it
-of the populace, news medla,; and polie.
ical leadersiip? Such promises deny
realiy: Military superiodi:
ingless in the age of averkiil. )

A PEFSON OF nation cin be destroyed
only once. No technological break-
throagh eas ¢hange that limit on mill-
@Iy powet; The 9500 nuclear war-
exds ln American strategic weapons
aione can overidil Soviet cities more
than 40 times; the Russians can de-
stroy our citles about €0 tmes over,

Defense, a8 a shield, is nullitied by
the concsnirated energy released by
nuclear weapons. Hltoshima was de-
stroyed by tEe equivalent of 20,000 tans
of TNT. The-Titan il whose fuel =x.
picded recently in Arkansas carried a
warhead containing 450 times the
pawer of the Hiroshima expiosive,

Still, these false assaciptions re-

main widely aecepted articles of fzith: -

Preparing for nuclaar war deters us
from having ane. Deterrence gnes
meant refuctance to attack for %ear of
being unacceptably damaged.
sured “second-sirike” capabil
200 protected nuclear weapons — was
considared an adequate deterrent. Bul
military tradition and pationalist
Competition ‘require. supérionly and
winning, not deterring. Tous, an.un.
winnable race was started for mitttary
advantage, lgnaring averki!] fmits.

Large wars, however regrattale,
can be won The blast, fire, and radia.
tion damage from major nuclear at
tacks would, immediately destroy
more than half the United States and
Soviet populations, Dr. Philip Han.
dler, president of the Mational Acad-
emy of Sciences, warns that in a major
auclear war, the earth’s ozone fayer
would be damaged .and that this
“would persist {or vears, resulting In
such intensa ultiv.violet {rradiation of
e earth's surface as 1o cause crop
failure by &irect damage 1o plants and.
by majnr alrerations of citmae, and 1o
indice intense swnbure i a few
minutes and tarkedly iccrease tha n.
cidence of skin cancer in thase ex.
posed.” We must thus infer that even
if eitirer superpawer coud wipe out the
cpponent’s nucléar forces by & Aaw.
legs first strike, such success would
dlter the earth's envelope, Mmaking the
plaget equally unlivezhle for the popu-
tation of the "successful attacker a3
or the rest of the human race:

. Liwited nuctear wars (as envi-

sioned in President Carler's Directive
53) can be plunned and won, 1o a con.
frontation benween nuclear-equipped
artmies, the sids threatened with loss
will bring up mors-powerful conven-
tiona! znd nucleal weapons; then
rapid nuclear escalaion wiil ocour
- withloss forall. | .
- Addltons ia weapons and farces add
te mititary power. Correction of aff re-
<ently noted American milltary defi-
cicacies offers mo estape from the
Yirsits of military power. Mo improve-
ments In number, size, 2cciiracy, rel-
ability or speed of weapons and forces
can break through the averkl limi,

By Seymour Melmian *

‘mw

MHlitary command and fenrel can

"be retiabte. Ervor and fallure are un-:

avoldable both in people and mech-
3, a3 repeated nuclear false
alarms have iustrated. As powerfal

. 8PN e maltiphed, nosafeguatys |

- this alternative may go down as the-

* Rezgan spenks for primitive national<

_ sity and national ¢o-chairman of the

War dconomy,

can nréciude catastrophlc accidents.
What military opsrations ¢an be per-
farmed without risking fosing while
WinNiNgG? A superpower can gverwhelm
a smal] country {the United States, in
the Dominican Republic, 1968: Soviet
Union, ih Czechosiovakia, 1968) — ex-
cept where guerrilla foress resist {Viet
ram, Alghanistan}. Also, srmaller toun.
tries cap assault and ‘exbapst esach
other if, permitted by their weapans
suppliats, the superpowers, as the
Traqi-Iranian war Dlustrates.

Denfal of millary Teality serves
various Imerssts, For Gevernmant
imanagers, the armed forees ard a -
military econormy bave been main-
stays for emplre-building 4t home and
Pax Americana ebroad; for corporate
managers, 3 military ecnomy as.
sures risk-free profit. While the busi.
ness press assails American manag-
ers for lailing the nation by fostering
industrlal incompetence, appeals to
natiomalist nostalgia and primitive
“we'll show 'em* militarism are wel-
come diversions. Many are receptive
(o’ hypernationalism Becanse hunda-
inentalist religlosity .is . often per.
meaced with worshin of the nation- |
state, a farm of idolatry. L

‘A'persan or nation
. canbe
destroyed .
only once’

However, there is, unatandsd by
Establlsnment cansensus, § moitary
optlen for improving security: revers-
ing the arms race by mutval agree-
ment. In 1962, the superpowers sepa-
rately detailed plans for agreed, in-
spected reversal of the arms race, The
Propaais were never fegotiated. Qur
quem;ml;:‘n: does mj:;;mploy a single
perxn TESpodLalbility for thinking
sboul revenaing the a:gj racs. The |
Establishment's refusal even to try far ©

crima of the century — if there is any. .-
onearound o knowie, .. i - e
The major candidares hardly ditfer
In thetr militarism. Jimmy Carfer eyni-
c2]ly pursnes military supetiority and .
“'iThdted” nuclear wers, and Rorald

sm And nostalgiz for 1 replay af World
War I. Toe handline anti-Communism
strategias of both parties are raady to

destroy the world "in order to savelt ™ -

T ——
Sepmour Meirnan, professar of fndus-
trial engineering ot Columbig Lniver

peace organization SANE, f1 author,
rust recently, of “The - Permansiit




