there is a broader aspect. We 

have a minute man notion of the military establishment 

along with a civilian supremo; of the military; the 

president as commander-in-chief can use the military aim 

of the nation btjt we con not identify the military goal 

with our foreign policy goal. I will use an example of

2 Crabb, p. 25.
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Pr. O’Neill’s to illustrate this:

We are Involved in a war in Vietnam that 
X can io dihdraw fro , but am* .o end

it. We could end it if we used all out mili
tary force, but we can not do this and be 
consistent .ith American foreign policy.
War or peace is an unfair dichotomy as It 
makes an either or hing, Choices are not 
between black and white. Our choice today 
Is between war and aggression. War is not 
Inevitable and we can not say that war is 
utterly bad, sometimes It is a necessity.

It Is evident hat power’s inner reality is command. 

It is relative in character. A primary feature of it Is 

its expansionary character. Power consists of more than 

pure capabilities, it also has psychological and rela

tional characteristics.

*
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It is necessary to understand. the origins of power to

understand Its nature. Auguste Comte’s law of the three 

states is one way of aporoaching its origins. He says that 

it is the nature of the human mind to pass through three 

successive theoretical states: the theological or fic

titious state; the metaphysical or abstract state; and 

finally the scientific or positiv state. Comte calls It 

a great, fundamental law, one which determines with in

variable necessity the march of our scientific and philo

sophic progress, as well as our material and institutional 

growth. In the theological state, development occurs in 

three phases: fetishis , polytheism, and monotheism. Life 

Is attributed to certain objects; totems and worship of 

the stars are common ways of expressing respect for, and 

fear of material things. Later on, the theological mind 

withdraws the powers from phenomena and places them in 

fictitious gods; this is the polytheistic phase of the 

theological state of mind. It encourages an aggressive 

militarism, slavery, centralized authority, and the fusion 

of spiritual and temporal power.ventually the many
gods are consolidated into one and the. v?e arrive at -xono- 
theism which permits nature to be studied In itself. The

-^Collins, James. A History of Modern European Philos 
ophy. Kll'.aukee: Bruce^ulSLisning (fempany* 1954* P- 7037

^Ibid., p. 706.
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metaphysical state of mind converts the supernatural en

tities of theology into natural forces and causes. Its 

distinctive feature is lbs gradual rejection of all super 

natural clai is and even of belief in God. This state in- 

evl ably gives way to the positivistic state which is the 

period of industrialism and peace, social order and pro

gress.He says, "order by itself alone would lead to 

social d? cay, whereas progress alone would result in a 

permanent state of anarchy. Order must be joined xulth 

pro ress for progress is the fulfillment of the dynamic 

tendencies of order itself; we can change the intenity 

and speed with which a society passes t rough the various 

stages of its order, but we can not change the nature of

his social structure itself." Comte says men join to

gether in political society out of a natural social in

stinct. ( ov rnmen is viewed as a necessary institu ion

o develop our social capacities. Men have two choices 

once they are present in political society: to organize 

the forces of society for he coercion of other men or 

to work for the control of nature and the betterment of 

humanity. The former alternative leads to the military 

civilization of the theological mind, whereas the latter 

leads to the peaceful, industrial civilization of positiv 

ism.He concludes by saying that the industrialization

~^Ibld.
6Ibid., p. 726.



s an approach which is 

The first influence in

of modem society is visible proof that the theological 

mind is being superseded, and that traditionalism in po“ 

itics is futile. ‘ Be Jouven&l u<

similar but not so deterministic,

life is the paternal, which follows from the fact that the 

family is the primary and basic unit o. society. It is 

through the interaction of he members of the family that 

power arises. Pa ily moith rs usually act in accordance 

with cer ain patterns of action that are pre-established 

and imposed upon ‘ hem. Phea patterns are called social 

norms and they create certain social positions for the 

children and parents in 'he family, Some of these social 

positions are endowed with pow r, or authority to issue 

commands and to secure obedience .from then* Ihe norms 

are endowed with sanction, which refers to the fact Qf 

rewards for conformity and punishment for non-conformity 

in relation te the prevailing norms. A child*s position 

in a family is a subordinate one; he lias to perform spec

ified duties around the home and has

what it is that society requires for h< individual per

son as regards his unforseen role as a member ox' society. 

Authority in a family is clearly given o ■ he parents,

I* ore is a divergence of lnterpreta,ion over -which parent . 
possesses final authority. In ioat societies the male 
partner is the acknowledged leader, ie. he paternal fam-

duty to learn

27Ibid., p. 727.
28"Ilmasheff, Facey and Schlere th. C-encral Sociology. 

Mil aukec: Bruce Publishing Company, 1959. ~P. h.V. *
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ily, and makes decisions with finality; but in some so

cieties, in those families classified as maternal, the fe

male has final say In all phases of family life. The

paternal authority is the first form cf co mand and the

ainstay of all the others. It is fundamental to man’s 

nature that he is not only a person but algo a social being 

and must fulfill himself in society in various groups. Man’s 

very existence is rooted in the group; thus the orst form 

of punish ent is banishment. In primitive societies man 

was confronted by forces he could not control, 30 man 

attempted o appease these forces with rites of sacri

fice and worship. The basis of the po or involved is 

fear of that which is unexplainable. Certain members 

were supposed o know what was to be done and they are 

referred to as the eld ra or witchdoctors. The king in 

such a society must be a person who was less qualified to 

rule men’s wills than to prevail upon the will of the in

visible powers and secure their favor. His function was 

the appeasement of the evil purposes, If necessary by the 

sacrifice of himself in focusing them on his own person.^

It seems that primitive societies do not fall into any of 

our three categories, monarchy, arisfocr cy and democracy. 

Neither the behavior of individuals nor the action of the 

community is determined by eith r one : an or several men 

or all the men; they are prescribed by powers which over-

^Ihid., p. f>3.
3°ae Jouvenal, p. 70.
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arch society - which certain ten are able to interpret for 
their fellows.31 32 33 Pear is the principle at the root of 

logical power, its role in society is the fixation of 

customs.

De Joavenal explains the origin of oar present day 

states in a way which is contrary to the traditional no

tion of progress as being a linear development, from back

ward societies to oar >resent day nation state system 

through the interne diary phases of fatally, tribe and co m- 

munit . His explanation is that progress is not a single 

road along which backward societies act, as milestones, but 

that groups of persons move to ard civilization by roads 

which are quite different. The first societies which or

ganized patriarchically, which were the least inclined to 

people the universe with evil purposes or freed themselves 

soonest from these fears, come before us as the real found- 

era of states and as the truly historical societies. Ihe 

transition of society is explained by the coming of the 

warrior, as the change is reputed to be only possible by 

war. The strongest and the most courageous man is the one 

who will triumph over the witchdoctors as he has the will 

to power. All of these clans are tied together by the 

necessity to reach agreement with the other chiefs of 

clans. Eventually a king will emerge who will utilize

31 Ibid., p. 71.
32Ibid., p. 1$.
33Ibid., p. 77.
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power for the diminution of social inequality, and the 

raising and centralizing of public authority.^ Ihe most 

important change is that due to the crises between the king 

and the chief of clans. The community’s focal point Is the 

king on his throne. It is he who decides for and acts for 

the people, developing for this purpose an apparatus which 

consists solely of himself and his minions. Around this 

skeleton, the flesh of socle y, its men, ranges itself.

And the tie to which the community responds is one of 

feoling, not of being associated in common, but of being 
possessed in eossson.35

Power is seen as having its origins in something out

side of man, in forces he can not control. It is seen to 

have Its basis In fear. To overcome these forces man must 

give some person or persons in the community power to in

terpret these forces. The transition of society is possible 

by the emergence of the warrior who triumphs over the first 

interpreter of the forces and places the source of po.7er in 

natural forces rather than supernatural.

’Ibid., p. 85. 
Ibid., p. 90.



THEORIES OP SOVEREIGNTY^

There are various theories of the concept of sovereign

ty. Sovereignty refers to a state’s capacity to function 

free of external control and the capacity to secure the 

obedience of Its subjects. A theory Is necessary to ex

plain and justify political authority. Obedience, it is 

said, becomes a duty because of the undeniable existence 

of a ultimate right of command in society, a right which 

extends ”to controlling the actio s of society’s members 

with, In the background, power to coerce them, a right to 

which all private individuals have to submit without 

possibility of resistance.-5'3

The first theory of sovereignty that I will examine 

is the divine theory. Tills position holds that the ruler 

recieves his power directly from God and that he rules by 

divine right. The consequences of this position are that 

the ruler Is then set apart from the people and does not 

have to exercise his power in 3uch a way that it is re- 

s onsible to the people. The ruler in this position is 

undr he oke of the Church. The explanation of the di

vine rights of kings Is that it Is a fragment taken from the 

context of a doctrine which had made kings the repreaenta- 

fives of God as regards their subjects, only to subject 

them at the same time to the law of God and to the control

^°Ibid., p. 26,
33
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of the Church.

Popular sovereignty is both similar yet different from 

the divine theory of sovereignty. It is similar in that 

God is the source of all power, but different in the sense 

that God has not selected any one man to rule but instead 

places all power in th people as a whole, 'he people as 

a whole decide who ill rule for them. Trust is a term 

that could be us d to describe th-- relationship of power 

b two n the ruler and the ruled. St. Thomas Aquinas gave 

us the translation theory to explain the source of politi

cal authority and its obligatory character. All authority 

comes from God and he delegates this authority o man, which 

he in turn delegates o a third party. Qhe settlor is led, 

the beneficiary is the people and the trustee is the ruler. 

The ruler can bind men in conscience to obey his la s, be- 

ca ;se ultimately he is exercising God’s authority. All of 

this is tied up with the fourth commandment - we must honor 

our fathers! Law is thus an obligation in conscience.

Since this power is held in trust it must be exercised in 

such a way that it is responsibl to the people as a whole. 

Power must be legitimate and nursue a just end. Its main 

cone rn can not be the exploits Ion of Its subject con

stituents.

A third concept of sovereignty diverges from the first 

two theories. Rousseau’s theory, democratic popular sover
eignty, says that innately good men existed in a state of

~^Ibid., p. 31.



35

nature from which they emerged, due to that contradictory 

notion, that they had to escape from bad Institutions.

Roussea i held, like his predecessors, that what constitutes 

sovereignty is the surrender without reservation of indi

vidual rights; .■‘these then go 'to form a collective right, 

the sovereign’s which is absolute. The process has two 

stages: first, individuals turn themselves into a people; 

next, they give themselves a government. The result is 

that, whereas in previous systems the people gave the col

lective right in the act of creatln it, in. this they cre
ate it without giving it - In fact they never part with it.38 39 

Rousseau starts with the concept of an absolute man and it 

follows of necessity that he must end with an absolute 

state. He says that his absolute individual desires to 

live in coramunion with others, and he makes this possible 

by his notion of the general will. It is a type of in

tuition not a consensus of a majority. The general will 

is al ays right and must always be obeyed because it is 

doing what you want even if you are not aware of the fact.

He does not solve the problem of how It is possible to 

discover wt at the general will is.

he explanation and justification for civil obedience

is, according to the theories of sovereignty, the right to

command that power derives from the origin, whether divine 
39or popular. But power also has an end a d this is that

38Ibid., p. 37.
39Ibid., p. h.3.



it must be directed towards the common good. Wen viewed in 

the perspective of its end, we can inquire into he legiti

macy of the pow'r, as this raises the question of whether 

Obedience is mandatory even in regards to the problem of un

just law. Socrates, i the nCrlto,!' a section of the Last 

Days of Socrates, argues that we have to obey even an un

just law. His basic idea is that it is necessary to follow 

the law at all times because in this way you are demonstra

ting your acceptance of authority. In this life you must 

shot-/ concern for the law, as this life is merely a trial 

in preparation for he next. Be views death as the cure 

for life because true philosophyzing becomes possible only 

when the soul is separated from the body. St. Thomas seems 

to attach mors importance to the end of power than to its 

origin; revolt against an author! y which is not aiming 

at the common good ceases to be seditious.40

The nominalist conception of society holds that society 

is made tp of associat d men whose disassociation is always 

possible. Societ is r garded as mer ly a convention where

as men are the reality. 2his is a mechanistic concept of 

the state in which th notion of person is stressed over 

the social nature of man. To illustrate this by analogy, 

one can compare this idea with building blocks. There is 

nothing binding them together, and they can be rearranged 

in any way that suits the builder. It is similar to this

^°Ibid.
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notion of the state, as the state’3 purpose is to preserve 

the peace and protect property, and if this purpose is not 

fulfilled that state can be reconstructed in a more suita

ble way.

Society and the state can also be regarded as a type 

of living b- ing that has a life of its own, that it is su

perior to the arts. Tills is a biological notion of the 

state in which the notion of man’s social nature is stress 

ed over his person. An analogy to illustrate this is a 

frog. - A frog is something that is higher than its indi

vidual llrobs, and something that can not be split apart 

and reconstructed. With this notion of th© state the in

dividual person is completely subhumed into the political 

order and onl? has meaning in relation to the whole. This 

is the underlying principle of the typical totalitarian 

dictatorship.

The orga ismic concept of society regards the state 

as something different than the prior notions just exam

ined. Its distinctive character is the principle of its 

unity. The biological theory maintains that the state is 

essentially a living being with body, will, intellect and 

personality of its own. The mechanistic theory holds that 

the state is merely a material instrument for transmitting 

force, and that Its unity is of a purely material nature. 

It must be seen, however, that man is both a person and 

social being and that our notion of the state can not ig

nore either of these aspects of man. The organismic con-
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cept brln-s these wo principles logs her. The principle

which gives the stato its distinct pature, is therefore

found in the unity which results from the collectivity

of wills of all these individuals and groups joined to
ll-1gather in the pursuit of common objectives. A marriage 

union is used as an analogy to illustrate this idea of the 

state. A union is created which is indestructible, which 

has as its purpose the promotion of the common good with

out destroying the goal of the striving for individual in

tegral perfection which is essential for the partners con

stituting the union. 3y considering the state as a cor

porate whole, we recognize the £e.ct that the state is made 

up of persons who have reason, free will, and an end which 
transcends that of the community.^

t_______________ _________ ______
^Schmandt and Steinbicker. Pundamen ala of Govern

ment . Milwaukee: ante© Publishing Com any, P. UK.
42Ibid., p. 63.



4 INGREDIENTS CP POWER

Bower is of two kinds: physical power or might, and 

moral power or right. Might or physical power refers to

gredients arc included in the totality of a nation*s 

physical power.

First of the ingredients are the demographic factors 

of a nation. This r fers to the characteristics of a na

tion’s population* Size, population trends, the ra io of 

age groups, the numbers that are of military age and the 

mobility of the population are the pertinent factors. Size 

Is lm ori ant- when considering the resources from which po

wer must draw Its strength. Red China has a much greater 

potential strength than the United States, io. in a clash 

of armies In a purely limited land battl? . A significant 

factor is the trend of growth of the po >ulation. his is 

seen by comparing the birth rate with the death race and 

the amount of Immigration with emigration. If a country 

has a large ratio of older people to younger age groups, 

then a society will tend to be more conservative and po

wer’s continued expansion will be somewhat at laiod. But 

if the reverse is the case then we can expect the society 

to have much more liberal tendencies. The numbers that are

ht and Reason* Saint Louis:

39
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of military age determine the extent of power’s capa

bility of being manifested in a land war against an alien 

power. By the mobility of the population 1 am referring 

to the migration of citizens from rural communities, to 

cities and then to the suburbs. If people are concen

trated in certain areas we have a defense problem created, 

because this increases a nation’s vulnerability to nuclear 

attack. Malthas gave us an interesting: theory on the rela

tion of food to population growth. He maintained that 

whereas the population grows geometrically our available 

food supply grows arithmetically. After the passage of 

an undetermined amount of time the poor will become very 

impoverished, this presents a problem in foreign policy 

and we must do something so that the gap does not continue 

to widen between the rich nations and the poor nations.

Geographic position is also an ingredient in a na

tion’s power. Our position in the world community enabled 

us to maintain a policy of isolationism for a century of 

our nation’s history. Geopolitical theories, namely those 

of sea power, the hear land theory said Mao’s country versus 

city- must be clearly understood as a primary factor in the 

manifestation of power. Russia’s position apart from the 

world influenced their current policy especially in re

gard to the nature of their government. Due to their geo

graphical position of isolation, they developed no insti

tution, comparable to the Church in wesfc«*Pn society, to 
limit the power of the state, and this feature is easily 
recognizable in present day Russia.



M

Economic power is a third ingredient of a nation’s 

power. The easiest index of the health of a nation is 

the gross national product. A nation’s technology in the 

present age is an indication of its level of advancement 

in our industrial age.

The organizational-administrative element of a nation 

has vast significance in the utilization of power. A cen

tralized administration which is characteristic of totali

tarian regimes facilitates the effective and complete use 

of the power available within its regime. A democratic 

typ of organization, of necessity, has more conflicts 

and obstacles placed in the path of the utilization of 

power. An inherent part of this ingredient is the size 

and quality of the military establishment under the con

trol of the particular state.

The basic ingredients of power are objective factors 

and they do not determine how it will be used. To see 

how power is used we must examine a nation’s national 

character, which refers to the characteristics it ex

hibits as it views the world. Various things must be 

examined to understand this, namely: the countries 

attitude towards power, its expectations concerning the 

behavior of others, its attitude toward the military es

tablishment, its faith in ability to resolve disputes, 

and its theme of progress and hope.

Right or moral power, on the other hand, achieves its 

effect by the appeal to another’s will through his Intel-
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lect. It points out to he other t; at something is claimed, 

and that respect for the claim Is necessary for the other to 

attain his own. last end. A right puts a moral bond on the 

free will of another so that, even if he can infringe upon 

my right; physically, he can not do so physically without 

committing an evil deed and incurring moral guilt with 
its corresponding sanctions.^'

*



POWER IN AMERICA AND THE WORLDA

Within America the power to make decisions rests al

most entirely In political, military and economic insti

tutions according to C.W. Mills. This triangle of power 

Is reputed to be a structural fact, and it is the key to 

understanding the higher circles in .America today. The 

high military, the corporation executives and the politi

cal directorate have tended to come together to form the 

power elite of America.^ There are other interpretations 

of the American system of power. Hie most usual is that
-

it is a moving balance of many competing interests. Mills 

says that to believe the power system reflects a balancing 

society is to confuse the resent era with earlier tines, 

and to confuse its top and bottom with its middle levels.*^ 

By top levels he is referring to the range of decisions that 

are made. “Hie middle levels are regarded as more of a stale 

mate than a moving balance. It is not a forum in which the 

major decisions of national and international life are de

bated. -He continues by saying that as more people are drawn 

into the political arena, their associations become mass in 

scale, and. the individual becomes dependent upon them; to 

the extent that they are effective, they have become larger,
|r -- , ...

^Mills, C, Wri; I . Power, Politics, and People. New 
York: Oxford University Press,19c3. ’ P

lu\bid., p. 31.
U3
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and to that extent they Lave become less accessible to in

fluence of the individual. In our time the influence of

* publics or of masses within political life is in fact de

creasing, and such influence as on occasion they do have 

tends, to an unknown but Increasing degree to be guided 

by the means of mass communication.^ Mills has a good 

point but he carries it too far. We still have a demo

cratic form of government and nower rests in the people

as a whol , which is apparent from our m thods of election 

and influencing of policy by means of public opinion and 

pressure groups. Furthermore, we still use the principle 

of subsidiarity to maintain the autonomy of the individual 

aid the stat 3 in relation to the federal government.

In the world community will the presence of tremendous 

power lead to in vitable conflict? To say that war will 

inevitably occur is maintaining a deterministic theory of 

history which all?inates the possibilities of alternative 

methods of settling disputes. his catastrophe may not 

occur as it Is avoidable at least in theory. But the hard 

fact is that humanity has developed no means for providing 

reasonable assurance, let alone confident certainty that 

it will be avoided.Today we need somets Ing beyond the 

nation state In order to preserve order in the world. In 

order to be effective this entity would r- quire absolute

* Independence. eday we have the potential for the develop-

^7Ibid., p. 35.

Claude, Inis. L. Jr. Power and International Bela- 
txons_. Naw fork: Random HouseT* ''‘Tnc'.V1^2. P. i;..
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raent of certain kinds of federal structures. It is said 

that we have to acquire a world vision or the future will 

belong to those who do, namely the communist movement which 

is spearheaded by the Soviet Union and Red China. Pope 

John XXIII in his encyclical, Pacem in Tcris, affirms the 

need for a world wide public authority. His argument pro

ceeds in this manner: Today due to the interdependence 

between political communities brought about by the pro

gress of science and technology, no political community 

today successfully pursues its interests in Isolation from 

others. The universal common good of mankind is a continu

ing reality and the present system of international organ

ization does not meet the objective needs of the universal 

common good. Ihere is need, therefore, of a public autho

rity which can operate effectively on a world wide basis, 

coping with situations beyond the capacity of individual 

countries or regions. This public authority must be in

stituted by common consent and not by force and must op

erate according to the principle of subsidiarity. Such 

an authority is not intended to limit the sphere of action 

of the public authorities of Individual political communi- 

ti s. Rather, it is to create a situation in which the 

public authorities, as well as individuals and intermedi

ate associations, may better fulfill their duties and ex
ercise their rights with greater security,49

Encyclical of Pope John XXIII. Pacem in Teris. New 
Jersey: Paullst Press, 1963. Pp. 71-?3.
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Claude, In his book Power and Int rnatlonal Relations, 

evaluates the balance of power, collective security and 

world government as theoretical approaches to the manage

ment of power in international relations. His central 

theme is that these three approaches are related to each 

other as successive points along a continuum, differing 

most f mdamentally in the centralization of power and 

authority which they imply.The balance of power con

cept is the least centralized whereas the concept of world 

government is the most centralized. Given a pattern of in

dependent states existing in mutual contact and relation

ship, those states manipulate the distribution of power a- 

mong themselves, and share in the decentralized management 

of the system, in the absence of an institution equipped 

to exercise central direction, and thus the balance of 

power system exists by default.5^ The doetrinu of col

lective security has had a certain impact by expounding 

the theory that international aggression is legally end 

morally reprehensible, the idea that any aggression is 

everybody’s business, the view that a general international 

organization should concern itself with all disturbances of 

the peace, the notion that potential aggressors should be 

forwarned of the solidarities with which they may be con

fronted - such propositions as these, attributable to the 

doc rinal impact of collective security, have become em-

^Claude, p. 9.
^‘ibid., p. 51.



bedded in twentieth-century thinking about international 

relations. In this limited but important sense, collec- 

tive security has been adopted. The concept of world 

government is the third approach to the managing of power 

in international relations. This concept follows after 

the other two not only historically but also in the sense 

that it represents a continued centralization of the in

ternational system. In general, th - theory of world gov

ernment envisages the erection of authoritative and po

werful central institutions for the management of rela

tionships among states, specifically for the purpose of 
preventing International war.'’3 World government is 

necessary because the alternative methods of securing 

order are Inadequate. Crane Brinton in his book, The 

Shaping of Modern 'thought, is extremely pessimistic about 

the possibility of ever attaining a form of world govern

ment. He says that those who hate war and hope to abolish 

It on this earth are nowadays mostly convinced of the need 

for a world state or at least a small number of regional 

stages eliminating the nation s'at as we know It, To us, 

two hundred years after the innocent environmentalism of 

the eighteenth century, it must seem that, even if nations 

lism is produced by environment, the product Is the result 

of so many centuries of history, is as firm and solid a 

product that In any given generation It can not be greatly

^2Ibld., p. 20^. 
b3Ibid., p. 206.
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suchaltered by new and planned environmental pressures - 

as a nice world constitution on paper, or even regional

Relations and Power, gives us a more optimistic view of 

the possibility of world gover ment, He says, ''demands 

fox' a world state* a f deration of nations having a cen

tral government with limited functions, have been vari

ously formulated. Such proposals, unrealistic as they 

are in the present situation, enliven discussion and may 

be important in preparing to take steps along this path; 

they will in all probability be slow and tentative*

It becomes apparent that the concept of world government 

can not be viewed as the only possibility of settling the 

problem of the management of power in International rela

tions, but must be treated as a theoretical approach war
rant, in car- j ;1 consideration.^

Io implement the notion of world government we must 

have some idea of which type of structure it should be 

modeled after. A federal structure similar to o ir form 

of government seems to provide the best foundation for a 

higher form of government capable of maintaini .g order and 

the best combination of security, justice, liberty and wel

fare for its constituent states as our government has done 

for our citiaens. Relations between the central authority.

r in ton, Oran . BisHie Shaping of Modern Thought, JTew
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and the individual units must be based on the principle of 

subsidiarity. The forging toward this goal will be carried

A out by the statesman. As Gerhart liiexaeyer has said:

If we wish to draw a comparison between 
the order within the nation and order among 
nations, war should not be compared with 
crime but with revolution. Grave civil 
strife Is not avoided by police aid courts, 
but through adjustments between classes by 
disposing of their differences and grie
vances befor they lead to high emotional 
tension and ope violence. Such a moment 
calls for the statesman who, through fore
sight and political acumen, can prevent such 
a situation from arising, ad thereby pre
serve domestic peace through continuous ad
justment, compensation, conciliation and ba
lance. Legal machinery helps to preserve 
the stability thus attained, but it does 
not in Itself constitute the main condi
tion of social peace. The prevention of 
war, like the prevention of revolution 
within the state, does not depend on legal,., 
procedures, but on the act of adjustment. 57 

Since it is apparent that a world government, In all 

likelihood, will not be possible to develop in the imme

diate future, due to the forces of nationally! which make 

up for great diversity In the world order, we must direct 

our attention to less perfect methods of settling Inter

national conflicts of power. "The greatest potential con

tribution of the Unit'd Nations in our time to the manage

ment of international power relationships lies not in im

plementing collective security or instituting world govern

ment, but In helping to improve and stabilize the working 
| of the balance of power system, which is, fox’ better or for

~----- $7Ibid., p. 270.
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worse, the operative mechanism of contemporary interna

tional politics, the immediate task, in shore, is to make

the world safe for the balance of power system, and the 
eg

balance system safe for the world. ” The United i.'atio a 

may provide a transition from the balance of power system 

to some form of supranational government. Regardless of 

the apparent, futility of our efforts we must continually 

strive for greater perfection of oar institutions so that 

power may one day be more adequately con-rolled under oar 

supervision and guidence.

-8Ibid., p. 281}..
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* CONCLUSIONS

Government’s perennial dilesima has its roots in the 

fact hat both force and power arc -the inescapable pro- 

ducts of man’s need for both protection and order so that 

he can perfect himself as a member of society. Without 

power and force some of the basic aims of the state could 

not be achieved and government would not be possible. Of

ten power and force can become too oppressive and endanger 

human freedom. Hence many of the controversies concerning 

the organization and functions of he state revolve around 

the problem of fixing limits within which power may be used 

and beyond which it can not safely be increased. Power may 

be transformed by abuse as it is a neutral concept. It is 

clearly evident that th©se wyo monopolize force do misuse 

it at- times. If \jq stress too much the states1 exercise 

of force we are In effect making a shift from ends to means 
and power becomes a master Instead of a tool.^° Power is

then regarded as an end in Itsel •

Different views are possible on the relation of pover

to ethics. Power ca be viewed as cloaked with moral ap

proval and upheld as good. It io e s. to malce me transier 
from what conduces to might is right to the concep hit

4»■ Lipson, L. The Great Issues of Politics. Jngle- 
wood Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice all, Inc.,“"1965, pp. 
73» 76-?8+. Produced by Encyclopaedia Britannica, Library 
Research Service. Chicago, Ill.

5D7Ibid,
51
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might is right. Tn.e Puritans held to a fora of this no

tion. They Identified law and Morality and as a result, 

if a thing is wrong there must he a law against it. Power 

can also be thought of as unconnected with moral choice 

and. e hl cal value. Machiavellian theory adheres to this 

position. Law and morality are complet 1 separat d. Inis 

removes the moral law’s application in the public order.

Any order that exists is created by the political insti

tution. The ruler is ou side of the moral order. e 

failed to understand how power is a related thing and 

thus he came up with the notion that the end justifies 

the means. Power can be condemned as evil and soraehing 

to be eliminated, this is the anarchist viewpoint. Tney 

maintain that all coercion is morally wrong and that the 

state mus be couple ely eliminated due to this fact . It 

is highly essential to realize that the political order Is 

separate and distinct from 'he moral order. Power is a 

neu ral entity. I becomes wood or bad depending on the 

way it is used. We must exercls*-: power in the framework 

of the moral law rather than regarding it as something 

that is either inherently good or intrinsically evil.

Power can be give a sense of direction, only by moral 

principles. It is the function of morality to define 

the ends for which power may be used and to judge the

jj«gii0W5J?wy naed of the nomo *

k’I'Iurray, John Courtney, S.J. We Hold -.hese JV'-T.: .
Mew York: Doubleday & Company, Inc.7 1".“‘ftTh
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In justifying the authority of government over its 

eitisens, we must see how adequate the state is providing 

order and the best combination of security, justice, liber

ty and welfare. The force that Is necessary to guarantee

protection is not enough to establish justice, and still 
z o

less to promote welfare, ' Ihe state must change as time 

demands change or it is no longer satisfying its function 

of providing for the com .on good. People have an essential 

part to play in this process of change. In a democracy po

wer rests in the people as a thole and it mus be exercised 

in such a way that it is responsible bo the people as a 

whole. This is implemented tbrougl a republican form of 

government. It is impossible to formulate lasting and 

effective policy without suppor’- of ’h public. 0r.ee 

policy Is formulated, as a result of a type of dialogue 

between the rulers and the ruled, obedience is demanded 

of the people of a state, as the ultima e authority coxaes 

from God to the people aB a whole, this in turn Is trans

lated fcc the elected officials of government. We have an 

obligation in conscience to obey the laws of the state.

'•hat happens if h e r jler abuses Ills power? Do we 

have to obey an unjust law? ’’Abuse of power does not by 

itself fake away th righ o power. Unjust laws are not 

laws at all and therefore can not Impose moral obligation .
4 A ruler can lc.se his authority to enforce sanctions upon

the people if the ruler assumed office under certain con-

k'Tipson.



A ruler also losesdltions and does not live up to the 1. 

his right Jo rule If he exercises excessive tyranny. Cer

tain conditions are requirements for a justified revolution: 

the government mus have become habitually tyrannical with 

no prospect of a change for the batter within a reasonable 

time, all legal and peaceful means must have been exhausted 

to recall the ruler o a sense of duty, there must b a 

r asonable probability that resistance will be successful, 

the judgment that the government is tyrannical must be 

truly representative of the people as a whole. J

Ihe relationship of power and principle is the most 

basic thing in an understanding of the role of power in 

our society 'oday, Principle plus power equals policy. 

Principle minus power equals anarchy. Power minus prin

ciple equals tyrann • "Because w have onomous power, 

we ca not avoid using it and it is dangerous and irre

sponsible o pretend that w© can. Ue ean only strive to 

wield It responsibly - to fail to use powai1 responsibly 

creates a vacuum into v ich rushes more dangerous solu- 

' ions,

^Fagothey, p. 3^4 •
6^O»Neill, Rev. E.P. Foreign Policy, Notes. (1967)
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