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“The Cultural Foundations of the Present American Approach to Collective Security”
ABSTRACT
International Law discourse can usefully be understood in the wider context of the cultural identity of a country. My understanding of a state as a legal subject of international law is as an historical, territorial community under the command of institutions which reflect the cultural values of the community.

From this standpoint the legal discourse of the United States will be analysed to explain the terms in which dominant and influential international law language supports a definition of American interests in security as no longer being collective and as willing to be based upon unilateral resort to military action, including preemptive action.

The heart of my paper will be to go on to explain how this legal discourse is embedded in a cultural tradition of a sense of unique destiny and special status of the United States among the nations. At the present time this discourse is especially marked by a religious fundamentalism which has certain characteristics contrary to the idea of the rule of law and the importance of legal restraints in international relations. An unsound interpretation of Protestant theology allows a definition of evil and of danger which accords an authority to punish and to eliminate danger which threatens the continued force of international law as an important part of American cultural identity.

It should be the task of the international lawyer to venture into this apparently unfamiliar terrain and to argue against ideas at the place where they are threatening the force of international law in international society.
