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From MAD to GLAD

To THE Eprmor:

David Marples's adicle, “Chemobyl:
Past & Presant™ {(Movember-Decem-
ber 195T) prompts me 10 offer the
following reflections. The 1875
Helsinki Final Act of the Con-
ference on Security and Cooperation
in Burope was not a formal treaty.
Instead, it was a political process and
a compact—an cthical agreement
governing the intent and pregriatias
of murally beneficial, civilized
behavior berween neiions in the
telaied arcas of intemational security
and plobal intendependence.  Al-
though not & legally binding
document, the Final Act  provided
both a context for interpreting for-
mal agreemeniz and a diplomatic
tool, whose power derives from issucs
of honor and integrity in & court of
global cpinion.

In addition t declaring ten
“Principles  Guiding  Relations
between Pamticipating States,” the
thimy-five signatories, in order to
“eliminat[e]...the causes  of
tension..[and] strengthen...peace and
gecurity in the world™ accepecd “the
responsibility of each of them 10
promate., and o implement™  Con-
fidence-building measures (CBM) on
security - and  disarmament  which
recognized the “complementary no-
tore of the political and military
acpecis of securily.”

Although the Final Act does not
explicitly refer to nuchear power
safiawy, nor o ntemational obligations
regarding  nuoclear - accidenm, the
gignatories affirmed that “each of the
participating States, in accordance
with the principles of intemational
law, ought io ensure, in a spirit of
cooperatbon, that activities canned out
on its temitory do not cause degra-
dation of the environment in anodher
Siaie of in areas Iying bevond (he
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limits of national jurisdiction.” Such
envionmenial cooperations are to be
implemented through “exchanges of
scicntific and 1echnical information,
documentation ond research resuls
[.and]..joint..programmes  amd  proe
j,:'cmll.'ll

The Madrd follow-up meeting
mandated the “undertakfing of]..new,
effective and concrete actions designed
to make progress in strengthening
confidence and securty..” through
confidence- and  securnty-building
measures (CSBM), which *will cover
the whole a5 well as the adjoining sea
aren and wir space. They will be of
militory significance amd  politically
binding and will be peovided with
adequate forms of verification...”

In order 1o regulate effectively,
govemning mechanisms must be cap-
ghle of coptrolling at a level com-
mensurnfe with the lavel of conse-
quences of the associated policy
dacisions, With repard to noclear power
issues, the comgequences of local or
pnational choices are clearly trans-
pational and interdependent.

Although the aliemative to nuclear
war is peace, the alternative to the
peacetime  use of nuclear energy
invalves other energy provision. Wise
policies made by one country will nod
compensale for the global side-effects
of poor decisions implemented by
another, For us w evaluate our options
mare effectively, we nesd to set aside
histericil and cmotional bisses in favor
of competent and comparative risk
assessments, Such analyses are inirin-
sically difficult, but must be made.
Whether & pro- or antinuclear energy
advocate, one's evaluations are im-
proved through betier information.

In his public oddress on 14 May
1986, cightezn days afier the nuclear
iccident st Chemobyl, General Sec-
retary Gorbachey called for “creating
gn imemational regime of safe de-
velopinent of nuclear poweron b basis

af close ¢ooperaiion of all nations deal--
ing with nuclear power engineering. A
system of prompt wamning and: supply
of information in the event of accidents
and faulis at  nuclear power
aatinns . should be sstablished in the
framework of this regime, Likewise it
is necessary &0 adjust an intemational
mechanism..for the specifie rendering
of mutusl accistance when dangerous
SIDERCIONS emerpe.”

Through climinating certain classes of
puclear missiles &od providing  for
venhication throogh on-sits monitorng,
the mecent Reagan-Gorbachey  Inder-
mediate-Range Muclear Forces (INF)
treaty implements a major, symbolic
demonstration of confldence-and  se-
curity-building; and, as such, it is an
act of progmatic and mordl courage on
behalfl of both countries., 15 it not almost
a ¢arpllary to owr cooperation regarding
nuclear weaponry o extend its intent,
mechanisms and  on-sibe  verification
policies 1o encompass the nonmilitary
use of nuclear energy?

Given proper intentions, the €oop-
erative scrutiny of each other's nuclear
industrics might even enable our tra-
ditional predilections 1owards muual
su:pi.ci.-l;‘m and eriticism o contribuie
positively 10 our awareness and under-
standipg of organizational and design
defects in cur nuclear ensrgy pPrograms.
Similarly, a sense of mutual cooperation
could mitigate unwarranted responses
based an ignorance, panic or fear, which
further extend calamity and are directly
or indirectly abusive to humankind.

A chapter of the Reagan-Gorbachey
legacy might yet mark a transition in
attitude, about our interresponsibilities
and the shared consequences of some
of our choices, from the perspective of
mutually assured destruction (MAD) 1o
ome af globally linked, atomic decision-
mechanisms (GLAD),
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