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CAPITAL COMMENTARY - Jerry Strope

Summer Doldrums

Work on the legislative program is proceeding
slowly on Capitol Hill this summer. The Congress
took off for the week of Independence Day and
will spend most of August back among the voters,
Efforts to cut back on the projected budget deficit
and infighting with respect to President Reagan’s
tax simplification proposal have been occupying
most of the news these days. But, the real story for
us civil defendersisthat Congressis preparingonce

e
CONGRESS IS PREPARING ONCE MORE
TO REBUFF THE HATCHETMEN
—
more to rebuff the hatchetmen in the Office of
Management and Budget who have torpedoed the
President’s civil defense program. For the second
time, the Congress appears ready to appropriate
more funds for civil defense than the Administration
has requested. The first time was in 1975, just 10
years ago.

Back then, during the Gerald Ford Administra-
tion, the Office of Management and Budget seized
on widespread misuse of civil defense funds at the
state and local levels of government to justify a 15
percent cutback in the funding request to $76 mil-
lion. The resulting uproar caused the Congress to
appropriate nearly $88 million, asmall increase over
the previous year. This year, the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget seized on three consecutive years
of Congressional rejection of the Reagan civil
defense program in favor of small annual real
growth in funding to engineer a 34 percent cutback
from $181 million this year to $119 million for the
year beginning this October. This year's budget
request was similar to that made in the last Carter
budget for fiscal year 1981 but because of inflation
over the years it offers in buying power lessthanthe
Office of Management and Budget proposed in
1975.

Amazed at the turnabout by the Reagan Adminis-
tration, the House Armed Services Committes again
listened to the appeals of state and |local represen-
tatives for relief. Accordingly, an authorization of
about $141 million was recommended and acted
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upon favorably by the whole House. In the Repub-
lican-dominated Senate, the Armed Services Com-
mittee did not hold hearings and dutifuily reported
out the requested $119 million, which was approved
by the Senate. The matter is now before a confer-
ence committee for resolution.

Meanwhile, hearings have been held by the House
and Senate Appropriations Committees. In the
House, the subcommittee chaired by Edward P.
Boland (D-MA) also rejected the full rollback in civil
defense funding. Additions were made to restore
the amounts available for distribution to state and
local governments and other budget changes pro-
posed. The total reported out by the House Approp-
riations Committee was about $135 million. In the
Senate, subcommittee chairman Jake Garn is so far
keeping his own counsel. Insiders feel that he will
recommend the House authorization figure of $141
miilion if it carries the day in conference committee,
In any event, civil defense funding will suffer a cut
but not as severe a one as the Office of Management
and Budget would have liked.

State and local emergency preparedness officials
will take heart that the appeals of their representa-
tives, particularly Lacy E. Suiter of Tennessee, have
had their effect on Capitol Hill. But, in a real sense,
civil defense in these United States is in complete
disarray. The program elements that have felt the
budget-cutting axe are those that would make a
difference in survival under nuclear attack. The state
and local apparatus will survive but little else. The
bottom line is that even if the 1986 appropriation is
the full $141 million authorized by the House it will
be less in buying power than the $88 million finally
appropriated a decade ago.

Rumors are floated weekly that FEMA Director
Louis Giuffrida is resigning. Most of the rumors
seem to emanate from the White House staff. One
leak was reported in the New York Times in June. It
was promptly denied by a FEMA spokesperson. The
leaks from the White House staff continue. At FEMA,
little is happening because of the summer doldrums
and a staff hypnotized by the rumor mill. Amaong the
additional rumors floating around are several re-
garding reductions in force (firings), furfoughs, and
other steps probably necessary to manage a short-
fall in this year's funds. FEMA tried to get a supple-
mental appropriation from Congress and was
turned down. Now, that's a real emergency! |
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Prominent psychiatrist and psychoanalyst Harold Voth warns that
delibarate efforts to frighten the young with tall tales of nuclear terror

is precisely the wrong way to go in a society already tortured with social
upheaval. Dr. Voth calls for facing problems honestly and normally in
ofder to focus objectively on desirable solutions. Here is a refreshingly
penetrating and professional view of what can be done and what must be
avoided in helping an emerging generation to face nuclear

issues responsibly.

THE PSYCHOLOGICAL EFFECT
OF NUCLEAR WAR COURSES

— A discussion of the probable effects nuclear war courses
and classroom exercises are likely to have on young people.

— Harold M. Voth, M.D.*

This article is based on a review
of the materials (curricula) anumber
of groups are distributing through-
out our public school system. The
curricula to which | refer are:

A Day of Dialogue by Educators
for Social Responsibility, Cam-
bridge, Mass.;

T
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attempt to allay the fears and des-
pair of the young by showing that
adults are attempting to solve the
difficult issue of nuclear threat and
war; {2) to help young pecple visual-
ize nuclear reality in a way which is
non-threatening, thereby preparing
them to ultimately set us free from
the threat which endangers the
future of the world; (3) to inform the
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| have elsewhere written and
spoken on the devitalization of
Americat, on the changing Ameri-
can character and the weakening of
the American spirit, and | believe
the topic we are examining today is
another manifestation of that down-
hill process. Inasmuch as the vitality
of a society is a reflection of the
aggregate vitality of its members

Choices, a Unit on Conflict and
Nuclear War, produced by the
NEA and a Group of Scientists,
Cambridge, Mass.;

Crossroads, Quality of Life in a
Nuclear World, produced by Jobs
with Pence, Boston, Mass.;

Other organizations which pro-
duce similar curricula are:

Moral Education Form, Hunter
College, N.Y .,

Facing History and Ourselves,
Boston, Mass.;

Decision Making in a Nuclear
Age, Box 590, Cambridge, Mass.;

The avowed purpose of these
groups is variously stated as: (1) an

6 Journal of Civil Defense: August 1985

young on issues of nuclear war and
military spending and helping them
overcome feelings of helplessness
and powerlessness; (4} to provide a
basis for moral development; (5} to
instruct students on the abuse of
power, cbedience, loyalty, decision-
making and survival as they further
develop their notions of justice, to
learn to reason and think about the
abuses of civil liberties and the
freedom to think. This is an ambi-
tious undertaking to say the least.

Some people believe that the true
purpose of this material is tochange
the student’s attitude and behavior
to conform to the author’s beliefs
about national and international
issues, war, the nuciear threat and
so on. | believe this is a strong pos-
sibility.

- THE WEAKENING

and the way the society is organ-
ized, an analysis of a nation's vitality
must include a careful inspection of
what happens to the young during
their developmental years.

As you know, family life in our
society is deteriorating at a terrify-
ing rate. The divorce epidemicisthe
major factor for this deterioration,
but there is also an exodus of mar-

*Chief of Staff, VA Medical Center, Topeka,
Kansas.
Clinical Professor in Psychiatry, University
of Kansas College of Health Sciences, Kan-
sas City, Kansas

Faculty, The Karl Menninger School of
Psychiatry, Topeka, Kansas.

tMy book: Families: The Future of America,
published by Regnery-Gateway, 940-950
North Shore Drive, Lake Bluff, l{lincis 60044.




ried women from the home due to
economic pressure and a some-
times unsuccessful pursuit of self-
realization and fulfillment.

The developing child pays the
highest penalty for the breakup of
the home, the part-time or the
pathological home. instead of fac-
ing the adult world with courage and
the anticipation of finding oppor-
tunities and fulfillment, he will in ali
probability be impaired with one or
more psychological deficits of vary-
ing degrees of severity. Before he
grows up he will occupy the class-
room. What he experiences there
can have a powerful impact on his
current and future psychological
condition and life adjustment. In-
deed, the teachers can be a marvel-
ous developmental stimulus for the
child or a growth inhibiting or
growth disturbing influence. For
some children, the school experi-
ence is like a psychological hot
lunch which can substantially fill
the inner voids of the child.

The worst possible mental state
for the child is one of despair and
hopelessness. When children are
burdened by these feelings, they do
not learn well nor do they traverse
developmental and social chal-
ienges nearly as well as if they were
cheerful and optimistic. Because
the home life of millions of this
nation's youth is fragmented or in
some instances hardly existent at
all, | am certain many children are
troubled by these heavy feelings.
A good school experience can do
much to counteract these negative
mental states. Ht is therefore impera-
tive that responsible adults not in-
fluenced by defeatism carefully
monitor the events within the school.
Put very simply, & good school ex-
perience can substantially offset a
bad home life.

What | see in these curricuia is a
subtle defeatist stance being touted
to the young, many of whom are al-
ready impaired by their own internal
difficulties. Even the healthiest
child can be adversely influenced by
such material. All that can emerge
from such classroom exercises in an
attitude of hopelessness and defeat.
The very nature of the subject de-
picts mankind at its worst. How can
young children possibly view life
with an attitude of hope after
such exposure?

In addition to the direct impact of
exposure to the most viclent and/or
degraded forms of human behavior

{the Nazi concentration camp), the
tactics or exercises of these pro-
grams will also have a destructive
impact on the child, in my opinion.
The implicit and nearly explicit chal-
lenge which is given to the children

g
A SUBTLE DEFEATIST sgAﬁ*
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as they engage this material is for
them to respond with solutions. It is
human nature to attempt to arrive at
solutions when presented with prob-
fems. Quite expectedly, therefore,
students will attempt to arrive at
solutions. The end point of all of
these exercises is a blind alley for
there are no solutions for the young
to find. The sense of frustration can
only be great for those who take
these curricula seriously. When
there are no sclutions to life’s prob-
lems, despair eventually follows and
then comes a sense of defeat and
depression. | can see no other end
point for those youngsters who are
exposed with this material.

Dr. Harold Moser Voth, World War If
Navy veteran and refired Navy Reserve
Rear Admiral, has for forty years prac-
ticed, taught, written and lectured in the
fields of practical psychiatry and
psychoanalysis. His numerous TV and
radio interviews have dealt largely with
the American family, drug addiction
and sex education. Among his books are
Famiiies: The Future of America {1984)
and one to appear shortly — Dimenslons
of Personality.
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The exercises themselves are
often extremely complex in their
focus; and all of them imply that if
the student doesn't figure it all out,
the bomb will eventually go off.
Children should not be subjected to

Né*‘ﬁ@@wﬁtr@m @u&é %; ;

such nonsense. Their view of lifecan
only be bleak, .in fact, many report
developing feelings of fear and des-
pair after exposure to this material.
Predictably so. Such exercises will
seriously aggravate the sense of
despair many young people already
feel about life.

The following quotes are taken
from the August 1983 issue of The
Phyllis Schlafly Report and iltustrate
the impact of these curricuta on
some youngsters:

“I am very scared — very, very
scared. Because with a nuclear
war you don't have a chance to
survive.”

.. I want to do something with
my life, but who cares about me?
Besides, we're all going to be
blown up anyway.”

“Several students began to cry.
‘No, no,” they yelled, covering
their ears. ‘We’ll all be dead. It's no
use. We're doomed.” ”

“I went into this class planning not
to allow it to change my thinking
toward the arms race and military
spending. However, to my disap-
pointment, at the end of the class,
| have to admit to a degree it has
been effective. My point of view of
staunch need for arms bhas
changed to a wishy-washy feel-
ing.”

| feel as though something | have
had ail my lifé has been taken
away from me, somsthing that
can never be totally restored ... |
almost feel that | need it back be-
cause ! feel so awful without it. We
all, in our struggling humanity,
have to clutch to our eyeballs to
keep out the child light of despair.”

“We probed questions that had
ne right or wrong answers and |
became more and more confused
as to how I stood on several is-
sues.”

“Even in this seemingly perfect
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country we are cruel. We are hate-
ful. We are obsessed with our-
seives.”

“What | did learn will probably
change the way | think and look
on life for the rest of my life.”

It is a well known child-develop-
ment principle any sensitive parent
and/or teacher understands, to not
expose children to learning or devel-
opmental tasks which are too much
for them. Challenge the child, but
do not overwhelm him. These pro-
grams can only overwhelmthe child.

In addition to the immediate des-
pair-generating impact on the child,
I think it is highly probable thatthere
will be other long-range effects of
exposure to this material. Thefirstis
a sense of revulsion to force, and
eventually a reaction to a stance of
passivity. This process which is
technically referred to as “reaction
formation” is applied to the develop-
ment of a trait or attitude which is
the opposite to a feeling, interest or
impulse but which is felt as bad or
unacceptable. For instance, chil-
dren who are exposed to sex pre-
maturely or excessively often turn
into sexless beings or become ex-
cessively puritanical. Hostile im-
pulses and aggression which is be-
lieved to be bad can lead to extreme
passivity of character.
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Bluntly put, these programs can
only scare the wits out of young
people, challenge them with un-
solvable problems, provoke a reac-
tion of despair and hopelessness,
uitimately lead to a sense of hope-
lessness about the future and pos-
sibly result in a reaction to aggres-
sion of any kind. There is nothing
inherently evil about force or
aggression — rather, the purpose
for which aggression is used can be
evil. Children may not and probably
cannot grasp that distinction. Even
mature men and women tend t{o
renounce all aggression after pro-
longed exposuretoit. A few children
might become excessively aggres-
sive as a reaction to this material.

Of course, the nuclear threat to
mankind must be removed, but to
expose millions of children to the
horrors of a nuclear war thereby
promoting a massive response of

8 Journal of Civil Detense: August 1985
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resignation, defeatism, and reaction
formation can only substantially
add to the devitalization of the na-
tion.

Now to state the obvious. If the
world's greatest statesmen are hav-
ing difficuity sclving international
relations and removing the threat of
nuclear destruction, how in the
world can anyone in his right mind
expect children to make construc-
tive contributions to these grave
jssues, especially when such a high
percentage of those children are

o 1Nk THE MlGLeaR o
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already troubled within themselves
and do not live within a solid, secure
home. The most psychologically
secure child freom the most stable
and secure family is no match for the
overwhelming issues being pre-
sented to him. Even the healthiest
children are also very likely to react
with despair. To repeat, the content
of these courses can only lead to
fear, despair and hopelessness.
Those mental states will receive a
powerful reinforcement when the
child fails to produce solutions for
the nuclear threat and the darker
side of man’s nature (Holocaust).

International relations require

_____ rerem
Bees

courageous, strongwilled, reason-
able, rational people to be able to
adequately represent their country.
Had Hitler been properly confronted
early in his reign, World War Il
would probably have been avoided.

The materials | have looked over
seem clearly to me to suggest that
military people are bad and that the
Pentagon is occupied by greedy,
power hungry monsters and that
these elements must be removed
from our society, The protective
function of the military for our coun-
try and other countries is over-
looked. The implication is that if we
will lay down our arms the world will
be a safe place to live and prosper.
Perhaps the world will some day be
such a place, but it is not such a
place now.

It has been noted by very experi-
enced statesmen and military men
that if a nation has asuper weapon it
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will use it if pressed to the wall. The
mass Killing of civilians in World War
[l through bombardment is an
example. Unilateral nuclear disar-
mament assumes the other side
would exercise self-restraint. They
might initially, but the events of
history strongly suggest that use of
nuclear bombs would be emploved
just as improved weaponry has al-
ways been eventually used. The ap-
proach of a gradual bilateral de-
escalation and disarmament makes
much more sense to most experts.

iy

Some historians have attributed
part of ancient Rome’s downfall to
the Christian influence, of the im-
pact of the teaching to love your
enemies, of foregiveness, etc., in re-
lation to the barbarians who were
progressively destroying the em-
pire. This may sound shocking at
first, but bear in mind the Judeo-
Christian principles only work if the
other side is capable of understand-
ing them and willing and able to
respond to them. | am reminded of a
very religious man who attemptedto
demonstrate God's protectiveness
to his small son by thrusting his arm
into a lion's cage. The lion ripped
off the man's arm. Some of our
adversaries are about as reasonable
as that lion.

| think the nuclear dilemma will
be eventually solved. | do not think
we will blow each other up. One
thing | know for certain is that the
negotiations which will eventually
lead to this happy day will never
succeed if we populate our nation
with devitalized people and fill them
with despair about the future during
their developmental years.

We shouid provide gcood family
life, teach our children all we
possibly can as they grow up, so
they can eventually master the chal-
lenge of life. They must learn the
basics first and then the more diffi-
cult field later, after having achieved
the maturity to comprehend them.
Then as adulis they will possess
sufficient courage and knowledge
of the human condition to enter into
negotiations with other nations —
not from a position of passivity, des-
pair, fear and trembling, but from a
position of courage, reason,
strength, competence and hope for
the future. 0




CHINA ANYONE?

Maverick sinologist John E. Bex
wants more Americans to know
what China is all about. Having
made numerous trips there, inciud-
ing the first civil defense visit in
1978, Bex knows the country, knows
the people, knows the administra-
tive and cultural ropes. He now
offers to lead a group on a fact-find-
ing tour of China's cities and prov-
inces. “We've been talking about
China's fabulous urban tunnels for
over two decades,” says Bex, “and a
few curious, thinking Westerners
should want to see them first-hand.
That a country where the average
income is less than 1/100th that in
America can afford to protect its
citizens in styleisareal shocker. Add
to that the seductive magic that
abounds throughout China and you
have a once-in-a-lifetime experience.”

Bex plans his tour for the spring or
summer of 1986, and his itinerary
calls for city-stops in Hong Kong,
Kantung, Datong, Xian, Hobot,
Peking and Tanshun and side trips
into the romantic Chinese country-
side. It is to last about three weeks,
and the estimated cost is four to five
thousand dollars (all of which goes
to actual travel costs and none to
tour “administrative” overhead}.

“Everyone,” says Bex, "will be as-
sured of an outstanding trip expior-
ing the wonders of the central king-
dom from the Great Wall to Tannen-
man Square, the terra cotta excava-
tions of Xian and cave dwellings in
Inner Mongolia.”

Those who may have an interestin
making such a trip may contact Bex
as follows:

John E. Bex, Chief

Executive Programs Division

National Emergency Training Citr.

Federal Emergency Man. Agency

Emmitsburg, MD 21727

As for the size of the tour group,
Bex describes this as “a minimum of
approximately 15 and a maximum of
approximately 25.” 0

Veteran actor and TV performer, John
Houseman, took time from his com-
mencement speaking activities at Get-
tysburg College on Sunday, June 2,
1985, to join two members of the Eisen-
hower Society in placing a wreath at the
foot of Eisenhower's bronze likeness on
the Gettysburg College campus. Pic-
tured left to right: Joseph LaFleur,
Superintendent, Emergency Manage-
ment Institute; John Houseman, and John
Bex, Chief, Executive Programs Division,
Emergency Management Institute.

SHELTER SECURITY e (3)

— Van E. Hallman
TO BUILD A SHELTER?

Whether to move to a safer locality, evacuate in time of emergency, or to
construct a fallout or blast shelter will never be an easy decision. It will usually
be answered by financial necessity and the need to be neara place of employ-
ment. Without the assistance of our government in providing sheltering at the
end of an evacuation route, reliance on that method could be equated to
climbing out on a limb and then cutting it off behind you.

The unreasoning fear that the Soviets have a bomb designated to explode
directly above one’s head is difficult to dispel in a nation in which each person
is considered to be of importance and not merely a servant of the state. How-

" ever, a study of military targets indicates that an average citizen is not likely to

be within a lethal range of a nuclear detonation — if he is inside a properly
constructed home shelter. And that is where the probiem lies. Well con-
structed privately owned shelters, or even the more economicaily feasible
government-sponsored shelters, cannot be wished into place after the start of
a nuclear conflict.

It is the purpose of this column to encourage those persons considering
building shelters to do so without any more delay than is required to insure
that the results are werthy of the effort. Having built a shelter, with mistakes
that | would like others to avoid, | hope to pass along information that | could
not, or at teast did not, obtain in 1972

Some readers may desire to proceed with their plans at a more rapid pace
than this bimonthly article can provide. For their benefit | would like to
suggest that they obtain and digest information contained within two publi-
cations.

The first is Cresson H. Kearny’s book entitled Nuclear War Survival Skills.
Although it may appear to be largely concerned with expedient shelters, it has
a wealth of information that will assist in making any form of sheltering more
efficient and capable of sustaining life. A further description and instructions
on where to obtain the book can be found in the ad at the bottom half of page 3.

The other publication which should be of great value to anyone consider-
ing building a shefter is described in the book review section (page 23) of this
issue of the Journal and is entitled “Nuclear Shelters” by Richard £. Oster.[J

*Van E. Hallman is shelter analyst for the Journal of Civif Defense and The American Civil De-
fense Association. Hallman’'s address is: P.Q, Box 8044, San Bernardino, CA 92412-8044.
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As National Weather Service authorities Becker and Wood demonstrate
in this article, the formidable problems of excessive heat can be largely
mitigated with circumspect evaluation and attention to khown
precautionary and remedial measures. {Similar approaches, of course,
can be applied to other hazards — including thase of modern war —

in order to minimize causalties.)

HEAT: A SUMMER KILLER

— Rodney J. Becker, Program Leader, Public Weather
— Richard A. Wood, Program Leader, Disaster Preparedness and Awareness

A NATIONAL PROBLEM

Heat kills by taking the human body
beyond its abilities, In a normal year
about 300-400 Americans succumb to
the demands of summer heat. Among
the large continental family of natural
hazards, only the cold of winter — not
lightning, hurricanes, tornadoes, floods,
or earthquakes — takes a greater toll.
In the 40-year period from 1936 through
1975, nearly 20,000 people were killed in
the United States by the effects of heat
and solar radiation. In the disastrous
heat wave of 1980, more than 1,280
people died.

And these are the direct casualties.
No one can know how many more
deaths are advanced by heat-wave
weather — how many diseased or aging
hearts surrender that under better con-
ditions would have continued function-

ing.

layers of skin are put into operation. The
hody’s blood is circulated closer 10 the
skin's surface, and excess heat drains
off into the cooler atmosphere. At the
same time, water diffuses through the
skin as perspiration. The skin handles
about 90 percent of the body's heat-
dissipating function.

Sweating by itself does nothing to
ceol the body unless the water is re-
moved by evaporation — and high rela-
tive humidity retards evaporation. Under
conditions of high temperature (above
90 degrees) and high relative humidity
{above 75 percent), the body is doing
everything it can to maintain 8.6
degrees inside. The heart is pumping a
torrent of blood through dilated circula-
tory vessels; the sweat glands are pour-
ing liquid — and essential dissolved
chemicals, like sodium and chloride —
onto the surface of the skin.

S(H-

x EXPOSURE

- RHYSICAL ACTIVITY..

7,0t . HEAT INDEX va. HEAT: DISQRDE;R cma'r}w ﬁ ng‘i’%gﬁw
wHEAT INpEX ¢ 9oss|m.s HEAT nlsoaqens FOR' Paoﬁ;.&m; ;uahmn ’f;?; %?’;
* RISK'GROUPS- 2 ] 5 it L%

180%, OB HIQHEH HEATSTROKEJSUNSTROK,

’ﬂé;ejt ..a*% &* » &wﬁ

- AND'HEATSTROKE POSSIBLE WIT
.E'AND/OF! PHYSICAL. AG‘I‘IVITY

SUNSTROKE HEAT CRAMPS AN
WITH PROLONGED EXPOSURE ND/OR PHYSJC&WAC‘QV' gg% y

' FATIGUE POSSIBLE W1TH PRGLON@EB Exmééu%émﬁﬁm bl

S NS'[R@KE. HEAT‘ CﬁAMF’S;Oh ﬁsAggExﬁ-l@us‘*@@ ﬁl' mg% W‘

e yﬂ* %& %g%

HIG LY‘LI!(:E wﬁ;Hc mrﬁﬁ;dﬁ zé

i ﬁ&”‘

TH, PR q;.ONGEE%

EAT&EﬁXHA’LfsﬂoﬁgdssLBL‘E

Q

North American summers are hot;
most summers see heat waves in one
section or another of the United States.
East of the Rockies, they tend to com-
bine both high temperature and high
humidity, although the worst have been
catastrophically dry.

HOW HEAT AFFECTS THE BODY

Human bodies dissipate neat by vary-
ing the rate and depth of blood circula-
tion, by losing water through the skin
and sweat glands, and as the last ex-
tremity is reached by panting. When
blood is heated above 98.6 degrees the
heart begins to pump more blood, blood
vessels dilate to accommodate the
increased flow, and the bundies of tiny
capillaries threading through the upper
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TOO MUCH HEAT
Heat disorders generally have to do
with a reduction of collapse of the
hody’s ability to shed heat by circulatory
changes and sweating or a chemical
(salt) imbalance caused by too much
sweating. When heat gain exceeds the
level the body can remove or when the
bedy cannot compensate for fiuids and
salt lost through perspiration, the
temperature of the body's inner core
begins to rise and heat related iliness
may develop. Ranging in severity, heat
disorders share one common feature:
the individual has ocverexposed or over-
exercised for his age and physical con-
dition in the existing thermal environ-
ment.
Sunburn, with its ultraviolet radiation

burns, can significantly retard the skin's
ability to shed excessive heat.

Studies indicate that other things
being equal, the severity of heat dis-
arders tend to increase with age — heat
cramps in a 17-year-old may be heat
exhaustion in someone 40 and heat
stroke in a person over 60.

Acclimatization has to do with adjust-
ing sweat-salt concentrations, among
other things. The idea is to lose encugh
water to regulate body temperature with
the least possible chemical disturbance.

CITIES POSE SPECIAL HAZARDS

The staghant atmospheric conditions
of the heat wave trap pollutants in urban
areas and add the stresses of severe
pellution to the already dangerous
stresses of hot weather, creating a
health problem of undiscovered dimen-
sions. A map of heat-related deaths in
St. Louis during 1966, for example,
shows a heavier concentration in the
crowded alleys and towers of the inner
city where air quality would also be low
during a heat wave.

The high inner-city death rates can
also be read as poor access to air condi-
tioned rooms. While air conditioning
may be a luxury in normal times, it can
be a lifesaver during heat wave condi-
tions.

The cost of cool air moves steadily
higher, adding what appears to be a
cruel economic side to heat wave fatali-
ties. Preliminary indications from the
1978 Texas heat wave suggests that
some elderly people on fixed incomes,
many of them in buildings that cannot be
ventilated without air conditioning,
found the cost too high, turned off their
units, and ultimately succumbed to the
stresses of heat.

PREVENTING HEAT-
RELATED LLNESS
Elderly persons, small children,
chronic invalids, those on certain medi-
cations or drugs, and persons with
weight or alcohol problems are particu-
larly susceptible to heat reactions,
especially during heat waves in areas
where a moderate climate usually pre-
vails.
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HEAT WAVE SAFETY RULES .

1. SLOW DOWN. Reduce activity during the heat. Strenuous activities should be reduced, eliminated, or rescheduled to the coolest time of
the day. Individuals at risk should stay in the coolest available place, not necessarily indoors.

2. DRESS FOR SUMMER. Lightweight, light-colored clothing reflects heat and sunlight and heips your body maintain normal temperature.
3. PUT LESS FUEL ON YOUR INNER FIRES. Foods (like proteins) that increase metabolic heat production also increases water loss.
4. DRINK PLENTY OF WATER OR OTHER NON-ALCOHOL FLUIDS. 50 percent greater than the amount dictated by thirst. Persons who
(1} have epilepsy or heart, kidney, or liver disease, (2) are on fluid restriction, or {3) have a problem with fluid retentlon should consulta -
physician before increasing their consumption of fluids.

5. DONOT TAKE SALT TABLETS. Unless specified by a physician. Persons on sait restriction should consulta physmlan beforeincreasing
their salt intake.

8. DON'T GET TOO MUCH SUN. Sunburn makes the job of heat dissipation that much more dlfflcult

7. SPEND MORE TIME IN AIR CONDITIONED SPACE. Air conditioning in homes and buildings markedly reduces danger from the heat.
If acquiring an air conditioner is not economicaily feasible, spending more time each day (during hot weather) ina public air cundltloned
environment affords some protection.

8. DO NOT DRINK ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES. .

KNOW THESE HEAT DISORDERS; THEIR SYMPTOMS AND FIRST AID

HEAT DISORDER SYMPTOMS - FIRST AlD* *
Sunburn Redness and pain, in severe cases swelling Ointments for mild cases. If blisters appear do not break. If
of skin, blisters, fever, and headaches breaking occurs, apply dry sterile dressing. Serious
extensive cases should be seen by a physician.
Heat Cramps Painful spasms usually in muscles of legs and Firm pressure on cramping muscles, then gentie massage to
abdomen. Possibly heavy sweating. torelieve spasm. Give sips of salt water (1 teaspoon perglass)
every 15 minutes for 1 hour. .
Heat Exhaustion Heavy sweating, weakness, dizziness, skin Get victim out of sun, then lie wct;m down loosen clothing,
cold, pale and clammy. Pulse steady, normal apply cool wet cloths, Fan or move victim to air conditioned
temperature, possible fainting and vomiting. room. Sips of salt water (1 teaspoon per giass) every 15
minutes for 1 hour. If. vuctlm vomits — no-fiuids, get medical -
attention. . ]
Heat Stroke High body temperature (108°F or higher); Heat Stroke is a severe medical err'ie_rgency. Summon _
hot, red, dry skin; rapid and strong pulse; emergency medical assistance or get the patient to a hospital
possible unconsciousness. immediately. Delay can bhe fatal. Move. victim 1o a cooler

envireonment, Reduce body temperature with cold bath or
sponging. Use fans and air conditionérs. I temperature rises
again, repeat process. Do not glve fluids. . )

*For more information contact your local American Red Cross Chapter, or better yet, ask to enroll ina flrst aid course.
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Below is the second and final part of The Strategic Defense Initiative
report solicited by the Journal of Civil Defense from Peppino

DeBiaso and Robert Scofter. Civil defense, a vital and integral part of
overall strategic defense, has not been made a part of this study in order
that SDI come in for full focus and analysis. In this article the authors
complete their evaluation of SDI and point to its potential decisive role

in the current world peace equation.

STRATEGIC DEFENSE: RATIONALE
AND IMPLICATIONS

During the first two decades of the
nuclear age it became apparent that
since we could not defend against
intercontinental nuclear attacks, the
best policy was to deter them. To-
day, it is the mistaken belief of many
strategic commentators that since
we must deter, we cannot defend.
This is plainly false. It is the purpose
of this article to investigate the fol-
lowing questions pertinent to any
decision regarding the deployment
of strategic defenses: (a) can strate-
gic defense contribute to strength-
ening deterrence; (b) what impact
will strategic defense have on alli-
ance security and U.S. nuclearguar-
antees; and (c) how might strategic
defenses affect the changes for
eventuai arms reductions?

Why SDI Now?

The present debate surrounding
the Strategic Defense Initiative
(SD1) has obscured the moreimpor-
tant reasons for its resurfacing as a
major policy issue in the last two
years. To many obsetvers, the 1872
Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty
was the final word on the missile
defense controversy. 1t was then be-
lieved by many that Soviet acquies-
cence to limit ABM was an indica-
tlon that the Soviets recognized and
agreed with the West's concept of
strategic stability based on mutual
assured vulnerability (often referred
to as mutual assured destruction, or
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MAD). Many of these same com-
mentators still reject what is now
known about Scviet strategic nuc-
lear doctrine and forces — patrticu-
larly that the Soviets reject the no-
tion of deterrence through the threat
of nuclear punishment.

We can discern three major moti-
vations for reopening the debate con
strategic defenses (1). First, it has
become increasingly apparent that
U.S. land-based nuclear forces,
their command and control links,
and the national command authority
have all become vulnerable to Soviet
nuclear attack. Second, there is irre-
futable evidence that the Soviet
Union has been pursuing an ener-
getic strategic defense program of its
own, including laser and particle

beam technologies. Finally, recent
advances in the technologies re-
quired for effective missile defense
have made such a strategic option
feasible. Since the technologies for
strategic defense were discussed in
the first of these two articles on SDI,
we will focus here on the other two
factors mentioned above (2).

U.S. Land-Based SNF Vulnerability

While President Reagan’s primary
reason for introducing SDI to the
American public was probably
based on his desire to move away
from a deterrence system based on

mutual destruction(3), a key con-
sideration of the Administration
seems to be the anticipation that
during the next decade the Soviet
Union would become far superior to
the U.S. in offensive nuclear wea-
ponry (4). The central problem, as
the administration sees it is that the
Soviets will continue to deploy land-
based ICBMs — probably mobile —,
while the United States finds it con-
tinually most difficult to deploy its
own land-based missiles.

The vuinerability of W.S. land-
based deterrent forces has been
recognized for some time now. The
number of Soviet strategic nuclear
warheads targeted against the U.S.
has nearty doubled since SALT I
was signed in 1979 — from approx-
imately 5,000 to more than 9,000,
and most of these weapons have the
capability to destroy U.S. hardened
ICBM silos. The President’s Com-
mission on Strategic Forces (Scrow-
croft Commission) also recognized
this danger:

While Soviet operational missile
performance in-wartime may be
somewhat less accurate than per-
formance on the test range, the
Soviets nevertheless now prob-
ably possess the necessary com-
bination of ICBM numbers, relia-
bility, accuracy, and warhead
yield to destroy almost all of the
1,047 U.S. ICBM silos, using only
a portion of their ICBM force. (5)

The significance of Soviet counter-
force capabilities is not only that the
Soviets could destroy most of the
U.8. ICBM and bomber force using
only a fraction of their strategic war-
heads, but that the U.S. lacks a
similar capability. Compounding
the problem of credible U.S. nuclear




retaliation is the extensive work the
Soviets have done to date on their
own strategic defenses. Some U.S.
officials estimate the Soviet Union
is at least “a decade ahead” of the
U.S. in ABM technology (6). To be
sure, one of the dangers of the Presi-
dent's research program is that it
overlooks the Soviet short-term
threat by concentrating U.S. re-
search efforts on long-term goals.

Soviet Strategic Defense

The Soviet Union, in contrast to
the United GStates, has always
understood the need for, and pur-
sued a full array of, strategic de-
fenses. While the U.S. drastically

offensive weapons. A recent CIA
study concluded that Soviet stra-
tegic defensive activities were near-
ly five times U.S. outlays in 1970
and increased to twenty-five times
U.S. outlays in 1879. (7)

This increasing Soviet emphasis
on defenses has been squarely
based on the strategic concept of
assured survival — the requirement
of limiting damage to the homeland
to acceptable levels in the event of
nuclear war. Soviet strategic think-
ing embraces the view that the abili-
ty to limit damage to the state, while
conducting offensive operations to
eliminate U.S. retaliatory forces be-
fore they could be launched, will be

£y
A RECENT CIA STUDY CONCLUDED THAT SOVEET S'@AT’E?GK%% %
AYSHey
i%‘fs.%

DEFENSIVE ACTIVITIES WERE NEARLY FIVE TIMES U. S%;;OIJZT
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reduced its research on defensive
systems after the signing ofthe 1972
ABM Treaty, the Soviets during the
same period spent more on strategic
defensive arms than on strategic

a decisive factor in determining the
outcome of any global conflict.
The Soviet Union has approached
strategic defense through multiple
avenues, including directed energy

beam systems, conventional ballis-
tic missile defense weapons, and
mobile surface-to-air missiles
{which are part of an extensive air
defense system) possessing some
capability against strategic and
intermediate range ballistic missiies.
The Soviet military, which maintains
the world’'s only operational BMD
site around Moscow, is now working
aggressively on a nation-wide mis-
sile defense system. The program
centers around BMD systems in-
volving transportable engagement
radars and relpadable high and low
altitude silo-based interceptors, de-
signed to provide a two-layer de-
fense. The Soviets have deployed or
have under construction six large
phased-array radars, designed to
track and target ballistic missiles.
These radars afford the Soviet
Union complete missile warning
and tracking coverage. It is believed
that by the late 1980s, the Soviet
Union wiil be in a position to field a
nationwide missile defense system,
shoufd they decide to do so.

The Soviets have been pursuing
an active program of improving stra-
tegic defenses even to the point of

Figure 1. Strategic Defense Initiative components.
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violating existing arms control
agreements. The construction ofthe
Krasnoyarsk phased-array radar in
central Siberia is the most-clear-
cut violation of the ABM Treaty, and
is the most significant of all Soviet
violations (B). lts associated siting
and orientation impart to it an ABM
capability to track missiles, which is
expressly prohibited by the treaty.
The discovery of these radars,
which take many years to construct,
is significant because they can be
wed to the large scale interceptor
capability the Soviets are develop-
ing, and thus enable them to break
out from the treaty with little warn-
ing.

The Soviet Union has also clearly
violated the provisions of the ABM
Treaty that prehibit the concurrent
testing of ABM and surface-to-air
missiles (SAM) components, and the
tasting of the SAMs against ballistic
missiles, rather than against aircraft
— their intended use. The immense
number of SAMs deployed in the
Soviet Union, and the fact that
they are mobile, make this violation
particularly disturbing.

Moreover, the Soviets are vigor-
ously pursuing directed energy
laser and particle beam technology
for both land- and space-hased mis-
sile defense missions. in building the
infrastructure for a multitiered de-
fensive program the Soviets are in-
cluding the capability tc deploy
space-based directed energy wea-
pons, perhaps as early as the mid
1990s. Secretary of Defense Wein-
berger has warned that a major ob-
jective of the Soviet Union is to
expand its war fighting capability in
space and “achieve a measure of
superiority in that arena.” (9)

The Goals of SDI

Before delving into the strategic
and policy issues surrounding stra-
tegic defense, we must define, atthe
outsset, just what it is we want a
strategic defensive system to do.
The case for strategic defense rests
on the ability of SD! technology,
coupled with our existing offensive
arms, to enhance the eftectiveness
of the U.S, strategic deterrent.

The SDIl is not about fighting
wars, but is concerned with deter-
ring them. The goal of enhancing
deterrence {that is, deterring the
Soviet Union from attacking the U.S.
or its allies) is different from the goal
of protecting 100% of the United
States population from the devasta-
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tion of nuciear war. Both General
Abrahamson, the SDI director, as
well as the Hoffman Study have indi-
cated that the deployment of inter-
mediate options, such as defense of
U.S. land-based strategic nuclear

forces and their command and con-
trol structure, are consonant with
the ultimate goal of the President,
which is effective protection of the
U.S. homeland from nuclear attack
(10). Indeed, since SDI research is
examining ways to destroy nuclear
missiles before they land — regard-
less of wherethey are aimed — there
should be no friction between the
intermediate geoal of protecting U.S.
military assets, and the final objec-
tive of homeland protection, when it
becomes feasible.

Another important goal for SD} is
to facilitate reductions in the number
of offensive nuclear weapons. By
reducing the utility of offensive
weapons, and by reducing the strin-
gent verification requirements for
agreements, strategic defenses
could make arms reductions, on a
vast scale, possible. These two ob-
jectives, enhancing deterrence and
arms reductions, are the criteria by
which we must judge the usefulness
of a bilateral U.S.-Soviet deploy-
ment of strategic defensive forces.

Enhancing Deterrence

The objective of SD! is not to
transcend deterrence, but to pro-
vide a more secure basis for deter-
rence stability. (11) Effective de-
fenses against ballistic missiles
could enhance deterrence by in-
creasing the degree of uncertainty
associated with an attack against
the United States while diminishing
Soviet incentives for a nuclear first
strike.

Strategic defense, by making the
design and execution of any suc-
cessful Soviet missile attack in-
creasingly problematic, reinforces
the uncertainty associated with the
contemplation of aggression and
the likelihood of a favorable military
outcome. Even in the absence of a
100% effective defense, the potential
increase in uncertainty (provided by
more limited forms of SDi deploy-
ment) to a Soviet attack against U.S.
nucliear weapons enhances deter-
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rence. By complicating the proba-
bility of and dangers associated with
a successful attack, strategic de-
fense compels Soviet military plan-
ners to follow a more circumspect
course of action in assessing the
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risks and benefits of military opera-
tions since their goal of “victory”
cannot be assured, As Fred Hoffman
has observed, the “denial of Soviet
ability to achieve the specific mili-
tary objectives of their attack would
contribute powerfully to deterring
attacks by them.” (12} The more
effective the defenses, the more
persuasively the U.8. can fulfill the
“strategic denial” objective.

By strengthening the survivability
of U.S. retaliatory deterrent forces
and the National Command Authority
{NCA) tasked with carrying out the
defense of the United States in the
event of attack, SDI can assist in
reducing first strike incentives
which contribute to nuclear insta-
bility. Active defenses of U.5. nuc-
lear forces, NCA and the command,
control and communications net-
work — all of which are extremely
vulnerabie to Soviet missile attacks
— should reinforce stability by ren-
dering the American deterrent
threat more credible. A vulnerable
strategic force and command struc-
ture encourages preemption, parti-
cularly in a crisis situation, if one
side believes it can gain from strik-
ing first or, conversely, perceives
that the other side may use his {vul-
nerable) forces for fear of having
them destroyed. By enhancing re-
taliatory force survivability, SDI
considerably reduces any “bonus”
associated with striking first. In
other words, strategic defense
diminishes the utility of preemption
or disarming first strikes — an area
which the Soviet Union has heavily
invested in with its ICBM force.

Allied Security

Any assessment of SDI| must
necessarily examine the effect on
current U.S. policy of extending
deterrent coverage to allies, Cen-
tral to the credibility of NATO's
“flexible response” doctrine is the
U.S. strategic nuclsar deterrent.
Deterrence depends on the ability to
persuade the Soviet Union that the



U.S. will ultimately use its strategic
weapons in defense of Western
Europe should NATO conventional
forces and tactical nuclear weapons
fail to stop the Soviet advance. But
mutual assured destruction, and its
requirement that the U.S. homeland
remain completely vulnerable to
Soviet attack, is incompatible with
American security commitments to
its allies.

While the NATO allies have been
reluctant to embrace the strategic
defense concept for fear that it will
undermine deterrence based on
punitive nuclear retaliation, they
should certainly be uncomfortable
with the implications of MAD for
their security posture. While the
United States remains firmly com-
mitted to the defense of Western
Europe, certain circumstances —
such as the vulnerability of the U.S.
homeland and land-based nuclear
forces — have had an adverse im-
pact on the credibility of the Ameri-
can strategic nuclear guarantee. The
growth of Soviet power continues to
erode confidence in the threat of a
U.S. response to a Soviet attack on
our allies. Without strategic defen-
sive forces, the American nuclear
guarantee to defend its NATO allies
in the event of Soviet conventional
or nuclear attack remains in doubt.
It is strategically imprudent for the
United States to place at risk unde-~
fended American assets by strongly
responding to a Soviet incursion
into Western Europe. An American
military response in Europe could
well lead to Soviet escalation (or
threat of escalation) to the strategic
nuclear leval. How is the US. to
credibly and operationaily assure
the security and defense of its
NATO allies when it cannot first

tional forces and/or battlefield nuc-
lear weapons. By improving its con-
ventional deterrent and making its
tactical nuclear weapons more sur-
vivable, NATO could successfully
deny the Soviet-Warsaw pact any
hope of victory: and victory denial is

.the ultimate deterrent.

"There are other respects in which
a transition to strategic defenses
could enhance the defense of
Europe. BMD technologies — in the
form of anti-tactical missile (ATM)
systems —-could address the press-

ing military need to protect allied .

forces, air bases, ports, etc. from
Soviet theater nuclear weapons
such as the 88-21/-22/-23 and the
longer range S8-4/-5/-20. These
technologies could serve as an
intermediate option with more com-
prehensive coverage of Europe in-
corporated into the long range SDI
program. (13)

SDI and Arms Control

Of all the arguments put forth to
oppose SDI, the most often heard is
that it would lead to abrogation or
amendment ofthe 1972 ABM treaty.
Held as evidence that the arms

control process works, anything
that might endanger the treaty is
thought to be contrary to the inter-
ests of the United States. This argu-
ment assumes that the restraints im-
posed by the treaty on defensive
systems have contributed to strate-
gic stability and the primary goal of
arms control: the prevention of
nuclear war.
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defend itself? Thus the Europeans
have to ask themselves not whether
SD! will decouple the U.S. from
Western Europe's defense, but
whether they are already decoupled.

With the U.5. defended, the threat
of strategic nuciear war declines to
the point where the balance of de-
terrent effect would shift down the
scale of potential violence in favor of
conventional forces. A Soviet Union
unable to credibly escalate to the
strategic level, must now pilan to
win the war in Europe with conven-

When the United States signed
the ABM treaty it established a
linkage between offensive and de-
fensive arms limitations. By the
logic of the treaty, ifthe U.S. placed
a cap on its defensive forces, there
would be no need for the Soviets to
increase their offensive capabilities.
Hence, an "arms race” could be pre-
cluded and the "action-reaction”
arms cycle broken.

Ambassador Gerard Smith, head
negotiator for the U.S. at SALT |,
made the following unilateral state-

ment on May 9, 1972, two weeks
before the treaty was to be signed:

Both sides recognize that the

initial agreements would be steps
toward the achievement of more
complete limitations on strategic
arms. If an agreement providing
for more complete strategic of-
fensive arms limitations were not
achieved within five years, U.S.
supreme interests could be jeo-
pardized. Should that occur, it
would constitute a basis for with-

drawal from the ABM treaty. (14)

Unfortunately for the United
States, instead of limiting its strate-
gic nuclear offensive capabilities,
the Soviet Union substantially in-
creased the tempo of follow-on
ICBM programs after SALT: four
new missile systems — S8-16,
§8-17, §8-18, and SS-19 — were
found to be in an advanced stage of
testing by early 1974.

Since Soviet capabilities today
threaten the pre-launch survivability
of U.S. land-based deterrent forces,
the standards for U.S. support of the
treaty have not been met, thus pre-
senting the U.8. with both a strate-
gic and arms control rationale for
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reconsidering the ABM treaty.

The relevance of the ABM treaty
must be considered inthe context of
today’s strategic environment, the
salient feature of which is the capa-
bility of Soviet ICBMs to place at risk
U.S. strategic forces. Early arms
controi theory assumed that both
sides would avoid just such a capa-
bility. Stability was assured, goes
the theory, because neither side
was denied the ability to retaliate
and inflict catastropbic societal
devastation; thus there would be no
incentive for either side to procure
more offensive weapons. The Soviet
Union, despite the ABM treaty,
never subscribed to deterrence sta-
bility in those terms, but sought in-
stead the means to limit damage to
the Soviet homeland with both
active and passive defenses as well
as with the capability to eliminate
U.S. retaliatory forces before they
could be launched.

Instead of responding with a
knee-jerk reaction to preserve the
ABM treaty at any costs, opponents

(Continued on page 28)
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Physician Max Klinghoffer is president of Doctors for Disaster
Preparedness and has over 40 years experience in disaster medicine.
He was for 17 years chief of disaster services at O'Hare International
Airport (the “world’s busiest”). He is author of Trilage Emergency Care
Handbook (see review on page 22).

PSR:

WHY IT IS WRONG

— AND WHY IT MA
BE DEAD WRONG

— Max Klinghoffer, MD

Several years ago a group of doctors {(and others), under the leadership of a woman physician, revived an organi-
zation with the strange name “Physicians for Social Responsibility” (PSR). Its goal, ostensibly, is to bring about
disarmament, and thus prevent war. lts members have also branched out into other areas, some equally simplistic
in their approach. Among other goals, they have proposed: the elimination of mining for radioactive materials; the
termination of nuclear reactors as a source of energy; a major reduction in medical uses of X-ray; a reduction in the
use of isotopes in diagnosis and treatment; and the defeat of President Reagan in the last eiection.

Their voices have been emotional, strident, and threatening; but short on facts.

Along with the appeal for disarmament, some members of Physicians for Social Responsibility have sought to
portray the United States as the villain in world affairs, and the Soviets as the persecuted and benign victims of
American aggression.

Physicians for Social Responsibility has used its considerable influence to stop progress for disaster prepared-
ness in this country. When it has been confronted with this, it has stated lamely that it would in fact help if there were
a natural disaster. But it plously refuses to encourage or to support any medical training for nuclear disaster. Some-
how, in its twisted thinking, it manages to stigmatize those casualties which might result from nuclear war.

When the Federal Government made a formal request that the hospitals in the United States set aside, on paper,
a certain number of hospital beds for the sudden influx of military casualties, PSR immediately came out in opposition
to this program, using the tenuous excuse that such a plan would encourage nuclear war!

For a time, the Military Hospital Contingency Plan was in limbo, due largely to the resistance by PSR. PSR publi-
cations triumphantly wrote up this series of events and proclaimed a victory. What a victory! To know we will not be
able to care for our wounded in the event of a sudden attack (conventional or nuclear).

All of this coordinated resistance to disaster preparedness leads to a few questions: Why is PSR so adamant
against preparedness for nuclear war or nuclear terrorism? Are the members of PSR simply so naive as to think their
entreaties will indeed curb the warlike intentions of hostile dictators? Are some of the members of PSR just chronic
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“followers” who will support any movement which is presented on an emotional level? Or are some of the core leader-
ship of PSR consciously setting out to make America vulnerable to nuclear blackmail?

ft is childishly unrealistic to imagine that any potential enemy of the United States is going to lay down its arms
just because PSR pleads with it to do so. And even if other nations were “disarmed” how could we trust them to abide
by their promises? Even if it were possible to check on the existence of nuclear weapons, it would not be possible
to check on the components of such devices.

But for the moment, and for the sake of argument, let us suppose the superpowers did come to an agreement,
and suppose all parties were free to inspect the arsenals of other nations. Would that eliminate the danger? The
pacification of the superpowers can no longer be considered a guarantee of peace. The scope of and extent of
modern weapons is such that the smallest nation may be athreat to the larger countries and thus to the world. It would
be impossible to police all the nations.

A brief look at recent history tells us the dangers we now face. In the past few years, violent terrorist groups have
caused unprecedented devastation. In 1944 and 1945 we learned that it is all but impossible to stop a fanatical,
determined enemy, if he is willing to give his life to accomplish his goal. Thus, the kamikaze attacks devastated our
naval forces in the last days of the Pacific campaign in World War 11,
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Recent attacks by terrorist groups, such as that carried out with atruck bomb, in Beirut, have demonstrated that a
fanatical foe, indoctrinated with a pseudoreligion, can wreak havoc and can kill large numbers of the “infidel.” For
leaders who govern such countries as Iran and Libya, this approach is the “economical” way to wage terrorism. It
amounts to gambiing the cost of the explosives, the vehicle, and the life of one man; against the possibility of killing
and wounding hundreds of Americans. It is, for the terrorists, a good gamble against “Satan America.”

Now project the current situation into the future. The terrorists have found that, using conventional explosives,
and at very little cost (since they place so little value on human life) they can kill over two hundred of the “infidel.”
The terrorist who died in this attack is glorified by his “religious” leaders, as were the terrorists involved in the Olympic
Games massacre, and other such murderous attacks. Think of the celestial credit which would accrue to the man who
exploded a nuclear device in “enemy” territory! If we try to follow the distorted thinking of these violent cultists, it
can only be a matter of time before they carry out such a widescale terrorist attack. This may be complicated further
by the use of chemical or biological weapons.

Even if we could discount the possibility of war between the superpowers, it is likely that more terrorist attacks are
imminent. (And what are terrorist attacks, after all, but undeclared war in a limited theater of operations?) Still, PSR
urges us not to prepare. If we continue to follow the PSR recommendations, we are going to suffer casualties far in
excess of what we might expect with reasonable preparedness.

Yet, the two greatest deterrents to war may very well depend upon disaster preparedness. Such preparedness
(as the Soviets are even now carrying out) would make any potential aggressor realize the United States is not easily
“neutralized.” And, as a corollary, we would then be in a position to launch a counterattack. if the only way to prevent
war is by the threat of retaliation — so be it!
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But there is still another argument for preparedness. If we are faced with nuclear war, or nuclear terrorism, or
simply large scale natural disasters, it is our obligation as a civilized nation to render all possible help to the victims.
Anything less is barbaric. ‘

The United States could be defeated due to its failure to prepare. Or it could be subjugated by nuclear blackmail.

is this what the leaders of Physicians for Social Responsibility want?

And if so, why?

Dr. Klinghoffer, holder
of the coveted Judo
“Black Belt” now writes
and lectures from his
home base in the
Florida Keys.
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LOS ANGELES AND HOLLYWOOD BECKON
TO TACDA 1985 SEMINAR PARTICIPANTS

Dream-World Setting Combines With
Blue-Chip Agenda in Early November

Not only will participants at
TACDA's 1985 seminar in Los
Angeles be riding the frosty wake of
an exciting and controverslal strate-
gic defense year — they’'ll find that
FACT, for a changse, has been gain-
ing the upper hand over FABLE. A
real turnabout wherein disinforma-
tion has been taking some richly
deserved hard knocks.

Featured on the first day for in-
stance (November 4th) will be a
Nuclear Winter critique panel that
will bring together four of America’s
foremost experts on nuclear wea-
pons effects in an hour-and-a-half
give-and-take presentation. Moder-
ating the pane! will be strategic anal-
yst Nancy D. Greene, president of
the Women’s Institute of International
Relations and of the Independent
Research and Information System.
Also on the panel will be nuclear
scientist Carsten Haaland whose
studies and presentations on nuclear
weapons phenomena are legend;
Cresson Kearny, author of the wide-
ly-read Nuclear War Survival Skills
and unsettling opponent of Soviet
scientists at the Erice, ltaly Inter-
national Seminar on Nuclear War,

Greene Schuman

— A Journal Staff Report

Dr. Howard Maccabee, who has ap-
peared on the lecture platform, on
radio and television and in debates
from coast to coast these past three
years setting the record straight on
the Nuclear Winter story (he has the
distinction of holding a doctorate in
nuclear engineering and being at
the same time a physician); and Dr.
Conrad V. Chester, Chief of the

Emergency Technology Program at
QOak Ridge National Laboratory. Dr.
Chester is now completing an ex-
haustive and authoritative study on
Nuclear Winter.
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The blue-chip agenda just begins
here. Guest of honor Dr. Edward
Teller, H-bomb architect, will deliver
the banquet address on November
5th. Others appearing during the
two-day series of presentations in-
clude Bruce Herschensohn, former
White House staff executive, current
popular TV political commentator,
and likely 1986 opponent of Demo-
cratic Senator Alan Cranston; Gen-
gral Daniel O. Graham, space de-
fense pioneer, founder and director
of High Frontier, and former direc-

tor of the Defense Intelligence
Agency; Sam Cohen, inventor of the
Neutron Bomb and tireless cam-
paigner for an effective American
homeland defense; Dr. Eugene P.
Wigner, nuclear scientist, Nobel
laureate and for over twenty years
chief American promoter of civil de-
fense; and Tomas Schuman, former
Soviet disinformation programmer,
defector to the West, and today a
dramatic voice warning America of
forces that conspire to destroy it

The list continues and includes
John Fisher, President of the influ-
ential American Security Council;
Reed Irvine, publisher and editor of
the challenging Accuracy in Media;
Dr. William Van Cleave, prominent
defense analyst, educatorand presi-
dential advisor; John H. Darrah,
Senior Scientist and Technical Ad-
visor for Headquarters NORAD/
ADCOM and Space Command; Dolf
Droge, political analyst from the
White House Office of Public Liai-
son staff; Dr. Gerald W. Johnson of
TRW's Senior Technical Staff, for-
merly Assistant Secretary of De-
fense for Atomic Affairs, Associate
Director of Lawrence Livermore

Teller Hersch ensohn
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National Laboratory and DOD SALT Among the November 5th fea- banquet has been designated as a
Il negotiator; Dr. Max Klinghoffer, tures will be a special “Star War or TACDA benefit function with special
president of Doctors for Disaster Star Peace” (Strategic Defense Ini- guests coming from the aerospace
Preparedness and author of the new tiative) panel monitored alsc by community. Tickets for the banquet
book Triage Emergency Care Hand- Nancy Deale Greene. only (including reception} will be
book; Amoretta Hoeber, Deputy e — $100. However, seminar partici-
Undersecretary of the Army and CIVIL DEFENSE SUMMIT pants’ registration fees cover the
author, with Joe Douglass, of Soviet Pe banquet at no extra cost. Master of
Strategy for Nuclear War; and The November 5th banquet cere- ceremaonies for the banquet will be a
Charles Wiley, maverick writer, lec- monies will include several civil de- top Hollywood celebrity — Charlton
turer and foreign correspondent fense awards, will feature Holly- Heston, Steve Allen or Lorne Greene

who in reporting from “hot spots” wood entertainment and will climax {husband of Nancy Greene).
has served time in a number of com- with Dr. Teller’s address, “World Following past seminar policy the
munist jails. Without War — Is It Possible?” The exhibit hall will be adjacent to the
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Wiley

Johnson

conferencs hall and will ptay an inte-
gral part in seminar activities. All
coffee breaks and the welcome re-
ception will be held there.

All seminar activities will be cen-
tered in the Hyatt's Grand Bailroom
complex located on the Hyatt's
second floor. Seating capacity with
the complex opened to its full width
is 1,000. This arrangement will be
used for the November 5th banquet.

The seminar proper, taking up full
days on November 4th and 5th, will
be preceded on the evening of
November 3rd with a “welcome re-
ception” and will be followed on the

morning of November 6th by
TACDA business meeting.
'FOR TACDA 'SEMINAR-REGIS-"

vTﬁml‘QN AND HYATT HOTEL"
:;RES”ERVA*‘T,!ON FORMS PLEASE
SEE+ TOP: ANb BOT'-!T M.‘OF
" THIS, PAQE L

""'hw“- K 3

One special feature on November
5th will be the display (and testing
for those so desiring) of the Los
Angeles “earthquake machine,” a
specially-equipped and engineered
vehicle that provides adventurous
passengers with a realistic earth-
quake expenence This and other
back-up services will be provided
by Michael Regan, Los Angeles Civil
Defense Director.

Preceding the TACDA seminar on
November 2-3 will be the Doctors for
Disaster Preparedness (DDP) sem-
inar on November 2-3 {see page 21
for details).

The TACDA seminar early regis-
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HYATT AT LOS ANGELES AIRPORT
— A HOTEL THAT “HAS IT ALL”

Perched at the head of amile-long
chain of luxury airport hotels the
Hyatt at Los Angeles Airport domin-
ates the dramatic scene — and well
deserves to. Continuous compli-
mentary bus service links the popu-
lar Hyatt at tess than five minutes
from the airport terminal.

Restaurants and bars, dining and
dancing, rental car service, shops,
you name it, the Hyatt has it. Over-
looking the Los Angeles airport, the
Hyatt sits above the airport traffic
but is tightly sound-proofed (double

windows, etc.} so that no traffic
noise penetrates. A one-word des-
cription: plush.

Rooms at the fastidious Hyatt are
priced at $95 up, but the special
conference for TACDA (and DDP)
offers seminar participants single
or double rooms at $55 each.

“We're geared specifically for
conferences like yours,” points out
personable Hyatt representative
Tom Ragan. "We want meetings like
yours, and we like them, and we
want you to like the Hyatt — and we
know you will.”

Tom is right. The TACDA seminar
is in very good hands. (]

tration fee (for those registering Q*‘ NI T T gﬁ‘i wle e o
prior to October 21st) has been set _ 4 tlﬁlgg@ @; [ﬂouyfg %ﬁ‘&g&n’\& @ﬁ@ﬁaﬁn’g
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seminar sessions, free access to the
exhibit area, etc.

Late registration (October 21st
and beyond) will be $155.

The theme selected for the semin-
ar is "World Without War.”

For further information contact
TACDA at P.O. Box 1057, Starke,
Florida 32091 (or phone: 9804- S ‘
964-5397). o oL ht
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for assessing medical problems in Special emphasis. will: be [o2F g%i: Nuclear Terrorist Scenario:

terrorist incidents and effective
medical response. An agenda
designed to tackle and Analyze these
incidents and to suggest problem
solutions is now in the final stages of
preparation.

One of the key authorities who
has been contacted for a seminar

on the anticipated use ‘of small;» q¥c T
lear weapons by terrorists; possiple gﬁi‘
casuaities and damages ’kandagthe“%’;
intensive planning and ’tralnlngw;rzltM%i
is necessary to best.expldit res Q sy
and recovery. Here casuait;essma%h% “%
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December 22, 1986, New York
City — a 2-KT “satchel” bomb ex-
plodes atop a 10-story building.

Death, destruction and agony |«
Is it |3
possible? If sg, what can be done |,

reach out a mile and more.

to prevent it? Would medical res-
How?

ponse planning help?
DDP’'s seminar diagnoses the |,
threat, prescribes remedial ac- |
tion, therapy.

You're invited to attend.

occurred in major hurncarges e

quakes and floods iri ‘Asia); can, be’** ¢
anticipated. Sophxstlcgied aﬁdfcoera “2;: |
dinated intervention fprocegure@tﬁ? BHE
medical and rescue steams, AL S

therefore be m place: andﬁys%%tio By

presentation is Dr. George Key-
worth, National Security Advisor {o
President Reagan. Others include
leading officials responsible for
medical response and medical res-
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REVIEWS

TRIAGE EMERGENCY CARE
HANDBOOK, by Max Klinghoffer,
M.D. Published by Technomic Pub-
lishing Company, Inc., 1985 191
pages; 121 illustrations. Glossy
paperback, 7-in. x 9-in. format. $25
{$19 special price to Journal of Civil
Defense readers prepaid).”

— Reviewed by Kevin Kilpatrick

Requests and suggestions from
those who have read all or part of the
"Triage — Emergency Care” series
in the Journal of Civil Defense (June
1981-April 1984) are responsible for
the release now of the new volume
Triage Emergency Care Handbook.

in graphic and simple terms, and
with copious illustrations, the
author presents lifesaving treatment
for emergencies that daily result in
neediess deaths everywhere. Access
to Triage Emergency Care Hand-
book by those responders near acci-
dent scenes would in many cases
provide them with the guidance and
cautions required to be successful
Good Samaritans, to contribute with
informed expertise to the saving of
lives.

A comment by veteran airline pilot
Captain John X. Stefanki (recently
retired) perhaps best describes
reaction to the book by those faced
with the possibility of emergency
medical action:

“On board overseas and domestic
aircraft response to medical emer-
gencies is the job of the flight crew.
Doctors, nurses, paramedics or
rescue personnel are not aiways on
board. The plane crew must often
respond to everything from a head-
ache to a heart attack. My reference
for meeting medical emergencies in
flight has been a set of Dr. Max
Klinghoffer's ‘Triage — Emergency
Care' articles. His illustrated cover-
age of emergency childbirth, for
instance, is a lucid description of
what steps the laymen should take
in contending with this kind of inci-
dent. Now that Dr. Klinghoffer's
series of articles is a book it would
be good if it were available for refer-
ence aboard every commercial air-
liner — or anywhere else adequate
medical care may be remote. It's
literally worth its weight in gold.”

Places where adequate medical
care may be remote include factor-
ies and businesses, schools, camps,
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boats, the highway,

restaurants,
stores, public gatherings, churches
and — of course — the home itself
{where most emergencies occur}.

Comment: Cof
Ph.D., MDD
"Dr Klinghoffer'

Triage Emergency Care Hand-
book is the latest in a number of
Klinghoffer publications and many
magazine articles. “Dr K" — as he is
affectionately referred to — has 45
years of first-hand emergency medi-
cal experience, including World War
Il combat, air rescue, and medical
response to mass casualty inci-
dents. Add to that his service as
instructor and lecturer in the emer-
gency medical field and to Ameri-
ca's professional medical organiza-
tions.

His active retirement in the Florida
keys how sees him challenging the

federal government to give proper
emphasis to medical disaster res-
ponse — in all disasters.

Triage Emergency Care is un-
commonly good reading. A unique
Klinghoffer sense of humor makes
the book sparkle.

Th|s book e |‘ntended prlmanly asa
guide for the average citizen without
“medical, training’ and as a‘resource
-Book for lay. personneél’ who gan
gxpect to -be; fgced™ with medical
‘emergencles( - The *purpose, js to
enable the, average gitfzen to provide
|mmedlate care-for hrmseif and.for
others until medical ¢ car isavailable.
The book may &150 be:of elptothoée
~|nvolved in tralmng colrses. The
' mlent is to provide Basic information
which maybe &t help in-disasters or
:.acpadentsofanyk;nd m!lltaryornon-
‘military . ,
. The authowan : c@ -workers are
opposed to-war.’ tgtpgy do notfeel
‘that, should war (or terrorism);come
0. the “United: St@tes,; casualties
ishould be stigm tlza hecause they
are_ injured «gsa’ result of mllitgiry
_actlon Qr terrprism « ..

*Triage Emergency Care Handbook may be
ordered from: Technomic Publishing Co.,
Box 3535, Lancaster, PA 17604, Special
prepaid price to Journal of Civil Defense sub-
scribers: $19. (Regular price: $25.)



A DEFENSE THAT DEFENDS, by
Daniel O. Graham and Gregory A.
Fossedal. Published by Devin-Adair,
Old Greenwich, CT 06870. Hard-
back, 152 pages, 1985. $17.50.

— Reaviewed by Walter Murphey

The United States, President Rea-
gan, John and Jane Doe are uncom-
monly lucky. Retired Lieutenant
General Daniel O. Graham, after a
long and brilliant military career {he
headed the Defense Intelligence
Agency)} could be plying the coastal
fishing waters and golf courses of
Florida — a retreat he richly de-
serves. Instead he has elected to
continue to do battle in the interests
of his country's survival and in the
interests of peace. And it ain't easy.

In his latest book, A DEFENSE
THAT DEFENDS, Graham teams up
with young Gregory A. Fossedal to
hammer home the message that
America can be defended, should be
defended, and by God will be de-
fended!

Fossedal founded the Dartmouth
Review in 1980, later wrote for the
Wall Street Journal and The Wash-
ington Times and worked for the
Reagan Administration.

Three quotes from the hook put it
in perspective for the reader. In the
introduction Dr. Richard V. Allen
(formerly Reagan’s National Secur-
ity Advisor) says:

“This book is a threat to conven-
tional wisdom because it is a book
that urges us to adopt a policy of
strategic defense, a policy that will
result in an actual shield against
nuclear attack. This notion has been
embraced by President Reagan, and
that alone is enough reason for
arresting our attention.”

General Graham addresses the
TACDA seminar in Los Angeles
on November 5th. His subject:
“High Frontier — A Defense That
Defends.”

On a page devoted to comments
about the book Congressman Jack
Kemp (presidential possibility for
1988) remarks:

“Graham and Fossedal present
the case for a true defense against
nuclear war . . . that is simple and
accessible for the average reader,
yet compelling and challenging for
the weil-versed strategist. At long

last, the great defense debate turns
to ... defense, not destructicn.”

And Graham and Fossedal intheir
chapter “From Space, A True De-
fense” state:

“Conventional wisdom has it that
there can be no defense against
nuclear weapons. That a ballistic
missile, once in flight, is indestruc-
tible. That bombers and submarines
cannot be destroyed, at least not if
they are armed with strategic wea-
pons. That cities cannot be pro-
tected. That civil defense is futiie . ..
simple historical and technological
perspective ought to suggest that
this idea is ludicrous.”

Space defense is enjoying its first
successful tests, and of course this
is terrible news to aggressors bent
on world conquest. Efforts to con-
vince the gullible that “star wars”
will be the end of the world are in
full swing.

A DEFENSE THAT DEFENDS isa
red, white and blue challenge that
effectively spikes such disinforma-
tion.

It needs to be read by all.

REFUGEE — U.S.A. {Nuclear Shel-
ters), No. 4 in "The Civilian Survival
Series” by Richard E. Oster. Pub-
lished by Survival Ink, 914 Pinehurst
Dr., Ariington, TX76012. 100 pages.
Paperback. 1985. $10 (including
postage and handling — in Texas
add 44¢ tax.)

— Reviewed by Van E. Hallman.

This is an ideal book for any per-
son desiring to construct a home
shelter but confused about where
to begin. It should also intersst any-
one that is contemplating contact-
ing a shelter consultant or construc-
tion company and would like to be
more knowledgeable on the subject
prior to the first meeting.

“Nuclear Shelters” contains infor-
mation on fallout and blast shelters
ranging from above-ground expedi-
ent to reinforced concrete perma-
nent configurations for family pro-
tection.

in addition to shelter construc-
tion, the book provides general
information on shelter equipment.
Of particular interest is that dealing
with various types of blast valves
and a “yielding membrane” blast

door being developed by personnel
at the Oak Ridge National Labora-
tory.

Woell worth the price. Should con-
stitute a ready reference for anyone
involved with the study of family
sheltering against nuclear weapon
effects.

EMERGENCY RESPONSE TO
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS [NCI-
DENTS by Dennis R. DePol and
Paul N, Cheremisinoff. Published
by Technomic Publishing Co., Inc,,
851 New Holland Ave., Box 3535,
Lancaster, PA17604. 121 pp (text 84
pp. appendices, definitions, etc. 37
pp). Soft cover $19 ($15 each fortwo
or more).

— Reviewed by Don Hanks.

Some of the pre-FEMA emergen-
cy managers propagated a myth
that local government civil defense
— i.e., a reasonably comprehensive
preparation for military attack —
would automatically insure capabili-
ty to respond effectively to any of a
growing number of hazardous
materials incidents.

Civil defense officers, as they
gained experience on the local firing
line, soon found they needed spe-
cialized knowledge of the hazards
and special skills to reduce the
damage and save lives.

This booklet by the Matheson
Company's Dennis R. DePol and
Paul N. Cheremisinoff of the New
Jersey Institute of Technology is
apparently the latest (1984). Itis con-
cise yet comprehensive, virtually a
condensed textbook, describing the
relevant laws and regulations, out-
fining contingency plans, promoting
safe evacuation, and categorizing
procedures to control leakages of
toxic gasses and fluids, radioactive
materials and industrial explosives
(which is as close as it gets to wea-
pons), and PCBs, one of which is far
more lethal than cyanide.

Like any good guide, this tells
what to do and when and where —
and if more expertise is required, the
industries’ eight major guidance
centers {the best known is Chem-
trac) are listed with their 24-hour
phone numbers.

The book will rate among the
better of its kind.
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Golden Tréang!e Chapter -
Coiumbus. MS ;

Editor, Journal of Civil Defense:

Our country is present!y divided on a very important issuel There are those of us who feef
defanded America is a must, both on the iocal siate, and especnally en the naticnal- ieve’

baen the exact opposite. The lessons of hastory are very p!am

In England, before Wortd War 13, Prime Ministar Nevilie Chamberldin, tried io cc)nvmce he ngjis )
was of no real threat; that negotiations were all that was needed. W:nston Churcmil i 155
we all know the outcome of that controversy = zt 5 called Wor{d War i,

in the 1960s, during the Kennedy administration, Mr Gromyko leading Sowet UN représ >
that a defensive “cover” could be the key to successfm agreements on offenswe weapons,r

" to contemplate a first sirike. Today in the 1880s, M. Gromyko argues that defensive system ¥
stumbling block to arms controt, threatenmg als fll‘St strike and “destabllizing" the bai né
initiating & new “arms race’in space

Inihe 19603, the Russians pushed nhard the idéa, of busiding: & defense system an
designed and put in place neither the USSR nor the USA would evét again: Have,
attack. Now in the 1680s, with the US pushing strongly for the. deveiopment of
Russtans have completely reversed themselves and are spendmg mllnons of: doi
public that DEFENSE is not in our best intersst.

,,,,,,,,,,

g Today aur Congress is consadermg cutting: back ouf natlonal defense ; ;
‘budget by nearly forty percent.: Thjs means that our defense postur w;ll suffe graﬁﬂ

techno!ogy we're exploting.”

All of us are well aware that there is a budget def:crt and thaz euts
defense must always refiain a strong prarity. Thergfigs i B
strong national defense. We cannot sver-aliow-obr nation 1o'he W akeite
strang, well-defended and we.f!-proracred nauon We’ owa :
---generatlons that wul follow:us.” )

: negonators at the Sowet—American talks m Qene
- 'should:make clear our view that investment-in f n& by pol : o
" “mioral-ahd sane-approach to geeytity then continuad-inve! Y nsiveitoregs: . W : 5
~rely for deterrance solgly Upon A 'threat to: anninildte’ mm!en of. 0\?

| state of affairs for clvihzed bemgs, Americam a,n Sa i

_oft the nuclear treadmill.”

Bitlio A. Wasng,
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Charles [ Badley, President

The American Civil Detense Doctors for Disastar Preparedness
Assocr‘aﬁon

Mr. Thomas Reutershan, Director

Nationa/ Disaster Medicat System
Departmens of Heatth and Human Sertvices
200 rndependence Ave, S.w.
Washr'ngton,D.C. 20201

Dear My, Reutershan:

le act. Your views in this matter are diametrically Opposed to th
your admr‘nistration.

You have expressed thege Views repeated|y.

This policy — tqo atlow oy Citizens tg rem
Unconscionape, For a pubfic offic
slaughter With no effo

ain fully exposed o g Nuclegr attack — jg
ial to turn hig back on the prospect of mass
rt to minimize j is simpty Nonfeasance in office,

You owe it to your Party, to your administraﬁon and Prersonalt
resign, Failing that You shoulg be dismisseq.

LB,

y to President Reagan to

Sincerely,

%{W o, BH

Max Klinghoffer, M.D., President

i1y,

Waltar Murphey, Editor
Journail of Civit Defense

- i spect to the’ it very clear o "’%@ .
cond purposs of the system, | F Medical System) fs ot - thck Gy ®
second ':,Jgajg [National Disaster Medic ALV
that the

involving att
uclear war invalvin hane * ;
. ftermath of a n ing from suchape % Y

designed to cope v‘\;'lltmr; ;h:r:bers of casuaiélt;zr':::g'ggmedical;.fac,'&.tl??gégfw= u
i tates. tion an ideration:o¥ thist ,,
the United 5 t and the destruc reclude any consideratio the 38"
thinkablo even urces would p - And in my view the: 3%}
’ und other health care reso in such circumstances ar Is 16 prevent.onei’”
an ‘a viable response f a nuclear w T

system as'a via cope with the effects o L 5
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ever happening.” ' -
il te from Thomas Reutersr;agrég speech a
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SPOTLIGHT 0

X-RAY LASER SHOWS PROMISE
OF EFFECTIVE SDI APPLICATION

Evidence has been mounting that
serious and successful research on
SDI weapons is well underway. The
X-ray laser is a prime example. For
several years Dr. Edward Teller* and
fellow-scientists at Lawrence Liver-
more National Laboratory have
been hard at work on its develop-
ment.

Criticism of the X-ray laser has
been intense mainly because it em-
ploys a nuclear explosion. Howaver,
successful testing on March 23rd
demonstrated to assembled scien-
tists that dramatic progress has been
and is being made to mold the laser
into an effective weapon of defense.

8Dl critic Dr. Hans Bethe, for in-
stance, observed: “The X-ray laser
should not be disqualified simply
because it exploits a nuclear explo-
sion as a power source.”

Dr. Robert Jastrow, physicist and
writer of prominence, noted that the
X-ray laser “is one of the most pro-
mising possibilities for a defense
against Soviet missiles.”

®

On June 22nd The Associated
Press reported a successful laser
test carried out in Hawaii, but pointed
out that diffusion was a problem.

*

Another experiment by the Liver-
more Laboratory reported in the July
issue of Science Digest that beam
weapons diffusion could be con-
trolled.

“Physicists at Lawrence Liver-
more National Laboratory . .. have
discovered that a pulse from arela-
tively low-power |laser can create a
channel of charged air that both
keeps an electron beam focused
and atthe same time preventsitfrom
being deflected by magnetic forces.”

*

*Dr. Teller will be banquet speaker at the
TACDA seminar cn November 5th.

“EMERGENCY 85” CHALKS UP
SUCCESSFUL DC CONFERENCE

Co-chairmen James W. Morentz
and Roy Popkins sat back attheend
of their May 21-25 “EMERGENCY
B5” conference at Washington's
Convention Center and contem-
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plated what had been a remarkably
successful affair. Morentz {publisher
of Hazard Monthly) and Popkin
{career Red Cross executive} had
effectively teamed together in tire-
less preparations that paid off in
1200 participants.

In tune with the day the confer-
ence lowered its sights to focus prin-
cipally on natural disasters and
major conventional accidents. But it
did arrange to piay the spotlight on
civil defense in a well-attended
“Nuclear Weapons Effects” work-
shop chaired by Richard Sincere of
the Ethics and Public Policy Center.
Members of the panel were Walmer
Strope and John Devaney of the
Center for Planning and Research,
Dr. Robert Ehrlich, head of the De-
partment of Physics at George
Mason University, and Journal of
Civil Defense editor Walter Mur-
phey. Problems were addressed
frontally, and a lively question-and-
answer period dominated the latter
portion of the session.

Proof of the success of "EMER-
GENCY 85" is that planning was
immediately initiated for a return of
the conference to the United States
two years from now (it will be held in
Europe in 1986). Dr. Morentz has
invited TACDA to be a participating
organization in the planning and
conduct of "EMERGENCY 87."

SHELTERS:
WAR-FIGHTING ASSETS

Columnist George F. Will reported
recently that “the Soviets have been
rapidly increasing investment in dis-
persed and hardened shelters to
protect many thousands of the
Soviet elite in a nuclear war. The in-
escapable conclusion is that those
who make and implement Soviet
policy regard shelter as war-fighting
assets, and regard nuclear war as
survivable and winnable.”

1985 POLL SHOWS SUPPORT
FOR DEFENSE AGAINST MISSILES

In arandom pol taken in February
by professicnal pollster Arthur J. Fin-
kelstein of New York City it was re-
vealed that a shocking 85% of those
polled replied “No” to the question:
"Did you know that the United States
has a treaty with the Soviet Union

not to protect Americans from a
Soviet missile attack?”

And 60% replied “Yes" to the ques-
tion: “Does the United States have a
defense against nuclear missiles
today?”

However, true public sentiment
was revealed by the question: “"Do
you want the United States govern-
ment to defend Americans against
Soviet missiles?" A whopping 90%
gave a loud and clear “YES”
answer. Only 5% said "No." And
another 5% either didn’t know or re-
fused to answer.

There's a media challenge here to
give the American public the facts,
but the dominant liberal elements of
the media appear to be interested in
something other than facts.

“Media Responsibility” is the sub-
ject of an hour-long forum on
November 5th at TACDA’s seminar
in Los Angeles conducted by Reed
trvine and Charles Wiley. (Please see
page 18.)

“FIRST RESPONDER"
BOON TO OUTBACK

The most recent of the many life-
saving improvements in the rescue
field is a “superkit” emergency medi-
cal packet called “First Responder”
manufactured by Video Medcare.
It consists of a refrigerator-like ap-
pliance 70 inches high, 25% inches
wide and 21 inches deep, and weigh-
ing 150 pounds. Its upper compart-
ment is a video instructional unit with
professional briefings on ten major
emergencies, and its lower compart-
ment stocks medical supplies for
these emergencies.

The impressive unit is designed
for emergency use in remote loca-
tions where doctors are usually in-
accessible (oil rigs, freighters, log-
ging camps, etc.). However, its value
in less remote but still medically de-
ficient facilities is obvious (recrea-
tion areas, sports areas, factories,
department stores, airports and so
on).

If the $6,800 price tag (plus $600
for additional, medical supplies)
sounds a bitssféép, measure that
figure against the loss of one human
life. Or measure it against the cost of
a possible law suit. Or, on a positive
note, measure it against probable
long-term savings in insurance




premiums.

Details on "First Responder” are
available from VIDEO MEDCARE,
2550 M Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20037 (Phone: 202-293-0434).

MURRAY CALLS FOR HELP TO
MEET CIVIL DEFENSE CRISIS

Wwilliam E. Murray of Great Falls,
Montana, director of the Cascade
County disaster agency, has asked
Montana Senator Max Baucus for
help in contending with the dwind-
ling national civil defense resources.
The hard-hitting, realistic and analy-
tical Murray for a number of years
edited and published the old
USCDC newsletter, but had to be
“terminated” when it became ob-
vious that his hard-core civil de-
fense convictions were not to be
watered down.

In his letter to Baucus, Murray
listed 30 federal programs to
show "“how little remains of our ‘nuc-
lear preparedness.’” He further
warned that budget cuts would
sharply affect civil defense (disas-
ter management) at the local level.

“Nuclear preparedness,” wrote
Murray, “is clearly beyond the re-
sources of any local government. it
is a threat faced equally by every
community in this nation. It is clearly
the constitutional responsibility of
the federal government to provide a
program designed to offer egual
protection to all.

“Until such a time as we realize
that objective, |ask foryoursupport
for enough money to keep our local
programs alive that we may continue
to minimize loss of lives and proper-
ty when the inevitable natural or
man-caused disaster strikes and we
have no state or federal resources
available to respond in the minutes
our local citizens allow us to mar-
shall resources and attack the threat.”

GENERAL GRAHAM TAKES TO
TASK ABC's
“THE FIRE UNLEASHED.”

Lt. Gen. Daniel O. Graham, former
Director of the Defense Intelligence
Agency and currently Director of
High Frontier [was quick to criticize]
the ABC special, “"The Fire Un-
leashed,” as biased and misleading.

Graham severely questioned the
program’s treatment of the Presi-
dent's SDI effort. “The list of spokes-
men on that subject was a veritable
‘who’s who' of anti-SDI activists, in-
cluding the Union of Concerned
Scientists who recently launched an
anti-SD! campaign, and former De-
fense Secretary McNamara, archi-
tect of the Mutual Assured Des-
truction policy responsible for the
balance of terror we have today.”

ABC quoted only Defense Secre-
tary Caspar Weinberger and two
scientists, Edward Teller and Loweli
Wood, to defend the SDI program,
but in doing so tried to destroy their
credibility. :

Graham also denounced the ABC
show for failing to detail Soviet
space programs. “SDIlwas portrayed
as an American initiative designed to
give us a first-strike capability and
allow us to regain 'nuclear superior-
ity' — that is the Soviet position!”
said Graham. “And while ABC
dramatized the horrors of our SDI
system, even interviewing Soviets in
the process, they ignored Soviet
moves to dominate space and to
subject us to nuclear blackmail. ABC
neglected to reveal that the Soviets
were the first to propose a defensive
system and have been working on it
since 1962."

[General Graham will appear

as a featured speaker at the

TACDA Los Angeles seminar

in November — please see

page 18.]

TIME REPORTS ON TACDA

A Time magazine story in its June
24th issue about the April 28-May 1
DEMEX 85 conferencein Indianapo-
lis had a good bit to say about atten-
tion to natural disasters and increas-
ing technological hazards and ter-
rorism.

And even a few lines about civil
defense. Its report read in part:

“Curiously, the reat thing, nuclear
war, was mentioned hardly at all.
Federal Signal Corp. did push its
big civil-defense sirens (‘The waver-
ing sound,” explained Salesman
Jerry Koster, ‘is when there's an
actual attack”), but only Walter Mur-
phey came to Indianapolis eager to
talk about war. Murphey, 73, is
executive director of The American

7

Civil Defense Association, an 800-
member group that agitates, without
much success, for federally funded
bomb shelters. ‘That’s our hangup,’ .
he said. ‘Our reason for being is
nuclear attack.” . . . ‘If we could just
harness some of the enthusiasm that
these folks show for naturai disas-
ters for civil defense . .’

“Murphey, for all his quixotic zeal,
understands perfectly the indiffer-
ence to his brand of civil defense...”

Editor, Journal of Civil Defense:

On June 23, 1985 | was watching a
weekly TV show called "Fame.” [t
was about a group of students in
acting school wanting to put on a
show about a nuclear freeze. While
watching the show | became aware
of how gullible people are to really
believe that if we (the United States)
stopped producing nuclear wea-
pons the Soviet Union would also.

In 1858 the United States and the
United Kingdom stopped all atomic
testing. The Soviet Union joined in.
This freeze lasted a total of three
years until 1961 when the USSR did
a series of atmospheric explosions.

Right now we need our civil de-
fense more than ever, for without it
the Soviet Union would strike and
the United States would be at its
mercy. Being prepared is what keeps
us from war and what keeps the
peace we now have. But we need to
be stronger and need to build up cur
civil defense program so in case we
are ever attacked we can protect this
country that we love.

The Swiss have now had peace for
170 years because of their strong
and well-prepared civil defense pro-
gram. Everyone dreams of putting
away weapons of war with the hope
of having everlasting peace, but it is
only a dream. In reality we know that
without these weapons and a weli-
prepared civil defense program
there will be war. Without them we
could not fight back to save our-
selves, for the weak are always help-
less prey. We know from past exper-
ience and the number of promises
the USSR has broken that we cannot
trust the Soviets and we know that
they would like nothing better than
to have the United States ready to
bow down to their command.

Linda Robinson
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THE STRATEGIC DEFENSE INITIATIVE

(Continued from page 15)

of strategic defense should consider
the possibility that a defensive tran-
sition may contribute to the goal of
arms reduction and strategic stabil-
ity.

Strategic defense and arms con-
trol can be mutually beneficial
Defensive forces could establish a
necessary basis for deep offensive
force level reductions. The major
fear of deep force reductions has
always been that the other side may
gain a considerable advantage by
cheating. For instance, if both sides
have 5,000 nuclear weapons, an
extra 1,000 weapons hidden from
the enemy woutd not be cause for
alarm nearly as much as if both sides
had only 500 deployed weapons
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apiece. In this sense, strategic de-
fense will make it less likely that the
Soviets could mount a successful
first strike against reduced U.S.
forces. Deception on a large scale
would be necessary before the stra-
tegic balance could be jeopardized.
This would alleviate verification dif-
ficulties which have always been a
major stumbling block to truly effec-
tive arms control agreements. Atthe
very least, strategic defense may
rechannel the arms race in offensive
weapons into the less deadly defen-
sive systems.

The United States must also
determine whether continued ad-
herence to the ABM treaty is not in
fact detrimental to its security. The
treaty restrictions now serve as the
major obstacle to resolving vuiner-
abilities in the U.S. land-based stra-
tegic nuclear forces, and thus pre-
vent the U.S. from alleviating the
growing threat of strategic stability
due to Soviet first-strike capabilities
and incentives.

Going From Here To There:
The Transition

Critics of SDI contend that the
period in which the transition is
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made to defense-oriented deter-
rence will be highly destabilizing.
They argue that the Sovist Union,
fearing the loss of their deterrent
force due to U.S. defenses, will seize
the opportunity, in the interim, to
strike first against the United States.
While it is implausible that the
Soviets would base a decision toini-
tiate central nuclear war solely on
certain technological developments
in the U.S. defense posture, the U.S.
can take steps to guard against this
unlikely event.

It will be essential that the U.S.
maintain a modernized strategic
nuclear deterrent. Any eariy or inter-
mediate defenses will be imperfect,
and some nuclear weapons, albeit
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at a dramatically diminishing rate,
will make it through to their targets
in the event of attack. As long as
there remains the possibility of
some leakage in those intermediate
defense technologies, it is crucial
for stability during the transition
years that the U.S. maintain a retali-
atory deterrent against the prospect
of a Soviet nuclear attack.

Another alternative to a first strike
for the Soviets would be to turn to
their own strategic defensive sys-
tems, as well as arms control, to
moderate the pace of U.S. strategic
defense deployment. In order to
avoid the potentially destabilizing
situation wherein only one side
deploys effective defenses, an arms
control regime could be established
whereby each side agrees to deploy
systems gradually and concurrent-
ly. In this way, arms controf could
be utilized to facilitate a stable de-
fense transition.

The Strategic Defense Initiative
portends a move in the direction of
a survival oriented concept of na-
tional security, and represents a
crucial step towards the reshaping
of American strategic policy. Strate-
gic defense, however, is not a pana-
cea; it will not resolve the funda-

mental problems of American-
Soviet paolitical rivalry. It has the
potential, however, for strengthen-
ing deterrence by imposing signifi-
cant new uncertainties upon any
potential attack, while rendering a
security posture more compatable
with American political and moral
values.

Notes

“Strategic defenses” incorporate the
1960s idea of ground-based interceptors with
the prospects for new and “exotic” space-
based missile defenses. It may also include
other active defense measures such as air
defense, and passive measures such as civil
defanse.

2. See Peppino DeBiaso and Robert Soofer,
“The Technology of The Strategic Defense
Initiative”, Journal of Civil Defense (June
1985).

3. In President Reagan's words: “people fac-
ing themselves across a table, each with a
cocked gun, and no one knowing whether
someone might tighten his finger on the
trigger”. See Hoffman and Cannon, “Presi-
dent Overruled Advisors On Announcing De-
fense Plan”, Washington Post, 27 March 1983.

4, See George Skelton, “U.5. Fears Soviet
l.eap in A-Arms", L.A. Times, 8 May 1985.

5. Report of the President’s Commission on
Strategic Forces, (Washington, D.C.: Depart-
ment of Defense, 6 Aprit 1983) p. 4.

6. Testimony of Richard Delauer before
the Senate Armed Services Committee,
8 March 1984.

7. Soviet and U.8. Defense Activities, 1970-
79: A Dollar Cost Comparison, (CIA, National
Foreign Assessment Center, Sr-80-10005,
January 1980) p. 9.

8. See The Prasident's linclassified Report
to the Congress On Soviet Noncompliance
with Arms Control Agreements (Washington,
D.C.: The White House, 1 February 1985).

9, For a detailed examination of Soviet mili-
tary space programs see Soviet Military
Power, Military Space Doctrine, (Washing-
ton, D.C.. Defense Intelligence Agency,
August 1984).

10, See Statement of Lt. Generai James
Abrahamson before the Commitiee on
Foreign Relations, U.S. Senate, 25 April 1984,
See also Ballistic Missile Defenses and
National Security! A Summary Report, Fred
Hoffman, Study Director. (Washington, D.C.:
DOD, October 1983).

11, See The President’s Strategic Defense
Initiative, {Washington, D.C.. The White
House, January 1985) p. 3

12. Fred S. Hoffman, an unpublished paper
presentad to the student working group of
the California Seminar on International
Security and Foreign Policy, 3 March 1985,
p. 6.

13. Ibid., pp. 2-3.

14. See SALT 1, Unilateral Statement A,
“Withdrawal from the ABM Treaty”, in Arms
Control  and Disarmament Agreements
(Washington, D.C.: U.S. ACDA, 1882} p. 1586.
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Hear and question:

Dr. Edward Teller
John Fisher

Reed Irvine
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Nancy D. Greene
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Dr. William Van Cleave
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Dolf Droge

Charles Wiley

Dr. Eugene Wigner
Tomas Schuman

and other leading
strategic defense authorities
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DO YOU HAVE SOMETHING YOU
© WANT TO SELL OR BUY????
Place an ad in MARKETPLACEI!
1985 rates are $4.00 per line of 37
characters. Enclose check or money
order with ad and send to:

Journal of Civil Defense
P.O. Box 910
Starke, Florida 32091

JOB ANNOUNCEMENT
Position: Director, Office of Emergency
Preparedness
Salary Range: $35,613-47,811

Prince George's County Government is
seeking a highly qualified individual to
serve as Director of its Office of Emer-
gency Preparedness. The Director is
responsible for coordinating vital, exist-
ing County Departments and agencies,
supplemented by volunteers and from
manpower available within the County,
to function under predetermined plans
in any type of emergency situation. This
position is subject to the administrative
control of the County Executive, through
the Chief Administrative Officer and an
Assistant Chief Administrative Officer.

Minimum Qualifications:

Master's Degree in Business/Public Ad-
ministration, Management or a retated
fleld plus at least five (5) years experi-
ence managing a disaster relief, civil
defense or public safety program,; or
equivalent combination of education
and experience.

Where to Apply:

Office of the County Executive, Assis-
tant Chief Administrative Officer for
Public Safety, County Administration
Buitding, Upper Marlboro, Maryland
20772 or call (301) 952-3428 for infor-
mation.

SHELTERS — stesl, concrete, or fiber-
glass. Custom design and installation
available, Do it yourself or Turnkey.
Complete centerfor Shelterand Survival
supplies. This is our Full Time Business.
Over 12 years experience. $2.00 for Info.
Packet. The Survival Center, P.O. Box
707, Ravenna, OH 44266,

VIDEO-CASSETTE METTAG
TRAINING FILM
{in color)

“MANAGING MASS CASUALTY INCI-
DENTS"—30 minutes, %-in, Beta & VHS.
Rental: $10 per week (from date of arrival
to date of reshipment). Purchase: $52.
Directed and narrated by prominent
disaster planning consultant Roger E.
Herman. Compares good and bad disas-
ter response methods, emphasizes
proper management procedures, effec-
tive teamwork, and METTAG's role in
handling mass casualties effectivaly.
From: METTAG, P.O. Box 910, Starke,
FL 32091 (Phone: 904/964-5397).
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BASIC EMERGENCY FLYING — A text-
book for pilots and crew members who
fly in disasters and search and rescues.
$6.00 postpaid from VASI, 105 Lindsay
Landing, Grafton, VA 23692.

SHELTERS: (1) Steel reinforced con-
crete (models for 6, 12, 24, 48, 96 per-
sons) and (2) Prefabricated, metallic,
drop into the hole (for 8 persons). Both
types complete with blast doors and
valves, life support equipment, furni-
ture. Marcel M. Barbier Inc., P.O. Box
2905, Reston, VA 22090.

NEW DOSIMETERS ... 0to 50,100,200,
600R $99.00 each, other ranges are
available. Chargers $90.00 ppd. in con-
tinental US. LAKELAND SURVIVAL
SUPPLY, INC., P.C. Box 474, Brookside,
NJ 07826 USA (1-201/627-5212).

UNDERGROUND STEEL SHELTERS:
A new era in Nuclear Protection with a
completely assembled steel shelter.
Save Money. Save Worry. Save Life, Free
Brochure. G.J.B.C., P.O. Box 1562,
Kerrville, TX 78028,



THE E834
ENCODER

THE WHELEN SIREN CASE

ASSEMBLY

THE MOBILE
COMMAND
POST

THE WS 3000
SPEAKER

The £836 encoder is the
command console from
which any and all sirens can
be controlled.

The touch of a button
turns on the encoder. Using
the thumbwheel, a com-
mand con be directed to
any or all remote siren sta-

The Mobile Command
Post shown features a WS-
2000-16 siren and public ad-
dress unit, with the optional
four 1500 watt quartz flood
lights, a SuperStrobe* 360™
amber strobe light and an
1800 RPM generator to
power the flood lights and
auwxiliary equiprnent.

tions (from cne 1o 10,000
stations).

Again, pressing o button
designates the command of
your choice--siren, wail,
alert, hiflo, public address
and more,

The transmission is
encoded into an 8§-part,

The WS-2000-16 pro-
duces 115 dbc at 100’ (non-
reflective] and will operate
on its own DC power source
for at least 30 minutes of
continuous activation. The
WS-2000-16 may be locally
or remotely controlled.

The Mobile Command
Post uses a wide frack design
for full stabifity for towing at
speeds to 55 miles per hour

Whelen's W5-3000 is the
first speaker designed spe-
cifically for voice and tone
projection.

The WS-3000 directional
speaker features 16 high
power drivers, each pre-
tested for quality and
curability.

Producing a full 124 dibc”
int siren tone, the WS-3000
directs sound for long dis-
tance alerting without ex-

RAOUTE 145, WINTHROP RD., CHESTER, CT 06412 TELEPHONE: (203) 526-9504 TWX: 710-428-0423

The High Power Voice & Siren
System That Saves Lives.

The days are long gone
when just a loud noise was
adequate warning protection.

Nuclear accidents,
chemical spills, plus a host of
equally devastating natural
disasters can occur.

And the public-—when
warned, but not informed—
can only guess the appropri-
ate course of survival.

That is why Whelen Engi-
neering has spent more than
a decade developing, refin-
ing and perfecting long
range voice and siren pro-

dual-tone, multi-freguency
signaling code that provides
the user with the state-of-the-
art in gystern configuration
capability, reliability and
falsing security.

The system’s radio
fransmitter relays the
coded information to
the Siren Case Assem-
bly decoder.

The Siren Case Assembly
is the heart of each siren sta-
tion, This unified, two com-
partment assembly includes
a radio receiver, a Whelen
DTMF decoder, the tone
generator and power ampli-
fiers, full function electronics
for on-site siren control, di-
agnostics, a battery charger
for the 24 volt DC power
system, and a system diag-

{(with the speaker cluster in
the stowed position).

The Mobite Command
Post is ideal for routine pub-
lic address functions at large
gatherings, and it can be
transported to crisis
locations.

pasing those nearby the
siren speaker to dangerously
high levels of sound.

The WS-3000 is available
with standard heavy duty ro-
tor, allowing directional in-
dexing from the command
center via the E8346 encoder.

In addition to the WS-
3000 series, Whelen offers
a fullline of W5-2000 omni-
directional speakers produc-
ing from 109 dbc™ to 1156 dbc™.

jection with & crisp clarity
unmatched in the industry.

Whelen Engineering.

The pioneer of high
power electronic volice and
siren warning with maore high
powered glectronic voice
and siren systems built and
instafled than all other mak-
ars ... compined.

nostic package, SHTEST-- -a
means to evaluate your pre-
paredness to afert and in-
form the public daily without
disrupticn of the community.

Whealen. With More Voice
and Siren Systems Built and
Installed Than All Other
Makers ... Combined.

*Measured ¢t 100" on axis in
free field at 800Hz

PHONEERS IN SAFETY SIGNALS
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TIME TO SUE CITY HALL

— Sam Cohen

Nineteen eighty-five happens to be the sixtieth anniversary of the famous Scopes trial where Darwinism was pitted
against fundamentalism in a small Tennessee town. The trial alsp pitted against each other two of the most famous lawyers of
that time — Wiltiam Jennings Bryan and Clarence Darrow. Scopes, the accused Darwinist teacher, lost the court battle, but
his prosecutor, Bryan, lost a lot more as it came out how fundamentally ignorant he was of scientific fact. As Darwin’s
theories drew national media attention the American people gained enormously when they had the God-given opportunity
to learn about how species survive. But that was sixty years ago when practically no Americans seriously feared for their
survival.

Today, forty years into the Nuclear Age, maost Americans do fear for their survival in the event of nuclear war, which a
large fraction of Americans anticipate may take place before this century is out. Yet their government is doing practically
nothing toward fulfilling its constitutional obligation to provide for “the common Defense” and to “secure . . . liberty to
ourselves, and our posterity.” Over the last quarter-century successive U.S. administrations, in failing to provide for our
survival in nuclear war, have rationalized their failure by reverting to unproven and unsupportable claims that survival in
nuclear war is not possible. Our survival supposedly can only be guaranteed by guaranteeing deterrence through retalia-
tion which, on the basis of all human history, has to be the most unproven and unsupportable concept ever.

Last year President Reagan congratulated TACDA for its dedication to civil defense and stated: “My administration
firmly believes that the purpose of our country’s defense capability should be to protect the lives and property of the Ameri-
can people.” This year his administration requested the lowest civil defense budget in history. While this is not quite the
death knell of civil defense it is close 1o it. Even restoring or substantially increasing the budget will not change this gloomy
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THE ONLY HOPE ; ..15.FOR A BETRAYED'AMERIGAY, PEORLE T FlaH(T BAGH

picture. The only hope for aviable, credible civil defense program is for a betrayed American people to fight back againsta
government that acts as though it is just as ignorant of the facts of biological survival today as Bryan was sixty years ago.
The time has come to sue City Hall for nonfeasance and breach of publictrustin not protecting the American people against
nuclear war.

But can you sue City Hall and win? Of course you can't, but if you conduct your prosecution as adroitly as did defender
Clarence Darrow, Scopes' lawyer, in demclishing Bryan’s credibility in the public mind, you can make City Hall icok
incompetent and badly wrong. And the government is wrong on civil defense. [f you can get a lawyer with the reputation and
the flair for publicity that Darrow had you stand a good chance of winning in the public mind, which is where it really counts,
You also stand a good chance of getting a thus-far confused and lethargic-public aroused on the vital issue of its survival. .

Asto how such a suit might be best conducted, your guess is as good as'mine. One idea that | have would be to pick scme
town near a'proposed MX missile base and have the townspeople sue the federal government for the requisite protection
should the base be attacked. The grounds for suit would be that the government, by presenting the Soviets with such lucra-
tive and vulnerable targets, is unduly risking the lives of the townspeople and has the constitutional obligation to provide
protection, which would cost but a very small fraction of the price of deploying the missiles.

‘ If you were to be appointed prosecuting attorney, and if you were weli-informed on the issue (through reading the Jour-
nal of Civil Defense if nothing else) 'm sure that you could do a Darrow-like job of making the government’s lawyers 0ok as
sorry as Bryan looked as they attempt to defend the government’s indefensible position. But at any rate, aside from the
specifics of such a suit, | think the time has come for one to be mounted.

What is there to lose, besides some money which may pour in from sympathetic contributors (one of whom oughtto be
the President)? Really nothing beyond what already has been lost in civil defense, which is practically everything.

What about the risk of a countersuit? We should be so lucky were the government to sue taxpayers who were suing to
save the lives of threatened citizens!

What is there to gain by filing suit? Well, like maybe the support of the American people who always have really favored
civil defense and might finally come to understand what the issue is aII about and demand that the government provide
for thelr “common defense” and survival.

And maybe action by the American people in voting out of office those public servants who fail to support the common
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