
might galvanize people into action? The answer is 
that those, like myself, who fought so hard against 
the Vietnam war were not freed from responsibility 
once that battle was “won.” Whether one acted out 
of belief that the National Liberation Front would 
provide a better government, or out of fear that the 
war was damaging U.S. society and interests, or 
simply to end the killing, the objective assistance 
given to those now ruling Indochina is obvious. 

Further, an understanding of the aggressive as- 
pects of Soviet, Chinese, and other foreign national 
policies is necessary to comprehend the context 
within which U.S. policy must move. To criticize U.S. 
actions while maintaining silence on those of others 
creates an atmosphere conducive to believing that 
America is some evil force in the world of innocents. 

Those students and intellectuals supporting in- 
surgent movements in Southern Africa share some 
“complicity” for the postvictory actions of new re- 
gimes. (Reports of fierce repression in Mozambique 
are worth looking into for a start.) Those who oppose 
U.S. support for South Korea might profitably also 
do some study on the authoritarian North Korean 
regime. 

All of us who speak of morality and human rights in 
the conduct of foreign policy need to develop a more 
critical approach to our own inconsistencies and 
blind spots. 

Bar9 Rubin is a journalist specializing in interna- 
tional affairs and a doctoral candidate in history. 

Wolfgang J. Koschnick on 
NATO and the Nondefense of the West 

The Western world, according to some, seems on 
the brink of economizing its own security away. As 
the military st.rength of the Soviet bloc has 
buqeoned, Western planners have become in- 
creasingly concerned about NATO’s ability to thwart 
an invasion from Eastern Europe. The European 
small states have become too used to their comfort- 
able roles as relatively minor contributors to main- 
taining the security ofi the Western world, and to the 
United States beari the brunt of all defense bur- 

guilelessness in matters of internal security, the 
West’s major defense instrument, NATO, is thus in 
serious jeopardy of being squandered away as a 
consequence of budget cuts following the worldwide 
economic recession. 

Ever since France decided in 1966 to withdraw 
from the integrated command structure of NATO- 
thus setting a perilous precedent-the alliance has 
been stumbling from one crisis to another. Mean- 

dens. Through m Y re frivolity and a general 

while it has been virtually wasted away under an 
ever growing lack of political solidarity between its 
member states, which were and are wont to use the 
alliance as a comfortable whipping boy in situations 
of both economic trouble and domestic strife. As a 
consequence, NATO today is in a shambles. 

Its Southern flank has always been threatened by 
political instability. But never before has it been in 
such a state of erosion. Greece and Turkey have 
been embroiled in continuous, almost warlike, con- 
frontations be it over Aegean oil or Cyprus. Greece, 
for its part, has even withdrawn from the integrated 
command of NATO, and Turkey is seriously consid- 
ering an alignment with the Arab world or even 
friendlier relations with the Soviet Union. italy’s 
domestic situation does not lend itself to involve- 
ment in a defense alliance against Communist ag- 
gression. And the poor man on the Iberian penin- 
sula, Portugal, has become NATO’s weakest link. 

At the present time NATO’s Northern flank ap- 
pears more stable; it has always been the most 
vulnerable one. Norway and Denmark staunchly 
refuse fo permit the stationing of foreign troops and 
the erection of military bases on their soil. 

In the wake of the worldwide economic recession 
even NATO’s strength in Central Europe is being 
forfeited, To save cash France is currently withdraw- 
ing 10,000 of its 60,000 troops stationed in West 
Germany. The British Government has announced it 
will bring home large parts of the 55,000 ground 
troops and 9,000 airmen who make up Britain’s 
NATO contingent in West Germany, unless the 
Germans pay for their stationing. Already the U.S., 
which has traditionally concentrated its forces in the 
southern part of Germany, is planning to have a full 
brigade in place between Bremen and the crucial 
North Sea port of Bremerhaven by the end of 1978 to 
compensate for the possible withdrawal of British 
troops. 

One might argue that in no alliance of the world 
have things always been in apple-pie order. This is 
certainly not the first crisis NATO has had to weath- 
er. Then what exactly makes the present situation 
more alarming than the crises of the past? 

Under the doctrine of a “flexible response,” 
adopted in 1967 (replacing “massive and nuclear 
retaliation”), NATO has lost both its flexibility and its 
ability to respond adequately to conceivable acts of 
aggression. Under the guise of detente policy the 
Warsaw Pact has stepped up enormously its offen- 
sive power and has even, in several respects, 
reached a clear superiority. Thus any edge in 
strategic forces previously held by the United States 
has clearly disappeared. As a consequence, the 
military forces of the West are, partially at least, no 
longer sufficient to provide a convincing defense. In 
a recent book highly debated in NATO circles the 
German strategist and onetime chairman of the 
Military Committee of NATO, General Johannes 
Steinhoff, has pointed out that in the conceivable 
cases of a limitedqurprise attack on CentralEurope 
and of a limited conventional attack on the flanks, 
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the Warsaw Pact would have extremely good 
chances to prevail over the West (Wohin treibt die 
NATO? , 1 976). 

And these are precisely the areas, and the fields 
of possible counteraction, in which NATO is being 
further weakened at present. The Soviet Union has 
in recent years stepped up its naval force to an 
unprecedented strength, which is vital for any attack 
on both the Northern and the Southern flanks of 
NATO. It has also strengthened the combat- 
effectiveness and number of its conventional land 
forces, and above all the number of its tanks, which 
are vital for a limited surprise attack on Central 
Europe. It is not true that the Soviet Union has 
stepped up its armaments wherever it could, but it 
has done so with circumspect rapidity. It is unlikely 
that in the coming months the Warsaw Pact will gear 
itself to exporting its revolutionary achievements on 
the points of Red Army bayonets. But Soviet foreign 
policy clearly aims at a long-range expansion by 
means of military pressure. Through the military 
buildup of recent years the Warsaw Pact countries 
have undoubtedly laid the groundwork for future 
claims to more power. 
.The European nations will have to contribute a 

larger, possibly the largest, share to the stabilization 
of the military balance between East and West. This 
requires mustering the political determination to 
ensure Western Europe’s security. It is more than 
questionable, in view of Europe’s traditional small- 
state frivolity in security matters, that this will hap- 
pen. Since the war in Vietnam, erstwhile popular 
exuberance for the defense of the Free World has 
dwindled, if not vanished completely in both Europe 
and America. Admittedly, regimes like the one in 
Chile make it difficult to equate the Western with the 
Free world. But for all its shortcomings the Free 
World is located, if anywhere at all, on this side of 
what was once called the Iron Curtain. This freest of 
all existing-though certainly not of all conceiv- 
able-worlds deserves to be defended morally and, 
if necessary, militarily. 

Wolfgang J. Koschnick is a political scientist and 
journalist. He lives in Germany and works as Ger- 
man and European correspondent for U S .  and 
British magazines. 

Michael Novak on 
New Ironies of American History 

The North American continent is rich in the world’s 
resources; But our nation is not, perhaps, the rich- 
est. Natural wealth must be calculated over time. 
Some resources become obsolete: the value of 
others is suddenly discovered. Some resources are 

depleted; others-a rich topso ikan with care’ 
endure for centuries. We are temporarily rich and 

T e greatest source of wealth in Great Britain and 
the wwidul* nited States, however, is not natural resources 
so much as capacities for organization. The 
English-speaking peoples led the world in discover- 
ing how to blend individual freedom with schemes of 
administration and social organization. They have 
nourished extraordinary trust, unusual internal and 
even sexual disciplines, under which individual 
liberties flourished. In very recent times, precisely in 
these cultures, modern inventiveness exploded. An 
unparalleled breakthrough occurred in standards of 
living. A social revolution brought us modernity., 
Other nations of enormous natural wealth but lack- 
ing equivalent social disciplines and individual liber- 
ties long remained “backward.” 

It can be said, indeed, that the industrialization of 
Great B itain and the United States, accompanied 
by that o i northwestern Europe,conferred wealth on 
many other regions of the world. Oil lay under Saudi 
Arabia-undiscovered, unvalued, and useless-for 
millennia. Apart from European and North American 
merchant ships and marketing skills there would be 
little national weaith in coffee, bananas, sugar, and 
many other products. 

The world is now “a global village.” It is perceived 
as “spaceship Earth.” The commonest managers in 
Philadelphia and in Rangoon speak of “interde- 
pendence.” Without the energies unleashed by 
democratic capitalism the world would know nothing 
of such concepts, less still of the underlying 
achievements that. are their technical and social 
badb. 

It is said far too glibly that the Western “im- 
perialist” nations “exploited” the Third World. Did 
they? Of course injustices were done and are still 
being done. Of course these should be removed, or 
diminished, or mitigated, or compensated for. (The 
issue of justice and injustice is not always easy to 
unravel.) Yet whence came the concepts of “libera- 
tion,” of “rights,” of “exploitation,” of “injustice,” 
even of “nation-state,” which now have raised the 
consciousness of most of the world? It is instructive 
to recall the situation encountered by the Western 
explorers centuries ago. It is also instructive to read 
the historical descriptions of their own societies by 
persons in every quarter of the planet. Poverty, 
sickness, ignorance, and suffering are not new. 

Great Britain was a nation of three million souls 
when its ideas, its capacities for organization, and 
the skillful deployment of psychic energies by its 
people led it after 1688 upon the path of Empire. It 
must be difficult for the 6lites of India, Africa, the 
Caribbean, and other outposts of the British Empire 
to reflect upon how much intelligence, and how 
much human power, were exercised for so long by 
so few so far away. Why didn’t the Indians make 
England their colony? Why didn’t the Dominican 
Republic or Cuba exercise hegemony over most of 
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