


SANE THINKING 
IN FOREIGN POLICY 

by Erich FroDlDl. Psychoanalyst. Author 

A SANE foreigo policy depends on the sanity of the 
mInds who make and suppert it. Hence an examir 

nati.on of our tbinking processes is as important as an 
examination of the technical safeguards devised for our 
security. Our def~Jse is as sound as our miuas are sane. 

Most people never question the sanity of thought' 
which arc shared by miUions. Yet it is a pp:uliar fan 
that men, who in thei.r private affairs think sanely and 
act morally, in public affairs seem to be swayed by 

insane moJcs ot thought and to lose their ordinary 
mon'll scruples. Yet errors shared hy millions do not 
hecome ((uths, any morc than immoral acts aDDrovetl 
hy nlillions hecome yirrucs. 

PussiLilili('s V8. ProhahHitit.s 

"Alflong the many forms of insane thinking which 
dlston our sense of realism in matters of foreign policy. 
The two most dangerolls and frequent ones are paranoid 
and projectil e thinking. The paranoid indiridflat is 
easily rc(:ognized. He may, for exampIe, have the con. 
viction thar others arC conspiring against him. The 
peculiar ching about the paranoid delusion is that one 
can nor disprove it by saying chat j( is irtlpoHible or 
illogkal; ull one Ci;\:n point Out is that it is unlikely 
and improbable. But this .is exactly (he crucial point 
of the paranoiac's delusIon: as long as something is 
possible, he is satisfied [bat it is true, and he is nm 
capable of entering into a rarefuJ examinauon of the 
concrete facts whicb, alone, can show whether some~ 
thing is truc or even probable. Paranoid thinking 15 
satisfied wih possib;Utes: sane thinking demands prob~ 
abilities as well as possihilities, 

Applying this principle to foreign policy, it is strik­
ing how much of our thinking about communism 
follows the paranoid principle of what is possibie.. 
Ialher than what is probable. Indeed, it is p05sib~e 
[hat Khrushchev stages a conflict with the Chinese, 
all to lu11 us Inro sleep. and with the intention of 
attacking us. Bt!t is if likely? To answer this ques. 
don we must analyze the conservative natufC of 
Khrushchevism versus the revolutionary Chinese 
system, aspiring to be the leader of (he "have~nQ{" 
states, 

Dangerous ProjeC'tiou 

Realistic analysis requires [hat we give up another 
form of pa[hological thjnking: projectiotJ. The essence 
of projective thinking is to project all evil within 
oneself on to an outside figure, thus making this figure 
aU evil, while we are aH good and pure. This projec~ 
tive mechanism usually occurs in war; today it prevails 
in regard to commqnism: Th~y cease to be ,human. 
their intentions are satanJC~ while tL'e are the lOcarna-
don of the good and the nohle. . .. 

Clearly. projective thinking lacks m humlllty ,and 
charity; it is also immensely d~ng:rous - especIally 
when combined with paranoid thmking --: to [h~ O?n­
QUCt of foreign policy, Frequently paranotd.proJecuve 
thinking transforms ItS premi.ses into a reality! and thus 
creates self~fulfilling predictIons. . 

Our security Hes in sane modes of thought; that 1S t 

in rational. cool· headed realism, wh!ch knows the. t.~tS 
about our opponents and ourselves, Judges probab.!.lttK"S 
on the basis of factual examinations. rathe~ th~n mere 
possibiJities~ and does not indulge In projectIve self· 
righteousness, 

------.-.... - ----------_._----



FIRST PRIORITY 
FOR 
PRESIDENT KENNEDY 
by David R. Inglis, Physicist, 
Argonne National Laboratory 

A controlled nuclear test ban would be a great 
achievement primarily because it would reduce the 
likelihood that nuclear war will break out, not be­
cause it would make war less devastating if it 
should occur. A test ban other countries into tb.", pact, 
would also reassure thf' I Most nations will probably 
world on the question (lDweicome the QP'portuntty to 
peace-time falkut. : cooperate, but a few may-

A controlled te3t~banl' present difficulties which 
agreement het-wcen the great will constitute a challenge to 
nudear nations would mRrk statesmanship. This ehal­
the start of efforts to bring lenge must be faced, else 

there will he many nUCleartPlained at length in the Bul .. 
powers and greaUyenhanced letirt of the Atomic' Stir.ntid. 
danger of nue1eu war in the for May~ 1960. 
future. It cannot be tile,ed: First. there have been fan­
unless we first reach agree· I ta.stie claim! about the tech. 
ment with the Sovi.et Union I nical possibilities. The touted 
on a test ban. "neutron bomb" is. really not 

Gains F 0 Test Ban I something so revolutionary 
.r m . as- to upset the world bal .. 

There w!ll be other 1m-I anee, but is based on the 
portant g~nna, ~rom a test: principles of an old A~bomb 
ban. It W1U hmlt the devek so trimmed down u to re­
opment of more effect~ve' duee the blast damage rela­
warhead~ to make $Urp~lSe tive to the neutron output. 
a~~('!k sttll more devasta.tmg. It would he extravagant of 
With a test ba~. natu:mal nuclear materiaUJ. and of du~ 
leaders may be,gln to feel bious value because of the 
less, desperate abo?t the oth- "slow kill" of many of its 
et'Wlse endless spIral o.f the victims. The other proposal, 
ar-ms race. Tbe ~emptatlOn to the fission-free fusion oomb 
launch a surpnse attack to is based on such a radically 
forestall future devel¢p- new principle as to be almost 
m~nts may thus, be redu.cod, surely impossible. If it we~ 
y.'lth the exper]~nee gamedtpo~sibIe, its main advanta,. 
In a te.:it ban~ ~!sa!mamentl would be its cheapneBs In 
m~asur.e~ req~Jrmg more de~ small aizes, 
taIled .mspectlOn, and g!,eat- Second, fears of evasion 
~r !elu~nce on mternatIOnal have been exaggeraW by 
lI.1stttutl?nS may become I:0s- magnifying the importance 
Sible. WIth a c.ons~uent 1»1- of having an even greater 
portant r~duct'o~ m the OlU- variety of small "taetical" 
mously In~reasmg dan~r weapons than we now have. 
that war WIll occur hy aCClw There is no "dividing line" 
dent.. between small and large nU~ 

The Soviets probahly want. dear weapons and small 
a test ban for the rig~t fea- ones cannot he 'safely substi ... 
son-for f~!n·. of aCCIdental tuted for conventional forees 
war-and it 15 to be b?p~d in a smaH military action. 
that. the Ken.nedy adJ.11ll!-ls- for fear of touching otf gen .. 
tratlon., by wIse negotlatl~n ernl nuelcar "'ar. 
and UnIty of purpose, can In- • U I 
duce them to display further Atte~pt8-.at Evas)()n n ikely 
flexibility on the number of Thlrd, It hall' been c.!aimed 
inspection trips for test-ban that a smaH weapon like the 
('ontrol so as to make the "neutron bomb." if it eould 
signing of an effective be developed by sl?eak, tests. 
agreement possible this year."w<?,uld be of <'1 uc!al lrnp<ll''' 

'tance: for the Rusalans. How .. 
Dangers Exaggerated I ever, they do not bave such 

The control system cannot a superabund~nce of costly 
be nerfett in its abllity to dew nucl~(ar m~,terIal:; .""- ,,!A 10 
tee!, small dandestin"" tests. to waste on meffiMent 
The agreement being negn. small weapol'u!.. Because ~he 
tiated will provide detection consequences. of cheatIng 
of underground tests down to would be much less ',!,pj)r~ 
about a tenth of a percent of tant ,than .hu been clauhed, 
the power of a hig H-bomb. the Incenh'fcs to cheat, ar., 
Technical jmpl'ovem~l1t by small, and, It seems unhkely 
intensive research ia expe<'t- that evaston would W at 
ed to push the limit con~id- tP.mpted. 
erably lower. 'fhe clamor Our ne~ administ:ati~n 
which has Men raised l1as a crUCial opportumty ... 
against a test han is based try to cone!lJdA a v~lua!'.« 

f "hl test·ban agreement If re-
00 ears of the p~S1$l e con~ maining doubts about small~ 
sequ~nces .of eVi?-51on by the &::ale eva .. ion are viewed in 
~ussla:;!i in thIS ran~e. of"perl'pective :and compared 

small tests. In my OPIH1OD." with the vital importanee of 
these fears h~ve been dan-"starting to taper oif the nu­
gerously and Jmproperly ex- clear arms taee before it i! 
agge-rated. as r have ex .. too late. 



NATOASA 
FOURTH 
NUCLEAR POWER 

by James P. Warburg 

--

Though not a member of SANE, I am glad 10 en· 
dorse its stand against any and all actions by the out­
going administration which tend [0 impair our next 
Pre!ident's efforts to halt the arms race and e"'entually 
to achieve universal disarmament under adequately 
enforced world law. 

The Eisenhower administration's proposal for mak .. 
ing NATO into a "fourth nuclear power," soon to be 
discussed hy the NATO Council at Paris". faits into 
the category of such action. This is no time for rhe 
outgoing administration to undert<lke the long-needed 
re·examjnation of our policy with respect [0 the de­
tedocating state of the NATO alliance. Nor is it ap" 
propriate for tbis administration during the last weeks 
of its incumbency to propose a radical change in our 
nudell!' weapons policy which would require impIe~ 
mentation. through amendment of the AtomiC Energy 
Act. under President Kennedy's administration. 

GIvIng NATO a pool of atomic weapons and an 
independem srraregk nudear striking force will not 
hah the proliferation of nuclear capability. On the 
contrary, the adoption of this proposal is likely to 
set off a chain teaction with the Soviet Union taking 
countervaiHng measures with regard (0 the Warsaw 
Pact nations and perhaps even changing its auirude 
toward rhe imminent acquisition of nuclear capabiliry 
by Red China. At the very least, the mere discu-ssion 
of this proposal at the present time will adverseJy af .. 
feer the dimare in which our neXt President will have 
to pursue hiS avowed aim of making a fresh and vigo# 
rous start toward halrin~ the arms race. 

Apart from these considf'rarions. rhe proposal seems 
singularly m·advi~ and unlikely to achieve any of 
irs avowed purposes. 

There IS no evidence whatever that making NATO 
4n independent nudear power will diverr President 
de Gaulle from hit determination to make France a 
nudear power. If rhis determination is pursued and 
if French resisrance to the thoroup;h integration of 
NATO (orces continues, it is inevitable that Germany 
will sooner or later demand independent nuclear 
capability. 

There 1s no evidence whatever to indicate that giv~ 
ing NATO ntlctear independence will cause its mem. 
bers to "leet the real need of increa~ing their com/en* 
tkifially armeti contingentS. so that the alliance would 
be capable of resisting a local aggression without em~ 
ploving so-called tactical nuclear weapons. 

There is no reason to helieve that West European 
security would he increased hy having 1 S nations, 
each wi th B veto, decide if and when nudelJ r weapons 
should be emploved. If ever the need should arise. the 
decision wOHrd eirher he taken too late or else reckle~sly 
taken too mon bv some lower·eche'on commander. 

The greatest threat to our security and to the se­
curity of all nadons is not rhat of a Soviet attack. The 
greatest danger is nuclear war bv accident. I faU to 
see how the Ri!'enhower admi.,;gtra6on'! I"''l:f ..... : ..... "e 
proposal reduce!J that danger. It is, in my iud~m .. nt 
mote 11kelv 1'0 j ncte~~ 11. ~ 



MEMOFOR 
DISARMAMENT 
COORDINATOR 
JOHN J. McCLOY 

by Clarence E. Pickett 

President-Elect Kennedy is to be commended 
for the primacy he is giving to diBll.rmament, both 
in the number of top echelon leaders he is appoint­
ing to deal with disarmament and in the supPOrt 
he will give to the new Disarmament Administra­
tion. However, despite this increa.'led personnel 
and machinery, the U. S. is in danger of retreating 
from its commitment to the goal of comprehensive 
disarmament with inspection. 

If !;lome strategy planners 
have their wa~. the U. S. 
will abandon lts effort to 
end the arms ral.'e. and 
back track to a position 
which seeks: only some form 
of arms limitation. 

Disarmament or 
"Arm! Control" 

Should these advisors 
succeed. the U. S. will give 
up disarmament for "Iarm~ 
control," and the balance of 
terror will ('onUnue under 
the title, j;:stabilized de~ 
terrence." 

The proposal is that we 
negotiate a military posture 
with the Russians in which 
each side would place its 
reliance for security on a.n 
agreed number of relatively 
invulnerable missiles j ny 
200-500 on each side, and 
other equable weaponry. 

While such an agreement 
might formaU~ the missile 
race. it can ha?dly be eon­
strued AS an adequate or 
imaginative response to the 
world's perij. 

Stabilized Deterrenee 
A '"stable deterrent" 

would continue all the 
major hazards of the arms 
race: those of accidental nu­
dear war, escalated limited 
war, spread <1t nuelear 
weapons to o.ther countries 
(diluting the- deterrent), 
continuatio.n of massive re­
search on even more de­
structive weapons tech­
nology ~ with all the psycho­
logical tensions and pres­
sures which now prevaiL 

The proponents of "sta~ 
bilized deterrence'~ abandon 
hope of ending' the arms 
ra.ce" Yet the laws of proba~ 
bility will allow the arms 
race to continue for only a 
finite period without a 
major war by accident O'r 
incident. They are suggest­
ing in effect that the world 
lie down and await the 
inevitable col1i$i(nl, per­
haps postponed by theiT 
formula fo? ttrMturlng and 
continuing the balance o.f 
terror by agreement. They 
apparently prefer this total 
risk to the limited and 
theordieal ?isk of a cO'n .. 
trolled disarm.ment ague­
ment. 

11'1 A.greement Possible? 
Some "arms controllers" 

are not psychologically pre­
pared to accept agreements 
with the Russians l no mat .. 

ter how sound. Some hon .. 
estly feel that a "stabHited 
deterrent" is a step on the 
road to disarmament and 
are naive enoug'h to belie .... 
it is negotiable. 

Some proponents of this 
position are complete pes .. 
simists about the chances 
of getting controlled agree~ 
ments with the Russians, 
and want to give up in ad. 
vance. This pessimism is 
not justified: The Eastern 
and Western eoncepts of a 
disarmament treaty are 
now close in all theIr maj~ 
or provisions; the teAt ban 
negotiations have shown 
Russian commitment. if re­
luctant, to in.-:pection sys­
tems; the Russian negoti~ 
awl'S are reported to be lIn­
der ,pressure ~o achieve di!;~ 
armam~nt agreements be~ 
fore tho Chinese and West 
Germans seeure nuclear 
weapons. 

Limitless Peril 
Other supporters of 

{{arms control' are un'Pre­
pared to face a world in 
which resort to military 
wnfJict is no longer 'Pos~ 
siblet even if safeguarded 
b'y an effective United Na­
tmns peace force, They are 
unwilling to prosecute the 
ideologiea] battle in politi­
cal and ec<}nomic terms. 
They do not have faith in 
the democratic process and 
are afraid the L, S. might 
not win, Tht'y sell their na­
tion short and thus commit 
it to limitless peril, forget­
ting that rCFort to War is 
not feasible even now, and 
that blind reliance on mili­
tary misrht has allowed the 
Communists to "end run" 
the free world in the eco­
nomic and political at"ena 
over and (JVE'r again. 

It i. to be hoped that the 
new Disarmament Admin. 
istrator will evaluate the 
doctrine of harms control" 
for the defeatism which it 
represents, and 'Proceed un­
der forced draft to produce 
worka.ble 'Proposals for con­
troUed disarmament. He 
should set task forces to 
work to detail the tech. 
niques (,)f control for each 
stage of disarmament. 
TheM should {ot"m the bal'­
is for a draft disarmament 
treaty to be presented by 
the U, S, to the U, N, Gen­
end Assembly. 



GOD 
AND THE 
H·BOMB 

by Steve Allen 

A FRIEND recently said to me, "1' m disappointed 
in the response 01 the churches to the problem 
01 nudear weapons. Here we have bombs tbat 

if used will burn millions 01 innocent people alive and 
yet our religious leaders are ignoring the problem." 

My friend was being somewhat unjust. Religious 
leaders ha1/e spoken out about tbe moral questions 
posed by nuclear weapons; the problem is tbat so lew 
people are listening to them. 

The Catholic View 
Pope Pius XII referred to the nuclear arms race as 

"'homicidal, suicidal madness," Furthermore he pointed 
to the specific steps to be taken if the arms race was 
to be stopped; HRenundation of experimentation with 
atomic weapons,. renunciation of the use of such, and 
general control of armaments." 

The Boston Pilot, oldest Catholic newspaper in the 
U. S. A., has editorialized, "We mWt lind some eflee­
tive and immediate measures which will make the 
H-Bomb morally obsolete belore it ever becomes an 
actual instrument of war . , . This is (he great human 
decision of our generation ... America~ the first and 
only nat ion to use the bombJ must now lead the way 
to its bann;ng:~ 

The Proleolant View 
A recent policy statetnent 01 the National Council of 

the Cburcbes of Christ in tbe United States states in 
part: "The United States must persevere in the quest 
ior enforceable agreements to eliminate weapons of 
death and to reduce tbe burden of armaments • _ • Wat 
has never been a morally acceptable instrument for the 
pursuit of national policy ••• " 

The essential immorality of nuclear weapons stems 
from the fact that, unless used on specifically military 
targets, they would cause the slaughter 01 millions of 
children, women, old men, and the already lame. halt, 
and blind. Augustine. Aquinas, Bellarmine and other 
moral philosophers have stated what is obvious: that 
warfare that does not regard the distinction between 
the guilty and the innocent is immoral. 

Today, there is general agreement on this point 
among Protestant, Catbolic,Jewish and humanist mot­
alists. The trouble starts when we recall the threat 01 
Communist aggression. "What are we supposed to 
do?" some people ~k. ~tLie down and let the Commu .. 
nists walk all over us?" 

"Homicidal, Suicidal Madness" 
I wish to put these good people immediately "at 

ease:' If the Russians attack us tomorrow we will 
simply respond in kind, automatically and with a 
vengeance. There will be no pauses for telephone 
calls to the nearest tbeological school lor instructions 
as to what moral restrictions ought to be placed upon 
our military responses. We will simply slaughter mil­
lions of innocent non.Corrununist, Christian Russians 
to get at the few Communist leaders who have attacked 
us. And while we are doing so minions of innocent 
Americans will be incinerated. Perhaps you Can more 
clearly see what Pius XII meant when he called the 
present arms race "homicidal, suicidal madness." 

The way out, obviously, is to attempt to work OUt 

some sort of disarmament agreement with our Com~ 
munist antagonists, an agreement guaranteed by mutual 
inspection. Remember this: experts agree that failure 
to alter the present set of circumstances makes nuclear 
waf' practically &ertain. The question h. not will it 
occur, but when will it occur? Clearly one thing needed 
is an awareness of moral tradition. I wonder how many 
people who believe in Hell have ever asked themselves 
how many souls would be plunged into Hell by a 
nuclear war resulting in, say, two hundred million 
sudden death •. 
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PEACE 
ANDTHE 
PRESIDENT 

by Norman Thomas 

pEOPLE h .... t; .dud blfU "Wut wou&d yOu d .... i.f y01l wen. 
Pftddent O'f the lialted Stated" My ... wet" e::l.preue. .., 

hope lor lome 01 the '''P' ou.r new Pre.ident fRBy lake., 
For mlny month. I blu told audience. that our lifeline to puce 

mu.t be hraided 01 tour nf.nd,: universal disarmament doW'll Ie 
a poUce level ••• trenrlheninl of the UN to provide ahtirl'llti..-e .. 
to', war. pro,fopive diun,l.emeDI from perilou. eDmmltments. IDd 
In inten.ified .cooperative e:eonotnic effort to' tonquer the bitter 
pbverty In whleh two.third, of mankind live. 

UNIVERSAL DISARMAMENT 
I ,bawd m.alll! it .b_Iutel, elM!' tbat oW' .oal i. unlY ... _ 

dltarmament. "Arm. eon,rol" f. adul at • mel!lll' to that .nd. 
but never ••• tll.h.ttlutll lor It. There ean 1M uo Jutin&' 
".table ddeftnt" In • world whim play. wltb weapon. of 
annihilation. UniverfJaJ dbarmement hi t'h,. efl.ential b •• h for 
Ill • • 114 UI>er,y. 

l mould pre.e to tbe werld our iiocl:rilf - and to our people 
the eeoftemie pr.etJetlhiltty ..... of dilMm.ment. by ellablbbilll an 
a,ene, to' plan f()r the ecenemict of tran.ition to .n etonomy Gf 
peace. 

ENDING NVCLEAR TESTS 
I ,houJd hopefull, «U to elou tb. narrow lap en the Dumber 

of irllpectfonl which beld, up alreement to. end uatlear telts. 
Tbil I. eHeDtial to' pre.ent enJulement ef the world's nnclear 
uddde dub. I would alao pre.. for immediate •• teement. to' 
keep outer .plce frM from men'. ttrifti. 

I ,bonld .eek rtilional di.armament asreement. burh aa lholC!l 
,1:read,. lIiped to' neutralise Aualri. and Antarctia} and reviye 
the de Gaulle propo. •• l1 for abolition of farilities for nude.r 
hGmbml. I .houJd in.i.t on "plOrml enr,. ether prutical atep 
to'ward O'ur loaf. whether pretented hy other lo.emmentl er 
rttpOlltl£1e a'de IrGUpe. TO' let and keep dip-em.ment will require 
• Itrellitbenla. O'f the UN and thit will demand more ef the Walt. 
thu rtd'tuee to' Khrnahchev~' plan to' weaken it. I dO'uld urSt! 
.tad, .ltd actjoa to lhi. end .Ioug line. propolled by Ment •• Clark 
and Soha in "''''O'rld PNCe TArou,h World Low .... 

PROGRESSIVE DISENGAGEMENT 
[ .bonld leek the end or alleviation of the many international 

tenaion. whicb tbreaten peao!':e. Progre@iive di!enplement and 
prOlreutve dilarmament mUllt 10 hand in hand. For eumple. the 
ineacapable condition of pea~ it the indu8:icm O'f the effective 
government of China in the UN. leaving tbe fate of Taiwan to he 
&dded ." piebilcite under cenditiona of peace. I IIhould start 
.... ottat1ona te that end. 

t daould UOl onl,. work for .. complete end of coionialilm, hut 
wo loward endins tb& nile by any power 0'1 the ulThory ef ether 
DMIOn.1 for ... Uitary hate.. Alread, IB~ of onr ewn oyenea. 
baae ... by proyokinK fear and hate ameng the people.. do more to 
meliaee SHlaee than prellerve It. 

WAR ON POVERTY 
I Ibould pre!\8: our hoi,. and rooperatiye war on the biner and 

unneeenary poverty ~f lwo.thirda O'r our fellow human beings. I 
.hould be ellpeeially concerned with the right sort of aid to Africa 
and with true hemispheric cooperation with Latin America. 

I should teek in eve,.,. way to advance libeTl-Y (but Dot by 
lhe luieidal meant of war). belinnhllJ with jU8tiee a' home 
and lhe end of onr .hamefu) radal dillcrimi1'lation. 

f bll, who read, and I, .. Iu. .ri,.. hall. IWr .he power or 
OIIJ/II' re'lU1ntibilily 0/ eM Pr."aeru. BII' remember ,hat he 
COfI ... «enfully pre.. flO em.'trucd"e prOllrflm .nlhou. our 
uRdenlftftdinll IIupport GIRd action. 



THE ECONOMICS 
OFPEACE 

by Walter P. Reuther, 
President, International Union, U.A.W. 

PEACE is not just the absence of war. It is an 
assertion of values and a commitment to life­
giving actions. 

J:~ifty ;veal':4 ago an American philosopher under·, 
slood thi, whell he told us we must find a moral 
equiv,,!ent of war. We don't have another fifty 
year, to look.. \\' e lUust release the forces of peace 
soon, before the fOl'ees of war overwhelm us. We 
must prove-Io ourselves and the rest of the world 
-that man's energies can be used for something 
better than war or the preparation for war. 

The communists have the same human reasons 
for wanting to avoid a nuclear holocaust as we do. 
But the communists have another reason to urge 
d;;;,<rmament. Their dogma tells them that our 
way 01 life cannot cope with the challenges of 
~ace, cannot 'fnanage the eco]1o'mic,<; of peace. 

We will know they are wrong when we prove it 
to ourselves. There are over five million jobless 
men and women in this country today. Their idle­
Less is our common 108s. It is a loss that goes 
beyond any economic calculation. It is a moral 
defeat, a rlenial of dignity to free men. 

We must face the fact that peace will bring ad­
ditional problems. Whole inrlustrics will have to 
lJt: reeonvcTlcd or replaced. Hundreds of commu-

nities and millions of individual workers will need 
help to readj ust, to establish new industries, to 
learn new skills, perhaps to move to new homes. 

We are now devoting to major defense pro­
grams over $45 billion per year of our national 
resources. If controlled disarmament becomes a 
fact, we should have programs ready to utilize 
these resources for the meeting of our individual 
and social needs. If we fail to do so they may 
simply be left unused, adding to the burden of 
unemployment and the idle capacity of our plants. 

What are the needs we have to meet! They are 
apparent on every hand. The unfinished business 
of America leaps to the eye and the heart. Our 
industrial centers are deteriorating, our slums are 
still spreading, our schools and our hospitals are 
over-crowded, our rivers are polluted, our soil is 
erod ing, our highways and airports are inade­
quate. Wherever we turn, our human and natural 
resources need the investment of human work and 
care. 

The economics of peace demand even wider 
action. Hunger, illiteracy, and disease on other 
continents claim our attention. Peace cannot Jive 
on an empty stomach. Peace needs jobs and hope. 
We have it within our power-and we owe it to 
onr democratic faith-to lead, not merely follow, 
the revolution of rising expectations. 

We cannot meet these challenges by refusing to 
face them. We need to draw up an inventory of 
our public needs in such vital areas as education, 
health, housing and welfare, with programs for 
meeting them. 

We need programs to teach displaced workers 
new skills. We need special grants to enable some 
workers to move to areas of new employment. We 
need a better system of unemployment compensa­
tion and a strengthened public employment 
service. 

We must have programs to help areaS and in­
dl1l!tries convert from defe""e to peace employ­
ment. We need joint planning with underdevel­
oped nations to help provide development funds~ 
And to achieve these programs we need full con­
SUltation, planning and participation by all the 
major groups in our own country, including man­
agement, trade unions, agriculture and govern­
ment at all levels. 

Nobody claims this mobilization for peace will 
be easy. Is our present condition easy? Ask anyone 
of the 5,500,000 men and women without work 
today. Would nuclear war he easy? Would a per­
petual balance of terror be easY-<Jr possible? 

The question is not what is easy but what is 
best, what is true to our deepest commitments, 
what is necessary and urgent for the preservation 
and enhancement of life. 

The economics of peace is the economics of 
survival. 



SANE stands for 
Permanent cessation of nuclear weapons tests: 

MORATORIUM on tests until a treaty 
is signed. 
INTE_TIONAL AGREEMENT to end all fOTms 
of nuclear weapons tests. 

AOEQUATE INSPECTION to prevent treaty violations. 

RAnFICAnON of treaty by U.S. Senate. 

INCLUSION of an nations. 
Comprehensive and controlled disarmament: 

PHASED in stages of arms control which are 
fair to each nation. 

INSPECTED to deter violations. 

COMPLETE to include all types of weapons 
down to small arms. 

UNIVERSAL to include all nations. 

DISENGAGEMENT of armed forces in tension 
areas through inspected and phased withdrawals. 

PREVENnON OF TNE SHARING of n u dear 
weapons with additional nations pending 
disarmament agreements. 

PLANNING for order]y transition to a 
peace-time economy. 

Strengthened United Nations: 
PERMAMINT PEACE FORCE to discourage aggression. 

STRONGER WORLo COURT to arbitrate 
conflicts and encourage justice. 

UlEof substantial savings [rom disarmament 
in massive U.N. economic development 
programs. 

There is no alternative to peace. 
Clipalld maif today ------------- .... _-- ---

I want to help. Here is my 
mt;mbershl'p contribution for the year: 

o Patron $100 or more 
o Sustaining Member $25 
o Supporting Member· $10 
o Contributing "Member - $5 
$:U.IO o{ each membel'llhip coQllibution mven 
annulil IIllbtcription to SANE·USA. 

] am interested in receiving: 

C Name of nearest 10<:al committee 

NAME 

ADDRESS 

CITY. ZONE STATE 
Make checlr payable. to and mail to: NATIONAL SANE, 

17 EAST 45TH STREET. NEW YORK 17. N. Y. .... 

T 
I 


