
June Bingham on 
DEMYSTIFYING DEFENSE 

As the cave man snatched up an oakenclub to defend his 
habitat. his mate asked why he'd chosen it over the maple 
one. "Don't worry your pretty little head about what doesn't 
concern you," was his reply. Some 75,000 years later 
women have decided that the weapons in the U.S. and 
USSR arsenals are very much their concern. Indeed. they 
fear that if they do not worry their "pretty little heads" about 
such matters, they mighl lose them altogether. 

As a result of this concern the Committee for National 
Security, a nonprofit, nonpartisan educational group 
founded in 1980. is sponsoring the Washington Women's 
Leadership Conference on National Security scheduled for 
June 14-16. Women from a wide variety of organizations 
throughout the country will be briefed by both Pentagon 
officials and proponents of disarmament. The hope is that 
the conference will make women familiar with the basic 
vocabulary, acronyms, and underlying concepts of modern 
defense. Information will be presented in as unbiased a 
manner as possible, with controversial aspects being aired 
by two speakers of opposing views and one or two middle- 
of-the-roaders as well. Among the subjects to be covered 
are nuclear strategy and doctrine; the strategic balance; in- 
ternational tensions; military weapons acquisition deci- 
sions; defense budget priorities and trade-offs; the conse- 
quences of nuclear war; the role of arms control; and the 
role of the citizen vis-a-vis national security. 

The conference will offer at the start a framework for 
viewing both the military and nontraditional aspects of de- 
fense. One topic is the psychological process that has led 
many men, as well as most women, Io avoid coming lo 

emotional and mental grips with the nuclear dimension of 
military politics. A third of a century has now passed since 
the Soviet Union first detonated a nuclear device, yet most 
Americans have been going about their business as if  the 
extinction of the human race were not a real possibility. 
Psychiatrist Robert Jay Lifton has called this phenomenon 
"psychic numbing," a modern version of the three 
monkeys-see no evil, hear no evil, speak no evil. Some- 
times this response is useful, sometimes neutral, some- 
times dangerous. 

In an individual the process involves unconscious de- 
fenses, including "denial" and "displacement." One Brit- 
ish observer of the American scene-a landscape dotted 
with youngsters jiggling along the sidewalk with blaring 
"boxes" and joggers bounding down highways clogged 
with cars-has described us as being engaged in "hectic 
displacement." 

Another topic is the need to move beyond "linear think- 
ing," the simple cause-and-effect reasoning that, for the 
most pari, Americans have found adequate up to now. To- 
day, national defense involves what can be called 
"paradoxical thinking": For the first time in history two 
great adversaries are building arms in order not to use 
them. 

Linked to paradoxical thinking is the principle of com- 
plementarity, which comes to us straight out of atomic 
physics and is applied increasingly in matters beyond 
physics. Light, we now know, is no1 either waves or parti- 
cles but both waves and particles. The human mind, how- 
ever, accustomed to thinking in terms of "either-or." often 
boggles at "both-and"; yet oversimplification may lead to 
blacking out half the truth. Accordingly, those who urge 
unilateral disarmament and those who urge almost un- 
limited escalation need not be viewed as standard bear- 
ers demanding unswerving support but, rather, as scouts 
who have planted two opposing poles; belween these lie a 
national policy lhat can be acceptable at home, attractive 

"What a wontletjiul world it rc~ould &e ifrou could 
fool all of the people all of the tinie!" 



to our allies, and credible to our antagonists. 
Several major foundations who believe it important that 

the citizens of a democracy be thoroughly informed are 
funding this conference. Speakers are expected to in- 
clude: Lester Brown, Helen Caldicott, William Colby, Patt 
Derian, Noel Gayler, Mary Grefe, Perdita Houston, Betty 
Lall, Robert McNamara, William Perry, Ruth Sivard, Walter 
Slocombe, Larry Smith, Paula Stern, Alice Tepper-Marlin, 
Malcolm Toon, Paul Warnke, Faye Wattleton, Marina von 
Neumann Whitman, and Representatives James Leach 
and Samuel Stratton. 

After listening to such an array of specialists in the de- 
.feme and various related fields, heads should be filled 
with new knowledge, minds informed by new categories of 
understanding. The American people, and not only its 
women, must realize we need not be either Red or dead: 
We can be smart. 

June Bingham, biographer of Reinhold Niebuhr and U 
Thant, is a member of the CRlA Board of Trustees. She is 
married to Congressman Jonathan Bingham of New York. 

EXCURSUS 2 
Erlc Pooley on 
ORWELL AND THE BOMB 

“Had the atomic bomb turned out to be something as 
cheap and easily manufactured as a bicycle or alarm 
clock,” wrote George Orwell in 1945, “...the whole trend of 
history would have been abruptly altered.” Orwell believed 
that a simple, “democratic” bomb would remove distinc- 
tions between great and small states and weaken state 
power over the individual, but perhaps also or plunge]...^^ 
into barbarism.” 

Nuclear weapons are not, we are pleased to tell our- 
selves, as available as alarm clocks. And a world in which 
large and small states stand equal has become almost im- 
possible to imagine, as Orwell predicted. What is not so 
certain, however, is his prediction that the enormous cost 
and complexity of “inherently tyrannical” atomic bombs 
would help to promote a world divided between “two or 
three super-states,” each insulated and unconquerable, 
ruling over people robbed “of all power to revolt.” 

Recent developments suggest that the tyranny of the 
atomic minority might well be transformed by the kind of 
nuclear revolt Orwell dismissed as unlikely some forty 
years ago. Such a revolt has long been conceivable, and it 
is becoming increasingly probable, at least in this “super- 
state.” The Reagan administration plans to increase nu- 
clear exports and break down barriers to the reprocess- 
ing of spent commercial fuel for military use. If successful, 
it will become markedly easier for others to build a bomb 
and become, in one barbaric moment, a partner in nuclear 
terror. 

In September, 1976, the New York Times reported that 
eight thousand pounds of plutonium and highly enriched 
uranium were “unaccounted for”: lost, Inadvertently de- 
stroyed, or stolen from American nuclear facilities. The re- 
port came at a time when the spread of nuclear weapons 
through commercial fuel reprocessing was receiving a 
great deal of presidential attention, apparently for the 
wrong reasons. 

One month after the Times report, President Ford began 
the American campaign against reprocessing that culmi- 
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nated in Jimmy Carter’s Nuclear Non-Proliferation Act of 
1978. (The Act requires all countries who buy U.S. nuclear 
fuel to ask our permission before reprocessing it We have 
yet to deny a request.) Ford declared that “avoidance of 
proliferation must take precedence over economic in- 
terests ... the United States should no longer regard re- 
processing as a necessary and inevitable step.” Accord- 
ingly, he cut government funding for a reprocessing plant 
then being built in North Carolina. 

At that time America lagged far behind Britain and 
France in reprocessing technology. So when Ford added 
that reprocessing should be used in the future if it is “found 
to be consistent with our international objectives,” Europe 
knew what he meant “Just you waif” said one Belgian 
official. “A few years from now the Americans will have 
caught up with our reprocessing technology and then 
they’ll come out in favor of commercial reprocessing.” 

A few years have passed, and scientists at the 
federally funded Lawrence Livermore Laboratory in 
California have announced a secret new process, which 
uses lasers to extract plutonium from spent commercial 
fuel. And in March, Energy Secretary James Edwards told 
an audience of nuclear experts that “we are going to be 
needing some more plutonium for our weapons program 
and the best way I can see to get it is to solve your waste 
problem-reprocess it” 

Reprocessing will not “solve” the waste problem. It will 
reduce the volume of waste drastically but leave behind 
the materials highest in radioactivity. It will multiply the 
dangers of proliferation and violate an International 
Atomic Energy Agency principle that civilian facilities 
should never take part in military programs. U.S. disregard 
for this principle is a slap in the face to European nations 
who for years have listened to American nonproliferation 
rhetoric. And it is a grave danger to us all. 

Introduced for military use, the laser extraction process 
will surely be used to separate plutonium for the fast 
breeder reactors which James Edwards believes will pro- 
vide “enough electricity to serve this country and the free 
world for a thousand years to come.” The high cost of 
plutonium extraction helped to silence such rosy predic- 
tions in the late 1970s. 

Domestic nuclear sales have ground to a halt in the 
United States, and the industry is pressuring the Reagan 
administration to increase exports of nuclear technology. 
James Malone, the State Department official whose job it 
was to increase nuclear sales abroad, was dismissed in 
March, when hard-sell administration plans were leaked, 
the laser extraction process was announced, and Senator 
Gary Hart (04201.) then announced his plan to reintroduce 
a congressional ban on reprocessing. The administration 
decided that it needed another man to bring Congress 
around to the right point of view. 

No one in the administration is saying it yet, but re- 
processing services are likely to be a featured item on the 
menu at Reagan’s Nuclear Carry-Out-if, that is, Congress 
can be brought into line. The aggressive export policy and 
the new laser process are both intended to reinvigorate a 
beleaguered Industry, and both reflect an unconscionable 
lack of concern for human safety. 

Orwell’s old question about atomic bombs-“How 
difficult are these things to manufacture?”-has been 
asked increasingly often as its answer has become ever 
more frightening. Nuclear weapons are getting easier to 
make all the time. Acquisition of flssible material, always 
the most difficult part of the process, will be simplified if 
spent fue! is reprocessed In the United States. 

Whether used for bombs 01 breeders, plutonium In 
greater amounts than ever before will be stored and shlp- 


