PRIVATE CITIZENS,
PUBLIC POLICIES,.
BRANDT’S OSTPOLITIK
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It is not unknown for private citizens, distressed with their
country’s policies, to attempt to overcome, circumvent or
block the operation of those policies. And such citizens are
usually slapped down. That is, if thev siicceed in getting
muc1i attention they are warned that tiiev arc. ovei-stepping
the bounds of their responsibilities and rights. It is the task
of their elected and appointed representatives to negotiate
with f oieign powers.
The question of private citizens engaging in diplomacv
has arisen several times in recent vears over the issue of
Vietnam. 111 spite of the charges sild coiuiter-charges that
have been flung back aiid forth, no great shift, no real dent
lias been made bv private citizens on the policies of thc
United States or i<s: allies. Neither Harrv A s h o r e , who conclucted peace probes with what he ul;dei*stood to 1ic State
Department support, nor Hemiie Davis, 1vho suggested that
the American people cleclnre pcace with the North Vietnamese, incurred more than sympathy or scorn. For tlicir efforts
bore no fruit.
Now, however, a number of private U.S. citizens have
engaged in whit arc ~iormaIIvregnrcIed as the preserves of
ciuly constituted authorities. And thcv are powerfu~eiioiigli
so that their voices will not go imiiiticect, their views 1111attended to. AIore specifically, a nriml)er of American citizens, including Dean Acheson, George Ball, Luciiis Clay
and John McCloy, have puhlicly criticized Willy Briuidt,
Chancellor of West Germany, for his Ostpolitik, the new
Eastern policy he lias enunciated.
The policy: To normalize relations with the Communist
East, with R-iissia given, of course, first prioritv, ancl to mnintain close ties with the U.S. and West Gemialb’s other allies.
The initial program: Signing an ngreement- with the Soviets renouncing tlie iise of force; acknowledging the present
frontiers lietween the East mid West of Europe; acknowledging the present Western Iioundary of‘ ~ o l a n d ( thus
renouncing claims to lam1 long held 1;, Cermany ); estahlishing closer relations with the East Germans.
This policv and the initial steps toward its implementation
are an attenipt 11y ~
i Rrandt
~ to
y come to terms with Iongstancling conditions, to forge for West Germany from its
position of achieved strength a policy of its own, in accordance with its own interests. Since that is what nation-states
are traditionally expected to do, why the great concern for
Herr Brandt’s policies, why Dean Acheson’s public observation that Herr Brandt’s “mad race to b1oscow” should be
slowed down?
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THE TREACHEROUS TRAP
Some years ago, in a document issuing from
\’ntican Council 11, the fathers of the Catholic
Church described the arms race as a “treaclierous trap.’’ Of all the descriptions lavished upon
the arms race, that still stands as the most duralile, most applicable today as yesterdav. The
ongoing SALT talks stand a cliance of becoming
a part of the treacherv, a part of the trap.
EstaMisIiecI to esplbre tlie avenues that miglit
lead to strategic arms limitation, the SALT talks,
it is reported, may lead to another step in the
race. If so, it \vould lie irony compounded, with
concomitant risk. It was Reinhnld Niebuhr who
clesciibed a situatioii as ironic “if strength becomes wenkness 1)ecause of the vanity to which
strcngtli mi\’ prompt the mighty man or nation;
if seciiriti. id transmittecI into insecuritv because
too mucl; reliance is placed upon it; if wisdom
lwcmnes fnllv Ixxnuse it does not know its own
I ini i ts.”
The quotation is apt here 1)ecause the U.S. and
tlic USSR move into the arms race, and into
the iirIiis talks with real strength, the desire for
security and with a measure of wisdom. They
are not stupid, u v d i nor ill-informed men who
Iia\.c tlic rcsponsilIility for the ckcisions that may
c~mergef i m i i the SALT talks. Quite the reverse.
13iit if, as it is reported, they are unable to agree
on tlic limitation of the A.R.h4. systems, more
potent offensive s\rsteiiis will follow. Fortunately,
it is iilso reported that the USSR is interested i n
srich limitations. This does not mean that the U.S.
must agree immediately and without examination to a mutual pact to limit the development
of the A.R.hl. svstenx. But there is real reason to
take some risK here. There is, in fact, risk in
either direction, Imt one leads further into the
treacherons trap, the other holds out hope that
we c;in 11ack some distance away from it.

\Ve annoiince with regret the departure of
Dr. Ernest Lefever from the masthead of
tc;orMoicw. After one year he has, he informs
us, found the pressure of his other work too
grent to allow him to continue as a contribiiting editor. To do p ~ b l i c l vwhat we have
done privately, we would like to thank him
for the singular contriliution he has made to
toorZdr;ietu by the very clear expression of definite views, and we invite him to send letters
and articles as his time and interest allow.

