
”Emotionally, [Asians] are committed to their own 
religious and cultural heritage, but they also are 
determined to build modern nation-states, as rich 
and strong as any \Yestem nation,” writes Joseph hi. 
Ktagawa in Perspectiucs (January-February). “This 
indeed is the aspiration of all Asian peoples today, 
and although they appear to be esceedingly con- 
fident of tlieir own capacity to actualize this goal, 
they are frightened by the magnitude of their task 
and frustrated by the inner contradiction of the 
logic tliat underlies their alleged objective. And, if 
\ve emisage a meaningful dialogue behveen the East 
and the IVest, ll’estemers must not only listen to the 
voices from the East, but also feel the pulse of the 
lieart, just as Easterners who eiFect to learn from 
the IVest should look for persons and human mean- 
ings in the midst of the complexities of the indus- 
trialized nations.” 

How can \ye in the \Vest develop a better under- 
standing of Asia? ”There is no easy answer to this 
question,’’ hlr. Kitaga\Vil reminds us. “There are, 
however, some basic factors which cannot be for- 
gotten. For esample, we must appreciate the nov- 
clt).. and intricacy, as \vel1 as the potentiality, of 
tlic situation in the East-not onlv esternal factors, 
such as the social, economic, and political aspects, 
but also the Eastern ‘world of meaning,’ which is 
ever developing, and in which Easterners are de- 
stined to l i \ c  Concretely, tliis means that we must 
approach an Asian simultaneously as ( a )  an East- 
emer, ( b )  a modern man, and ( c )  a human being.” 
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Guenter Lewy, writing in the hiarcli issue of The 
Anicrican Political Science Review on ”The Dilem- 
ma of hfilitary Obedience in the Atomic Age,” finds 
that “the paradoxical situation has .  . . been created 
in [vhicli, according to one highly influential school 
of thought at least, the new weapons of mass des- 
truction and the announced determination to use 
diem have made tlie whole basis of the law of war 
obsolete, wliile, on the other hand, military codes of 
law continue to espouse high-sounding affirmations 
of the laws of humanity, and individual members 
of tlie armed forces are made eqdicitly and directly 
responsible for violating international law and flout- 
.ing the dictates of the public conscience. The new 
weapons, if thev are ever to be used in all their 
friglitful destruc-tivcness, seen1 to demand the com- 
plete suppression of all moral scruples . . . 

‘Ti‘lietlier an airman who under orders dropped 
an atomic or hydrogen bomb could be considered a 
war criminal, whether lie should challenge such 
orders and risk being punished by his superiors for 
brcncli of discipline or mutiny, wlietlier international 
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law a n .  effectively protect individuals against a 
domestic law which is illegal from the point of view 
of international law-these are questions which to- 
day may seem rather theoretical and removed from 
reality; they involve fine technical points. And yet 
it is perhaps no exaggeration to say that upon thc 
answers given to these questions may some day de- 
pend the future of the human race.” 
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Kenneth Thompson, in the hiarch 31 issue of The 
Commonweal, considers some of the problems raised 
by the relation behveen our society’s fundamental 
beliefs and our politics. Does Soviet doctrine, with 
its “internally more coherent and externally more 
consistently articulated” ideology, offer a challenge 
to the democratic world in the “struggle for men’s 
minds”? “If the treasure we have to offer the rest of 
the world is conceived too narrowly as freedom or 
equality or individual rights, our words and deecls 
may fall on barren ground. But the soil may prove 
more fertile if from our political storehouse we redis- 
cover the broader tradition we share with IVestem 
civilization of ‘order and liberty’.’’ 

The tendency of our leaders, hlr. Tlionipson 
writes, has not been to consider means instead of 
ends, but rather to formulate grand designs for in- 
ternational action “with which they intended to re- 
solve all the troublesome problems that baffle and 
confound the people and the policy-makers.” And 
by addressing the people solely in terms of “moral 
purpose, ultimate goals and towering intentions” 
leaders have helped to enfeeble the public philoso- 
phy. But it remains true that the question of arma- 
ments and the use of force-“the Achilles heel for 
liberal, humanitarian societies”-are subject to “the 
civilizing influence of practical morality” and to such 
conceptions of national honor as prohibit policies of 
violence enacted without moral restraint. ‘The 
United States,” notes hlr. Thompson, “has flourished 
as a free political society with humane and just in- 
stitutions partly because it has combined liberalism’s 
values on the specifics of social and political justice 
with a ‘Higher Law’ tradition that enjoyed religious 
sanction.” 
e 

Out in hiarch is the 6rst issue of Atlas, a new 
montlily offering articles culled from foreign period- 
icals, “reproduced verbatim or faithfully translated.” 
Lead articles on current world ‘affairs in the March 
issue include contributions from Lc Aiondc, the 
Brazilian publication Anhcmbi, International Affairs, 
LT.S.S.R., Japan’s Asalii Iournal, and the recently sup- 
pressed Africa South. 
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