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THE NUCLEAR AGE:
STRATEGIES FOR SURVIVAL

Kenneth Keulman

The prospects and hazards of our age have attained global propor-
tions. This is the result of a complex array of economic, technological,
and cultural-political factors. Ours is the first age ever to give rise to an
authentically global history: nations which earlier existed in the margin
of world events are breaking out of this condition and acting as agents
of historical change. In the economic sphere, the extension of capital
markets erodes traditional nationa! boundaries and facilitates the devel-
opment of expanding trading zones, partially monitored by multina-
tional organizations. Technologically, breakthroughs in teleccommuni-
cations encourage the development of acommon world culture. Global
interdependence is emerging as the distinguishing mark of the contem-
porary international system. Geographically and politically, it is a hard
- and often painful - reality. Interdependence constitutes the common
challenge facing the globe in the last decade of the twenticth century.
While encouraging in many ways, these global tendencies are at the
same time marked by various risks — first among them the threat of
nuclear war or environmental disaster.

It was almost as though the twentieth century could have developed
in one of two ways. At one pole, bringing together the promising
features of our time, we may at one point have looked forward to the
possibility of a universal civilization in which diverse cultures would
cooperate in shouldering jointly the stewardship of the human race. At
the other pole, the century might have been foreseen as the arcna of a
massive struggle for the domination of the globe in which the immen-
sity of the stakes is equaled by the enormity of destruction. From the
perspective of the fin de siécle, the latter prophecy appears more
accurate.



R The VICW of warfarc as thc govcrnor of human af‘falrs; thc arbltcr of K
3 conﬂxcung state interest; and thc mstrument for cxc1smg thc fecble and
' dccadcnt pervadcd thinking about war from classical times until World
War I Both classical. and modcrn analysts of conflict; draw from theu-
undcrstandmg of thc powcr of war'to humblc great pations ‘lessons:
mlhtary prcparcdncss Advocatcs of empire have traditionally djsccmcd
“in the superiority of their. weapons-an adequate justification of theu'
& conqucsts and morahsts dlscovcrcd in the rigors and sdcrifice that war
" demanded.a rcmcdy for what thcy mamtamcd were ‘the lcthargy an ‘
{- _-f‘ﬂatadlty induced. by peace. T 1914 when war- brokc outin Europe
- theré'were many who bchcvcd that “this was the prov;dcnnal hghtmng '
' 'ﬂash'_fi_t:ha't- would clear the air.: Thc war would clcansc mankmd from ;.-
'”'“‘ltg:'impur'ities:« ! '
. . "Therealways existed, though__ encath t
. cnthus:asm it frcqucntly inflamed, a scnsc -of trcpldanon if not drcad -
unng the final years of the First World War, thoughtful mdmduals
fcarcd that a continuation: of the CODﬂlC ' ould -dcmohsh, European
F civi lzati_on.- DuringWorldwarII', such fé' swere gwcn__ cwcrcdlblhty,r‘ A
" "and the -prospect” developed of war ‘the grcat rcgulator cunng the ko
plcunsy -of people by dcstroymg the human race complctcly
# - <The rclanonsh1p between war. and tcchnology is an obvious one'in'.
t our’ time, as cv1dcnccd by the many ; studn:s ‘on. nuclcar stratcgy,é"f,
© deterrence, and escalation. A closc rcadmg of these studxcs revcals that.'
the human function has been. takcn over by thc weapons thcmsclvcs In. -

.‘v\

1nstrumcnt of poI1cy> ST ? .

condmon 1llum1nates thc crisis - Dot only in East-Wcst rclatlons 1n1 :
gcncral but in Mamsm and Chrlstlamty, in partlcular With thc advent- L

5

P

et .l L, .
A A N T B . ke Wi e i e

ol kst s A o e e L e e e, Do

. '.-of the nuclcar age and the powcr to bnng all human life toa an cnd,, thc

: .unannc1patcd in. thc ]udco Ch. tian’ tradmon {or; for. that; mattcr i .
-any of the other great rchgwus trachnons) “The potcnnal nuclcar de-: -

- human race, an event ‘which can-have no rcdcmpnvc sngmﬁcancr:

in rchglous tradmons Conscqucntly, the notion of'a catastrophlc cnd;
: to history is not a new one for western cultural and rchglous tradmons, .
. although it has mamly bccn a subtcrrancan ideain’ the Wcst smcc thc

, - whcthcr conccwcd as final salvanon or final catastrophc was .to be the.
- ‘clunactm actof God A ﬁnalc of thls typt: was' somcthmg that thc faxthﬁll

humamty s Furthermore, it is difficult to conceive of this catastrophc
-85 part. of a grand dc51gn to rcahzc the salvanon.of thc human race; 1tt_ L

thcsc c1rcumstanccs docs it makc sense. to talk about war as an_,-

human race-has movcd into 2 radlcally new’ rchglous sntuanon on

struction which we confront sxgmﬁcs the possible extinction: of the

e, Of coursc the cnd of h;story has long becn the object of 3pcculanon

Enhghtcnmcnt T i L
.- Inthe rchgmus thought about thc cnd of time in thc Wcst howcvcr

thc end of history is’ conceived d}ﬂ%rcntly than it must, bc thought of
‘. today. For it is p[’leSCd on beliefina creator. and governor of hlstory, ’

one who fro_rnthc bcgmnlng w workmg out purposcs‘_whlch wcrc to

)
‘ about by nuclcar war - _must be thought of not as God’s acnog but' as‘

who arc rcsponsxblc if thlS should occur. Thls poss;blhty confronts us’ _
. asan act of human wﬂl not of the will of God and both our actions and_ ‘

* our hopes with rcgard to it, conscqucntly, necd to be chrectcd toward |
'i’l-the transformanon of-policies, and 1nst1tunons ‘

The reality of completc rcspon51b1hty for thc futurc of thc planct

.. whitha potential nuclear war symbohzcs callsinto question traditional "

'rehg10us language - held togcthcr in the symbol of the divine ascen-
.dancy of God’s providence as. thc only source, of hopc in sach an

, 7_cxtrernc sxtuanon We thus nccd to.ask. much more profoundly ifitis
_1 anot csscnnal to rccvaluatc somc of thc most basnc tenets of wcstcrn‘
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rehglous behef : . : :

" “Thus, changcs in the mstoncal situation in Wthh we hve force upon .

~ usreformationsin- rehgmus symbohsm andin the contexts w1th1n which-
LWe ‘make moral’ chmces Desplte the fact that western rehglons have
S '-understood themselves as fashioned i in and through ar movement of
historical- connngenaes, followers of’ these religions. usually balk at_
rethlnklng basic doctrines under the 1mpact of further istoncal devel

. s well, descnpnve and hlstoncal ‘studies dand claims -arc. often sharply "
4 ,dlstmgulshed from normanve ones,. and it is malntamed that each of
i these must be treated mdependently of the other. ' -
| = .. Inlight of the new situation in which, we find ourselves llfe can no
e ]onger continue to be hved and knowledge sought, i in the context of
.+ what'is already e:nstent and. given, whether this given is understood as
‘the truths and norms medlated by a revelatory tradmon or as empmcal
data disclosed by science and hsstory Itisno longer possrhle to take the ™
‘world as so decrswely made up of. such determmate and- complete dis- .-
rp'osmons ifwe reﬂect _ th "’smlatlon in‘which we live'~one 1n_yvh1ch
.._there exists the posnb:hty of nuclear catastrophe brought boutrby' our.’
n -.'own hands Our present condinon forces us to confront these 1ssues

e dlrectly
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opments. Not only in theology- but in the comparative study of religion  * - :{

R the i 1ncreasmg involvement of governments in the operanon of modern
‘capltahst cconomies, have: created.more areas- of. potennal CODﬂlCt

, 'I‘he twentneth ccntury has w1messed a prodlgxous expansxon of _
" international violence: In the world polmcal economy, _opportumtles L
- for ‘conflict among’ governments have increased as the- scope of state.-
action | has w1dened The«most significant’ dangers ‘for_ the- world .
economy, as well as for world peace have théir roots in pohncal conﬂ:cts
among ‘pations, " x0T . AT

“Yet it is also true that mternanonal cooperanon among mdustnal-
lzed countries since. 1945 has been more pronounced than interna-.
L ::'nonal cooperanon among rnajor nation-states during any cornparable.. R
o .penod The extent and comple:nty of efforts to coordmate state
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) mfreqnent relative to conflict because the rapid’ devélopment ¢ of inter-

make 1nternanona1 cooperation 1mposmble Y¢t, how can cooperanon,
o among nanon-states take place in the absence of a.common intema- -
o nonal government or without the domlnance of a'single power’ How

) relevant to contemporary policy. There 1s a dls]uncuon between the

2 o, :
8 tto facﬂ:tate thCII‘ attempts at cooperanon In the past, mternanonal
“institutions were viewed as ennnes above the staté. In contrast, mterna—

- nonal regimes able to facilitate cooperanon wrthout assumlng that any ;
.,transfer of sovercignty- will necessanly ensue?’ This notion of i interna- .
e nonal 1nst1tut10ns is: more recrprocal than h1erarch1cal LI :

. how cooperanon among nations can. be organlzed when common

¢conomic pohc:es have been greater than they were between the two -
world ‘wars, or in‘the century before 1914: Yet. cooperatlon remains.

nanonal economlc 1nterdependence since the end of World War 1I, and -’

~The dechne of hegemony in the world pv_ohncal economy does not

‘can cooperanon be engendered in such 4 way as to improve mtema- S
.

' tional ‘peace as well as to foster economic: development>

Issues of cooperation ; and mtemanonal institutions are cxphc1tly

current demganon of: mulniaterahsm anda. need by the. United. States:
for multxlateral cooperanon in-a world ) creasmg 1nterdependence

nonal reglmes are currently seen as part of the bargaining process’
among governments. The ‘question then becornes How are interna- .

o order to attempt an answer to thls quesnon I want to focus on

~interests -exist..I would like. to propose steps toward the resolution of
pohncal confhct that are pracncal and in consonance thh pnncrples of
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conduct that are w1d<:1y sharcd among many cultures Thc nauons of
thc world- havc never cxpcncnccd such massive coopcratrvc efforts.
' Thc contcmporary situadon summons govcrnmcnts and pcoplcs o

challenges nations to atilize their resources in ordcr to deal more
dccrswely with. fammc and disease, povcrty and cnvrronmcntal issues.
Opportumty cxxsts among nations to: dcmonstratc rcncwcd dctcrmma—
" tion to break out of the cycle.of the arms tace and to focus attention and-
" resources on  the most.exigent, global i issues.” Yet it is not adcquatc 0.
hopc that govcrnmcnts ‘will bring about some forrn of' univérsal equi-
"librium on their own. Itis also: unwarrantcd to rclcgatt: human survwal

: Judgment of thc increasing I number of 1nd1v1duals with the ability to’
initiate'a, nuclear confhct Thcrc is a- nccd for 1nd1v1dual mvolvcmcnt at.
" every level — local, nanonal and mtcmanonal S -
- v Tewas, after all; an. mformcd pubhc oplmon that prcsscd for an en
‘o slavcry, it was an mformcd public oplmon that sought an end to child:
labor' it was an mfozmcd ‘public oplmon and -action . that, hclpcd
convmcc politicians to institute measures to: ‘protect ‘the environment;

" to mtcgratc schools, and cvcn ‘tosetin placc a limited ban on the tcstmg

Exii
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powcrful impact in bringing the Vietnam war to an end. Tt would thus :
< +bea srgmﬁcant enterprise for. universitics: to reach out to 1nform and:.

_ dssue wrth whrch to start than one that bcars dlrcctly on human

-survwal SR
Such conccrtcd acnon w111 be futllc Wlthout conccntranon on th
: ‘ basic quahtlcs that facilitate the bondmg and surv1val of commumtlcs
]l' i undcrprcssurc 'Nation- statcswﬂl never rcach accordon the fundamcn-
i

T

_iwithout taklng their orientation from such basic pnncrplcs When these”,
pnncrplcs are dxsrcgardcd suspicion is the response, among 1nd1v1duals
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:; Thcsc wars rcsulted in thc loss of ovcr scvcntccn mrlhon lnvcs most off.:: S
=‘.,thcm cmllan smcc 1945 and drove rmlhons from: thcu' own countncs - |

- gain, _mastery. over new capacrucs "thit risk’ the dcstructton of all.. It

; conﬂlcts will probably be nuclcar powcrs' I AU SUPRY:

-assurance that this will always be the case. In’ fact “dctcrrcncc

" tothe unccrtamncs ofa world balancc of power or to naive faith in the ™™

thrtcd agrccmcnts now in’ - place, and thcsc are, for all: practlcal ‘
: purposcs provrsxonal “Evén 1f thc Sovrct Umon and thc Unltcd ‘States .
: ~were able- to realize. their most grandjosc plans for arms. rcducuon ]
__,agrccmcnts ‘the rcmammg wcapons would still be cnough 1o wrcak'

of nuclear” weapons, It was mformcd public’ action that had ‘'such™ alpabl
“palpable enough ‘to keep nations from mgmﬁcanﬂy djmlmshmg thc

thrcat let alone domg away w1th it..

+ engage thc wider commumty If they 'do so, there isno morc ‘pressing

cnvrronmcnt There has been mcrcmcntal damage from ° numerous

i al atUtudcs necessary for coopcranon on the scale that is now. csscntlal £ I
» ozone layer; Nations wﬂl need conccrtcdly to reduce the level of this-*

: ,:‘damagc in order to restore some form of cnvxronmcntal cqmlrbnum

s among govcrnmcnts even though italso. v1t1atcs collt:cn,vc rqsgonsc_s .

“in Whlch human cxchangc takcs plac 'and 10 marntam thc nummum of

i w0

Thc stcps that nccd to bc takcn dcal not only w1th thc nuclcar thrcat o )
but also with the many conventional wars that bedevil this century: -

- By the next century, a number of nations currcntly cngagcd in rchonal
“The;’ argumcnt is frcqucntly ‘madé¢ that dctcrrcncc cxacts unusual
caunon from nations maintaining nuclear arsenals. Yet thcrc is'no

bas:cally a, codc word for contmucd cscalanon of thc arms race. Thc
rcahzauon that cvcn if all nuclcar wcapons were dcstroycd the knowl: 4
cdgc of how to reinvent them would remain and couldbe cmploycd in. k
..any ofa, dozenior more nations,- has.also modified previous hopes f
nuclcar chsarmamcnt Yet, 'morc pie _cmeal approachcs 1o‘arms redu
tions allow for serioys nsks .‘ Progrcss has bccn laggard toward eventhe’ - - '.

incredible’ ‘destruction, And the. rcasons for mutual apprchcnsgon are

Wc can look at the problem from anothcr pcrspectlvc by rcfcmng
to a soc1al environment ‘that’ is as’ much in ]copardy asthe natural - |

activities to the carth’s oceans and watcrways its atmosphere, even its -

simply permitting current policies to continue insures ccologlcal disas-
ter. Itisjustas urgcnt to lessen thc harm donc to thc social atmosphcrc
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cooperation that is its principal component. Socicties are able to prosper
only within a certain range of trust and skepticism. Excessive trust
encourages exploitation and is itself life-threatening; yet if suspicion
becomes overwhelming, soc1<:t1cs can no longer function, much less
project for long-term survival. ®

A reexamination of practices that generate suspicion is called for. It
will be necessary to reevaluate, from this perspective, the many forms
of psychological and economic watfare, the practice of “disinforma-
tion,” cheating on international treaties, human rights violations, and
the support of regional wars. Such a reexamination of national policies
is an urgent priority. Governments can no longer afford to violate basic
moral standards at will in the international sphere. However frequently
these standards have been disregarded in the past, they have now
become essential for sheer survival. Nation-states should not be exempt
from the cthical principles that guide our personal lives. The actions of
institutions must be congruent with individual standards.

Pragmatic steps need to be taken in order to transform the ethos
within nations, as well as among them. Civil war or oppression still bear
down on the majority of the world’s peoples. Even in nations better off
than the majority in those regards, suspicion and factionalism stand in
the way of solutions to pressing problems. When public officials
disregard basic values in the conduct of foreign policy, they are led to
do so domestically as well, if for no other reason than to hide their
activities and to silence critics. Such behavior erodes public life,
undermines the accountability without which further abuses thrive, and
adds to the alrcady strong public suspicion of politics and government.
No nation can long afford to allow what its leaders claim are the
demands of foreign policy to undermine domestic life so severely.

To be efficacious, a strategy for the resolution of international
conflict must sct forth an ethical framework that can be shared by both
religious and secular traditions. Such a framework can offer guidance to
all whose activities can have any impact on the environment in which
governments and peoples have to face mutual problems. -

This purpose is best served by emphasizing the moral constraints
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necessary for maintaining an environment of at least minimal trust in
any society, and consequently perccived as essendal within most
cultural traditions. A constraint such as that on taking innocent human
life, for instance, is familiar enough to members of most socicties as to
demand no claborate explanation. The constraints accentuated in an
cthical framework intended to be international in scope must be few
enough to set realizable standards and straightforward enough to be
easily comprehended, yet also sufficiently concrete to offer more of a
sense of direction than general injunctions to demonstrate, forinstance,
justice or compassion. The United Nations Declaration on Human
Rights is an example of this.

TS

Many practices in East-West relations are overdue for change.
Among them are violations of law such as the mining of international
waterways, the use of poison gas, and the employing, subsidizing, or
training of terrorist forces. Some of the necessary changes, such as those
affecting covert action, may demand negotiation. Just as. nations
bargain about arms reductions, so they can do much more to ncgouatc
modifications in policies that stand in its way.

Practices such as economic exploitation, censorship, and denials of
political or religious freedom not only chip away at basic moral
constraints in their own right but also add to the distrast a nation
inspires - abroad as well as domestically. Governments that demonstrate
no respect for basic moral constraints in their treatment of opposition
forces at home inspire little hope that they will do so internationally.

The problems in the way of agreement about such issues are great,
since the majority of governments want no part of outside interference
in internal affairs, no matter how high the level of mismanagement and
repression. Yet it is increasingly difficult to compartmentalize domestic
and international affairs. Stock market and banking activities cross all
national boundaries, so that what is done in one nation can have a
powerful impact across the world; this is also the case with government
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policies that affect human rights.7
pah o

The Cold War has waxed and waned for more than forty years, and
United States policy during this time has been shaped mainly by one
major force: fear of and opposition to the spread of Soviet-sponsored
communism. In the last eight ycars alone, the Cold War has led to more
than two trillion dollars in military spending by the United States. The
Cold War has also averted attention from pressing domestic issues,
distorted our relations with other nations, and has moved us away from
our own traditions.

'The East-West military confrontation is becoming moot in the face
of the vast political, ethnic, and economic problems that are now
plaguing the Soviet Union and its allies, of the difficultics with which
the countries of Western Europe contend as they move toward eco-
nomic and, as some hope, a form of political union, and of the upheavals
and disasters that are occurring in China and the third world. The

United States and the Soviet Union now have far less to fear from each

other than they have to fear not only from their internal problems, but
from events over which they can have little control - from the changing
age and cthnic structure of their own populations, from the global
environmental changes that have become so serious a threat, from the
likely emergence of new nuclear weapons states, and from the fact that
chemical and biological weapons are being used or proposed for use in
regional disputes. N

Equally, neither the Soviet Union nor the United States can afford
to go on spending for military purposes what it is now doing. Other and
vast social, political, and economic problems press on both. It is the
supreme irony of our times that the best that has so far been achieved
in forty years of an immensely costly technological nuclear arms race is
the treaty to agree on the reciprocal destruction of Intermediate-Range
Nuclear Force weapons, weapons that added nothing to the security of
cither side. The Soviet Union of today, while it could change under
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another leader, cannot simply revert to the Soviet Union of Stalin or
Brezhnev. '

We are now in a time when a certain level of cooperation between
the United States and the Soviet Union may begin to replace confron-
tation. Together, for instance, they could make a reality of the United
Nations’ peacekeeping responsibilies. Why, for example, should the
UN not participate in the successful INF verification procedures, and
then have a part, even if a silent one, in the conventional arms and
Strategic Arms Reduction Talks (START) negotiations and, if these
succeed, participate in the vast program of verification that would -
follow?

&4

Since 1960, arms control has been pivotal to the relationship
between the Soviet Union and the United States. If the cold war is
finished, what is the place of arms control? It is true that the changed
political atmosphere increases the chances for solidifying agreements.
Yet itis also the case that better U.S.-Soviet relations diminish the level
of apprehensiveness about nuclear weapons and immediacy about arms
control agreements. :

Yet there is now a need for even more concern with the diffusion
of power in world politics. The spread of chemical and ballistic missile -
technologies to about twenty nations during the next decade will
present a new kind of menace. A higher priority needs to be given to
proliferation and multilateral measures. During the years ahead, the
Soviet Union and the United States, while remaining adversaries on the
conventional agenda, will find themselves confreres in some of the
emerging issues of arms control. '

What is to be done about the diffusion of military power and the
proliferation of nuclear weapons? It is first necessary to think about what
measures to take after technology has spread. The aim should be to slow
the rate of spread of dangerous technologies in order to better control
their destabilizing effects. Yet at the same time political settlements are
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essential. Multilateral arms control agreements will be a signifacant part '

of the combination of policy instruments but they cannot remain in
isolation.

In the sphere of nuclear nonproliferation, there is need to deal with
the covert proliferators without damaging attempts to discourage
further proliferation. The most significant threat is that one of these
covert proliferators may lose command of its nuclear weapons because
of insufficient technical safeguards or domestic political turmoil. Once
2 nation is able to manufacture nuclear weapons, it should be persuaded
to freeze or halt the level of its development, rather than proceeding to
produce and even to deploy a large nuclear arsenal.

There need to be regional efforts to encourage greater confidence
among threatening nations in the same vicinity. Inspection agreements
and high-level visits between Pakistanis and Indians, for instance, or
between Brazilians and Argentines, could contribute to reducing the
pressures for development of arsenals in those regions, In the Middle
East, though, it is difficult to conceive of effective arms control
agreements without progress in the Middle East peace process. More-
over, progress in limiting chemical weapons in the region may also be
linked with both the nuclear and general peace issues. 8

s

In many ways the world of the future will not be vastly different from
the world of the past: Conflicts within and among nations will remain.
Racial and ethnic differences will not disappear. Political revolutions
will take place as socicties advance. Historical disputes over political
boundaries will accelerate. Economic differentials among nations, as
the technological revolution of the 21st century spreads unevenly
across the globe, will accelerate.

Rut how different that world would be if the United States and the
Soviet Union agreed on two issues: First, neither would take advantage
of such disputes in order to to augment or extend their military or
political power beyond their borders. Second, their bilateral refations
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would be conducted according to rules of conduct which 'prdhibif ﬂlé '.
use of force.

Modern military technologies, specifically nuclear wcapoﬁs, have
made war an unacceptable means of advancing a nation’s political
agenda. In analyzing the origins and implication of the confrontations
over Berlin, Cuba and the Middle East, we now recognize the dangér
that such crises may escalate through misinformation, misjudgment
and miscalculation. In the nuclear age, crisis management is dangerous
difficult, uncertain. We must direct our attention to crisis avoidancc.’
. U.S.-Soviet negotation might further concentrate on coopcratioh
in a non-proliferation regime, and efforts to cooperate in crisis manage-
ment and avoidance. It will obviously demand a leap of the imagination
for the United States to conceive of its national goal, its role, in a world
not dominated by the struggle between East and West.

SRR

In the world of the 21st century, for the first time, no nation and no
group of nations will be able to stand alone economically and politically.
Japan will play a more significant role on the world scene as will Western
Europe after economic integration in 1992. And by the middle of the
next century several of the countries which are now thought of as the
Third World will have so increased in size and economic power as to be
key actors in decisions affectng relations among nations. It is only
necessary to look at the population and economic growth of China
India, Nigeria and Brazil. ,

In such a multi-polar world, neither the United States nor the Soviet
Union would be able to dominate their respective spheres in the way
they do at at present. The notion of independent states acting collec-
tively on the basis of mutual interests should also guide our policies
toward the countries of the developing world. The idea of the United
States and the Soviet Union carving out spheres of influence, based on
compliant client states, has been discredited and should have been dis-
carded years ago. From Egypt’s expulsion of the Soviets in the early
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- :'.I='197OS to what thc Umtcd States' rcfcrrcd to as its “loss” of Iran in the s
3 latc 19703 we have seen rcpeatcd examples of the way in Wthh t'_hc N

cconomlc rclatmns

- termination of military support of conflicts between nations, and assure
' support for a mcchamsm for resolution of regional CO[lﬂlCtS without

e supcrpowcr mvolvcmcnt Agrecmcnt by East and West to support such -
ika program would rcprcscnt a-return to. Churchill’s and. Rooscvelt’s. - . |
_ *'notlon ‘of the post—war world - whlch" ordcr would be’ mamtamed
' ,through mtcmanona] coopcratlon and support fora sct of mulnlatcral -
© institutions. = '
o - In this ¢ra of dramat:lc changc thc cmcrgmg challengc for Umtcd - .
Statcs foreign. pohcy is the dlffumon of global economic, polmcal and .-

_mlhtary power; It is the defining rcahty of our age. Nuclear prollfcra-

<><><>

' Ihave mcd to dcmonstrate that therc are ways to mtcgratc pohucal '
. ,rcahsm in international relations, with ethical obligation. The formof ..~
.rcallsm that cons:dcrs ‘moral conduct in international pohtics impracti- - .
" cable,or ascnbcs to nationsa prlv1lcgcd moral sphcrc dxffcrcnt from that . i

" of 1nd1v1duals or of communities within the nation, has a grcat deal on"
"+ its side in thé way of historical precedent. The claims of ordmary mo-

rahty, however, the desire for a type of state conduct that doesnot result

in double-dealing and violence, cannot be ignored. Nations are, after’
all, reprcscntcd by persons whoose actions affect other pcrsons Ethical -

i cons:dcrar_tons are conscquently both appropriate and cogent. “But we

i cannot takc for grantcd ‘that. thc -actions_ of nations wnll bc changcd._;" :
sxmply by mdlgnanon and cxhortatlon An attcmpt at mtcgratlon such -,

s, ety cilwn T e D W L s oW e ek o W Tl o e L

- - At'the mlmmum the Umtcd Statcs and thc Sovnct Umon should
) guarantcc the ncurrahty of -the’ Thxrd “World, commit to ultimate’ - -

tion, tensions in polmcal alliances, globai tradc and commumcatlons y o
jccrrorlsm and thc call of the world’s peoples. for sclf detcrmma"'on we,: o
_ ,could hardly ask for more compclhng ev1dcnce : i

..r‘.'

-v1ct1ms of thc god of cv;l wc arc v1ct1ms only of thc CVll we bmﬁﬂg upon
. ‘oursclvcs IR T . L2

‘as thlS acknowlcdgcs thc constramts of 1ntcmar_10nal polmcs and yet lt

- ',,!
-

' 'ms at changmg thc tIadmonal rulcs of mtcrnauonal conduct

Hlstory is ﬁllcd w1th mclancholy parablcs And EaStcr Island'm the l el

‘__'?'.,..'castcrn Pacific. Occan renowned for its ‘giant stone statues, is onc of |
: them. These statues were images of local deities. ‘And there: was,-
“.“curiously cnough .among these pcoplc ‘N0 god of cv11 ‘The fate: of -

Easter Island mlght serve d reminder that the resourccs of our xs!and

‘carth arg 1o lcss ﬁmtc A rcmmdcr that humamty s own unparallelcd e

creative glft sccms fatally hnkcd to its.own' self- destruct me

_Hcrc in the cndlcss sea, a vagrant cell of human llfc crcatcd itself and

vanished, leavmg a handful of survwors mth no conscious recoﬂecuon : *

that it had ever: happcned th if! humamty is at least in part 1nvcnted
'by itself, if living gcncranons wcrc born Sut of thei 1mag1nanon of pcoplc
long ¢ dcad :then.the choices- remain.- Shall 'we, 1slanders no less, than' -~
?thcy, pass on -"thc -caches of mvcntxon of

uman \msdom :t lmng

I

R h

( ,ctonated on any cons:dcrablc scalc by acc1dcnt or mlsundcrstandmg,

- We mlght be not only putting an end. to civilization as-we now know it~ - l;
. but also destroying the entire product of humamty s past cffortsinthe . |
E dcvclopmcnt of civilized life, that product of which we are the benéfi-.
* ciaries and without-which our own lives 'would have no mcamng thc* o
:cmcs thc art, thc lcarmng, thc knowlcdgc of thc unwersc..- - :

SR e

M 1 " . :
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s sponsrblhty for conﬂlct resolution.

jj"’thrs> Thls cmhzanon we are talkmg about 1s 'i-not the property of our
SR generatlon alone We are’ not the owners of it; 1n blblrcal terms we areg.l‘,
L only the stewards ' S '

. Dralogue among the rellglons of the world is often necessary for the
‘resolution of regional . conflicts. Frequently, the. most ‘fanatical and

o violent pohtrcal struggles are 1nsp1red and ngltlleCd by rehg1on How
“much would the affected peoples have been spared, if the rel:gxons had = .
recogmzed ‘their : responsrbxlrty as agents of reconciliation; if they,;

‘instead of aiding and abetting conflicts, had mediated them? Conse-
~.quently any ecumenical ‘theology has to acknowledge 1ts share. of re-

«_wrthout peace among the world relrgrons LA i

" that faces all of us? To do s6 would not only be inhuman, it would be

- to turm away from a quality of life today which confronts us with the

© . most vrtal questlons w1th which a “humane education” is concerned.

_ | We need to recogmze and acknowledge that we have moved into | *
. an, hlstoncal situation unanticipated by biblical writers and subsequent

. theolog1cal commentators alike, a srtuanon of much greater human
 knowledge, power, and responsrblhty than our rehgwus tradltrons had
| iever 1mag1ned possible. ' : :

‘we have. inherited. Yet this does not mean that we have to begin from

. azero pomt in the context of past trachnons Itis mmply thatin ourtime .- "

ent of

we have a'new’ and more; profound awareness both of th

nlvumbny e e e B s

There can be no world peace

Those who are rooted in. the ]udeo Chnsuan tradxtlon those in.
: .',fact who belong to any of the world’s ma;or religious. tradmons have
- “fi4ccess to aprofound understanding of the resources for struggling with,
* the reality of finitude. Very littie has been done to bring that under- "~
o standlng and those. resources to bear on the’ present. situation: Tsivany. ..
" longer ossrble for: those who belong? to _
'”"-contlnue 1n the name of “objectlvrty and neutralrty, to pursue acas |
" demic work in this kind of aloofness from the possibility of nuclear war -

umversrty communltles to_

_ In‘ conscquence, instead of understandmg ourselves mamly as
: '_' handers -on of these tradltlons, as having a task simply of i mterpretatlon L
" wemust be prepared to enter into a new understandmg of the traditions . .

e . .
.
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Both the Umted States and thc Sovret Umon must certamly Y
apprec:ate that the forces shapmg the future of our spec:es are not under- '

globai environmental problems that threaten us all; and; equally, that ‘
. no single state, however powerﬁJI can make itself responsrble for the
world’s economy or global security. Even if they worked together the
. United States and the Soviet Union could not do all these thmgs on .
r theif-own. “The major and only task’ that they mrght still’ b -able toi
i accornphsh bilaterally, is to climinate the one global danger thatls solely
* under human control -'the_ nsk that our world could be destroyed by
% theforceof the atom? 7
- All sng‘mﬁcant world problems appear more and more to be both
"1nternanonal and mterrelated The problem of hunger for exarnple
k Wh]ch exlsts acutely in some thlrty WO natlons, has many s%eral and. 5
economlc allies: unemployment, poverty, ‘the vagaries of world trade
and the arms race. Ironncally, the last; by manufactunng more and more

provrde natronal securlty Clearly the only foreseeable future isa global

one. The sumval unit in our century is no longer an 1nd1v1dual nation. -
L~ itis the éntire human’ race and the planet. There are'ways to bnng the
) Western hentage of moral reasomng to bear on the central i rssue of our’
- age, and there arc reasons to believe - given the recent course of events-
- in Eastern Europe and in the Sowet Umon that the post Huoshuna

A Y S PO R FVY o

. nuclear ‘weapons, is erodmg that which arms were once thought to .




NOTES

! Ernst Glaser, Jahrgang 1902 (Berlin, 1929), pp. 188-189.

% For a review of some of the current literature on the history of
warfare, see Cordon A. Craig, “The Grand Decider,” The New York
Review of Books, Aug. 17, 1989, 31-36.

3See Gordon Kaufman, Theology for a Nuclear Age (Philadelphia:
Westminster Press, 1985), for an attempt to reconceive the central
concerns and symbols of Christianity in the context of historical
experience.

4For comprehensive studies of cooperation among advanced capi-
talist countries, see Robert Keohane and Joseph Nye, Power and Inter-
dependence (Boston: Little, Brown, 1977), and Robert Keohane, After
Hegemony (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1984).

®Therole of the university in public education on the issue of nuclear
arms was the subject of President Derck Bok’s 1982 Commencement
Address at Harvard University, reprinted in the Harvard Gazerte
Commencement issue, June 1982,

®The analogy between the natural environment and the social en-
vironment in this regard is used by Sissela Bok in the Introduction to 4
Strategy for Peace (New York: Pantheon, 1989), xii.

7Some of these issues are spelled out in detail in Bok, ibid.

8Cf. Joseph Nye, Jr.,“Arms Control After the Cold War,” Foreign
Affairs, Vol. 68, No. 5.
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?Stanley Hoffmann deals with the limits and possibilities of ethical
international politcs in Duties Beyond Borders (Syracuse: Syracuse
University Press, 1981).

% These issues are given consideration by Hans Kiing in Theology for
the Third Millennium in his tredtment of the topic: “Is There One True
Religion?” (New York: Doubleday, 1988).
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