
steinming from an acute case of national hubris. Our Secretary of State says the United States
stands taller, secs firther tban other nations. The President declares that we cali the shots. Senator
Jesse Helms stands astride the U. S. Senate, a chauvinistic jingo who rejeots the concept of a
global comnnunity bascd on the rule of law. Washington speaks as the sole superpowcr and
international norms are for lesser nations.

It is truc, perhaps, that neyer in thc history of the world bas a single nation ever exerciscd the
preeminent influence globaliy wbich the U. S. wielded in thc 2Oth Ccntury. The question now
becomes, what lies ahead in the 21st Cen ry? Widl it beanother Ameican Centuy? O)rcould tbis
great power slip away, be tbrown away, and the 21lst Century become the anti-American Century?

The answcr is Uiat it dcpcnds on whether Uic U. S. attempts to perpetuate an American global
hegcmony as the world's only niilitaiy superpower - or if Uicy seek to exercise constructive
leadership as a cooperative member in a peaceful world cornmunity governcd under thc mie of
law. Confrontation or coopcration?

Unfortunatcly, Uic U. S. Congress and Uic Executive seem dctermined to make military power Uic
primaiy instrument of U. S. forcign policy. The U. S. is Uic only nation in history which bas
foxmally divided Uic globe into niilitary zones and appointed a Gencral or an AdmiraI to be
Commander-in-Chief within each zone. There are nearly a quarter of a million uniformed troops
Permanently assigned to these Commanders, heavily armed and ffilly combat ready to intervene
miliarily i not one, but two conflicts anywhere on earth and to win both wars nearly
simultaneously. President Clinton bas proclaimed that he will act multilaterally where possible but


