
fessors] Helen Vendler, Philip Fisher, and
Marc Shell to television.” The gossipy,
celebrity-tracking Manhattan-based
website Gawker has labeled He≠ernan’s
columns “pretentious,” but she remains
undeterred. “Sometimes I hesitate over a
word or a reference because I know it
contributes to that e≠ect,” she admits.
“But I can’t help myself.”

Along with Alessandra Stanley ’77,
who also reviews television for the Times,
He≠ernan tackles mainstream broadcast
fare like American Idol, which, she wrote,
“zigged at just the right time in pop-cul-
ture history, revived the square spirit of
Lawrence Welk, and discovered that we
still have a hymnal of Top 40 hits that we
might open in unison.” But what excites
He≠ernan most is Screens, a column and
blog she invented in June 2006 to track
the latest content developments in the
non-televised realm and to analyze the
sociocultural fallout of various emerg-
ing—and converging—media. “There’s

widespread visual literacy,” she says.
Screens, which will accompany He≠er-
nan this fall at she takes her column to
the Times Magazine, is peppered with
phrases like “third-screen viewing” (i.e.,
watching video on handheld devices like
BlackBerrys and cell phones; the “first”
and “second” screens are TVs and com-
puter monitors). “Almost all TV shows
have an on-line component now,” she ex-
plains. “I’m so excited about how the In-
ternet and TV are coming together.”

The most enthralling case of that con-
vergence might be YouTube, the populist
video-clip website, for which He≠ernan
confesses “almost evangelical” feelings.
“Forget TV—forget TV—forget it!” she de-
clares. “YouTube shows 150 million to 200
million videos every day, all over the
world. Much of the audience doesn’t
speak English and lots of videos don’t need
language: dance, opera, sports. Lonelygirl15
[a series of popular YouTube videos] has
not caught on internationally because it’s
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Like many others, Kissinger be-
lieved that the proliferation of nu-
clear weapons contributed to

heightened dangers in war and increased
rigidity in peace. When confronted with
serious challenges short of full-scale war,
citizens would have a tendency to think
in terms of nuclear retaliation or noth-
ing-at-all. With such extreme options,
politicians would frequently err on the
side of conflict avoidance, as Kissinger
had personally witnessed during the
1930s, in a prenuclear era of “total war.”
For the German Jewish émigré, saving
democracy from the treachery of its ad-
versaries and the weakness of its own

constituents required self-conscious ef-
forts to “rescue an element of choice
from the pressure of circumstance”:
“How to strive for both peace and jus-
tice, for an end of war that does not
lead to tyranny, for a commitment to
justice that does not produce cataclysm
—to find this balance is the perpetual

task of the statesman in the nuclear
age.”

Leaders—including politicians, nuclear
strategists, and policy advisors—had to
create avenues for forceful action that
were neither suicidal nor complaisant.
They needed courage and creativity in
this endeavor. Kissinger joined other
strategists in decades of struggle to find
effective uses for the “absolute weapon”
as a symbol, a threat, and a source of
destruction. Nuclear strategy involved
the careful manipulation of horrif ic
power for the needs of civilization. As
Kissinger wrote in one of his earliest re-
flections on the topic: “the U.S. nuclear
arsenal is no better than the willingness
to use it…if we do not wish to doom
ourselves to impotence in the atomic
stalemate or near-stalement just around
the corner, it may be well to develop al-
ternative programs.”

These lines, written only months after
Kissinger’s thirty-first birthday and the
completion of his doctorate, became
the touchstone for his career as a strate-
gist and a policymaker.…Thomas
Schelling, one of Kissinger’s colleagues at
Harvard, chil l ing ly observed: “The
power to hurt is nothing new in warfare,
but for the United States modern tech-
nology has drastically enhanced the
strategic importance of pure, uncon-
structive, unacquisitive pain and damage,
whether used against us or in our own
defense. This in turn enhances the im-
portance of war and threats of war as
techniques of influence, not of destruc-
tion; of coercion and deterrence, not of
conquest and defense; of bargaining and
intimidation.” Schelling echoed Kissinger
when he concluded: “Military strategy,
whether we like it or not, has become
the diplomacy of violence.”

In Henry Kissinger and

the Amer ican Centur y

(Harvard University

Press, $27.95), Jeremi

Suri examines why Henry

Kissinger ’50, Ph.D. ’54,

did what he did. Some

of his motivations origi-

nated at Harvard, uneasy home to the Cold Warrior from 1947 to 1968—first as a

student, then a professor—from which intellectual citadel he cultivated international

leaders. Suri is professor of history at the University of Wisconsin.The following pas-

sage shows the young Kissinger as a fully fledged nuclear strategist.
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The strategist in 1958, based at Harvard
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“It’s like doing literary
analysis, with the
added challenge that
I get to use my eyes
and ears.”


