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In terms of the environment, foreign aid is also at work. Through programs
¢ the United Nations Environment Fund and the Global Environment Facility, for-
n aid helps developing countries adopt cleaner energy sources. As a result, the
truction of millions of acres of rain forests has been prevented, helping to clean
¢ air and protecting a rich array of potential cures for diseases.

Whereas help for America's economy, education system and environment
| directly contribute to our nation's well-being, so does the help that foreign aid
wvides on a global basis. Imagine: a mere 16 cents a year per American is enough
) provide for the cost of humanitarian aid. And yet this minimal investment does
immense amount of good. American aid is largely credited with "fully immuniz-

H0% of all children in the developing countries, eradicating smallpox worldwide,
Wtually eliminating polio in the Western hemisphere, tripling primary school enroll-
wwnt since 1960, decreasing the average number of children per family from 6.0 in
1965 to 4.4 in 1985, and saving 20 million people in Africa from starvation in the
SO (Issue Brief, 4th ed.)

Finally, U.S. foreign aid helps to build a more stable and democratic world.
Frograms like the National Endowment for Democracy teach leaders from Central
Amwrica and Eastern Europe how to build democratic governments. Development
sl economic assistance help these nations prevent economic collapse, which would
wivdermine their efforts toward democracy. The security assistance component of
fuvign aid strengthens these fledgling democracies and provides them with the
wwans to defend themselves. With the continuation of American aid, and as democ-
#ay continues to take hold in Eastern Europe, the former Soviet Union, and other
#iwan around the globe, it is clear that global security will increase and American
surnity costs will decrease.

Foreign aid is often misrepresented and misunderstood, but when one
a closer look at the benefits it provides, it becomes clear that we gain much
Wee than what we put in. Overall, foreign aid is America's top insurance plan for
pooviding for the future of our nation as well as the international community.
S taide of Congress, most Americans recognize the merits of foreign aid. As a body
vt ted by the American people, Congress must listen to what the people have to say.
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New Yorkers (Foreign Aid at Work in the Empire State 1).
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Neustadt's Presidential Power
By Chris Glaros

Carroll J. Doherty, "Stalemate Stalls Pres

: ident's Overhaul of i i
Congressional Quarterly, April 2, 1994 Rt

Tom Masland, "Going Down the Aid ‘Rathole'?,"

Newsweek, December 5, 1994 Glaros reviews the main thesis of Richard Neustadt's influential work, Presidential
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I'hirty-five years after its publication, academics and policy makers alike
| hold Richard Neustadt’s Presidential Power in high esteem. It is appropriate,
ever, to examine the extent to which this analysis is applicable to the post-cold
¢ presidency. Is the discussion of power stakes, reputation, and presidential per-
sion still relevant and useful in today’s political climate? One must conclude, that
hile not perfect, much of Neustadt’s analysis continues to assist in gauging presi-
wal success. To demonstrate the contemporary value of Neustadt’s theories, this
y shall examine the efficacy of President Clinton’s first three years in these terms.

Before assessing the particulars of Clinton’s political situation, it is neces-
ty to briefly recall Neustadt’s theories and define a few key terms that will be used
vughout. Presidential Power is a study not of the presidency’s formal institutional
wers, but rather the personal powers of the Chief Executive. Simply stated,
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residential power is the power to persuade” (Neustadt 11). He argues that the
Issue Brief, 4th ed. ; . . . ) waident’s ability to persuade is of greater consequence than his constitutional or
1f992) (Washington D.C.: American Israel Public Affairs Committe tutory powers}., Th}ijs influence is gxamined as ?t relates to those with whom he
ust share power. Effective governmental power, then, is the ability to affect the

Foreign Aid at Work in the Empire State (Washington D.C.: American Israel Publid " Of those constructing and implementing public policy.
Affairs Committee, April 1993) i I'he president’s personal influence depends, to a large extent, on his “bar-
goining advantages.” By this, Neustadt means that a president benefits from the
#uthority and status of his position. These benefits, or vantage points, can be used to
Wlluence those who depend for one reason or another on the president’s authority.
Fuinting out that the White House controls the largest array of vantage points in gov-
senment, Neustadt relates a President’s particular challenge: “The essence of a
Fuvsident’s persuasive task is to convince such men that what the White House
Wants of them is what they ought to do for their sake and on their authority”
{Meustadt 30). Fundamentally, persuasion involves self-interest. The President
Waren relationships of mutual dependence and, therefore, can bargain and engage in

% v and-take to persuade.

Another factor affecting presidential influence is that of his “reputation”
Wil the “expectations” that others have of him. His reputation is basically the collec-
Sw judyments of others towards him. For the most part, it is defined by those who
Sunstitute the “Washington community.” This community consists of men and
W ounen who share in governing and whose work necessitates a close watching of the
Pesident. It includes administrators, members of Congress, the military, Governors,
Ly ints, party officials, newsmen, foreign officials, etc. These people must believe
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