






October 28, 2002

Dear Ken,


I was surprised and actually quite pleased to learn from your letter that you think that “a world of many nuclear states is not desirable.” When I read that, I thought that I might have misunderstood what you had written, so I went back and reread those essays yet again. I couldn’t find a single passage in which you said that such a world was to be avoided. To be sure, in the conclusion to your first piece in the book, you said that you had argued there “that the gradual spread of nuclear weapons is better than no spread or rapid spread,” and you also said, in the final sentence in that piece, that the “gradual spread of nuclear weapons” was “more to be welcomed than feared.” But that was a point about pace, not extent. It was rooted in the quite straightforward idea that, as you say at the beginning of that piece, “rapid changes in international conditions can be unsettling.” It’s not the same as an argument that a world of many nuclear states is to be avoided. Once again, rereading those pieces, I got the impression that in your view a world of many nuclear states is to be welcomed, provided we get there at a stately enough speed.

If you really believe that a “world of many nuclear states is not desirable,” I wish you would say so directly and in print. And if you do that, I think it would be of real value if you explained why exactly a line had to be drawn somewhere—that is, if you explained what principle would allow us to determine when “more would be worse.” I certainly came away from the book with the impression that you disagreed with the arguments other people made about the need to draw a line. And I got the impression from that that in your view no line at all needed to be drawn. I’m sure other people came away with similar impressions. If we’re all wrong, and if you don’t think a world full of nuclear states is a good idea, then I think it’s important to correct that misconception, because the way your arguments come across has a real effect on the way people think about these problems.

I think these are very serious issues. I think the old norms are being eaten away quite rapidly, and we may be moving into a world where massive counter-population warfare is a real possibility. Maybe I’m wrong about that, but I think it’s important to try to argue these issues out, and to do that we really have to know where exactly we all stand. That’s why I hope you will write something up that will make it clear why exactly you would want to avoid a world of many nuclear states. And if in doing that you would like to use my review as an example of how you had been misunderstood, I wouldn’t mind that at all.

I hope to see you soon. And I really appreciate the fact that you took the trouble to drop me a line.







Best regards,

