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Scoop!

New York, Nov, 18—The people at ABC
are on to one hell of a story, It is that
nuclear war results in quite awful things.
You know, like death, pestilence, hunger,
pain, desolation, and skin blisters. That is
the whole of the story in the documentary
coming up next Sunday, and if you have
ever doubted that nuclear war is awful, be
sure to tune in. There is also a surprise
ending: It tells you on the screen that
probably nuclear war will be worse than as
depicted by ABC. It remains only to be
added that if nuclear war happens, its
sponsors will be the kind of people re-
sponsible for this documentary.

The producers at ABC have gone to
greal pains 1o insist that it is not a “po-
litical” document, They are saying what
the situation theatrically demunds, but the
sheer humbuggery of it is really too much.
It is as if Nancy Reagan went into the
polling hooth a year from now and an-
nounced thar she had not made up her
mind whom 10 vote for. Why do they
g0 through such motions of alleged impar-
tiality?

BUT such motions they have fastidiously
gone through. In the version of the docu-
drama generally releused for preview, one
heard a sentence on the radio news. It
said something like, “The crisis in US.-
Soviet relations grew out of the U.S, in-
sistence on deploying the cruise and Per-
shing missiles . . " 1 say it “said” that
because the lines have been  climinated.
Look how we can be nonpolitical, Mal
No hands!

Such wasted motion, At the very end of
a long story on the controversy, published
last Sunday in the New York Times, the
whole show is simply given away by the
writer of the script of The Day Afier, Mr.
Edward Hume., | quote: “Although Mr.
Stoddard [the principal producer of the
drama} was determined to avoid any ex-
plicit political statements, Mr. Hume ac-
knowledges that the film cannot entire-
ly avoid a political interpretation: ‘I would
like to see people starting to question the
value of defending this countiy with a
nuclear arscnal. What troubles me is that
there's no dialogue on the subject. 1 hope
this film will wrench the dialogue back to
the surface. To that cxtent, it is a politi-
cal film.'

s all right there. The idea is 10 ques-

tion “the value of defending this country
with a nuclear arsenal.” That is a call to
unilateralism in one sylluble, assuming the
word were as compressible as the analyti-
cal powers of the producers of The Day
After. What it says is quite simply: It is
wrong 10 own nuclear bombs. Because if
we own them, the Soviets might want to
blow them up, and to do so, they would
aim nuclear bombs at us. It is not true
that there has been no dislogue over uni-
lareral surrender. But it has been, up until
now, largely the property of Jane Fonda
and others who reside in the fever swamps
where junk thought grows.

Here is an idea for a follow-up on The
Day After. ABC might call it The Day
After, 1. It should describe the life of
citizens of Lawrence, Kansas, the day afier
we surrendered 1o the Soviet Union, which
is exactly what we would do if it alone
had atom bombs, which is exactly what Ja-
pan did when we alone had atom bombs.
It might make instructive reading to have
a look at James Michener's description of
what the Nazis did the day ufter they took
over Poland. The first thing would be the
execution of anybody who was ever active
in defense of free speech or, actually, ac-
tive in behslf of any puhlic policy. This
would include the Jane Fonda-ABC set,
and that is too bad, becuuse death is much
more pleasant than life in greater Gulag.

Do you want to see a movie as grue-
some as The Day Afier? Go see One Day
in the Life of Ivan Denisovich. That is
what happens to the tens of millions who
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“They're on to us, Boris! The CIA left
us a Christmas card.”
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did not have a nuclear arsenal with which
10 say no lo the Soviet beast.

If only these people would sit up and
realize that it is precisely the existence of
our nuclear arsenal that prevents such a
situation as is depicted in the ABC drama.
And remember thiss A (ull-scale nuclear
war would mean about one hundred mil-
lion Americans dead. Those hundred mil-
lion are going 1o dic one of these days
without nuclear anacsthetic, and they will
in almost every case die more painfully,
They should, then, live more joyously:
which mcans they must have the courage
10 do two things: preserve their libenty,
and keep the nuclear peace. Providential-

ly, these two things hrppen simultaneously,
inseparably. (]

DAY day after The Day Afier is
AFTER  most welcome. Two  things,

about which up until Sunday
night there was only informed speculation,
are now absolutely established. The first is
that the movie itself was a profound bore,
cmply of engaging narrative and fatally
marred by its lack of analytical rigor. The
second is that whatever was on the mind
of the impresarios over at ABC, the mov-
ie became a political operation,

On the first point, a linde indulgence is
in order for wwo reasons. The first is that
the script otiginally ran for four hours,
Reducing it 10 a little over two hours was
in part an act of cuthanusia, but 10 doubt
caused turmoil in that the viewer was left
with characters unaccounted for, and char-
acters undeveloped. Viewed as a whale, it
is nard 1o have an interesting (wo-hour
picture about a stranger’s death by cancer.
You quickly get the idea that things are
gettng worse, that no relief is in sight, and
that there is a general helplessaess written
inta the situation.

This last point extends the metaphor,
because The Day After is a piotest against
a situation over which the public has ab-
solutely no control. In this sense it is
exactly like contracting terminal cancer,
What can we do about it? Whut can we
do about the Soviet Union’s mad race to
pile weapon upon nuclear weapon in an
arsenal already groaning with apocalyptic
power? The answer to that question is we

ITHE New York, Nov. 21- The

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



