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NI}. ]E POINTS ABOUT THE NEUTRON BOMB

By Johan Galtunq 16/12/18

1- The neutron bomb is the c learest  expression of  the ut ter

-^ntomlr t  
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civ i l ian leaders seem to have af ter  the nazi  terrors.  ! {e must ask:
What 1s the whole purpose of  defense, i f  i t  is  not  to protect
human l ives f i rst  of  aLl? In pushing the issue of  the neutron
bomb, these people reveal  their  t rue values and uf I imately thal
wr11 lead to their  downfal l .  Inhumanity to th is level ,  including
t  ha : . f^nr 7r n/r  r - lo: l -hq .J. ' \Aq nnf nacc rrnagnig[96].  POLITICIANS WHO,  svvu

FAVOR IT: SCRAP IT,  WHILE THERE IS STILL TIME.

2- I t  is  wrong, however,  to brand the neutron bombs as capi ta l is t :
that  is  a misreading of  capi ta l ism. The neutron bomb is fascist ,
nAr n=nir*=l icf  eani fa l ism nrefers r lestrUCLjOn Of Lhinos s(. )  fhaf
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there wi l l  be new demand, and iL might I ike to preserve enough
peopLe provided they are able to demand something. Our economic
.qvsrem f  hr i  r res r ln ner i  ocl  s of  destruct ion f  o cef  the whccl  s f  t t rn i  nrr
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around when the market is s lack, '  the neutron bomb does not produce
that resuLt.  Precisely because iL does not,  i ts  fascist ,  ant i -
human character stands out even more clear ly.

3- In addi t ion to th is the arguments put forward by i ts proponents
of a more strategic,  mi l i tary nature are plainly stupid.  Even i f
the US started, of  course, the USSR can and wi l l  catch up. Any
r/cssible edge wi l l  be evened out,  s l rn.metry wiLl  be obtained again
at-  a higher level  of  armament in other words,  escalat ion.  The
neuLron bomb, Lf  used, wi l l  be used not only against  the enemies
of NATO, but against  NATO i tsel f  l ike chemical  and
bacter iotogical  weapons. Any mi l  i tary gain w- i11 be short- l ived.

4* Who are the targets of  these bombs? I  assume not the
qrrnAr^r. lAIrTAFe Thev val t te thei f  matef ia l  fh inac :nr i  ^^OUIaLiOn tOOv"f
hiohlrz-  in acjc l i t ion thev are not interested in nuclear war on""- ,1

cheir  terr i tory.  Without being able to prove i t ,  I  am convinced
that the SALT talks among other Lhings are not aboul  weapons but
abouL Largets,  and thab they woufd both prefer to use their
satel l i tes as targets.  The two Germanies,  for  instance in
general  counLrres wi th high populat ion densi ty.  -Ln these countr ies
there is not space enough for the warfare so far planned. The
r 'srr1_rnn l ' .nml^ '  h:rr i  nn nonn-a qnf l -  nn th inos- shnrr ld thefefOfe; rvuu!vrf  vvrr l ! r  r rq!u vfr  vuvvLUr rvLU vrr  u i r r f rvJr Jrrvu
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people of  struggle against  the bomb, hence, is also an acL of
sel- f  -def  ense.

5- Why does our c lv i l izat ion
Because of  some terr ib le seeds
human character,  among them a
seen as r ight  and those seen as

nrocl t tce sr i r -h mOnStrOUS ihincrs?
1n our c lv i l izat ion of  an ant i -

very strong dual ism between those
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neutron bomb, belong to the same qroup of  phenomena. EuL aren' t
there other t rends in our c iv i l izat ion? The HUMAN and the HUMANE,
this is an occasion to step forward. For that  reason i t .  is  so good
that th is movement not only mobi l izes the experts,  but  a lso the
rel ig ious,  the church people,  the special ists on ethics.  History
may show this to be a crucial  point  in our se-Lf-ref lect ion,  or
capaci ty to ref lect  on ourse-Ives --  whlch is never easy.

5- Our real  enemv, hence, is wi th in.  I t  is  not  in the East-West
r -nnFl i r - f  -  narf  i r - ' r lar l r r  not  in ,a ner iocl  h i i th both detente and more, l .s-

than suff lc ient  overki l l  capaci ty already. What we would need now
^F^" lS LOwardS disarmament.  BUt-  tha onom\/  wi th in-  r l r r raIU l tLUrE: JLUPJ LUWdIUJ UJJOIlLtot l tg l lL.  UUL Lt ls ErrErrry wf ur l r r r t  uu!

mil i tary-bureaucrat ic- industr ia l - research complex,  is  pressing as
usual ly,  regardless of  c i rcumstances. They wi lL always f ind some
type of  argument for  their  devi l ish weapons, They are again
Lalk ing of  Sov-Let super ior i ty in th is and thaL; the Soviets are
l : lk inrr  .ahnrrr  Lhe Same. Those who want to exnand wi l I  ^r  ' -  ^  !*"
Ld. l  N_l  t19 CII_/LJUL ,Je wl lL]  war lL Lv s^F/orru wrf  r  ct-Lwdy> LJ y

to do so.

1- So, what is the al ternat ive? I t  is  the same as i t  has been for
a long L-Lme no\^/  - -  d iv ided inLo three parts:

i -  Refusal  to part ic ipate in the superpower svstem,
withdrawal f rom i t ,  l ike the non-al igned movemenL has been
r^lni  ncr.  Those Third WOrld COuntr ieS are f  ar  sr tner i  or  f  o uS i  n
wisdom and pol i t ical  abi l i ty ;  we are st i l l  c l inginq to th is
Irzne af  srr i r - i r - laI  nrnter- f ion- T know nerfect lv wel I  1-hat th is
- lv"
is  d i f f icul t .  But one day i t  wi l l  happen: some NATO and WTO
countr ies wi l l  leave the system at the same t ime, te l l ing the
etrnorn^r^rarq.  h- . '^  f  i  
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i i -  The struqqle wi th in:
Refusal  to serve in armies rely ing on such arms;
refusal  to serve in ministr ies etc.  re ly ing on such arms;
refusal  to work for  f i rms producing such Lhings;
refusal  to do research or work in inst i tutes researchinq
qrrah r^7a:n^n. Of maSS deStfUCtiOn.

We have our enemies within;  fet  us know who they are/  they
deserve to be st igmat ized. An example is the NATO Secretary
General ,  Mr.  Luns, who argues againsL neutron bomb opponents
because the USSR is also aqainst  neutron bombs. Thls shows
such an extreme distort lon of  moral  and intel lectual  judgment
that i t  ref lects very badly on an organizat ion l ike NATO that
they can use a man of  that  cal iber.

i i i -  The al ternat ive defense
defense and guerr i l la methods.
; i i rect ion under the f  ormer
moa1_ innq nn n^nmiI i f : r r ;  r ' lo€^^-^r , rugLrr19J vr l  r lv l l l l t r r r  Lory us I  CtIJC

are posi t ive indeed.

combinat ions of  nonmil i tary
The Dutch moves 1n that

nnrrarnmanl-  . :aI  I  ino exnertr r rLrerrut

T had the honor to at tend,

8- We are orateful  to the Dutch for al l - these in i t iat ives.  The



Amsterdam Appeal ls a histor ical  document
i  nqni  r .at  i  nn for  others.  But much more js needed{r rev
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a source of

9- This has to become a top pol i t rcal  issue; among the type of
issues that makes governments fa l l .  Does this government dare put
i t  to a referendum whether the Dutch people want to be defended in
this wav? T am in no doubt about the answer- Mavhe thaf mav he fhe
r ln l  r r  r r r - r -d f  h i  ' -^  - r^^, .+ +l-^ narr i -  rnn }- .nmh Fr--+ l i t ical  bomburlay 9wwu Lt l r l r9 auuuL Lrrg rrsuL rv l l  uvrru,  L l Io L oJ d PU_
i t  might serve Lo ki l I  the r ight  people -  "r ighL" in both senses
of that  word -  wi thout harminq the environment !


