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What is happening within Nato is - if commentary be permitted - something quite different
to what Nato until even recently signified from outside, in opposition to the Warsaw Pact.
Why the government does not plainly state this, clearly and simply, is truly a puzzle. After
all the centuries of European wars, which not only embroiled the old continent, but which
Europe also exported to other continents - thus entangling with itself the whole world - now
at last France will no longer come to blows with Germany; their intelinkage began long ago
with the coal and steel union, and is now such that neither can manage being apart. Likewise
for Germany and Poland: the border on the Oder - Neisse is a harsh reality for the Germans,
but one which they accepted with clenched teeth; Poland will not take hold of the Slovakian
provinces, as it did in 1938; and so on to the Italians, who must finally swallow back any
potential longings for the eastern shores of the Adriatic. Such longings Nato does not permit.
All members are under one cover, beneath which the use of force is not permitted. This, today,
is Nato's chief characteristic: the cover of peace over Europe.
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This nation is about to embark upon the first test of a revolutionary doctrine applied in an
extraordinary way at an unfortunate time. The doctrine of preemption - the idea that the
United States or any other nation can legitimately attack a nation that is not imminently
threatening but may be threatening in the future - is a radical new twist on the traditional idea
of self-defense. It appears to be in contravention of international law and the UN Charter. And
it is being tested at a time of worldwide terrorism, making many countries around the globe
wonder if they will soon be on our - or some other nation's - hit list. High level Administration
figures recently refused to take nuclear weapons off the table when discussing a possible
attack against Iraq. What could be more destabilizing and unwise than this type of uncertainty,
particularly in a world where globalism has tied the vital economic and security interests of
many nations so closely together?







