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We should deal briefly with a few special points. Mr. Ravenal chides us for
believit  tl the United States should continue to be ready to give a nuclear
reply to a Soviet nuclear attack on the Alliance, but we cannot share h_is l()l[g-
held view that the United States should leave Western Europe to fend for
itself, and we know of no substitute for nuclear deterrence of nuclear attack.
Nor can we accept Mr. Hafuner’s convoluted argument that a readiness to
rep' to nuclear attack constitutes “first use” under another name. As for Mr.
An  rson’s good question about West Berlin, in our view that city is defended
today not by any cxpectation that a coup-de-main there would unieash
nuclear war, but rather by full Soviet awareness of the greatly destabilizing
consequences tt - would follow a breach of the Quadripartite Agreement of
1971, which is correctly regarded by both sides as a major landmark in East-
Wi relations. Whatever may have been the role there of nuclear deterrence
in carlier years—and the question is far from simple—we think it is clear that
the freedom of West Berlin has rested, for more than a decade, on a much
wider and primarily political base.

We have encountered one reaction, especially from friends in Furope, which
is as understandable as it seems to us to be mistaken: that since all forms of
war in Europe would be equally catastrophie, one might as well place reliance
on the nuclear deterrent and hope for the best. All four of us hved through
World War H, and we understand how Europeans (including Russians) must
feel at the prospect of another conventional European war, but we have to
insist t1 - thermonuclear hostilities would be so entirely difterent, so much
more terrible than all past wars put together, that the two kinds of catastrophe
are not remotely comparable. Tt s precisely the overwhelming difference
between thermonuclear warlare and any past disasters that makes the thircat
to resort to it at once so dangerous, so hard to believe, and therefore so
unrchiable as a deterrent. We carnestly plead with all who are in the habit of
saving that one kind of war is as bad as another to reexamine the facts about
the elfects of nuclear explosions,

A surprisingly farge part of our argument seems to have found aceeptance.
There seems to be general agreement, especially among Americans, that it is
right to press for conventional strength, urgent to raise the nuclear threshold
(evenif not as far as no-first-use), and necessary to take account of the reality
that truly enormous nuclear forces are now available on both sides. Those
forces, moreover, would remain enormous even if all Mr. Reagan's recent
proposals for reductions were accepted immediately by M ow. To us the
conclusion is compelling: nn one should ever be the first to set a nuclear match
to those stockpiles, and no undertaking to do so is a proper part of the defense
policy of a sime government.

We are reinforced in this conclusion by the interesting fact that in all the
comment and criticism our essay has received, there has not been one conerete
suggestion as to just how a first use of nuclear weapons would be cartied out—
in what numbers and with what targets. We think there is a rcason for this
reticenee. All the specific proposals we have encountered over the vears, and
they have been many, look unaceeptably dangerous in the context of the
forces now deploved on both sides. They all share the weakness we deseribed
in April: “a high and inescapable risk of escalation into the general nuclear

witl ¢ Huld brir ruin e and vien to none,”

We conclude that only by refusing to face the risks it carries, and indeed
only by leaving the total responsibility for any such terrible choice in the
hands of others, can one be comfortable with a reliance on first-use. In a real
and serious sense 1y of those who cling to this option must hape with one
half of their minds that no President would ever fire first, and with the other
half that Moscow would not be so sure. This may be a good way to push the
problem to one side, especially in a period in which there is no large-scale
crisis-—and we have had none for 20 years. But can we rely on such precarious
double-think to work cevery time, in cvery crisis, for generations? We think
not, and so we continue to urge a change.
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