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Christianity and Crisis finds ‘‘a leam of hope in the 

between Russian and American scientists at the dis- 
‘armament conference held in hfoscow late last year. 
In an editorial for hlarch 6, the journal notes that 
“‘the most hopeful aspect of the conversations was 
tlie willingness of the Russians at least to discuss 
the old bone of contention between us-inspection. 
There is now actually a possibility that this matter 
of whether inspection should precede or follow dis- 
aminnicnt miglit be resolved by a formula that 
would initiate reduction of arms by stages, and more 
and more inspection by correspondng stages as 
arms are destroyed.” 

dark nuclear peril” in reports o f the accord reached 

0 

1 1 1  “Security Through Disarmament” ( T h e  Nation, 
February 5 j Louis B. Sohn proposes an eight-point, 
eight-year plan for the “comprehensive reduction in 
arnm:iments” that hc believcs is tlie only solution to 
present world tensions. “The road to American secur- 
it).;” hlr. Solin writes, “no longer lies in the direc- 
tion of an arms race toward an illusive point of 
superiority In destructiL7e power; we can obtain more 
security only by obtaining a cut in our potential 
advcrsuies’ power to destroy us. Such a cut can be 
obtained in one way only-by an agreement on a 
reciprocal reduction of amiaments to the point where 
neither of us ud l  be able to destroy the other.” 

The steps that hlr. Sohn proposes are an attempt 
to remedy the deficiencies which each side at pres- 
ent finds in the other’s proposals. Thus both Russian 
demands for large-scale arms reduction and Amer- 
ican demands for inspection provisions could be 
satisfied bg making the amount of controls more 
proportionate to the amount of effective disarma- 
ment. hir. Soh’s program also calls for the aboli- 
tion of military missiles and the international super- 
vision of space projects; the reduction of military 
stocLTiles of fissionable material to an agreed 
amount ”proportionate to the number of authorized 
means of delivery”; the international supenision of 
peaceful uses of fissionable material not needed for 
authorized military stoclipiles; the prohibition of 
nuclear weapons testing; the abolition of biological, 
cliemical and radiological weapons; the reduction of 
U. S. and SoLiet armed forces and the armed forces 
of other nations, ”in particular in Europe and Asia, 
taking into account in each region the need for 
maintaining a proper balance among various pos- 
sible antagonists.” 

Ii’hile admitting that “this is a drastic program,” 
hlr. Solin holds that, “if we want to sunive, we 
must take the necessary r i s k s ,  and these r i s k s  are 
certainly smaller than those involved in the present 
a m  race.” 

Barbara Ward, writing in The New Leader for 
February 27, finds that the reasons for the West’s 
inability to match Communist zeal in channeling the 
revolutionary energies of the.emergent nations lie in 
fundamental IVestern political attitudes. “. . . In their 
international relations, the IVestern powers still cling 
to the idea of an automatic, self-regulating system 
in tvhich each nation, pursuing its own interests, 
contri\*es in some mysterious way to serve the inter- 
ests of all and create, a functioning communih.” 

Taking an analogy from domestic policy, Miss 
IVard e?iplains that, “during the early thrust of in- 
dustrialism in the It’est, the underlying beliefs of 
the governing groups were still rooted in laissez 
faire. But as the system with its complexities, oppor- 
tunities and injustices developed, two forces made 
for change: hfore citizens acquired the vote and 
could exert pressure on the government; and humane 
and Christian conscience could no longer tolerate 
the flagrant evils of an unregulated economy. The 
decision to use government as an instrument of 
greater justice and solidarity was fundamental to 
the clinnge in the West from a narrow class-oriented 
market to the mass consumption economy of today.” 

“But,” hliss Ward points out, “in the world at 
large a comparable shift has yet to occur. Like the 
dispossessed urban workers in Victorian times, the 
peoples of the underdeveloped world have been 
dra\\m into the modern economy; but so far, they 
participate in its labors rather than in i ts  rewards. 
In this new worldwide society, the Western nations 
form an elite whose wealth is increasing. Past sav- 
ings make fresh saving easier; and the rich grow 
richer in a closed circuit of shared and profitable 
exchange.“ 

hliss Ward’s conclusion: “The Western powers 
must repeat at the international level the decisions 
which saved free society within the nation. , , . 
By ending colonial control, they have, as it were, 
enfranchised the developing nations as they once 
enfranchised their own workers. But the next funda- 
mental step-to use governmental action to share 
ivealth more widely, to distribute some of the riches 
and build up the prosperity of the poor-has yet to 
be taken.” 
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