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- The. increasing number of books
dealing with Southeast Asia is fail-
ing to add proportlonately to Amer-
fean knowledge about that area.
The main reason, probably, is that.

whole is severely limited or that,
if detailed treatment is attempted,
the limited space of one book en-
forces superficiallty.
derson’s book can serve as evi-
| dence. Although it focuses onprob-

lemgé of United States policy, this
i [ eimple reason thal Oblems
: | differ from state to state, and that
i | what can be sald of them 1n rela-
b | t1on to the whole area 1s bound - to
. | be most general and by now l1kely
to be known. '

Mr. Hen-|

how a nation can assist in lnternal
development without interfering in
internal affairs is not even consid-

| voking concluding chapter by the
editor, where at last some of the

fean policy are ralsed, too late
to be answered or even discussed,
- . Werner Levi

the range of toples that can usefully University of Hawail
be dealt with for the area as ap -

ered -- except in’ the thought -pro- .

significant questlons as to Amer--

.| limitation has little value, for the|

- In accordance with strict etiquette | boo
for books of this type, this book bec
starts with a highly condensed his- gki
torfcal survey that falls, in Uts sto
barely 26 pages, to demonstrate any | P&
significant relationship petween | she
events many centuries ago and, say, | 8¢
how Washlngton should handle the |of

guerlna problem in South Viet Nam 2

or stop Sukarno's confrontation pol- |18

~|1ey toward Malaysia. The point is:[an
if 26 pages are not enoughto provide | he

——! gueh a demonstration, why waste | ¢0

r-|them? .
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id|  The contributors of the subsequent | ot
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er| gnd, indeed, their explicit or implt

\f- cit . conclusmns ara that not anclent] W

he | pigtory but the most recent exper-
iences of the ruling elltes and the

{vival, power,- goveratgnty

chapters never refer to history 4 1
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prinelples valid for allnatlons(sur—- :
are the i
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to have brought forth lnitlally some

’aﬂected their solution,” Thisisvery
well pointed ‘ot by the contributor

nations to be to convert themselves

of being cultural or ethnie units,

Unfted States is dealing with in this
area - ‘gtates, individuals, trlbes -

- and why?

In answer, another contributor
develops a pretentious ‘‘analytical
framework! for determining the
t‘value' of Southeast Asia to the
United States that yields, after tor-
tupus and torturous elaborations

| by the author, the fairly obvious

conclugion that in” a thermonuclear
global war this value is near nil,
but that, if the United States Wishes
to save any one Southeast Asian
nation, she better. be concerned
with the fate of that nation’s neigh-
bors,

‘Not in Depth’

. While several good essays plow
over . famillar ground in outlihing
problems confronting American pol-
icy makers - the appeals of Com-
munism, unfavorable Asian attitudes

| toward the United States, an inade-

quate SEATO, limits to American
diplomacy inherent in regional or
local conditions - not any aspect of
these problems is explored in depth
and related to American capabilities
‘or interests, Most suggestions for

| an Ameriecan policy amount to com-

monplace advocacy of help in pol-
it{eal, economic, and social devel-
opment with studlous avotdance of

American interest is, in accordance

1y role has 'been ‘of course, "

of the contemporary problems and

who shows the major task of Asfan ’
into vigble political states since :
they can no longer operate SUCCess~ |-
fully on the pretense(ln many cases) |-

This raises a questfon asto what the |

interference ininternal affairs, That|
such development will conform with| |

‘with prevailing fashlon tacitly as-|:
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