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thought better to avoid those problem, 
that would arise as a result of seeking to 
alter the ABM Treaty. Arms negotia­
tions will always constitute only one 
dimension of the broader Soviet-Ameri­
can relationship, but will be bound to be 
affected by others. 0Linkage .. is also a 
problem for arms control negotiations 
within the Western alliance, where the 
stakes are now very high. 

There lS therefore a political impera­
tive for the United States to continue the 
talb, making progress as circumstances 
permit; but it is essential to embed the 
Intermediate Nuclear Force talks, as 
soon as possible, in the broader context 
of negotiations about all strategic forces, 
The problem of the latter, unfortunately, 
is complicated by the "messy institu­
tional infrastructure., of arms control 
and the increasingly comp!icated polit­
ical setting. As a result, .. it is not easy to 
de?lne a coherent, constructive, and 
politically sustain able arms control 
policy." 

Even so, it is argued that there is 
nothing to gain from terminating SALT 
ll. Beyond that the Study Group believes
that there might be room for less formal
and less public arrangements when it
comes to the long�term future of stra­
tegic arms control negotiations, while
unilateral efforts could be taken in the
defense field which would further the
basic aims of arms control. General
expectations about arms control should
be lowered, Its future is not primarily
hampered by "a lack of reasonable goals
or of potentially effective means of
accomplishing them." Basically, arms
control is "to a large degree hostage to
the srate of US-Soviet reJa.rions. • 1 

Overall, this is a sophisticated contri­
bution to the debate about the future of 
US strategic forces. it deserves to be 
read carefully and widely, and one looks 
forward to a similar venture into the 

area of conventional weapons. To at 
least one set of European eyes. the 
contributors to this voJume represent the 
acc eptable face of present-day 
American strategic thinking. 

KEN BOOTH 

University College of Walei, 
Aberystwyth 

Feld, Werner J. and Wildgen, John K. 
NA TO and the Atlantic Defe•se: Percep· 
ti't:ms and !Uusions, New York: Praeger, 
1982, 171pp. $19.95 
What is one to make of a book that 

confesses in the HAcknowledgements,'' 
before one has even seen the table of 
contents, that "This text was written 
quickly · .. , . "; that begins the last 
chapter, called "Policy Implications," 
by raising doubts" , . , with respect to 
the cau sality between perceptlons, 
attitudes 1 behavior and policy actions" 
after leading us down the garden path 
from the analysis of perceptions and 
illusions in the first five chapters to the 
policy implications of the last chapter; 
that fills page after page with dearly 
superfluous charts 1 graphs and even an 
entire irrelevant chapter? One wonders 
why the authors wrote it and why we 
should read it. Where were the friendly 
colleague, who help authors through 
early drafts and the professional editors 
with their blue pencils? 

The authors wrote a good article that 
was stretched into a bad book. The good 
article is the last and sixth chapter. It 
shows flashes of insight into some of the 
issues separating the United States from 
its European allies, but it is unfortunate 
that the best writing and most intelligent 
commentary concentrated in the last 
chapter highlight the bad writing, the 
lack of organization and the questionable 
methods of the rest of the book. Chapter 
six relies upon traditional analysis and 

112

Naval War College Review, Vol. 36 [1983], No. 3, Art. 32

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol36/iss3/32



113

War College: May & June 1983 Full Review

Published by U.S. Naval War College Digital Commons, 1983



114

Naval War College Review, Vol. 36 [1983], No. 3, Art. 32

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol36/iss3/32



115

War College: May & June 1983 Full Review

Published by U.S. Naval War College Digital Commons, 1983



116

Naval War College Review, Vol. 36 [1983], No. 3, Art. 32

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol36/iss3/32



117

War College: May & June 1983 Full Review

Published by U.S. Naval War College Digital Commons, 1983



118

Naval War College Review, Vol. 36 [1983], No. 3, Art. 32

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol36/iss3/32



119

War College: May & June 1983 Full Review

Published by U.S. Naval War College Digital Commons, 1983



120

Naval War College Review, Vol. 36 [1983], No. 3, Art. 32

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol36/iss3/32



121

War College: May & June 1983 Full Review

Published by U.S. Naval War College Digital Commons, 1983



122

Naval War College Review, Vol. 36 [1983], No. 3, Art. 32

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol36/iss3/32



published in January 1968 in support of 
hls arguments that the Soviets view a 
protracted conventional campaign as 
improbable. Without doubt, at the time 
the Soviets did not focus on the possibil­
ities of a protracted conventional war. 
Many analysts would argue, however, 
that they do so today. Similarly, Miller 
argues that the Soviets expect to launch 
a preemptive nuclear strike, on the 
basis of a comment by A.A. Sidorenko 
published some years ago. Brezhnev's 
110-first-use offer has, of course,
overtaken Miller's argument, at ]east at
its face value.

The polnr of the$c criticisms is not to 

devalue MHler•s effort. His research is 
indeed painstaking, even if the book 
suffers from a variety of minor factual 
errors and some poor proofreading. 
Furthermore. Miller's arguments are 
plausible, and arc supportable on the 
basis of analyses that go beyond his 
methodology, Most readers will recog­
nize the limitations to Miller's method­
ology, as the author himself adrnowl­
cdges. Thus, for the general reader 
wHling to plunge into heavily academic 
prose, and for the speciali:H seeking a 
well-organized discussion of the Soviet 
military/political psyche, Miller', 
book, in the genre of the seminal works 
by Joseph D. Douglass, Jr., and 
Amoretta M. Hoeber, is indeed re­
quired reading, 

DOV S, ZAKHElM 
SpN'i,11 A��istant to the 
Under t;;rcrt·tary of Defense 
for Polky 

Clawson, Robert W. and Kaplan, 
Lawrence S,, eds, The Warsaw Part: 
Poli1ical P11rposr awl Miliwry .Means. 
W ilmington, Del.: Scharlarly Re­
sources, 1982. 297pp. $19.95 paper 
$9.95 
This collection of conference papers, 

produced under the auspices of Kent 

Professional Reading 121 

State University's Center for Nato 
Studies, goes some distance toward 
achieving its ambitious goal: to dose the 
"scholarly publication gap" that exisn 
between works on the Warsaw Pact and 
those dealing with Nato. [t could have 
succeeded with a somewhat shorter 
volume, however; one that wa:s: both 
more readable and less repetitious. 

Tl1e Warsaw Pr1C1 is organized as an 
encyclopedia of the Warsaw Pact, Its 
major sections address "The Principal 
Political Relationships," 'jNATO and 
the Warsaw Pact/' "The Forces/' "The 
Weapons," and "Doctrine and Capabil­
ities," The initial section subjects the 
reader to che same Htany of dates and key 
events three times over, in Andrzej 
Korbonski 's essay pretentiously entitled 
"The Warsaw Treaty After Twenty­
FJve Years: An Entangling Alliance or an 
Empty Shell?",Jorg K. Hoensch's "The 
Warsaw Pact and the Northern Member 
States," and Edgar O'Ballance's "The 
Three Southern Members of the Warsaw 
Pact." 

O'Rallancc has produce{I the most 
cogent of the three pieces. It is relatively 
free of unsupported assertions, which 
particularly plague the Hoensch essay, 
and provides valuable insights into the 
neutralist tendencies of the southern tier 
states. Sloppiness even creeps into 
O'Ballance's work, however. For 
example, there was no June 197:3 Middle 
East War. The war in question was 
fought In June 1967. More troubling is 
the reference to participation of under­
strength Hun garian f orces and an 
"ineffectual" Bulgarian contingent in 
the crushing of Czechoslovakia. Hoemch 
asserts that "the Pact command 
could , pride itself on the mainly 
s;1tisfactory coordination o( the five partic� 
ipant forces during the . , the interven­
tion against a deviant Pact member." 

The scctiou on Nato and the Warsaw 
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