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NATIONAL SECURITY WITHOUT ARMAMENTS

Excerpt from a Memorandum to the Austrian People

by Hans Thirring

THE NEW SITUATION

The radical revolution of weaponry caused by the advent of thermo-
nuclear bombs and intercontinental missiles during the last decade, and,
moreover, the ensuing shift of military and political thinking, have
created an entirely new situation, The time is ripe for an exXperiment
which could

a) help to reduce international tensions;

b) serve to enhance the welfare of the very state that performs the

eXperiment,

. Consider a small or middle-sized country like some of the European
neutrals that are surrounded by frontiers which are not a subject of
dispute with their neighbours. What will happen to this country if it
disarns unilaterally and proclaims itself to be a test case of the
possibility of peaceful coexistence?

The answer to this question will be different according to place
and time of the experiment. In 1955 the responsible people in Austria
felt that their country would become an easy prey of communism soon after
the withdrawal of the occupation forces unless they were replaced by a
national army, In other places the threat of conquest and humiliation
persists even today for a country that would dare to disarm; Israel for
instance would commit national suicide by disarming unilaterally.

The case is quite different, however, in the present situation of
Austria and other European countries if they disarm, and proclaim their
position among heavily armed neighbours a crucial test of peaceful co-
existence. By doing so they would gain more security than in their
present state of being armed with rather inadequate conventional forces.

The reason for this apparent paradox is the top priority attributed
today to disarmament and peaceful coexistence., The big powers on either
side, both USA and USSR are absolutely sincere in stressing their
enormous interest in general and complete disarmement for three realistic
reasons: :

a) No war between them would make any sense, except one for world
hegenmony and total defeat of the other system. Such a total war, how-
ever, though possibly begun with conventional forces, could never end
without the use of the strongest weapons with their annihilating conse-
quences, The threat of total destruction is therefore impending as long
as the armaments race continues.

b) Abolition of the gigantic military expenditure would be a de-
cisive relief for the national economy of both sides.

¢) Both sides are convinced that after terminating the cold war
and switching over to peaceful competition, and also particularly after
the release of an enormous amount of capital and manpower for productive
purposes, the superiority of their own economic and political system
would manifest itself more clearly.
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Apart fron uhese purely realistic argunents for disarmanent, the
moral aspact of the problem begins to be recognized by an 1ncrea31ng
nunber of people outside the Chinese wall, The terrible threat of total
destruction of our civilisation helped to a realisation of what in
former times was grasped only by a small minority: It is a crine, and
noreover a proof of the immaturily of our civilisation, that today, two
millennia affer Chrisi's crucifixtion, at a time when we are probing
deeply into the secrets of atom1c_nuc~el and even attempting to conquer
space, we have not yet succeeded in abolishing the primitive barbarous
nethod of settling inextricable international conflicts by organized
mass slaughter. The term modern times has been used prematurely in
history denoting the era begimning with the 15th cerntury. But in spite
of the conspicuous progress of science, ftechnology and social c¢ondi-
tions, the entire epoch up to now was essentially a dark age. A radical
transition from barbarism to an enlightened age that really would de-
serve the proud title of modern times, will occur only when general and
conplete dlsarmament is carried out,

" There are cynics who scoff at the idea that moral feellngs could
influence political decisions: But in the nuclear age the moral ab-
horrence of the monstrosity of war is supported by a dawning recognltion
of the fact that neither gain of unlimited power nor wealth couid nake
life worth living in a world destroyed by & nuclear holocaust., Both
for moral and realistic reasons therefore, disarmanment and peaceful co-
existence have come to the foreiront of *ntern 6l onal issues, The
radical shift from pre-war political jhilosopby manifested itself very
clearly in the Moscow negotiations of July 1963 in which a first step
towards disarmanent was nade against the protest of China on the one
hand and the U.S., right wing Republicans on the other.

GAIN IN SECURITY ‘“HROUGH DISARMAMENT

‘In view of recent develonments we may recongider the questlon
whether a country like Austria, wh.ch by disarming becomes a test case
of peaceful coexistence, would achieve gains or losses in its security.
We nay put the guestion thus: Is it thinkable that Khrushchev who
boldly defied the. opposition of gwant ghind. .50 .. i poliey of
peaceful coexistence would vernit cny of his smaller allies to
attack a neutral couniry that might beconme the proof and a tesc—-case
of the realisation of his pe% idea? Or would any of Austria's -
-irmediate neighboure sush az Czechoslevakia, Hungary or Yugoslavia,
feel inclined to cause trouble in Europe by a violation of the Austrian
frontiers? In the situation that has arisen in 1963, the Moscow line
of Marxisn-Leninism is immensely more interested in a solid proof of
the basic possibility of peaceful coexistence ‘than for instance in the
expangion of comriunisn infto a small counitry like Austria that would . -
only serve to turn a‘peaceful ne¥§hbaur into an obstinate satellite.

 Sceptical opponents 2 <,un¢lateral dlsarmamen+ argue that
the present trend jowards coexistence may be a transitory whim of
Khrushcher which might soon be swept away like the spirit of Geneva by
the Hungarian revolution and the spirii of Camp David by the U-2 in-

cident. Therefore they feel it would be prenature to make an irrevoc-

able step like total disarmament today., For it could cost us our
freedon and national scvereignty as soon as the drive for communist
world domination becane more urgeni than the mill Hor G peaceful .
_coexistence, ﬁhis argunent would be sound if a depreciation of the :
'importanme of éiaanmanent lika th&t of other political issues could be
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expected. As a matter of fact, however, the vital importance of dis-

. armanent, far from fading out, will remain permanent for very serious

. regsons: It can be foreseen very clearly that further technical
progress will widen the gap between the means of destruction and de-
fence, Certainly the military are playing with the idea of an anti-
nissile missile that would reduce the danger of nuclear annihilation,
But this expectation is as naive as Goering's hope in 1939 that his
FLAK could effectively prevent eneny planes fron bombing German cities,
Every sober technical expert will agree that a defense systenm built
for destroying approaching nissiles in flight would cost more than the
present total annual defense budget and would succeed only in reducing
the damage by a tiny percentage. Therefore the danger of worldwide
annihilation by total war can be a.erted cnly by preventing its out-
break, The menace of nuclear annihilation on the one hand and the
heavy burden of armament expenditure on the other, will therefore
never cease to be a strong incentive for disarmanent,

7 Considering all these facts there is good reason to expect that
any expert with sufficient insight into the feelings of the people in
the Buropean conmunist states and the intentions of their leaders will
agree with ny main thesis:

The desire of the Soviets and their allies to prove the possibili-

ty of peaceful coexistence is so nuch stromger than their actual need

~ of power expansion over small areas that a disarmed European country
Jike Austria will be absolutely secure from interference by its Eastern

neighbours,

THE COMMUNIST IDEA OF WORID DOMINATION

My thesis nay sound incredible to those numerous people who have
failed so far to comprehend clearly enough the basic difference between
communist and fascist dictatorship. The communists have never denied
their intention to extend their system over the world. But, unlike
Hitler's canpaigns, this conquest is not nmeant to be achieved by nilitary
operations, For according to Marxist doctrines the exploited pro-
letariat would rise one day and seize power, Marxisn-Teninism teaches
that such a development is a historical necessity and will occur like
any natural event following the etermal laws of nature. Most of us
citizens of Western and also neutral countries do not agree at all with
these doctrines,

But though disagreeing we should be well aware of this theory
in order to understand Khrushcher's and his allies'notives and in-
tentions. Their opposition to the views of the Chinese comrades re-
veals clearly that they refuse to risk nilitary operations to achieve
an ain which they expect to reach sooner or later through assisting a
natural development by suitable propaganda,

In a speech nade in Vienna on July 2 1960 Xhrushchev declared:
"Tn the same way as we cannot drive nen into paradise with cudgels we
cammot drive people into comnunisn by war. As soon as people realise
~clearly the superio"lty of the communist systen they will come by
thanselves.

1o Answaring a question.which I put to0 hin Khrushchev repeated
this thesis in an cpen letter to nme which was broadcast by TASS Agency
 on Decenber 30 1961 and subsequently printed in nearly all

~ of the Buropean comrmunist states. The sane. idea of competition.withp
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out nilitary pressure pervades also.the recent "spirit of Moscow" with
his success in the test ban negotiations and the failure to come to
terms with the Chinese communists on ideological questions. The Moscow
test ban.agreement is neither a capitulation of comrunisn to capitalism,
as Mao nay feel, nor a capitulation of the West to the East, as the
US Goldwater group will contend, nor is it a reconciliation between
the two entirely different economic and political systems. It is rather
the first step To a new departure in the continued contest between the
two systems, that is competition in a businesslike civilian way to de-
nonstrate one's own superiority, instead of the obsolete method of
nass nurder which is as foolish as a duel but a million tines more
fateful, According to the 1963 spirit of Moscow, disarmanent to se-
cure the removal of the threat of ennihilation should precede the final
round between the two big systems, while according to Mao the liquida-
tion of capitalisn, or according to Goldwater the liquidation of
communlsm, should precede disarmanent.. It can be foreseen very clearly
that" the Kehnedy-Khrushchev course and not the Mao or Goldwater course
will find the full approval of the vast nmajority of the Unlted Natlons. ;

_THE BCGEY IMAGE OF KHRUSHCHEV

On the other hand, there may be some difficulties in achieving
whole-hecarted Western co—operatlon in the canpaign for peaceful con-
petition along the lines now opened up at Moscow, Zealous anticommunist
propaganda has created a bogey inmage of Kkrushchev in the ninds of many
Western people, and the features of this inage have darkened consistent-
1y with every setback to peace efforts like the 1956 events in Hungary,
the U-2 incident in 1960 or the Berlin wall in 1961, The result of the
w1despread aversion against Khrushchev is the attitude of certain jour-
nallsts who, reporting on the Russien-Chinese ideological strife, al-

ost undisguisedly took sides with Mao basing their perverse sympathy
apparently on the primitive rule: +the eneny of ny enemy is my friend.

THE FALLACY OF A BELiTER POST-WAR NEW WORID

What Khrushchev's enenies fail to understand is the irmense
catastrophy threatening hunanity by the fanatic zeal of extrenists on
either side who, like Mao and sonme of his American counterparts, be-
lieve that it night be worth the sacrifice of several hundred million
people killed in a thermonuclear war in order to eradicate the other
systen and to liberate the rest of nankind for building up a better
new world., The fatal nistake of this expectation is the illusion that
the would-be pioneers of the new world could progress in a gimilar
way as the 17th Century Pilgrim Fathers and their offspring in the
virgin 1and of America. Contrary to the situation of that time a
post-war world of tonmorrow, right after the delivery of a bopb load a
nillion tines stronger than the sun-total of all explosives used in
11939-1945, would present the survivors with insurmountable difficulties.
Just as any single member of our society, exposed in a deserti o» ~
prineval forest without clothes, food, tools. or indeed anything would
‘perish hapelessly unless he were sawed by better equlpped hunan beings
- = thus in the sane way the renains of a civilised nation surviving in
an utterly destroyed nioonlike landscape, bereft of all necessities of
life like food and water, housing, clothing, heating. lighting,
sanitation, nedical care, cormunication, neans of transport, tools and
. nachines, could never afford the e:srgy srnd organisation necessary for
_recovery and reconstruction. The total thermonuclear showdown between

~”“'"“‘.,:4(31::&:1.:11:2:;5.5»:1 and @ayitalisn.uﬂuld, therefore, lead to utter destruction

aaving neans and;manpower to build up a
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new life, Khrushchev is conpletely right in rejecting Mao's thesis of

the inevitability of war, persisting on his own thesis of the necessity

of peaceful coexistence, and naintaining bravely his position even at

the risk of breaking the communist solidarity and losing the friendship

of the big brother, And we on the Western side who care for the sur-

vival of our offspring have every reason to support the Kennedy-

Khrushchev line instead of following the Goldwater course based on the

vain hope that communisn would collapse under its internal strife,

A UNIQUE OPPORTUNITY AND ITS POSSIBLE USERS

The unprecedented situation of today, in which a militarily
powerful state would deliberately avoid making cheap conquests by
sinply penetrating into a military vacuum, has created the unique
opportunity to which I referred at the beginning of this article:
Certain neutrals can by unilateral disarmament improve their security,
alleviate their financial situation, and at the same time even do a
nost valuable service to mankind by demonstrating the possibility of
peaceful competition., Who will be the first to use this opportunity?

Setting aside a few dwarf states we have five European neutrals:
Austria, Finland, Treland, Sweden and Switzerland, Neither of the
two last-named will be the first to disarm because of a serious
psychological bias, PFor the Swiss the idea of being a soldierly na-
tion is a kind of ersatz for the missed occasion to have fought
glorious wars in the last few centuries. They feel moreover that
their well trained and expensive army frightened away Hitler and kept
hin from attacking their country like all his other neighbours,
Therefore national defense is a kind of holy duty in Switzerland, and
a heretic like myself who dare to call the Federal Army an absolete
and useless instrument would risk being accused of blasphemy and be-
trayal of military secrets, The situation is rathexr similar in
Sweden where the psychological bias may pgain weight by the financial
interest of quite a significant armamem industry, In this way, the
wealthiest two of the European neutrals will take the position of
wait and see, closely observing what happens to the others.

In these other three states some remainders of the psychologic-
al bias are left too. 1In Finland nmany of the generation are still
alive who fought the 1939-40 war against Russia; in Ireland some
people nmight believe that unilateral disarmament would become to0
strong a tenptation for England to re-capture Her Majesty's former
province; and in Austria many people have still in nind the argument
which in 1955 led to the introduction of general conscription:

"The expansion of communist rule was stopped in Austria by the
presence of the occupation forces. After their withdrawal Austria
would share the fate of her communist-turned neighbours unless the
occupation forces were replaced by an adequate national arny."

Some education and enlightennent will be necessary to explain
to the people the basic change in the international situation, We
have also fto correct the obsolete idea that military strength is a
yardstick of nanhood and grandeur of a nation, Men walk unarned in
the streets of our cities because the conditions of life of our age
superseded their use, and not because our contemporaries have less

- courage than their armoured forefathers, The same development of
cultural progress led to pulling down the fortifications of the
, city of Vienna a century ago and will in the near future cause
e kvoluntary &isarmament of those states which can safely do so, Lessons
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of that kind night be taught more easily to the Austrians who are not
frustrated by. lack of recent military glory having fought bravely
dozens of big battles and 1ost all wars in the last two and 2 half
centurles.

It seens to be reasonable, therefore that Austria, along with
Flnland and Ireland, should exanine the correctness of ny main thesis
and in case of an affirmative result take the necessary steps., Austria
in particular might convene a new Wiener Congress, a century and half
after the first historical one which ended Napoleon's era, where the
six neighbour states, Switzerland, Federal Republic of Germany,
Czechoslovakia,,Hungary, Yugoslavia, and Italy should be invited to
give an answer to the question: What nmeasures can you provide in order
to convince the Austrians that a non-agression treaty with a disarmed
neutral state, apart fron all moral aspects, would be strictly ob-
served by you from purely reallstlc considerations of your own national
1nterests¢ ' :

. In‘other_wbrds_it sholild be proved convineingly that keeping
correct relations with a disarmed state is not merely a matter of good-
will in the nuclear age but an obligation of sober prudent statemans-
ship. : :

'Considering the inmportance and urgency of disarmament it might
be expected thaot Austria'’s neighbours would give satisfactory answers,
The next and final step would then be to make the necessary anmendments
in the Austrian legislation. Instead of simply abolishing general con-
scription one could contemplate also the transformation of the armed
forces into a labour service. . The armed police force of the usual
strength, like in other countries, would of course be kept.

One can foresee that Finland and Ireland would soon follow,
while Sweden and Switzerland would do so after some period of hesita-.
tion., At any rate the success of “he experiment which cannot be
doubted w111 help to solve the far greater prob enn of general dis-
armanent,

Als Manuskript gedruckt, '
Copyright by Hans Thirring, Wien.




