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Johan Galtung:

l lommon secur- i ty:  Is there suclr .a th ing?

UnF ontunatel  y ,  t i - rese m attens ar-e ne Iat ivel  y com -

plex.  And yet i t  is  absolutely mandatory that  as many as possible

try to come to gr ips wi th them, not only in the sense oF seeing

mone clear ly what goes wrong and what wi I I  a lways go wr-ong, regand-

less oF pol i t ical  wi l l  among the part ies,  but  a lse in the

sense of  t ra in ing onesel-F in f inding ways out oF the impasse. The

i=ol lowing is one +proach. I t  can L're done without the very s imple

Formulas thatTe used, but then i t  becomes qui te unwieldy.  l r  srFe I

some svmbols" even formulas wi l l  be used.

The point  of  departur-e is secur- i ty,  the pnobabi

l i tv  oF

cn ang e

thneat

P^ and
I

And l -  et

l lqrrqtem mainten=nr- :e l l  meaninn t-h=f fFre enniefrr  rer i  I  I  nnlrrui l r  J

due to i ts own, endoqenc:us,  forces -  not  thr-ough Force, or

of  Fonce from the outside. Imagine we have two societ ies,

P?, and that l* re secur i ty of  P 
I  

nelat ive to P= is St.Z.

us star- t  wi th a s i  mpl e po int  of  depanture;  a deF i  n i  t  ion :

t1 l  , r , r=I l  -Oa) O end =' ' '  =r t*o,1)o

+Fro eon' ,n i+. ,  level  OF P, is i tS invUlner=F. i  l  i r - . ,  1- ' ,o1 ,  I " ,  minUs
l ' l

the destnuct i  on that can be made by P-,  her-e cal-  Ied D2. t r  lear ly ,

there is only secuni ty insoFar as th is ent i ty is posi t ive;  i f  i t

iq nen=t i rze thcne ic nen=t ' i  r re qFr- t t rn i t rz nr inqenlni t -v nF cnrrneF
""Yl f

i t  dOeS not me-h +F1-{-  n jc . .^r  -^-L-!  . t  onlrz mear. ts that  I .  oFFefS=qr I  Lr  rq u u2 r_:_ ur rr  Eq=t tEu 
'  

f ,  L u '  
' f ,J  

i l tEqr r= 
1

insuFFicient pnotect ion shoufd i t  j :e unleashed.

The problem with t  1 I  is  that  in the age oF wea-

,€ jestruct ion in general ,  and nucl-ean weapons in par- t i -PUr r= i l tq== r

put di t r f  erent ly:  necessary and suff  ic ient  invulnenabi l i ty  i -s onl5r dc

tainable thnough total  change oF t l re society,  eg by putt in l  humans,

the human-made environment and the environment undenground, or on

=nnfhan n1=no!.  3ut  in that  case invulnerabi l i ty  has become a

nFr-nin-r 'na destruct ion of  society has been bnouoht about bv
thr-eat From the outside, but car-nied out From the inside. Ancl_ n*ven

t i f l  i t *g j  tE- ryct t .  i " t -  Lq' 'm. ' i  I i '  i l { :s;  , - : : i l3n be m*dJr- '  tn dr i r - l I  F hn:t-c* dnwn and
eevpl .$ci |e sr f t$ i ' l  t? '*rai i " rdt  

im $i-*c;rr l i r ' - - t$r*€r]  , ;ust .  as, f rhq?" ' , ,  cen be rn,ade co ns- i i l  I
'a' l" 'r{] l-r:n --lfr €3r' id retal iate. i lbv i.ously rsrr,|)rls-f (j i tf.?er approacl-] is cal led f ar

That othen approach, oF counse, is to say that
t t r  am insecune, my onry hope r ies in making you insecure tootr :

| 
"2 

1

Howeven, th is is not enough: the other panty is also insecure.  but



may be less insecune than

rf  exchangett  .  3o ,  what th ey

than the other panty;  they

F-. ,  
-^ 

;  +:  .  , -  L^ l  -^^^I  qvur ,  a PUsrLf vE uqldt tuEl

i  3 l  Party 1 
wants ,  8 

1 ,? 
=

Panty= wants.  =?,,  =

-2

r ]neqel  F er rFFen' i  nn i  nrrron r  n+---  i  h

both want ,  is  ac tual  1y mor-e secur- i  ty

want a secur i ty diFFerence in their  own

l- ; Iear- Iy,  th is is impossible;  they cannot both have a secur- i ty

bal-ance in their  Favon. They cannot both have supenioni ty,  but

they can both have pani ty,  meaning:

C4) 54 2 
= S, 4

,  rE E'  I

or,  mult ip ly ing by -1l .

f ' - i l  n r  -  n rLJJ"I-L?"2-L1

meaning that they can cause about the same l -eve] of  destnuct ion

to each other.  This condi t ion is better known as balance of  power,

only that  is  actual ly bafance of  terr-or-  g iven the l -evel-  of  destr-uc-

+ i  
-^ ^F +-,- l^ .uru,,  u,  

' - -oy 's *--oo-f5"" t""""nt t  *u Ie iv i r  def  ense] is oF

I i t t le on no avai l  against  them, hut should be sub:tracted for the

sake oF completenessr and because such i i r r 'oer '6rns ar.e increasingly

I  i  kely.
What has been done above is not qr_r i te so t r iv ia l

as i t  may look,  There are two points:

-  that  secur: ' ty  is a nefat ional- ,  not  an alsolute qual i ty;
i t  is  how the secur i ty oF P r-el  =roe to the secur- i tv of  P-'  

1 
rcvqr rL- 

e.that  mattens

- the onry solut ion is I re l  at ively ]  equal-  secur-  i ty  ,  wh ich -  wi th
the def in i t ions used above- turns out to be ident ical  wi th the
condi t ion known as bafance of  power.  That s impl iFies the matter- .

However- ,  the problem with what has just  been

said is that  i t  does not help much, Even i f  the condi t ion fon

stabi l i ty  shoufd be equal  secuni ty I t r re part ies are on the same

iso-secuni ty curve] the pr-oblem st i l -1 remains that the absolute

leve] oF secur i ty is negat ive,  ie insecur i ty.  A war-  may st i l - l -  be
t rwort t t -  hr  r t  onlrr  in the sensc oF inqinn leqq frr=n +hro nr uu L u|rJ/  r ,  I  u,  ,e 

-E,,-v 
Jthef-  paf  ty

yet wi th terr ib le losses. Dbviousl-y,  th is is unsat i 'sFactory,

hence another appr-oach is br-ought in thnough the dist inct ion betweer

destruct ion that is counter-vaIue and counten-fonce, and inyulnen-

abi l j - ty of  varue and Force. The idea is s imple enough:frr  cannot

make my val  ues I  humans f  $ ' ran-maO- env i ronment ,  env inonment]  invul  nen-

abl-e but r  can possibly destnoy the means of  destr-uct ion' . r  The
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answen to th is is wel l  known: to t r -y to make the means oF destruc-

t ion : i rvulnerable.  rF we nef er to the level-  oF destnuct ion of

D- by P. as D,ID-J and Pls ] -evel-  of ,  invul  nenal-r ' i  I  i . t rz nF his meansc "  I  1-  ?-  ?

of destnuct ion as I . [CI- ]  -  and simi]ar ly f rom the point  of  v iew of

P 
Z, 

then we get the f  o l - l -owing eight var iabf  es to take into considen-

at ion in any study of  secuni ty:

Tabl-e 1:  Common secur i ty:  the key eight var- iables

oA 
-I  tc

o=; , '

Invulnerabi  I  i ty
value

T --- \t l

T*

C ounter
val-  ue

r-
t^
I  t l
I  v-

L

r
!n

I

C ounter I  nvu l -  ner-ab i  I  i  ty
fonce force

1 f-'lln,  Io_]  - -  r_tD_l)  I
Icc.<*J

' ;  rn I  *  r  rn - . ' i l, "?t"1t  
-1r"1t ,  i

P 4 and P 
-  

are tny ing t i re Fo I  lowing:
I€.

sect tn i  t r r  nnq i  f  i  rze 
-r  -e 

Fl i  -*lJ" ' ruf  vE, a- rr rLtr  q=

We now assume

To make t f re
hnee i  l - r ' l  o
ts-ve

To make the
n-qeihle
r--e

that  both

- l - - -  
l  .  ,+^Ax iom

Axiom I  I : secu.r  i tv  d iFFer-ence nnqi+irzo =nr{r-**
t - ;  

-Lo= rr lgr  I  d=

In other words,  I  do not assume that thr- .y ar-e str iv ing For-  baLance

oF Power- in the sense oF pani ty,  but  in the sense oF super ior- i tv:

st i l l  in other wondg that there is no coopenat inn.  I  f iunther as-

sume that the only way to make them cooper-at ive is to show them

that their  goal  is  unattainable,

Since passive deFense I invu]ner-abi t l ty  oF vafue] is ineF-

Fon{- i ' ' ,a F *^ ies to subtract  From D_ by destroying D, tD_] .  p^ t r ies'"- l '  I  " ' - ""  c . t  c.

to subtnact From this subtr-act ion by making DZ moFe invulnenable,

IAIO?] .  The str-ategic anms nace, na tur-al  1y,  shiFts f  nom counter--

val-ue to counter--Fonce but wi th the same Iogic,  that  oF equat ion[5]

l :ut  a l -so t  1]  throu:h t i - re eFFonts to make anms invul-nenable.  I t  is

a Chinese boxes kind oF rogic and can be cont inued: pn can tny to

r lFei-Fn\/  +Fre i  n.rr  r ' l r rn-F. i  1 i  +. ,  n r  a rn I  .1
uesE,r-uy Ene rnvulerabi l  i ty ,  .1 L rar-urJ J which wirr  lead to an ef  Fort

by P- to make the invu]nerabi l i ty  invulner able,  r_[r_tD^]] ,  and so- c e- ?- ?" '
or ,  and so forth.  !or  what is the conclusion?
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As long as the Fol lowing two axioms hofd,  the conclusion

is c l -ear:  i r  ccles not helr-r  e i ther.

Axiqm f  I I :  For-  val-ue invul-ner-abi l i ty  can never-  compensete

Axiom-Jrl:

completely for  destr-uct ion

For f ,orce destruct ion can never compensate completely
for invulnerabi ]  i tv

Frr l -  e imnlrr .  T+ ie o=eion +n alFqtFn\/  rz=lr te tFl-rr  t r t  nr-ntFr: f  i f  .
I  u u =f  i l rPry r  r  u

i t  is  easien to protect  Force than to destroy i t  [completely] .

3ut  t l r  is  means that the two panentheses inside par-entheses wi l l

nF\/FF Fre orrual  to,  or  even come suFf ic ient ly near-  to,  D- and D1t

r -esnect ivel , ,  l rn nnnf-n ' - !  n rn I  - - .2 he neFh=nq l ike O.gD^,
"" 'Y. | .J | l -P| 'Ul-EUl-Eu"1,"2J| | |oyJe)PE|| laF'- ,<

Frrr t  r ru i+Fr nFotect ion D,ID-]  -  I - [D-]  may be l ike:  say,  O.5D- -  in
' I  <-  C C. 

' -J 7 --J '  - -  
?

other wonds f  ar-  Fr-om good enough. Alr 'eady one H inoshima bomb is

one too many -  and humanki 'nd does not accept the type of  geno-

Fasc ist  l  ingo engaged in by , r i i , : t f l ,n 
-e, ' ' . t ' 'o ' t f r ' , ; . .  ; , '  ' ' ,  ; * 'q .1 i f  r : r ie $. i r . r , - -  - rwer.

Hence, the conc lusi t - .n is that  th is does not work ei ther.

Let us ther-eFr:re t ry.  sor,nething new with the fTor)e oF Eeeinr;  srJrne

exi . ts.  Let  us introduce t , -e c: I -  d ist inct ion l )etween ofFensive- '€nd de-

Fensive weapon systems, and simply deFine them in the fo l lowing way:

d"fg"=iy= "g-p""= 
have so shont nange and l i rn i ted impact area that

they ane essent ia l ly  only useft-r l  on own terr i tory:

oFf ensive_l lgqpgl-rs ane those weapons f  systems] tnat  are not deFensive.

Tne deF in i t  ion hi"nges uniquely on ob j  ect ive car:abi l  i  ty  ;  there is no

element Crf  subject ive m(] t ivat ion.en i t .  With of fensive weap(]ns ai- tqres

sion i .s posslble I  whether .  in Fact,  they wi l l  be used f  cr  aggression

is another matter.

Let us use the svmbolci  d and rr  fon defensive and oFFensive

respect ively -  Th is cFranges the content of  TabIe 1 .  More prec iseiy ,

what is cal  led D- and f i -  -  col lnter ' -value destruct ion -  becomes
1C

^o _o
D; and D:;  for  these are oFFensive capal- : i l i t ies '  by def in i t ion.

'l (,

And counter- f  crce and invulnerafr i l  i ty* f  orce sp)-  i ts  into two, For

of fensive weapons and For deFensive weapons, so that we ' : ;et :



-5

Table ? ' .  lommon s€cur i ty:  f  he_ 5ey twelve var iables.

Invulnerabi I  i tv  Lount,er-  Cc:Lrnter-
i . ,a lue value

r
I
i
jD

L
r
i , .
f
L

The whole po, int  is  s. i - i -nply th is:  there is a1ranchinq-6gs process j . r r

ccunter- f  orce act , l .v  i - ty,  a def ensiv* ! : rarrch ,  and an of  f  ensive rrranch I

cn noth s ides. There is the efFort  to Fight the weapons [Fonce] oF

the enemy on one's c lwi- l  r ; rnund and an hj-s;  ani  nat 'Jrel  ly  h is eFForts

to make his weapons invl . l Inerable when they e:perate of  Fensively.  tot- f ]  -

r  'or^cl1 'of  n?lLancj  when the' , ,  ane st i l l  ; , r .  Yr-re F'x. : fnr :  b€|soi  Id l -D-n.i  ,2LraJ anc t  
1,_l  -

For the most important ' : , r l i . . - r i " .  L:einj  nur: lear- t iprr=d missi les that

are oFFensive,  these Four symbols stand fon the Fol lowing:

T
1

':,"5ilJ
,c. -oJ I
'aL"aJlJ

rirni-:r{

r f  tn; f  J

n

Force

fit. ,.-' o"'
l - "11*2'r  

-

!.'rt) r ,.r oi
lu l ru2_i  

*
G'

l- ,r

lSlc o.' :

6lr"; :

Invulnera:r i  t  i ty
fonce

I

ndif l

IoIn 
o, ]

Do[0 
t . ' l

rdIno]

?"teEl1?B"tol f f i t t  shielc js,  short  range ar 'E' i - "a11 ist ic

MFIV, MIRV ,  decoys, verv short  warninq t i rne,  Forwar6 nas*i
supersonic speedso cruise t ra jEctor ies,  steaJ-th,  rumerous

very hiqh precis ion or y ie ld.s ibpenetrat ion,
ant i -suLinan ine warFare In;W :)

mobi le o c i  ispersing, numeroLrs,  h id in . r ,
undefQround and hardening, of i  submarines. under ice-caps

DeFensive counter- fonce, tc l  i :e or*orthy of  the name, l - ras to F:e short

rance for stat ionary]  wi th I  imi ted i inpact area n wh ich mearrs h ioh leve]

oF precis ion.  OFFensive counter*Force does not operate under such

l i rn i tat ions,  is  long range ancl  could also have a vast  impact ere in

order to destnoy aI l  t , -e of  Fensive capabi l  i tv  there is.  f i i :h prec i  -

s ion and penetrat ion capab i1 i ty,  however,  is  :eneral ly seen as more

eff  ic ient .  i lFFensive invulnerahr i .  I  i tv  means invulnerabi l i tv  of  oF*

Fensive Forces crver the r f , ther party 's tenni  tony ;  c jef  ensi  ve invul  nera-

bi l i ty  beqins at  hcrme and ends at  home. The last  decades are the

history of  switchin, ;  From one approach tc the other,  and of  new

techncorcEies wi th in c". ' , , : :  h oF these Fcrr-13*" possinle appnoache=,



' -ave a look at  the s i tuat ion oF F_:

f i  i  gune 3. The st 'ate?icf fgamett  ag seen by Far- ty ncl-_Z

nn
U, '  J- . j ,  t ) rat t .FCt-{ l f lt<
,o, ' . to ' l
'1t"1 '

rr!r,-i; _fi_f.=.'n €rl; l _--*_-_,-
i. . \

l l  l l' t t '
i l i :
,  LJJ
' ,  _ -  

* l
hu

"?.
prote(: t{ la L:y

t  u r . -u Ir  ̂ t  r re _t

There is an incominl  ,  l - rence oFfensive,  missi- Ie f rom ?r, i  r t  is

counter-For*ce !  anc protected. I t  i  s  a im inq at  an oFFens i  ve r .n issi le

which is protectec in two ways: thrcu :h c lef  ens' i .ve invulnerab j  I  i tv

and t f r rouqh defensive destruct iveness, eq si los anC ant i - r r iss i le

missi les.  This can also be put into a ta, l r le,  usina the ofFensive_

deFensi l 'e c ist inct ion,  and the Cestruct ion- j .nvulnerabi l  i tv  Cist inc-

t ion:

Table 4.  I rc._"f"""  
-pp""-" t  "9 , rn a str .ategic , 's i tua! ion?t

Let Lls

destruct  ion
aporoach

i .nvulnerabi l  i tv
approach

offensive
approacl ' i
IFrom P, j

iefens i  ve
approach
IFrom 

"=J

-or -o1 
i  o.  

-o 
- .

, ,-".?J1"6/r. . , , ."=, '  "" lgLT j  j  oFF ense,,

ardra,o ' r  rda-o' t

-".19'"JJ,*.,=. o.=3ll3'o..*.,=.

I t  is  the balance oF these quant i t i ts  that  decides

|rappens; the net balance in the end, oF O!;  i= what

second str ike,

what ul t imateLy

is lef t  For a
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Let us now use this scherne

f ive quest ions.  a l l  of  them crucial  ts

i .  ssue:

of  anal  ys isto t ry t r :  exp I  ore

the whcle peace enc secur i tv

iA,-1 The Fi . rst  str ike/seconc str ike c j is : t inct ion

lB.)  Character izat ion oF sr:rne af fensive wearr t rns svstems

[ i l  ]  The 1872 A')rn;  Jreaty

tDr l  Ts th is aopr, :acrr  to secur i ty anr i  \a lance of  power at  a l  I  v ia l le l

f  r ]  Ts srrme othen appnoaclr  t ( ]  secur i tv and baLance oF Fower- v ja i , : le:

{-Al  l -he Fir-st  str .<er lsec. ]nc str ike Cist inct ion

A typical  First  str ike tvear lon would i re Iow on I* IOCI

and high on Io[ t t ]s ince i ts task is to cestncry by being useC f i rst ;

hence i t  can afForc to be [rut  does not have ta beJ haclv protectec

at the point  of  departuren but wel l  pnotected at  t i ,e pc 'nt  of  arr i -

vai .  I t  has to L:e higt" ly destruct ive,  presurrnably nf  fcrce s ince

i t  would be dan' . ;erous tLf  use a f i rst  str j -ke nr i t  tC] t rv to el in jnate

the oFf ensive car:ai : ' r i l  i  t ' . ,  on the other s ice *  wh;,c means t iaat  i t

has to be hi , :h c:n precis ion,  and rei  iable [s inde weepon rel  j .ahi l  ! t , ,

or  compensat i -on for unnel ia i : i l  i tv  by hi . ;h numbers_1 .  The yield is

l -  ess important.

A +-y,rpical  seconc str ike weapcln would L:e hiql-  on tdInt) ,

can be low on 1o111 since i ts task is to survive an at tack,  anc

hence |ras to; :e wel l  protected at  the point  oF departure" but can

afFord to be f t rut  does not have to be] less wel l  F)rotected at  the

point  oF ar-nivaL. r t  has to b:e highry destruct ive,  presumably

of 'value mclre than of  force s ince this would be t ,he prcmissec reta-

l iator-y at tack that is supposed to serve as a deterrent,  -  which

means t :at  i t  has to be high on yield but Coes not have to be that

rel  iable;  thene is enou-rh to destroy.  Prec is ion is lees important.

I A Sufnm af I ;i: [:"' .
' f  able - : .  "  l r i * r1 ized" f  i rst  str ike/second str ike cheracter i  st  ics

nst  str ike econd str ike
TEEUffiFFcel

Pass i  ve c jeF ense .

Paqs i  ve oFFens:. ,

i;;S-.;: t- - ;..,-..:,o .-* *.5.e,

can 3e low

must be hi ; i r

precis ion,  re l  iable

I  counten-vaI ue ]

must be high

can be iow

yieIo,  less rel iable

rda-ct .r .  ( .u j

,or . rc ' )
r  LU J

_{]
U
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I t :  shouid:re notec that i -F a missi Ie is hjchlv orotect-

ec at  the point  of  departure,  i .n otr ,er .  wordg has a hic- ,  level  oF

i lELrnvivabi l  i ty t t  ,  then there nernains at  least  the opt ion t ,hat  i t

cg- be used as a seconct str ike weapan" l f  i  t  is  poclr ly pnotectecj !

t l - :err  t l rere is no choicel  use i t  First  or  e lse Lose i t !  For t r r is

reason poor ly protected m iss i  1es ,  such as the r iX in M j .nuteman

si l .os on the 55*1!t  ,  on Penshing I  I  and Tomahawk cruise missi  les,

ar-e among the most provocat ive,  and hence cJestabi . i  iz ing.

I t  shc:uj ,c also be notec that when a mi.ssi le has mul-

t ipJ.e war- l*reads, in t : ther words j .s mirved. t i ren c lne missi le can de*

stroy mcrre than clne on t t - le othen side. The exchanqe rat io i .s r i ' *eat-

r?r-  th i ; l t -  1,  wl-r ichever s ide str ikes f i rst  wi l " l  t - rave more mi,ssi les

leFt beca,;se i t  can destroy more tr-xan are used up. Mir^vini : ,  hence,

i  s nct  onlv a mechanism f  or  af f  ensive invulnerabi l  i ty .  or '  t tpenetra-

t ion capa- i l i ty t t :  l t  is  a lso a way oF achievin:  a better t race*oFF,

and hence hi :n ly provc,cat ive.  anc l - rence cestabi .  l iz in: .

Thus. in t ,he construcJion of  the system is already

the main messa::e;  the svste, 'n carr ies : : :  cenet ic code. so to speak.

Tt is qui te c lear taday how a tr i rst  str ike and a second str ike

weapon sh*: : ic j  be lnade. Thi .s shouic nat be confused with First  urse

or seconcj  ! {Ee, that  is a quest ion of  who starts anv kincj  oF

nuclear exchanqe. Nor shoulC i t  be confued wit ,h whether the First

str ike is eFFect ive or not,  ef  Fect i  ve in the sense cl f  e l  i  minat inq

sufFic ient  nuclear cmabi l tv on the other s ice tc rnake the losses

that s i  de can i .  nf  I  ic  t  to I  eral '  Ie .  These tsre al  I  qLlest  i  ons of  the

broad strate: ly of  the two part j ,es,  wi th mixes oF threats of  Lrse

anc actual  user t ime orders,  etc.  -  only part iy der ivahle or ,1uess-

able f rom't ' . | ' r€ nature oF the weapons systems as such. The only t ,h inq

that is relat ively certain is that  both pant ies wi l l  co their  best

not to have t f ' 'e i r 'own strategy determined by the other s ider t r5r in- ,

to Fetain strateqic opt ions.
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IC,1 C]raracter izat ion oF st :me of  f  ensive we ons Svstems

The most typica.L f  i rst  str ikr= weapons, not vet  exist-

i .g,  would be hi , : - 'h ly precise and rel .  iable missi ies,  h ichiy * i rved,

clusterecj  tor tether in large num'.ers '  anci  poor iV protected IanC nence

with veny low =urvivabr i l i ty ]  c lose to i ts target IFcr a surpr ise

attackl .  And the mt:st  typical  second str ike wea;1crns.  coulc be less

precise and rel iable,  wi t ,h s ingle war*heads, highly dispersed and

very welL pr-ctected, For instance in a sui :nrar ine,  under-  ice-caps.

' . ,1f  the sysr,ems exist inq today, i f  one is to rely on the

inFonmation ar ' rc:Lrt  themt those that come clnsest to beina First

str ike weapons seetT! to be the MX and tr :e SS*18. t :ecause of  their

Low survivabi l i ty  and high lever of  mirv inq [up tc:  ten?l .  Next,

would be the Pershing 1I ;  i - t  has only a s ingle war*head ?ut comtrF1€,

tes ' :y prc l : { i ; * i  t ,1, ,  ! : ( : }  target anci  hence shor- t  f  l ight  t ime. i f  i t

wer 'e even more +-orward-hased than in i l lestern Germanv_ ee in West

Benl in,  i ts  f i rst  stnike character would be even more pronounced.

Numbers ane af  so very important,  and ever l  thouqh the Tomahawk cruise

missi le is s lower large numbers can compensate i f  the goel  is  of fen-

sive invulnerab i I  i ty .  ' rut  th is would he more r isky:  s, :me oF them

woul i  be c:eteeted in t ime anc lead t ,o a iaunch-on*warn. ing.  Ti :e

S5*EC and even iF i t  is  rn i rved t3 war-headsl)

i t .  is  more l  ikely to cause a 1alrnch-cln-wa:.ning, SS-pO is elso,  l ike

Fers; l i5g I I  and cruiseo mobi le l " :ut  so s i .owiy that  t l - re i r  survivabi-

1 i ty is low.

Clear ly a secclnd stnike capabi l i ty ,  beino based on

def ensive rather t f lan of  Fensive invulnerabi l  i ty ,  is  much less provo-

cat ive t l - ran a First  str ike capabi l  i ty .  A Pershinq I  T ,  and also

the cruise missi les,  J"and*based in Western [uror:e pnovoke without

adding to the secur i ty s ince they wi l l  invi te a pre-empt ive Finst

str ike" 1n addi t ion they r tpresent qual i tat ively new nlproaches to

the problem oF making oFFensive invulnerahi l i ty ;  in German terrms

thev stand For t tVorr lJetuf fgt t ,  ncrt  f  or  t r l . lachnf istunqrf  .
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Let us assume that the purpose
a rninimum second strike capability.
ways of  doing thjs:

was, as usually stated,
Accordins to Table 3.8.

fn nrnfAat

there are four

(a) cutting dornn or elirninating offensive counter-force destructive capability
(b) cutting dor,vn or elininating offensive cotrnter-force inr,'ulnerability
(c) building up or maintaining defensive destructive capability for force
(d) building up or maintaining defensive inuulnerability of force

Four additional methods are the following:
(e) building up or maintaining offensive counter-value destnrcti.ve capability
(f) building up or maintaining offensive cormter-value irnrulnerability
(g) cutting dor.vn or eliminating defensive destructive capability for value
(h) cutting down or elininating defensive im,ulnerabilty of value

One may say that SAIT I was an effort not to (a) but at least to control further
armament. One may also say that (d) and (e) was going on anyhow, as well as (f)
(N{IRVs!). (h) is in effect, since the contrary (effective civi l  protection
against nuclear weapons) was and is infeasible. i\hat was left was (b), (c) and
(g). 0f these three possibi l i t i .es, the 1972 ABII Treaty focuses on (g) and is
an effort to crl t  down, almost to the point of el imination, anti-bal l ist ic
missi le systems. At the same time it  does the opposite of (c) .  I lhy focus on (g) ?
Probably mainly for the simple reason that such systerns did not exist and looked
almost i-mpossible as an engineering project. To hit an aircraft r, i i th a missi le
may be diff icult enough; to hi-t a missi le alnost impossible. Systens were
developed but did not impress. The treaty can be read as a joint statement:
"We have tr ied but did not succeed. so we can-just as lve1l outlaw the approach."

The loopholes in the 1972 ABXI treaty are easily seen:
(i) The concept legit imizes offensive destructive capabil i ty,

a-ttentlori6-n-a@@
for a second str ike capabil i ty

(ii) The. concept does not focus on offensi't 
" 

i.r44t""I3b!!ity, and hence opens
ing t irnes,

fonvard basing, high speeds, cruise trajectories, -stealth, etc.

(iii) fhg_conceLt does not rule out research on defensive destructive capabilit_y
r-ena=lntE;-6im@-the
increase -security consideral:\y, any country would put that higher than
adherence to the treaty.

(iv) The co-ncept is both a.nti-psyshologisal and anti-human in de-"n.lino nr
people that they sha11 abst 

"r" 
r"iil";';ft";'

from a mea-sure of offense, and that they shal1 accept that sectirity
re-sts, ult imately, on the abil i ty of both part ies to sacrif ice their
own populations through a pact of mutually as-sured destruction (MAD).

by focussing
penetration

Clearly a treaty of this kind is not stable and will collapse the moment
an active ABNI becomes feasible. It. is as anticipation of this that offensive
invulnearabil i ty (Pershing II,  cruise) should bb seen.
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in l  Is;  i - -h i ' i  anpnoach t i l  secur i ty and nalance of ,  t ]ower .?t  a lL v i .at le ' i

Cf coLrr=ee not.  Axioms I I I  S I" ,  remain val ic i  .  anc as

iong as thev are val  iC sDme destruct ive F.crce wi i l  sur.v ' i .ve,  and the

pass. i -ve def ense I  inv.-r lnerabi l  i ty ]  wi l l  r - .e insr.rFf  ic i .ent  to h. ,aIance

i . t .  Secur i t5r  wi I I  remain neqat ive.  iut ,  in adcJi t ion,  efForts tc

cclmpensate f  or  th is l - -y at  least  makinq t ! - - .e secur i t . r  d i fFerence po*

si t ive [see axioms T and I I ]  wi l l  cont inue. ihere is so much work

to cci :  f  6 i r le 2 caLls the at tent ion to twel ,ve kev var i  a:- .  les in the

arms race. There wi l l  i :e eFForts to increase i -nvulnera! : i l i tv  oF

Force and value. to comFensate for  th is wrt l - - ,  increased ciestruct ive*

ness; th is wi  l l  be done :y bot | l  deFensive and erFf ensive means.

i iomet imes the ot ' .er  party wi  I  I  respond on the same var i  a5 le ,  s l rme-

t i rnes they wi] l^  t ; ry tL,  compensate { f ,n another var* ieble.  HacJ there

treen Fewer than twel"ve,  i l r  e i"cht  var iables t t r  Et i -ck to the c l fFen-

sive ones, then ma'y:)e the svstern couic De maintaineci  =apt; le hy

some c(roperat ive agreement C)r  scrne third narty contr ' - , f  .  W i th th is

number of  degrees of  f reedom of the system i t  : :ecomes i  ike a sys*

tern of  ct :mmunicat inq vessel"s:  press down at  one point  and i t  shoots

up at  sorn€? other point  or  pf) ints.  f r ,  L ike t ry ina to catch a t iger

:ry holdinc on to one 1e::  chances ar-e the ot .her ler ;s.  head, l rody and

tai i  wi i  1 start  movinr, l  nather cynan i  cai  ly  .

In sho!^t ,  f ,€ i ther hich.  nor equal  sec'Jr i t ,y wi l l  ever

be at ta inar" ; le .  To sctme of  th is insecr--rn i  ty we are condemned ,  w€

humans, for  the rest  of  oLir  l ives,  :1 iven the natLrre of  cur innova-

t iong, Prec isely beca'- lser f  he cctnsecluences of  a war are so hr:rr ibLe

l . :oth part ies wi  1I  co al l  t " 'ey can to act  according tc l  axiom I I .

I t  is  h ighly unl ikely that  axioms I I I  and TV witr I  Lrndengo any

dr-ast ic decreese in val  id i tv in t l - re Foreseeabl  e Fut l . r re.  Hence

I assume that as lonc as th is l -oqic is adhered to the stnatecic

ar iTrs race wi l l  cont inue t i lL i t  is  int .errupted by a war.  The

quest ion is whether the struggle for  secur i ty,  and even For peace,

couJ"d be steened hy some otf rer lcrgic.
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i*  l  IF sojng other apprgaql l  to secunr j ly  anc balance_c:,F powen ,r !??re?

The f i rst  assumption is,  oF counse, that  both part ies see

a strategic $,ar as the wonst p(]ssible evi l ,  the way i t  is  now seen

by the peace movement and probably by most oF the populat ion in

Eunope. In hlestern Europen Fon instance, a n 'Glear war is def in i te\r

seen as vyorse than a Soviet  occupat ionr by most,"  Howeven much

that possibi l i tv  is  dreaded, mr* peopLe seem to th ink ?fbetter ned

thgn dgedtt--  iF I  am dead f  can do nothing, iF thet^e ane frredsrr

in my coLrntny T am not For that  reason red and can st i l l  do a lot .

Hence they neject  a pol icy the impl icat ion of  which is "better

dead t ,Fran red'r  -  the present NATO pol icy oF r-eject ion oF no-First-

use colrpled with the pnomissed Soviet  answer to a Western Finst  use

The second assumption would be some kind oF agreement as

tcr  the aoal  oF common secur j lgy.  Here is one at tcmpt!

3y rrccfmmon secuni tyrr  is  meant a system whereby

€+ both pant ies have as high absolute secur i ty as possible

both part ies have as equal  re lat ive secur i ty as possible

hFth part ies cooperate to make hich and I secuni ty possible

I t  should be rroted, before pnoceedi-ngo that these condi t ions are

simi lar ;  but  a lso qui te the opposi te of  whet is actual ly happening

in the wor ld today. Their  secuni ty is very low, For both,  Qr veny

h igh neqat ive secur i ty ,  ineecur i . ty,  to put i t  more precisely.

At least  one party, the U5o is c lear ly t ry ing to obtain super ior i ty.

And rather than ccrop€t; .at ion thene is a plethona of  ef for ts to t rut-

smart  the ot l - reF, whether out oF Fear or to have the best posi t ion

for an at tack,  or  both.  And yet the garnes are not that  d iFferent"

Let me now make a jump in the reasoning, spel l ing out

very quickly a set  oF p-oposals,  and then tny to discuss them in

the l ight  oF the thnee key ideas For common secuni ty just  g ivenr

' fhe pnoposals are:



* 13

i  i ]  No-f  i rst-use doctr ine accept,ed by the Wes! [Soviet  proposal ]

t  i i l  Withdrawal of  a l l  Fore_1_grr__ng5:- !ea_q arms [Egon ,Jahr pnoposal ]
one*[Falme Ubmm'.  propos{.

[ i i i ]Cl- .g* cr f  miLi tar ] ,  do al  
- r r= 

IUCS proposal""

I  io]  CFJalEe of  qonvqnt ig ine to deFensive con\/ent ional
c, 'ef  *nse comi:  ined with parem i  I  i tary and nom i  I  i tary deFenser

Iv]  Incrgasi ! : r ! :  invulne!*aQi l j " ty oF the societ ies:

more nat ional  sel f - re l iance * stable eco-system
more local  selF-rel iance -  stable eco-s)rstem
mcrre decentral  izat ion
overcomin,;  of  c leavages inside soci .ety
a better qual i ty oF l i fe

Iv i ]  Fiqht inq Factors that  ane most provocat ive to the othen side

in the [ast :  remnants oF Stal  in ism
in the West:  cr is is in caoi ta l  ism
between East ancj  f t l  est  -  new fcrms

The last  thnee would be typical  of  the

the peace movement;  the f i rst  three aFe

rent ly f  loated at  the ; ro l i t ical  level  .

*  human r ights inFract ions
- human niqhts inFract ions

cf  act ive peaceFul coexis lsre

kind of  th inkino found in

wel l  known pnoposals cur-

The six prposals should now

be tested for consistency'  and for consistency with the pr inciples

of cclmmon secur i tv.

As poi .nted out of ten no-f tstuedesnot imply the end to

nuelear anms: they would st i I l  remain in the countr ies thet  prnduce

them Iat  pnesent f ive or s ix countr ies,  ptrssibly more].  Hence,

the terr ib le looic t :F T6ble 1 wi th i ts insolvable di lemma of ex*

treme insecur i ty remains.

' lowever,  the value oF the approach would be to bui ld into

the countnies l iberated from nr-c lear war and arms, to the extent

this is possible through t  i ]  and t  i i  ]  above, a new seeur i  t \ , ,  system

based on [ i i i ] ,  [ iv ]  and [ . r ] ,  and then at tempt ts do sorgethino

beyond that to come to gr ips wi th the conFl ict  i tselF,  on atJ"east

not to aggravate i t  Furthen [v i ) .  The hypothesis would then be

that th is type of  new secur i ty system might be seen as preferable

and hence spread t ,o the nuclean pc:werrs;  they might.  Feel  the al ten*

nat ive system oFFens more secur i ty than the system based on nuclear

detennence. I t  should be noted that I i i i ]  is  actual lv a t ransi t ion

between t i ]* t i i l  and I iv]- [v]  so we only have to discuss the rat ten.
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M:at i l  means i l ;  i l " t : tual . l .y . , ' , , : r ' : , r  l ; i rnpl t - ' "  i ,et  us use the symbcJ l '

for +;tr e r: lass of' . ie.ie,rsi ', iq weittoil i  :.t: j  def:neci a.oove, i,t ssu-il ing i; l ia.t tha l,

,: lass j-s rn-,rr:h i:r;:. 'ger-'therrr it j-s today s1-rrcte si.r nriLr:ir j.nverit irreness has

been pu'r  intc '  Lhr- '  c lasl  i ) i  , j  , - . f fen, ; r r re wear jons (r ; lms, rRBMs, icng-rar. ,ge
tatt I{"r,

bonbers a:r l  L: : ,9- : i r l t lehr.rnter.-DonJ,ersrn,r i , : .  t r  mcnl ior :  $om€ imp.- ,p1ar,3

examtles). | 'h,-t:.;, t lre weel.pons th.at wrrul.cl" Le Liserl unde: this f-ormrrla wl*l.d

be the dei 'e l ; i r re weaporxi  u l , ;cc to destr . - . ry the other. ,s i r iets of fensive

r,{eapons, i i lc- l .u,ding:n tb is bc1;h' .he ot i .er  s. iders rrharr l rn 'arerran'1 rrso. f tware'r  -

thr: rLil l  tary p'; lsorllral-. -Bu.r, ofi 'err' ir-;: lve d.el;+;ruction, re taliaticrr agains t

thel  o+;he::  s- .dets c lv;-1. : ' -an pcrp. t l ,a i - , icn,  : i i r i l jar .n soctety or everr  agairrs b

rni l i ta- ' - 'y  in: ta l  ia l ions at  i . : . is  o.sn ter l : -Ltory, , . roulC be cu-t  of  quest- i -on s ince

there vror.r lC be cl-e:rr ly of iensi .ve strategie. ;  ancl  r i re dist incbion betweerr

weapons that czrn be usr:,J rc i i i t other weapons arid those tl iat can be u::e:C.

tc hi t  c i .v i - ] . ian so, . ; i -etv-  is hic:re p.r-'o'blenatic tlran the distir ction

betwee;n r:lefensive and offensive l.reapons as d.rar,rn here " 'Ihe ::easorr for- thirt

is  s i -n l ]e:  i .b,r :  d l len: : . re/uf fcr .s ive c i rst i -nct ion is t i  er l  to the not ion of '

a geoJ-trajtnir:a.L l. lcrrLit,t- '  whicl- in rnc-rst cases in i ire uorl-C, in conlection wltir

ir iterl iaLional- war, iJ n.,r.Lt.t i 'rely i.rra.mbig;orlsly duah'n 'nhere:rs nc srlclt LLrl-

alrbigu-c,.rs bortier: l l tte r:;rj s ts be'i;wec-:n rnil j .tar:y a::i i  ci.vi l ian ::rtc:et:{ a-ny,,; i ierc

in t;he wc,:, lr l .

Thus. +lhC :lcf 'enSi-r,,e we;r1,itnS i...C..t ld be- ar,nti-.rieal,CriSr Cc., rnter:*fCf.ce, bg 
"rn{ 

l"qC

onthe a.s l : ' ; - rnpt icr iL t l i i t . . l -  rhey are usr: ' f  on onets o-, ,m ferr i rorJ- ,  u i ren ihe eneny

is in the c:cul'rry;ri i t to ariy 1-r:ve1 , inclricri-rig a.nt-i--an1,-i-ant, \vea,Dorr[]1 3r1r1 sc on.

But,  in addi i i , l l l  t ' l  t i i j -s,  i : rvr ;Ltreral- , i1 i iy  v" 'ould certainly reme"in ar:J a 1r."r t ,

of  i ,he r .1el 'etrse c, l r tc. j l l ' i .  : .ncl-ud jng t ,1rr :  int"r lnerabi l i ty  o j '  orrets o. , . i l l  ,1es Lrur; .L i_. ;e

weapol l f  .  -A-nr i  in a ' . l , l r - i - ic , i ' , . - '  + i l i . ;  agaln wou- l l  a lso come non-rnr l i tary, , iefense.

rr :eatr i .ng deft 'nse not Cj . rec ' ie,1 eub the desbrrrcbj , , r r i  of  i lLe int l 'uci ing adversaTy,

but al rcndr:r' ing wirat l ie -n'a,;:rts i. 'or i i-Ls o.rrl-] eh-ricirment or tc coniiroi use.iess

lo him * in other 'wor(l l,r sonie t;,,1re of wiihCrawal .

i lence, r-,,nclel. this c,lticcp*u one would be lei't witi:

arsenal 1or:l-.ing iii l;errLl; ri-' orrr fcrrnul_as sonewhat like this:
. . ] , - in- l . l

(  )  D'(1,-) .  D'(rr"(n ' ( r ; - ' ) ) )  crc.  ;  r ,  r ( l r )

or l
Mnt u'oul' l- be ob"rained. with this 'cype of clisarmament, or rnayl:e:r:ather

tr:arisar.narlent since there wr:uld, r:,ertainl.y be both al: 'ms arrcl ailnour i-nvo1.recl?
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I j-rst, t;hr.: 'bhi'ei,Lt .funclicn rrrculC have been eliminated, since

nothirrg oi r,,r l ia.1; is irtcl irt led ';tcler ( '  
) . ' . ) lre can be used ri i 'ch any

el f  ic : r :n; : t  at-r 'oaC. i  t  i .>ei  : rc i :  . r1 ' f , :ct  - , rn.y r-) t r ler  , :cunt-r-yt  s secur i  ty as t ,here j  s

ncr oes';ur-tc 1.i ve rro\./ri l '  i ;ha't, ca.n be ul-+ecL rn ar,y cther cor-intr1r. ' IL,is is

:atl ier Irrrl:, lrterrt : j . l .ni.;"- ' a lraJor: t 'a.ct,or behincr. t ire al 'mil t. 'acs cert, ' :r inly

is f  ear,  f  er : i . l '  ihat  i ; i re o bher s ide I  s ef  fec+cive d,estrur: t ive pcrver is

higher i i ian ot ters i  ovin and t i ra L the only th i r rg to stay l i rs f i r :6;er:  before

i-b pushes tire lrutton wcul ,:r, lre his i 'ear of even tlore destructicn in his clwn

lancl  .  When i l le:re is no oi ' fen: ; r .ve t , . )wer- '1 j :at  r :an'ae dir :ec; teC against

one;se"l-i, one I :, ,. lr-ri sec1.1r' i- i,y blrcormes equa"i to the l-eve.l- of rnr,.ulnerabil-i l ,y,

r--ri i inj,nislied b;,- a.ir;, i  destr"rlctir;e polIelr. Ctre rnay alsc-r !r-r 'L ir, Ciff 'e::ently,

ir i a. wiry Irrorc lTr.?arri ngiir-1 r;c fhe ma'bhenal;r caliy rl i l ideri tha,n l,c o ti,er p'r:op1r::

r j .erst . : i :act i ( i r l  at ;  neasureiJ.  bv l " t - f  bec(rner negat iver 1: ' ! i r " ' r  I  . .  O

Sectilt i  . i ,Lrurc i s k;sspa-rbl e:n r-[ '  conv'elisiori of n j-]-it"r.ry ]rl 'rdware or

sof ' twa.r 'e"  l l rarrs: i rna,r tenl  is  an easier proc€iss . f rom.bhis point  oJ ' r ' iew thart  LrL

rura.l^-e :i\{.),r 'ds ,inio pl-ougii--sna.r. 'es. if i} i bary i,.eople wil l- stj1.l- he nil i tar.y

or. . :ople br. l t  l i r  1.n ar '  , .urai tL l . ' iE:c ls defet :s ive funct ion.  Offer is i 've. :  ar"rrg wi l1

have bo 'i)e rl,-, rra.l) [.ioL-l 
.l:'rr"lt 

iief ens ive ar:ms r'rou.]C s ti l.l i:c na,J e . Wte thcr the

soriLe ria.ta. seerL tc ind,ic:i1,r-,

tna i i.t.. oci.,,1 ,.r 5.,: I.c'r,rel ', e vF-ii i  cortsrCe:-'a.t-,J-;v lorver. fn that c{rse s{)me f'unCs

sho,. i l " i  1^- ,e rcr l -ca,s{ ." .1 ,  pcssibly to be used t 'or  d.eveL.opnerr t  pu-rp.)ses,  l r : i th l r

or  wi thcut, .  l l ,s  w'  ,  i ) lsr-r  
'br :  

in l l icated fater,  there is sorne posi t i -ve

relat ion he'r-i, iee-rr inr,-,. i irtr;;r 'abi1i ty :rnf, clevelopment,, at least foi: solre t:atng€)

of  var iat ic l r ,and r , r i i l r  some d.ef in i t ions of  these two concepts;  and that

: r . : rv mA]tr-  i . . i  . t  1 ' .1)e Of C-, f tVefS jOn a.  \ rprv i  nfei .psf  i  ' . . ' ;  +;  ^-  indeed .- r f  uu.Lso vf  r15 I r r  \ )y\J,)L 'JLvLt

Tl iese a1'etwo, ' :ath. l r  gocd arg.ments,  and might lead one t . :  ask the

qtrest ion:  s i r r :e bhis J-ooks so rat ional  wh; l  do not al- l  co ' , r ,ntr ies hp,ve

r)efense cf  th is r . ) -pe,  in cther \ . r , f rds a c lefens- ive defense? One reasor l  for

t ! f i ' " ,  of  ( l 'Jur 'se,  l l  t l rat  nern. f  coLir l l ies a.re not only d.efensive,  t -hey

; ! r :e also "cf ' fensive".  meaning agEa:essive.  Only reeent ly dicr  they srr .bur:- t

[o t l ie idea of  refelr i r .L6;  to the, i r  rn in istr ies of  war as rninistr ies of

de-fen:rer-b ' r t  the. , '  , - ' rnt-Luire in berrrert inq and invading abroad. A trar.sar:nanerr t ,

r ' - t . . - r r l r r  ' f ' tho f let l r9.-r f  the ln. j - r - j .s t r r r  f t r : t  of  r" .ha. t  i 'h a.dmir t i5ters-wOrld d: ,"rWu qu! u t

, : :  mr) .1 ' l  - i lat . r ' ts \ r '  . lef . ta 1 'kai i f rn f  . ine hr. tweerr  f , r : i  l r r  r . ( ) f  t - 'A.gtg1'essi  ve e, , ;nt f ies

a.ni ' ]  a.g.cres:s ' i  v*r  3- . . -*r iar  onrr ' r - i ' ' - t  wrrr . r ld not be in f l re j -nterest  cf  t j reL(:-  vqtar.r

L.at te l  fo: : ' r ,uhich l :ea.son tney woulc i  t : ry to resis*t  r t .  Arry cDrmtry tha"

transarmerl  into c iefensive c lefense woul i i  urxna.sk potent ia l  aggrcsscls;  i . r ]

i tsel f  a,  r 'at . i t r . r '  i rnpolbatr t  i 'mct i - i , rn of  t ra.r isarmanrent;  . l lc ,vever,  nor.e i . rn i : : r , ls i1

ln th is oonl tec t i .on is al io lher.  ] ine c i f  reasoninrt .
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' i l ie i ;o in i  i  r ;  s-  nply t l tat  i i tost  cc ' 'ut t r ies tor la;r  ,  most ' r rn3del-nrt  countr ie:s

ti:ai is r j j . l€ so vlLliret'ahi e tl- iat t l i tty r;6p11o t ri-qk d estruct:lon on thr:i:": cwn

te: : r ' i tory.  0nly highJlr  i t r -"-uinel :a.ble cowl. f r ies r- :a i :  take that r j -sk,  Lhe in-

vLrlnera.bjl. i 'ry c-' lr i,Finsabirrl{ i.-.,r rnuC}r c,f t i le ,.1est::r"rctive power. We ac;rral1y

€iet frtrir : l l f i  erent l}-pes c-f i:or-lntr '1es as indi,.:atecl in the diagran bel-cw:

Table 5.  The relat jon between defens tveiaFfensive and j .nvulnerab i l r t

InvL:lnerabie Ir,l
mos t
da.ngerous

Vr:t l lelabi c Vd Vo
dal

le f r:n r; ive; ' . f ' f  ensi  yc

(I t  s i r : , ; ld t . ,e r io l ;c i ,  that  th is is t rot  tne s;rnie c l iagrauL as - '  d iagnam usad to

d.efjne scciu-' ity: in th:. r d.iagr'.r"n ourn .Le.re1 of inrrtl-r=ierabil i ty is rr_.1a l i:r i

to the d.estn.rct iveness front ' t l re r . ther:  par l ;y;  l iere oi , ro fcvel  of  v* lnerabi l i ty

i -" rel a L,e,l tr'l ine r [i l,.v,rn 1,;y-pe o l' h-eap,)n s;rs i en ) .

l l t re "besi"  c) i t : t t r .1 '  f rcn lhe pr in i  of  v iew o. f  a i l - isarntamen' i  or  t r :a ins-

a-rinamen.b process woi-Ll.d" be a c,.-;unr::y of the bype Tii: high l-evel of invulne-

la l t i l - i ty ,  ar ic nra. in ly ie iensrve weaponD (neaning fon level-  o i  cf fens: ' . .e

weapons, hl gh ]eve1 cL' defenslve weapons ) . I ' tobocly else should have arqy'thtng

tc fear f: 'orn bl"'at co-:ntry sirrce jt i .s incapatrle cf b::ing:ng at; 'u-u any

destru, : t i , :n cuts ide i lsr  o ' ,m borders,  anr l  i t  shouj-d alsc l leel  qui .  be sai le at

hcme dr"re to i ts f r igh level-  ot ' invuineraoi l i 'by,  j -n other wot:d$:rot  be t ,enp1;ed-

into arr ; ' r  pr :6rLpF, ive acr1-: i ;11 ,  to secure suppl  ies,  to divert  at tent ion €way
from internal  contradict ions,  etc.

I ' i ' .  : vufner:abie i:runtr:ies --i-n tl ie Jiagra.tn would be thus tenpted; the

Vc-ty-ue ( 'u1neral . ,1c,  ' ,v i l l i  r  i fen; ivc , tetr l rons) migt t  aar) :y i t  out  b,ecai . l : l  i t

has the capa.bi l i tv  of  r . lo- i .np;  sc ' .  f l r is . i -s the type of 'cou.ntry j -n whose interest

ib is Lr-- l  expor ' f  thc theatre of  vrar;1t  s i t t rp ly canrrot  af ford t ,o have.r ;he

war inside ' i  ls  ow. i  l ior . le ls,  I t  n ig i t t  export  the r" t l r  ' -Lo the ad"ver, . ;aryts

ter: j - r ,c.ry c l ' ,  i f  tha.L is t . .o Jar ig;erous, tc a th i rC country.  ' ;  adver.sary Vo courg

nray d) t i . .e sanle.  Ct,c 1;art i lu lar  reas')n wl ,y thLs type o.1" '  gor:ntry - i  s t lan4ero,rs

to i ts envi . r :oruleni :  i .s  that  i t  wonl-d be tempted, to str ike f i r :st  becauoe of

i ts r , -"r lnerabi- i . i ty ,  l -nkir ig use of  i ts  of fensive capaci t ; .  -  ferr  inr , ; tance r t i th

t i ' re hope of  e l iminat ing : - t f ' ry second str ike of  re l ,a l r -af i ,orFnnthe ot l ier :  s i , le.

l {
rro t
. lqnrr . r .nrrq



f lee four: th tyr ;e,  l lorvever,  l rc,u1 r l  i re l6s protob;4 'e of  t l ie argt 'essi !e

nrr lnfn-.  mrr i r ' '  j f ,5ef f  inv,"r l_nerab. l -e at  homer eQr;Lipped r^r i t l i  an of fensive

cal)aLi l i ty ,  i ik-e iashing o.r f  f ron e har ieneC red-orbt ,  str ik ing hard,

] , i  i t i r r r  t rqnr-  r r laces befCfe 1 'gfg1.rr in i r  to j :Lre s: fetv i tar :k hc,rne (whel i1e:r  ih iS\  WII

is  c lorre by cavalry or nuciear mi$si ies);  r^rai t ing for  a I ' retaLia 'u ioni l

zq.r i rqJ:  r rh i , -h i t  is  wel l  prgte3ted. l , r fn ich only gOes to shc-,rvr  once more,

1"" '  ^- :  - -  i  4 j  ^-- '+ bhe introductron of '  the va: : ia.ble vulnerabi l i ty- in-l lvw !-  rarr l . ! r  auQtl  u

v-rr lnelabi l i t ; r  is  in eny power arr .a lysis -  D j  inqis Khan knew t l - r is .

i, ir. d.or-rbr; in.rufnerabil ity is tantamr-ru:i-b 'bo sorre ki.nil cf arrnor;r be',,weeri

cn€r l ic ,1f  an. l  fhe L-est  of  ihe worfd;anC a , j r - - fensive r" ieal)on systern rLeans

usin€i  f  estruct l , :n,  incl-r-r  r . ing k i l l ing r : f  h 'anarr  beings, as al t

a^^anl-a hl  a an* i  ,  r11 , i .n i r t , ter  c l is t resS, wi t l i  t i re adversar)  o l re l r .dy invad. i lg

thc c l , , r l t ly .  Fron;.n ideal  paci f is t  point  o- i  v iew t i rese are not acceptecf .e

opi icns.  l t rctL better wouid be to ba total ly open, per:4aps even using

-u":lrrerab11j- Ly a.s__rlrtr, 'ur-lnelabil ity.anC no mearrs of clestruction at al-L. -

ar-d Lhe pr elerrL au fhol  n: .ght  persorr . r l ly  prefer t l ' is .  ] icweve:, ,  t l rere i . ;  o l ' . ,=

i t : i r , r r tant ,  problen: reg: l i - ' l fess; , r f  problems of  ef f icacy t ;hele is:  the problerLr

of  ' : : re j ib i f i t ;v .  rJery i iew pecple bel- ieve jn t i re paci f is t  o l r t ion,  one -r 'eason

beir-i:: ' ;rrat -i. 1; hal; s(r farei"ir l iee.-r teste,l (UanCl,i , P]:i,rt in Li:-t l ler: Kilg) :.nci

.nrherri i I r 'ras tesl,e,.L onc i&.' l .y al\nisys argue that the cascs are at;rpi,cal . And

'i:ha l; woul-rl r, l  c,:cu.:: i le be the thirt l reason to favour this tpe of tran.s-

arnaner i t  opt ion:  r r rny people ndght bel- ieve in . :  C€f,ensi . ' " ,e def en$e pos-

' t i t r€ r . :omhr;- f - r  j . r r i? f r*r .?\r*nf l i r :na* 
. ! .  

,  =*r*a ' -n 1i  i tarV and non-mi l i tary eleinents.

The quest ion t"-ren to l re expLcrec is whether th i  s const i  t r , i tes

a system not only of  secr l r l tv , ' .ut  of  cornmon secur i ty in the sense

cjeFined above. I t  is  easi i l ,  seen th€rt  th is is the case j l= ' ' , : ih

part . i  es acjopt ceFensive defense as - i :heir  r i r i i i tar5z postur*e and acc

t t - -  * .h is i :  f r i :h Ievel"  cF invulrrerab i1 i - ty.  They are hl th st lcLrre,  and

in a sense t ie problem oF hcw equai  the secuni ty is c i  oes nr: t  ar ise.

However.  t l . rere is always t  6r  possibi l i ty  oF cheat inq,  of  hLdina s. lme

cfFensive capabi l i ty ;  and/ar cf  having i t  in the open, legi t i rnated

es neecjed For interdict ion of  supply l ines etc.  tc)  Strppont an at tack

on one's own terr i tory.  i t i l1,  wi t l - i  an ovenwhelminq overweig-, t  on

ieFensive capahi l i tv  i t  can h;e arqued t ,hat  secur i ty is n.r t  r :n ly hiqi '

l rut  equal  ,  or  e;qr--ra1 for a1l ,  pract ical  purnoses.

l4Dr 'e : ln iportant,  however- ,  is  t ' -q? quest i . rn oF whether i t  is  coooer*
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at i \ ' /e.  '1ere are c=xarnples of  cot :perat ive tasksl  there are three of

them, cornin:- :  neat l r*  r - rut  of  the logic presented:

helpini :  each other c let t inq r id of  t r - re mut l la l  ly  ?hreaten r .n :
oFf ensive capabi l  i ty  exist in ' . ;  -  seekinei  i t  e:ncj  - restroyirrct  i t

helpinq each other cevelop defens. i .ve capab. i . r i ty ,  exch3ngi6ql
informat ion.  wi th the possible excer: t ion oF ccncr€te locat ion

heipin_q each other becominr Iess vuInerahJ.e,  e t  .by

promat, ing nat iorra- l  sel f  - re l  iance
1 ocal  sel f  *re1 iance
technol-oq ical  d iversi  ty

To the f  i rst  tasl< r-he logic oF a Worid ,Jeal th { l .  ran j "zat ion

smal lpox eraci icat ion campaign wouic aopiy:  seek anc aestroy lwh. ic l - r

may work for  v i rus;  the malar- ia mosqui t ,o . i -s.nore t r icky and the canr-

paign may strenc;then i t  in a rnore immediate wayJ. obviously,  th is

wi l i .  anly happen i f  oFfensive weaponry is realJ"y seen as a common

enemyr €r-rc the thesis oF the present paper ls that  that  in turn

wi l l  only happen i f  a i ternat ive moces af  procucinq secur i ty have

been Founo,

To the seconcj  task and the thj"rc task i t^rere is also a ccrrresr>on-

cj ing WorlC Health , l r - . ;anizat ion Icgic:  seconCary prophylact ic meci  -

c ine in the sense of  bui ld inq stnong bodies,  eg throuoh f . ret ter  nu-

tni t , j ,on and level  of  f . iv ing in cenenal , ,  but  a lso f ,hrcuglh :  noculat ion

Iwhich would correspond to invulnerabi l  j " ty.-1 .  The cor- lntr ies oF tF-re

worlc l  are cooperat i "ng in WHO wi. th al I  i ts  weaknesses; i t  is  sLrgces-

ted that whet l"rer thev'  ct :operate o!  not  depends on whether they see

i t  in their  own i r ' terest  or-  not .

. lut  
th is means that there might rre mone ways in which t ,he Uni ted

Nat ions could come into the picture then has been tne case scr Fan:

not only c ietect in: ;  anci  control l ing anc: iF at  a l i  possi i : te destroy-

i .g of fensive capabi l i ty ,  but  a lso in Ceveloping deFensive capabi t i t r

and invulnerabi l i ty .  AncJ one apprcach to mutual  invulnenabi l i tv

would be throuqh United ! ' jat ic:ns peace Forces in the Palme f ,ommission

corr  i .dor.

I r - '  short :  secur i t . r ,  and balance of= growen are t rossible.  J iJt  the
condi t ion remains that of  . ;et t inq r iC of  of=Fens' ive capair i l l ty .


