
Ronicro, frequently in thc form o f  “ad- 
vcrtisements” by bogus groups claim- 
ing “Christian” authority, and also in 
regular ncws stories. For example, the 
murder of  a pricst and four young men 
when a weekend rcligious retrcat was 
stormed by security forces was reported 
in the Salvadoran press as a defensivc 
maneuver provoked by those inside the 
“guerrilla training center.” To counter 
these lies thc populace depended on the 
Church, principally the Church radio 
station, Y S A X ,  which broadcast 
Romero’s Sunday mass, and on the 
arclidiocesan publication, Oriwroohii. 
Shortly bcfore Komero’s death YSAX 
was bombcd; in response, :I Costa 
Rican short-wavc station transmittcd 
his mass to all Central America while 
people arrived with tape recordcrs at 
thc catlicdral i tsel f  in order to dissemi- 
nate further tl ie archbishop’s message. 

Brocknian quotcs extensively from 
Romero’s nioving homilies and his 
pastoral letters on the urgent issues 
confronting his Church. There i s  much 
to reflect on in them: “...the peacc in 
which we belicvc is tlic product of 
justice. Violcnt conflicts ... will not tlisiip- 
pear until i t s  Iilst roots disappear. 
Therefore, while tl ic cause o f  the prcs- 
erit misery and the intransigcnce of  
thc niost powerful minorities, who will 
not tolcrate the Icast changcs, are main- 
tained, the cxplosivc situation will 
become worse”; “...the fear of  Marxism 
keeps many from confronting thc op- 
prcssive rcality of  liberal capit, ‘1 I’ Ism. 
Bcfore the dangcr of  a system cleiirly 
niarkcd by sin, they forgct to dcnouncc 
and combat tl ie reality implanted by 
another system equally niarkcd by sin.” 

I n  his fourth pastoral lettcr Romcro 
discusscd the inip1ementa:ion of  the 
“prcfcrential option for the poor’’ 
pledgcd by the bishops at Puebln. To do 
this, he said, the Salvadoran Church 
needed to “know and dcnouncc thc 
mechanisms that genkratc povcrty,” to 
support the “aspirations ol‘ workers and 
campesinos who want to be treated likc 
free and rcsponsihlc persons.” to evan- 
gelize “anew” in al l  Church celebra- 
tions, and, finally, to dedicate itself to 
the “pastoral accompaniment” of  all 
Christians who found a vocation in 
legitimate political ilctivisin in popular 
organizations. I t  was Romero’s active 
vision of  community that so threatened 
the rulers of  El Salvador. 

In early February, after his last trip 
to Rome, Romero wrote to human 
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rights advocatc Jimmy Carter. who had 
just announced U.S. military aid for thc 
“new”government: “It would be unjust 
and deplorable for foreign powers to in- 
tervenc and frustrate the Salvadoran 
people, to repress them and keep them 
from deciding autonomously the eco- 
nomic and political course that our na- 
tion should follow.” He also called upon 
the consciences of  thc Christian Demo- 
crats: “As a political force o f  our peo- 
ple, it is urgent that they sec from what 
point i t  is most effective to use that 
force on behalf o f  our poor-whether 
isolilted and impotent in a government 
dominafed by a repressivc military or 
as one more I‘orcc incorporated in a 
broadabascd dcsign for a popular move- 
mcnt.” Most Americans’ awareness of 
Salvadoran history bcgins at this 

Juncture: Napoleon Duarte joined the 
junta on March 16, Oscar Romero was 
murdercd on ihc 241h, and until the 
March, 1982. elcctions the United 
States claimed the junta as i t s  own. 

Just two weeks before his death, 
Romero had respondcd to a journalist’s 
inquiry: “A bishop will die, but the 
church o f  God, which is thc people, will 
never perish.” Father Brockman dedi- 
cates his exccllent biography to the 
memory o f  Dorothy Kazel, Ita Ford, 
Jean Donovan, Maura Clarke, and “all 
who have given their lives for the 
gospel in El Salvador.” Thc tragedy he 
recounts is also a triumph, and not just 
for Oscar Romero but for the thou- 
sands upon thousands who struggled 
along with him-a triumph, st i l l  in- 
complete, o f  the Salvadoran people. 

COMMON SECURITY: A PROGRAMME FOR DISARMAMENT 
Report of the Independent Commission on Disarmament 

and Security Issues under the Chairmanship 
of Olof Palme 

(Pan Books [Locdon and Sydncyl; xxi+202 pp.; Ll.95) 

Western strategics for security, mutual 
deterrcnce, and an American nuclear 
umbrclla over NATO iicvcr have been 
wholly consistent with each othcr; but 
they ;ire beins qucstioned today as they 
have not been for many years. There 
are olso widespread doubts about tl ie 
zcal of thc supcrpowers for slowing thc 
iirnis race. A-plague-on-both-your- 
houses kind of  pacifism in Europe, 
especially among thc young, the Protes- 
tant, and the more northerly situated, 
and sprcading sentimcnt i n  North 
America for a nuclear freeze all testify 
lo grass roots discontent with current 
security a.rrangements. Those closer to 
the corridors of  power on both sides o f  
the Atlantic may be troubled too. 

C‘onimoii Security, the report of  a self- 
styled independent commission con- 
vened and chaired by Olof Palme, then 
former Social Democratic primc minis- 
tcr of Sweden, reflects this worry. The 
coni m ission ‘s seven teen members have 
l‘ormulated ii program to rcdircct thc 
East-West arms riicc onto il “downward 
spiral.” Together with tlic Bundy-Kcn- 
nan-McNamara-Smith article in Foreipi 
Affuirs last spring,. which calls for a 
fresh look at the United States commit- 
nienl to undertake a nuclear first strike 
to defend i ts  Western European allies, 

Conimoir Security may be raising to a 
new level public debatc on how best to 
cxorcise the threat of  nuclear holocaust. 

Palme commission members came 
from seventecn countrics. including all 
superpowers and second-tier powers 
save China. These politicians and diplo- 
mats from the Communist East, 
capitalist West, neutral North, and non- 
aligned South met a dozen times over 
the course of  eighteen months and, 
rcniarkably, produced and agreed 
unanimously upon a report that makcs 
specific and significant proposals. 
Among the group, a l l  o f  whom had had 
key rolcs in the conduct o f  thcir na- 
tion’s forcign affairs, were Giorgi Ar- 
batov, Egon Bahr, David Owen, and 
Cyrus Vance. That these four, as wcll as 
twelve others,could put their names on 
thc commission’s report suggests that 
occasionally reason triumphs over 
idcology. (The French member did 
“suspend his participation” in January, 
1982, for reasons not specified in the re- 
port.) 

Efforts to escape from what John 
llerz has taught us to call the “security 
dilemma"-the greater the effort at 
unilateral security, the greater the in- 
crease in all-around insecurity-often 
have seemed like cfforts to squarc the 



circle. For the special case o f  nuclear 
arms and the avoidance o f  World War 
111, Common Securiry offers some highly 
plausible proposals for cscape from the 
dilemma. The most specific is for "a 
battlefield-nuclear-weapon-free zone" 
(BNWFZ) in Central Europe, initially 
three hundred kilometers wide and 
with its center along thc eastern border 
o f  the Fedcral Republic facing the 
D D R  and Czechoslovakia. This zone 
also would be frec o f  chemical weap- 
ons-and o f  clothing and masks for 
mi l i tary personnel to mitigatc the 
effects o f  nuclcar and chcmical wcap- 
ons as wcll. Such a zone would provide 
a time-break; for, as thc report declares, 
i t  i s  thc up-front battlcfield weapons 
that would be used promptly and with- 
out first asking Washington or Moscow 
if they are to be used at all. 

Recognizing the salience o f  tlic 
"no-first-strike" issue, thc report ob- 
serves that no proposal has bcen made 
yet linking agreement on substantial 
East-West parity in  conventional wcap- 
ons in Europe to mutual commitnicnts 
to no first use o f  atomic wcapons. This 
is an avenuc the commission might well 
have explored further. David Owen's 
introduction to the British cdition o f  
C'ommo~i Secvriiy docs go further ;ind 
appears willing to support sonie upgrad- 
ing o f  Wcstern conventional forces i f  
that is necessary to make a no-first-use 
pledge feasible. 

The commission rcport piiyS lip scr- 
vice to the goal o f  generill and complete 
disarmanicnt i n  some unspecific11 
future nnd refers in passing to  the agita- 
tion for a nuclear freeze; but its authors' 
concerns arc with more ininiediatc iInd 
practical things than gencral and coni- 
plete disarmament, and they arc I;lr 
more ambitious than those o f  the pro- 
ponents o f  the freeze. What they want 
right away is not a freeze at thc present 
high and dangerous lcvcl o f  40-50,OOO 
nuclear wcapons in thc world but a gen- 
uinc reduction o f  stockpiles. 

Europe is the critical areiia iind the 
one in which thousands o f  baltleficld 
nuclear weapons arc now deployed. 
Although thc U.S. and thc USSR have 
95 per cent o f  the world's nuclear weap- 
ons, i t  is on thc European soil that lies 
between then1 that one must test 
measures mcant to lcsscn fear o f  
surprise attack and thus slow down thc 
arms race-mcasures to take the prof3 
out o f  rattling, atomic bombs at mo- 
ments of political crisis as wcll as 
measures like thc BNWFZ and the 

commitment to give advance noticc o f  
largc-scale maneuvers. 

Olof Palme and his group emphasize 
throughout that no onc cxpccts eithcr 
sidc to disarm unilatcrally; i t  i s  bal- 
anced reduction the commission calls 
for. There is ii place, they say, for arms 
.w+control, particularly in the dcvclop- 
mcnt and deploymcnt o f  weapons that 
create serious problems o f  vcrificiition . 
They might have iidded that Ciich 
superpower ought to be careful not to 
acquire military capabilities that signal 
loreign policy intentions i t  in fact docs 
not have. 

Apart from specific proposals,. the 
report contains sonie general counsel. I t  
is usually unwisc to l ink arms conirol 
ncgotiations to the solution o f  other crit- 

ical East-West problems. 1hey believe. 
I t  is also unwise for cithcr sidc to make 
military plans which assume that the 
use o f  nuclear wcapons in East-West 
conflict can be kcpt limited. Those who 
make cri!ical policy decisions are rc- 
minded too that they must remain sen- 
sitive to Ihc conditions that contribute 
IO iin intensified iirms race. and the 
coniniission discusses sonie o f  these in  
tictail: the asymmetries in  defcnsc 
needs ;ind wcapons acquisition thiit 
opcn the way to claims that with 
respect to onc or another weapons 
system the other sidc is "iIhciid"; the 
te~hliologiciil hubris and corporatc in- 
terests thiit ciili Icad rcsciircti id 
developmcnt cstablishnicnts to prom- 
isc security viii superiority; and the 
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raising of “data issues,” despite a lack 
of reliable and agreed-upon information 
on present and prospective arms dis- 
positions, in such a way as to create 
substantial fear. 

Cnmmon Security has a good deal to 
say about a strengthened role for the 
United Nations in assuring Third 
World security, but this is a somewhgt 
separate and less compelling part of the 
analysis. The big decisions to achieve 
common security by winding down the 
arms race are in the hands of a very few 
governments. Theirs is thc rcsponsi- 
bility, and theirs is the opportunity. 

WAR IN SPACE 
by James Canan 
(Harper & Row; 186 pp.; S13.95) 

William Rosetiair 

Thc growing nuclcar freeze movement 
has generated scores of new books on 
strategic nuclear weapons, the medical 
cffects of nuclcar war, and tlic cconom- 
ic impact of military spcnding. But 
most have paid little attention to a force 
that is crucial to undcrstanding the 
arms race: technology. 

James Canan, Rtisimcss Wcck‘s Pen- 
tagon correspondent, has fillcd this im- 
portant pap. Ostensibly. War iri Space is 
a survcy of rccent devclopments in 
military space technology, such as 
“hunter-killer” satellites, particle beam 
wcapons, and laser battle srutions. But 
War irt Space is more than just a survey 

of thc deadly new systcms that the 
superpowers arc dcvcloping in their 
race to control spncc. Canan prcsents, 
in capsulc forni, a history of some of 
the major defense policies and weapons 
technologies that the U.S. and the 
Soviet Union have developed over the 
last three decades. 

The author argues pcrsuasivcly that 
available teclinologies-heavier-than- 
air aircraft, liquid-fueled rockets, con- 
trolled fission-sooner or later get 
translatcd into wcapons. X-ray lasers, 
chemical lasers, and particle beams, 
while still cxperimcntal; inevitably will 
be developcd unless arms control 
comes back into fashion. “Morc and 
more,’’ Canan writes, “the U.S. will 
tend to consolidate ils defenses and at- 
tacking forces in space. I t  will be driven 
to do this not only by territorial impera- 
tives but also because i t  simply cannot 
afford the skyrocketing costs of build- 
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ing all the earth-based weapons that 
military services covet.” 

Some of the new military space tech- 
nologies are awesome. The Air Force’s 
KH-11 “Keyhole” spy satellite, for ex- 
ample, has a camera lens that is so 
powerful that it “had no difficulty tak- 
ing pictures of Iran that were so 
detailed as to differentiate among thc 
mullahs by the bushiness of their 
beards.” Scientist$ and engineers are 
making rapid advances in missile guid- 
ance systems as well. Soon missiles 
will be able to pick out their targets by 
their shape alone, which will increase 
their “kill” probability to almost 100 per 
cent. And for a mere $500 billion, the 
Pcntagon will be able to build and 
deploy a laser battle station in space 
ihat will shoot down incoming Sovier 
intercontinental ballistic missiles. 

Much of what Canan has to say 
about thcse new weapons (and the 
history of postwar U.S. defense policy 
as a whole) is tingcd with skepticism. 
Unlike most of the legion of journalists 
who cover the Pentagon, Canan is will- 
ing to acknowlcdgc that interscrvice 
rivalry, congrcssional pork barreling, 
and defense contractors have as much 
to do with tlic development of new 
weapons as do the true requiremcnts 
for national sccurity. He quotcs former 
presidential science advisor Jcrome 
Weisncr approvingly: 

“Election rhetoric always has the 
consequence of fceding the arms race. 
It brings out the frustrated proponcnts 
of new wenpons systems. It stimuIatcs 
a flood of ‘background’stories about the 
inadcquacy of our military capabilitics, 
and it  generutcs worldwide concern 
about our nation’s good scnse.” 

War iri Space is a fast-paced, highly 
readable introduction to U.S. defense 
policy and thc people who make it. 
Anyone wishing to undcrstand the 
dynamics of tlie arms race is urged to 
put Jonathan Schcll’s fate q/ (lie Earth 
bilck on the shelf and pick up War iri 

Space. :Wvi 
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CHILDREN OF ABRAHAM 
by F. E. Peter8 . 
(Princeton University Press; xi+225 
pp.; $14.50) 

Robert J.  White 

As Iranian troops drive across the Iraqi 
frontier, Kurds clash with governmenl 
troops in northern Iran. and Lebanon 
continues to be overwhelmed by the 
seemingly endless cycle of sectarian 
violence and foreign interference which 
has plagucd that mountainous republic 
since the 1975-76 civil war, it some- 
times seems impossible to identify the 
issues or isolate the parties. There is 
cause for celebration, then, in the ar- 
rival of a book that helps us to under- 
stand some of the historical complex- 
ities-political, sociological, and reli- 
gious-of a world composed of Jews, 
Muslims, and Christians, of Shiites, 
Sunnites, and Druzes, of Monophy- 
sites, Maronitcs, and Melchitcs. 

Children ?/Abraham is a lively and il- 
luminating study of tlie heritage shared 
by three of the world’s great relib’ wns- 
Judaism, Christianity, and Islam. F. E. 
Peters argues that while these threc 
often regard one another today with 
hostility and suspicion, they took root 
in the same rich spiritual soil of the 
Near East and hold many bclicfs in 
common, not least of which is the 
affirmation of a divine revelation in 
written form dictated, for the niost part, 
by one and thc same Cod: the Jews’ 
Yahweh, tiic Christians’ God thc 
Father, and the Muslims’ Allah. 

Rather than offering a comprehen- 
sive history of the “children of 
Abraham,” Peters selects certain issues 
and institutions and indicatcs parallels 
and differences. Beginning with the 
rcturn of the Jcws from cxile in Baby- 
lonia in the sixth century B.C. and 
concluding with the Middle Ages, when 
the chief institutions. religious prac- 
tices, and ethical codes of the three 
religions had crystallized into forms 
still recognizable today, the book con- 
tains chapters on community and 
hierarchy, law, scripture and tradition, 
liturgy. asceticism and mysticism, and 
theology. 

Peters underlines some of the ways 
in which the Bible, New Testament, 
and Koran differ as lilcraturc. The Bi- 
ble is a savory mixture of myth, 
prophecy, legal enactments, historical 
narrative, and poetry composed over a 


