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A totally new situation has emerged in the world, CPSU
Central Committee General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachyov said
recently in Paris. Security in Europe and elsewhere cannot be
ensurad by military means, through deterrence, This new
historical reality calls for a rethink of many customary
things in military and political spheres, writes Novosti
analyst V.Kortunov.

As distinct from all previous wars, when people could not
foresee all their consequences and conquerors, what with all
their shortfalls, always counted on victory, the consequences
of a nuclear war are known with absolute certainty beforehand.
Mankind will not be able to.survive it, while the very notion
of victory is becoming a sheer absurdity. It has been
@stimated that by now IS,QQQ Efgutons of nuclear explosives
has been accumulated iﬁA;Le worigz In the last 15 years alone,
the number of nuclear charges has triplo? to 501q90; This

nuclear arsenal is equal to one million Hiroshimas or to 6,000

world wars similar in scale tq Wor@gi?ar II. Add to this the

deadly climatic, echogicul and other conseguences which a
nuclear-missile Apocalypse would inevitably entail. Can we
proceed any further? Elementary common sense suggests we
cannot, since the arms race in the nuclear age has lit the red
light on the road of human civilization, which only
colour-blind people or suicides fail to see.

Regrettably, ©f late historical colour-blindness of sorts
has become a fairly widespread disease in Washington. It
manifests itself in the "militarisation of political
consciousness®™, something that Mikhail Gorbachyov spoke about

recently din his address on French television. Moreover,
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presently, this phenomenon is growing particularly dangerous,
because the world has approached a critical point when--one
can say it without fear of exaggeration--its foreseeable
future is being decided. The implications are whether the arms
race will continue or will be stopped and, above all, whether
space will be militarised or not.

x x x

The 40th session of the International Bank for
Feconstruction and Development and the International Monetary
fund ended in Seoul without producing any results, as its
sponsors had to admit, writes Novosti political commentator
Yuri Gvozdev. Nevertheless it was a bitter lesson for
developing Asian, African and Latin American countries in the
context of the present state of intermational economic
contacts. The Third World’s worst apprehensions have proved
right: the United States, which sets the tone in the Western
business world, has reaffirmed its tough position that
developing nations must repay their debts even if they are
starving and living through an economic crisis. Washington has
put forward its own formula as the only way out of the
financial crisis. When they promise another dollar injection,
US-prompted bankers demand that developing nations
substantially reduce the public sector, lift restrictions on
imports and give even more freedom of action to
multinationals.

No wonder that such an approach gives a political meaning
to the situation. Foreign capital begins to dictate ways of
development and strengthen the positions of the more
conservative pro-imperialist circles.

The financial situation of developing nations continues
to worsen. Their foreign debts are rapidly growing: while in
1955 +the figure was 9 billion dollars, in 1980 it was 600

billicon, . and in 1984 almost 900 billion. Economists compare
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this process to cancer which threatens the Third World’s
sovereignty. People are dying of starvation, poverty and

diseases owing to the policy by the world financial mafia, led
by the United States, which, through the IMF, demands that the

debtors cut social programmes. In 1984 alone young countries

had toc pay Western bankers 160 billion dollars to service
debts.

(APN, October 21. In full.)

THE END
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"WE SHALL NOT REPEAT THE EVIL"

The clock of Hiroshima stopped at 8:15 a.m. on August 6,
1945, when an atomic bomb exploded in the gky over th-
city. In that single flash, a way of life that had been painstaking-
1y built up over 350 years of human endeavour was ﬁtterly
destroyed.

I was 29 when the bomb was dropped, and at that momeni T
was 3.5 kilometers from ground zero. /I survived, but lost both
my sisters, other relations, friends and acquaintances. I will
nevar forget that nuclear nightmare. I have been mayor of Hiroshime
for 13 years, and I have been working hard to keep the memory
of that disaster alive, .for the moment humankind forg-ts
Hiroshima, the moment the‘evil is repeated, human history will
coasa.

Having overcome the pain and the sorrow, Hiroshima has
risen from the rubble.and become a modern urban centrs. With =
population of 1,050,000, we are developing into a city of intor-
national peace and eulture. This was made possible by tha tiraless
«fforts and the ardent commitment to peace and justic: of prople
in Japan and gbroad. Hiroshima has been given a new life, to
serve as a symbol of mankind's inalienable right to live in
peaca.

The .moment the clock of Hiroshima stopped, the clock of hig-
tory showed the onset of g new, nuclear age. With the signing of

the US-USSR TNF Treaty the human race took the first stap towards

nuclear disgrmament.



The City of Hiroshima fully supports and highly values the
initiatives of the Delhi Six for a freeze on nuclear téciing
and the results of US-USSR talks. We would welcome the
conclusion of an international treaty against thedtuse of nuclenr
wzapons.

Ast?eUN forum on disarmament met in June, a ‘'peacae wava:
swopt the world. In Japan, it began with a driwe to sign the
Hiroshima and Nagasaki appeal for the complete prohibition and
elimination of nuclear weapons. I hope to make my own modest
contribution to stimulating public opimnion: I reiterate my
request that all national leaders vigit Hiroshima. I am also
working to promote the Inter—City Solidarity Project and celling
for an immediate and total/ban on muclear testing and for the
elimination of nuclear weapons.

On the cenotaph in Hiroshima's Peace Memorial Park are on-
graved the words "Let A1l #he Souls Here Rest in Peace, for Va
shell not Repeat the Evil", This is the prayer offercd to the
victims of the atomic bombing. It is the Spirit of Hiroshima.
Hiroshima calls for theycreation of a world without nuclear

weapons.

Takeshi Araki

Mayor of Hiroshima
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THE SHADOWS OF HIROSHIMA
Yuri Zhukov

Today at 8.15 am.bells will toll once again in the centre
of the Japanese city of Hiroshima and thousands of people
will pay homage to the memory of the victims of the American
atom bomb.

Before August 6, 1945, Hiroshima's population was
400,000. At an instant the explosion of the atom bomb,
cynically called the Little Boy by Americans turned 240,000
people into ashes and mutilated 156,555, But figures are not
enough. The reader’s eye does not see what is hidden behind
these lines. To grasp the tragedy one should walk in silence
the paths of wide space crunching under one’s feet. This
space was once the centre of a noisy city. One should climb
the steps into a lonely big house where everything what is
left from Hiroshima of 1945 is collected and see a photograph
placed there: the Ayoi bridge, an ordinary granite bridge -
across the river and on it the shadows of nine people running
somewhere with raised hands.

But where are the people casting their shadows? They do
not exist. They evaporated under the effect of deadly beams
with a tremendously high temperature, and their shadows have
been left for ever imprinted into the stone.

The Pentagon likes to boast that present-day nuclear
bombs are hundreds of times more powerful than the Little Boy
which brought sueh evil that bright aﬁnny morning in
Hiroshima. But the Pentagon men stubbornly refuse to think
that in the case of a nuclear war only 5 billion shadows,
imprinted in burnt stones of the dead planet, would be left.

That 4is why today, on the day of the 42nd anniversary of
the Hiroshimatragedy, people of that city and people of the
whole world who have not lost common sense are ever more

vigorously backing the Soviet proposals for eliminating
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nuclear weapons. It has just been reported from Tokyo that
the international conference held there has called on mankind
to collect a billion signatures to the appeal for

a total and unconditional elimination of nuclear weapons.

b AP R, 4
REPORT ON VICTIMS OF BIKINI EXPLOSION

Tokyo, August 5. (TASS). Over one thousand Japanese
fishing boats were affected by the radioactive fallout during
the test of an American hydrogen bomb on Bikini atoll. This
conclusion was drawn by the authors of a study conducted by
the activists of the anti-war movement of Kochi prefecture. -
The new data exceed by far the official statistics of the
Bikini victims in Japan. In 1954, immediately following the
hydrogen-bomb explosion, the government bodies registered
only two ships as affected by the blast.

The results of the many-year work done by physicians,
lawyers and historians with the assistance of the local
fishermen were submitted to the participants in the
international conference for prohibition of nuclear weapons
who assembled in Hiroshima. The fate of 187 people exposed
to the radioactive rain near Bikini was accurately traced in
the course of the study. Forty of them died of leukaemia and
other forms of cancer.

(Pravda, August 6. Abridged.)
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EDICS SAY "NHO" TO NUCLEAR THREAT

Academician Y. Chazov, Chairman,
Soviet Committee of international Physicians for

the Prevention of Nuclear War

The anti-war movement -n this planet invoives millions of
reopie holding most diverse pcolitical views and /@oming from
=1l walks of life. The international anti-war mavement of
physicians has become an important stimulating,tactor behind
the growth of mass action against the nuclear thrsat. It
emerged late in 1980 and came to be known as internaticnal
Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War. Thers are
. 35,000 pecpls active in it at present . The movement is

ipported by large sections of the population, poliitical andg
raligious leaders of varicus )countpies of the world.
e x =

Medical men have aiways had a special responsibiiity te
bear for the preservatidn of human life and heaitn. Trus to
the hippocratic ocath < one ®f the noblest human documents --
physicians guard the heaith of people and save their 1ifs. ¥e
remember the ancient doctorfs words ! "Whatever home I may
anter., i shall enter it for 'the geood of the sick™.

But we can foilow _the hippocratic ocath only as iong as we
»re alive ourselves,/3s long as our hands can work, our
nospitals function. and there are medicines and instruments
i & nuclear wary however, physicians would be unabie to
discharge their mission. A nuclear war would not only sow
death, pain and/injury. but it wouid destroy the possibility
of coming to.the aigc of mnillions of woundead, irradiated , and
burnt.

4 :‘hotough understanding of the nature and scale of the

hiomedicai consequences of the use of nuclear weapons is of
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major significance in getting the majority of the members of
~he medical profession to take up a civic anti-war stance.That
iz why physicians are telling the peoples the hard truth about
the kind of threat the nuclear arms race has in store for
humanity.

The consequences of the use of atomic weapons were
demonstrated to the world 40 years ago when these weapons had
just appeared. The civilians of the Japanese cities of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki fell victim toc that monstrous
axperiment. Those of their inhabitants who were affected bv
tie radioactive faliout are still dying from, leukaemia and
malignant tumours. Atomic death has a long memory.

Close on 15,000 megatons of nuclear charges, an equivalent
=~f # million Hiroshima-type bombs, are ‘stored up in the world
today. That means about s:1x thousand “Second World Wars' in
terms of suplosives used. Acgording,.to thse estimates made by
some physiclans, over two billionw,human beings wouid tail
victim to a nuclear war, showld 4t break cut. The immediats
destructive tactors of nuglear blasts would be compounded by
remote consseguences.including the so-called '"nuclear winter”
{a bitter cold because of air pollution with smoke and dust..

Research studies and ‘geonclusions made by physicians
ragarding nuclear war have had a strong sobering-up effect on
rather large sections gf pubiic opinion in the West that
underestimated the dangers of nuclear cataclysm. Whiie in
eariier days “he anti=nucliear mood was common basically tc
progressive and liberal elements. many more from other
gquarters have now Some to realise that a nuclear war is au
identical threat to everybody.No one woulid escape it eithsr in
ihe oceans or at pilaces far-away from military or industrial
centres, or )YArpough neutrality status. It is noteworthy that
many American physicians holding conservative views have come

to the fore in action against the nuclear threat.
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So one of the major effects the physicians’ movement has
achieved is breaching the psychological wall that keeps many
of the Western men in the street from realising the true
character of a possible nuclear war. Until quite recently they
did not see well enough the real danger of its disastrous
consequences. The horrors of Hiroshima slip one’s memory in
the daily round. The effect of the American atomic bombings of
1945 has come to mean nothing but an abstract idea to
many,that is something meaningless. Indeed, it is, after all,
psychologically difficult to perceive such ideas’as a "million
Hiroshimas™ or the "death of hundreds of millions of human
beings'". Finally, there are fewer and fewér people with
experience of the shambles of the Second World War. This is
the psychological background to the underestimation of the
danger of an outbreak and the ‘scale ©of the consequence of
another =— nuclear war.

What has made for this ‘'‘complacency”, furthermore, is the
incessant effort of many Western statesmen and politicians as
well as militarist propaganda to cenvince the population of
their countries that it 'is “permissible” to start a nuclear
war and possible to wage it in a "limited version". This is,
after all, the official military doctrine of the U5 and NATO.

So what had to be done was to end this indifference, to
shake people, to make them see the motivation for vigorous
activity and convince.them that the task in hand is not to
prevent just “another™ war, like many that have been fought
out in history, but to preserve human civilisation.

The Fifth Congress of the International Physicians for the
Prevention of Nuclear War, which met in Budapest last summer.
has been an important landmark in the medical movement. For
the first time the capital of a Socialist nation played host
to members of this movement -- representatives of over fifty

countries. Welcoming the delegates, Janos Kadar, General
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Secretary of the H3SWP, stressed the important role of the
physicians’ movement in strengthening the peoples’ will to
peace and in mobilising international public opinion.

The physicians, assembled in Budapest, warmly welcomed the
message of greetings addressed to them by Mikhail Gérbachyov
who pointed out that in the Soviet Union there was ' 'full
understanding of, and support for the noble activities of this
movement.

Every one of more than a thousand delegates toock close to
heart the noble mission of physicians -- to prevant a nuclear
war setting this planet ablaze. Among the delegates there were
the authors of an important report of the World Health
Urganisation (WHO) on the consequences of nuclear war for
human health and health services, and medical workers engaged
in investigating the varicus aspects of the destructive
factors of nuclear explosions/as wellhas the economic, social
and psychological implications of ©the '‘arms race and a war
involving weapons of wholesale annihilation.

To demonstrate the senselessness and cruelty of the arms
race American physician Victor W. Sidel set up a metronome on
the platform and said that with sach tap of the instrument,
which comes avery second, one chiid in the world feli ill and
one died. At the same time, 25,000 dollars are spent on
armaments each second./ The money spent on armaments in the
world would be enocugh(tc provide all developing countries with
food and medical assistance.

Speakers at the@ congress said that the worid spent on arms
2,200 million dollars a day. At the same time, the WHO’s
budget to combat malaria in 1984 and 1985 is about 29 million
dollars and thé organisation’s budget to tackle the problem of
water supply /and sanitation is 45 million dollars. Meanwhile,
2,700 million peopie on ocur planet drink polluted water, which

is the cause of 80 per cent of all diseases in the developing
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countries. WHO’s expenditures on tackling the problems of
cardio-vascular pathology, the chief cause of death in the
industrialised nations, are about four million dollars in
1984-1985. How can one tolerate the situation when one out of
350 inhabitants of our planet is a soldier and only one out of
| 3,700 is a doctor?

These and other figures cited at the congress speak for
themselves. There is no graver disease than the arms race,
especially the nuclear arms race. Speakers at/{the congress
said that a2 nuclear war was an epidemic for/which there was no
cure. Only prevention is effective here.

Participants in the congress said they were concerned over
the US efforts to spread the arms race to space. They said
that the implementation of Washington’s plans to militarise
space would undermine international stability, sharply
increase the risk of a devastating ‘global nuclear war, provoke
a new, uncontrollable arms race and blow up the disarmament
negotiations. Space, which haslong attracted man by the
possibility of expanding,ocur knowledge about the Universe and
the oppertunities it opens for its peaceful exploration,
should not become a source of death and destruction and an
arena of Star Wars.

The congress has adopted a appeal to General Secretary of
the Soviet Communist Party Central Committee Mikhail
Gorbachyov and US President Ronald Reagan, which said that an
arms race in space/would sharply escalate the threat of a
global nuclear conflict. A programme for removing the threat
of nuclear war, which is spelled out in the call, envisagss a
verifiable freeze on the production, testing and deployment of
nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles, their subsequent
balanced reductions and, eventually, their elimination. It
also urges other countries to follow the Soviet Union’s

example and make a pledge not to initiate the use of nuclear
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weapons.

The motto of the Budapest congress was "Co-operation, not
Confrontation.” Co-operation contributes to the world’s
prosperity, whereas confrontation may lead to death.

The documents adopted at the congress say that the nuclear
powers should, as a first step, impose a moratorium on all
nuclear explosions, which should be effective till the
conclusion of a treaty that would ban all nuclear weapon tests
everywhere. The enactment of that proposal codld be a first
step leading towards a complete halting of all €ésts, which
are a catalyst for the nuclear arms race.

The unilateral moratorium which the Soviet Union imposed
on all nuclear explosions on August 6 this.year met with
universal approval. On behalf of all the members of the
international physicians’ movement its leaders approved and
supported the new Soviet initiative. Many national organisa-
tions followed their example., The Soviet moratorium was met
with approval by physicians in the United States, a country on
which it will depend whether the moratorium will be extended
next year.

In his letter to the New York Times, Con Nugent, executive
secretary of the international physicians’ movement, answered
the critics of the Soviet/move by saying that the Soviet
initiative created a realistic opportunity for holding back
the arms race and that the United States should use this
opportunity in the interest of its own security. He expressed
the confidence that a ban on testing would bar the development
of new generation nuclear devices, including those designed
for deployment in space.

In a message to President Reagan Bernard Lown,an American
cardioclogist and co-chairman of the movement, called the
moratorium on nuclear blasts "a medical prescription for

peace” and urged the President to use the opportunity which
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could help ensure real and lasting security for all Americans
and the world as a whole. This year, thanks to the efforts of
the American organisation Physicians for Social Respons-

ibility, the problem of halting all nuclear weapon tests has

become a subject of broad discussion and an active anti-war
campaign by medical workers in the United States and several
other Western countries.

Halting the arms race on Earth and preventing it in space
and creating an atmosphere of trust and co-operation are not
only problems for political debate or diplomatic negotiation
today. They are the demand of our times,.the demand of the
nations of the world. The fact that moresthan 1,250,000
physicians in various countries have signed the petition to
halt the nuclear arms race during the last two years bears
this out.

October 1 is the International Day of Physicians against
Nuclear War. On this day doctors all over the world will hold
anti-war rallies and demonstrations and persuade more of their
colleagues to sign the anti-nuclear petition. As ever, Soviet
physicians who make their contribution to the struggle waged
by the peaceloving forces to remove the threat of nuclear

catastrophe will be in the front ranks of this movement.

(Pravda, October 1. In full.)
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THE_BOOK_SCENE

VOICE OF REASON, VOICE OF DECENCY

Europe on the Threshold of the Third Millennium. For Peace,
Nature and Men, Issue I, The Peace Book, Khudozhestvennaya Litera~
tura Publishers (Moscow) and Briuckenverleg (Dusseldorf), 1986,

*
392 pp.

If it isn't yet a rarity, it is bound totbecome one, for it
content
is extraordinary in both / and design. Soviet and West German
authors worked on it for two years at the .request of the Soviet
Committee for European Security and Cooperation and the Rhine-
-Westphalia Foreign Society (Dortmund, FRG) in pursuance of the
recommendations of the Helsinki Pinal. Act,

The book is not the first of its kind: its forerunners were

the five-volume European Peetry and the anthology Europe: Twen-

tieth Century, put out in the USSR in 1977 and 1980, respectively;

they were acknowledged by readers as early birds of the post-
-Helsinki European publications project.

Now lovers of beauty have another book; I say it is a thing
of beauty because it is generously illustrated with old engravings
and etchings. The book offers lofty ideas and heartfelt reflec-

tions, fine aspirations and great ideals by a constellation of

N The book was put out in Russian and German simultaneously:
Eurcpa an der Schwelle des 3. Jahrtausends. Gedanken zum Frieden
und zur Erhaltung der Umwelt des Menschen. Erhaltung des Friedens,
Moskau, ChudoShestwennaja literatura, Bruckenverlag, Dusseldorf,
1986.




notable writers, scholars, politicians, journalists and religious
leaders past and present, eddressing themselves to the fate of
mankind and its age-old aspirations.

Out of the remote past, we hear condemnations of war, impas-
gioned pleas for peace, and the voices of humanists, who had
striven in vain to halt bloodshed.

Erasmus of Rotterdam argued in his famous treatise, The

Complaints of Peace, that there was nothing glorious about war.

In his view, the greatest honours should be bestowed upon those
who avert war, those who restore peace with wise counsel and
those who are doing their utmost to make large armies and stock-
piles of arms redundant.

English philosopher Thomas Hobbes said in his day that the
paramount law of Nature was for people to seek and pursue peace.

"Lay down erms snd don the garb of peace," urged qugn
Amos Komensky (Comenius), Czech philosopher and educationalist.
Hig words, "We must tirelessly look for ways of supplanting huma-
nity for inhumanity,” cited in this book (p. 43), are wholly re-
levant today.

English natural scientist Joseph Priestley held that the
succeeding generations would revise the traditional view of war;
when people learn to think a little more, he wrote, they will
resort to means other than theS"9¥% to settle their differences.
His compatriot Jeremy Bentham urged people to banish the fear
thet breeds mistrust (which, incidentally, NATO strategists are

now trying to perpetuate through the "nuclear deterrence" doat-

rine). oy
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The fear that other nations will deceive us, and the conviction
that other brains are shrewder and other hearts 1less noble, &are
gigne of our weakness, he seaid.

Immanuel Kant called for eternal peace and conjectured as to
the objective law-governed phenomena bringing about ‘human under-
standing and an inevitable peaceful alliance of all peoples in
the future.

Europe's principal interest is peace, said & French six-
teenth-geventeenth century statesman, Maximilien de Bethune (Duc
de Sully). "It is amazing that Europe with its highly civilised
nations still lives by barbarian and irrational principles," he
wrote. "What is the substance of its wise policy if not eternal
squabbles? Wars keep breaking out, now here now there. It seems
»». that we make peace only in order to start new wars!" A truly
wise policy, said Victor Hugo, should bring nearer the day when
"markets open to trade and minds open to ideas will be the only
battlefields".

That was how the idea of world peace--an anti-militarist
humanitariap idea--came into the world. The classics of Marxism~
-Leninism embraced and expounded it, turning a utopia into scien-
tific theory and an elusive ideal into a realistic goal. They
forcefully demonstrated the direct relationship between the
struggle againat war of conquest and the struggle for socialiam,
for the vital goals of the working class. "...The alliance of
the working classes of all countries will ultimately kill war,"l
we read in an address of the First International. Since that t&me

the working class and communist movement has always been involved



in actions for peace.
After the 1917 Great October Socialist Revolution, which

Lenin characterised as the first victory in the strugglesto abo-

2

lish war,” he pointed to the need to draw up a foreign policy

programme specially for Europe,3 The CPSU and the ‘Soviet govern-

ment have always put the emphasis on European affairs in their
foreign policy. The new edition of the CPSU Programme notes, in-
ter alia, that the Party attaches much importanece to promoting
peaceful good-neighbourliness and cooperation among European
states. This point was also made in Mikhail Gorbachov's Statement
of January 15, 1986, and in the Political Report of the CPSU
Central Committee to the 27th Party Congress.

The chain of time is unbreakable. The cause of reason and
humanism was carried on by Mikhail Sholokhov, Alexander Fadeyev,
Konstantin Simonov, Leonid. leonoy, Chinghis Aitmatov, Yuri Bonda-
rev, Victor Astafiev, Alexander Tvardovsky, Andrei Voznesensky,
Rasgul Gamzatov, Yevgeny Velikhov, Yevgeny Chazov and other Soviet
writers and scientists; the FRG is represented in the book by
Gunter Grass, Albert Schweitzer, Karl Jaspers, Heinrich B311,
Martin NiemSller, Willy Brandt, Dieter Lattmann, Herbert Wehner,
Gert Bastian, Hans Magnus Enzensberger, Erich Kastner and Helmut
Schmidt. The book alsc cites scholars and cultural figures from
other European countries, the USA and Canada. Though some of the
authors are represented by abstracts from their works or brief
quotations (the book is very compact), the reader is given a good
idea of the artistic, literary and political thought directed to

finding the way to world peace, international security and to



Be
the
upholding /paramount human right to life without waxrs end weapons.

The book is a blend of past and present intellectual expe-
rience. The cover shows Rodint's Thinker, the artistic emblem of
the publication, as it were. The reader perceived him as Europe
pondering its past, present and futurse, the lessons of history,
tHe bitter experiences, the chances it had, its hopes and its
role in deciding the fate of the world. Albert Einstein and
Bertrand Russell said in their femed Menifesto, cited in the book:
"We have to learn to think in a new way. We have to learn to ask
ourselves, not what steps can be taken to give military victory

whatever group we prefer,
to eur prefewre® gwpoud/ for there no longer are such steps; the
question we have to ask ourselves is: What steps can be taken to
prevent a military eontest of which the issue  must be disastrous
to all parties?" (p. 353).

The authors consider war an imperfect and criminal means of
settling differences between states in the nuclear age, and offer
various ways of ensuring dependably the peacefil coexistence of
nations. Searching for these ways, they themselves learn to think
in & new way and set an example for others. They also give the
reader rich food for thought. One thought generates another, and

this is another merit ©f the book.

The title of the first part of the book is Before It Is Too
Late. The overriding idea is that Man should promptly wake up to

the dangers and problems of today's world and find ways to survi-
val. Remember the words of one of Dostoyevsky's characters: "Just
five minutes! I was just five minutes late!" Humanity cannot

afford being even one minute late in the effort to avert world
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catastrophe. The new political thinking has to hew its way for-
ward through a logjam of prejudice, suspicion and hostility,
across barriers of hidebound pre-nuclear concepts of war and
peace, of "thinking the unthinkable". Chinghiz Aitmatov, whose
pertinent and impassioned article opens the book, believes that
nuclear weapons have laid siege to reason. "Has insanity prevail-
ed over reason?" the writer asks, and replies: "I think that the
creative resources of reason can be compared only to the energy
resources of the Sun. The old adage that beauty will save the
world rings sublime, but I would like to add that reason will
nevertheless have the last say. Just look: now that humanity as
a whole is on the move and that the peoples are fighting for
peace and against the nuclear bomb and the arms race, the col-
lective reason of our age is being.converted in the 'reactor!

of struggle and in the 'accelerator' of the mass media into a
public eonsciousness without precedent. The years of struggle
for peace and against thermonuclear catastrophe are eroding the
0old patterns of military thinking which evolved over the ages,
and are teaching people & philosophy of global survival..."

(pp. 16-17).

Many ideas and projects voiced in the book epitomise the
nsw nuclear-age political thinking. Social Democratic politician
Egon Bahr, for instance, expounds provocative ideas of East-West
partnership in security. The authors offer mature and well-argued
criticism of the faults of militarist thinking, the pre-nuclear

concepts of strength and nuclear deterrence, the plans to milita-

rise space, etc.
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Marxists-Leninist®have always rejected the metaphysical pre-
dictions of the split of human civilisation into two ebsolutely
isoleted and irreconcilable currents of history. Socialism and
capitalism are poles apart but this does not mean that they have
no common interests or cannot work out common approaches to va-

when -it comes to
rious problems, primarily / safeguarding peace &nd protecting
the enviromment. The nuclear age lends special force and urgency
to Lenin's view that common human values have priority over the
objectives of this or that class., This view, indeed, runs right
through the book. ‘ |

It is often said Burope should spesk for itself. It is
learning to do just that, to take & common approach to what is
paramount, to war and peace. And it is doing so, bridging the
political, military, economic, ideological and humanitarian di-
vides. This is reflected in the present book. Although it con-
tains a gdod deal of polemics and debate, that is nothing to
worry about because the new political thinking does not rule out
dissent and competition of ‘ideas. It allows for differences and
an honest championing of one's éonvictiona, and offers scope
for a search for common ground, approximation of views and sen-
sible compromise. That spokesmen for nations which were locked
in battle io the most gory military conflict, unleashed by Na-
zism, found quite & few points of contact is proof that the op-
portunities for uhdarstanding are boundless if there is goodwill.

The authors forcefully demonstrate that understanding and
concord have & great future. The reader is bound to agree with

the editors that the prose, verse and humanitarian elan of the



Germen and Soviet authors have torn down stereotypes and preju-
dices, and dampened mutuael recriminations. True, it is farsharder
to find a common language in politics--but nothing is impossible
in the quest for such a lofty goal as world peace.

Many of the ideas set forth in the book help people realise
their interdependence, put aside trifling and trangient differen=
ces, and come to view themselves as & close-knit ‘human family,
which alone can evade disaster.

In February 1987, when the forum For a Nuelear-Free World,
for the Survival of Humenity was teking place in Moscow, the edi-
tors presented & copy of the book to Mikhail Gorbachov. Thanking
them for the gift, he said: "I do'not think that differences and
contradictions should be ignored or thorny issues smoothed over.
But I think that one should put priorities and the hierarchy of
values in the right perspective and direct one's thoughts prima-
rily at what unites the peoples and nations, who make up the
human race,in their desire for & nuclear-free and non-violent

world. This is what makes your joint work so valuable."4

The
reader will most probably agree with this view. The book is the
first of & planned trilogy, with the next two volumes being de-
voted to Nature and Man.” The useful work will be continued, help-
ing Europeans who want to be good neighbours and crave for accord,

to & better undergtanding of one another and to closer relations.

Vladlen Kuznetsov

Soviet writer on international
affairs



1 Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Selected Worksg in three

volumes, Vol. 2, Moscow, 1969, p. 193.

e V.I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 33, D« Db

3 Vol. 42.
Ivid.,/pp. 397=398.

4 Literaturnaya Gazets, Februery 25, 1987.
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Scientists Warn

"NUCLEAR WINTER": NO ILLUSIONS

Global problems that have no national boundaries must be
tackled jointly in our interdependent world. This is particule
arly true of the struggle to eliminate nuelear weapons and pre-
vent militarisation of outer space.

Scientists have & clear picture of the tragic aftermath
of a nuclear conflict. Aside from the direct destructive effect,
an exchange of nuclear strikes will eause lerge~scale firestorms,
releasing huge amounts of soot, poisonous gases and other com=-
bustion products into the atmosphere. Tiny particles of soot
will form clouds whieh, absorbing and Blocking sunlight, will
cause a "nuclear nightfall%, the harbinger of "nuclear winter®.
As a result, the radiation balance on the Earth will be upset,
and temperatures on its surface will drop by 15° to 20°C. The
effects will be pgrtiieularly severe in summer, with temperatures
across vast areas of the hemisphere involved in the hostilities
falling below freezing point. These radieal upheavals in atmo-
spheriec circulation will mean that an unprecedented environment-
al digaster will spread throughout the world within weeks, gaus~
ing massive destruction of flora and feuna. Facing egony g:d
slow death, survivors of nuclear strikes will wish they/%ied in
the blasts: the immediete and long~term medical and biological
consequences of the eatastrophe and the degradation of the en-

vironnent wild be lethal.
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The corsidered end gompetent conelusions and explanations,
offered by scientists play en essential~-perhaps even decisive==~
¥ole in th~ shaping of pubdlic opinion. A mere 10 or 15 years
ago the comron view was that nuclear war would, et most, entail
only" the death of hundreds of millions of people and unheard-
-of destructicsa. Today, few doubt that nuclear explosions will,
be followed by a global environmental disaster and the destruc~
tion of civilisation itself.

llonetheless, reason and common sense have not yet tri-
unphed everywhere. The militery strategy of the NATO countries,
including the United States, stipulates Mpreemptive" limited
nuclear strikes and loeal nuclear confliets. Advocates of this
doctrine assert that these are not really dangerous to the human
race and that they cannot produce eny catastrophic effects.

With striking placidity, US Defense Department spokesmen
are saying that "nmuclear winter™ may produce an insignifiecant
effect. The Office of Emergency Preparedness is also optimistic:
its experts have made a "major" adjustment in the estimated US
death t0ll in a nuclear war. Instead of the 1957 estimate of
156 million, the new figure is “only" 112 million. The public.
ig told reessuringly that survivors will outnumber casualties.

At the Moscow forum "For & Nuclear-Free World, for the

of Humanity"
Survival / VIR asked some of its participants--from Great Britain,
Japan, the Netherlends, the Soviet Union,’aszgiedtek?e United States--
®o0 discuss the enviromental consequences of a nuclear econflict.

Here is a summary of their views.
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Bernard Lown, professor of cardiology at the Harvard
International
the 7

Graduate School of Public Health (US), oocheirman of

Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War: People must be.

made to realise that mankind will not survive e new Ice Age~-~
that is what "nuclear winter" actually is--which will inevit-
ably come should a confliet break out. Limited nuclear war is
idiocy., There is no such thing as limited nuclear war. There
is absolutely no way of limiting or localising. it. When two
people sit down to a geme of chess, they follow certain rules.
It is naive to think that anyone can control the chain of un-
predictable events, events that will follow the first nuclear
atrike.

Irofessor Yoyichi Pukushims of the Research Centre for .

the Enviromment (Japan), cochairman of the international move-

nment Becoforum for Peace: When the eoncept of "limited nuclear

war? began to gain currency (it was advertised by the mass
nedia cloge to the military-industrial complex), many peoplee-
ill=informed people, I mean~~were lulled by the hope that there
would be no global conflagration. But we scientists saw from
the very beginning that this was an untenseble end irrational
concept. Fortunately, this awareness has now spread far and
wide and is no longer shared by experts only. People across

he world realise that in today's world, the notion of a limi-
ted nuclear conflict is unrealistic and pernicious: any nuclear
strike is bound to invite retaliation and the advent of "nuclear
winter®, the end of all life.

Johannes Opschoor, director of the Envirommental Research

Institute, Freg University (Netherlands), cochalrman of
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Ecoforum for Peace: I, too, am convinced that & "limited" nu-

clear gtrilke is impossible. Nuclear confliect cannot be limited
or contained. It will rapidly escalate and transcend the bound-
aries of this or that region. It will have devastating conse-
quences in terms of loss of life and destruction, and its.
effects on the environment, on humen culture will be mind-
~boggling.

The disester will hardly be confined to %he industriali-

sed world, although the first nuclear strikes will indeed hit

targets in developed countries.

Mikita Moiseyev, member of the USSR Academy of Sciences,

deputy director of its Computer Centre: .The sirikes will, of

course, be directed egainst large cities in Europe, Ameriea

and Asia. Tet me add here that no one can hope to sit it out,

no matter how fer from ground zeros That is the crux of the
igsue, "Nuclear winter" may vary in duration in different areas,
and the drop in temperatures may slso vary, but eventually
everything will be frozen into oblivion. Earth will continue

to emit infrared radiatiom, but the influx of solar thermal
energy will be blocked by soot end dust. The planet will begin
to lose heat.

In an effort %o placate the anti-nuclear movement, deal-

ers in illusions agsure the public that strikes will be aimed

only at missile gilos and other purely military targets.

.ssBut (the militeyy thinks that it does not pay to tar-
get only siles. First, they are well protected and second, many
of them are dummy silos. The tactic of knocking out missiles

in silds ‘does not rule out retaliation at all. Hence the
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rincipal objective of weakening the adversary as much as pos-
8ible by. destroying the main resources of the country which is
aviaclked--its people. Therefore, strikes will be "naturally"
targeted et civilians in citics. I would like to stress .that
this is common knowledge, but the concept of a limited nuelear
conflict is still current.

But you cannot limit a nuclear conflict. The very first
strile will bring the world's entire stockpilenof these deadly
weapons into play and plunge the world into,a'nmuclear nightmare.
One cannot be sure that only the nationg. ©f the "nuclear club
possess these weapons. There are indications that several other
countries have them too.

Professor Kinhide Mushekoji (Japan), Vice-Rector of the

Toliyo~Based United Nations Uniwversity: What worries me ig that

people often look at nuclear war/only in terms of its scope.
The number of people killed in Hiroshima was horridle enough, .
even though this figure is incomparable with the losses & glo~
bal disaster will lead to. Tf/we follow this logic, we may end
up regarding limited nuclear wer as acceptable and "nuclear
wintver" as survivable. /This is particularly disturbing to us
in Japan,

frofessor Ulrieh Loening, director of the Edinburgh Uni-

vergity Cenire for Human Ecology (Great Britain), cochairman

of Ecoforum for‘Peace: I do not think that we should emphasige

only atmospheric change when assessing the consequences of nu-
clear war, We need an integrated approach. Unlike the scientists

who model "might" or "“winter" scenarios <for the period following
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a first nucl-ar strike, researchors at our centre eoncentrate

on the main global changes in the peacetime environment, .But

thelr findings are directly projccted onto the situation common-

1y referred to as "nuclear wintor". Convinced that science
should be socially active, we are mobilising public'opinion so
hat mankind would never feel the deadly eold of "nuclear

wintexrm,
Could you eite a few examples?

/e publicise our findings by holding conference{swork—
shops and public lectures. We are doing ‘out utmost to promete
a clear understanding of possible-—and  inevitable if we remain
paggive--consequences of environmental degradation. An informed
public awarc of present and future realities is a force capable
of influencing the policy-makKers. Obviously, we ean no longer
live in the old way.

Change is needed everywhere, in the Bast end in the West.
The Soviet Union is already moving in this direction. All na-
tions should realise that they need & new way of thinking, and
not only in what concerns war and peace. We need profound con-
cepiual changes in our entire philosophy and atiitudes so as
to gear them to the Tealities of today's world.

Gunhild Backman, president of the national organisation

Physicians fom, Social Responsgibility (Sweden): I am convinged

that a great deal depends on us, that professionals can make a
valuable contribution to the prevention of nuclear war. Our

organisation is dealing with the medical aspects of the problenm.
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Great hopes will be pinned on medical assistance if "nuclear
winterﬂ%ets in, with so many pcople wounded, disabled, poisoned
and sufflering from burns. But few will get the necessary irecai-
nient, The imbalance between the available medical personnel and
the vasi masses of people in need of assistance will be cata-
strophic. Millions upon millions of survivorg will die, some
quickly, others slowly. Besides, "muclear winter" will produce
gocial and psychological effects. The social siructure will
breal down, soecial ties will be severed, end mentel agony will
compound physical suffering., Children will lose their parents,
parentis will not know what happened to their children, people
will helplessly watch their loved oneg suffer from disease oxr
injuries, panic and fear willibecome endemic...

Bernard Lown: Physicians .are.professionally enalyging the

consequonces of muclear wer and disseminating accurate end well-
~founded information about its effects from the viewpoint of
huwman health, of human survival. Professionals can and must .
help others get rid of the‘obsolete view of war as an accept~
able way of solving problems.

Tilrita Moiseyev: If mankind wants to have & future, it

will have to change its morel principles as radically ss it did
when man was becoming socially organised, when rules of conduct
changed in hominid tribes, and when "thou shalt nat kill"
emerged as a prineiple. We are entering a new era, and it places
new demends onwmsg: to protect life and ensure survival is now
an imperative. Awarenegs of this imperative is growing emong

the scientists, and the line we must not cross, the "point of
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no return® is becoming inereasingly disc¢ernible. But the em~
ergence of new moral precepts is impossible if all passengers .
of our Spaceship Earth fgil to grasp that this change is essen-
ial. Awareness of the dangers that threaten all of ms will
give rise to a feeling of globel, planetary tcommunity. We all
must learn to regard ourselves as members of a single femily
wiose future depends on each and every one of us, To bring
this about, we need a broad international programme of educa-

tion, of enlightenment.

All this shows that scientists hold identicel views on

the matter in question, end these views ¢an easily be summed

up in one or two phrages: the uge of nuelear weapons on any

scale is a crime sgainst humanity. The final catastrophe can

be prevented, but this ealls for joint efforte not only by

scientists but also by all mankind.
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countries, the decisions of the Non-Aligned Movement in
Harare, appeals of nations of five continents and numerous
UN resolutions.

The programme for building a nuclear-free worldohas put
the cause of disarmament up to a level that seemed
altogether unattainable until quite recently. The meeting at
Reykjavik in October,1986, brought with it a conceptual
breakthrough and produced basic evidence to prove the
possibility of big- scale nuclear disarmament accords.

The top priority today is to eliminate two classes of
nuclear arms -- medium- and shorter-range missiles and to
materialize the global double zero idea.

Here is a historic chance. It would be a major blunder
to miss it.

The Soviet Union is as determinedras ever to press for
the signing of an accord for the complete elimination of the
medium- and shorter-range missiles. But that must rule out
the absurd counting, in defiande of all maths, that 0 plus 0
makes 72 warheads equivalent to 216 Hiroshima bombs in terms
of destructive power. Itiris obviously high time the US
displayed enough politieal/will and responsibility to enter
the door that is already open.

The Soviet Union has 'eéme to this conference firm in
its determination to work for its results to be as positive
and as tangible as possible. The peoples expect it to
be productive. This(aSpiration must serve as a powerful
impetus to our comfion effort to translate into reality the

concept of "disarmament for development."

(Pravda, August 27. In fulli)
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SURVEYS, INFORMATION AND

TRUTH WILL OUT

Past and Pregsent US Preparations for a
Nuclear Attack Against the Soviet Union

Deolaring a "crusade". against the forcesd of progress, Pre-
sident Reagan announced his intention to "dump Communism on the
ash heap of history", This phrase essenti@l}y expresses the
way of thinking and the mode of action displayed, since the
October Revolution, bj many predecessers of the man currently
installed in the White House~-~Whethempduring the US armed inter-
vention in Soviet Russia or_dﬁring the Cold War which aimed to
"contain" and "roll back" Secialhem. Let us recall a telling
fact: the first scenarié bf a USyattack against the Soviet
Union involving weapon€ of mass® destruction was drawn up as early
as eight weeks after the end of World War II.

Since then, many simiiér plans have succeeded one another
and specific stepé have \been taken to implement them. Invariably,
their objective has béen to secure nuclear military superiority,
deliver a crushing Bdow to the USSR, suppress world socialism
and smash the world*s revolutionary forces. Naturally, the
Soviet Union ceUld not ignore this threat. While channelling
its scientifie and technological potential mostly into peaceful
uses (the USSR was the world's first nation to build an atomic-
fuelled ,eleetric power plant and an atomic~-powered icebreaker,

a civildan vessel; it also launched the first artificial satel-
lite), it was forced to respond adequately to each new round of

the race in nuclear missiles initiated by the United States.
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The following reference niaterial, based on declassified
documents of Washington agencies, statements of Americals
leaders, papers written by experts and reports in thewiif press,
highlights the dynamics of US imperialist war preperf&tions
for a nuclear attack against the Soviet Union da¥mg back to
1945,

Building Up the M;litary Musc le:

1945. Directives 329 and 329/1 approved“by President

Truman in November (sic), setting forth & Pllan of aggression
against the Soviet Union and envisagingZ an atomic air strike

against 20 Soviet cities. (Regt®ringwithe strategic balance, the

USSR developed the first—geggration_nuclear atomic bomb, first

tested experimenfally in 1849.)

1946. The Strategig A3r Command established, its mission
to destroy the Soviet Un®ongbyvdelivering a "single nuclear
strike" against major industrial centres. Attack against the
USSR to be launched betweesn the summer of 1946 and the summer
of 1947 under the Pincgher Plan.

1947. The Broiléf /Plan drawn up, based on the "earliest
possible" use of nuellear weapons against 24 Soviet cities after
the outbreak of hodtilities,

1948, US Na%fonal Security Council! Directive 30 adopted,
empowering the President of the United States to authorise
"immediate @nd effective" use of nuclear weapons without congres=—
sional approﬁal. A surprise nuclear attack against the USSR two

weeks after the outbresak of hostilities prov1ded for in the

1 The highest body of foreign pollcy and military plannlng
under the US President.
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Frolic Plan (later renamed Grabber). Destruction of 70 Soviet
cities by 133 atomic bombs stipulated in the Fleetwood /Plan
(later renamed Halfmoon).

1949. An attack against the USSR with 300 atomic bombs
scheduled for January 1, 1957 in the Dropshot Planis Also
aﬁproved: the Trojan Plan~-155 atomic weapons  t@ be used
against major Soviet cities, and the Offtackl€ Plan~-200 atomic
bombs to be dropped on 104 Soviet cities, F@gulting in 30 mil-
lion deaths.

1351. An "emergency plan" approved ‘by)the US Joint Chiefs
of Staff calling for strategic bomberps %o drop 20 atomic bombs
in the Moscow-Gorky area, 12 Bembs on Leningraed, 52 bombs on
industrial projects along the Volga and in the Donets basin,

15 bombs in the Caucasus gnd 15 bombs on Vladivostok and Irkutsk.

1952, A therﬁonugleﬁr devige--prototype of second-genera-

tion nuclear weapons——~exploded. (The first Soviet thermonuclear

weapon tested in 1953,) Contemplating the use of nuclear weapons

in the Korean War,2 Pregident Truman proceeded from thé pos=-
sibility of desffoying Moscow, Leningrad, Beijing, Shanghai
and other major Sovief and Chinese cities.

41953. The idealof an unprovoked nuclear attack against the
Soviet Union at thes"most opportune” moment for the United
States approved“by President Eisenhower. The intercontinental
‘strategic bomber and the intermediate~range missile developed.
(Saviet intereontinental bombers tested in 1957; intermediate-

range misgiles, in 1959,)

2 Ag the Korean War (1950-1953) US forces acted under the
cover of a "United Nations force",~~Ed.

s
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1954. A report on "deliberately p%ecipitating" war, against
the USSR "in the immediate future" pfepared by the .Policy Plan~
ning Group of the Joint Chiefs of Staff in accordanéepwith
the foreign policy concept of "rolling back" sociadism, A "pre-~
emptive strike" against the USSR authorised by theyUS President.

1955. Preparations fér inflicting "heavy logses" on at
least half the factories in Soviet industrigli®entres ordered
by the Joint Chiefs of Staff, The "advantdges" of a first
strike against thé Soviet Union to immefidately destroy all its
important military targets outlined in &l Pentagon paper entitled
"Group for Weapon Systém Evaluation. Report No. 12", A list of
5,000 to 6,000 targets in theWWUSSR to.be destroyed within two

hours after the ocutbreak of hostilisies drawn up by the US intel-
ligence community. The fimst iafeércontinental ballistic missile

developed. (Similar sygfems ofiSoviet missiles tested in 1957.)

1956. Programmes for At1ds, Titan and Minuteman ICBMs,
Polaris submarine-launched ballistié missiles (SLBMs) and
Jupiter and Thor intermediéte—range balligtic missiles developed.

1957. Preparatighmof programmes to militarise outer space,
including the develiopment of spy satellites and air and missile
attack early warnifig systems aufhorised by top—levelggolitical
and military le&ders. Plans drawn up for the stationing of
bombers in Eufope to be used for "tactiéal nuclear purposes".
"Limited nuckear war" concept advanced, envisaging immunity eof
the territo¥ of the United States from retaliation.

1958.) The concept of “opfimum combination" of nuclear

strikes against the USSR and other socialist countries formulated
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by a National Seéufify Council subcommittee on instrucgtlens
from the President. A Comprehensive Strategic TargetS3mlbist
compiled, the plans envisaging the use of 1,850 stmafegic

and medium-range bombers capable of delivering o%wer 4,700
nuclear bombs in one sortie, as well as of hundygds of land-
and carrier-based nuclear—~capable fighter plames stationed in
close proximity to the Soviet borders,

1960. Joint Strategic Planning Staff eétablished. A Single
Integrated Operations Plan drawn up, en¥isaging full-scale
simultaneous strikes against all target® immediately upon the
outbreak of hostilities with s#he USSRJ, The list of targets in-~
creased considerably, now cpovering targets both in the Soviet
Union and in other socialist countries. By that time the
US nuclear arsenal f———.-——4had grown from 1,000 (in 1955)
to 18,000 warheads. TheypPolaris missile issued to the armed

forces., (In the USSR, similar missiles appeared in 1968.)

1961. A qualitative Pestructuring of the nuclear capability
components and of plars for their ﬁsellaunched by the Kennedy
- Administration. The 3&co§é?%§iegr&ted Operations Plan for
Nuclear Attack app®oved by the Joint Chiefs of Staff providing
for five strike Op#ions against the socialist countries. The
targets: the Saﬁiet strategic forces, the air defence systems
of militarysinstallations and general purpose troops, the air

defence systeéms of large ecities, the armed forces command

and control system, as well as major population and industrial

centregy

1962. The second Single Integrated Operations Plan fed

into the computers of the armed forces. A plan for developing
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the capability for a "first pre-emptive strike" againgtiythe

USSR submitted to the Preéideﬁt by the Secretary of Defénce.

The "optimum pattern" of a "preventive" nuclear strikevagainst
the Soviet Union run through computers.

1963. A new "limited losses" strategic condépt formulated
by the Pentagon, stipulating that a first nuclead¥ strike against
the USSR would considerably reduce US losses( dW case of Soviet
retaliafion for aggression,

1964, Deployment of ground-launched(#trategic MRVed missiles
begun. (Similar Scviet missiles appearedin 1972.)

1965. Decision taken to ammyPogseld@on C-3 SLBMs with Mark III
warheads containing 10 to 14, MIRVs.

1966, Decision taken 0 &rm the new generation of ICBMs
with MIRV warheads (on xt@emmend&ftion of the RAND Corporation,
aerospace industry think, tanksyand the Massachusetts Institute
of Technology which were commissioned by the Pentagon to study
first-strike strategy optiems). |

lﬂél- The third and fourth Single Integrated Operations
Plans drawn up, stipulaeting a strike against the USSR with 400
nuclear weapons and aiming to wipe out 25 per cent of the
population and 70“per cent of the Soviet industrial capacity.

The list of tar@eéts in the USSR extended to 10,000 by including
more ICBM lapfich sites, submarine bases and long-range nuclear
missile command centres.

19684 Pirst tests of the MIRV~equipped Minuteman- ITI missile
carriediéut. Construction of sites and components begun for the
Sentinel missile defence system designed to give protection
"against isolated ﬁissile strikes.-?léﬁs approved to develop a

strategic missile for Trident submarines.
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1969. Development of a new first-strike weapon begun~-
an intermediate~range, enhanced-accuracy missile (Pershing-2).
1970. The first series of ten MIRVed Minuteman/TII ICBMs
made operational. (Similar systems appeared in tHe™USSR in 1975.)

re-equip y s
1971. Decision taken to / most strateglc missiles

with MIRV warheads. The list of targets in{fhe socialist count—,
ries increased to 16,000. Provision adopted ‘for covering import~
ant targets with multiple strikes,

It would be logical to ask why nonasef these plans of
nuclear aggression against the USSR were followed up. The reason
can be found among the objective faedters which shaped the over-
all alignment of forces on ghe wopld scene~~the emergence of the
world socialist system, the strnngthening of communist and
revolutionary~democratig, parties, the‘disintegration of the
colonial system, and ther wofld-wide movement of peace champions
who opposed aggressive imperialist schemes and vigorously sup~-
ported the peace ﬁolicy of the socialist community.

Here, of centralsimportance was also the alignment of
strategic forces. Evéa in the'first postwar years, when the Unit-
ed States held a puelear monopoly, Washington could not ignore
the growing political and economic pofential of the socialist
system, the téchhological eapabilities and combat readiness of
its armed fomges and, finally, the combat experience accumulated
by the Soyiet Union in the course of the war against Nazi
Germany4and militarist Japan, At that time the US nuelear arsenal

was clearly inadequate to ensure victory.
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The development of nuclear weapons and,later, of ?r de-

livery means in the Soviet Union laid the United Statés“open

to retaliation. Without a numerical and qualitative, ategic
superiority, the United States could not launch : that
would have been tantamount to suicide. The meas with which

the Soviet Union responded to each new step i%shington's
attempts to secure such superiority ultimat@ ed, in the late
1960s and early 1970s, to an approximate k al and regional
parity between the USSR and the United %es, between the
Warsaw Treaty Organisation and NATO., v

Refence 'Secretaryr Robert m;ama&oted at that time that
"the Soviet Union has acquirvhe capability to effectively
destroy the United States" m, T absorbing the full impact
of an American first strd P@dent Nixon was forced to
admit that strategic sk iorv which "guaranteed US security"
was a thing of the past.

Thus a favourable sinion emeréed for the Soviet Union
and the United States vscuss the issue of arms limitation

and reduction on the is of equality and equal security.

In the Fundamentals@ Soviet~US Relations signed in May 1972,
Washington offici@y agreed for the first time that "in a
nuclear age, pe@ul coexistence is the only basis of rela-~
tions between m", '

After @ over 50 Soviet-American instruments were
signed, a@ them those of extreme importance for the cause of
peace, X as the Agreement on Méésures ‘to Reduce the Risk

of Out&ak of Nuclear War, the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-

Ballistic Missile Systems on a permanent basis, the Interim
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Agreement on Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation ef
Strategic Offénsive Arms (SALT~1), the Agreement on thé,Pre-
vention of Nuclear War, the Treaty on the Limitation,of¥Under-
ground Nuclear Weapon Tests, the Treaty on Underground Nuclear
Explosions for Peaceful Purposes and, finally, the™Preaty on
the Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms (SALEe®).3

These and other instruments became an important element
of detente and exerted positive influence of the international
situation. The first half of the 1970s wifmessed the emergence
of tangible opportunities for reinforcing,political detente
which had begun in the previous decadg, with military detente;
this could have made it possible)togereate a reliable structure

of international security.

The Impotenceégf Force

However, developménts of $his kind failed to materialise.
In the mid-1970s, drawing on the latest scientific and techne-
logical advances, the moze &ggressive imperialist quarters
undertook a new attempt\to alter the qualitative strategic
parity in their favous’and to exert, on this basis,'political
and, 1f necessary, military pressure on the socialist community.

Washington began to methodically ciose ma jor channels of
negotiation on /the limitation and reduction of armaments, in-

eluding nuclear missiles., Violations by the United States of

3 The Jlatter three instruments have nof been ratified by
the United“States to this day because immediately upon their
signing Mashington's foreign policy exacerbated the military and
politigad confrontation on the world scene., The US refusal ‘to
ensure these accords' entry into force was both a contributing
factor in and a consequence of the new rise in international
tensions.
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international legal instruments it had itself signed were
recorded.® A painful blow was dealt to detente. And soy,lHe
imperialist forces again aggravated the intérnational aituation
and sharply boosted the risks of a nuclear conflicty

Let us, once again, turn to facts.

1975. The fifth Single Integrated OperationS Plan approved,
providing for four types of nuclear strikes: {!iarge-scale"
(against industry), "selective" (against military targets),
"limited" (against individual targets) andyl'regional”, List of
targets extended to 25,000. |

1976. The fifth Single Integrated Operations Plan fed into
the computers of the armed foreeg. gonsideration of "nmew approa-
ches" to the plans for a fipst nuelear strike against the USSR
proposed by a committee set, up by President Ford. Work begun
to develop & new first-strike weapon~-the MX three~stage mis-
sile with a liftoff wedght of 80 to 90 tons and an impact weight
of up to four tons, capable of destroying underground silos
for ICBMs.

1977. Orders given, to develop quélitatively new nuclear
warheads to destroy @MHighly protected" Soviet targets and thus
prevent the Soviet Wnion from launching a retaliatory strike,
The list of targefs in Buropean and Asian socialist countries
enlarged again,

3978. The fifth Single Integratgd Operations Plan modified.
The list ofytargets in the USSR, other Warsaw Treaty countries,

Vietnam, Cuba and unnamed "allied @With the USSR~-Ed.) and "meutral

4 See "Rejecting the Language'of Agreements" in WMR, No. 6,
1984, el
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territories” extended to 40,000.

1979. Scenarios of attack against the USSR invol%¥dng a
first strike against all targets considered by the Pentagon.
Adoption by the North Atlantic Council (under pres@ure from
Washington) of the decision aimed at wrecking stfategic mili-
tary parity in EBurope and authorising deploymehnitVof US first-
strike nuclear weapons--Pershing-2 and cruise migsiles~~in
Belgium, Great Britain, Italy, the Netherléfads and the FRG.

(Development of cruise missiles begun asgeaTly as 1973. Similar

Soviet missiles appeared in the mid—lS@@g,)

1980, Directive 59 signedy by Pgfesident Carter, containing
guidelines for war preparatioqug,and Wormulating the concept of
launching a first nuclear gsfmike,an@ concluding a nuclear war--
in its different versiong<&gn jperms favourable to the United
States,

1981. The thrust of Diffective 59 aeveloped by the Reagan
Administration and main emphasis placed on "sustained" nuclear
war. The concept of "limifed" nuclear war--fought in areas re-~
mote from North Ameri¢a Yspecifically, in Europe) with the aim of
deflecting the retaldatory strike from the United States--inclu~
ded, together witiW,the "all-out strike" notion, in the updated
Single Integratgd Operations Plan. The "horizontal escalation"
concept maintaining that military operations should be conducted
in the areag “of US choice" (Cuba, Vietnam, Angola, Ethiopia,
etc.), Alkecations to the strategic forcespincreased sharply,
with thé“main emphasis on their air force and naval components.
Plans gpproved for the development of Trident II SLBMs, long-

range cruise missiles and B-1B and ATB (Stealth) strategic
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bembers, Decision taken to bégin the deployment of some 40 MX
missiles in 1985. Full-scale manufacture of the neutron bomb,
the third generation of nuclear weapons, begun.

1982. A plan for "prevailing in a limited and sustained
nuclear war" drawn up on the basis of NSC Directivéll3. All
outer space activity in the coming decade to be subordinated to
aggressive military purpoées accordiﬁg to the (President's
directive "On the National Space Policy".

1983. Deployment of Pershing~2 and crulge missiles begun
in Great Britain, Italy and the FRG. Pregidential Directive 85
on "space defence" issued, essentially gimed at protecting
the United States from retaliation fom & nuclear attack. A plan
jnvolving nuclear strikes drawnwup for invading Siberia from
bases in Alaska, Japan, SouthyKorea and the Philippines.

1984. Deployment of, dAiS¥migddiles in Western Europe continued.
Presidential Directive 219 adopfed which follows upon Directive
85 and authorises a progfamme to dévelop an ICBM interception
system. "Defense Guidancetlg§84-1388", a Pengaton document,
formulates the strategy of "direct confrontation" between the
United States and thevSoviet Union, stipulating victory in a
nuclear war by destroying the "Soviet structure of military
and political powef, nuclear and conventional forces" and the
jndustries "shapipg the military capability". The first ten
space weapon ‘somtracts placed with industry by the Pentagon.
Japan joins\werk on large-scale programmes to militarise

outer spacev US anti~-satellite weapons tested.
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True, many of the plans drawn up in the Pentagon and at
the Brussels headquarters of NATO are designed for the distant
future, while some of theme-for example, the "Star Warg"pro-
jects, as the outer space militarisation schemes have bgen
nicknamed in the United States—-are rather dubious. Weverthe-
less, the beginning of the deployment of US new-generation mis~
siles, above all of Pershing-2 and cruise missiles, chaﬂged the
strategic situation radically.'objectively, tig’ increased the
danger that the US rullng elite might succumb to the temptation
of launching an armed conflict in the hopeof attaining the
overall objective formulated in Pre51dent Carter's Directive
59-~t0 destroy socialism.as‘a soeio~political system,

Faced with this critical @¥tuatlien, the Soviet Unien
and the Warsaw Treaty Orgﬁnisation as a whole were forced to
adopt certain counter-measures fully commensurate with the
scope and nature of the few threat. On agreement with the. USSR,
the governments of the GDR and Czechosiovakia statioﬁed
Soviet enhanced~range operationalrtactical missile ecomplexes
on their soil. Then theirWhumber in the GDR was increased.

In August 1984 the Sowdet Union announced successful tests of
its long~-range cruige missiles.ahd in October, that it was
beginning the depligyment of gimilar systems on strategic
bombers and submafrines.

The steps=taken by the Warsaw Treaty Organisation began
to restore theyparity in nuclear,missiles as early as about
mid-1984. £he US ruling quarters' hopes of securing military
superiority collapsed, and S0 did attempts to create "positions
of strén@th" for a dialogue with the Soviet Union and other

gsocigalist countries.
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This appears.tb have largely contributed to the fact that
in the autumn of 1984 Président Reagan, taking into account
the growth of anti-war septiments in the United Stateg stself,
was forced to take some tangible steps to placate public opi~
nion and agreed to the Soviet proposal to open new talks aimed
at attaining mutually acceptable agreement on tHe &ntire range
of inter-related queétions concerning non-militarisation of euter
gpace and reductions in strategic'offensive armements and medium-
range nuclear weaponse. As Comrade Konstantim Chernenko, General
Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee #ndy Chairman of the
Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet,ssaid in late November -
1984, the Soviet Union is prep&red po,explore all these avenues
in search of the most radical solations which would make it
possible to advance.toward a COMplete prohibition and, ultima-
tely, elimination of nuglear wea.pons.5 Such talks are advocated
with increasing firmnesshby/the peace movements which exert

growing political préssure on imperialist governments.
X X X
Te sum up, the fegord of the postwar years leads one to
at least two conclusions:
The first is’shat Washington has always initiated the
arms race in ntelear weapohs at all its stages.6

The seeond’ is that the economic, scientific and technelo-

gical capagi®y of the Sovief Union and its sister socialist

S.Sée Pravda, November 27, 1984.

8. over the postwar period, the United States has initiated
the development of at least 95 new weapon systems designed to
upset strategic military pa}ity.in its favour.
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countries rules out any US superiority in the military confron-
tation it has imposed on the socialist world.

The determination of the Soviet Union and all othe@™War-
saw Treaty countries to curb the aggressor is indispew#@able
for the success of the struggle to prevent a nuclea™war the
US imperialist quarters would Like to unieash. No%lling they do
to upset strategic military parity produces anyg bangible re-
sults: the socialist community countries effge®ively block
these moves, not only ensuring their own sécayrity but also
creating favourable conditions for negotigtd®ns concerning the
entire range of disarmament issues on pheVbasis of equality and

equal security, the only possibTé badimy for agreement.

The following sources were wgeéd in compiling this reference
material: US Presidential.Birvectiwes 329, 329/1 (1945), 18 (1977),
59 (1980), 13, 32 (1982) ;%85 (2883) and 119 (1984); records
of the 1964 hearings onDépaptment of Defence appropriations in
the Senate Committee on Appropriations, of the 1974 and 1982
hearings on strategic quesfdghs in the Senate Committee on
Foreign Relations; the 19%3, 1975, 1977-1981 and 1983 Department
of Defence Annual Repors@to the Congress. The monographs used
include: 1. Ball, Dejae¥m: The Return to Counterforce in the
Nixon Administrationg™®, Ball, Developments in the US Strategic

Nuclear Policy unde®gthe Carter Administration; J. Collins,
US-Soviet Military Bflance, Concepts and Capabilities. 1960-1980;
T, Greenwood, Quakitative Improvements in Offensive Strategic
Arms: the Case sofy MIRV; B, Greiner, K. Steinhaus, Auf dem Weg

zum 3. Weltkriég?; G. Herken, The WinningﬁWeapdE} Gerhardt Kade,
Die Bedrohuggggﬁge. Zur Legende von der "Gefahr aus dem Osten";

F. Kaplan, ggg;Wizards of Armageddon; L. Korb, National Security
Organizagggg!and Process in the Carter Administration; P. Pringle
and W, #®kin, SIOP, The Secret US Plan for Nuclear War; P. Scheer,
With Enough Shovels: Reagan, Bush and Nuclear War; R. Tammen, MIRV
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WHAT IT MEANS TO BE IN THE FRONT RANKS

Reflections on the Place »f the Cammunists
in the Peace Movement

Harald Neubert

Dr.Phil., Director,
International Working Class Movement Institute,
Academy of Social Sciences under the
SED Central Cemmittee

The Communists' position concerning issues of war and pease
has glways been clear and unambiguous. As ssprincipled atti-

tude, their condemnation of wars of conquést has been tried,
tested and borne out by life. Meanwhile|, “today

defence ef peace has assumed a spill greater PR

significance /. N j for thevstrategy and pelitical

activities of communist partieés; it has become their central task.
In accordance with Marxist-Leninist theory, the revolu~

tionary working class movement/ has never considered war as an

indispensable means of attaining its foremost historical geal,

that gf eliminating capitalism and building socialism. More-

over,.the communist ideals themselves dictate the need to

banish international armed cenfliets as an instrument of poliey

from the life of society. The attempts to ascribe to Lenin and

to Cemmunists the concept of war as the highest form of the

class struggle of ‘the proletariat and revelution as the highest

1

ferm of war' are & vile falsificatien.

1 See, for,example, Boris Meissner, Die sowjetisehe Stellung
zum Krieg und, zur Revolution, Zurjich, 1978, pp. 3-4.




Lenin has proved the class nature of imperialist‘wars,
thus leading us to the conclusion that the working €¢¥ass must
reject them categorically. As to socialist revolutien, Fre-
derick Engels peinted out still earlier that tlé&wworking class
strives to ensure the victory of socialism witheut armed viol-
ence and consequently, without wars. Answering the question
about the possibility of eliminating private/property by

peaceful means, he wrote in Principles of Communism: "It is

to be desired that this could happen."2 At the Ninth Congress
of the Russian Communist Party, (Bolghevik) in 1920 lenin stres-
sed that "any peace ..., willgopen®ghannels for our influence
a hundred times wider".3

The above is true both for ¥he countries of existing
socialism and for the working class movement which is :
fighting for socialism in gonditions of capitalism. It will
never be forgotten that, having emerged on the scene of world
politics, Soviet Russialdegan with proclaiming its Decree on
Peace. In those days long gone Lenin formulated and applied
in practice the principles of peaceful coexistence of sociale

ism and capitalismy/principles that form the

2
Pe- 349,

Karl Ma®x, Frederick Engels, Collected Works, Vol. 6

’

3 V.4 Yenin, Collected Works, Vol. 30, p. 453.




basis of normal international relations.

History knows no cases of the revolutionary workjing class
movement or socialism resorting to war for the sake ofVlattain-
ing their political or social objectives. The Marxiste-Lenin-
ist theory of revolution firmly rejects war as a,means of
propagation for socia