
doesn’t lie, if he can, say specikally how he 
would handle the crisis in Vietnam, the situa- 
tions in East Gemiany and Cuba? IVhat would 
he do for South America? And with President de 
Guulle? How Lvould he curb violence in the 
streets, and how would he suggest that the poor 
a i d  uiicinploved, the old and sick, minister to 
their oivn needs? 

It is fine to declare that one has principles but 
i t  is  ncccssar). to relute them to particular pro- 
granis. And it is in die area between principles 
a i d  progimtis that there is needed all the intel- 
ligence, and esperience, shrewdness and wisdom 
that one can muster. For ignorance and mis- 
pluced certitudes in the implementation of pol- 
icies ale not only wasteful but dangerous. 

I t  is because these are the main charges in the 
c;inipaigii that the debate is unsatisfying. For 
we do not see one set of articulated principles 
clnshing Ivitli another, or one developed program 
~ v i t h  another. \Ve see one side claiming that it 
should be elected because it knows what to do 
to develop a great society and the other side 
claiming priority because it is on the side of right- 
eousness and morality. And neither side attempts 

the magazines 

\\‘e have come a long way from the days when “the 
great shelter debate provided moments of ghoulish 
humor as theologians debated the precise conditions 
that would jus* the shooting of a trespassing 
neighbor attempting to force enby into one’s pri- 
vate shelter.” C. W. Griffin warns in Liberation mag- 
azine, “civil defense today is no laughing matter.” 

hir. Griffin, described by the editors as ”an en- 
gineer” who “testified last spring before the House 
h i e d  Services Committee against the proposed 
fatlout shelters incentives bill,” contributed his views 
on the civil defense program in an article titled, in 
punning fashion, ’The Offense of Civil Defense” 
(September). 

“Placed under the Defense Department three years 
ago, at least partly to exploit that organization’s in- 
fallible techniques for estracting billions from Con- 
gress, he writes, the new Office of Civil Defense 
(OCD) is aiming high.” Griffin then marshalls evi- 
dence to indicate that “the case for fallout shel- 
ters” which the OCD presents to the Congress and 
to die nation is “a weird concoction of doublethink, 
inconsistency, and complacency, all the more re- 
markable for requiring the eqenditure of so much 
time, effort and money.” 

He finds “no indication, for example, that the Pen- 

2 worldview 

to show the ineluctable relation between prin- 
ciples and policies. 

Johnson has attempted to show Ilimself, in 
contrast to the Senator, as an euperienced, bal- 
anced politician who understands the needs of 
the people and can fulfill many of them, who 
understands tlie dangers of the international 
scene and can avoid them. IVliile he has not 
excited enthusiasm or affection he has widespread 
support. Goldwater has tried to show himself, in‘ 
contrast to tlie President, as a principled nian 
above politics. But for a politician to rise above 
politics is like a bishop rising above religion. This 
odd stance has gained him some enthusiastic fol- 
lowers, but not the widespread support that 
makes a President. 

If the present polls are accurate they indicate 
not that die American public is indifferent to the 
relation behveen principles and policy, between 
office-holder and the democratic process; instead, 
they indicate that the American citizen in his 
political pragmatism would rather infer a man’s 
principles from his political actions than attempt 
to deduce his political program from his declared 
high principles. 

tagon war-games experts are adapting the civil de- 
fense program to the changing character and in- 
creased potential of any enemy attack.” He cites the 
mitin s of “several independent experts’’ who “be- 
lieve 8 at air bursts, which maximize h e  and blast 
damage while producing no local fallout, are the 
most likely kind of attack on our popular metro- 
politan areas” while the “OCD persists in focusing 
on the fallout hazard.” 

Indeed, says author Griffiin, “far from constituting 
the extravagant life-saving insurance guaranteed by 
the OCD, the fallout shelter program could con- 
ceivably increase fatalities in a thermonuclear at- 
tack” where there has been % change in enemy 
bombing strategy.” The ”Pentagon assurances that 
there is no prospect of obsolescence in a fallout 
shelter system display a Maginot-line complacency 
nothing less than incredible in an age that has seen 
such vertiginous progress in weaponry.” 
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“It is significant that the revolt against traditional 
approaches to the study of international affairs has 
taken place outside the United States,” J. MT. Bur- 
ton has written in the September issue of The Jour- 
nal of Conflict Resolution. In the U.S., where “in- 



temational relations as a discipline and as a re- 
search subject is interdisciplinary,” it is already ”cat- 
ering for the theory needs of those interested in 
what could be called peace research.” And in Amer- 
ica “the emphasis for the last ten or fifteen years 
has been on decision-making and more broadly upon 
the basic preconditions of peaceful relations be- 
tween states.” 

But in Britain and on the continent, says the 
author, a member of the Faculty of Laws at Uni- 
versity College London, the approach to interna- 
tional relations continues to be the “prewar ap- 
proach which is concerned primarily with diplo- 
matic history, the foreign policies of the main states, 
descriptive studies of conflict situations, studies of 
international institutions, and consideration of the 
use and threatened use of power.” 

As a result, peace research in Europe ”has devel- 
oped outside the existing disciplines-most conspicu- 
ously outside the discipline of international rela- 
tions.” This occurred because “those who have been 
wholly engaged in the study of international rela- 
tions have not satisfied the demands of natural and 
social scientists who wish to study nuclear deter- 
rence, the implications of nuclear strategy, the effects 
of the rise of new nations, conflict resolution, de- 
cision-making, and all these other matters which 
have been of special interest in the postwar nuclear 

Although Burton believes that “in due course , . . 
the distinctions between” international relations and 
peace rese‘uch “will seem less real,” he states that 
peace research organizations both-in the U.S. and 
abroad have an independent function that can give 
“a further jolt to international relations studies.” 
Among the services they can perform, Burton sug- 
gests, is to “re-phrase and restate new concepts in 
terms which would be meanin 1 to teachers 
brought up in other traditions, an P meaningful also 
to decision-makers and people generally who still 
think of power relations and international institu- 
tions as being the subject matter of international 
relations.” And where the “frontiersman” is too “pre- 
occup[ied] with new ideas” or “too tied to terminol- 
ogy and elegant statement to be able to reproduce 
for wider consumption,” the peace researcher has 
an important job to do. 

ilge.” 
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Time magazine’s September 25 cover story on 
“The Nuclear Issue” concerns “what now stands,“ 
in the editorial view, “as the decisive issue of the 
1964 presidential campaign-the argument over con- 
trol of nuclear weaponry.” 

The article provides a good summary of the po- 
sitions taken by both candidates and also discusses 
briefly the problems of “sharing” nuclear weapons 
with NATO allies. Says Time: “the nuclear issue is 
one that should be pondered deeply by men every- 

where. I t  certainly has a valid place in any presi- 
dential campaign. But so far this year, neither side 
has fully, accurately, or even honestly explained the 
basic conflicts involved. As a result there are more 
confusions and misconceptions about the nuclear 
issue than about almost any other in recent U.S. 
political history.” 
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Three points at which the West must develop her 
understanding of and commitment to the newly-in- 
dependent nations have been suggested by hi. hl. 
Thomas, Director of the Christian Institute of Re- 
ligion and Society in Bangalore, India. 

of the West, he says, is to learn 
to appreciate the t c t  “that in the concrete situa- 
tion in Africa and Asia all the ideological battles of 
the \!’est may not have the same relevance.” 

Next, Dr. Thomas calls for “more extensive par- 
ticipation of the West in the economic and social 
development of the new nations.” He notes in this 
regard that there is need not only for material and 
technical assistance but ,aid, too, in revising when 
necessary the “policies of trade of the older more 
developed nations and the structures of international 
economy.” Indeed, he observes, the role of the \Vest 
in the economic and social sphere may be a deci- 
sive one for world politics. As the dust of the Rus- 
~ian-~4merican bloc conflict settles, the “widening 
gulf” behveen “the rich nations and the poor na- 
tions” will come into sharper focus, and it will be 
seen that “this time the class struggle is not within 
the nations but between them, and on a global scale. 
China’s attempts to secure the leadership of the 
poorer nations of Africa and Asia and the develop- 
ment by her of a Communist ideology of the 
against both the capitalism and conununism o the 
rich, are indicative of new trends” in days to come. 

And thirdly, Dr. Thomas counsels of the “need 
to take seriously the cultural dialogue between the 
West and the new nations,” pointing out that “till 
now the intercultural dialogue has taken place 
among Western students or Westem-oriented stu- 
dents of the different cultures.” 

This article appears in the September issue of 
Sociol Action, an issue devoted to the relatioxiship 
behveen “New Nations and the West.” 

One responsibili 
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The problems of man’s existence in the nuclear 
age are exylored in the Spring 1984 issue of New 
Wine,  “A Christian Journal of Opinion,” published 
by the Westminster Fellowship at the University of 
North Carolina. Undergraduate and graduate stu- 
dents as well as faculty members have contributed 
articles and book and movie reviews to this special 
number called “War.” Individual copies are priced 
at 75 cents. 
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