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i{El,rs AND V I Elr3

A ğotğlly ngı. .ituation hğ8 oıgrgBd in th6 uorld, APSU
Ç€ntraı Aottınitt€E G.neraı sBğr€tary üikhaiJ. Gorğachyov aqid
recently in Paris. s3ğurity in EuroPe and .laeşh€rg cannot bB
şnsured by frilitcry ,ıean6, through deterrence. Thi6 nEı,
h15t9riEal r6ality §alığ for ğ r€think of ıany cugtonğry
thing€ in nilitary and PolitiğaI aPhBrg., ,rit€€ İlovo8ti
ana]yEt V. Kortunov.

A5 distinct froıı all pr€viouEi Pars, ırh€n PEopı€ could not
for€s€€ all their consegu€nccs and 6onqu6ror8, Uhat with aıt
thBir ,Ehortfalle, ılıüay6 ğount€d on victory, th€ con8aqu6ncBg
of o nuclear war ğr9 known with ab8oıute cErtainty beforBhand.
ı{rnkind ııill not be abığ to Eurvive it, Ihiı€ thB v€ry notion
of victory i6 b€coning a €h6er lb5urdiğy. It hag been
astiınated thııt by noı* 15,ooo ın€gatont of nucı3ğr cxP105ı vBğ
hğs b€Bn accu,ıuıat€d in thı ııorld. In tho ıagt 15 y€ara alon€.
th6 nunb3r of nuclear charg.a hag triPı.d to 50,ooo. Thi8
nucJ.ear arsenal i5 €qual to on. nilıion Hiro.hiıra or to 6 , ooo
,rorıd rrar5 8lnj.lar in 8caJ.€ to llorld trğr 1I. Add to th18 th€ ll
d€adly cliürıatic, ecologlcğI and other conrcquanea8 ı.hich a
nucIcar-nia3iıa APocaıyPağ uouıd in.vitabıy antciI. can ı9€
proca6d any furthar? E]eı€ntary conion g.naa cugg.ıta çe
cğnnot, sj.nce the arn- raea in th3 nucıaar ag€ h6a ılt th€ red
ıight on th6 road o:f hunan civilizatlon, r.hich only
co]our-bJ.ind PeoPIe or guicid€a fail. to sge.

Regrettğbıy, of late hl6toricat colour- b ı i ndness of sortg
ha€ becone a fairly rJidetPraad dig€.Ei€ in t^|ğ8hington. It
nanıfests iteelf in the ..iilitarisation of Poıiticat
con5ciouan6E5", 8on€thj,ngı that t{ikhail Gorbachyov 6Poke abou!
r€cğntıy in hig ğddr.aa on Franeh tel8vi8lon. l{orıover,
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presently1 thia phEnoınenon i. groıdıng PartiğularJ.y dang€roua,
b€(:ğug€ th9 grorıd haı5 apProrrch€d a cri,tical point ırhan--one
ctın 6ğy it ırithout fear of €xaggEration - - İt5 for656eıbıo
f ı.tturG i8 b€ing d€cıdod. The inPıication5 ar. ırh9th€r thc arıns
ru,:e will centinua or UııI bğ 5topp€d !nd, abovc ğıı, 9h6th€r
şpac€ hııl], bo nııltdriıad or not.

xİx
Th€ 4oth 3e.3ion of th. Inttrnaticnal Bğnh for

R€cğn5trutrtion qnd Developııınt ğnd tha Int€rnatıonaı }1onötqry
lrund €ndgd in §eoul rrİthout produqİng any r.3uıtt, ğ3 ltğ
€ponEors had to ğdnit, rrrit€g ı{ovoati pcll,tiğaı corınantator
Yuri Gvozd€v. l{Gverthe1€56 ıt ua6 a bitter ıe88on for
,lE./€],oPing A€ian, Afrj.can ünd Latin Anerican countri.g in thB
c:c-ıntext of th6 Pret€nt atdte of inğornütional econoııic
cÇ,..ıt-§ciüi. The Third 1,orıd'€ wor6t aPProhan3icn8 hqve provBd
rıgırt: the United stat€€, tühj.ch 6€t€ thc tons 1n thğ hı€5torn
buŞine66 ırorld, hag raaff iı.tüı6d its tough Po8itlon that
dev€ıoPing nationE nueL repay th-if dabtg even if ğhoy ar3
6tşrving and ıiving through an econonic cri8İa. uaahlngton hğ8
Fu+- forİrard it8 orrn fornuığ a8 th€ only şoy out of tha
f rnancj,al ğrigi8. tııhen thay Proılti anoth.r dollar inJ.ction,
U5-proınPted bankara d.iğnd that dev€ıoPlng nationa
sut,stantiaı].y r€duc6 tha pub].ic g€ctor, tift r€strl,ctiong on
irnport€ şnd giv€ even nor6 fr€edo,n of actıon to
,Ttultinationq15.

No yonder that such an aPProach 9.ivB5 a politiğal reanj.ng
ta Lhe tituation. Forelgn capitaJ. b€gin5 to dictat€ §ayğ of
d€v€J.Opnent and strengthen thg positiona of th€ ,ı016
con. ervative pro-i|ıp€rİaliet cirğıe5.

Th€ financiaı situation of d€v€loping nationg continues
to rrort€n. Thej,r foreign d€btğ ar6 raPidıy groşing: grhiıe j.n

ı955 the figurg ra6 9 billion dolıarr, in 1980 it gaı 600
bıllion, and in 1984 alnogt 9oo biıllon. Econohlatg conParğ
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thj,E Proc685 to cancor irhich thr.atanğ the Third lrorld't
gover€ignty, Peopla are dying of gtarvation, poverty and

ditoaEes orri,ng to ğh6 Folicy by the şorld f inğnğiaıl iaflğ, l€d
by the Unitact state5, ıthich, through thc IırF, dönandğ that th6
debtorE cılt €ociaı prograrııt€5. In 198ı1 6ıon€ young countri3t
hğd to pay t 6€t.rn bank3ra 160 biılion dolıars to aervıcB
d€bt6.

(AP , octob.r 2L. İn f,ull.)

THE END
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lllTE SHAT_.,I, NOT REPEAT THE EVTLıü

The clock of Hiroshima stopped at 8ı15 a.m. on ,lugust 6,

1945 , when an atomic bomb exploded in the sky ov,_ır tlı
city. rn that single flash, a way of ]_if e that had be,:n pa:_ns:alıi;ıg-

li. built up over 35O years of human endeavour was utt:rI;.
destroyed.

I ıva s 29 when the bomb was dropped, and at that mıır,.ıc:ı i f
ı,ıa s 3 . 5 kilorneters f rom ground zero. l survived, but ]osi; 'c.ı;h

ııy sisters, other relations, friends and acquaintancııs. I vıi]_1

nev.r forget that nuclear nightmare. I have been maJ.or ıf ]li:rosirinır
for 13 year§, and I have been working hard to keep thc nr,iı61;.

of that disaster alive, f or the moment hurıankind f org,ıtı_ı

iliroshima, the nıoment the evil is repeated, human histoı:y ı,;i11

caasc.

Having o,/ercone the paİn and the goİİrow, Hiroshirnıı hlls
ı,isın f rom the rubble end become a modern urban centrı. i,'j..L]ı rı

populetion of 1,050,0OO, we are developing into a citJı ıf iııi,,ı.-
natione1 peace and culture. This was ırıade possible by tirıı i: j.-,."lns;
,,ff orts and the ardent commitment to peace and justic.ı of p .. p1,.;

in Japan and q}3q96. Hiroshima has been given a nevı 11fı, tc,

serv.f as a symbo1 of mankindts inalienable rİght to livtı i_ı
poac 1 .

The nıoment the clock of Hiroshima stopped, the clock ı.ıf ]ris-
'1-o:rlr ahowed the onset of a new, nuclear age . with th,ı ,;i j:-i:ıj , ]
thc US-USSR TNF Treaty the human race took the first st ıp -; i,,,.ıerd s
nuclear disarmament.
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The City of Hiroshima fully supports and highJ-y valuoı tir,-,,

in,itiatives of the Delhi Six for a freeze on nuclea: tı,c:,:l-;ıg

anc] the results of US-USSR talks. We would welcome the

ccnc,iusion of an inteınational treaty against the use c-ıf ıuc]-ıı-.r

iI :: aPOilS .

the
As / UN f orum on disarmament met in June, a llpeac,] ııAv :"

sv,,ıpt the ıvorld. Tn Japan, it began with a drive to sign tiıı
Iliroshi_ına and Nagasaki appea1 for the complete prohibit,i cn and

oliiıirrat ion of nuclear weapons . r hope t o make my orIm nod,_.: st
contribution to stimulating public opinion: r reiteratı mlı

rcquast that a1l nationa1 1eaders visit Hiroshima. I aa al§o

ııorking ,to promote the Inteı*City Solldarity Project and cılling
for an j_nmediate and tota1 ban on nuclear testing and fcr tl:c

clinıination of nuclear weapons.

On the cenotaph in Hiroshimats Peace Memorial Park are .,:ı-

gravcd tbe words lıLet A11 the Soulş Here Rest in Peac:.:, f ı:: ,i ,

,-jhe].i no,b Repeat the Evilll . Tbi§ is the prayer off .r-,d tc i;h,ı

ı- ctims of the atonıic bombing. rt is the Spi::it of Hircı s]:ir,.ıı. .

]]ircıiıirna calls for the creation of a world without nuc]-c.,.ı:

lJ-epons.

Ta shi A

Mayor of Hiroshima
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THB sHADot{s oF HIRosHIIttA
yuri zhııkov

Today at 8.15 a,E. bel,Is will toll once aga,in in the centre
of the Japanese city of Hiroshiıa and thousands of people
rıill pay honage to the menory of the victins of the Aıerican
aton bomb.

Before August 6, 1945, Hiroghina's population was

40O,OOO. At an instant the explosion of the atoı bonb,
cynically called the Little Boy by ADericang turned 240,0OO
people into ashes and nutilated 156r555..Btıt figures are not
enouEh. The reader's eye does not see şhat is hidden behind
these lines. To grasp the tragedy one should rıalk in silence
the paths of wide space crunching under one's feet. This
apa<:e Lras once the centre of a noigy city. One should c].inb
the steps into a lonely big house where everything what ia
teft fron Hiroshina of 1945 is collected and see a photograph
placed there: the Ayoi bridge, an ordinary granite bridge
acroas the river and on it the shadoşs of nine people running
gonewhere rıi th raised hands.

But where are the people castiııg their shadoııs? They do
not exist. They evaporated under the effect of deadly beans
ııith a trenendously high teuperature, and their shadoırs have
been left for ever inprinted into the atone.

The PentaE|on likes to boast that preaent-day nuclear
bonbs are hundreds of times more powerful than the Little Boy
which brought such evil that briEht gunny oorning in
Hiroshina. But the Pentağon nen stubbornly refuse to think
that in the case of a nuclear war only 5 billion shadows,
inprinted in burnt 8tonea of thb dead planet, would be left.

That, is why today, on the day of the 42nd anniveraary of
the HiroshindLragedy, people of thgt city and people of the
rıhole ııorld gıho have not lost eoıınon genge are ever Dore
vigorously backing the Soviet proposala for elininating

4Thu Aue 06 1987
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nuclear 9reapons. rt has just beeD reported fron Tokyo that
the international conference held there has called on ıankind
to collect a billion aignatures to the appeal for
ıı total and unconditional eliıination of nuclear wğapons.

xxx
REPORT ON VICTIğS OF BrI(INI EXPLOSION

4Thu AuE 06 l98 7

Tokyo, Auğugt 5. (TAss). ove. one thougand Japanese
fighing boats were affected by the radioactive fallout during
the teet of en Aıerican hydrogen boıb on Bikini atoll. This
conclusion wag drawn by the authora of a stııdy conducted by
the activists of the a,nti-war noveDent of Kochi prefecture.
The neıı data exceed by far the official statietics of the
Bikini victims in Japan. In 1954 1 ioıediately fol].orıing the
hydrogen-boıb exploaion, the governuent bodies registered
only two shipa aa affected by the blast.

The resulte of the Dany-year Hork done by physicians,
lawyers and historians with the assistance of the local
fisherınen şrere aubıitted to the participants in the
international confereıce for prohibition of nuclear şeııpons
who assembled in lliroshina. The fate of l8? people exposed
to the radioactive rain near Bikini ıra,a accurgtely traced in
the course of the atudy. Forty of tben died of leukaeıia and
other forıg of caacer.

(Prevda, Auguat 6. Abridged. )
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ğE!!tş__s_AlL"_N,o_,:_.Tq.İ,ıUcLEABl_tüİE4]"
Ağad.niğian Y, chğzov, chairnan,

Şoviac conrıiLt€e of Inğ.rnational Phy8ici,ın5 ior
ğhe prevention o§ İııuclcar tlar

The anEı-$ar novEn€nt ı-,ı chi6 pıanat invoiveE, İ,iliion§ of

1ıç99ple holdinçı no5L dlv€r5e noliğic-,al vi€95 gnd ç5l1nç frcrı
ütl aalka of lıfe. The inL€rnğtionat angi-rrür nov€n€nt, ot

!:ny€iciant has becoıe an inporğanL 5ğinulıting §acğor :]ahı,n(:i

th6 grordLh of na6t actıon aEain6t the nucı€ar thr€aL, ıt
Gn€rEBd lat€ in i98o and cğtı€ L(, b6 knot n aE ınternationüı]

ihysiciang foı, Liıg Pr€v€ntion oF lluclear war. Th€re are
ı J5,ü00 p€(rrJtE lcğive in .ic aL 9res€rnt . Th€ ınov€n€rıL iğ
,. ıFporleci by targ6 s€ctions oğ th€ populaLion, DoiiLicaı and

i airgıouE lead€rg of yorious tountrie5 of th€ world.

ır€dicaı ı6n hav€ a j,r.üyE had , E9€ciai r€spon8ibiiily t .1

bBür for ğhe gr6€8rvatıcln of hunan tıfe and heaith, True t<ı

t.hE hippocrsğiç oath - - on€ of the nobl,est hu,nın docuıı€nt5 --
phyEiciğn€ guard th€ tıealth of p€opı€ and guve Lhğir ı.! E, 'li€

r€manbar thğ antr€nf, doctor's tüordg : "l{hağevgr hoıne I İıry

antgr, i 6hğıı 9nt€r it for thE good o§ the ğick",
But İr9 cğn foil(ış '-he nıp9oğrıtic oath only a5 ion€ı as ue

ör€ üıtvğ ourğ€ıv6t, ş6 ],ong ğ5 our hands can !dğİ,}t, our

hoEpitğıa function, ınd Lher6 are ınadıcıneş ğnd ıngiru]ıgnts
iıl ı nu6l6şr §ar, hot €Yer, ç,hystctanE wouıd ba unalııe Lo

diachğrg€ Lhair ınisgıorı " A ı uclear war laouıd n(,t aniy €o1ü

d€ağh. pain qnd in;ur;, but iı Foı,ııd degtroy ğh€ poasibilit,y

.ff corn.ins r.o ihe 5iq oi rnıltiona af Pound€rı. irradisıed , aıııl

tJurnt .

A i-horough und€rsLandinq ot ğhe nğtur€ ünğ 5cal8 oF th€

bionedicai conaequBnc€s ğğ Lh€ uge o§ nuğıear wcğpona iğ o§
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nalor rıgntfıc.n6. ın EaEtıng Eha ıorgrıt}, oğ Lh. ltırtıb.r5 o§ '
İ.hĞ n.dicaı pro§..8ıon to iaha uP a civlc 6nEı-w6r ağ!nc..Thğğ
ıs why phy8İcıan6 are tıllinE ğh. p.oDı.. th3 hard cruğh about
chg kİnd of Lhr€aL Lhe nucıaar arıa racG hca in gğora for
huııanity.

Th8 con3gquanc6ğ of th€ u!€ of atonic reapont ı.tre
d6rrıonğtraLocı to Lh€ world 40 y9ğr5 aEo rrh€n Lhe6€ rreaçang lrğd
just a9pğğreğ. Tho ciyij,İgnE of th€ Jüpangge cllies o§

iii.ro€h.i,rrıa and ıığqaaııki F6ıı vıcLiı to that ıonağrous
ğxPerin€nL. Those oi ch€ır ınhabitanLt l,ho ı.cr€ a§f,acğed by
ı-|;,e radıoağt tvB faliout ar€| 6Liıl dyinq ğror l8ukğ€nia 6rıd
naiıEnant tunour6. Agonic death has a .ıong €mory,

çı95e çn ı5,00c n€Eatons o§ nucı€ar chşrq65, an equivai€nt
...i a ni.ıl,ton Htroshina-typ€ borıbğ, ar€ ELor6ci up rn ğh6 rrgr}d

Lod }r. Thğt ,ı€anE ğbout 5üx Lhoutğnd "stsconc tJorld liar6" irt

i€rrı6 of eı;ploeivaş uted. AcccrdinE Lc t.h6 €atıııates ,nad€ by
-.Orıtç 9hYEıcıana- ov€r t,Jo biili,on iıunan btıngt rrould fğll
i,ictt:İ. io a ıucı€ar çar, 6hou.[d ığ brgah ouL. Th€ imm€dıat€
de5Lrucğiv€ t-accors o§ nuclear bıatts rould bg cotıpound€d by
rtJrıot€ conE€quenccıs,incıuding Lhe 6a-caııed "nuclear winLer"
(a biLLtr çğ]iı İıgcauğe (JF üıir 9oııuLıon ırıLh ğnoke aııd dusa,,.

R€t€arch Etiıdi€a and concıugiotıs ttıüd€ by phy5ıcian§
raqdrdinE nucıeğr war hgYB had o strong tob€rinE-up effect on
ıdEttar lğr9€ 5eclıon6 ot 9ubiic o9inron in uh€ lr8si thaL
u nd€r€Et irn at. od Lh€ dangerE gğ nuc.lear cğtağtyü-.ıı. lihiie irı
6.riier dayüi r_h€ antı-nuğı€ar ıood vrağ cçlnıon baEıcüıiy Lc
grçqresEıvg Jnd libBral eı€rn€nL8. nany tıorF frşıı oth€r
.2uartşrs hrivğ nori ğome Lo r€alig€ Lhqt a nucıeğr ııar iı ail
ıdBntiğai tir:€aı tğ €v€rybody.No one ııouid €ı5cğtr6 :L eiLitr !n
r_h€ og€dn5 or aL piacaE far-away fron nilj.Lğry ar 1nduEcriaı
(J€ntr€5, or f- hrough n€ut ( :.[ığy €tat.ut- Ie i6 noLBrrcrthy t hüt
,ü,üİy Aı€ricğn physicians hotdinE conservalive vieus hav€ c()!ıe

lo che fore ın action ,gainşt L}ıe nu(Jleğr ihr6ğt.
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4!ıresday, ocrob3r ı, ı

5o one of ğhe naJor effcctE ğhg physiciana' rnovBnenb hğ€

ağhievBd i8 br€aching ğha p5ychoıogıcaı ı.aıl ğhat k88p6 nany

of Lhe tl85tern ııen in th. 5tre€t fron r96liğing ğh€ Lru€

characLrr oE a po56ibt. nucı.ar 9ar. unLil quığ. r.cğnğıy th€y
dıd not 5.. wc.ıl enough ğhı rıal dangır o§ iğs diıgığrous
conacqu€nc€a. Th€ horror3 of Hiroghiıa 6lip onc'E tnenory in
tha daily round. Th6 eff.ct of Lh€ Arnerican ğLoric bonbingt of
ı9.ı5 has coııe ğo nean nothing but 6n abttrğct idea ğo

ıany,ğhaL i5 aoneLhins ıcaninglgss. ındo(ıd, it. i5, afg9r all,
pıychologicalty dif€icult ğo p€rcaiv€ such ideoe ğa a "ııi.llion
Hiroğhina5" or the "d6ath of hundrcds of ııiıliont of huınan

b€ings". Finılly, Lh€rB arğ 66hı€r and feııgr p€opıe wiLh

.İDorıEnc€ of Lh6 thaıbı.İ of Lha second ltorıd t 6r. This is
th€ p6ychoıoEicaı bğckgrğund ğo ğh3 und€resğitıation oE Lh6

dangİ€r og ün ouLbr€ak and th€ 5cül6 oF Lhe conğequenc8 of

another 
- 

nucı€ğr irar.
tlhat has nade for this "conplucancy", furğh€rnor€, is ğhe

incegğanL 6f§orğ of !ı6ny t a5tern 5bğLe€n€n and 9oıiğicians a5

ı.€ıl a5 ıRiıiLari8ts 9ropagandıı to convince ğh€ Do9ulücion of
ğh€lr countriB€ LhaL iğ ia "Derıiasible" Lo tğart 6 nucıear
wor and 9ot6ibl€ to wagg iğ !n a "lihiğed v€raion". This is,
aftgr atl, Lhe oFficial ıiıiiüry docğrin€ of ğhc u§ ond NATo.

5ğ t.hat had Lo b. dona irat Lo end thiE j,ndlffer€nce, t-o

5hak€ 9€opı€, Lo rnak€ ğhaı €e6 Lhe noLivation for vigorout
activiLy and convince th6n EhaL ğhe lask in h8nd iş not to
prgv€nt- JusL "anothFr" war, like nony Lhai hğv€ been §ouEht

out in hislory, but to pr.garv€ hunan ğiv.iıi€ation.
Th€ Fifth conqr€56 o€ Lhe ınLornağionaı Physiciant tor Lh€

Praventiğn oF Nuçlear t{ar, which ıııeğ in BudaD€gt laşL suınner,

hag bgen ğn inForğanL landnark in the ,ı€dicaı ınovF!ıen!. For

th6 tirst ğirıB ğh€ capltğl o€ a şociğlist nütion played host
to n€rnb€rs o§ Lhia ııovcıcnL -- r€pr€s€ntaLivea of over fi€Ly
counLri€5. t,Eığorninq Lhe deıeEğL65, Jano€ Kğdar, 6€nerğı
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5€creb.ıry of Lhe HstlP. Etrğ.g.d ğh. iıportant roıe of the
phyıiclqn.' ıov.ı.nt in ağr.nqğhanlnE ğh. pıopı.ğ' wiıt to
paoca and in ıobiıİ3ing inb.rnaLionıı Dubııc opınion.

Thc phyılglqn8, qğa.ıbı€d in Budğ9aat, wğrnıy sa.ıcoı.d th6
€a6age o§ grıoğingg addr..€6d ğo ğh.ı by t ikhaiı 9orbachyov

Uho poinu.d out bh.t j.n the sovi.ğ union ğh.r3 ıra8 fuıJ.
undcrgtonding of, and 8upporğ §or th8 nobl. acLiviLig. of Lhi5
nowgnent.

Evıry ona of ior3 ğhan q ğhousand dal.Eau.s Look cıo86 ğo
h3ğrL th€ nob]a ıisaıon of phy3icıant -- ğo prevgnL a nuclcar
ar setLıng lhit piğn€t ğbiaze. Aıong the d€ıasağ8E th6r€ w€re

Lh6 auğhorı of an iıportınt ra9orğ of ğh. Torıd H€alth
CrEanişaLion (tlHO) on bh6 eons€qu€ncoa of nuğlaar şar for
h]ırnğn i,ı€ElLh and h€olth gşrvic3t, and ıEdical çorkors Eng{ıE€d
irı investigating Lh€ ırğriou,t ag,Dact3 of thc da5trucbtv€
gactors gf nuc.lear €xDıosıon8 qs ıJıll ac ğhg gconoıİ,c, sociar
and Dsycho1,ogiğğl tı9lioğğton€ o§ Lho arıa race and a rıar
involving rOa9c,n5 oğ şhoı..al. annihil6ğion.

To daıon€trütg ğİı€ 8cnaoıoğtna-8 and cru€ıty o§ ğh9 arı5i
racR AıBricon 9hy3icıan vicğor t. sid€ı ıağ u9 a ıağronoı9 ğn
Lha plğLgoru and .aid ğhot uith eactı Lap of tha in.ğruıaerıL,
rühiÇh troneE av€ry tğcorıd, cn€ chiid in bh. Iortd faıı llt ünd
on6 ditsd. At. t}ıe 8an€ tır., e5,00o doı|ırt €r€ 5p.nL on
arnan€ntg eoch sgcond. The ıoney .D8nL cı ırıqı3nLğ in the
İorld lrould be cnouEh t i pı o9ida gıl devaıoDinE countrigs ıJitı]
food ond ı€diğaı a53ı5ts6nğl.

5peakgrs at Lho Gongr€s5 srid ihqğ tha ıJorid apant on arns
2,200 ılltion dollara ğ dğy. AL t,h€ ıang ğiıg. thc tlH0's
budE€t to conbat ,ataria in ı98,t and lg85 is abou! 29 ııit]ion
dollars and thg organıağtıon'a budgat to ğackıe th6 prc|bıen of
wutgr gup9ly and 6ğniLat.ion iş a5 ıillion doııür8. üeanrhi.le,
?,i]00 ııillion p.o9ı3 ort our pıan.t drink po]ıut€d r.ğt€r, rhich
ig the cıuşg çf 90 per r39rıL of aı,ı di5eagcş in bhe d€v€ıoping

,l
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Tu€Eday, oc_ğober l. l985

countrict. trHo'a .xp.ndİtur.c on ğackıinq Lho probı.na o€

cardıo-vğ5cul6r pağhoıoEy, ğhc chiıf cauıc of dıath in ğh€

tnduıtrlali..d natıong, arı about four rllııon doııare ln
ı9ra-ı9Eş. Hot can ona ğoıaraLa Lha .ituağİon rrh.n onı out o€

350 inhabitonğ. oE our Dlanıt ı. a ıoldı.r and only on. ouL og

3 ,7 oo i. a doğt,or?
Th.ge and othcr figurgE ciL.d ağ ğh€ congr..6 3D.ok Eor

thınselveg. There ig no gravar dişağ!€ ğhan tho arns rğce,
ıspccially Lha nuclear arıa rac3. spcakerg ab Lhe conEr€5s
aald ğhaL a nucl€atr rrar §65 ğn aDidaıic §or ııhich ğhere rıas no

curg. only prevenlion is cf€gcLivı hıre.
Pğrticipünt6 in bh€ tongrgİs a6ld ğtı€y t,€re concgrn€d over

t,ho u5 3ffortg ğo EDr3ad Lh. arıs racc go apacc. Thcy ıaid
lhaE Ltıı iı9lan€nğağion o§ lra8hington'. pıanı ğo ,iıiğari6.
5pac. r.auİd und€rnin3 inğ€rnağlonoı ağabiliLy, 5harply
increa€€ th€ rish oğ a dıvaıtağing globaı nucı,or war, provoke

a neu, unconLroltabıa arnş racı and bıog uD th€ di8arnanent
nagoLiaLion€. §pğcB, uhiah haı long ağtracğad ığn by fh.
9o85lbiliğy oE GxpandinE our knoşlodE. abouğ th. UnıY.r5€ ğnd

Lh. oDportuniti€t lb opını for itg pgqcsful clrploraLion,
ahould noğ bBcoı6 a 5ourc. of deaLh 6nd dattrucğion and an

ar€na of star lf ars.
Th€ tongresş hşs adoptod a a9pa6l tğ Gon€rğl Sacr€tğry of

ğhG Sovi€t Connunisb Parğy Gentral CcııiğLoe llikhait
Gorbochyov and U5 Pr€şident Ronald R.ogan, rrhich Eaid ğhaL an

araa rac€ in gpace 9outd 5harpıy e€caıatğ the ğhr€aL of a

Elobaı nucı€ar conflict. A proEranıo for r9noving th. ğhr.ğf
oE nucı8ür ş6r, tJhich i5 tpaııad ouğ in tha cğıl, 6nvi5ag3a a

vgrifj,ğbta freeze on Lhe 9roducğlon, ğ3gLing and d.ploytıenğ of
nuclear şğrh3ads 6nd daıtvary vBhİcıac, ğheir 8ub5€qu€nt
bltanc€d reducbions and, €v.nğutlly, ğh€ir .liıinağion. Ig

also urge§ oth€r counğrieg to §olıoş ğhc sovieğ Union's
€rağn9l€ and iühe ıı pı€dga noğ Lo initiata ğha uge of nucı€ar

4
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Tuesday, October l, l9O5
6

raapon3.
Thı ıoğLo o§ Lhg Buda9a.t Qon!ırc.. rag ..Co-opırağion, not

confrontation." Co-ogerat,ion contrj,buieı ğo Lha Uor.td'8
pro.p.rıLy, uh.r.as confronğqğion ııy ı.ad to d.oğh.

Tha docuıant. adopğad et thc congraıa aoy thağ Lha nucıoar
por,crr 8houİd, a8 a fİr€t, 3t€p, İıpo5a a ıoEqğoriut on aıt
nuclıar 3xgıo€ionc, Phich 8houıd b. eff€ctıvo titı th€
concıusion of a tr€ğLy thğL şoutd bğn atl nuğıagr reapon tesLs
3yoryrh.r3. Thg onacLıenğ of that Dro9oıal could bG a €ir8t
-ğaP lcading !or9ard. a coıDı€ğa hılting of all tıştı, Uhich
arı a catalysğ for tha nuğıeor arı5 rğc6.

ThO unil,ağeraı ıorğlorİuı r.hich ğhe §ovı8t Union iııposcd
on aıı nucı9ğr 3İDto8ion8 on AuEuat 6 ğhır year ı.ğ wıth
univ3rtaı apProvğl. on behaıg of aıı ğhc ıenborg of t,h.
int.rnatıonal physiciang' ıovcıınt tt. ı€odar8 aDprovğd and
au9portBd Lhg new Soviet initiaLiva. t any naLional orgğni5a-
fıon3 Folıogad lhcir axqıDıe. Th. sovi.L ıoraLoriuı şaı ıcğ
uiLh ğ9provğt by phyğiclını ln the unitcd stğğ98, a country on
rhlch it şill dgpcnd şheğhır tha ıorağoriuı riıl be ıxğendad
naxt year.

ln hi3 ısttor to ğho aw York Tiıaa, con Nug9nt, cxocuğive
aaorBğğry of ğha intBrndttonal phyıicianı' ıovaıant, ünsrrared
th. criticg oF ğhc sovİ.ğ ıova by 8oying ğhağ the sovi.t
jniLiativı craağcd ğ r.qlisğio oDporğunity for hotdinE back
tht ğrig rğca and LhaL ğha Uniğad 5ğağıı ıhould uso Lhig
opportunığy ln th€ int.roıt o§ iğ. oşn ııouri!ıı. Hı gxprasııd
ğhc confidenca that ı ban on ğ.ağinğ rouıd bar ğh. dav.lopıanL
o§ new g.rncration nuclcar d9vic.8, tnoıudıng ğhoğ. daEign.d
for daDıoyı€nğ in spacı.

ın a nog3ğga ğo Pr9sidant Raagon Barnard Loşn,an Aı8rican
c8rdiologi!ğ and co-chdlrıan of th. ıov.ıanğ, collcd thı
ıoratoriuı on nuğıBar b.ıarbr "a ıadtcaı praacripğıon for
gaaco" and urgrıd Lh€ Pr3gident bo u.i. ğh€ o9portuniğy ııhjch

4

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



4

7

couıd haıp .nauro r€aı and tğgLing 8,curiLy §or aıı An€ricans

and Lh. gorld a5 a whoı,, Thi€ y€ar, ğhanhı ğo Lhe oE6ort5 of

ğh. Aı3rlcan organisağion Phygtcian8 for Soclal Reepons-

ibııity. tha 9robı.ı o€ hatğtng ,ıt nuct,ar r,oDon g,ııtc h6,
bacoıa a aub]act o§ broad dlıcuııion and an acğiv, anği-uar

caıPaıgn by ıedicaı uorhırı in ğh6 Uniğıd stıığ,a and several

oğh.r ll6atarn counğri.a.
Hatting ğh. arıı rac€ on Earth and DrevcnLing it in gPoce

and craotıng qn atıoaphara of ğruat and co-op,raEion 6re noğ

only problcnr for poliğical dgbalg or digloıatic n€qobiaLion

Loday. Th6y 6r. Lh€ daıand oE our ğiığa,Lh3 deııqnd o5 Lh€

nüığion8 eF Lhı şorld. Thc ğağğ LhaL nor, ğhğn ı,e50,0o0

Dhyai,gian. in vorioua counğri.ğ hrv! ııgn,d ğh, 9,Liiion ğo

haıt thğ nucı€ür ğri, r6c;. during ğtıı taığ ğro y,ar, be6r6

thi. out.
ocLoberlisLheıncarnaLion.ıDğyofPhyıicianılgainst

ılucı3ar i{ar. on this day doctor, atı ov,r ğh, uortd şill hold

anLi-Uar rqıli3! and deıonığr,ğıon! and pırguad, ıor, of th€ir

çolı.ögugg ğo gign ğha anbi-nucı,ar Dağition, Aa 3v3r, Sovİgğ

phyEiği6n8 şho ıak. th.ir conğribution Lo !hı ,truğgı, wqg3d

by Lho poacıloving foroaa Lo r,ıov€ ğh, thrğat o6 nuclcar

cata5tro9h. silı ba in ğhı front rankı of !hi, ıov'ı€nğ,

(Prayda, OcEob.r l. ln full,)

ı

Tu3€dğy, ocbob9r 1, 1985
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l

THE BOOK SCDNE

volcE 0F REAsO]i, vOIcE ol, DECENCY

Europe on the tlıreshold. oi the Third Millennirım. For Peace
Nature and Ivlan

tura pub}ishers

392 pp_

If lt isnıt yet a rarity, it is bound. to become one, for it
c ontent

1e extraordtnary in both / and design. Soviet and West Ge:men

gutbors çorkecl on it for two years at the request of the Soviet

Cmııittee for §uropean Security and Cooporation and tbe Rhine-

-Westphalia Forej.gn Society (Dortrıund, 3RG) in pursuance of the

recomendations of the Helsinki Final Act.
The book ls not the first of its kindı its forerunners were

tho five-voluıne European Poetry and the antholo Europe: Twen-

tieth Century, put out in the USSR in 1977 and 1980, respectively;
they were ecknowled.ged by reailers as early bird,s of the post-
,He lsinki European publications project.

Noır loverg of beauty have another book; r say it 1s a t}ıirıg

of baauty becauge it ia generously illustrated ıryith olii e ngrayl ııgs

anal atchings. The book offers lofty ideas ancl heartfelt reflec_
tione, flne aspirationg and great ideal§ by a constellatlon of

Tho book was put out in Russlan and Ge:ııınn §imultaneously:
EuTopa an der Schwelle d.es 3. Jahrtausend.s. Godanken zum trriedea
und zur E'rhalt ung d.er thwe lt d.es Menscben. Eıhaltung d-es trrleciens,
Moskau, Chud.o§hesttennaJa literatura, Bruokenverlag, Dusseld.orf,
ı985.

Issue T,
(Mos cow)

The Peace Book, Khudozhestvennaya Litera-
and Brückenver]_a€ (Düsseldorf), 1986,

lçL
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?

DotBbı. writerg, 'choıars, 
politiciabs, journgligts and reıl8iout

leaderı pa§t anal present, adclressing ttıemselves to the fate of

narüincl and its age-olil aspirations,

out of the renote past, we h6ar coEdemnationg of şıar, lınpas_

sloıed pleoe for peaoe, and the voic68 of hunanists, who bad

8triven in vain to tıalt b}oodshed,,

Eraemus of Rotteröaın argueö in hig famous treatise, !ğ9

c a nts of Pe ths.t there ,ıas nothing glorious about war,

In his view, the greatest honours ghoulcl be bestoweil upon those

who aveıt war, thosa uho restore peace w,ith .wise counsol end

tbose who ar€ aıoing thoir utmost to make }arge arrnies and stock-

pilee of a:uıs redundant,

Ebg}ish philosopher Thonas llobbes said in his tlay that tbe

peranouat ıaw of Nature şas for people to seek end pursue peace,

,,tay down a:ms and ctoa the garb of peace , ı' ıırged {}an
Anos Koneasky (Coneaius), Czech phil-osopher and education§li§t,

Hie words, tlWe ınu§t tirelessly look for ways of supplanting hıına-

nity for iıüııınanity,l|cited in thİs book (p. 43), aıa whol}y re-

levant today.

Eaglishnaturalscl€ntigtJosephPriestleyheIdthatthe
aucceeiling generations ıgould revise the tredltiong} vie,ıı of warı

when people learn to tbink a littte Dorğ, h€ wrote, they will

resort to ıngans other thsn thegw?r4 to settle their differenceğ.

His conpatriot Jereıny Benthen urged people to banish t}ıe fear

that bro€dg migtrust (vıhich, lncltlentally, NATO §trategists 8re

nowtryİngtoperpetuetethroughthe.trtucıeardeterrence'|do3t.
ıine ) .
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3.

tbe iear that other natioas wil]- d.eceive us, and the convi.ction

thot other brains are sbrewd.er and. other hearts less noble, are

oigng of our ıreakness, he §aid..

Ioıanue l Kent ca].Ieii for eterngl peace anci conJecturoal as to
the objective law-governecl phenonena bringing about hıııan uniler-

ıtand-l ng and an inevitable peaceful alliance of all peoples in
the future.

Europe's principal interest is peace, said a 3rench six-
teEnth-geventeenth contury statosrıan, Ma:ıimilien cle Bethune (Duc

ila Sully). lıIt is a.mazing that Europe ıg,ith its highly civlliseal
natj.ong stilI livos by barberian and irrationaI principlee,ı' he

wrot€. liWhat is the substance of ite wise policy if not eterna}
equabbles? Wara keep breaking out, now here now there. It geens

... that we nake peace only in oTder to start new wars !ıı A truly
wlgo Dollcy, said Victor Hugo, shou).d bring nearer the day when
|tıığrket E open to trad.e and mind.s open t o j-cteas wi]-l be the only
battlefield s ı'.

lhat waş how the iiiea of world peace--eb ant j.-ınilitariat
htuentterian 1clea--caıne into the worlcl. |lhe claşsics of Marıi sn-
_İraninign enbraced and eıpound.ed it, turalng a utopia into §clen_
tific theory and an eıu'ive ldeal into a realistic goal. They
forcefu}ly denonstrated the direct relationshtp betwoen the
strııggle agaın8t war of conquost and, the struggıe fo3 §ociaıign,
ioı the vital goals of the working claşg. l'...The alıiance of
th€ şorklng classes of a1]" countTj.eg will ultinately klll wa!,,,1
rıc reeil in an address of the llrst International. Since thet t'ine
the ıvorking class and coraınunist ııoveınent lıea always been involved
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4,

in actions for peace.

After the 1917 Creat 0ctober Socialist Revolution, which

tenin characterised. as the first victory in the 
"13ı'ggle 

to abo-
Dlish war,' he pointeil to the need to ci.raw up a foreign policy

prograıme specially Lor Europe.3 The C?SU and the Soviet goyern-

ment have always put the emphasis on nuropean affair§ in thelr
foreign policy. fhe new etlition of the CPSU Programıne notes, in_
ter alia, that the Party attaches rnuch inportance to promoting

Poaceful good.-neighbourli_nes s and- cooperatİon anon€ European

stateg. This polnt was al§o nad.e in Mikhail Gorbachovıs Statement

of Januery 15, 1985, and j_n the Political Report of the CPSU

Ceatral Coınınittee to the 27th Party Congress.
The chain of tiıne is unbreakable. The cause of reason aad.

bınenlgn ıras carried. on by Mikhail Sholokhov, Alexander Fadeyev,
Konstantin Sj_nonov, Leonicl Leonov, Ciıinghis Aitınatov, Yuri Bo ni[a-
rev, Victor Astafiev, Alexand.er Tvardovsky, Andrei Voznesensky,
Rasul Ganzatov, Yevgeay Velikhov, Yevgeny Chazov and other Soviet
!ıritsrs end scientists; the trEG İs represented in the book by
Günter Gress, Albert Schweitzer, Karl Jaspers, Heinrich Böl1 ,

üartin Nienöller, WiIIy Branttt, Dieter l,attınann, Herbert UJehner,

Geıt Bastİan, }lans uagnus Bnzensborger. Erich KÖstner anii He lnut
Schnidt. The book 8,ıso cites s cho]-ars and cultural figures fron
other European countries, the USA and. Canada. Though soİne of the
author§ are represented. by abstracts froıı their ı,ıorks or bri6f
quotetiong (the book is very coıopact), the reader is given a good.

iclea of the artistic, literary and political thought directeil to
flnding tho way to world peace, intornatiorıal security and. to
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the
uphotdiıc ,/para,nount hınea rigbt to l1fo without wais end w6apong.

the book ig e b}ond of pe§t aacl present intellectua} eıpe_

rience. the cover sho!ıs Rodinıs Thinker, the artistic eınblen of

the publlcation, as it ı,vere. The reaöer perceived hlıı aş Europe

pontiering lta past, prescnt and futuıe, the l6sğğns of history,

the lltteıı experieace§, the çhances it had, itg hopes and its
ıole in iteciding the fate of the worldi Albert Eingtein eğd

Bertrand Ruasell sald in their fened Manlfdsto, citeal in the book:

lıWe have to leırn to tiıi nk 1n a new way. We have to leern to ask

ourgeltr€a, not wbgt_ gteps cen be taken to give ınilitary victory
whetever group we prefer,

to H,ıtıı!-ı*tşil/for there no longer are such steps; the

queetloa we have to ask ourselves is: what gteps catr bg taken to
prevent B nilitary contest oİ whlcb tbe issue ınust be d.lsastrou§

to all partj.aa?tı (p. 353).

The authorg con§id"€r war an iınperfect and- crtınj.nal meens of
settltrıg diff€ranceg betweea stgtes in thg nuclear aga, Bnd offer
ııBrious weys of ensuring clependably the peeceftll coexistence of

natioas. Searehing for those ways, they thenselves learn to thiak
1a a neıv way encl get en exaınple for otherg. They elso glve the

reetler ric}ı foo<l for thought. One thought goneretes another, and

this ie another ııarit of the book.

TLıe title of the first part of the book iş Before It fs Too

ğ!g. The overriding ideg ig that Man should. promptly wake up to
the ilangers Bnd problens of todayls world and find ways to survj.-

val. Remenber the ııvord.s of one of Dostoyevsky's characters: ltJuşt

five nlnuteg! I ııes just five uinutes late!tı Huınani.ty cennot

efforal being even one nitrute late ia the effort to avert şorld
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6.

oategtrophe. The ne,ıı politicel thlnkirıg has to hew its way for-

rarii through a logjaın of prejudi.ce, suspicion and bostility,
aarosg berriera of, hidebounct pre-nuclear concepts of ,tnar and

peBce, of ııthİnH.ng tbe uathlnkable". Chingİriz Aitmatov,, whose

pertineat and iınpassioneal erticle opens the book, believes th,at

oucleaıı rıeeDoff, have laid siege to reagon, l'Has 1nganity prevail-

eö over reagon?tı the writer asks, and replies: ltI think that the

creative rğgources of reason can be cmpared only to the energy

resourcor, of the Şun. The old a<iage tbat beauty w1ll save the

world riogs gubline, but I nıould like to add that reason will
neverthelesg hage the last say. Just look: now that hı:ngnity ag

a whole is on the nove an<l that tbe peoples are fightlng for

peace end agalnet the nuclear b omb ancl the afus race, the col-

leotive ]ıeason of our age is being convertetl in the ıreactorı

of ıtruggle and in the ıacceleratorl of the nass med-ia into a

public oonlcİousness without precodent. The years of struggle

foıı peace and against theıaonuc}eer catastrophe ere erocling the

old patternş of ınilitary thirüiıg which evolved over the agos,

aail are teaching people e plı:ilosophy of global survival... "

(pp. 16_17).

ilany ideas enil projects voiceal in the book epitoınlse the

new nuclear_age poJ.iticeI thinkİng. Social Democratİc politlcian
§gon Bcbr, for ltrstsaco, eıpounds provocative icleas of East_Weet

pertnorcblp in ğ6curity. fhe authors offe! mature anil well-argued

crlticigın of the faultg of ııilitarist thlnking, the pre-nuclear

conc6Dt! of stlerıgth and nuc],ear tleterrence, the plans to mi]"ita-

riee space , €t o.
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Moı5igtt_!8nlnişt' have always re j e cted. the motap}ıysical pre-

üj.otions of the spllt of bı.ınan civili§etion into t,ııvo absolutely

ışolıteö and irıeçonciıable currents of history,. socj.alisn and

capitellıa are poles aBart but this does not mean that they have

no Q@on lnterests or cannot work out o onııon approaches to va-
when ,it comes to

rj.ous probleııs, primarily / safeguer"ding peace and protecting

the environınent. The nucleer age lendg speoial force and urgoncy

to Iıe nın I s ıriew that oonmon hı_man values have priority over the

objeotlvos of this or that olass. This view, indeed, runs right
throu6h th€ book.

It ig often said, Europe ghould speak for ltself. It is
learning to do just that, to take a conmon approach to ıyhat is
paıa,nount, to war and peace. And it is iloing so, bridging tbe

political, ıoilitary, econonic, icleological and hunanitariaa di-
vides. Thi§ is reflected ln the present book. A].though it con-

tains a goocl tleaI of poleınlas and ilobate, that is nothing to
wo]ry about because the aew politicel thinking iloes not rule out

dissent and ccııpetition of ideas. It allows for d,ifferenceg and

an honost chaınptoning of onerİ convictiong, and offers scope

for e search for connon ground, approximation of vievıs and sen_

8ibl6 conpımise. Shat gpokegnen f or natj.ons ırhl ch çere looked

iğ battl€ in the most gory,nilitary cobflict, unleaşhed by Na_

zisn, fouıd quite a few points of contact is proof that the op_

portunltiea for uaderstanaiing are boundless if there is gootlwill,
The authors foroefully clemonetrate thet unale rs t andi" ng and

conçord haçe a great future. The .reeder is bound. to agree ırith
the eilitors that the pro§e, verae and. hınanitarian elan of the
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B.

GoıEan enil Şoviet authors have torn clown stereotypes and preju-

dicos, and da,ınpened ınutual recrj4inations, True, it is fer harde r

to find €ı coınmon lenguage in politics--but nothing is iııpossible

in tbe quest for guch a lofty goel as ııyorld peace,

Meny of the itleas set fortb in the book help people realige

their interilependence, put aside trifling and transient differen,

ces, and come to vieır thenselves ae a close-knit human faınily,

whi oh a}one caa evede clisaster,

In February 1987, whe n the forun For a Nuclear-Free World,

for the Şurvİval of Hııııanit y was taking place in Moscow, the ed,i_

torspresentedecopyofthebooktoMik}ıailGorbachov.ThBnking
tben for the gift, he sald: t'I ilo not think that differences and

contraittctions ehould be ignored or thorny issues snoothe'l over,

But I tbink th,et one shoutd put priorities and, the hierarchy of

values ln the right perspective anct tlire ct oneıs thougbt s prina_

ril]r at what unites the peoplea and natlons, who make up the

human,Bce,intbeirilesireforanuclear-freeandnon-violent
wor],at. This is what make g your joint work so valuable",4 The

reader ı,vitl nogt probebly agree with thj-s view, The book is tbe

firstofap}anuedtriıogy,wlththenexttwovolume§bein8d.e-
voted to Nature and Man. Trhe useful work ıvill be continued", help_

irıgEııropeanswhovıanttobegoodneighboursandcraveforaccoril,
to a better underştancling of one another and to cloger relations,

soviet writer on iaternational
affalrs

V]_adlen Kuznets ov
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9.

1 Karı Merı and 8rederick Engels, §sf_g§l,]L_EE,9 in three

volıınes, Vol. 2, }loscow, 1969, p, I93,

? ı,ı. Iıenin, Co.ıIa.çte<L Works, Vol. 33, P, 56,
Vol. 42.

Ibiö.,/pp. 39'1-3§.

+ Eiteğ3tuııava GaEgta, Februgry 25, Lgg?,
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At7
§cieattetg y{ryrı

01oba1 problerıe that hgve no national bouniterieg must b9

',;ac]:ied joİntly tn our interdependent ıYoıl(l. lhts iş partiçul-
aily true of the otrııgglc to elintnate nuclear weaponş arıti prE_

vent rıilitarisation of outeı §pace.

§cienti-st§ h6ve a clear picttıre of tbe tragio afteıoatlı
cf a nuclear conflict. Açitle fron the dlrect deştı.uctiye efiect,
an exciıenge of nuelcar ştıılJes w,ill cgu§o larg+ecale ftrestoıms,
releasing lıuge aıno uıts of soot, poisonous €eges end othEr oom-

buştion proclucts ln.to the atıoosphere. Tiny perticlee ot goot

vrilI fo,n cloucls whlah, ebsorbing antl blocking sunlight, wi1l
cause a ||nuclean nlghtf allll , the barbİ.nger of tınuclear ıv.interıı.

Ac a result, the radiation ba].arıce on the Earth vriIl be upset,

and teı-ıpoiatureo on itg guıface vrl11 drop Uy l5o to 2oo0. fhe

e.ff ects ıı-i11 be pgrticularly ğev€re İn grınoıeı, ırith tenperatuıes
acrosg vaşt areas of the hoisphere involved ln tbe hoştilities
failing beloıı freezing point. Thege ratiioal upheevals tn at§ıo-

spheric circulation şı,i1]. nean that crı unprecedented gnıı"iıoııııeıı t:
a1 ilisasteı ıri11 spreaii throughout the worlil çithin yıeeks, çgtıg-
l.n5 naşsive destructlon of ilora arıti fauna. Facing *"*, f,İİ
sloıı deeth, suı,v,lvorg of, nuclegr strlkeg wiII wlsh they/died l^n

the blasts: the iıııetltate and 1ong-19ım ııedlical and bloJ.ogical
conseqlıences of the catectrophe arıd the degraiİatlon ol tbe en

virorırıeııt vri1l be 1etha]..

llNUCLEAn iYİNtERll: N0 T1IıUŞIONS
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2.

Ehe coısidereal enal oompotent oonçlugiong and eıplgnations.
offeıed by scientiete play 6n essential_pelrhapg even dogi§lve-_

3oı'e in thı shaping oİ public opinion. A mer6 l0 or 15 years

ago i}ıe coıjrı.on view Eas that nuclear wer woulii, at mogt, entai].
nonlyn tiıo death of hunilıgds of nilllons of people anal uıheaf,al-

_cf destructi.:1. !od6y, feıı tloubt thet nucleaı explosions wil1
be foIloyıed by a gJ-obal enylrorımenta]. disastğı and the destruc-
tion of clvilisation itse],f.

Ilonethelessı !e98orı erıd comnon şeıu,e have not yet tri-
wophed everyırhere. Ebe ntlttgry strategy of the NA1O countrles,
including the Unlted States, stipuletes ılpreenpttveıı limited
rrucl ear stıikes and 1ocal nuclear coııf licts. Attvocates of, this
doctrine assert that theoe are not really dan6erous to the hurıarı

§ece arıd that they canno t produce eny cataotrophic effecto.
i/ith striking plgcidity, ü§ Defense Departtrent spokeomen

aı, e saying that 'ınucleatr winterl' may pro&ıce an tnsigntficant
eff,ect. The Office oi hergency Prepğoainegg is e1oo opti:ıistic:
its expertı have mg<ie 8 0naj or'ı eiljuetııent in the egtlınated U§

ileatlı tol1 in a nucleatr w6r. Insteed of the 1957 eetifigte of

156 ııillion, the nevı flgure i§ ron].y 112 ııi1].ion. Tbe publlc
is told reassuringly that ğurvivor§ ııri11 outıııııbeı çasualties.

ıl,t tlıe Mogcoıv iorıım rı}or e Nuclear-Fr69 t/orlii, f or tbo
of HumTtltylı

Sufııival / !,4rB asked soıne of its parti.cipants-from ğreat 3ritainı
Srıed sn

Jopan. the Netherlarıcls, the So,ıriet Uniorr/and the Untted States-_
to discuss the enviromentıl consequences of e nuclear confllct.
ilere is a surmary of, their vieıırs.
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Bernard T,oTrn, profe§sor of cardiology at the Harvard

&uat e Sclıool of Pı.ıblio Health (U§)ı
Tnt eriıa

oochairtnan of thi /gra

J lIJ, s"icians foy the Prevention of lıTuclear VıIar: ?eople must be

i-rcf essor Yoyi chi Fukus hiına of the Research centre for

nen,t Dccforum foI Peace: \Then the eoncept of ıılinıited nuclear

ıvaı{ı beg6r] to gain cıırr ency (it ı,vas advertiseaİ by the ııaOS

ııedi-a cloşe to the nilitary-industriaI complex) ı ıtğııx people--

iil-info§ııed people, I mean=-weıe l,ulledl by the lıope thot there

vıould be no global conf}agration. But we scientists sa!ı from

tiıe very beglnning tbat this was an ıınt enabl e €rıd irration.al

concept. Fortunately, thi§ ğwa,rene§s hgs now spreail İar and

ıride and is no longer shağed by experts only. ?eopJ.e agroşs

tire rvorld realise that in toilay's wof,ltl, the notion of a 1j.ııi-

tec1 nuclear conflict is unıeafistic arı.d pernicioue: any rııclear
strilce is bound to invite retaliation arıd tbe advent of l|nuclear

vnııteriı, the end of a]-1 1if e.

Jo hanıı.es Opschoor, director of the EnvironıIıental Re§earch

Ins-ti'crıt e, !'ree University (lTether]-ands ) , q ocha.trınan of

3.

tional

rıade io realise that nanki.ntl will not suıyive a nevı Tce Aga_.-

tiıat is şılrat ıımıclear Tr"intertr actually is--which wil]- lnevit-

obly cone should a corıflict break out. T-,j:nit ed nuclear ıfsr is
idiocy, fhere ig no cıuch thing as ltınited nuclear war. fhere

is absolutely no way of liııiting or localisinc it. When tııyo

people sit doıvn to a gane of chess, they fo11ow ceİtain ,ıııleş.

It is naive to t hink that arıyone can control the chain of un-

predic-üable eveDt§, oveats that ı,ıril1 f o11ornı the firgt nuclear

gtrike.

the Dnvilonment (Japan), cochainııan of t h_e int erjnatiorıal ınov§ı_

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



4.

Ecoforum for ?eace: I, too, em convinçed that a tıliınitedtı nu-

cleaı ştrj-ke is iıopocslble. Ifuclear oonflict cannot be ].imited.

oı contained. It wi11 rapidly escalete ancl transcend the bo!ınd-

aries of this or that region. It w,i11 have devaştating conse-

quences in t erms of }oss of life ancl dlestruction, aıı<i ite_

effects on the environment, on human cultuıe w,il1 be nlnd-

-bogalin6.
The disaster wiIl hardl be conf inetl to the in,duştriali-

sed ı,ıorld, although the first nuclear styikes wi1l indeed hit

targe',;s in developed countries.

]Til;ita iı,loi s eyev, member of the USSR Acadeıny of §ciences,

deputy director of 1ts Com ter Centre: The ştrikeş ırı11, of

coulse, be tİirectetİ againşt 1arge citieg ln E\.ıİope, Anarica

and Asia. T.,et me ailıi bere that no one carı hope to slt 1t out,

no mattcr how far fron g:ııound zero. That is the crııx of the

işsue. |ıIiucleağ ır.inteI|ı İOay v.6ry in duıation in, tİiffeıent areas,

aud tlıe alrop in t enp eratuıı e s may 81so yary, but even.tually

evcrytlıing ıvi11 be frozen into oblivİon. Earth ır,i11 continue

to erıit inflareal radiation, but the inf].ııx of golar thernıal

ener8y rıi11 be blockeii by soot and ilrıst. The plaııet rı,ill begin,

to lose heot.

In an effort to placate the anti-nucleai movenent, deaI-

ors iıı illusions agsure the ublic that strikes w-i11 ee
onl1. at rniss ile silog arıd other pure1;1 milit s.

of

in

...But the nilitaıy thinks ttıat it does not pay to tor-

oııly silos. tr"ilEt, they are we11 protected arıd second, many

tlıem aıe duımıy silog. Tbe tactic of knocking out ııissiles
silos does not rule out retaliation at a11. Hence the

Get
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ilof essor kinhlde l,iuehğk oji (Japan), Vicc-Rector of the
?olyo_3esed United Nations Universit y: lıIhat worries me is that
people often 1ook at mıclear war only in t e:ıuş of its scope.
Tiıe nw;ber of people killed in Hiroshina ııças ho]ırlble enoughr.

eveıı t}ıo-u6h this ftgııre io incomparable w-ith the 1ogseş a g1o-
ba]_ dişaster vıt].1 leed to. rf we fo1]oıry tbls logic, we may enrl

up re6ardi_n5 llıoited nucleer war o§ acceptable and ıınuclear

vinterıı es survlvable. fhis ie particularly distıırbj-ng to uE
-J.n Joparı ,

ltofeşsor Ulrich Ioening, directoı of tho Edinburgh Uni-
veİs j-t;i Centro for !İııman Eco1ogy (Great Britain) cochaiıaa.ıı
cf Dccİoruuı for Peace: r iio not think that vye ghıuld enphosioe
onltr, atnıosphertc change when assessing the consequences of nu-
clcar ı,ıa.r. 'l?e need an integrated approach. Unllke the scientists
vılrc nıodel ı'nightıı or ttıırınteTtt sceaarıos for the perioaı follorıin5

5.

principal ob j ective of wealiening the atlver§aıy as ım.ıch as poe_

oib].e by destroying the ınain rc§3uıces of the counf,Jy ııhtch is
a,i; tac}ed--it:,, people. foerefore, stıikec wi]-1 be lrnaturallyl|

targeted et civiliens in eitias. I would like to streşg that
ttıiş is coımon knowletige, but the concept of a 1tınitod nuc].eor

conflict is sti1l cuırent.
But you cannot 1i-ııi t a nuclear conf].ict. the very flrst

strij:e ııiIl brtng the ıııorl ci's entire sto ckpile of these deadly

ıreapons into play orı d plunge the worlcl into a rnıcl oar nlgbtııaıe.
One cannot be gure that only the nationg. of the mıcloar club»
pos§eş§ these weapono. Ther e are indications thst geveııal other
countrieş have them too.
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6.

e fİ:rgİ nucl.jr gtriko, Tegearch3rs 6t ouı centre concentrate
on the raain globa1 changes tn the ıreacetlme gnviroİıment. But
tiıeir fiııdin6:] are directly proj ected onto the situation corıEnon-

iy ıef erred to eg ıınuolear rv.intcrıı. Convinced that science
ghoult] be socially ecti.ve, we aıe nobilislng publtc opinion so

thot rıaıı]:ind woulal nevgT fee1 the deadly colcl of 'ımıcleor
Trih'u e:,ıı .

Could you cite g few examplee?

_g
iTo publiciee oıır iindinge by holding conference4 wotk-

ghoDs antl Eıblic ].ectures, lVe are. doing our utınoşt to pronote
a o]eaıuııderstaniilng oi po§§ible--gnal inevitable if we remain
passive--conseguen,ceg of environmental degraclatİon. An lnformed
pııblic a\ııar e of lire§ent arıd future reelitiee ts a force eapable
of inf}uencing the policy-nakers. Obviouşly, rire ean no longer
1ivc in ';he o1d way.

Charıge iş nee<led every.ıvheı e, in the Egst end in the l',Iest.

Tlıe Soviot Union is alıaady moving in this itirection. A11 n9-
tionş should ıealise that they need a new rryay of thinking, arı"d

not only in vıhat coııceıın§ war end peaoe. I[e neecl profound con:
cept,ual clronges in oıE en.tire philoğophy anii attituğ68 §o eş
to 6eaı, then to the realitles of todeyt§ ıvorld.

Guııbild Bac]<ıoan, president of the national orgarıişation
!hlrgiçi... for Socia1 Respo neibtli ty (sııoden): T am conviaced
tlıai a 5reat dea1 clepentts on u§, that proiesgionalg can make a
vaiuabı e contribut1.on to the prevention of rııclear w€r. our
or3anisation is clealing ıry,i th the ııedica]- aspectg of the probleıı.
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,i.

Grcat bopes vı,il1 be pinned on. medica1 assistarıce 1i l|nuclear

v-inierılsets in, with ıro marıy people ııvounded, tiisebled, poisoned

gnd sujf eriııg froın bıırns. But f eıv will get the necesgğıy treat-
ı:ıent, The imbalance betıııeen the ave,ilable nedicol personnel arıd

tlie vasi nas§e§ of peopJ.e in n.eed of og§lstance rriIl be cata-

s,bıophic. Millions upon nillioııs of suyvivorş wi1l die, ooıne

guicl:ly, others slowly. Beeides, rıılucleaı w,int er!ı ıri11 produce

gocial and ps;ıg.h6logica1 eff ects. The social structlte vri}1

breal: dovm, soclel ttes üri1l be seveıed, and nentsl agony will
conpound physica1 suffering. Ckildren w,i1l lose their parents,

paıents ıvi1l not knovı what heppened to thelr children, people

ıvı]-1 holplessly watch tbeir lovecl onee şuffer from dişease or

inJ uıtcs, panic an.d f ear ıv,t11 becone endeğıic. . .

3ernard lorıırı: Physicians are professionally analyoln€ the

consequonces of mıcloar wer and dtgs onlnatiılg aocuTate and ırel].-

-foundgd infoıımation ebout its effecte froın the vi.erpoint of

lırıııon hcalth, of bııııan sıırvival. Professionelg c aıı snal EItıg t
lıelp otlıcrs get rid of the obsolete vi ew of w€ır 96 an accept-
able ııatr, of solv{ng problenıs.

lltkita trloiseyev: I:f nanklnd vıgntğ to have e İuture, 1t

ıvi1I have to charı€e itg mora1 principles ag ra<ltcally 88 it dld
rıhen naıı vıas becoııing Eoclally organis od, when rules of oonduct

clıangod in honıini.d tılbeşı and rıhen ı'thou sbolt not ]clllil
eııer5ed o§ o pı,inclple. lVe ere eııtering o new erat and it places
nev demands on us: to protect 1ife and etuıur e cu]rırival ls ncw

8ıx lııperative. Awaşenes§ of thi6 iınperative ls groıring arnong

tlıe scientiets, erıti the 1ine we nıst not cro§s, tbe iıpoint of

a
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c.

no ret,tırnrl is becorıi.rıg increasingly dlscernib].e. But the ero-

cıgence of nqı ııoral. ;ıfecepts is 'ııpossible if a11 pa§aengqrg

of orıı Spaceship Eaıth fgil to grasp thot this change is eşsen-

tia]_. Aıuareıoss of the daııgere that thıeaten o11 of us !ri11

givc ri.se to a fea}ing of globa1 , plerıetary coınuııınttyı We aI1

nrıst leorn to regard oürselve§ as merıb ens of e gingle faııily
rıhog c f,uture depends on eaeh and every one of .us. !o bring
thi-s about, ıye need a broad interrıattonal pıograIuıe of eduge-

tioıı, of enlightenment.

A11 tbis shonış thot scienti§ts holtl identicaI vieıv9on
t lıe na'çter in question, end theşe vıews can easily be suımed
,up iıı one or two p.hra§es: the use of nuclear ı[oapon§ on any
gcale iş o crime ogainat hıuıarrlty. lhe fina1 catastrophe ean.

bc 1ırevented but this ca11o for joint efforts not only by

scicntisis but also by a11 ııaııtinrl.
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Thu Aue 27 1987

-7_
countries, the decisions of the Non-Aligned Movement in
Harare, appeals of. naLions of five continents and numerous
UN regolutions.

The programıne for building a nuclear-free world has put
the cause of disarünamenl- up to a level that seemed
altogether unattairrabLe until quite recently. The meeting at
Reykjavik in october,1986, brought 9rith it a conceptual
breakthrough and produced basic evidence to prove the
possibility of big- scale nuclear disarnament accords.

The top pı,iori ty today is to e]ininate tııo classes of
nuclear arms -- mcdium- and shorter-range missiles and to
materia].ize the global double zero idea.

Here is a hisloric chance. rt would be a major b].under
to miss i t..

The Soviet Union is as determined as ever to pregs for
the signing of aıı accord for the coııpleLe eliıninat ion of the
oedium- and short,er-range nissiles. But that must rule out
Lhe absurd counting, in def ianc:e of a1]. maths, that 0 plus O
makes ?2 warheads eqı.ıivalent to 216 Hi-roshiüna bombs in terms
of destructive power, It is obviousl.y high Lime the US
displayed enough poIiLica] will arıri responsibi]-ity to enter
the door that is already open.

The soviet uniorı has come to this conference firn in
its determination to wıırk f.on its r(rsults Lo be as positive
and as tangible as possible. The peoples expect it to
be productive. This aspiration must serve as a powerfuJ"
impetus to our common effort to translate into reality the
concept of "disarmament for development.;'

(P:avğe_, August 27. In futl. )
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Jul,t rç

sURlEYs. II|FORMATION AND LurT,

TRUTH ]jllltrl OUT

Past and Present US Prepaııatlons lor a
Nuclear Attack Against the Soviet Union

Deolaring a ı'crusaile". against the forces of progress1 Pre_

s l-d,ent Reagan announced hls 1ntention to llduınp Comınunism on the

ash heap of hlstory". This phrase essential!.y eıpregses the

rray of thtnklng and the ,mode of action disp3-ayed, sinee the

October Revolution, by many predecessors of the ınan currently
lnstalleci in the White House--whether tluring the US aımed inter-
vention 1n Sovlet Russia or during the Co]_d War rhlch alıned to
l|containl| and. llroJ_l backlı socl-alism. T.,e t us reca1l a telJ.ing
iact: the first scenarlo of a US attack against the Sovlet

Union involvlng weapons of ınass clestructlon ras drawn up as early
as eight yreeks aft'er the end of World War II.

Since then, ınany simİlar plans have succeeded one another

and specific steps have been taken to imp.)-ement thcın. Invariably,
thelr objectlve has been to secure nuclear militarır supertority,
ile],lvcr a crushing blow to the 'USSRı 

suppress ırorld socialisın
and, smash the worldl ş revolut ionaıy foıces. Naturally, the

Soviet Unlon could not 1gnore this threat. Whlle channeIl-lng

İts sclentlflc and technologlca1 potentia1 mostly into peaceful

uses (the USSR ra§ the worlö..s first natİon to builci an atomlc-

iuel].ed. electric power plant and an atomlc-powarad iccbreake:ı,
a clvllian vessel; lt also launched the first artiftclal sate]-_

J.lte), it was forced to respond adequately to each nerr round of
the race ln nuc]-ear mlsslles. 1nttlated by the United States.
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)

The foI1oı,vlng reference mlateri.al, based on dec].asslfied
ciocuments of ıİ/ashingt on agencles, staternents of AınericaI s

Leaders, papers wrl_tten by erperts and. reports in the US press,
highlights the clynarnlcs of US J.mperialist war preparations
for a nuclear attack agaİnst the Soviet Uni_on tlat ing back to
].945.

Building Uo the Mllitary Muscle

!![l. Directives 329

Truman in November Gic ),

ani 329/1 approved by President
setting forth a plan of aggression

against the Sovj-et Union and envisaging an atomlc air stıike

against 20 Sovj_et clties. (RestorlnE the strate eic balance. the

USSR d eve1oped the first_Eenerat ion nuclear atomic boınb. first
tested. experimentallv ln 1949. )

1945. The Strategic Alr C omrıand established., its nisslon
to tlestroy the Soviet Unlon by ilelivering a ııslngle nuc].ear
gtrtkeıl agai_nst major 1ndustrial centres. Attack against the
USSR to be 1aunchecl between the suınmer of 1945 anai the sunıner

of 1947 ı:nder the Pincher P]-an.

1947. the 3roller Pl.an tlraıın up, based on thc 'rearliest
possibletı use of nuclear iyeapons against 24 Soviet cltİes aftcr
the outbreak of hostilit ies.

1948. US National Security Counc1]-1 Directlve ]O adoptcd,
cnpowerlng the Presld.ent of the United States to authorlse
ıllınıned.iate and effectiveıl .u§e of nuclear teapons without conğres-
glona]- approval. A surprlse'nuclear attack agalnst the USSR tıvo

reeks after the outbreak of hostilities provlcled. for ln the
1 Th" high"st body oi foreign policy and.militaı5r planning

under the us prösident.
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,)

Frolic P].an (later r'enaıned Giabbbr). Destructton of 70 Soviet
cities by 133 atomic boınbs stlpulated in the Fleetwood Plan
(1ater renaned Halfmoon) .

1949. An attack against the USSR with 3OO atomic boınbs

schetiuled for Janual.Jr 1, l..957 in the Dropshot Plan. Also
approvedı the Trojan Plan--155 atomlc weapons to be used
against major Soviet cities, ancl the Offtackle l1an--2oO atoınlc
bombs to be d,ropped on 1O4 Sovj.et cities, resulting in 30 ni]_-
].lon d.eaths.

1951. An tıemergency p)-anıı approved by the US Jolnt Chiefs
of staff ca1l1ng for strategic bombers to drop 20 atornic bombs

1n the Moscou_Gorky area, 12 bombs on ieningrad, 52 bombs on
lndustrial projects a!.ong the Volga and ln the Donets basin,
15 bombs in the Caucasus and 15 bombs on V]-adivostok and, irkutsk.

1952. 
^ 

theıııonuclear clevice--prot otype of second-gen€r.-
tion nuclear weap bns- eıploÖed. ( Trıe first soviet the rmonuc 1ear
weapon tes ted in 1953 . ) Contemplatlng the use of nuclear rıeapons
1n the Korean Warr2 Preşident Truınan proceeded from the pos-
slbllity of dest'roying Moscow,. LenJ-ngrati, Beljing, Shanghai
and other ına jor Soviet and Chinese cities.

!!l]. The idea of an unprovoked nuclear attack against the
Soviet Union at the ltmost opportunetr moment for the United
States approveaı by President Ei.genhower. The lnt ercontinenta,
strategic bomber ancl the lntermediate-range mlsst].e tievelopcd.
soviet int ercon t 1nenta]- bomb eTs tested in(

1957 z t errnediat e_
İan e missiles in1 .)

the Koıean \ı/ar (1950_]-953) US
llUnit ed Nations.forcetl . -Ed.

2-l.n
cover of a

forces acted under the
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4.

1954. A repoat on 'ıdellberately .precipitating'ı war agalnst

the USSR ||in the immediate future" prepared by the.Po]_icy Plan_

nlng Group of the Joint Chiefs of Staff ln accordance with

the forelgn policy concept of l'rol-ling backıl socialism, A lıpre-

emptive strlkett agalnst the USSR authorised by the US ?resident.

1955. Preparatlons for inflictj_ng i'heaıry losses|l on at

1east half the factories in soviet industrlal centres ord.ereci

by the Joint Chlefs of Staff. The "advantages'l of a first
strlke against the soviet union to l_ınmed.ia t e}y destroy al1 its
irnportant mllltary tergets outlined. in a Pentagon paper entit].ed
ltGroup for Weapon System Evaluation. Report No. 12". A 1ist of

!r0OO to 5rOOO targets in the USSR to be destroyed within two

hours after the outİıreak of hostilitles drawn. up by the US inte]--

ligence coınınunity. fhe first intercontinental ballistic missi].e

developed. (Sjmtlar systems of Soviet rnissiles tested in 195?.)

!l5§. Prograıımes for Atlas1 Titan and Minuteman ICBMs,

Po]-aris subrnarine-launched ballisti_c missiles (sıBMs) and

Jupiter antl Thor inteımediato_range bal.l1stic ııisslles deve)_oped.

!!ğ!. Preparatlon of programmes to rnilitarlse outer space,

1nclutiing the tievelopment of spy satellites and air end missil.e

attack eaTly waTning systeııs authorised by top_leve#olitical
and mi_J-ltary leaders. Pians drawn up for the stationlng of

bombers ln Europe to be used for ''tactica1 nuclear purposes|ı.
ı|I,1mited nuc]_ear warl| concept ad.vancetl , envisaglng lmınunlty of

the territoış of the United States frorn retaliatlon.

!$!. The concept of tloptirnum combinationtl of nuclear
gtrikes against the USSR anil other sociallst countries forııulateil
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5,

by a Nationa1 SeÖurity Counci1 subcornınittee on instructions
from the Presj_dent. A Coınprehensive Strategic Targets T,ist

compi_led, the pl_ans envlsagi_ng the use of 1r850 strategic
and. rned.ium-range bombers capable of deliverlng over {rfOO

nuclear bombs in one sortie, as we]-l as of hundrecls of ].and-

and carrier-başecl nuclear*capable fighter planes stationecl in
cJ.ose proximity to the Soviet bord.ers,

!!1Q. Jotnt Strateglc Planning Staff establishetl. A Slngle

Iııtegrated. Operatlons P].an clrawn up, envisaging full-scale
olmuJ.taneous strtkes ageilnst aJ-J- targets lrnmecliately upon the

outbreak of hostilities with the USSR. .The 1ist of targets 1n-

cTeaseaı consiclerably, now covering taxgets both in the Soviet

Union and in other socia]-ist countries. 3y that time the

US nuclear arsena]. had grown from 1ro00 (İn 1955))

to 181000 warheads. The Polaris missi]-e i-ssued to the aırned

forces. ( In the USSR. sl-rnilar ınissi].es appeared 1n 1958. )

1951. A qualitative re s t rı]ctııping of the nuclear capability
components and of plans for their use Iauncheti by tlıe Kennealy

Ad,minlstratlorı. The """"İİİf*;"grated Operati.ons plgn foı
Nuclear Attack approvetl by the Joint Chlefs of Staff provJ.cling

ior five strike optlons agalnst the socia].ist countries. The

targetsı the §ovlet strategic forcesr, the air defence systems

of ınilitary installatlons anal general purpose troops, the alr
defence systems of ]-arge cl.ties, the arıned. forces conmand

and. contro1 system, as .ınel]- as rnajor populatlon and. lnciustrial
eentre s.

1962. The seconci Single Integrateci Operations P].an fed.

tıto-the computers. of the armed forces. A plan foı tleveloping
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6.

the capabillty for a ıtflrst pıe-empt ive strlkeıı against the

USSR subrnitted ,to the ?resiaİent by the Secretary of Defence.

The ııopt lınıın patterntl of a ııpreventlvetr nucJ-ear strike agalnst

the Sovlet Union run through computers.

1963. 
^ 

new lı].imltecl ]_osses|| strategic concept foıınulatetl

by the ?entagon, stlpuJ-ating that a first nuc]-ear strtke against

the UŞSR ıvou]-d consitlerably reiluce US losses 1n case of Soviet

retaliatlon for aggression.

!!,!!, Deployment of grouncl-Iaunchect strategic }[RVecl mlssi]-es

beguı. ( Slmila r Soviet ınissiles appeared in 1972, )

!|ğ!. Declslon taken to ,aıın Poseicİon C-3 SLBMs with Mark III
rçarhead s containlng 10 to 14 MIRI,/s.

}lff. Decision taken to aı:rı the neıry generati.on of ICBMs

ıvith MIRV ıvarheads (on recommendation of the RAND Corporation,

aarospace industry think tanks and. the Maşsachusetts Institute
of Technology which were coınmissioned by the Pentagon to study

flrst-strike strategy options ).

!}jİ1. trıe thirct and fourth Slngle rıtegrated Operations

P]-ans alrawn up, stlpu}ating a strike against the USSR rith 4O0

nuclear weapons and aiıning to wipe out 25 per cent of the

populatlon and 70 per cent of the Soviet tntlustri.al capacity.

The llst of targets in the U§SR ertentied to 10r0OO by inc!,uding

nore ICBM launch sites, subnarine baseş and. long_range nuclear

utgeile coı,ınanci eentreg.

!].1Q. First tests of the MlRV_equlpped Minuteman. III missilc
carrled out. Coıistruction of sitqs and components begun for the

Sentine1 ınissile d.ef.ence system cleslgneii to glve protectlon

agalnst iso]-ated ınisslle strikes..Ptaİs approved to cleve!_op a

gtrateglc rnlsslle for Tİiatent submarines.
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1969. Development of a new first-strlke ,eapon begun-

an lnteııned.iate_ran8e, enhanced_accuracy ıal_ssi]_e (?ershlng_2),

t97O. The fi-rst serieş of ten MIRVeit Mlnuteman III ICBMs

ııad e operatlona1. (Simllar gysterns appeared in the UŞSR 1n 1975.)
re-e qulp

!!P,, Decision taken to-- 7'--' most strateglc missiJ,es

with MIRV ırarheads. The ]_ist of targets in the soclalist count_.

rles lncreased to 15rooo. Provislon aciopted for coverlng lıınport_

ant targets with muJ.t lp]-e strikes.
It would be !.ogical to ask why none of these pl,ans of

nuclear aggression a8ainst the USSR ırere fo]_loıyed up. The reason

can be found aınong the objective factors which shapetl tbe ovcT-

a1l al_ignınent of iorces on the rorlcl scene-the emergence of the

workl socla].ist system, the strengthening of corıınunlşt an<l

revo]-utionary-tleınocrat lc parties, the dlsintegüation of the

colonla1 systen, and the ııor]_cİ_witle ınovement of peace chaııplons

ııho opposed aggressive lınperialist scherrres and vlgorously sup-

ported the peace policy of the soclalist coırırnunity,

Here, of centra]- importance was also the al-ignnent o!

strategic forces. Even ln the flrst postwar years, ıvhen the unit_

cd States held a nuclear ınonopoly, Washington cou]-d not 1gnore

tbe growing polltlcal anci econoııtc potentlal of the socialist

systeİn, the technological capabi]_ities and combat reatİiness of

lts aı:med lorces and, f inal§, the coınbat ex;ıerience accrımulateil

by the Soviet Union ln the coufge of the ıar against Nazi

GeImany and ılilitarist Japan. At that tine the US nue}ear arscnal

was clearJ-y lnatiequat e to ensure victory.
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8.

The developınent of nuclear.weapons and.r!-ater, of their de-

llvery means in the Soviet Union laid the United States open

to Tetaliatlon, Without a.numerical .anal 
qualitative strategic

superiority, the unl_ted states cou].al not launch a war: that
wou]-ci have been tantarnount to suicide, The rneasures with which

the Sovj.et Union respondecl to each new step ln Washj.ngton's

attempts to secure such superİority ultiınately 1ed, in the ]-ate

]-960s and early 1!7Os, to an approxiınate globa)- and regional
parlty between the ussR and the Unitetl States, between the

Warsaıv Tıeaty Organisation ancl NAIO,

§efence Secretaı5ı Robert McNamara noted at that tlıne that
|lthe §oviet Union has acqulred the capabillty to affectively
ilestroy the Unj.tecl Statestl even after absorbing tbe fuJ_1 impact

of an Aınerlcan first strike. president Nixon was forced to
aalmlt that strategic superiority. vıhich 'lguaranteed US securltyı|
was a thing of the past.

Thus a favourable situatlon emerged for the Soviet Union

and the ljnited. stetes to discuss the issue of arms llınitation
and reduction on the basis of equality and equal security.
In the Fundamentals of Soviet-US Relatlons slgned. 1n May 1972,

WashJ.ngton offlciaUr agreeal for the first time that |ıin a
nuc]_ear age, peaceful coexlstence 1s the only basis of rela-
ttons betwe€n themlı,

After 1971 ovcr 50 Sovlet_American instrunents were

slgneii, 
"roog 

İh", those oi extreme iınportanoe for the cause of
peaceı guch as the Agreement on Meagures to Recluce the Risk
of Outbreak of Nuclear War, the Treaty on the Limitatlon of Antt-
Ba1]_istlc Missile Systems on a peTmanent basis, the Interiın
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9.

Agrecnent on Certain Measures with Respect to the !1nıltatlon of
§trategtc Offensive Aımş (S.tr1_1), the Agreement on the Pre-
vention of Nuclea, War, the Treaty on the limitatlon of Uncler-

ground. Nuclear Weapon Tests, the Treaty on Unclerground. Nuclear
Eıp3-osions for ?eaceful Purposes and, final!-y, the Treaty on

the limltation of Strategic Offensive Arııs (SALT-2).3

Thege and other lnştrument§ became an lııportant eleııent
of aletente antl exerted positlve lnfluence on the intor.natlonal
sltuation. The first half of the 197Os ııitnesseal the emergence

of tangible opportunities for rei-nforclng polittca)- detente

ırhich had begun in thc previ.oug ilecade ııith ınilitaıy cietente;

this ooulcl have ınacie lt possib3-e to create a reJ-lable gtructure

of internat lonaİ. securj-ty.

The lınpotence of Force

However, tlevelopments of thls kind fal]-eti to nateriallse.
In the mlct_I97Osı drawing on the 1atest scientlflc and teehno_

Iogtcal atlvances, the rnore aggressive lmperlallst quarterg

undertook a new attempt to alter the qua)-itative §trategic
parity ln thetr lavour and to exeıt, on thls basls, politlcal.
antl, if necessarxr, mlJ-lta:ıy pressure on the soclalist connunity.

Itlashington began to ınethod ica]-ly ölose ııa j or channals of
ne6otlatlon on the linitation and reductlon of aıııeııent s, ln-
cluilİng nuc]-ear ııissiles. V1olations by the Unlted States of

3 Th" I.tt"r three lnstrııııents have not been ratlfietl by
the Unlted States to this d.ay because lıımediate§ upon their
slgning Washingtonı s foreign policy exacerbated the nllltary anil
polttlca.1 confrontation on the rıorld scene. The US refugal .to
ensure these accordsı entry into force was both a contributİng
factor in an<l a consequence of the new rise in internatlonaı
teneions .
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,l 0.

lnternational 1ega1 instrunents it had itse1l si,gneii weıe

recoraied..4 A palnful blow was dealt to detente. Antl so, thc

lmperialist forces agai.n aggravated the lnternational situation
and sharp§ boosted the risks of a nuc]-ear conf).ict.

Iıet us, onee agaln, turn to facts.

}!ll. nhe flfth §ingle Integratecl Operatlons ?1an approved,

provlrllng ior four types of nuo]-ear strlkes: l|1argc_scalc!ı

(against lndustry)1 lıselectiveı' (agalnst ııtlttary targcts),

"]-lınttedr (against lndivitlual targets) and. ılreglonali'. List of

targets extend,ed to 25rO0O.

1975. Tlıe fllth Slngl-e IntegTated Operations P3.an ictl 1nto

the computers of the armed, forces. Conşid.eration of lrnew approa-

chegl' to the plans for a fi:ıst nuc]-ear strike agalngt the USSR

proposed by e conııittee get up by ?resitient lor-il. Work beguı

tO İlevelop a new flrst-strike weapon--the !/D( three-stage nİg-

slJ.e rlth a 1iftoff weight of 80 to 90 tons anti an tnpact welght

of up to four tons, capable of destroying unalergrounil silos
for ICBMg.

§!f, Orders given to tlevelop qualitatively new nuc].ear

warheads to destroy 'ıhigh§ protacted|ı §oviet taıgots and thus

prevent the Soviet Union froın launching a rcta].tatoıy strike.
The 11st of tergets in European and. Aslan socla].lst countries
en].ar8etl again.

1978. The fifth Slng}e integrateii Operatlons ?],an noiiiflcti.
ihe ]-1st of targets in the USSR, other Warsar Treaty countrles,
Vletnaın, Cuba and unnamaci ||allied fuith' the USSR-ğ,) anii rheutrat

1984.

At See iıRejecting the language of Agreeınentsıı in WMR, No. 6,
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1]_.

territoriesll gxtendeti to 40r000"

1979. Scenarios of attack ag;lnst the USSR involvlng a

flrst strike agalnst aIL targets considereal by the Pentagon.

Ad.option by the North Atlantic Councl1 (under pressure from

Washington) of the tiecision aiııed at wrecking strategic mili-
tary parlty ln trhırope and. aut'horlslng d.eployııent of US first-
strİke nuclear weapons--Pershlng-p and cruise ınissiles*in
Belglum, Great Britain, Italy, the Netherlands ancl the FRG.

(Development of cruise nissiles begun as early as 1973. Slmi].ar

Sovlet missiles apDeared tn the nıld_]- 9BOs .)

1980. Directive 59 slgned by President Carter, containtng
gulde)-ines for war preparations and forınulating the concept of

launching a first nuclear strlke and conc]_uding a nuclear war_-

l.n 1ts different ııglgf9nş-6n tellns favourable to tbe Uniteal

Stat e s.

!2§1. Tlıe thrust of Dlrectlve 59 deve]-opect by the Reagan

Administratlon ancl nain emphasis p)-aced on lt§ustainecll' nuclear
war. The concept of l!]-iİılted.ı| nuclear rrar-_ fought in areas re-
note from North Aınerlca (speclfically, ln Europe) ıith the a iJıı of

ileflectlng the retallatory strlke froın the Unİtect States__lnclu-
tled, together wlth the 'ıa11_out §triketı notion, in the updated

§ingle Tntegratecl Operatlons PLan. [he ııhorizontal escglationıt
concept ınaintaining that nılJ_itary operations shou]-cl be cond.ucted

ln the areas llof US cholcel' (Cuba, Vietnam, Angola, Ethlopla,
etc.). A].locations to the strateglc forces.lncreased. sbarply,
with the ınaln ernphasis on their air .force andl naval components.

Plans approved. for the tlevelopment of Trialent r1 SlBMs, .long_

range cruise missiles İrİa S-ın and ATB (Stealth) §tltteglc
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La.

boınbers, Deeision taken to begln the cleplo3nıent of soııc 4O IlD(

nlssiles j_n 1985. Fu]"l-scale manufacture of the neutron bomb,

the third generation of nuelear rveapons, begun,

1982. A plan for 'lprevall-ing in a 1iıılted and sustained

nuclear warlı tirawn up on the basis of N§C Directive 13, ALL

outer space activlty 1n the corning decaile to be subord,inated to

aggresslve nilltary purposes accord,ing to the ?resi'lentl s

directive rrOn the Nationa1 space ?olicyll ,

1;].1ğ. Deplo;ıınent of Pershing-2 and crulse missiles begun

iı Great 3rltain, rtal-y anci the FRG, Presiitential Dlrective 85

on |tspace defenceıı lssued, essentially aimeci at protecting

the Unltetl States fron retaliation for a nuc],ear attack, A plan

lnvolving nuc]-ear strlkes d,r6wn up for lnvading Slberia from

bases ln Alaska, Japan, South Koıea anci the Phtlippines,

}P!. Deployınent of US ınlssi],es in lfestern Europe contlnuetl,

Preşid,entia]" Dlrectİve 119 attopted which fol1orvs upon Directİve

85 ancl aut}ıorises a prograınme to deve!,op an ICBM interception

system. tlDefenge Guidance 1984-1988", a Pengaton tlocunent,

foıınulates the strategy of |tdlıect confrontatlonı' betıveen the

unltetı state§ and the soviet union, stipulating vlctoılr tn a

nuclear ırar by clestroying the lıSoviet structure of nilitary

and polltical power, nuclear and conventiona1 forcesn and the

lntlustries ılshaping the rnilltary capabi}ity'|, §he flrst ten

Epace weapon contrabts place't wlth industıly by the Pentagon,

Japan joins work on large-sca}e pTogranmes to nilltarise

outer space. US ant 1- sate]-]"ite weapons tested,
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True, nany of the plans drawn up in the Pentagon an'l at

theBrusselsheatıquartersofNATOared.eslgnedforthetlistant
future, whlle . some of theıı-1o, exarnp}e, the llStar Warsll pro_

jects, as the outer space ınilltarlsation scheıles have been

nlcknarnett, İn the Unlted States*are rather clubtous. Neverthe_

).ess, the beglnning of the deployrnent of US new-generatlon mis-

§iles, above all of ?ershing-2 and cruise ıılssiles, changed the

atrategic situation radically. Objective§, this increased the

ilanger that the US ruling elite night guccuııb to the tenptation

of ]-aır.rıchlng an arıned conf]-ict tn.the hope of attaining the

overa1l objectlve fornuaat ecl ln Presiclent Carterıs Directive

59*to d.estroy socia]-isın .as a socio-politica1 system,

Facect with thls critlca]_ sltuation, the Sovlet Union

and the Warsaw Treaty Organlsatlon as a whoJ,e were forced to

aİlopt certaln counter-İnea§ures fu].l-y commensurate with the

scopeandnatureofthenewthreat.Onagreeınentıgiththe.U§§R,
the goverııments of the GDR and Czechos}ovakla statloned,

Sovlet enhanceaı_range operat ional-tact ica]. ınlssİle conpleıes

on theiı soil. Then their nuınber ln the GDR was lncreased,

In August 1984 the Sovlet Unlon announceci guccessful tests oi

lts long-range crutse nissi].es and in October, that it wag

beglnnİng the deployııent of siıniJ.ar systeııs on otrateglc

bombars and submarines.

The steps taken by the Warsaw Treaty Organtsation began

to restore the parlty ln nucl.ear. rbissl].€s as ear\y e§ about

rnld-}984. The US ruling quarterst hopes of secıırlng ıilltaı,lr

superlority col1apsed, and so dld attempts to create ılpositions

of §trengthtt for a dialogue with tbe soviet unlon antı other

soclallst countries.
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L4.

This appears t'o have .).argely contributcil to the fact that

ln the autumn of 1984 Presid,ent Reagan, taklng into account

the growth of ant İ-war sentlments ln the United, state§ İtself,

was forcetİ. to take some tangible steps to placate publlc opl_

nlon and. agreed to the Soviet proposal to open new talks aiıned

at attaining mutua1ly acceptable agreernent on the entire rangc

of inter-related questlons concernlng non-mllitarisatton of outer

space and reductions ln strategic offensive armaınent g an{l netiiuın-

range.nucJ.ear weapons. As Comrade Konstantin Chernenko, Ocneral

Secretaıy of the CPSU Centra], Coınınittee anci Chaiıman of the

i:ıc siittum of the USSR Sıİprerıe §oviet, saici in late November

1984, the Soviet Union ls prepared to exlıtore a3.1 thcse avenueg

l.n search of the most ratiica1 so]"utions whlch ırou,ld nake it

posslble to atlvance, tovıard a coınplete pıohibttion and, ultima-

tely, eliıılnation of nuclear "",poo,,5 
Such talks are advocated

çlth lncreasing fiıııness. by the peace movoments whİch exert

growi.ng pol-i.tical prössure on lınperialist governmcntg,

xXX

To sum up, the racord of the post"üBr years leads one to

at least two conclusions:

The first ls that Washington has always initiated the
6

aln§ race ln nuclear weapons at a]-1 its stages,

the second is that the econoııic, sclentiflc antl tcchnoIo-

glc61 capacity of the soviet unlon and 1ts sister socialist

5 S"" ?r..,d., November 27, l9a4.

6 over the
the tlevelopment
upset strategİc

postwar perlod, the Unlted States has lnitiatccl
of .at 1east 95 new weapon systens ticsigned to
ıniİltary p"]rlty. in its favour.
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l-5.

countrles ru]-es out any {JS superlority in the milltary confron_

tatI_on l_t has lmposed on the socialist world"

The deterrnlnatlon of the Soviet Union and a1]. other War-

saw Treaty countries to ,curb the aggressor is intıispensable

for the success of the struggle to prevent a nuclear war the

US imperialist quarters rvoul-ci ilke io un-ıeash" Nothlng they do

to upset strategic ınilltary parity prod.uces ar\y tanglble re-
§ultsi the socİalist community countrİes effective§ b!-ock

these moves, not onl-y ensuring their o,ın security but also
creatlng favourable conditions for negotiations concerzıing the

entire range of tilsarmament trssues on the basis of equality anal

equa1 securlty, the on§ posslb]-e basis for agreement.

The following sources were useal in coınpiJ-iag this Teierence
ınaterlal: US Presidential Directives 329, )29/1 (1945), ]-8 (1977),

59 (19Bo), 13, 32 (1982), 85 (1983) and 119 (].984); recoıds
of the 1954 hearings on Department of Defence appropriations in
the Senate Comrnittee on Appropriations, of the 1974 and 1982
hearlngs on strateglc questions in the Senate Coınrnittee on

Forelgn Relations; the 1973ı 1975, 1977-1981 antl 1983 Departınent
of Defence Annua1 Reports to the Congress. The monographs usecl

DeiaıVu: The Return to Counterforce in the
Nixon Administration; D, Ba11, Deve1o pments in the us strategic
Nuc].ear Policy under the Carter Ad.ministrat j.on ; J. Col1ins,
Us-soviet I{i1 itary Balance. Concepts and Capabi].ities. 19 50_1980
T. Greenwood.,
Arms: the Case

Qualitative Irnprovements in Offensive Strategic
of MIRV ; B" Greiner, K. Steinhaus, Auf deın Wes

zum 3, We]-tkrieg?; G. Herken, The Wln4lng !Veepa4; Gerhardt Kade,
Die Bedrohungslüge. Zur legende von der llcefahr aus d.ern Ostenll
F. Kaplan, The_lli?ards gl Armageddon; L. Korb, National Security
Organization and ?rocess in the carter Adıninistration
anai W, Arkin, SIOP. The Secret US Plan for Nuclear War

?. Pringle
; P. Scheer,
Tammen, MrRVWith Enough Shove]_s: Reagan, Bush and Nuclear War .D

iıclude ı l). Ba11,
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Jo.

and thc Arİng Racc; Thc suDerDowerg ln a Multinuc}ear l{orJd.
Ed. by G. Kemp, R. ?faltzgraff Jr., anci U. Raanen. Perj.odlcals
and newspapersı 197]-1984 lssues of The Bulletin ft he At oınic
s"i.nllsfu., Chicago Tribune, Defense Monitor, .&E@!!1§!5,

Chronlc ]-e , Eg]ğL, The New York Times inet on, [heous t on
Postr@.

Coınpi-led by the working group of the WMR

coınınission on peace and Deııocratic Move-
ınentsı Roland Bauer, Rau1 Va}d,6s Vlv6
and Efstratlos Koracas
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il.^.t Vr - R\'

rHAt IT ı{EANS T0 38 IN THE rRON! RANK§

Ref]_ectlons on the P]_acc ıf the Camııunlsts
in the peace Movenent

Harald Neubert
Dr.Phil.. Director.

internattonel- Worklİıg C]_aşs M6venent Instl,tute,
Acedeıny of Socia]_ Sctences unde:ı the

SED Centra1 Commlttee

tbe comııuntsts' positJ.on concelnlng l§§ueş oi ıüar aıd peaoe
has elways been cleer and unaınblguou§. Aş a princtpJ-ed attl_
tude, theJ.r cond,eıınation of warg of conquest ba§ b€en trJ.ed,
tested and bor.rıe out by J.J.fa Meanw}ılle, toıiay
iteİence ıf peace has aşguıned a stl]-l 8Ta8tcıı ____ ________.._,:;>_

signlfioaace I for tbe strategy and polİtical
activltl.es oJ o onııunlst pertles; it has beooııe thçir central task.

ln accordance nıith Marxlst-leninist theoryı the revolu-
tionaışr workİ.ng class ııovement has never eonsld,eıed, waı as an
iniiispenseble neans of gttalning 1ts f,orenost historlcal goal,
that ıf eliıninating oapital-lsn end buildiıg sociallsm. More_
over, , the c oınınunlst j-dea]-s theııselves d ictate the need. to
banlsh lnternationa]" eııned, cınf]-iets aş an lnstruınent of poli.cy
froıı.the ]"ife of society. The att€mpts to ascrlbe to ıcnin and,

to cınıııunişts the concept of ııar as the hlghest ioı.ıı of, tbe
class strııggle of the proletarlat aıd revo].utlon as the htgbest
iıını of *"r1 "r" e vl]-e fa]-slflcatlon.

1 §ee, tor exaııple, Borls Meissner, D{e sowl§tl§ohe Sİetluı€
zurı K:ieg und, zur Revo}ution, Zurich, 1978ı pp. 3-4.
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2

T.,enln has proved the class nature of imperlallst wars,

thus leaaling us to the conclusion that the ırorkİng class nust
reject them categorically. As to sociall-st revolutİon, Fre-
derick Engels pointed, out still earlier that tbe working class
strives to ensure the vlctory of socialisın without aımed. vio1-
ence and consequently, without wars. Answerlng the questlon

about the possibility of elj-ıninating private property by

peacefu} megns , he wrote irı principles o f Comrnunism: "It 1s

to be desired. that this could happen.''2 At the Nlnth Congress

oİ the Rusşj-an Comnrınist Pgrty (3olshevik) in 1920 fıentn stres_
şeil that "eny peace .., wi1l open channe]-s for our İ.nfluence

a bund.red times wider''.3

|Phe above is true both for the countries of existlng.
socla].isrn and. for the worklng class movement whlch ls
fightlng ior socieU-sın 1n conditlons of cepitali.sm. It wi]-].

never be iorgotten thet, having emerged, on the scene oi world
politics, §oviet Russia began with procla1mlng its Decree on

3eace. In those days 1ong gone Lenin lorınulated and applteii
ln practice tlıe principles of peaceful coexiştence of soo1al_
lsm and capltallcn; princtpleo that foın tbe

2 Kar1 Marx,
p,,349,

] v.l. Lenin,

Fred.eıick Engels , Co}]ected Works , Vol. 6,

Col1ected Works , Vo1. 30ı p. 45).
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J.

basls of norma1 internationai relations.
History knows no cases of the revolutionary workrng class

ınovement or socialism resorting to war İor the sake of ottaın-
1ng thelr political or socia] objectives. The Marxist-],enin-
ist theory of revolut j-on firmly rejects urar as a means of
propagation for sociali_sm; ln other words, lt rejects the
export of Tevolution. In 19l&

LIıenin came out against those who be].ieved. that
lnteınational revolutlon s}ıou]-d. be furthered by war.4

Natuıally 1 Comınrınis t s had. to take up arms many tlmes. At
the same tfune, tbey have always been in the iorefront of the
stıııggle agalnst wars of conquest and. their İnstigators, for
peace and peaceiu]. internationa]- relatİon§. Coınmunlst s are
Always ready to fight sel.flessly for the interests of peoples
who yearn for peace. speaking of the 1rıportance of a peace-
İul forelgn po].icy, Kar1 Marx wrote: ııThe İi-ght İor such a
ioreign pol_icy forıns part of the genera} struggle ior the
eı;oancipatİon of the worki_ng classes.'ı5

Wbea we say that tod.ay defence of peace plays an even
more İmportant ro].e in the Corıunuıist strateg5r end poJj6y, f,[g
leason for thls staternent ]-İeş 1n the histortcaı cbanges Yhlch

4 See lblal ., Vol. 27 ı pp,7].-72.

5 Karl Ma
volumes, Vo]..

rı and. Frederick Engels, §a ected Works in thıee
18.2, Moscow, Progıess ?ublishers, 1969, p.
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4.

have ocourred since the end of World. Y{ar II.

!'lrst, modern weapons of mass destructlon and thelr
dellvery means have prod.uced, for the il,rst tlme in blstoıy,
a tanglble posslbllity of complete annlhllatlon of civi],lsa-
tion and destruction of the envlronııent. It iollows that the
realisatlon of the social objectives the peoples set for theın-
selves J-s inseparable from the iııperatl-ve demand. that nuc].ear
war be prevented. That is why the Communist s aıe saying that
today none of ınanı s tasks eTe more meaningful tban that of def^
ending univeı,sa]. peace.

Şecond, we aTe convincetl that the trend towards a gıeater
war threat ıs not irreversıble. The catastrophe can be Bverted
1f we succeeit 1n ral}ying to the defence of peace a11 those
who holii 1iie on earth d.ear, and they make up an ove::çheJııl.ng
nejorlty oi hrıııanity. As early es the mld-195Os the Coııınunlsts
arrlved at the conc]-uslon tlıe t world. wars could. be pıevented
etn before the abolitlon of imperialisuı, thelr source. They
maintaln that wars are 'l auncheil by people, tbat tbey cen-
not be considered a natural 1aır aait tbet they can be

banished from the 1ile of huınan societyr.

Unlike the period whlch precedeal Wor].al Waı rIı tho galns
of the peace forces and, above a11, the growth of the defence
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cepacity of thc Soviet Union and the other §tate§ oi tbe
socialist c oınınunity--nat İons d.edicated. to peace--b8ve now

prod.uced a globa1. balance of capabilitles which deprives
1ınperialtsın of any chance of succeşs. Anlr woul.d-be ağğre§_

sors are forced to reckon with the resistance o! most of
humanlty to their reckless schemes, to realise t}ıat they
thernselves w111 also perish inevitab§ tn a global nuoleaı
holocaust,

This ls a new situation. It 1s new for the worktıg class
noveııent too. For when it was §t111 unable to prevent wgıs

and when ıryars theınselves did not yet threateıı to extingulsh
1ife on earth, the working cla§s novement saw l,ts task ln
endlne the alread.v raelng aımed conflicts as soon as possib].e;

1t eiivocated democratic peace. Simultaneously, ııaktng use of
tbe sltuatlon grising as a conseguence of war, lt sought to
reali§e İts c].ass objectlves. At that time benishrııent of waı
irom the llfe of human society was linkecl , with periectly
5ooii reason, to the irnperative conalltion of ellınlnating inpe_
rlalisn, tbeİr source. This meant that the wars launched
by aggressors İere to be turned agaJ.nst the social systen
whJ-cb produced, th.ern. Ind.eed, historİcel experience confİımed
that both world war§ accelerated revo'luttonary processes anal

consld.erably weakened world capttallsm.
Now that a real thıeat to huınen survlval has energeö,

the strateglc thrust of the Communistst efforts is takl.ng on

a new aspect .too. We hoJ.d that the struggle foı peace shou].d

aow be comprehensively orlented on Egglllg rar. fhe fratenıa]_
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6.

parties maintain that even prior to the complete vlctory of
socialisrn throughout the world, rnilitarist quarters must and

can be prevented. from launching a nuclear conf]-lct.
In their unswervi"ng efforts to btep up reststance to the

war threat, the Comnunists ilo not see themselves 8s the on§
chaınpions of peace nor 1ay exclusive clairns to the peace tnove-

ment. 0n the contrary, taking into account the threatenlng
§cope of the tıanger and the headst::ong aclventurisın oı the more

aggressive lınperj-alist quarters, they hold that war can be

prevented on§ by joint actlon on the part of a1l peace
iorcea. In the wo!d,§ of Erich Honecker, General Secretary of
the SED CC, what is needed ls a broad coalition o! reasonı
rea}i§!ı and peece, and the Comrıunists are eınong 1ts eleınents,5

Obls deterııines the Coınmunlstsl tiistinctly poslttve, con-
structive stend and an attitud.e free frorn any restıictlve con-
<lltlonş wlth regard to the movements whicb. have eınerged. İn
ıecent years ln the course of the struggle agaİnst NAIOı s po-
llcy of aııns buildup--movements which unite ııembers of a1],

sociaI streta, of different political eurrents and philoso_
phles.

llhese are 1ncontrovertible facts. Neverthelesrı--and. perhaps
preclse§ for thls rea§on--the ideologlsts oi the lınperlelist
|twar partles'' §pare no effort to sow doubt concerııtng the
communj.st s ı oomrnltınent to the causa of, peace.

6
See N es eut sch and October 10ı 198].
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!ıou tbc out,et, nilltarr.gt plopggandı attınrtcü to dlgtort
th€ goal! puraued by the peace ioıceg. For eıaınple, Defence
Minişteı Manfred Wörner of the FRG cleimed, not so 1ong ago,
thgt tbey ıera tbe gource of tbe,ça! tbteat.7 Horev.r, slgçg
tbat posltlon iai].ed to produce tan6İ-ble results, attempts
began to fragrnent the ııovement, and, above alJ to lsolate or
oust the Corununlsts.

nueh isspeoıiloallyr/being done to picture the coınnııntsts ot
caPİtalİst countries as ı'agent§|t oİ the soclgllst states,
like say, Josep! !uns, NA.O Secretaıxr General up to ııid-l9841
clalneil ıepeoteiı§ and ground,l"ssly. B lieıe, one of the tıi.ckg
o' ilistortln. the role oi Comnunl.sts ln the peace ınovement 1s
to allege that they rant to use tbe peace struggle 'ıfor revolu-
tlonery purposesıı.

lihat ls the ectual sltuation? Cotınunlst§ are act j.ve 1n
the peace maveınent alongside other torcğs. fhe noveııent ls

/!

quite hete

sitlon end

ls the des

the strugg,

1ns|!ullg11

Togeneou§ İn teTns of lts sociaı aniİ polİtical compo_
İts ıneınbeıs ı ph1losophles. The common tlenoııinator

iıe to prevent nuclear catastrophe. This al§o coveIs
le ior dtsarmeınent 1 a6alnst the use of war as an
of polltlcs, for dctente. The Ç omınunİsts are prof owıdJ.y

see we1t amS onn tag , June ! and October 15, 19Sr.
January 25r l9a2,

T
8 s"" , for exaınple, Newswcek.
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a

convlnced that no participant in the moveınent shoııld nake bls
or her cooperation with other forces condltlonal. on their
renunciatlon of their views and objectives.

[his approach ful_§ applles to tbe rorklng class ,!ove-
nent too. It represents the organlsed. socla]- strength of a
deilnlte cla§s and pursues dlstinct class obJectives, a].though,
lı teıas of practical politics, tttfferent cur]ıenta 1n thls
novement percelve, lcientify and solve these taskş dlftaıently.
Trade unions in capltalist coııntrles fight to deİenit worklng
people, to inprove their rorklng and Iivlng conditions. C omınun-

lst partles there ııork for the ellnlnation of capiteli.sın and,

the establlshnent of sociallst soclety by revolutionaıTr ııeans.
§octa]. Democret ş tn ınost cases advocate reioııns designed to
iııprove the life of the popular masgeg witbln tbe capltalist
syst em.

It is natural that ln 1ts act1-on tor peace, no organJ,sa-
tion ot the worklng c]-ass ııoveıncnt abandons tb.e progranoe

end purposes whlch shape i,ts politlceI charecter. But tbe
struggle oi these organlsations for the lntereets of the working
cless and ior gocial progress in no way contred.lgts peace acti_
vltles. The ıeverse 1s trueı 1t becones lntertwtned wlth theıı
even closer.

It hes slıeaily been ııentioned that e nucJ.ear contJict
ııould tbıeaten hıınan suİııİval and thgt, consequent§, universal-
peace 1s absoluteJ-y ind.ispensable for social progress. Thls
ııegns that those who fJ-ght for soclal change sboulii spare no
eirort ln woıkiııg to defuse the nuclear raü threat.
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9.

The i:nperiali_st poij-cy of arms bulldup and war preparatİons

adversely affects the 1iving conditions of ı4,orking people. It
fo11ows that under capitalism, defence of the vita1 interests of

]r,orking people is impossj_ble without resistance to militarist
preparatlons. Incidentally, this is also the conclusion of Gert

Bastian, a retlred general of the Bıınd.e swehr and. a man with no

connections to the working class ınovement. In bls book Make Peac l

Reflectlons on the Po1icy of security he writesı llln ouı count-

ry, too, the long-proven interconnection between aıms spending

and cutbacks in social. expenditures, between the manufacture of

arms and uıleınp)-oyment is becoıning increeslng§ obvious. And so in
our corrnt]y 1 too, any struggle a8ainst armament and for dİsanna-

ınent İs not only a struggle against tbe growlng danger of war,

for durab]-e peace; invariably, 1t is also a stıuggle agaXnst

poverty, ior greater social justlce. ''9
As to the worklng cl-ass ırıovement itself, sepeıatlon of the

struggle for peace from the drive to uphold the socto-econonle

lnterests o' working people actverseJ-y affects both the iormer and

the 1atteı aspects of İts aitlvİties. Nevertheless, there existed
1n the workİng c]as§ ınovement organisatlons ıvhlch 1 for e long
time, refused to share thls view and hesttated, a great iieal be_

fore joİning the strugg]-e ior peace. Tbat ls why the Coıırıııni,sts

Qonsialer lt thelı lmportant duty to enbance the contributlon of
the worktng class to the preventlon of nucleer war,gnğ thig calls
ior organlsational and pol-itİca1 efforts.

9 Gert 3astlan, tr'rie den schaİfen !

be 1 t spo]-itlk Munlch, 1983ı p. 153.
Ge danken zur Sİcher-
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10.

Significant siaiJ-ü s hava been recently occ,.'Jrir.g in this
roacl, rooted, in the grcwing understanciinğ by working people

of the i:ıterciependence between these tasks. The tiiıect obJectlı.e
of the powerfu1 strikes in the trlRG, Great Brltai:ı and other

capltal-ist countries was to combat mass uıemployment and other

adverse consequences of the economic slump aJfeoting workJ,ııg

people. l,ieanwhile, the polnt that the runaway arm§ buı].aıup ag-
gravated the crisis and accelerated cuts i:ı soclal spendi ng was

voicecl with increasing vigour. It was macİe more obvious thaa

ever befoıe that action to ciefend socio-econonı:ic gains aıd the

struggle(_ ı --.-.) f or peace were 1nseparable.

Organ:isations and groups whose policy guidellnes, unlike
tbose of the wo rkj:rg class movement, are not airaeai at goc1,ol

progress also take part in the action agaİnst Duoleaİ war preDa-

tlons. They hold ciistinctl-ve posltlons which ere ıhaped by

thelr philosopbies aad by re'ligious, ethical, moral- a]ıd other
motives. However, this is no reagon to iien-igrato the inportaııce
of tbe contrl,butj_on these iorces make to the jolnt peac e-naklıg
eff,orts.

The Coınnunlsts defjJıe their attltude to th1s issue lı'
no utrcertai]x teıms. They say that while, on the oıe hand, today
lt 1s iınpossible to effe.ctlve§ prornote socla1 progresş without
ttghtıng agal yr-qt lmperialist war preparations, on the other
ba.ııcl, one can make a tanglble and sigaj.ficaYrt oontrİbut1-on to the

drive to §afeguaral peace even if oae is not a conglEtent ohanpion
of socİa]- change. That is why Communists never 1m]rose thelr gocio-
politlcal, 1.et a]_one revolutionary vlews on oııyone in eny form;
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11 .

noT do they ııake cooperatiorr in tnc struggie against tbe war

tbreat conditiorral on acceptance of such views.

Expanaling their involvement in the peace moveınent, the

Comınrınists attach priorii;y attention to all that unites anal

mobillses the opponents of war ancl relegate to the background

that which can fragment and hanper jolnt efforts. This approach

can be put into prsctice only when relations among the varioug

peace forces ere shaped. in the spirit of cooperation, e quality
anti goodwill.

llhe C ommunist s do not claim to lead the rnovement; they

do not seek submission froın their partners or the acloptlon of a
c oınınon ideol"ogical platforın. They even dec].are their readlaeşE

to act jointly in defence of peace with t}rose whose posltions
in other spheres--for example, in what ooncerng social relations
under capita].ism and the need to transforıı them--are antl-comııuniş$.

Given the extraordirıari§ broad sooio-political spectnın
of todayı s peace movement, one carrnot evade a cllalogue between

its constituent forces, a tlialogue baseai on a gtriviıg for co-
operation. Ehis lmperative is also rooted in the fact that
1sgueg of war aııd peace are i.nseparable fıoın social inter-rela-
tions, from the aligrıınent of forces and prooesses on the
inteınationa]- scene. ıtThe problems of war and peace as, inc1-
dentally, al.l globaJ- problems rlı Coıııade (onstaııt j.:ı Cheıııenko,
General Secretaıry of the CPSII Centra]- Committee and Chaİrnan of
the Preeitliu.ın of the USSR Supreme Soviet, salil, ııclo not exist
a1l by themgelveg. They are iıseparable from the world social
contradictlong and from the iievelopment of the class stnıggle. 'ı10

10 Iıllormation 3ulletin,
}rague, p. f.

No. 12 1984, Peace and Socielisnı,
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12.

oD]-y
[he struggre f^r peace can be succeasful./by maktrıg a correct

analysis of the international situati-on. .Iİere the progresslve
pubJ-ıc attaches particular attention to the identlflcation of
the true §ources of the war threat.

One must, however, admit tbet opinions with regarcl to
thls matter.ctiffer widely. The Coıınun.j.sts tackle it froın the
viewpoi:ıt of Maıxist-Leninlst theory. They proceed from objectj.-
ve rea]-İttes aİıd class posltions. In accorclance witb thle
approach, İs§ue§ of war ancl peace are İnseperable from the
competitloa between socialism and inperiallsn on the global scale.
The c omımııiat viewpoint ls that one sbould looL for the motives
behind the aggravatlon of intenıationa1 tenslons, the exaoerba-
tion of the confrontation, tha intengif,icatlon of the alms race a:- j
the growth of the war threat solely j.n the nature antt policy of
imperiallsın, iı the way those ıırho d,evlşe aıd apply 1ts İdeotogy
react to tbc weakening of lınperlalist posltions ou the iıterrıa-
tlonal §cene.

Aggresslve lınperialist iorceg gtrtve for mill.tary guperlori-
ty ovgr the socialiat countries, for a superioıity which, they
}ıoDE, wiıl endble tham to win a nuclea, war. U§ Pfegldent
Ronelil Reaga:ı hgs ileclaırd that socj.align is the ltfocug of cvil't
whicb ıınıgt be destroyed. This purpoge 1a gerveaı by the militaıT
iioctri:ıe of the Untted States and of NATO aB a whoJe. The
deployment of new us mediuıı-range missileg iı ceveral wEst
European coııntries is nothlng otber than preparatJ.ons ior
the lıopleııentatiou of the pentagon-itevlgeti etrategy of a f,irst,
|ıilecapitatlrıgıı strike .
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13.

The soviet union and the other coııntries of the soclali.st

comınunity pursue a fundamental§ tiifferent course. They are

doing their utmost to banish waT a§ aır instrumeut oi international
po).ltlcs from a1J- spheres, inc luding the competitlon between

soclaJ.ism anci imperialism; they work to firmly esteblish the

princip!.es of peaceful coexiştence of countrles wlth ciiff,erent

şociel §y§tems. They are profoundly convlııced thgt au int eıııa-
tlonal conflicts and clisputes can ancl must be solvecl by poJ.itlca1

ıneans.

The first-strike concept is alien to the §ociali§t militar;,

doctrine. fbe Warsaw Treaty countrles cio not seek strategic
guperlority over the North Atlantİc bloc. They pursue a defensive

policy. They view strategic military parity aş the best possj.ble

basis for ensuring peace anal erı}ıanc ing detente. It is precisely
for thl.s reason that, in response to the moveg by the United

§tet6ğ end NAtO to alter the aligrrment of ııilita]ıy forces in
their favour, the §ocialist countries adopted oounter-meesureg

aimed at maintaining parity.

There 1s another fundamental tlif,ference between socialistline conceıning
and imperialist forelgn policy / the 1şsue of peace. The şelf-
seektng clas§ lnterests of iınperialisrn lnevltably 1ead lt to try
and 1mpose its wt1l on all mankind. Aş for socia].ism,itg c].a,şs

lnterests colncide with the general ileınocratic aspirations
of peace-loving peoples. That ls w}ıy 1t tioes not neces§aTily'
take a Corımıırıist, an advocate of the socialigt gysten of sooiety,
tc support the peace programme of the §oviet Union and other
frateınal countries. Here is ııhere tbe idleals o' eıl§tlng
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14.

so§leıt§t! colncİde ,1th the İnperatİvcs oİ Dc6ce.
lhe followln€ three agpects are of 9ıi@ im}oşteıoe 1n

illscUoslıg the 1nıeparable conceptg oİ ı'ıoo1811gıoıı aıd ıııeaçe,ı:

§§g!, there are no clag§ ioıces iı şoçlalist ıociety whj-ciı
would Drofit ilon the aııns race and war. By constıastı ıırıcte r
lmperla].1sn monopoly capltal lc beat oı1 etpaa§loı aDd eceepts

"TgifĞ 
one of ita Pol1tJ-cal toolı. The doıoinant ıole 1ı the

1 ot tbis pollcy ls p!,ayed by the poweıful nlll.taıy-in-
iluatıİal rıonopolles w[ich şeap ğulelprofltg from tbe bultduı of
arııaments;

se9oııd tbe desire of goolallsın to prevgpt war ooiDcldes wlt.:
the ıtılving of peoplos for peace, witb the İıtoıeetg of a1I
ıOela] İorceş wbo wont peaoe. Socj.g.l J sıı {logs 119t seek to
ıubjU5ate aıd exglolt other goopleğ and flrn\y op]rooe6 aıl forıog
of ueooolonialisn;

İb.İr4, Proglaınme and policy, ıYoraı ağö deed colncİde İı the
coulge tho şocİalist couıtıles eotual]J purgue. When they
speak of ili şermaınent, iletente aJıaı cooPeratlon, İh9s9 are the
goals they ,e.lly want to attalıı. But Pr,slaıeıt Rea5an pİ€şents
qulte o ötffeıent lmege to peece-lovl4g public oliıion. 8or
exıolİe, proposİng lı e't .| 

m j netio!ıl of ohemical ıreapons, }ıe s j.ınu]_ta-
ıeously euthorlıeıt e ıew stage iı tbelı buılaıu,. Wbalg 3gg9uı14-
ıD6 by ooudeınaiıg ,ıterıational teşıorlsm, the U§ Adm{nİştıation
elcvated 1t to tbe levet of natioaaJ. Do].lcy, oornnİtted aggreısiou
agalıst Greııada, oşiiered tle mJıılıg of Nicaragua]ı jortş, i" ırepar-
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ing to attack tbat independent country 6ııd suppoıt§ı Israelıs
po].icy of genocide. Swearing frlendship with iteveloping

oouıtıles, the United Stateo is undeınlning the noı-allgneci
rnoveınent .

fn orcier to upbold poace it ts important ior more aııd

more merobers of tbe peace movoınent, inc luditıg tbo§e in Asian,
African ancl latin Aııericen coılntr.lesı to see tbe cauşe of the war
threat in imperialism and to direct their stnıggle against lts
ınore aggre§sive quarters. of course we lcıow that tbere are stil1
peolıJ.e ln the movement wbo, while opposlng the İıoperiallst
pollcy of confrontatlon and erms buildup, naintaln t}ıat the war
threat emanates to arr equa1 ttegree froıo the socialist countries
too. We are convinced that Comınunlsts eannot keep sllent
when such viewş are aired. They consider it theiı dluty to reveal
the true state of affairs ancl tiirect the struggle against those
ıbo give rise to the ttıreat of waı.

one must not ignoıe the occesioııally eıpressed opj.nion
that the socialist countries shou].d not iısist on the maintengnce
of strategic niJ.itary ;ıarlty, tbat they §bouıaı take unllateral
steps towerd ilisarııgncnt. Herc, evcıythirıg must be ııade crystal
elear. Moves to upset thls parity are iletrimental not only to
the security of tbe ıoclellct çountrieı but ılço to tbe cause
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16.

of universal peace. History tells us tbat potential, aggıessors

unleasheal war only when they believed they had a chence to

succeed. §uch are the facts on which pregervatj-on of

world peace depend s. They exert an obJective

iniluence on the course of clevelopments.

In discusşlng strategic ınilitaıır parity, another question

arises: 1§ there no other way oi ensuring dureble peace? sorne

ask whether the soçielist couıtries consider reliance on militar,;

ııeans the only way of preventiıg a nucleaı holocaugt. Thiş

question calls f,or a clear angwer elnce it tonoetıı§ the prospects

of strerıgtbening international security aııcl tbe basiş of cooperati_,:r

among a],1 peace 
'orces--from 

Communists to pacifists.
Given the imperialist quartersı intention of Bttaining

ıailltary superiority anci thus ensuring vlctory in a nucleaı
war, the socialist community 1s forceal to attach prioıity atten-
tion to effortş to strengthen their deience capacJ.ty as e prime

condition for the ınaintenance of peace. That is a }ogiceI conclu=

sion based on o §ober evaluation of lınperialiot po}icy vig-a-vis
the Soviet Union since the octobeı Revolution. Toiiay the
gituation is guch that ıınderestimation of stıategic mi}itary
aspect§ cou].d be fataI for all mankind becau§e it woulct enoourage

iınperialism in its aggressive ventuıes.

At the same tiıne lt must be eııphasised that eentral to t]:.c

proposals of the socialist countries and the poltoy they actuall;-
purşııe are polltical ways of ensuring dureble peaoe. The peace

prograıuno of the §oviet union and its allies envigages, aş moves
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I7.

of major impoıtance, disarmament, renıınciatİon oİ aıoed iorce
l.n the §ettlernent of j_rıternational probleın§, rıo flrgt uşe of

nucleer weapons, a non-aggression treety between the Tiarşaw

Treaty Organisatioa and NA[O, nuclear-f,ıee zoııeg, a 
'reeıe 

on the

manufac ture aoai dep].oyrnent of nuclear weapons to}loçed by tbe

eliınination of al1 type§ of these weapons, 8 ban on

o ther ıneans of maşs ciestruction, arııed İoıces
rerluctions end confidence-building mea§ures.

A11 this rneaırs thatrin the fiııal eııalyeis, tbe şocialist
countries accorii greater lmportaııce to the introductlon of the
principles of peacef,u1 coexistence lnto int e ıınat iona1 practices,
to the promotio1 of iletente anil the expaJıaion of inter-gover nen-

tal cooperation then to the rnilitary aopects of t}ıe strengtheniıg
of security. §uch are the spirlt and the specİ.fic oonteııt of
the ?olitical Declaratj.on of the Wareew Treaty countries aaıopted
in Januaıy 1983.

The şocialist countriesı proposals aıe we}coneii by broatl
sectiong of the public, includlng tlıose outşide the çonnunist
ııovement, beceuse these proposels echo their asDlıationg too.
The military aspects of efforts to ensure peace would be even 1ess
important compared to the potitical aşpects it the ].evel of
strategic miJ.itary parity could be loııereil on the basis oi
equality and equa1 gecurlty, lf agıeement coulii be reaclıed on
ııutual reductionş ln tbe militaıy caPeb1l1tİ'e"'r, 

,"""" could be
ııaintatned not through ıautual deterlence (tbe ıray it ig gtirılat"
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1o

in the iıIAfo mifıtary tıoctrine) but through partnersbip ln t}ıe

field of securityo

Paraphıasing the point Marx and Engels nade j,ıı the l&gi§q
of the cornnııınist }arty , one c aJı say that the Co ınınıınte t s have no

lnterests separate and apart from those of the entire Deace

ınovernent. In their stıuggle against the war threat t}ıey

singJ.e out and defend, on the one haııd, those workingnpeople' s

interestş rv}rich ere coınmon to a].l ancl have no / to arıy

particular national affİliation arıtı, on t}ıe otber haııd, 1nvariabl;,

re;ıresent the interests of the peace ııovement es a wlıole, The

c oıııınııl atg are in the front ıanks of the novement, without claim-

ing hegemony in lt. Their place in tbe movement and their
relations witb other chaııpj.ons of peace .. are shaped by theiı
tangible and specific contribution to tbe stnıggle for everyoneIs

right to life, against the nucleaı waı threat.TÜ
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;U:V ;YS. :L];IOzu.il-]i0:. 
^jT.D 

::.=j,

COl!'iIriOi] §Bi{ŞE, itiA].,IS].,.I, A IiIGH SENS; 03 RE§3O]ISIBILLIY

,] oat. sovi et hoposals on Removirıg thc lJar Darıger,

irıpcriılist propa6anda is strivirıg to slıif,i the blame
İor t]ı-: i ntensif ication of thc arms ı,ace and t}re ocntJ_nıriiı6
aggravaiion of international tensions onto the Soviet Unj_oııı
The stake heıe is on iire uninf orııed and tlıe gu.llible,
on thosc urnfandliar ıvi';h the actuaf situation, vritiı ,Llrc ,t; rc-
1ess efforts the Sov:i.et Union has becn ınakirıg to halt '.;]ıo

accıuıııla'cion of arııaı,rents and ievel,sc it--,:eve::se it tovcı,C s

arııis redtiction, above ı]_1 nuclear arrrs reduction, and dis-
arr.ıaınent. ?iı. ı USSii ad. anced a seiics cf nıajor peccc
inj_tiatives tn 19Bj. IIerc is a s,Jma}y oj] tlıese movcs, p iı.b-

_Lislıt-d Llpon j:cquests ft,ı)ın reader§.

J/,].ruARY

P::oceedtırg f::oı,ıı tlıg principled positio:ı exprcssed iır ';iic

Pı:ıgı-rc Po]_itioal Dec]_ı,,ı,a tion of tjı.e llarsaw Treaty ııembc:: s,bıt:s

co;ıccrnin6; tile O],,Ja'ı;ion of ırıı_c 1car-i']:a e zoııcs İn ,i;lr.._: Idortlı of

l:,_ı:l.ıe , iı-i t]re Balkans and in otiıer regions in Euıope, tire Sovict

U;ıion sırpportod tiıe Swe d i. s]ı pıopcsal on the c::eation in lju.::op-: of

a zon. free fronı theatre nuc]-ıaır yiıeapons abouı' ]O0 l:ilorıe tre s

ıvidc,--i;iıat ls, i50 kilonıe'cres on eitile r sic]e of tlre 1ine ri i.vidiiı6

i7arsaw Treaty t-ıııd 1:,iAEO s"iaıtıs. Siınultıneousl;,, tlı.e Sovie-b Union

p-l'o'p osed expand irıs tlrc zone to

]:.jd.Lrce tlre nucltar tlıreat.
5o0 - 600 kılone-İres so as to
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2"

FrJBRU/üRI

On beheif of tjıe socialis'j statcs directJ.y partioipı'riir3

in i;iı e Vienııa tallıs on tire reduc-bion of arıred forces and a].ı.ı!-

nıents in Centı,al iJurcpe, the Soviet Union subnit-üed neıT pro-

posels:

- r,educirvi the st::eıı6;,I;h of tlıe NATO and ifa]]sal? Treı-b). ı-ı rı,ıe<]

forces io an e qıı.a 1 collective levcl of 9OO. oo0 r,ıcn each. i:]l,Cs-

pective of the cırrrent stlength of either side

- ı-ıİthc'l.,:alıing, within 'cr,ıelve rıonths, 20.000 Sovicı scı,vic,.:-

meıı togetiıer ü7ith their arnıaments frori the area (in addi-iioıı -lo

the same number of servlcenen and

dravrn from the GDR in 1979-1980),

thoırsaııd iarı]ıs ıı,itlı-
the united statcs ri,iir-

the one

slıould

draıır 13 .000 serviceııen

of ali direct p5]:ti es to the talks.

ı.t the Soviet-y'..ıgıerican Oeırcva teilıs on sira,i;cgic arns liı::i-
iation and redLrction tlıe Soviet delcgation sırbııitted a druf ,i;

g-;,: pulatİııg a ştage-by -ştaAc redı-rct j.on bı. 19

t e nı-ı.ırb er of launciıers for interc o:ıtincır,}al baflis,}ic

nisgiles and s ubınarine-la ıınclre d ballistic ırı-issi]es ınci i,ıi ir: ııvy

boııbers doıTn to 1, BOO on oither side--that is, 25 per cent lorıer

tiıeıı thc ii-ıi,tia]- ]-ovel estab]ished irı -tlıe SAI -II Tı,eat;,,

Siıırııf t aııe o ııs1;, , tlıe aggı,e6a i;ı ııtıııb er of nırcle:r l/a,.]::]eeds ,jj:

thı:se de]-ivery , veiıicle§ vırou].|l be roılşcec1 ,l; o an equal a6re+d

]- cve 1"

- f rqeziıre--af t er an ini';ial reduction of Soviet aild US

tı,oops as tı j oint exanple--tlıe ar:ı]ed f_cğces qn

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



,)

]',lY

tr'o11oıving up on its earlier initiatives concerning nuclear

arTns reduction in Europe, t!ıe Soviet Unj.on proclaimed. its read.j_-

ness to have no nore missiles and warhea ds on thern tlıan possessed

by NATO in each agreed period. SLıould. tIıe number of vıarhead,s

on British ancl }'rench ıOissiles d.iıninish, an equal realuction

vıould be appliecl to Soviet nealiurn-range ııisslles. Th is apBroac_ll

ıvould also cover airborne med.ium-range system§ deployed 1n

Egg,g,. Thus the USSR cane out in favour of equal nuclear capa-

bilities in Europe bot!: in ttellveıT vehicles and warbeacls on

them--nat ura].ly, taking into account the relevant a::narıent s of

3ritain and Fronce. If iınplenentetl, thts proposal ııvo.uld mean

that there would be conşlderably fewer nediuıı-range nlssiles
and ırarheacls on then in the Duropean part of the USSR than be-

fore the appearance, l,n 19?6, of the migsiles ilescribed in the

West as SS-2Og.

As the first, easiest and most effective step--untiI agree-

ment w3ş reached on reducing both nucleor arm§ in Durope ancl

strategic weapons--the Soviet government, in lts statement of

LXay 28, 1983, ain proposed fre e zing the nurııber of these aıına-

as Tıoss i_b]-_e_.

T, nI-a

On instructions froıı tbe US§R Supreıoe Soviet tbe Soviot

goverıı.oent proposed to tbe governmenta of the United §tates,

f].:ıea t 3ritain, Frıınce anil C!ı ina that a11 th e poı,,ers p o§sess]-nA

nuc lear,*;eepons froeze theıı in q uantitative and ualitative tej]as,q

In advancihg this inportant initie,,tive, the rnessı3e siressed,

ııents and restricting iheiı., que.}itaği:r_g. rnodernisat.Lon q.ş__ 4g ch
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4.

the sovie b union did not at :11 viev the freeze as an end in

i,tself bu-i; as ,.ın effective first sıep t ol,vcrds red.ucing and even-

tually elininating nuclear arrıaııent s conpletely--and therefore

toıvards the rerıoval of tbe nuclear tbreat a§ such.

Reiterating its suppoı:t for the tr'innish proposal on the

creation of a nuclear-free zone in the lforth of Europe, the

soviet union expresse d. its readiness to d.iscuss with int ere st eci

AUGUST

In his talk w,ith a group of US senators in the Kremlin

Yuri Andropov, General Secretaıy of the CPSU Centra1 Coınmittee

and Chairman of tbe Presid.iurı of tbe USSR S upreııe Soviet, put

f orı.",cırd a series of neuı irııportant proposals onp reventinA mi.lİ-

tarisation o f outeı,sp.-ice. The USSR, the Soviet 1ead,er said,

congidered 1t funperative to negotiate a conplete ban on tbo test_

ing and deploynent of any space_baeecl r!ıeapons designed to strike

targets on tbe ground, in the atnospbere and in outer space,

The Soviet Unlo n vıas reaaiy to neEo,b iate the elirnination of the

alreeĞy exi st ing ıınt i-sat e11ite systems and the proh ibition of

],Ioreover. the USSR p ledged not i o be the first to

dep 1oyanyt ype of ant i -sıte 1lite ıvec.pons in outer space s.s }ong

aso.thercountrics,includ.ingtheUni.i.;edStates,refrainecfron
d.eploying any such ı?eapons there.

On ihe eve of yet anotiıer round in the S oviet-Arıe rican

tjenev., t:ıl!:g on nucfear erns liııitation in _eiurope the ,Soviet

-Jnion declı,ıred. it !,J.,.s prepered to take anot}:er ııajor step

to.;aı,ds disarml,,.nent. fn his intervi_eı,l to İraJdı:, Yuri And,ropo,ıı

qq.rties the qu.estion oL r^alting tbe ?aliiic ğea nuc}ear-free.
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said tiıat
inc 1udinE

(

sboulcl mutually acceptable agreement be reached.

the ljs renunciation of the deployment of new rnissiles

in Europe. the Soviet Union ,;rould, in the course of reducinE its

a 1eve]- e ua1 to tiıe nurnber,of British and French rnissiles.

scrıp a11 the mlssiles sub,i ect to reduction, In that case a

con§iderable number of SS-2os ,

scrapped too.

tbe latest ııissiles, lvould be

With the Soviet proposal about negotiating complete

nation of both meilium-range and tactical nuclear weapons

Europe reEıaining in force, the Soviet Un ion expressed its

diness to achieve a far-reachine s olut i on under which both

e}iııi_
in

rea

sides would renounce the deploy ııent in Europe of any novı ııe diıın-

e n!ıcleeı vıea ons st eııs an duce the ali,ea exist i

such ıveapons by about ]o per cent , maintaining equality in bot}ı

ıneclium_range deliverxr vehicles (nissiles and aircraft) and the

warheads on tben at the ninimun agreed leveI betweon the USSR

antl NATO as a whole.

oCtOBltR

she So,ıiet Union pııoposed tbe lncluğlon in the agei.ıda of tiıe

3Bth UN Genera} /rssembly of an inıportant and urgent j-t eın--

to the relevant clraft
"Condemna,bion o f l$u c le ar ı/ar". Accorcling

decleration submitted by the USSR the world coıınunity wou}d,:

nediunı-range r:nissiles in the luropean pert of the USSI? d,own tcı
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(

condelnn nuclear war resolutelv. unoonditionally and

.f.oJeveğ as running counter to hunan congcience anal rea§on, as

the nost monstrous crime against nations and as a vlolation of

the forenogt hunan right, the rigbt to 1ife;

- denounce as criminal acts t}ıe d.evelopınent, ad,venceroent,

dl§senination and. propagancla of polltlcal ani! nilitery alootrines

and. concepts tlesigned to substantiate the "1egitlmacy'| of tbe

f irst us e of nuclear weapon§ , a§ ı1re}l as the general 'laccep,üabi-

]itytı of the launching of nuclear war;

- urqe a1l stat es to pool anal step up their efforts to

retnove the nuclear war threat, to encl tbe ıuclear arms race

and to recluce nuclear arınaııent s up to and inclutling tbeir com-

plete elinination.
I\ılaintainlng that the condemna,t ion of nuclear war nust be

effectively oupported by practica1 noves to curb tbe nuc}ear

ann§ race, the Soviet Union put forııerd a new iııportant ini-
tiatlve at the General Asseııbly session. The §oviet tiraft

resolution llA ireeze on Nuclear Aıııaıocntg " propo§.eg c+lj
all nuclear w on states to a ree to freeza with a ro ri te

quantit 9.tive and qua1itative verific ation of o.1} their nuclear

aımonents. Specifically, this ıvoulil nean:

- an end to the buildup of a1} the components of nuclear

aıgena}s, inclucling a1]. types of tlellveıT vehicles anaı a11 type§

of nuclear weapons ;

- no cieploynent of nef, types or ınakes of nuclear arnanents;

,_ a ınoratorium on al1 tests of nuclear weapong and on tests

of nev,ı types cnil ııakes of their d.e ]ivery vebicles;
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states beine the first to do it on a bilai; eral basis to set

In Yuri Andropovls iıteısrie,ı,r to Paavde of, October 27ı

19S] tlıe Sovlet UniÖn advanced new 1nitiattves. ___*._.p,
ıissentially, they mean that should the unit ad. S,bat cs Tenounce

its p1an to deplov its ınts sil es in Europe as s checlu}ed th us

naking lt possible to continue the negotıations and the search

for rnut ually acceptable solutions, the ussii would be rea to

beginr eduıcing its SS-4 ınis sile s ] Slrould agreenent vıith the

other side

oart of the

be reached on a just basis in Geneva, a cons iclerc.bf e

exist ine SS-20 rıiss j-los would. be sc ped Besides,

the

to

S ovi ct union agreos to reduce the nurnber of , SS-20 laıın

14O--'tbat 1S ı a rıurıber not iceably -
gınaller tban that of

Bri,ü ish and. llre nch 1o un c!ı e is for ııeclium-İange niss iles.

cb ers

- an enaı to the production of fişeionable ınaterials for
the nanufacture of nuclear weaponsa

According to tbe Sovlet progosal , this enil couldl best be

served if alI the nuclear weapon countries siıoultaneously in-
pos6d a quantitative anci qualitattve fıeeze on these weapons.

I{o,ı,ıever, the Soviet Union also a§rees to the USSR aqil the Uni.tetl

en exıııple to the otheı nuc_leal s_tlüe_ş.

The Şoviet Union also submitted to the ]Bth UN Genera1

Assembly a pro,pqga} foq the_ conclusion of a Treaty oL.Prohi.bit iJıg

the Use of Force iL Out.er §lla_c e aıld frorı_O_uter Space. in llespegt

ğ tF.cJgib..
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NOV,i].,ts.jR

Despite the brea}ıd.oıvn of tlıe ı.ieneva negotiations on nuclear
arııs ]-inıi,iation in ,aurope through US action, after tbe deployment

of US Peıslıin5 and, cruise ııissileş on the continent hacl becoııe

a fait ac conıpli , the Soviei; lJnion stated. firmly' anal unequivocal-

ly that it reınainetl conrıittetl to its principl-eci. course of curbing

tbe aı"ns race, above a1]- the nuclear arms raoeı ancl of reciucing

and ultimately eliıOinating the nuclear vıar threat. Yuıl And.ropov,

Genera1 Secretary of tbe OPSU Central Conmittee and Chai]:!ıan of

the 'iresidium of the U§SR §upreme Soviat, declared in hiş state-
on

ment published/Iioveııber 25 ı should tbe united states and other

I{ATO counljlies d.isplı":ı their rea.diness to return t_o t}ıe_ si_t ua_-

tion vıhich existed. before the deployrıent of us ııed.iurn-range

nissiles in iJurop e began, the soviet union ıııill also be ready

to do şo. Then thc propcsals it rnad.o ğarlier on questions oi'

back into fo]:ce. In this case. i.e.. şhould tbe p revio u s

situation be ı,estored. the unilateral pledges rnad.e bv the USSR

in tbis reeard !İould apply esain too

*,t*

The past year has shoşrn that aII those raising tbeir
voice against the insane aıfuıs race anal for peace can rest as-

sured: these are precisely tbe 5oals of the policy pursueaı by

.the soviet union anil other socialist countries.

Srıımary pı,epared, by the ',/I[l Corıımiesion
on scieııtific Iıfoırıation and Do cıncnta'c j-oıı

n u c } e a r _ı rqs_ l_!ıi_t-q_ti o n_ q4 ğ re d!ı c,t_i o_@TÜ
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|ı",,"^ Kl

I{IL]TiRY-STRAT!]Ğ]C Pj_R.ITY I}1 tllE 1980s

O1eg 3vkov ,Dr.Sc.(rııst.)
Depılty Direct or,

Institute of liorfd iı]conoııics and Internationa1 Relations,
USSR Acad.enıy of S ciences

Tn the nuclear-missile age, the problem of the bıılance

between the iıilitary potentials of states and their groupings

has gone beyond arithııetical calculations and has moved into

thesphereof!.ıegatons,megad.eathsandllsuper-d.estruction'lco-
eff'icients, so taking on a ne\ıı and quite different significance,

Tbe period since ]Iiros}ıiııa and. ila6asaki has thro,ııTı a totally

dif{erent 11g}ı'; on the traditional conception of war, as for-

mu]abed in tiıe l9th cen,bı-ıry by Clausevıitz, ıvho seıv armed, <-",ın f ] icLrı
1

as i:-n acceptable ııethod. of at';ainj-ng politiııa] goals,- A süake

on vr'ar with the use of nuclear uıeapons has become equivalent to

a line of self'-d-estruction, and puts civilisation itself in

jeopardy.

Buttheessentia,fcorrectioninClausevıitztspostulatewas
not rnad.e by atomic boınbs as such, ,iJhen the United, States had, a

nonopoly of :-ıas s destruciion v{eapons, its strategists continued

tcthinkandactinthespiri.boftheviewsoftheĞerınanmili-
tary theorist. i{o ı,ıond,er that tbe then US President i{arry

.lruroan sal.ı the testing of ,che firsi atoııic bomb as a raeans of

1 S uu, l(ıır1 Clausqv,ıitz, On iar, iiosCoW, 19]"1 , P. 5

iRussian eclition).
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,l

pressu?ing the Soviet Union. The displacement of nucfear war

froın the life of' the iıuınan society began only after the Soviet

Union ,i;ested iis f irst e-tonic bonb in the 1ate 1940s, 't}ıen, bY

bui}dİng i.İS inter_continental nissi]_es, did away, in the 195Os,

ıvi.bh the invulnerability of us territory to retribution for ag_

gressi_on, and, firıally, in the 197Os, ensured strateeic equilib-

riurn with tbe united states.
The global nilitarry parity helped ,bo realise Leninls pre-

d.iction that the ever ]ıore destructive power of ıveapons, to-

gether lıith the gro.ü,ling d.ef ensive capability of, socialisrn, would.

2
make vıar altogether iınpossible. The balance of forces between

the socialist worfd and the capitalist ııorld,, a key factor in

cont eınporary int ernat ional deve]_opnen,i; , lıas in principle ruled"

orıt rhe possibility of one side gaining d.ecisive ııilitary

supe ı,iorit;, oveı: the other. lhe aggressor cannot avoid, a

orushing z'e taliatory strike , ,:,,hat ever the scenario of a conf }ict

ııith the use of ]nass desirLıction lveapons.

lı.hci:iilit-ry.strategicequilibriuııhasobjectivelyI,ıelped.
to inprove 'ıhe in,Lernationa1 situation. Under its influence

'clıe -jnited States recognised thıt in the nuclear-missile age

tbeı:eisncrationala]te.rnatİvetopeacefulcoexistencebased
on the principle oi equality and. equa1 security, the USS}i and

the usA conclud.ed a number of important treaties and a8reements,

als lieminisc ences of Lenin. A Collection
oi Articles 3p6 Speeches, Lloscotv, |97I, P. 53 (in tiussian).

2 See Kru
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2

anong them on tlre pj:eYention of' nuolear war, some measures in

l ir,ıi rin], s,Drate*ic o-[ı'ensive 1;eapons, liıai,;ing 3nti-missile

defence systems, a.nd, so on, Soviet-US negotiations were begun

on tiıe prohibition or lirıitabion of other types of weapons,

i}ıe equilibrluır vıhich haır; taken shape between the iiarsaw

Treai;y and _i,rAio arned f o]]ces se]:ved as an important prerequisite

f'or advancing the positive process enshrined in tbe 1975 llinal-

Act of the conference on security and coopera,tion in Europe,

This led to the f irs,b steps in strengthening confidence on our

continent. The 'Ja.]saw Treaty Organisation and NATO got do',m to

negotiating mu,bua} troop ınd arrns cuts in Central Europe,

Consequently, in the l97Os a real prospect appeared for

.'..ı.fı-ilin;tj:efutileandhazardouscompetitioninthernilitary
.rı^^ +_^]- ,-,._s İcı ad.va,nce ı,ılong ,ılıe road of a rnutuaf fiırıi-

1leIc-L. illtr ı]i ş!! Yr,]

tat-ronandreductionofarmamen'i;s,especiallynucleararııaııents,
seeking scrupu]-ous naintenance of tbe equilibrium on an eırer

lorıer 1evel.
YuriAnclropovsaid.a.ttheJune198j?lenary}Jeetingofthe

'.:'jL:-.L.',Thc:.ıi.J.Li-ry-:tr3ı.e5icequiLibriunberı,leensocjelisn

anci. iıaperiali-sıı objectively pronotes peaceful coexistence, The

attainrnent of this equilib-ı:iun is one of the lnost inportant

resuf ,bs of ,bhe pas,i; decades, It has required considerable ef-

forts and resources of our people and- the peoples of other so-

ciaf isi colrıunat]ı countries ", Ii i,t vıas possible to loıııer the

fevelofarlnanentsandnifi,oaryexpend.ituresonbothsid,es,to
get doıın to disarıranent, something for vrhich vıe actively strive,

ilıai ı'.,ıould be a gre a.t boon f or a,lf the colı,ntries arrd peoples" '' 3

3 .. vda. ,_;n: 16, 19o].

!
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1|, .

i{eanw}ıile,t}-ıerulingcirclesoftbe,JnitedStatesandthe
other irnperialis,b states have taken a far from unambiguous at*

titud.e to the rıilitary-s,brategic parity problern, Vhile there is

recognising tbat the sbift in the balance of forces is irrevers-

ible and. that there is a need to adapt to it in the poJ-itical

sphere, a strongly pronoL]nced. 1;enclency to change developments in

its o,;ln favour is also making itself knolvn in ttıe Uniİed S,i;ate;.

In the pas,b decad.e, the line resulting from these two con-

iending trends in ,Lhe polic:y of tiıe 'ıı'est shaped in favour of

joinin3 the socialist stıtes in sta'oi]-ising the international

situation and con';aining the arins race. But in the early 19BOs,

the mosi be]licose iroperialist circles once again decided, to

tr]ı forcibfy to put a brake on the socia1 renewaf of the şıorld,,

They think that this ce.n be done by upsetting the nilitary-

strateğlic equilibriurı to the cletriınent of the socialist coıımunity,

Thel-InitedStatesandITA?Casavıho}ehavestartedııilitary
prep;ra.tions of unprecedented scope and speed, Prograııroe s of

naking and d.eploying ne,vf larıd-, sea-, and air-based strategic

nuc]-ear weapons are being reafised, ?reparations are being made

to mi]-itarise outer space. lrundanıentally neıv types of conven-

ti onaf ı.ıeapons are being develope d.

This line reached its highest point wben the Reagan A&rni-

nistration took office, Its first budget provided for appropria-

tions for the Pen,iagon of ',211.4 billj-on in fiscal 1982, and

,240.5 billion in 1983. Tn the next five years (fisca} 1984-

1988), the United i-jtates intends to spend ı"1,8 tri]-lion,4

, 
j einb er e]]4

on the

[jecreta o! Defense Oas r !/.
.|i e ort of the

at ion Ii est anil FY 1984 Rudget FY 1935 oTLz

Programs, lebruary l, 19B], PP. 6I , 7I.
B4-FY}
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5.

The official ııotivations of ıashingtonts ııifitaristic

activity do not sqLlere ıvith the objcctive sta'ce of things, r'irst

of a1l, thc assertlon tbe.i the Soviet Union bas allegedly out_

stripped tbe United. States in ınilitary teıTns, ıvhich is why there

is an urgen,l; nee d. f or add,itional US arnaments, d,oes not stand up

j-ntheligl,:tof,.bhefacts..IhattiıeSoviet-Anrericanstrategic
pa}ity is a i,eaf oII€ Vira S confirrned, by the previous three US

a &minis trat ions .

i,jhon si6ning ,3ıil-,,T II in June 1979, President Jinmy Carter,

for instance, said thai; neither the Uni,i;ed, States nor the Soviet

Union ,ırerc in a position to gain the upper hand over each ot}ıer,

Tn his nenoirs, he ıvrite s , ']]ach of us wou]_d have to face t}ıe

ineviiabifi'ıy of nilito,ry eqlıiva}enc)' rıith the other, lhere

ıvould c ez,,i; linly ırot be any superiority or victory in a nuclear

,ıar. " 
5

]ı" sirni}ar s,üernd was ,baken by responsible representatives of'

tl-ıe US ı,rilit ary-poli t i cal lcadership d"uring the S A]-,,'I II hearings

before t'oe Senaie .F'oreign ,l€}ations Couırıittee, They said that

thedifierencesbetweenthestrategicforcesof'theUnited
States and the USSR yJere ııutually balanced out, and thai; there

was, on tbe wbole, a rough and stable parity, The then Defence

Secretalxr }larold 3rown declared,: "Overal1 , we are in a position

of essentiaf equivalence,,'5 lle added; "9ith the programs the

afuıinistration proposes, ıve ıvil1 retain an adequate s,brategic

noirs of a ?re s id ent5 j i,,,,*_,, ,Jart er,
Lond.on , 1932, p. 24-9,

j(e e :Ln

the Conni,', ,b 
e e on6 i]eari ı ef ores

9!orei elations. US Senate, 6ü co resS lart 1, p.99.
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6.

balance through 19E5, and we ı,;ill irnprove ,bhe relative balance

t}ıereafter... The SlıLl| II agi:cen",n,L ı,,ıi11 pro'luce a more favor -

abf e balance for ihc uni bc_d stateıl during 11g ğça3tion than ı,ıe

ıould have ııithout it.,,7 General David Jones, then Chairnıan of

the Join,c Chiefs oi. S_ba.f f , also noted the llmilitary equality,,.8

ilor,;eve r, in ltcagan,s f irst f elı n:onths at the ilhite i]ouse ,

the US mass nedia, follovıcd. by officials, started a loLid. caınpaign

over iıhat tiıey alleged to be "ııind.ov,rs of vulnerabilityt' in the

iJs strategic system. corıiraı:y to its earlier assertions, the

Join,i; Chiefs of Staff lıe gan to souınd the alarnı, claiıning tbat the

ba]_ance oi rni}ltar;y forces vıas changing against the United, States

and its allies.9 Tv,ıo years la,üer, Defence Secretary Caspar

ıi. iJe inbe16e ı declaı:e r1 ; ,'ihe Soviets iıave acqı-ıired, a nargin of'

nııc]-e ar superioriıy in nost iırıportant cııtegories, vıhile stil1

r,ıain İaining supcriority in ilıeir conven,ı;ional f,orces. Consequen,b_

ly, f'or the United- States to have a stj,ong and credible d,eterrent

capabi_lity, ı,ıe ı,ıust si;re ngthen both our nucf ear and conventiona1

force posture as quickly as possibf e .,'lO

can these assertions be teken at face value? It takes a

decade on average to develop, produce and deploy a modern weapons

sys'i;en.Giventhcexistingdynanicequilibriuıı,itiseffectively
iınpossiblc foı eit}ıer side to make a spurt in two years by vıhich

l ]bid" P, JO2,

e-o lı:id., pp. 36a, 31 4.

9 Suu lJ_Fi t c,d S!ıte s lJif itar_"" ?ostlıre for FY 1982,

','/ashingion, D.Lj., 1981 , p. 53,

f0 ort of the S e cret ary of Defense, }ebruary I, I9'd3, p.34.
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7.

it could. substanti.,-lly outstrip tbe other in the nilitary con-

test. The true g}oba1 strategic pictu]re ı-ıi1]_ not change whatever

propaganda tricks US ruling circ]-es ııa,y resort to,

].,et us ta.re a f'irıı f ootin5 in tiıe f acts, Concerning the

st::a-beglc nucleer ,,ıt.apons bılance bet1-,,een the Soviet ünion and

the united states, ,.rlrich has been thoroughly verifiecl by experts

on botlr sid-es, theTe is a rough equivalence in the nuııber of

delive::y vehic]-es--the USSR has 2,5OO, and the United States

2r3aO, vhereas in the nuırber of nuclear warheads--the UnitecI

S-tates has tiıe advantage. In hearings bef'ore the Senate /,ırme d

Services Coımittee, l-]}ıairman o,f the Joi,nt Chief s oi Staff

Generaf John Vessey, replying to a question on whether he would

change places vtith the Chief of the -coviet General Staf'f , ex_

clainıed, ı,ıithou,L givi-n3 i'ü a second thought : 'i],{ot on J,our 1if e i 'ı

Def,ence Secretary ü,leinberger was just as peremptory: "I would,

not ior a no[ıent exchange anything (tle US nuc}ear arsenal for

the Sovlet one--O.B. ), because ıı"e have an iırnıens e edge in tech-

- ,l1nology.,
Bu-ı i,i; ızoı-ıld. be a futi}e exercise to riffle ,throı-ıgh official

U,j and ii;ıTO publications in searcb of even an attenpt to rnake an

olıjective analysis of tbe ııhole set of interacting trends deter-

mining the presğnt state and futi;re development of the arıned,

forces of' ihe opposing sid,es. Instead, rve f j,nd these publica-

tions higtıligbi;lnd conponents of the strategic equation which

are unfavciırable for the 1Jnited Stırtes and its allies, while

11 Tb" Oenter for Def enseDef'ens e

.i ı-,siıing,bon, D.C. , 1982, \ro1, -1-1-, -|Io, 6, p. l.
1nforııation,
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ignoring eferything ,bhaıt is unfavouralıfe ror}trıe USSR and the

other ı/arsaı--ı Tre:ıty couniries, {lıuıs, aıoong the things dis-

counted is tlıe objective}y existing difference in tbe types of

strategic !,/eapons of tlıe Soviet Union and the United States,

ıvith only those of them d,eclared, to be '1destabilising'l which

constitute the basis of the soviet ııiliiary potential,

.]jveryone knoınıs that tLıe main emphasis in the line of argu-

ınen.b in iavour of spiralling ııilitaristic preparations by tbe

Unİted" S,tates and ]|jATo is laid, on the presunrption of' a liSoviet

ııilitary ',;hrcat". I,u,t any obj ective stud"y of the USSjlls nili-

tary cloctrine and the correspond,ing structure and line of

development of its arrned forces shows such charges to be corn-

plctely ;,;round}ess. the Sovie,i; iıif i,tary doctrine is purely

def ensive , ıvlı i ci,i is why i,t does no t envisage tbe attaln,xent of

nilitar;, supe|iority, r'üs goal is defence of tbe USSti and the

o.bi.:er socialis.b coun-ir,ies, p,even,bion of inrPeria.lis'b agg,esSion'

and m"ıintenance of interna,tional secu;,ity, The conception of a

,,pre_enrptive s,trii(e,' , inc}udin; a nuclear strike, is alien 'i;o

that doctrine.
In conseqı-ience of the rapid, developnent of rnilitary hard-

vıare and. technology, and, the further deePening of d.i;tinctions

in tl,ıe s;tructure of tlıe arıiaırent s and a,rrned forces of the two

sid.es, it is ever ınore difficult to controf the process of'

balancing the constantly nıodernising opponent f,orces, This

adds urgency to tl-ıe need to accelerate the harı:ıering out of

agreeııenr;s consofid,ating the existing equilibriura and ııaklng it

possible steadil;; ı;o ad"v,-,nc e to a lo$/ering of its level,
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Bu-b the fac b is that clisarnaınent has been relegated to one

of the 1ast places on tlıe scale of priorities of the present US

:jd.nıinistra-bionts poLicy. In the ]-ate f 97Os and early f 98Os,

bilateral and nultilatera"l ta,lks on nany probfens bearing on

,bhis spheı.,e ı,ıere either interrupted, or postponed, ind,efinitely

through i,{asbington'-o -f'au}t. 1,,et us recal1, for instance, its

refusal tc ratiflı SALT ff and oiher agreements on liıriting the

con-ıpetition in the nuclea:: and oiher nıilitary f'ie]d,s, or the

]ine of' eroding a" nı-ırnber or alread,y achieved und,ers t andings,

Doubt has been cas'ı;, in particulaı:, on the advisability of

]racn,i ığ in f o]]ce the terrnless !reat]i on the T,,iııitation of An'İi-

lal}istic i]issif e Systerıs, and at j;eırpts are also being mad,e to

ı-ınd.errıine the Soviet-Aırerican /ig::eenent on ti-ı e ?revention of

liiı_ıc }eaLjjar. j,ast, bui no,,- ]east, -blıe P,eagan Aüırinistration

has openly saboi;a;eC, i;lıe talks on ıediur,ı-i,ange nisoi]eş in

,iu.,rop e .

Tiıis obs,cructionist stand_ is clearfy a naturaf outcon,ıe of

the nania.ciıl United. States, urge to attain g}oba1 strateglc

sııperiority ovel. the Soviei Union, 
"jhatever 

the slogans used

to covej: up these militaristic plans--be it 'lalignrnent of

mi}iıary potentials" or "prevention oi disbalance in -İhe

j.u,i,Jre,,--,],he ir ag3ressive su'ıstance is obvious,

Ihe be]llcose grorıpings in iJS :culing circles refuse to

accep,b thc esiabfrslıed, parit;ı betv,ıeen the USSR and the United

St3,tes. !'or several years nol,/, 'ıbere has been a purposefu1

b,ıiid-up of ]j5 strategic alrcarne nt s tb;:,ough an increase in the

number of nuclear ıarheads and enl,ıancement of accuracy f o:r their
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10.

l2s"e ıiorr]gElgı, i,[o. 3, 1933, p, 59 (in Russian),

d.eliver;ı vehicles. The yield of rvarheads has increased, ihe

protection of faunching-peıd silos has been improved, Inter-

continental ballistic nissifes have been equipped, with a systeııı

of reta::geıing, and. stra;egic bombeı,s, with guid,ed missiles,
l

Coırıroander_in_ Ch i e f of the Soviet Strate8ic Llissife Tro op s\vlaclinır

'lolublıo says tbat tl-ıe TJnited, S'uates has effectively in-

creased t}ıe stlike poten,iia1 of its systems at least five-fold,

and has doubfed its potentia]ities for d,elivering nuclear war-

iıeads on target ıııithout an increase in the nurnber of d,elivery

12

!he at,,ainnent of ınif itar_v superiority over the socielist

count::ies is ,'clı e core of lı]shiilgton l s tldirect conf rontatj_onl'

strateg1,. Its pı-ırpose is to ensu,ce the material prerequisites

for des,b:o1ıing socialisn a,s a socio-politica1 systeın and for

establishing g}oba} ,JS doııinat ion,

In October 1981 , less than a year after taking office,

Fresidenttieaganannounceda,istrategi.cprogranme.lforthe198Os.
Iis pivotal elenent is the creatİon of a nuclear-nissile poten-

,iial nalıing ii possibie to delivcr a 'ldecapitating strikel' on

the 3oviet unlon and its allies where and ııuhen the united, states

shou]_d find it appropriate, and to escape retribution or, at any

ratc, substantially to red,uce i,i, iJhe progranırne not only in-

corporates and exparıds the earlier plans, but also provides for

the deve lopmenl; of neıı stra,begic weıpons systeme: ],fl inter-

con,ü;inen.balba}lisiicınissiles,submar.ine-based.Trid.ent-land
Tridenı--2 ba.]listic ııissiles, }-lIJ and Stee]th bonrbere , and
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11.

1ong-range c]:uise :ıissi]es. i'lı e rıii; irnai; e id,ea is to increase ,

in ttıe course of this decade, the potenti_al of tlıe US offensive

st::ategic f'orces in defivera.ble nuııber of nuc]ear weapons in one

laun ch,/ sort ie "] ?

,ı by at least 50 per cunt.lj A radical nodernisation of

i;he US stı:a.tegic d.eIence forces, ıııith emphasis on the use of'

outer space, is n,ıooted.

Overtiıepastseveralyea,rs,iJashingtonhasespecially
stepped up its efforbs to deploy US ncdiun-range ııissiles ln

,]/esteın -]urope. 1,T.lıT O pJ,ans assign to these ııissiles the rofe of'

" f irs,b- st rike,' vıeapons targeted on the USSR and its alfies, Ai

the sa,ııre tine , the i-cn,bagon expcct s that , in ihe event of a

nuc}ear conf'lict, the .ıliıromissiles ıvil1 d,ivert a re taliatory

s,tjrikc iro:n th,, -ni,ccd ,-',,t"",]1

Thein.tentiontod.isrupttiestrategicparityisırritten
into tbe clirecti. es on p}anning the build-up of the US Armecl

I.orce s, ,,,,hicl,ı say. "Tiıe United States rıuclear capabi}itieg must

prevai} even ıındei, the cond,i';ions of a prolonged war, '' The US

nuclear forces "nlls,b püevail and be able to force the Sovie,b

Linion "ro seciı earliest termina-i;ion of hostilities on terns
,](

favorable to t]ıc --]nited ltatcs",-'

to Peace Second.13

,,'di,b i on ,

I1|

İulopei: ,

,Jurope.
i:|o. ]O ,

I5

i;'or d.etails see
Iılos c or.ı, I9B2, P.

\?h en ce tlı e Threa t
2o

Ior details see "Cruc,iıl Year for the Destinies of

Ti: ll , 1Io. 9, ]-983, and also 'tDuromissile Shadovı Over

I-i Is ]lo,t ioo Late ı;o ';ia::d, Cff the Threat", I1_İJE,

}933.

Yor!ı Tiıne s June 4,, 1982, p. A1O.
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12.

The LıS nilit ary_po fit i ca1 1ead.ership is putting out nuclear_

conflict scenarios in an eifort to find ııays of lioptinisingll

a nuclear \iIaİ, be it liniited. oJ: a1l_out , sbort or prolonged,

In his repor,i to the Congress in }'ebruery f981 , ı,/einberger,

assuming 'Lhe Pentagonls capacitü, 'ı, o lilimit the scope, duration,

and intensity" of' a co;ıf }ict, pı,oposed 'tto restore pe3ce on

favorable telT(s'l and "at the }oi,ıe st pcssible leve1 Of damage

,. 16
,io ,;he -ni;ed ljtatcs and it,, a_LlücS",

Ai f irst sigh'c, i;he idea of liroiti-ng, the scale of' a nuc}ear

conflict appee]:s to lıe a positive one , However, the verry assump-

,tion tiıat such a conilic,i can be 'tcalibrated-'l is ı-ınrealistic,

The clıaracter of roodcrn rııar categorically exclud,es the prospect

ot la.ying clown geograpbica} bound,aries for an exchange of nuclear

s.irikcs, and this in i.ise].f nul}ifies anY Possible stabilising

' ^^, ı ept ion,eii Gct o- !r,ıc,- u Lv!]\

In critical poli,'üic,Ll situations, reliance on t!ıe Pentagonls

"}initeC. intensiiy,' scenario could in actual fact catalyse a

nucfcar cscafation, After all, even in a 'lnon-intensive conflict1l

1:I.A.TOls armed forces v;oufd be operaiing within the fraıiıework of

its officially adopted "three-sto,ge,i strategy, fhe first stage;

operations ııııitb the use of conventional vıeapons; tbe second,:

the use first of ,bacticıl and then of ,b act i co-operat iona1 nuclear

\,!eapons i and ,ibe t!ıird stage: an ı-ınliroited nuclear conflict,

]6 o1 De fens e ,pp. )2, 35-36.
orI of the
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r.3.

dc find that US stra,üegic t}ıinking, remalning captive to

notions consigned. to oblivion, ignores the fundamenta1 and ir-

rcversible fac,b whic}ı bas tırouglıt about a radical change in the

globalsitua,tion:thesociafis.bcoııı-munitylsattainnentofırili-
ta.ry-s t ra'; u,gi c equilibriun witb the l,Inited, States and ITATO as a

ıvhc]-c. Given the prcsent state of monitoring systeırs, tbe d,egree

of c onrbat -readine s s and the consid.:rable invulnerability of

strategic nuclear ,;feapons, it is iropossibie to lldecapitate" the

soviet union.

';/hichever scenario for unleashing a nuclear war tl:e aggressor

nay opt for, und.er t]ıe nili,ıary-str=-tegic equilibriuıı it is beyond

its capacit}' to averij a crushing rı:taliatory strike, And in vievı

oi the socialist coııriıunity's cconoıric, scientific and technica}

poi;e ntia]-i';ics, ir is iııpossible -io upset tlıet equilibriun, Yiı:-,i

,lnd,ropov said. that -'af 1 ,bhe aıtenpts to attain ııilitary superio-

ri,cy over ";he ıJjS]i aı:e f uiil*. The Soviet Union wi1l never al]-ovı

ii,ıis ';o 1ıappen, j-t rııi}]- neve,;, f ind j_,i;self clefenceless iıı tbe face

1,7
of any bhreat, "-'

fn its statcnent of l,Iay 28, 19B:" the Soviet Government

,.ıarned.; in vieç,ı of the groıving threa b to the security of the

USSII and its aıfies, it ııil} be faced, ıvith the necessİty to take

counter-rneasures in stren6;t}-ıe nin;; i'bs def ence caPabili .,Y' includ'-

ing the dep}oynenb of correspond,ing nevı s brategic systeıns, The

deployı:ıent of ne,ı !]S nıissi}es in 
",estern 

Europe, tbe staternent

said-, would f orce ,'ıhc Soviet ,jnion tc ııbandon i'cs unila,ieral.

noratoriuııiı on .biıe f iırther d.eployrnent of n.diuıı-range v;eapons in

a-' lr{q*, 1i;ırch 2T, t9J-).
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L4.

the ;Llropean zon"-. The need vıould also arise to effect, by

agreenent ıvitlı other 1'/ar saı,v Treaty states, other measures for

d.eploying ad-d.itionıı1 weapcns for the purpose of creating the

necessary counter-lveight to tlıe grovıing group of US f orıvarcl-bas ecl

nLlc}ear i,,1reapons in iurope and. tiıe nuclear weapons of the other

ii.,.TO count,cies. Correspond,irıg cc u nt er-measure s would also bave

to be taken v,ıith respect io the te rritoı:y of tlıe United, States

a,cselI.

This resofute stand hııs fı-ı11 support from tiıe r,,JarsavJ Treaty

Organisation as a u,ho]-e. The joi_nt stateınent adopted, at a lioscovı

meeting in June 19B] of the top p,,rty and state lead,ers of

tsulgaria, Czechoslovakia, ClDil, Hungary, Poland, Romania and the

USSii enphasises, "In i;i-ı e J_i3h-i oİ the interests of' peace a,nd, of

the i-i, rıı,ın s,Jcurity, tl-ıe sta,';es paı:ticipating in the neeting

cleclare that they lvill not allow nıilitary supel,iority over then-

r]e lves uınder any ci:r,cunstances, They ,take a reso}ute stand f or
]q

ensuring an equilibrium of f r.ırc es ııt the lowest ]eve1,'l--

Ihe atteııpis to upset the nilitary-strategic equilibriun

aı,e, i,'ı"ref'ore, fraught vıith berrible consequences ırıiı ich would

inevitably affect tbe interesis of the initiators of t!ıis risky

and bopeless lınd,ertakin5, In generating the <lange rs, the 1atter

ca.nnot but invite tbem upon thernsefves, lrea,ting ins,iabl}ity,

they thensefves lıvilf suf'f er f ,ron i-i, The unpredictable con-

sequences of the :ırns ı3c€ e,nd conf'rontation pu,i; not only tbe one,

but also ,ilıe cther side in a difficult situation,

1l pr.rda, iı'iay 2B, }93j.

}9 p_I"vqq, June 29, I98).
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These trutbs aıe so obvious tbat they bave been recognised

even by some of those wl] o have the reputation of being aclherents

of tI-ıe lltough linell . iienry iiissinger, for instance, writes;

"TJnd.er current cond.i,bions, no ıratter how v,ıe or our adversaries

inprove the size or quality of our strategic arsenals, one oveT-

rl(ling fact remains; rln afl-out strategic nuc]_ear exchange

çould. risk civilised fife as ,,ve kno,,i, it."20 Zbignievı Brzezinski

has expressed. the apprehension that the high level of the

st,:ategic confıontation und.ermines ,ıhe security not only of the

Soviet Union, but alsc of the United States,2f

The socia]_ist cornnı-ınity countrie-c are convinced of the

irnperative need for rnu,tual res,braint in the f ielrl of armaments,

They lıave proposed io strengtiıen ııilitary-strategic stability

and, by rnaini;ainiııg tlıe existing equilibrium of' f'o::ces, to halt

,j he aıns race a.nd. s ie.ıclily ad"vaııce along ihe road oi f inıitation

and reduction of arııciınent s.

lhe Soviet ljnioiı?s cornıitnent not to use nuclear weapons

firsi not only a.d.ds ,ı pre,ctical aspect to the question of a

coııpl-.i e ban on ti: e u se of' nucf ear ıı/eapons , but also does much

,i; o strengthen international secu:rit;," USSR lriinister of Defence

Diroitry Ustinov has stressed, tlıat the coıı,nitment has required, oı-ır

coLln,;f,y ijo İncrease its a,ıtention to rıeasures of preventing a

non_nuclear arrıed conf,lict fron developing into a nuclear one,

Accordingly, an even nore stringent framework is being 1aid,

l\J

lL

p. 15o.

If. I(i ss inger , Y ears of Up ]ı e ava1 Boston, L9B2, p. 999;

See Z. Brzezinski, iover and Princ ipl e London, 1!82,
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15.

do.,ııı for deternining the ı,,ea.pons rnix, and controls designed to

pievent the unauthorised. launching of any class of nuclear

y,/eapons aıe being nrade more effective. At the same time, the

iiinister enphasised, conditions shou]_d, be created for reducing

the surprise factor to a rniniı]unr, and leaving the aggressor no

d.esire to use nı-ıc}ear yıeapons f'irst,22

Inffuentia1 bourgeois 1ead,ers in the United States have

aöııitted the usefu}ness of this approach, Thus, according to

i,icGeo.rge Bundy, George I'. ]iennan, Robert S, l,icNanara and Ğerard

Srnith,23 al1 proııinent spokesmen for the US esiab}ishınent, what

i,TATO needs most under the st-rategic parity "is not the ref inenıen';

of its nuclear options, but a clear-cut decision ,bo avoid thern

as 1ong :ıs o'ıhe::s do".2i

]ıı_ırth e rrnore , strate5ic alal-ıility ","ould 
undoubtedlY be en-

hanced ij, togelher ı,ıith a ırıutua} nuclear-f irst-strike repudia-

tion, ihe parties unde ctook not to ::esort to arned force general-

ly. That is 1ırecisely ıvhet has been proposed by the 
"/arsa$l

Treaty s,cates. Their January 1983 lolitica1 Declaration proposes

22 Suu !ı:?.vd.a", J,ıly 12 , 1.982,

2] l,!"t'ieor3n Bundy rvas specia1 assj_sta,nt to the LjS Presid,ent

on nationııl security nat';ers f'roın 1961 to 1966; George F, l(ennan

,ı,"ıa s US aı:ıbo.ssador to tlıe Soviet Union in ].952, and to Yugoslavia

f roıa f961 to 1963; Robert S, l,(c]darnara ııa s US Defence Secretary

from 1961 to 1968, and fron 1968 to mid-\98], ,)resid,ent of tbe

Ini;ernational jjank for ieconstruction anÖeveloprn"i:, '::i. "n'
ta 1972, Gerard Srnj-tb beaded the US d_elegation at tbe strategic

arıis linıiteıtion tal]rs, eind, fron ]9?7 to ],96C was ambassad,or-at-

laı:ge and specia1 presidentia1 envoy on the non-pro 1if erat ion

of nu clear v,,eapcns , --1ğ.
2,1, Fore i |ın Affairs ,ıınirı.,- lq82. VoL. 5O, 1{O, 1, P,762,
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11 .

the conclusion of a treaty on tlıe mutual non-resort to armed

forceandtbema,intenanceofrelationsofpeacebetweenthe
states of' tlıe tuıo roilitary-p o lit i ca1 groupings, the Vy'arsavr Treaty

Organi sa t i on and ll;tlO . 
2 5

But the United States and its ]{ATO allies have failed to

respond to ı]1 these rna.jor ini,iiatives which could haft the

slide to the bri_nk of' !,iar. They continue to refer to an invented

'lgroıTing threat of a Soviet nuclear at'bac}<"

Theseassertionsaresogroundlessthattheycannotbees-
sentially accepted even blr authoritative specialists in the

United States i,ı,'self . 1ror insiaılce, the Scowcroft Conı_nission,

ııhich includes f'orrner d,efence secretaries and others wlıo ,ıvere

but recent1}, high-rı.nking meııbez,s of the foreign policy, ılilitary

atıd intelligence depar'.,ments, bas a&ıitied that "the Soviet

pıoEralınes do not, in anc1 of' theııse]ves, indicate pla,ns to

iniria,tc n,-ıcl-e, ti, ı ı,c a clıs ",25

T'ne Soviet J,,ıne f93] propos;i,1 tl-ıı,i al1 tbe nuclear poi:,ers

should put a quanti La,bive and qualitative freeze on the nuc}ear

\reapons they bave and dec]are a ııoratorium on nuclear weapons

tests, and a]sc on all ne.;ı types of their d,e}ivery vehicles

could. provide a guarantee of strategic stability and an inrportant

prerequisite for s,beadily 1oıvering the 1evel of the existing

equi}ibriurn, ihe Soviet Governr,rent believes that a f-reeze

undeı,standing co,,ı}d, fir,st be reached between the USSrt and the

25 ?_ u.rdo, JanuarY 7, L983.

26 Rep ort : :a, id.ent ' s

l,pı:ii 1983, ','ashington, D,C,, p, 
',

ion on S trat esic Forc e s
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1c]

Unite..t States, ,;ith a vie,,.l ,bo ıbe o-the,, nı_ıclear poı,ıers sub_

sequently f o}.]_owing 
" 
ui,:.27

Under the rougl,ı parit;v, it is reJ-atively easy to halt the

nucfear arns rıce. (iiven thc good, ıvi11, the solution of the

problern ııoufd not recluire involved or protracted negotiations,

ijut liashinJton has re jeotec1 out or hand the very id,ea of a nuclear

f reeze, clainin5 iha,i; it would be " d.ıngero,,ısil f or the ıJnitecl

Sta'ces, be cause it would entrench its ll1ag'l behind tiıe USSR

in this f'ie]-d. Tiıis fine of argunent is patently biased,

,ıa.shingtonts o}:session ııith tlıe idea of superiority has

blockect evelT avenue for ırorking oı,ıt rnutually acceptable agree-

rnents on a.riıs liııitation and rL,dlıciion. A11 its propo§als are

effectively geared to tlıe sıııe olısessive goa1 of upsetting the

exis b ins pırity.
The Re.ıgiın ıld.ninis trat ion has paralleled its prograrımes

f'or build.inş ,-ıp Uj nilitarrı, rııight wi,ilı ef'foıts in the cliploııatic

spbere aimed to bring ;ıbout the Soviet Unionls uni]-ateral dis-

.1rınanent. ,,Jashinston ıııen'ı; s ı, 1imir;ation only on soıne of the

strategic iorces coıOponents ıvhich it does not like, while jteeping

others ou,bside ihe franework of a,n understanding, Its scheııe

is a sinPle on;: ıo d,estro;ı the existing structure of t}ıe Soviet

nuclear potentilr}, ıvhile leaving itself a free hand for build,ing

up its o,;vn nuclear arsenafs,

Tlıa.t is the direc,;icn in ıvhicb the united states has been

pı-ıshing thc stra,i;e3ic a,:ırs ]_iınitation and red,uction i;alks,

iy'ashingtcn,s proposaJ- foi. a ciıt in the number 61 int er-continentııl

'7 gıl"Jğg, June 17, 1983.

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



1o

bal]istic nissiles to 85O uınits for each sid,e, puts the USSR in

unequa1 cond.itions. The point is that, because of the historical-

lyrootedd.istiiıctionsiiıthestructureof,theirstra.ı.egicforces
and geographicı.1 1ocation, the Soviet Union has JO per cent of

its ,,ıa.;:h eeds on la.nd_based I,]3i{s, ııbile the LTnited Stııtes has

80 per cent of its ı.larhe ads on subnarines and heav_y, boınbers.

If b!ıe US proposal ıvere accepted., the USSR ıvould, bave to d,is-

nantle ovcr 90 per cent of ibs IC3lJs, vıhile the main US strike

forces rgııained actua}l1ı intact.
,,iısiıington has t:ıken a s iııilaı, line in the talks on 1iıılting

ıcediun-range nuciear ı?eapong in ıurope. Here again, tiıe US

side has denande d some tl-ıing tlıat is absolutely unacceptable r'or

the USSR. Accep'cance of ]leıga.nıs 'ize ro optionlt would nean that

the Sovici Union ,,;ould have ı. tı:lo_f old inferiority ııith respect

.Lo the ]iATO coun-|rits in the nuırber of vehicles, and a three_

fold in].e riori,;y in the iluıber" of ırarheacis. tbe US Presidentıs

"inteı:in optioni! is also ained to ı-ıpset the equilibriuın in

]T.li jo i s i'ıvour.
lhc actua] content of the Jl proposafs testifie: to their

refusaf io seek solutions based on ,i;he principle oı equality

and e qrıa1 security. 9ut once and for a11 t}ıis should be uncler-

stood in ',{eıshington: the Soviot Union wiIl not accept unilater-

al disarıranen,c. 1rs Yuri ,\nd.ropov d.eclared most eııphatically,

;,if it cojle s to deploynen,ü (of L,ershing_2 and cruise missiles

j-n jurope.--9.J. ), ı:e sha1l not 6ive ,Jp our positions, we sha1l

not Jel.-!x o,,ır de f e nces, b',ıt shalf ,baj<e tirnely end effective

count er,-rn;a s urcs saf eguarclin5l the security of thc l,SSii and its
,Aaflies 1.*"

28 Pravd,_a, Jul_v 6
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2a.

There is still time for a fai:c agTeelnent. lhe Soviet Union

is prepared. for bonest and serious negotia"tions on al1 the as-

pec,bs of arrns lin,ıitation ancl reduction. fts stand on ibe matter

ıvas clearly se-İ; f orth j-n ,Tune l9B3, by 1ind,rei Groııyko, ilirst

Depu'ıy ühairııan cf the UliS]l Oolınci]- of jıliniste]ls and loreign

I{i_nister, ivhe n he said: , ihe Sol,iet Union ı s stand is ,bo advance,

sta-rting frorn tiıe existing pariiy, a,iong the way of 1irniiing

end reducing arroanentş in such a way that cquilibrium is main-

tainec1 at every given monent, but at ın ever lovıer ]-evel, fhat

ıEou]d rıean usi:rg for tlıe purposes of peace and not ınj,ssing the

truly bistorica1 opportunity offerecl by the existing parlty, ,29

In ihe dangeroı-ıs irriernational situation that has taken

shape, it is the duty of all states to ensure sound and just

peace. A iıey prereclulsite for {;his is the assertion of the

rni]-i,ta.r_v-sirategic parity and consist ent linritation and redııction

of- arnaments dov"ın ,io their tota1 1iquidation,

29 ]rrq.od-,,, Juııe ]7, 193).

.--
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Reflections After the CoıRress i.a colog]1e

LIIERATI]RE AND TgE DE§TIİ{Y oF PEAOE

Al exander Chakovslry

Recently, at the end of Jııne, r visited as a nenber of a dele-
gation of Soviet ,*T iters the ancient lJest GeIaan city of Cologne
ııhere on behalf of tbe delegatioı r delivered a report at the iıter-
national congTess iaterlit-B2. fhe agenda offeıed to nore than 2OO

participants fron ıt8 countfies of the rıorld ras formulated thus:
iltodern l{riters and {ttıeir Contıibution to th6 Cauge of Peace: Lj-nit s

and bagibilities. |['Iıe veı7 rording 8eened to coıtain a deEree oİ
scepticisı, arıö anong ttıe liteıaı, neı who cale to tbis congıess
fron five contiıenta, especially in tbe eaıly gta6gg of di§cussj-oa,
tbele rere EoEe rho were quick to ıotlce aad bolst€ı tbie acaptlcto.

Suigg EcieDtiıt Jean Jacques Babel, usiıg a conputor, haE es-
tiıated that in tbe tast 6'000 yeaıs alooe poop le yeat through
L4ŞL' rars in rbich 1,5ı}O ııillion p99p!e ueıe killed. l[o aooe

presen.-it-ay potiticians in §ııope aıd Anerica it obviously doea not
occuı thıt şe al1 ralk oa the grave e of our reıote ancestors aıld

that thooe of tho rıbo fell in one of the rarg aEk sileıtly, but

rİthpaınaıdreproach:'|Eorlong?!Eorloagyourholivenoruil1
allor the baıbarians thiısting for rıar to agaiı kilI, buıa and

tranple dom people in ttıe earth?"
It,s at this point that tbe problen ariges rhich in the ageDda

of lıtcrlit-82 uas called İIıiıits anil Possibilitİes,l aıd rbich in
pl,ain laıguago üeıa6 the folJ,oring: And rhat cart artigta do in
order to avert a ıeu ıar, a nucleaı uaı, a8 a result of şhich naı_

kind uould have to ı!ıdorgo a ıter evolutioa, begiııi n8 fron noDxey s?

If , of courcıo, the latteı suırlved. . ,

§ceBtics custonerily ansger this question by a question: Did

rriteıa, philoaopbers 8ıd artlsts ever succeed iı greveotin5 at

].€A8t ona ıar in t}ıe past?
Dcvelopirısüheiıaı'gıııneİrt'theproİ)onent8ott,1.r§ğırı:i'ıdıT,üİ.t,.l.Ji.ij

ln face of thc i-np ending danter of war aek further: Diüı't uriters
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tue_sday. Aurust 4. 1982 2

and aıt p6op1€ oı the ovc of Voıld l{ar rI, tbis Eogt dagtnıctive
war of a1l pıevioug oaeo, joia iı the popular loyenentE agaiaat
tbe incipient fascigt aggression?

{nd rhat, tbese people ast, did they gucceed 1o "çgtting tbe
catastrophe? §o, the ııaı broke out. Pron tbis tbe6ı conclııde tbat
rriters caı do nothi n8 ia solving tbe problen of gar and peace. rt
isn't them rho 1ead states or com9nd a:nies. It isnıt tbeü ybo

nanufacture aııns. so şhat is their rolc? Tbe role of tho ee ııbo
i.nc aıt rhen a rar is i nDendin$ and of ıreepers ı*ho ril]. Dourn over
its v"ictiıs? lDıese aıe our ıılimits, n say such rıiters, and there's
no rıqy re can overstep then...

Yes, really, history, if 1ooked at superficially, doeğ 6eeD

to te1l us that even book§ of a genius caııot prevent var.
.And, yet re, Soviet rriters, su}crlUe to the view of thoge rho

believe that our possibilities are great, even tbough not infinite.
1[o the Beesinists re reply: yes, it'a tnıe that ııe did Dot gucceed

iı preventing tbe 9econd tioıld Uar; it broke out. Bııt ue, aıti-
fascist rriters, ırriters rbo charlıioned peace, did gucceed iı
achieving alother 8oal: tbat of iıatilli-ng coura8e iJı tbe heaıtg
of the defenders of civilisation, of etrengtheaihg iaitb iı tba
Justaeas of tbe cause j-a tbe naıe of uhicb the ıationa and aı^nieg

of the aıti-Eitler coa].ition joined foıces.
tlell, what about today? Let us first of all aek ouroelveg:

Do people ııaat to bga.r ug noı? Undoubtedly, the aııvcr to this
questioa c?nnot bc identica]. for different y!itar6, ae it depenila

botb on tbeir personal ortelience aod on the ex;ıericnce of tbgiı
counürieg. Yithout exaggeration, tbe exlıerience of ou! tountı? !

the uorld's fiıet couDtıT of victorious socialio, la ııaique iı
this seasc, as, by the ıraş, in ıoaıy otbers: by thouaaıös of eıı4i!e
our Party has proved its attention to literatuıe and its concera
foı it. lnd reneaber the profound and reslıectful replies of
Conıade L.T. Brezhnev to the nessage of Japanese rriters! I havo

ao r.i6h to lecüuıe foıeigı. state leaders, but I canıt help ıecall-
jng that the US hesideot aıd sone of bis allies d.id not Eveo

ale;Lsn to pay attention to a si_nilar rıesgage-..

].
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hıt the talk now is not even about whetber tbe politİcİans
!ıant to listen to wri.ters or not. It's a question of rrhether those
for whon aıd in the name of thon we ı;ake up the pen--people of the
Earth-raıt to hear us todaş. Has today's literature groın scaıce
of socia1 and moral force? Eas it lost i.ts foıner poırer to inf]-u-
ence the reader? Oır optiınisın, the opti-mi sn of Soviet sriterg, is
1argely based oD our sincere belıef that nothiıg of this has
happened.

I think that the strugg}e for, peace is too4y inseparable fron
the struggle against the aıti-l iteratuıe rıhich has been cynically
dubbed "nass" literature in the West aıd that the struggle for 1ife
is inseparable fron the struggle agaiıst attenpts to hrııil iate the
reader and to deceive anti befoo], hj-ıı.

I,ike a h,ıın<lred or fifty years ago, na!ş of ry coJ.leaguee,
eslıecially in the Uest, continue to look upoa war as aa attribute
of ğocia1 developnent -- dep}orab}e but, nonetbelese, habitual aıd
iıevitable. i'leanwhile, in our nuclear age tajr is aot lerely tbe
coıtinuation of politics by other nean6 but a dİrect threat of
hıınanity's coDplete extinction rıhich grows nore end nore obvious
eveı7 year. lfiıe present_day wıiter cenılot but think about what we,
people 1iving in the 2Oüh centuıy, wi1l leave after u§ -- neu
impressive monrıment s of civilization or heaps of cbaıled bones and

rarheads going rusty. For if one is to believe the estj-ıates made

by scientists, a huge arseaal of ueapons has been built up iğ the
ııor}d -- about fifteen tonnes of TNn for every person on Earth.
lfiıis is equivalent to about tıo and a half nillioo bonbs like tbat
dropPed on Eirosbina.

We, Soviet writers, see the daııge! of waı in the tbouğaods of
bases and other ınilitaıT instali ations with which tbe lhited states
and ilATO Europe have encircled ouı coııntıT. Lie see it iı tbe de-
cision of the llnited States and §ATO to begin next yeaı tbe deploy-
nent in Westeın E\ırope of neıı hundıeds of Euro§trategic misBiles,
and in tbe stubborn and obstinate uıııil l ing of tbe preseıt lnerican
Adnj.nistration to heed bhe voice of reasoıı and discu§s, in real
earneat, the numerous and cafefully-weigbed peace proposals of our
coııntıxr. And there aıe dozens, if not hundreds, of ğuch proposa}s,

tuesday. Ausust }. 1982
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ran8ing fron that on disınantling the Uarsarı Eıeaty Onganisatlon
sj_ııultaneousJ.y uith the disnaıtliag of trAlO up to Leonid Brezhnev's
].atest iıitiatives conceıning a noratorium oıı arnaments and the
cal1 upon ttıe other nuclear por.ers to enulate tbe Soviet Unioı's
exar;ıl e and sol ennly renorınce anşr first use of nuclear şeapons.

I an auaıe that there are quite a feu peop].e in the Uest wbo,

being unable to understaıd the true situation ia the fie]-d of tbe
al,ıııs race (but feglin6! at thg sane tİne, the terıible lavages of
rıar), saş that the Soviet linion and ttıe United §tates are equally
responsible fof the arm§ race. 'ıfiguıes ! Figures! " - şhout these

"equalizeıs'. "lJho c aıı understand then? lıIho can bet tbat the
Soviet Union d.oes not belittle the data on its own arnanents, while
overstating those on tbe imerican and I{ATO ones? And vice veTsa. ll

§uch statenents rrefe made in Cologne, too. l{eanrhil e, if the
nan-in_tbe-street can, haviııg lost his ııheıeabouts in the l abyrinth
of 6pecia1 estinates, anathenatize aI1 aıd sundı? rİthout distincti-
on, the rrritor -- if he pursuğs the task of teaching people hoıı to
1ive, for what to aopire, lrhat to ouppoıt and riıat to resigt --
has ao ri8ht to logtııict hinEelf, to a nere paıaDbteğiag of tbe
fanoug oayfugı 'ıl plague upon both your honcgl'ı In ny vieu, the

rıiter ehou].d 1ook for the uay out of the labyıi.:ıth, foı his
lriadıc,g cıue of thread. For hiı the €atiro axt,erl€nce of !.olld
hietory caı becone such a clue.

Tııe §oviet peop].e aıii the §oviet governııent do not lrğnt rıar.

ttıig is conflıoed by facts not fro!0 the political sphcıe alono.

|[his is equal.ly coğfiTEod by our liteıature. The great hıssian
Iiteraı7 critic Vigearion Be}insky said i]ı hig tiııe: ELiterature

ie the ooıgciouanesa of the people, the florıeı and the fruit of
its cultura1 life.,t Uho can refute tbe fact that §oviet ]_iterature

is ingBired rith altogether peaceful objectives? Books peroeatod

rith tbe feeliıg of interaatioaalisn and the fraternal uaiüy of
people are gritten in nany dozeng?laıguages spoken by §oviet
peoples. Peace struggle and the degire to ııtrderstand people of

6oo<1ı111 ııiıo ].ive i.a otber countries are a source of inspiratioa
ior our literaturı"

1Tuesday. Aurust ]. 1982
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Pu e sdav. _4. utBlg1_1-,l98 2 q

Judgiıg by its results, the Colop,e congroag has d,euonstrated,
on the u}ıoJ.e, that fortıınately, the same stririag is ğ4ılcal. not
only of §oviet liteıature but a].ao of a].]. uprigbt rritcııe on Ea-rth.
Regaıdleas of different aocial, political and aegtbetic viers aJıd.
tbe initially differing approach to the facts of preseat-day inter-
nationa]- affairs, writers fron fortJ6ight coııntriea adogted the
concludi n8 docınent of the congres§ - an ad,d.ress to pub].ic opj-nioa
at large -- in which they unanjoou§ly expregsed. thenselves i"n
favour of tbe conplete elimination of al1 geapons of nasa d.astrue-
tion, a fair satisfaction of the sides' interests rithout resort-
ing to war, and tbe establishment of a peaceful and free atnospbere,
wort§ of manı in a11 the paıts of the globe. lhis uJıaniıOity --
the chief result of the congregs -- gives both rriters aad. read,ers
a sense of satisfaction and spells bope.

(Eğg, JuJ-y }1. Abıiğed.)

1
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oRIovG2r8r,

ExnREİ.IELY DANGln ğovE

. nissiles. Now it is tai(en out of cold storage afoıg with the pro-
jected deployııent of cruis e missiles of which thıee thousand }r1l1
be installed on at ic B-)2 and B-l bonbers and several hrındred,

The White ilouse decision betrays the tş4ıocrisy of the U§
Adni:ıistration ııhich, while profeggiig to accentuate the super-
vision of the arns control agreenents, signed. or yet to be sigı.ed,is plaııning to produce such systens of strate8ic rıeapons as ırould,practically reduce to nougbt the vety possibility of such control.
- under the nerı pTograrnne, there ı,ıill be fıırther d,evelopınent work
on the Stels bonber, hard.-to-detect, the Pentagon believes, for
rnodern radars, aıd nodernisation of the B-52 bonbers and flyin8
tankers -- B-Lr5 refuelling aircraft.

The pentagon is plaınin8 to nake at 1east loo strategic inter-
contiaentaI lt[ ballistic nissiles. |[he nod,e of their ingtallation
ııilı be finally deternined j.n r9&+. It has been d.ecided, that soneof the }tX nissiles ııill be installed rithout delay iD fortifiedgilos now used for the deployrent of ittinutenarı and iitan nissiles.
Reagaı has anııounced the carıcellation of the earlier plan for IlD(
dep loynent j-n 41600 ulder€round shelters iD the gtatee of Uta}ü and.
Nevada whoae population has strongly protested. against these
sioister designs.

Monday. October 5.198].

Washİnstoı. octobe, 
', 

(!Ass). T}ıe U§ ,ıldıiaistration had nade
yet anotheı e:rtrınely darıgerous nove towarde escalating the
nuclear armg race. President Rea8an, speak{ nt in the l{hite House,
annolulced a new proBranııg f61, building up the Anericaı strategic
nuclear araenala coverin8 the rıhole triad of atrategic forces --
land-based nissiles, sea-based nissiles and. strategic bonbers,
tıhich points to washington's clear intention of gettin8 ııilitaıy
superiority over the Soviet Union.

llhi s prograrııne, ııhich can only bring nearer the risk of waı,
provides for the developnent and production of a new ğ4ıe of stra-,
tegic bonber, B-1. triıis project was put off by hesid.ent Carter
iı I9?7 and replaced by a progranne for the deployıent of cnıise

on subıoarines.

5
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The progronııe for the deploynent of strategic aea_
based forces provides for the constrıııction of one auclear-poweıed.
Trid,ent sııbnarine a year, each to carrT 8trategic nissiles of a
neı, tJrpe, D-5. Plans are afoot, beğidegi for the irproveınent of the
systen of coonunication and control for strategic forces imıolv-
ing extensive use of L4B aı.al I§,-Lr5 air conmaıd aircraft as well
as suııreillance A!üACS aircraft a!d. 6pace satellites.

The exlılanatoıy note issued by the lfhite House hae pointed out
that this plog]:erntıe wiIl shap e the patt ern of the Anerican
strategic nucleaı forces right unti1 the tuın of the centur;r, aıd
is to be the largest progratnDe of their deplo;rneıt for the past
few decades or, as an t3C television coınııentator eııphasized., the
nost considerable build-up of IJŞ strategic forces since tbe Ei sea-
hower days. According to I,PI estinates, it will cost the Anerican
people a tremendous total of 18OrOoo nillion dol1aıs j-n the neJft
five years.

jn his Eıeech Beagan nade no secret of the fact that the neıv
super arns race progr,rnne is directed. against the soviet union.
The president's reference to the need to redress the alleged.
"security ba}aııcett and close the so-called. tltindoııg of vulnerabili-ty" caınot obscure the fact that the prograFrrle he ha§ just
aınorınced is an ıııdisguised c].ain to nilitaıy priınacy over the
Soviet Union, a ııove toıf,aıd.s erod.ing tbe priııciple of equality and.identical securit]ı and the existing parity in the nilitaıT-
strategio field.

l,ı|ashington' s contentions about the alıe8ed violation of the
balance of foıces by the Şoviet l]nion d.o not sguaıe in the 1east
rıith the official recognition of the c].ear fact of the balance offorceş by the preııious four Anerican ad.niniştrations. None other
than President Caıter's Defence Secretaıxı llarold. Brorm d,eclaıed
that there was a rough equatity betıüeen the us and. the soviet unionin the field of strategic arıOa.nents. lhere ııas also a rough p aritşrin terns of conventional arnanents betueen us and our allies, on the
one hand, arıd the Soviet Lınion and. its allies, on tbe other.

6
Mondav. October r.la81
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l-londay. Octobır 5.1981

Beagan nade no nore tban a curaoı.xr ıcntion of, the Adnini §tra_
tion'g jıt ention of negotlatirıg n aıns contıoln. That ııas not
casual. In point of fact, tbe aeu ereepiDg progranııe to build up
the nucleaı aına arsena1, as obse]ırers point outr has given rise
to deep-going doubts of the good faith of the IJ§ Adnjıoistration|s
assurances about its intention to coıduct aerious negotiatione.
Reagan hinself said that t}ıe neş Admi niatration int ended to
conduct such negotiations fron !!a pooition of streDgthll ııhich is a
totally hopeless proposition since the Soviet Uaion ııill never
put up rı.ith it.

The Soviet Union has never aoııgbt, nor is it seeking, aııy
nilitary superiority. lPhe IJSSR hag neııer gone, nor does it intend
to go b eyond ite concern for dependable protection of the securiff
of its own countı? and that of its alliea. But neither wil} it
renain iııdiffeıeııt to the appearance of neş, still nore fornidable
types of weapoao in the U§ aısenalg. In şıch aıı ğırentuallity, the
Soviet Arned I'orces rill have a proper coıııteıteight to these
ne!{ weapong. The §oviet Union will properly neet aıy challenge ğo e8
to prese:ııe the balance of forcog.

(Pravda. October 4. I,n f,ıı11 .)
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Internationa1 Syııpo ı _- ı,.;-.:

DETE]fTD: HOil f0 DEEEND It?

Toward§ the end of 197Os and in the early 193Os, t]ıe ı:os,i

reactlonary and. belllcoge forceg of tınperialism once ııgıin
stepped up their efforts to undeııoine the d.etente aııd c:<-

acerbete tlıe international sttuetion. These developrıe:i is

aı,e a ıyarning that the danger of e 51oba1 thernoııuclea;, c]_ıisiı

impending over t}ı.e globe in the latter half of the 2Otlı.

century hes not been reııoved but has, in fact, beconıe ;ıoıe

pronounced.

Is it possible to ha}t the sli,de to the brink of we:ı?

i7het ere the chances of the d,etente at tl:.c present diffict,.f t
and, possİbly, crucia} crossroads of history? Hor,ı can the

proponents of confrontation be forced to rotreat? Tiıese

questions rıere discussed, at an lnteıııatlona1 symposiuı,ı spon-

sored by V{nffi, together wtth the vforld peace couıci]. .Aınong

those who took pert in its work were:

fr:oro i,i'orlc] Ifarxist Review: Girsin Girginov CC ııerlrber,

Bulgarian CP; Cleınent Rohee , CEC merıber, Peoplers Progressiı,e
Party of Guyana; Roland 3auer , CC ıneııber, §ocialist Uni';;-

Party of Geıınany; Ibrahim Mallk , CC ııember, CP Israel ;

Sgradı. ]Jitra l{C nıember, CP India; Jack thilli , CJC al'ucr-
nate member, CP Canad,a; Ra.u]- Valde z Vivo CC merıber, CP Cuba;

J arıes Wes t . CC Polltlcal 8ureau member, CPUSA; Ahıned Salen

[,ra
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2.

CC Economic Comıııission membe!, CP of the Sudan; Georg

@latgski, German CP repıesentstive on TlS, Eciitorial Counci1 ;

Rej a Co}lure CC nembel, CP §ri tsıüa; Yusizwe Semc, meıaber o_r'

the Editoı:ia1 Council (South Africa).
?r orı the YJorld Peace Co cll ; Johı 3enson, labor Paı,tlr;

Chairman, Australian Peace Conıılttee; §ecretary, Seamenls Uni oıı

of Australia; Jameg lJamond. L,abour Party, MP; Vice-hesideıi-'ı ,

!ıl?C; ?resident, British Peace Assembly; Professor Jaime Diaz-

Rozzolto, of Guatenala; ],[a zen Husseini , WPC Secretary (Jordeıı);

l,lahııo ud Salaııe}r, MP; §yrian Peace Natlonal Conıoittee ; tı:adc

unionist; Baathist; Tair Tairoy , professor, IYPC Secre-tal.y (USSR);

Steve ta}bot, author (U§A); Iikka Vehka].ahti , Editorie} Bo.ı::d

Chief, Finnish Peace Committee, ınember of the Centre Party;

ilans J. krysınanski Director, }lunster University, Instiiu,ie of

§ociology (FRG).

Belolv is a sııruğaıTr pf the naın ].1nes

with tlıe gtateııents grouped by the toptcs

of tbe discussion,

d.igcusseal.

Peace Can Be Safeguarded

The iınperlalist naes ınealla bave been ırorking hard, to

suggest to the peoples the itlea tbat the 1ntertıational detente

which began ln Europe wa§ no nore than an "accldental pausc"

and that a ıoilitary confıoııtation betrre en capltall§n and so-

clalisn is 'tinevitablet'. It is an effort to prove that tlıe
struggle for peace is allegeii§ ııeanlngleıs end useless, for,
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)-as the authors of the notorious llsanta Te Documentll cynically
declare, |ıvıar i§ inherent in narüindlı. The pafticipants in tlic
symposium exposed, the nan-ba t ing substance of such conceptions,

vrhich are d.esigned to justlfy tbe aggİessive urges and plc;ırs of

iııperialisın, aırd gave nuch attention to analysing the ob

factors ıvhi clr lrelp to preserve peece in present-day coııditiors"
Opening the discussion, Roland Bauer recalled that iir ilıc

five and a half nlllenla of huJrıan hlstoı7 there have becıı almost

1r,000 war§. But is that a good reason to say that vıar is g

lınatural statelt for ııanklnd, to be in? Not at a11. 3ron }ris

earliest beginnings, rnan has always had before hlın the visİon
of peace.

In tbe past, ııarly wrlters, philosophers, sch,olars and

statesmen advocated thekoluston of b1ood§hed, fron the 1ifc of
I

the society. 3ut vıith the eışlqtter societles having coııpletc
sıvay, this eould not be doae. Untt1 the emergence of tlıe
ilarxist theory there wag no scientific basis for erposing tlre

nature of pred.atory wara , on the one haad, and f or slıovıiırg the

natural motivatlonş bebind the aıned actioıl agai.ııst ever7 forıı
of oppression and enslaveİOent, and for Datlona1 freedom, on 'ı;he

other. The nasses were defenceles§ in the face of the nilitarist-
ic and chauvlnistic propaganda catering for policies of agg::an-

disement. Those who wanted peace ].acked the naterial ııeans to
avert aıaed 

_conf].i.ctso. ,

A secret report prepared, by Pıesident Reaganr s poı_iiica1
advisers to define and back up the goals of current US foreign
policy. tr'or details see Rodney Arisnendi l s artlcle l?Global
i,{ııdness Once iı{oret' in @, August, }gBl._-Dd..

]-
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4,

Tod"ay, in tlıe latter half of tbe 20th centurJr the situation
iş a totally ilifferent one. Wi,thin the slx and a half decadcs

since the victory of the October Revolutton, tbe politicel rıap

of the world has changeii beyondl ıegognitloıı, So:ialism has

become a wor].d system exertlng an :lnfluence o]1 every aspect of

interııational d,evelopment. Capltaliom is being bogged d otı:ı

in its econoııic, gocial and poltti.caI crtsiş. Dozens of ııe,ıT ly
independ,ent states which eııerged on the rulns of the colonial
eııpires are nakiug theııselves heord,

Aş a result of these historic chat.geg, the obJective pre-

requisltes favouriıg the cause oi peace have emerged, for the

first ti!ıe. Relying on these, it ls possible to contain the

expapsionist urges of lıryerlali.sn, to acivance to relations of

peacefu1 coexistence betrveen stetes with d.tfferent §ocla] sys-

tems, to ıyarcl off the threat of q world.-wide conflagration, and

over the 1ong teım, coııpletely to exc].ude war§ from the 1ife of

the nations.
The transfo:mation of, socla],tsıı into a ırorld systerı has

paved the ıvay for putting an eııd to saıguinary global conflicts,
Iıiıhrıoud Salaneh d.eclared, At the cogt of great effort, socia"l -
isıı haş succeeded in alterj.ng the balance of nJ.litaıy-politicel
forces in the world and in establighing a ıough strategic pari,by

vıith the capltalist power§. Thtg enabled the socialist comnu-

nity not only to prevent another rvorld war, to the brink of

which i.nperialisın hoa pushed, narı.klnd. egaiı and again over tlıe
past decad.es, but also to llnlt anci in sone instances to ex-

tlnguish 1ocal conf1l.cts gnd itef,end, the intereste of the peoples

subjected to aggression,
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lifneı,. tliscussing the prospects for peaceful d.eveloprıen,b,

vusizlve seme ernphasisted., there is also a need. to tıkc ii:i;o

account t}ıe contributlon which dozens of newly libereted s';ı'.;ıı

have ınac]e to the struggle for peace. The stand of their ovc:"_

ıvhe lming naJority is deteıııineal by sn uııderstanding of thc

connection between thelr urge to ıııin complete political ancl

econorıic ind.ependcnce and the defence of vrorld peace. Tiıeiı,

invo]vement in the non-aligned movement enables then to -balco

joint and purposefu1 action to avert a ıJ[orld wer, and resist
the aggressive acts of neocolonialism.

The impact of economic factorş on political relations
between countries ıvag considered ln the course of the synıposiruı:"

Jarıe]s lTest said that in the case of the Unlted States econonic

interests Lıad a most pa].pable effect on the solutton of problerıs

in international relations. fhis is exenplified by the reactioıı
to l|reaganomlcsıı on tbe part of various nonopoly centres" It
is eşsential_ly a iınecl to recarve the Fed.era1 budget in iavour

of nilitarlsation, it accelerates the groıvth of inflation and

unemplo;rment, and this tends to undeımine the econoııic and

financia1 besis of the state and. to wor§en U§ conpetitiveness
on world ınarkets. This procluces in fixancial and ind,ustrial
circles which are not clirectly coıınected with the a:ıııs bıısiııess
doubts about the wisalon of the llne of nilitaıy-po]iticaI ex-

pansi on.

It a].so breedş discontent anorg the governments of some

countries which are allied with the Unitetl States, because tiı.e

head,long militarisation of the e conoııly ıyhich iıIeshingt on is try-
ing to iııpose on them worsen§ their already difficult ccoııoııic
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o.

conditi_on and iü.İcreases their destabilİsation İn socia} -ıj el,ns _.

such discontent rlas most manıfest in connectıon ıvi_bh tlrc iNnite

Iiouse attempts to involve the NAEo coıııtrİes in an econonİc

bloc]çade oi' the Soviet Union and other socialist cou;:tries,

a schcr.ıe that is adventurist, hopeless and unprofitab]_e"

?articipants in the symposlun spoke of the objectivc irecc]

foi cxteıısive and ınııtually advantagecıus cooperatioıı betvceı

coi,.ntıies ıvith different social systeıns and enp}ıasised tilıt
t]ris ı,Ja § possible only in a climate of d.etente. This creates
,iire condi'cions foı: involving those circles in the capitalis,t

ıvor].d ızhieh are interested in econoınic cooperation ir poi-iiicıl
acts ainıed to easc the internationa]. situation. In othei, ,.ı,tırcls,

the development of econoııic relations between capitalisi a.nd.

socia].l_st countries lays the nıateria1 foı-ııd.ations for peaceful

cocxistence.'
The 1ni,biators of aggression, [air Tairov said, should rc-

member about -bhe latv mechanisn set up after the Second. trTor]-d

Vııar to punish those who had prepared and started, it. The

Statute of Nuremberg Tribunal , subsequently approved by ihe

United. Nations as the gource of inteıaational 1aıv, qualifies
quite uıaınbiguously the preparation and carıying on of aggres-

sive wars and genocid,e as the gravest crines against ınantind.

Based. on the harşh ].ds§oıls of the consequences of aggression,

the j uridicaI principle becorıes especially ıneaningful in -i;}ıc

present conctitions. It has been developirıg in the 1ig}rt of

,' This is exenplified, by the refusal in the §uınmer of 1982
by the lead.irıg Y/est European countries anti Japan to subılit -bo

lfashington.s d.iktet and to scrap their contracts with ttıe Soviet
Uııion for delivery of equlpnent und.er the lıgas_plpeslı projeci.--
Dd.
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Il

the specific featureg of the pre§ent si,tuatlon, notably in ti1'

Declaration on Averting a Nuclear Catastrophe, which vıas

adopted. on the Soviet Union's initi,ative by the 36th scssion

of the lii{ General Assembly. Under it, the octs of siatesmen

vıho decide to u§e nuclear ıyeapon,s first are qualified as ınilitary

crime s .

Noı,ı the gove:nı.nents of ttıe US§R, the Ukrainian SSR and tiıe

3yelorussian SŞR heve proposed the inclusion of this key rrrle
tj-ntc the coae or{Canes against Peace and the Security of l,ian-

kind, ıvhich is being vıorkeil out by tbe lJN Inteıııatlona1 J,aı,ı

Coınıııİsslon.TheCotleistocontatıadeflnit1.onofth.econcclıt
of ııcrime against peace and security of nanklndlı, to shovı the

coıpus delicti and a].so to reassert tbe principle of individtıel

ıesponsibility for crimes of thi§ type,

Many partieipants iı the eyaposiu:ı voiced the conviction

t}ıat ctespite the present highly coııplicated and explosive inter-

national situation, the conolusloD that vıor}d rııar is not fatally

inevitable, drawn a quarter-oentury, ego by the corınunİst move-

ment, con,binues to be fully meaningful. The nain objectivc

factorshelPlngtoaverta5lobala:ımedconflictareştillthe
fol1owing;

-ttıepolitlcal,econoınleanddefencepotentİalofrnrorld
socialİsm vıhich iş p}aced. at t}ıe se:nıice of the cause of peace;

- the growlng inflııence of the lyorlring claşs aııd, the

invigoration of its struggle agalnst the power of the nonopolies

and for peace;

- consolidation of ttıe unity of the ıvorking c]ass and al1

the other working people through the d.cvelopnent of cooperatıon
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Q,

between Coınrıunists, Soctalists and Social Democrats in tlıe
struggle agatnst the iianger of Troı| and. in defence of the ıvoık-

ing peopleıs interests 3

- the vital concern for tbe pıeserııatlon of peace and

consolidation of the detente of tbe couıltries of Asia, Africa

and Ietin Ameri ca unitecl iı tbe 19p-6!| §3ect movement, rzhic}r have

an ever greater part to plsy in worlil affalrş;
- contradietj.oııs on the issues of ıtar and peace ıvi,thiır

the rulirıg c'ircles of tlıe capitallot powefs, betıryeen tlıe ad-

vocates of a contlnuation of, the ıı glt,gngth'ı Polİcy and realistic-
nj:ıded leaders rnindful oi tbe cataotrophic conoeguences of a

nuo]. ear-niss ile lvaT;

- the growing economic, acientific, technical and. eco1o5ica1

int erd.epend.eüce of all the states, ırhlch requires comprehcnsive

and equitable cooperation between theıı; Bnd

- broader infoıınatlon of the worlal public conc e:rııing the

consequences of waı ıulth the use of ığa§§ destrııctlve weapons, on

the one irand, and the eşıerience of the past deqaale ııvbi ch lıas

broı.ıght up the benef,lcial effects of tbe detente on the socio-

ccononic condition of the maggeğı oı the other.

Necessary Condltion; Unity end Action

rt was also eııphasised in the iliscusşion that the exiştence

of objectlve cond.itions which ııake İt posslble to halt ttıe drive

by the forccs of ıver and to cafeguerd. and develop the detente

does not ln itself guarantee a'n improvement of iateızıational
re].ations. The outcome of the struggle for peace largely depcııds
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9,

on the creation of th. necc§sary subj ec iİvc Prcrequisİtcs, i. c. ,

on the activity old purpoeefulnees of the anii-}var raovcnıenis

and on their cohesion on the natlonal and lnte::national lcvel.
However, it ls not easy to creatc such cohesion, because iıı-
perialisıı seeks to set the peacc forces 8t odds ırith each other,
and to isolate f,hg Çonnıınİsts in the first place.

In the Uniteci States, said ggg_Eg!, nuch is being said
about a lıVietnaın EJmdrone!ı ııvhich rıas prod.uced by thc, sanguinary
experienae of Washiııgtou| s iıopertallst aggre§sion in Indochina.
J,[ilitaristic propagand.a bas trİed to convlnce public opinion
that the psychologicaİ lıpact of the defeat in Yletnam vüich
intensified the anti-war mood i.s no ğıore than a 'lcontagious
disea§e'ı which lş bouıd to dlsappear soon. But the fact tlıat
such a lısyıldTomeıı o:ıİ.6inated in the flrst plece and has con-
tinued to exlst must be {ıeen a8 an eışression of tbe urge on tiıe
part of the ınasses to prevent fresh nilltaılı gambles.

Although tbere are obvious elenıents of spontaneity in tlıe
US peace noveınent, it has alsp ghown signs of e cıxrstallising
neşı trend.: itş roots noıjr rıııı rıu cb deeper tnto the working clgss,
It tıas involved the public at large, The US Peace Council ,

whlch has been in existence for only a fev, year§ (lt ls affili-
ated to the Worlci Peace Counc1l) has already set up braııches

in 4O cities. More than lO otber natioua1 organloati.ons are
actlvely caııpai.gnlng in defence of peace. Many of them are ef-
filiated, vıith the anti-ııilitariatic coalition !tFor a }treız Foreign
and Military Policy'ı. The bellicose polj-cy being pursue<l by

the ilhite House hag çç69 ıınğç5 i,ncreaslng criticisn fron hi8h].y
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10.

allthoüitative po].itioian§, iliplonats and, ınilitaıy specialists,
and this has glven ontİ.-war action greater concreteness and

conpet ence.

The actioıs of the peace fi.gbters have forced. the Reagan

Administration to nanoeuvre. Its poosibilities for ignorin5
tlıe ,ıııi11 of, the people are shriııkirrg. One should not rule rıı-rt

the encrgeace of conditlons whic}ı w111 u].tinate§ confront the

White l1ouse vııLth the need to revieıı tts foreİ.gn policy 1inc.
At any ratc, historlcal e4perience testifies to the reality
of suclı a task. ],,e t uş reca}I , foı instance, that in tlıe aarly
197Os, the rabld gııf,{-ggrruıuııişt Rtchard Ntxon was forced, ı_:ıd or

the pressurc of objective façtors, to recognİse the need, to

develop relations rith the Soviet Union on the principles of
pcaceful coexİştence and to sign with it a set of egreoııen,ts on

the ııost acute snd, complicated lsgues iu Sovlet-American re-
lat 1ons.

Stressing this view, GeorE Kwiatorııski saİd that if tlıc
Reagan Ailııtnistration wsş forceil, in 1981, efter long end. stubboın

refusals, to enter into negotiations uıtth the Soviet Unioıı on

me cli ıım-raug e nlsslle ıreapoıs, and. in 1982 , on a limitatlon ancl

rcductlon of strategtc ureapons, it was pres§ure from the peacc

rıovement that bad a Dot unidportant ro}e to play in this nıat-ter.

Further §uccess in the §tıugg].e agalıst the darıger of war

can be sconed, onJ.y lf aevı foıces are involved ln it, and the

attenpts to split.then are d,efeated. Here it ghoııld be bornc

in mincl that the peace Dovement ia the IRG tş now much nore

checkered than it has eveı been in the past. İts paı:ticipaııts
come fıoıı virtually a11 the social st].ata and. are people witlı
diverse pol1tical and ideoJ.ogical vlews.
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ii.

Thc cpponents of the detente havc been trying to spliı;

';1ıı ranks of thc peace f ighters above a11 by roeans of an ii-

comnrunist falsificationş. It was asserted, for İnstance, t]l:l;

the siruggle against the d,eployıı,ent of US medİı_ııı_range ı,ıissilcs

crr 'çire territory of the TRG is ilrun]l by the Cornaunists and thııt

their purposes in doing so cut act'oss the interests of tlıe
peace novement. !'{h en such İnventions failed to take eff ec,t,

reac'cion tried, to meke the Peace movement prove its llindepen-

d cııce'i and "rlgiıt to be trustedlt by separatin8 i'cself f ron tiie

c ommuni st s .

\[c, Coıımunists, have,patiently explained, to a11 the peace

forces in our country that for u§, a vforking class pal,ıJ,,

nothing is more inportant than peace. A r,ıorld l,ıithout 1,/eapoi]s

is oıre of the greatest ideals of §ocialism. Its realisetioır is
in the interests of ııanklnd as a l,,ıhole. l?e are prepa::ed to sı-rp-

port any initiative vıhich could brİng on the attainrıen'c of tlıİs
goal. Becauge tlıe Gerııan Comrıunist Party has organic boncls

ıyi,th its countryt s ıvorking class, it can make an iı,ıpoı,tant cc:ı-

tribı-rtion to the fulf i]_ment of the nain §trategic task, rıliich is
to unite the peace movement ı.ıİth the T/orkİng_class ]iıovenent.

No one has a monopoly on the struggle for peace. That is
ııhy there must be no eııemies, but only partners ıııit,ıin tire

peace forces ı movement. 1heir cooperation on e basis of

equality ıvt1l help to overconıe the renıaining tlbarriers of Lli:-
trustl' and §ceptieism.

Hans J. Ifuysına_nshi ad.ded, that in the IRG 1'; ııas ııot cır17

a ııatter of the peace movement naki!.,g a quentitative ]-eap. One

coul d say that the country İo goıng t}ırough s process of l|an,bi-

vıar ed.ucation'l which has involved broad ııas§es of people, liıere
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12.

is now evidence, he soiil, of the mo§t renarkable sıving in socla1

consciousness gince the watr, The vigorous actlon by the aııti-
rıişsile forces has brought a ırarked change in the political

The ideas of peace have been penetratlng ever rıore deeply

into the Social Democratİc Party, shapiııg a strong vı,ing favour-

ing the !'RGıs repudiatton of Waohingtonıs nuclear-ııt8sile
strategy. Up to 40 per cınt of the nembers of tlıe trYee Democ-

ratic Party aro opposed to thg regllgation of NATOis plans for
deploying U§ ııediu.n-range nieıilğ§ on the territolT of ,i;he

Republic. There are oynptons that the geace trends are a]-so

gestating both in the Chrtstlan Deaocratlc Party and in its
3avarian branch, the even nore con§ervatlve Christian Sociel
Union. Consl,derab]"e changes are algo undeı wey outside tiıe party

structures: the trade unions are actively involved. ln anti-ıyaı,

action; the churches-_the Catlıoltc and especially the

Evangelical--are raislng ever Joud.er voİces ln defence of peace.

Turnirıg to the situation ln Finlaıd, Iikka ı/ehkalalrti

said that, 1n oontra§t to ınaıy other couııtries of Y{estera and

Northern Duroper a great deal there has been done on ştate

1ines to inplenent the prlnciples of, peaceful coexistence betıveen

couniıieg with d,ifferent socio_econoınic systens. But this
?aasikivi_kekkonen 1ine is undcr. attack both inside and outside

Elnlaııd. In tbeşe cond,itions, it is nore iııportant than ever

before patiently to explaİ.n the substance of the danger to tlre

cause of peace and to şhoı.ıı it s true §ources and lvays of elinıi-
nation. Tbis can further invtgorate tlıe anti-nıil itaris t movemeni

vılılch, in Finland, brings together a broad spoctrum of politice}
forces.
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lhe Australie Peace Comittee, vıhl ch ıvas set up a ferv years
5€O, sald Jo}ıİr Benson hag itş branches tn the capİtals oi' tiıe
states and. ln spne pııavİıcial cittes. Its petitİon derıancliı:.g

the removal of US ııllttary basee fron the countryls territoıx"
lvas sİgned by thousands of people who hed come to realise -t]ra t
if the Pentegon should gtert e öonflict, these US outposts
could. t uı"n Augtralla into a Ducİear target. The poiıt now is
to give massİve EcoPe to our aDtİ_war ınoveııent, and one of t]ıe

ways of d,oing this İs to go beyond actions for peace ancl raise
otheı probleııc of öonoer.ıi to public oplılon Xn the country,
thereby iıcreastng t}ıe nııııber of 1tg potentlal allteş.

The speclfic featııre§ of the Israeli peace novemeni,

said Ibrahin Malik , aıe pıedeterııinecl above ell by the fact
that 1t bag to come out agai.not the aggressive policy of the
rullng circles of itg. oJ[ı countı?, a policy which has alreedy
caused several sanguinary conflJ.cte. Yfasbtngtonı s stake on

converting Israel j.nto a baştion of the U§ hegenonİstic l1ne
in the ]Iiddle Eaot region, the continuecl Israe11 occupation of
extensive Arab territof,ies, and the ıırge on the part of thc TeI
Aviv rulers to destroy tbe talegttne resistance movement--such

are the source§ of the exp}osJ.ve eltuatlon, vıhich for several
d.ecades novı hag been a §ource of Justiiled, alerm anıong the
peace_Ioving public !n eveıy coıııer of the vıorld.

Nevertheless. deıptte t}ıe prevalence of uatlonellgtic gnd,

chauvlnistlc attitudeş in the country, there has recently been
a marked groigth 1n the nı:ııber of those wtıo have begun to realise
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t}ıe great harrı of the governnrent ı s refusal to seek ıvays f oı: ı
just and lasting peace wlth the peopJ-es of the ne igiıb ouırin5

coıııı'cries. Ttıe rnain que§tlon for the anti-war ııovcnen-ı,' iıoı-ı is
lrorv to unit, their forces.

Thc Çoınmunists befieve that it is quite possibJ_e -i;o achicvı

unity. Bııt only on one contlttion. A11 the pcacü,, f iglltcıs ı;r,-ı s t

givc up attenıpts to impose their vievıs on tlıeir partners. Such

atter,ıpts ere instanccd by the stand of tlre leadcrs of t]ıc
t'?eace [od.ayll organlsatioıı, who havc made joint action c oıı'c i;rg eıı,l;

on the adoption of the Zionist ideo!-ogy by the other pıı"cicipan,l;s

in the ırovonen,b,

Progressive eleınents resolutely reject such clains, belieı,-

ing that tiıey lead to en |ı exc oüıu]ri ca tion" of Coronunişts and

Arabs from the anti-war movement. For their part, the Corırounis'çs

'l ay dovrn no ltldeolo6ical conditionsll . T)ıeir stand is cfcar:

the lristoric responsibllity for ridding the country and t]ıc

ıT hole of the ]vllddle East of tbe danger of ı,ıar reguires j oin-i;

action by al1 the peace forces despite their ideological_ dif-
ferences and nationa1 origlns.

The Comıııınist Party of Caıı,ada ı §aid Jack Plıilli s, balieves

that success, in tbe strııgg}e for peace depends on ,ııhether itg
adherents gucceed iıı creatlng a politicğl potential ıııhi ch na]çes

it possible to preveılt tbe ni].ltarlstlc circles from tur:rıing back

the clock of hi.story. Here 'ıre find encouraging the considcrablc

support gıven to the petition addressed, to tbe govcrnııen"c by

the Canadian Peace Congress. It ls highly syııptoııatic that suclı
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a clearly antİ-nİlitaristic docunent is v,ıİnıirıg rıore and nore

supporters in the Nevr Democratic Party14 among thc Sociı]_

Dcıııocrats and tracle-uııİonists. tret us recal] that in the carly
195Os the trad.e-uıion and social-deınocratic 1ead.ers c oncl erıııc d.

the Stockholm AppeaI and, attecked alI those who supportec]. it.
nıii-ıvar action in Great Britaiıı hag novı risen to a neu

s tegc , said James Leınond. ]ı{aııııno th d.eııons trat ions iır dı.fcnce o.'

iıcacc havc j:rvolvcd tirc representetives of rır€ıny politj.cal aircı

sociel foTces whic}ı had up to now rerıained on the sicclilıcs
or' action against the thrcat of war.

Changcs İn tbc mood of broad. public cİrclgs arc so in-
poıtant that the last two conferences of the labour Pert;.
ca]led for opposition to the deployrıent of U§ mediuıir-rangı

ınissi]_es on British soil. The 1981 Conference caııe oı-rt for
Grcai; 3ritainl s uni]-atera1 nuclear d,isarrnament. Thc rcso],-iti on,

ıüich condcrrms tlıe gov.ernmen'c r s decision to re-equip Britis.ı
subnarines ıvith Tri<lent ınissiles and to a]lovr the dcployııen';
of US cruisc nıissiles in thc Brltish I"1"" ouu" also adopted

at a confeı,ence of the I.,iberal Party. the latest confcrencc
of ti-ı.e British Trades Union congress (İUc) voiccd, its oppositİon
to tlı,: coı.uitıy l s invo]_vement İn Washİngtoni s missile stra'ıegy.

4 Tho N"lo Denocratlc }erty was set up in 1951 on the basis
of the cooperati.ve coınmonwealth !'ederation and a section of tiı..
trade unions; it is a member of t}ıe Socialist Inteıııational
end is repre§entod in Parltament. -_Ed.
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a.

The partlctpantg İn the synposirııı agreed that the folloı,ıing
positive trends ln the clevelopnent of the peece movement, ıvhich

is becoming an eyer noıe 1nfluentlal factor in averting yr'ar,

couild bc brought out:

- the nassiveness of the ııoveı[ent, the extenslon of its
party, social and ialeologlcal boundar*"". it, tranşcendence beyoırd

tlre fraınervork of existing nationol entl i.nteıınatlonaI organisations,

and internati.onalleatlon of action on a 81oba]. and regiona1

- forınation of concrete clenandş in the llght of eech

couı].try l s specific conditions. exteııslon of the range of these

d.emand s to other probleııs of public concern, and the growJ.ng c onı-

prehension of the interconnectiou betueen the struggle against

rıar and the poteatialitles f,or pııogrısstve soc1o-economic and

cultural development ;

- tbe clearer uıcleıstaı<liııg of tbe proportlons of the irı-
pend.irıg threat of war ancl gra<lual awafene§s of lts true sources;

- the recogıition of the const:ıııctive role of tire socialist
couııtriesı initiatives on dişarmsneat and the strengthenin€ of

international security ;

- the sense of confideıce iı the effectiveness of action

against nilitarl§tic plans;

- the 6rowing resdinesc to overcoııe polttical aad, ideological
barr -eı§ foı tbe sake of cooperatioa in everting war.

Settiıg Goals, Defiıtng hlorities

The eııergence of an iııpressive, even if ofgaü,isationally

ı.rnformaliged coelition of anti-wgr forces has maale it especially
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17.

important to have a precise itefinitlon of the main lines and

priorities iıı the activlty of tbe peace novenent. T}ıerc is
nolv a ınırch more vıgoroug seaTçh f,or programes which could lrelp

to unite a broeal circle of organisations, €roups and individuals,

irrespective of the dlversi.ty of their positions. The poin'u is,
therefore, to find the most pronistrıg spheres for the applicatioa

of efforts enil to conceıtrete on these.

Mucb more attention should be glveıl to the probleıı of

correct slogans, Iikka Ve}ıkalahti eııphaslsed,. Tlıe experlenco

of the struggle for peace İn 3tin].anal ghows that it is ııoı,ıı no

1onger rlght to conflne oneself to geıeral ca]ls for peace and

disarmanent. 1here is a need. to tıy to unite nen and. rvonen for

action in ı"avour of concrete proposals ,ııhich are ecceptable for

the ınajority, regard.less of theiı origln§. In Fiııland, for

instance, this could. be the struggle to convert i{ord.ic Europe

into a nuclear-free zone.

Anorıg the lıey taska, apeakers §aid., ls the need to indlcate

tlıe sources of the current grave tenslon and those who are

actually to b].ame for it. It ııvas saial t}ıat the question of

those who are to blame for the difficulties arislng in the ıvay

of the deteate, those wbo seek to §tart a t|second cold war'l ,

encl those vıho are buildtng up t}ıe materia]. base for the

|l strerıgthtı pollcy is of, more than acad.eııic interest. The ansı,ıer

to it ls extremely neaniııgfuI for a corTect orl-entatlon of

the anti-war novement.

There is no aloubt about the gucces§es of the peace move-

ııent, James lamond said. 3ut then there is also no doulıt tlıat
,tlıat tlıe extent to which masseg are conscious of the cornplexity
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of intemational processeş stiIl fallş short of tlıe high }evel

of anti-vıar activtty. Tbus, one uıil1 frequently find a tendenca,

to put equa1 ıesponsibility for the worsentng internationa1
situation on the Unİted §tates and. on the Soviet Union. l,Iot a].l

the opponents of ni]-itaıy preparatlons are able to see througlı

the deraagogic character of lVa§biııgton r s 'lpeaceıı initiati.ıes.
ITot all are aware, say, that behind, the ıotorioı.ıs 'izero option'1

is an atteııpt by the White House to cha7,ge the balance of

strategic forceE agai.nst the' !]Iarşaw Treaty countrieş.
An effective v/ay to clari.fy the truth, Roland 3auer said

is to e:rpose before broad. pub}lc cllcles tbe essence of

Washington|s polİtlcal conceptions ln the 1tght of its d.eclara-

tion to t}re ıryhole vrorltl that ıısone thiııgg atre Eıore important 'chan

peace't1 V{ith hesid.ent Reagan ." İtu ınouthplece, the US

Ad,nj.:ıistration haE calletl f o! e '' cruğad,el' against the f orces

of soclal emanclpation and natlonal liberation and has declared

its goal to be the lıdestruction of socielism eş a world. system'l .

Those ere the goal.s to whlch are geered tbe Pentagon doctrines
of the llf irst nuclear ştrike't ç l'ırarniııg nuclear §hotll , lt]_inriterl

nuclear ıyartl a:ıd, |lprotracted. nucleer warıl . Those are tlıe pur-
poses §erved by the attenpts to deııoııstrate that a therınonuclear

conf].ict ls tltolerable'| and that 'ıİt ceı]. be woniı. One of t}ıe

practica1 coııgequences of these ııilitaristic d.octrines is the

re j ection of the proposals ıaade by tb,e socialist comuni.ty

countrl.eg for endJ.ng the aıas race and than goirıg on to d,is-

armarnent on the bagis of the !ıjJıclple of equality and, equal

sec urity.
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ir.

tlıe ]IAT0 couıtries ı Ioııg-te:n pro8rarnırıe for l|ad.ditionel

armamentl'; the d,ecigioı to get <iorn to full_scale prod.uction of

neutron bombs; tbe p}aıs f,or deployiD€ Dew lıEuros tra tegic "

ııissiles ln Westeıgı §ıırope; tbe cheınical re-egulpıoent of the US

arıly--all these are Xnterconneeteil stages 1n tlre adaptatioır oi
the vrer machine of the Unlted Stateg and lts a1l1es to tlıe
politica1 need.s of the ruling cla§§ea of the impeTlalist porur".5

In view of the fact that naqy of those involved in the

anti-war moveınent oppo§e the concrete nanifestatlons of the

threat of war but have yet to discoyer lts tieep roots, it is
tlıe Coıuıunists ı duty systenatically to expose the sharp class
ed.ge of the curreni ilrlve by reactlon, seid R. Valdez '/ivo.
Its rıain efforts are concentrated__by ııo mere chance--in tlı.e

zones of the world wbere the peoples rya:ıt resolute social charrge.

Thus, ttıe V{hite House ls furious over the eonsolidation of so-

ciallst Cubaıs posltioıs, the revolutionary charıges tn Nicaragua,

the patriotic movement in Dl §alvgtior ani[ other Latin i!ıerican
countries. Inileed, Washirıgton bas not even trteci to cover i-ıp

1ts readiness to engage ln eny ganbles to helt the decllııe of

inperialist influence and to keep the reactlonalT regirıes in
POTJeiı

The participants in the sşmposium expre§seil the conviction

tlıat, wben analyslıg the cauşes behiııil the vıorsening of the

international gttuatioıı, it'ls aot rlght to conflne then to

5 On tl," cbaracter and. scale of US niUtary preparatioırs,
see commentary by James Vrlest in S, 'lNew Facts: i:l?ıo Is Pre-
paring f or War anal Who Seeks Peacel', Apri,l, 1982.-B.
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20.

,l', i iı,i i-'] 1.,l1I'ı of tlıis or ttıat goverıınent, of ';]ıis oi ,iiı.,.,i

,-,ou:.'gı;i-s pciitİcion. Thırç, is ,i;lıt: YeİJ- r:xiste:ıc,- o- ,ı,:pe--_,l,-

;;n, f ..ır ,,ıiltc,ı cxieı::.o1 eı?ansion, ,i;iı,.: drivı f oı, :ıeır]<e ,,uı i,.ilcl

t j.İJ-ın!|.!,J;:1i_i } source§, :.nd şubordl&rtİcı1 of s,;ates i,]nc ]]J.l]r Cİ

rül^c L], ;ll:cess.IJr ccndi,}İo1 .,i -x:'.si!rncc and clcvclopneıl,iJ.

J.ıir..e J]:-f,r-Rr zzo,;t o ıair1

i-l,..::: ı,ggı.e:.ıuis cr_ıen.i hos aıhııi.s b;cn a,İ tiic ı.ooi of :.6gı,cssi_-;:

l,..]i.:. T<;,i.ı3ı, iıı -İlı.: d:..j.vı: foı.ııa:ıİııuıı profi,;. ,;],ıı: s,;;.kı is c,_ı

),.,,-:,::.ı] less nj.I_,itııj. ga,l,,:ı;ı,ı of ,!hl, e ccııoıı;: oİ t'iıe :|ııp,:r,ilı i;s t

p;J.].!. Soııe bour6;e oi§ cçor,ODlısts even rcgaı,ıl İ,i as a rie;ııs

i'cr] o1,.r.:,nıİng tiıe crisls p)ıenonena and theirr sociel coı,-

a.q]_r-.ıcü]s. Bu'u ].iie iıas shown §Lıch co]1ccptlcıs ,t,ı bc to";al i;,

,__-.....-.lİ ^^..ı]i,/-l.lru_-=şa.

_-hı stıc}lp_}iıg o-f ıii,ırs ts a process tlıüt lıas i,İs o",n,ı, :l,:_

;-rn:.1 1,ıg:lcı Thı bui].,ş-t,,p wı.r r.ı;ı cir ire cou}d tıjIıp,i thc ıl,s,;

.r d.ıcıı-i; ıı:.o us cİİ§lcs of tııperİaltgrı ';c.ı §e-; ii i:r rı,ıot.ı,::ı or, i:,,_;

aıi1- ı,atı, ,:o ıse it to .intinldr-.te i-is adıi,3rseı,l,--, s. 1:: sırcl,ı

c j_::cıir,lstc.:ıccs, ,i;ılc dİştcnce betııeşl,.,. ı, ı'cold ı,,ıeı:'ı Rııd ı. s}locı i;__l..;

i-.,aı,is hairli:ıı.
!ı]:i1.- c::İentİng tbc pei.ic,- novelrents ,bolraf,ds the ;ec|] ;,,

curb ;iıc i:rj]lueııce of, ,biıc nillİ;aıx--:indus,ixi;i ccnplcx as ti;":

iıuıedia,tc s,;irou]-.ıtci, of ';iıç arııs ıecc, §e.:d i]e:ls -,-.,,. ^1ı.i

iılı: shr.ıuili dral.ı ı,l;tt,:ı,Lion ,to ,ihç ı'ac-:; ,]iıut i,i; has e.ı iıi'};,r,:r,:

,r.-; r,ııJ_i <ıı: ,ühı prodiıctlon sphere. Tlıg ııa j_a foıe-:6n p,.ı1-'-c;"- c,-,d

nı;1:_.;ary_s.}İeİ.gic,ıeııdeı..cies i-iı-e si:apec witiıİn ,bi:e ıııırı:,ils

ı:' L.;j-;ı coııpIex, rrhich in t}ıc 1,:ıa'ii:ıG iıpcı,ialiı,i; poy,ğıs is i:,-

cıı.asingly cıslesci_ıig rıit}r tiıc s-!e'ct,: tıp;;*;ıtiıs.
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lL.

iiıu5, p:ırıi.cipeı'} s

';:..s,. t;]. :.1:::.üeİ:-stic

cc;,.:l-]j:a-:.3 ı c ailsj. s-i3n'!

ir],:-j_ci]s the priırcilıl ı s

lli';i1 .j i f j",., r:e n,tj §ocı31

i:,^ tlıe §y,ırıp o s!ıııı Li]ıgc C tile n,JC ,ic c3],-

iıolicy of inperioll.sıı aııd, tiıe sociı,]_] s j

policy of biiı€1,-§ ,;o in,'rıe riıe,t i cı;, ı]_ ı,c-

of p ce.?f,.İlli c o ex:stenc,, b ı-,tvıe e,ı .s,.;",;,_,s

sys;eıJj§. 'ı'iıj.; ıııoı-rii iıc}1> ,to ::ıf ,u,,"; c ti,,-ı

f ı-,is:: coıtci:pts cf ,'bj.oc polıcy|lı |jeqlla} ı,, sp oi;sl-bi'l i'l;),,' o' -""n

i;:i;,; e li Stş,i ı s and ";iı,e

-\,: ..

§ovj.e,i Ui,ion f or th"ı 6rorıirg ,b]:ı:ca } Oı

1ıl.İliiscon.,eX-iıspe.i}iel.Şsaif].,ı.İisİ.ııpo:tari.i;.,:.lr::rp-Ll:.:-.
';o]ır'cad'pııulıccil.cleş.ibcİac,;.!irg,tuııdcrsLlcin].i.]İl.;h:ı.eiı

i;.1. Jl].],i:. i t;l cl.a§s.,g ı ,SoCia1 g";ra,}ı,, or CrCLlps -iirat coı-ı"] ]ı,ı,ı" l,

s'ıakeia.;1]'.-.a].ns:.eıe.iiİıilita.ri§iligcrconoıicsa:ld]1o.i.-.İ,.,.l:.'
-;o sey nııtlıiÇ of, vJars. po:: ,i;h; gccıa],is,'; cat"il,j-a.ii-,s, ::,; 1,1L-,s

s.lıcl . pe:,ec j.s a neccşsal1, c)n(].itioı: t-or İıııp 1e nıe_:-l; -l :ıg -,;iıe 1ı:,5;_

terı:-ıplaııs.ı.jı<;cio-ıcc§ouıicı..nc]cui.r...ı]İald.eveiopncn.;alrıd.fo::

e ::,;,_- !1dirjg j_:ıt erıa ti cıı:.1is-; assist;:ıl_:e ,i;c 'i;l-e l'-vclı"ııionaı7 ,

..rc,,ü.iona_]_ li oeı.: tioa jorr: es.

L.iı,: Sov,_ei; Unioıl ıınc-. tlıe ,,,,üher €oci.ili.st s,ra_i;es ;,rc ıoii;,ji;i.j

;ö iies]: iJ t,.,; ii:eir pe;ıc; tenet§! 1yiti-, a gtı,trc,;ırr": of ,i;ı:cıtics ,,,,r;,

J|g::. eııe:].-b s , ,;iıa,i !.s, _;o ;rıı,cs,i ,ihe:ir ıİ,ch e:,n 1ı,;,:rnt:,_lioır:,1_fı,",ı

;iı,elıac teı. thc sc ci.:lıs ,; 
c ı:!ıırın,i i;], is : r,elı..b Lc bulıvark oi

-.:e -ı,Z,ces of peaco, ıiisplc;-i:i8 i'iiıL,iC5s j,j'- Iii:lite1,3 cf p;,iıı-;l,-!.

.r:].d ı ,.adİİ:e3,3 İ,cr r,ıı;t ı,la 11ı: .ıccep,table oomploxtıso, ::.:id ıv,rlli:.3

,';ç 5:Ive b,:-ih 5}obe,.1 prob].eng anü paT"iciılar tssues pııviı5 -::_,ı:

\-IaJ, ,:.l..'*Ids ,;hı ;ı tinatu gaals.

'ı,Ihen dıscri,:iıı6 ;lrı söcialisiJ c,,,,,i:^-iries i f o::e,ı3,: pol;cy

i;ıi.iİa.üj.ves, s.:ıid grn$_§+,}!, :i_rJ is no't on'L],gh 'ıc s'İi:r'; ';lı'-___'
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fıc.İuei c.spects. İbeı.e nuşt be a tbeore=ical aııa1;,sls cf ;lıeiı

co:r,bent. lThen spealıİ.rıg ı agVı abou-ü the Sovl_e,; Pe:ce Prc,gı,;ı:ı_ıc

foı thc 19BOsı it is veıy uscful to brln5 out its organ:lc coı-

ncc.cioıı. wlth the İdeologİcal and poiİtical pıinciples of' 'iir,ı ',ıel-İ

society. Thls vıj_il ınake cven ııore evj_dent ttıe c]lalec,;ica: c,..,::-

nection between coıımurrisi ldoalg s.nd. tire urge tc,ı saf e8uaro l]eı"c,,

Enri vıili lıelp broail cifcies of world puiı).ic oPinion io leal_i s l.:

,;iıa.İ fo; -}iic soclalist c ouı,bı.les the policy of c onso iidt-. t!ıç;

i:ıi; ernatioııal secuıİty and disomBment is not eı tactical ploş

lu-t c. stra,;egic liıe1
Sone speaİiers said tiıat i_} İrag neceg§aı} to sho\T more ileep_

1y ,:ııd. clearly the daııgerLo ııorid peaoe posed by iıotbeds oi

1oca1 i;er.sio-;l and aı,ngd. conf lict. Iıı this conte ı,L ,

.l.uı",z!*ı, cal].ed for efforf,s to sprearl rıore ıvidely the priırciplc,

ı,iıiclr sccialist deınocracy proela:ined a 1orıg ,iirıe a5o , ;ı,_-,:ıciy,

-Lhai; peace vıas indİvisİble. Iıı tİıe oi]trtext of thc de-",en_İe,

t]ıis meent the neetl to regaı.d the lettcr e§ a $1ob;ı1 plocCSSo

Dxaggerailng tlıc iııporteırcc of deten,i;e in oııe paıt oİ İ;lr:

ıvorio and, igır,3i116 the danger of oonfrontatir,,;n in aıio,i!ıcı, i g

tantamount to leaatinğ the peacc fof,ces onto the vı-!oı:5 rcad,

Tl;.us, s oıae particlpants in e.niİ-,war novencnts İı the Arab

couııİ;ries .üeİrd -to undeleltİnate tlıe İmpcrtance of ,İhe inicr_

na.bional detente f oı- solvİrıg the probleıas of thei:: regiojl. Bi,.,,;

ii :.s ıze}l knovın tlıat in the pariod of de,i;enie oonrmon effcıri;s

ı;rere ııade by the U§sl and t]re Uni,l;eıi Stetes to f j::d a ızc5, f c 
_;

se,Ltiirı6 the }ıiiddle üıst conflict by polt-tical ıneans.
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JJiaboratiııg on Li l{us§eiııtıs iciea, Şarad.a i,,[i"trg ıcld,:cl';iııı,i;

imporiance of the deteş-ie ln Euıope ig not coni'lued -bo tiıe fac,i;

tha,L it opened belore 'ıiıe peçles of the §c,cieli§i .:nd ,Jf ,ijli,j

capitt)-ist parts of the coıti-ıenf a reiıl ııay ';o ,bb,e esta}lis]ı-

:..ient of 5ood-nei5hbouı,haod,. 
, Pes ce ıntttar;ives iı Euı,ope

cıctlteil i;iıe prospect f cr a 8Joba]. d.t:ten,ie, f or its ex,te:rsİc_ı 'çc

c-:iıe-, reglons. Tiıe detente iıee hclpcC n§n}, peoples to scoie

sl,.cce§seg in i;iıe §truggle for national liberatioıı and soc-işl

eııaı,ıcİpı'ıion.

There 1s yet another argı,ıment ıılriclı helpo ,i;be non-jjurropei:,n

rra,iions ,i;o 6atı:. a better und.erstandiı:g of tbe ,f,eııger of
,ıliııi,ied" coıı:ı_'licis, said §IJLi;ggı fbe yerT fact ,i,]ıı,i -b}rc

ıL=.in ::orceg of thc ]{oı, üh Atlaıı,i;ic Bloc aıd t}ıe llarsaıy 9reat1,

iil,e in coııfroııtation in sıırope nakes İ.t higlıly prcbleııaiictıl
-ihat it could be posslble ';cı loca],ise eyeıl an initially sııa1l

conf lict breı,ıking out t'lıere, if it involves any pa:'ties belor^8-

iır5';o t],ıes e nil ti;aıy-p oli'ctce 1 aligııııen,i s .

Eh: syıaposium also d.calt ırith tbe probleıı of comba,}ing tiıe

psycho,.ogİ.ca1 warfarc çarİi.ed on by the inPeria].ist ccıtres.
in i-}s et'forts to decefve. the socj.gl f,oıces, C.].qg1_4"İ,"".

said, boiııgeois propaganda ]ıas acted aloı5 'ııvo maln lines: on

the one lıe.ıd, i.t 'nss sorrgh'; to prcve the ']5ood. inte:,rtiolstı oi
-i;lre iııpeıiali.st powers. and oıt the othor haııd, ,io cı-ı,l,i;ivtıte en';i-

couıı.ıı.uıist ıııd, in par,ğiculaı,, e.ııti-Sovie,b a,i-i;itudes wlilı e1l

';hc ncşng 6,ğ i-t§ clisposeI. TJ"nile this is not § :ıew wai-. of ı,;o::k-

iıı6 on pubiic opini.oı-., li shoıi].d, be tıea'ced rıi,th al1 scı,ious:lcss.

Af ';e ! elJ_, tber,. c.re ştil]. ııany pe<ıple vıho trust bourgcois
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inj'oııaetion. this .1160 applies to the peoples of ti:e Carilıbeın

o:ı. vıhoır iorıcirts of refİned lies bave ,oeen pouı:ed fc:: yıt,.ı,s.

lfaile vigorousj,y ergosing tlıe a§se}tioüs abou'; §onc 'l Sovie,i

o }1ıri e enpiıasiğea. ,i;here ls also ş need -;c b,:ar

in ninr] ,i;lıat some of tirose w}ıo }elteve iıı ';he i:çeria}is,i ıı,r,,}iıs

al.e oLı.r bı.o,İhers by class. 'ı'fe ırust.hel.p tlıerı ,i;o e scaiıe florı ,;]rc

propaga.:dcı§l].aresofcapİ.tal,tolearıihe.i;ru.iha.b'.ırtsocİa].-
isi forelgn poiicy, about' its ideoiogical subs,teace 9s J pclic;-

oi peace and coope}a,iioıı amoıı6, ıııtions.
iYhen the bourgt:oİ.sİ,e uses craf,ty ııet}ıods for nrinip,,rl_ı,u İı:5

Pubtic opir"ion in t,;ıe 1d,eolo61ca1 st:ııggle, ba ctrıvıaı,d, vicııs cı-,n

_berıpclarİli_ prevaİı iıı a section of 'the tıorlcİ.ng people. 3u_b :,_,l;

is a şcienttf ic, progressive and hıınaıı,işiic ideo1o6y ,;bş, t ca]i

gloııı_. §core a }as.iing strai;egic victory in the idcologiual cc:ı_

f-soıı,l;ı,.ioıı, This ideo}ogy., sı,j_cl Gi j-n Girginov, ls -ilı,: :..le.ji(|E],,

of j,,1aı.xisıı_Leninİsm. 5İaeı t İs ııby tlle İnteııneiİonal conf ron-l;a-! iorı

j.n -tlıc ideologica1 sp}ıere vii], § o or.r.(,| 1, oı, 1ater resuit in t}ıe

oveıcon]j -a8 of iıiıe reactlonıTy viel,rs and. atii'budes e:ıd in ı',n

ideo}ogiceıI iııprover,ıenı of the atnosphere. 'ı'iıis wii1 not, of

ccllİ§,e , occu_r cf İ,cself , bu,c vıtll rıquire f ur_ı,the:: iı:vi5ora;io::

of 'c 
jıe ideologJ-cal ştrlıggie againsi inperialisu ancl in dei orıcc

of tiıe d.eiente and peece1 Such a siluggle helps fur-ilıeı to

iıeİte eıl1 tiıose ırho are conce},ned ıvİ';lr the ciestinİes of maır]ıİncl.

I,ıs goa1 İg to a§sert the onJ_y reallstlc end historj.cal]y j ust j_-

f.,i_ed ııethod. of tackilı€ lnte :natioııal problens in a peacef rıJ-

anc conşi;rı,ıc i;ive ciiologue.

liıe ıliscı.,.gşion eveu,i;uslly broug}ı'o out -|lre follo,;ıiı:g rıaiıı

1;nes in tiıe activity of tirc peace iol,ces:
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25.

_ cs ;o.'9iishııen,.; c)I' ,u'iıe trilı ceus,Js be]ıiı;d, ,ii"ı a;"'ı,rı, iiı-,

c.l ,uiıc İi1-", J::nati on:]- ,lııı.sJ-oit i,]ıd ,;Ipcsure ()İ tilogc izho -:,c

cc:icrctaiy-- 'co b].ı,ııe for the ııo,-uı,b j,:1; 'çhı:eı,i ö,:- \Te:"

- pı,escı'ı..t:'..ı1 o: i,iıe o'o j ı:cılv'- ,Do,t(ı]ı"i,:ii,çics f ıı' ,ıi,:,-

sr]]:vi.:.j Flj-ic,_ i:irj 'ihc il,a-'1- rıays ';c i,i;

_ b::cad cfI ı_,.-i ş ,ic exp.,_.:!ı til,J Ileacc i:ıiiiı,tj,ves i:ulpİ,:g

';...ı i:;ı]_,; t'ir,-, _: ı,;ıs rircc ünil staı,,'; cIisı.ıı:ıü!.iefrt, ccı..sc]- j_cj, -t" 'iı:';ti'-

ı,-ı.,}io:-ıI §ec,-,i,i,J:r :,.,-ıd ex,;eıı,l ı:ıı i,,ıai)-i, i,,dy$:ıti]geo,,1s ııi,,: ,ıc:"it:",ı-_;

: j,::,:].].li!oI_ )ı trıreı:ı ,1i:1i:,ı'-5 
i

- oı,C.-,.ili s (ı t itı ı oİ ınass s.,'rug6ics foi tl:: conıı"ı,;c gcals

i,,i:ıs., ı,_'t:i i,a_iı,ıen,i ilelDs i,,ı l,e:,l,'-se -i',;e sc i,ııi'lıısnis;

- iı,u1;'"-ra; j_ ııı: cİ at,§eııılı ";s bi; ,iiıe ııiiitarİsi:-r c::_icii]s ""')

d,aın_ı e:.. ,;h; peec.: İ.oYümcİt,ijs. ,bc }tü]|]ıpc r iiıeır joiıı'; nc'ı;İoıi ıli';]l

,l;lı.,: soc;.ıl j,s; c-;-.';es Jı:_ tlle Couııuı-ris-i"s ; a:.id

- c]:poşllle cf -';}ı ı. ılv,clı ıbou, s cıı,-, ,ııjo-":,c,i, ııaı, ,iii,,:c,ı-;,' , ;"ı,i

..}:,_ ,, :ıp cr_p (j17o.j§li Cr.JilCC!.j, .,:iJ ]L:r: ,loqıc1 :,.cspınsİbJ_1:,,j,.", .,_

scc..ı..ı.işıl 3nq i.-irP..ri:.Iİ s:.ı f ,:_, ,;l:c ;rcv,i.,.g in_i ı:,:._.,| 1oı:i 1 ,.;,., _is,,.,_ ::.

.ı_ı ciosiıı6; -ilıe <1iscıssioıı, J ı.ı:irı§ .ıi,,.rnoj:}C, §,,j},c, st:,] ,l}ı,i; 
"_,_

ı:<clı;.,5e oi Y_. D.jrş a,! ,|]ıe gJıı:rp 9 s lunı canı,]fİrıil8 tirL1 pie},aClLriı_,_,;, :;

f -, ı. ı s tıb,]_ j_ sl:.lr.g iıstin€ 1)es.cc ,ılıc -t lı. ı: pı,cc..,,$s ( f d,],;l]:,!;,] .._:1,1

co:,,.si<ıera,i j_oır of goğle of tiıe speclfic -ic:.,tuies tıf -i;ii: 
',i]-tİ-1'/,'ı:

novınııı.ı e.,! ,jhe pTese:ıt e trıge hıv.: h€ı!,](i ,|:, cla:,j_t,_,., i,}s ciı_,:,ı:ıl

;ısk§ı Ti-., c pr,.:ıt i c:lpı:r';:i iı thü §JTrp osİı"ıı, :,c saii, iı,})-,lgi:",)::ıi

:_:o.i ı_ınI:, ı,!ı,.: :na;._n rc6io;1§ of t}ic globc, uıı,t e:iso dİ,ıc,ı,sc ]ıo.j,i_

ij.;ı.} aııC i.deolcgical ,iıends. It vas a ııeıtiıig of ";hoe: i,ılıc ;ıe::c

t:quı:il; crİıüıtte d oı urı İssuc o , .,1,,:_ıl İ_uıp oı,ı; l,.:_:,c e f oı, a]_1 pL,,jpl.

t,ı: ;i:.: 51ol.,c. t.ıc şinc"re 5nd Eood_wı11 ci j.scus_"ioıı i,, ,;iıe
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JlJ.

C-'-,_j,so cj i,; hı-ı ş shOTRl oilcç a6aiıı tlr;i; a coiıpır-soı c] ,",:,..,

v.,_ :.;rs ci Coıuıuiıişts anci Socialists, non_pari;ı people ı,.;ı:] l,-ıe:l_;_, ,rc

...ıj:' boıır5c ois par'çies, bclievers .::ıd dt:lei5,is, nığnbel's of

1., iı, i 1-_;,ı_-ıı_ ıı-i- and scientists, per-cy ;.nd tlad:-Llıioıı lıaclc::s-- ;,:.;, ,

iı ,;;i;a,,; ,.,iı.. iı.ave silcceedcd. ii1 doiİ€ a; tilc sJrış os iui1__,";,_,,i ,_",__,

.ı c;,ışar_:oll 1s us.f ,]1 i:ı i,;se].f end could i,ıloı,.d,: a s ,; j.ı.ıi,.l,.,.,;

.it; tiı:il. ;oint' ,:ff oı.ts and actİv,J strl,.gg},_. f r,; ,;lre;_i 11cb},J S,,..i.

***

,jh. s)riş osiLur vJns h.],d. iıi ıı in,i;l]r.rı,; ior,ı,.1 s:l ;ı;,cı,"':'_c;n ,i;]ı,,,;

\7ı.s !roıiplj_çıttd a:ıd fraıush-i; ,;ıİ.,;h g:,ıvc danger, a]l.ı c,lı,L r"]ı; ı'ı,: ::,,,İ_,

::il!lı.].?§ ;:_ .ıiı. 1:;,ir.r i:..].i, üi i982 :.,ccını: eYC_. İ,l,)ir, I:ı_ _ .:,. ı :,, i 
,.l_, .

I-1s iıı;.--,;icipaıı,İs v:iccC, ,;;iıl; ,/j.el,r: i1o tas]ı is n.,i,, ]j],.i:]. iı-ı}ıc,:",;ınt

,uiı.al: ,;Q ji,;]_-b ,;Le ıioıın,: J..16 polr,iica1 e::d nilitaıiı ccnf-'c:: r-'';:! ,)

vıir-j_c]ı :i_ s 'ıeiı:6 proıliıccd b1, -ı".iıc polJ.cy of th( İ:ıpeıİılİs'l p,,l"Cl':;,

,i f...]..;ılcr L e i6lı-ü ı: _ıİ_ı3 of tclrs j.oıı coulı] ııı,ke i_i ]ıaıde :: _ , ı,,,;.,...,.,.

ti.. -j:].-j ıc.-ic:ı,iı ınd cotıicl f ,ı:_.,iiıe: coııplj.c.ıı;.: ";he ::e ie';:,_<ı:]3 bı-L';ı,:ı,]'.

,-',.ı ca.p,iteli§,| Gnd tiıc socialj_s,,' sta'ııı,.

Rc6erdless oi piirty af,fj_liatlo::i, oi i'lcolojlcrrl and po]_j,;:;_-

ca.]_ oric:ıto,bİ_,ıı: ırıoııg the paıticipan;s in ti,ıe ı].iscı_,ıs si c,ı, ,;.:ı,i_,

stı,i;cnın,:;s 17ere i).l,Eieateıj rıitlı t.l1s pivota1 id.ltı; iı; İs 1losı;i,1,:

,io 'ı:şiıg aı:oıı-| the yi'ca11;- ncces§arJ, sıTiiı€ ,io ı coıısı,li,:la';iıı ,jj

iıı'l crıa'; İ cıu"l securit7. Tlıe vay ,}o dcf andin6 deteıı,;r; lies ,;jhror-lı;iı

ti:t, L'.';i]:osi invigora'iion aıld joj,nt actj,cır }], ell ,;iı 
""-,:r,i 

j_ -i",-,:: foi-

ces aı:i ,i]ıeir effor,is ';o cıT erc iı!ıc sociel, pşlitical, 1ıicr:lıiic-
el ı:ır1 o'ıhe:: baı,ıi:,rs fori;iıo sı,]:e of the s,tı,ug5J-e .t66inı'c ,;liü

t.ıi,eat oj tlar. 1he f ıılf j- ].;ı.: ı'; of tiıis ]-ar8,:-scalc tusI; gJ,,",i- s

: specİıi t|::6en0ır jo 'tiıo uecd f ı:: s,i;eıdy İmlıioveııcı,'; of tii,;
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2'i,

poşi-bive programloç ior j oia,b e,ctioıı, on ";'_:,e basis

oıt clivei,se group§ of peece :f i,3lri;ers could ac,ı' ii

ıılıile ıı.:iı'calning tbelr conpiete soverelgn';y,

!
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4

PAı{IELEı uuEENcE IEEsEcoİ{D EDIIIoIı oF 1TIE §c|vIEE

}bscor, July 
'O. 

T"A§§ nilitary neus ana]-yst l|-Iadiııir
Bogacbyov rrites:

|he leaders of the pre§ent lJaahington adııinigtration are the
iıitiators of a caılıaigı delibenate§ to niglead rorld public opiDi-
on as to the tıııe EcoI,e of t]§ nilitary Disht. |Eıis coocluoion is
contained iı the secoDd enlaıged eöitioı of the soçiet panphlet
t'Uh@ce tbe |[hıeat to Peacc".

§oviet nilitaıy e:g)erts shor that as of 1981rtbe United States
did not hEve the ınere 1,958 stıategic delivery vebicles the NATO

falaificıs ag8€cteö but rather a full 21118 ıııcLear req)ona deliveıy
ıeaog for et:ıategic offenşive forcc6, incluöiıg 2ı2?V ğgLj-ıgı
vehicleg boloDgilg to the categoıT of aımanente of irrt orcoıtiaantal
re8e.

It ie poiıted out iı thc oocoDd €dition of tbe Soviet paryhlet
that tbe autbora in the !{egtern publicatloa |lliAr0 aıd tbe Uarget
|lreaty Qngıni26çion. Coızclation of ,ıorce6" have rınd.cstateil the
nuıbcı of lauıchens oı 6 nııclcaı-poreıed aubnarineg by 160 units
and tbat of heary bonborg bı 2P ıııita ae coEpanö rith the data
given duriıg the signing of thc SAJf_2 tıeaty..at thc Etac tinc the
nunb er of Soviet bonber§ hağ beon otated a6 being nore thaı tıice as
large aa actrııJ.ly ig (fıoıo L56 to 756).

|Ebe ıutbora of tbe §AtO paryhlet dılibçıately aıdırsüate the
nırnbor of Il§ ıuc].eaı ııııitioag W e].nost 1r5OO uaite and'weEtatg
that oi §ovict onos bi including the aıııbır of ıuıitioıs ıbİ.clı, in
theiı vier, ni6ht a34»eaı iı the §wlet liaion ia tbe futuıe.

Sovict eqıetrts drr thc cgnclusioa that a balaııco of, tbs aıoed.
forceg of the IJSA aıd the US§Rrof IIAIO and the Uaısg tıcaty
Orgınt 2"1ioa does eı.i st aııd not on pst,er but i"a reality.

tHRInt .J0 PEAoE"

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



-2-

ia the eDlaıged edition of tbe paqıhlet 'Uheıcc tlıc |hre at to
peace" Euch attoıtion is devoted to the co,ıııae of, the coırent
negotiations on liıitiDg aıd reduciıg stıategic arıg, on liDitiıg
nucleaı aııa iı Eıııop€ and on nııtua)- reöıction of thc arood force8
and anıaDeııt s iı Central hıopc"

llbe authors ana§ze i! detail the iıpact of the §oviet lhion|e
receat peace initiativeg on the i_ul»rovencnt of tbe nilitaı7-
political sitrıation i_n the yorld.

llhe paılıhlet says that the Soviet lhion, gtriyi,g for a ra-
dical i4rıgver.ııt of the situation ııd çoniııg foıtard uith concrete
iıiti atives, does not delivcr ultiııatıııs. Ite propo sal ia an

invitation to a Ğialogue, to negotiatioıa, üıriıg ııbich aıy mca§ııres
prolotiDg a solut io! to topical inteıoationıı Problcı8 c8 aııd @tıt
be di gcıı88od.

(TASS, Jııly 
'O. 

h fEIt)
franglatod by llSS

4Mondqy. Augıı,st 2.1982
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Tlıe

TRuıIğHEONS AGAİ}IST P]]ACE FIGI{II]RS

Pe::§acutloil of Pa;ticiprınts in the Anti-}:Ia:: ],iovo]]en-j

iır NATO 0cuntries

The ru.lers of i{ATO coırntıics, ıvlro had hoped thet the ıınıi=

nissile movemeııt would sLıbside ı,ıith thc arrival of U§ nıissilcs

in lVestern nuropc, are di_sappoiiı.tcd. In ilıe 5B.G aloııe on

Resİst:nce Dey--ş"r,o,ry 30, 19a4--r0ejor de ııonsirı tiorrs against

the deployment of US nucluar mİssiles took place İı:. rio::e tlrııl

500 urban c olTüt,ıuıi ties.
To coırbc,t anti-l,?ar actions, iııiperiıılist que::icrs in sevcra1

]itAfO coun-tiies have reoourse i;o rı11 that ,LiıcJ, believe could

ciilu.te, neı_itr.ılise or cliscrcdi,b the peğce novcrıeiı'ü. Tiic reıc,i;j.ıır_

Lrry prçss is raging. Şlııider ıgı,inst the movement ıs c vılıo]-c

aııc] its iııc]ivirliıal supportcrs is L] conmon occurrence todey.

Peiice sı-rppor'üers are accu§ed of lecking pairiotisnı ıncl even

be';rayiıi5 nı tionı]- intc.,csts. This goes }ıand iıı iıı:ncl ııiili buifd_

in5 up an atııosphel,e of fcar c!: 'ıiıc so-called "§ovie'u tlıreıt'ıı
Psychologi gal iııf lucrrc o is not thc only rıeans used in 1iA[0

countries ı,gıinst anti-l7ıj: ;,ıc'ıcı",ıı.,nts1 There are also aitorıp;s

to oppose v;riou_s d ur,ııny ilor6ıııi ıja tions " oparatiııg from nıilltıris-i
positioııs to peacc-loving pı,,.blic opinion, suıveillınce and pro-

vocıtions on tl:e part of secru,i seııvices, fines inposcd on

pırticipants iiı :lnti-wei, d .]ıl.Jils-i:,,.. t İ oırs , thL| aniicinent or,

tighteıring of .§pcciaf J-.gis1:. -ii o:ı, aııd oı_ıtrıglıt uısc oi i...ırcc.

lIcre ırc sone f ıcts.
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P ro-mi1 itarist orEanisations. Their ainı is to und.ermine

the ant i-vıar movement, tbroırı it into d,isarray a.nal misle§d peace

supporters. One of theşe nerv organisations is the American

Tnstitute on Re}igion and Dernocracy, whose nıts§ion ts, anong

other tbings, to neutralise the iııpact of sernons delivered. by

pacifist clergyrnen. Its financial sources are closely linked

witb the Peıtagon and CIA. Over one-thirtl of 1ts board. membeı,s

are tliehard reactionaries from the notorious coınmittee for the

lree Vfor]-d. The institute backs tbe Reagan Administrationl s

forelgn policy anil und.erstandably has itş blessing.

The National Torurn headed by Senator Jeremiah Denton,

a rabid anii-Coromunist , is g sinilar American organisation. rt
was foıııed d.uring a referend.urn begun in 1982, when aboı.ıt 9O0 local
governrıent bodies votod for a nuclear Traapons freeze. Its
credo ls to step up international tension§ and support the arns

race aEal moves from "positions of strength", o|, İn sbort,

whatever serye§ imperialist policf,.

Tn Britaln ı,eaqtionaries lıave formod numerous groups cle-

claring for 'lpeace froro posit-ion§ of securityt' ; 'ta fTee vıorld,'|,

ttpeace with the altl of NATO'I ı '|defencol|, ancl so on. They ap-

prove of the ııilitarist policy of tbe United States and I,TATO,

misrepresent the peace initiatives of the Soviet Union and other

soçialist countries and assail participants in the antl-rıissile
moveırent in t,'e§t erıı Europe.

Tots.]. surveillance, ]\s early as his fi.rst year in office,
Presldent Reırgan lifted tlıe ban on geo:ıet operations by the TBI
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and CIA inside the country,l Tiıe tıvo agencies were given his

Oj( to infiltrate any pub}ic organisation, including anti-ıı-ar

ones, and proceeded to ınake ample use of it. They tap tele-
phones, inspect private correşpondence, invade boınes and keep

an eye on nume?ous public figures" The FtsI registers eveıxr step

of anti-war organlsations like tlıe June 12 lially Committeer2

Physictans for Socia1 Responsibility, Mobilisatlon for Survival

or the US Peace Counoil.

The situetion i§ sinlla:: in Britain, where war opponeni;s

are und.er .surveillance, teleplıones are tappecl and private cor-

respondence is inspeoted. Tlıe British polioe force has data on

36 million people, or virtually the vıho}e adult population of

the count4/, fed lnto compute]:s. Blacklisting by secret services

is conmon in the tr'RQ, Italy, furkey and otber l{AT0 countries.

Surveillance over peace supporters is also exercised by

ııilitary secre-b services. Lııte ]-ast Januaıry the i'Je,sbington ı'ost

c.arried ı report on the Pentagonıs practice of pleınting infoz,ııers

in the movement for a nuclear freeze, At a conference held that

nonth İn BÖbJ-iııgen, ERG, und.er the slogan ttStop the Disııantling

of Denocratic 3'reedomsıi, it was said tbat the 3edera]- police,

tbe departııent for tbe "defence of the Constitution" ancl miltta4r

G ount er-int elligenc e had. checked tbe record of 5.4 ııillion
citizens.

1 S ee Po]itioal Af fı;ir,s October !9BL, p. 22.

2 A coalition of orgenig;tions vıhioh in 1962 sponsored a
d.emonstrııtion in ]Tew York involvi_ng one ınillion people.--IJd..

,
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The money ı,.ıhip , Iines are ,ıidely used in NATO countrles ss

a ıneans of counteractiıg rnoverıcnts against war, A fine totalling

9O0,0OO Belgian francs vıas imposed on the sponsors of a vast

tlenonstrat ion against the dep}oyment of US nissiles (Brussels,

ootqber 19B]), In Canada the authorities fined participants

in a peaQe denonstration outside the premises of the l,y,bton

§ysteıı§ compaı\y, whioh nanufelctures nıiss ile_target ing d.evices

for the üSA. rn tbe FitĞ a court fined Gert Bastian, a forner

Bundeswebr general DL( 9rooo for taking part in ant i_war demon_

§trations. In some 1vest Gerrnın cities deınonstrators lvere macle to

paş the |tservicegtı of police pı.tro11ing anti-nissile marches,

Spec ial ]esislation. Bonn has a draft laıv vıhich provides

for the punishment of d.emohstrators ag conımon crirninals. under

tbis law al1 pcrticipant§ in a peace demonstratlon who refuse to

subnittoapoliceordertostop'lviolentaction''andclisperse
at once may be sontencecl to one year in prison. (Yet violent

oction is mos.i;ly the ıııork of polioe agent s_provooat eurs ıı*h o join

in anti-war d.emonstrations. During a 20rOOO-strong peaee narch

in krefe}d timed to coincid.e vıith the arrival of us vice-presitlent

Bush, a haatlful of such agents hurlect rocks gnal bottle§ at his

armouretı cer, thereby fürnishing §, pretext for a crackdown on

the dlerıons trat ors. ) a

The draft was sharply criticised across the countıy, rt

was enphatica}ly condenned by the FRo Peace ],,Ioveinent

coordinating coınınittee, vıhich accused tbe governroent of vıolating

the Constituti-on. A stateiııcni; ı:eleased by it on the oocasion

expressed anger at the ,iunp::c c ede nt ed campeign of persecution
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ıııhiOh ı ı ı the Fe<ıeral governnent is conclucting agaınst opponents

of the deployııent of novı US nuclear ı.ıeapons". Martin Hirsch,
Chaiırıan of the Assoclatlon of Sociol Deııocratic Lawyers, sald.

that be could not inagine bovı ,_ı large group of people can be tnade

d.uring a mass d,enonstration to cleo,r fast tho space where the

acti.on is taking place. Yet the iııpossibllity of cloing tbis
places these people tn the category of " ]aıvbreakerg l'.

In Britain the increeslng number of rawsuits against peace

supporters even pronpted the cuthcrities to adopt so-called
slnplifiett proceed,ings ,tıbich naka it inpossible for participants

in the anti-war rnovenent to ıppeal io the jury, There is a tlraft

law on 'ıpoliçe and criııina} evid.ence" wbich woulal ı.uthorise the

pol1ce to make at\y nunber of stop secrches anal teke people in-bo

custod.y for a 19ıg time vıithout preferri.ng arly cherges, inter-
fere iı Britons' private llves, stutly their private papers ıınd

even infringe ured.ical §eclecy, ıt further d.raft Iaııı would ynakc

demonstrı..tord pay the expenses öf police patrol}in5 of demon-

stratlons. Coınnentlng on this, Iabouı ex-ninister of d.efence

Denis Healey salti that it loolıecl as if from novf on none but thğ

riçh could. afford to expreos "ciıeir vi.ews.

Direct use of f ojlQe. Police truncheons, tear gas and ,;rater

cannon§ are tlargunentgl' c oıııoıonly used by thc authorities against

peace fighters.
In the Unitet! States thore existecl for roany months a peace

camp set up on the lnitiative of severa1 public ıı.nd. rcligious
grganisctions in l_,iverııore, Oc.lifornia, near e regearch centre

ciesi,gning ncıy nuclear weapons. Ebe canper§ he].d seninars end.
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6.

rallies cınat bandeai out J.eaf}ets calling for resistance to t]ıe

ııilitarist policy of tbe lYhite Hou§e" Poliee repeatcdly attıckcd

ınd. beat theın c-nd. clestroyed their camp but it lvıs reJtored ı6ıin
and again. 0n June 20, 1983, or Action Day for Disarınamen,i; , c

thousand. policernen were pitted against the canp. The enil of the

day sai.ı over 90O people und.er ı.rrest.
The 3ritish authorities e.re ıvaging a regu],ar ıııar o.gainsi

vJomon on ıT atch at the US Greenhs,iı Comrnon base, They tbreaten to

use brute force. Lately these threats have been couplecl ıvitir in-
creasingly froquent incursions by hooligans and night raid.s by

hired thugs and semi-crininıl elenents. Mounted. iınd unrıounted

police wlth d.ogs have been rep eıı,b ed.l} noved in and so have para-

t ro opers .
The polioe action against ııornen at the Comiso interngtiona1

peace caınp (rteıly) protesting agaiast the clelivery of US nuclear

rnissiles to that coınnunity ,ı;on sad, ronown. Police brutally beat

demonstrators, some of whom suffered severe injuries.
During the 3undestag debate on the 'lnissile decision of

1dAT0 " in November 1983, o nass tlenoııgtratlon was held outsicle

the building.. fhe ilemonstrators demanded that the neıv US

weo;rons be barred froın the countıa. The autborities moved in
police vııith water cannons, te r:r gas and truncheons; J0 people

were gravely ı,ıound.ed and over 50O were arrested..

Arryi, units, for their part, are trained to figbt d,eııon-

strators. There ts a document ııt NATO headquerterş cod,e-naııed,

10-1, It polnts out that 'iin erı cnergency" troops ıvill sı-ıppress

in member countriec any d.isiLı;b:.nce or otbe;: acr'ion likely to
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inperil tlthe strategic inteı.ests of the free vıorld,'l. rn,: speci-a1

centre at Bad. Jinıs, FRG, NATO arn;z offloers train troops f'or the

eventuallty of " 1nt ernal tension,l. They have foı.ııed. mobile

sqılad.s and are drilling them. General Beı.rıard. Rogors of the USA,
supreEe

NATO/Comaander in EuroDe, has issued. an order to ııopen eimed.

firelt agalnst demonstrators should. they flnd therıse]_ves in j.n-

ıneill,ate proxiınity to US nissile sites. There bave been cases of
anti-rvar itenonstrations brol(en up by troops. In'August )-9B]

lJ§ troops in Fetleral Ge ıınany dispersed peace marchers in the arca
of tbe Rarnstein oiı ba§e. In ]ıIa:ıch 1984, a siııilar operation ı-ıas

carrled out by the US garrison of the Mutlangen rni.litaıy base.

The result was thgt nany anti-war d.enonstrators wgre severely
wo und.ed.

Tbe armies of NAfO count?ies have set up bases foı. tbe train-
ing of ııi.litary units that are to suppreş§ llcivil riotsii. They

are builtiln5 up teçhnical facilities anal specia]- ar.mg for use

against deııonstratorg. In Britain aıııy manuals provide for aotlve
troop operations to '!quell political, unregt't ancl suppress ıırlotstl .

In the !'RG, 3,00O Bunciesvıehr officers are tıaining for action
against peace deıaonstratjong.

These are only sone of the nunerou§ facts revealing traili-
tiona]. and, new ııethod.s of putting doıın anti-r,ıar actions in }IAT O

countries. Faced .rith an unprecedented. grouıth of tbo peace move_

ııent and massive condomnat ion of the policy of wor preparations

antl tırying ,bo tone d,own powerfı.ı L anti-mis§il€ protests, the ru].erg

of these couni;ries ıesort moi,e ınd. noTe often to force, ignoring
tbe standa:ds of bourgeoig de]]:f cracy which they praise so rıuch.
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Nevertheless, the rıoveıııent ;ıgainst wıır is growing onaı 8aining
in
J'strength. In spite of, refined ni]_itarist propagantla, ııore an6

!ıore people realişe that to defend peaoe today neans fighting, to

preserre }if,e on eartb. It is this conmQn coü.cern that pronpts

tbe rıasses to take a stand against those wbose policy aıirectly

threatens a nuclear catastrope.

14/i1}y ?ru ch t
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Tue sday, October 2" I9B4 0RTl rvo-2816

1

u$JIcIOUs ]NVn{TION

Yuri Zhukov, E11ğ pclitica1 ccrrespcndent

The West is assiduously playing up a false thesis, circulated
by swindlers şecıalising in deception, that the USA and the
USSR bear " equal reşon sibilityı' f or the aım s race and f cr the
exi sting threat of outbreak of a nucl ear war. Thi s nalicious
invention is being used by those whc wish to weaken the anti-
srar Boveoent, strip it of its purTosefulness and, if partly,
tc turn it against the sociali st countries.

It is already impossibl e tc try and fu}ly exoaerate the
Amerİcan Adninistration, which nct only does not coaceal its
intentions to achieve oilitary supericrity and exploit it fcr
imp1 enenting its aggressive plans, but is openly publicising
them. An ingenious trick is rescrted to: yes, they whisper to
participants in the anti-war novement, the United States does
carry on the aros race, and this is tc be regretted, but the
Soviet Union too is stockpiling vıeapcns" It fo].lcws then that
both |'superpo}rersll are to blane.

My occasiona1 meetings with representatives cf the westıs
anti-ıırar groups have shovın. tc me that the trick acts on those
who, constantly expcsed to anti-Scviet propaganda, have no

access to cbjective inforoation. That is why it is necessary
al1 the tine tc give the lie to this utterly fa1 se thesis about

the'|eQual reslıonsibility" cf the USSR and the U§A for the arms

race"
let us recall the way events developed at and after the

ead of the secoad world war.
Even before the United States developed and tested the

atotr bomb, the American Administration was nurturing plans
whose implementation it believed would ensure for the USA

ınoaopoly posses§ion of this 9reapon of trass destruction.
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!_" e s4gı, 9g! g U, j_._2_-_} 9_ğ1 ,

2

In June 1Ç4!, in Chicago the sc-called ccmınittee cn sccial and
political ccnseQuences declared aver-c onfid ently and, l wculd
§ay, arrogantly that the dwelopreat of atomic energy in other
countries (ny enlhasis _ Y. Zh.) nust be terminated at the
very beginning or, if allowed, nust be put under the control
of aa international organisation ia which the United States
rırould have a pernangat majority.

When the wcrld learned cf the hcrrendous trageğ cf Hiroshİna
and Nagasaki, the pecples resclutely deOanded that atcnic
weapons be banned and aboli shed. As scoo as the UN General
Assenbly ccnvened for its Ist sessioa early in 19ıt6, it set up
a commission cn aüomic enex6y which was to solve the prcblem.
0n ğ)ril 19 cf that year the Sbviet Union tabl ed the draft of
an interaaticnal conventicn on the prohibition of üanufacture
and use of atomic weapons and on the destructicn of stockpiles
cf their ready and unfinished quantities.

Who preııented that? The United States" Why? Sinply because
Washingtcn decided that its ncncpcly on the production cf the
aton bcob ı.could ]-ast for ever and that the USA would be able
thus to keep the whcle world in fear and, subjugaticn. trJhat was
1eft for the US§R to do? Only cne thing: for self-preservaticn
purpose§ and in the interests of world peace İt was conpelled
to develcp its cwn nucl ear sleapons in the ]_at e 4Os.

So can one speak cf the equal responsibility of the I]SSR
and the usA for the develcpnent of this weapon of mass annihila-
ticn?

,.,ı et us prcceed further. In the early 5os the Uniteaİ states
established in Western Eurcpe a so_call ed fcrward-based ş/stem
_ by deployiag there bombers capable of achieving our territory .

with nuc1 ear weapons aboard. But that seemed tcc 1ittle to the
American genera1 s. Thea they launched a fal se caopaign abcut
the UsA "laggingıl behind the USSR İn bonbers. The Pentagcn gave
the Ccagress a gcare, and made it allccate money for the construc_
tion cf a whcle fleet cf int ercontin ent al strategic aircraft
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Tue sd 0ctober . ,ı oa[ 1

,

capable of attacking the USSR with nuclear weapons, L,ater,

hoırever, it was announced cynically that the Pentagon had nade

an ,,error,,: the nuober of soviet bcobers had been cverstated
bythreetofourtimes.Asfcrthescvietintercontinental
boobers! they were Ceveloped pnly at the end of the lOs, in
req)onsetothedevelop0entofAmericanones.sccanonespeak
of the equal re$)onsibility cf the USSR and the U§A for the

develcpment of strategic avi ation?
Early in the 60s Washington rai sed another hysterical

ballyhco: it announced that the USA was "laggingll behind the

USSR in the deplcyment of grcund-launched int erccnt in ent al
ballistic nissiles. After the brouhaha, which helped to secure

means fcr the manufacture and deploylnent of nore than a

thcusand (l) such missiles, it was calmly declared that the
Pentagon had ||erred|' again, overstating'.the Soviet "nissile
threat" by 15 to 20 times. Nc less and no norel 0f course,
further on the U§SR tcck the necessary neasures in order to
en§ure its security and. tc achieve parity in nissil e armanents

- there was nc cther way left fcr it.
So can cne slı eak cf the equal reşonsibility of the USSR

and. the USA fcr the nucl ear missile anns race launched by

the Pentagon as early as the Iate 5O s?

Yet even there the Pentagon did not stop. It prepared ever

new spiral s of the arms race İn the hope that Anerican scıentists
and engineers would at last develop military equipment beyond

the imagination of the Soviets and then suprernacy vıould remain

with the '"ıSA.
In the niddle of the 50s, the USA built its first nuc1 ear

submarine called lTautilus and in 1960 it had three nuc1 ear
missile submarines that carried ıt8 nucl ear
warheadg. The ussR at the time had nc atomic subnarine cf
that type"

Could the U§SR reoain indifferent tc the grcwiag threat
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Tuescay, Oqtc!gl 2,__1lğt

4

to its security? 0f course, not. In 1967, it acquired
its first two nrrclear nissile submarines carrying }2 warheads.

So can cne speak cf the equa1 leşonsibility of the USSR
and the USA for the developoent of the nuclear-powered nissile-
carrying submarine f1 eet?

In the nidd1 e 70s the USSR proposed at the UN that an
agreement be concluded tc ban the development and manufacture
of new types of weapons of nass destructicn and new şıstems of
such weapcns. In February 1976, at the 25th CP§U Ccngress it
was proposed tc prohibit new and mcre destructive §ysteüs,
including new submarines ]f the Trident type in the;, USA and
similar submarines ia the USSR.

Who opposed that? Again the USA" Why? Because its
general s and industriali sts did not expect that our industry
would be abl e to develcp anything like Tridents. But the year
l9B1 arrived and the CPSU Central Comnittee in its report to
the 26th Party Congress said: ''At one time we cffered to ban the
develcpnent of the naval Trident mİssile systen in the United
States and of a correspcnding system in our country" The
proposal was nct accepted. As a result, the united states has
buİlt the new Ohİc subnarİne arıı ed ı.ıith Trident_l ııi ssil es,
while an analcgous system, the Typhocn, was built in our
couatly. So, whc has stocd to gaİn?''

At the same 26th CPSU Congress it was proposed to 'tcone to
terms on 1imiting the deplaynent of new ııİssile subnalines of the
Ohio type by the USA, and sinilar oaes by the USSR.'I Hcw dict
the uSA reply? It refused. What has been the result? The USA
has five ohio_type subnarines in operation and aix. oore rınder
construction.

Naturally enough, in such ccnditions the USSR is forced
to see to the aaint enance of parity in nucl ear amanent s and
although the numb er of nuclear warheads on the balli stic
nissiles install ed in us submarines exceeds that on scviet
ones by two and a half tinıes, there is rough parity between

1
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c

the USSR and the USA in strategic nuc].ear }reapons on the whole,
taking into acccurrt other kinds of strategic }reapcns.

I have cited only a few examp].es. Their list could easily
be extended but the substance of the matter would retrain the
same - the USA ııas constantly d,eveloping new kinds cf aroanents,
and the ussR had to neei the challenge, since washington does
not wi sh to pause in this mad race. The same was the case with
the development of multip1 e ind.ependently targetabl e reentry
vehicles, the develcpoent of 1ong_range Oruise nissiles and.
a nuober of cther kinds cf arnaments.

Now, contrary- to the USSR's persistent cal}s to prevent
the nilitarisation of space, the us Administration is stubbornly
avoicing negctiations on this questİcn, too, with its military
research institutes and aerospace industry feverishly
develoıİng n eı,ı strİke rıreapons systens fcr ccnductİng war İn
§pace and froE space with respect to the Earth.

So how caa cne şeak after a1_1 that cf the 'ı eQualresponsibilityt' cf the USSR and the USA for the arTns race?
How can the Soviet Unicn be called upon to disarn, ıııilateıally,
sonething which is being d.one by some western leaders vıho tel1us that in that event the nen frcm washington wcu].d feel ashaned,and halt the arms race? Ilow can one state that soviet declara-tİons about its reııunciation of a first strike are not enough _
1et it renounce al so a second strike (tiıat ig a retaliatory
one _ Y. Zh.)?

But imagİne, there are such peopl e, though it must beclear tc everycne that i.n the ev ent of an aggressor using
nuclear weapoas forrj-dable retributicn Eust aı.rait hiın - an a11-crushing counter-strike. Renunciaticn of that ı.ıould. be taatamoı.mtto sui ci d e.

limitation, phased reducti.on and then total abolitioo of
weapons of mass destruction are conceivab1 e only with thestrictest observance cf the principl e of equality aad undioini shedsecurity, which vıas recorded in the soviet-American agreement§
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of L972-197], but is ncw brushed aside by tho Anerican
Adninistration. As recently as Septenber !, President Reagan,
addressing a congress of the most reactiöDary organisation
American T.,egion, declared that his obJeot of concern was
creating a margin , of safety, that İs, a preponderance in
armanents.

The answer to the question of rıho bearg rggp9asibility for
the arms race i.s absolutely clear - this responsibİlity
devolves fully and entirely on the United States. Iie who
genuinely wants to conbat that race, ou§t dravJ appropriate
conc]-usion s frcm this fact.

This is understood by thinkİng people in Anerica who take
a reşonsibl e attitude to the destinİes of their countty. tlere
İs, for exanpl e, what was said İn 1981 by proninent Aoerican
public personality, forner Anbassador to the USSR George Kennan,
who, incidentally, cannot in any way be su§pected. of ltpro_sovietl'
positions: Lıet us not delude ourselves by putting all the blane
on the UssR. It İs the Americans that at every stç were the
first to develop nucl ear weapon s, to produce and test ühen,
to raise their destructive force to a new level by creating
the hydrogen bomb. It is the Americans who reject any proposal
to renoıırıce the first use of nuc1 ear weapons and ııho used this
weapcn agaİnst tens of thousands of helpl ess civilians.

But the ınalicious invention about the '' equa} reşonsibil-
ity" of the USA and the USSR is again and again resorted to by
those who would like tc disorj.ent world public opinion and
the anti_war noveoent and to direct then against the soviet
Uni on .

It is all the more itrportant therefore to tirelessly oppose
this fal se manceuvre with real data cn the actual st and. of our
great sociali st power which was cl early fcrtrulated. by
Kcnstantin Chernenkc: ''The curbing of the nuc1 ear arts race
is, of course, of key inportance for peace and the security of

1Tuesday, october 2. 19§4
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the nations. The Scviet stand here is cl ear. We

rivalry in building up nucl- ear arsenal s" We ı^ıere

favcur cf banning and destructicn of al1 kinds of
1.1eaPCn S. "

(Pravda, October 1"

are a6ain st
and are in
the se

]n ful1.)
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"We do not intend to offer u]tra-radical measures. For

instance, we do not propose to sever historical]-y formed
economic Iinks between the develope<l West and the deve]"oping
South, between the United States anıl Lat.in America. But those
conta,cts have to lıe reformed t<,ı find thc way out of the
situation neo-colonialism hag created; t-o make it possible
for all to dis;ıose of l.heir ınaterial and hunan resources in
naLional interests"' Mikhai.[ Gorbachev said last May in his
La]k ııith Bernard<ı Sepul ve<ia Amor, Minister of Foreign
Affairs of Mexico.

As the Soviet t)nion signed, during Lhe 7th UNCTAD
sessi<ın, t.he mult-i Iat,eraI ağreCment on lr rar.l goods pool to be
tormed, ii. practi.:ırlly demonstrated the new approach to
interrrationııl ec<,ırıtımic alf ııi rs . Wor ld er:onomic security would
gain if all coııntries, the [Jnited Stateg in the first place,
joine<i that po()]..

Aıı the Soviet Union aids developing countr,ies, it helps
1.o overc<ıme tbeir backwardness, and tackle formidable social
and economic problems. In 1986 alone, n()t economic Soviet
ııid to Lhe Thi ı:d W<ırld, computed ac()ording to UN rıethods,
reached 15, l 00 mi] lion rub]es, oı. 2l} bil l-ion dollars, in the
})resen t r-aLe of exı:hange.

To overcome r:c<ınomic backrıardness, to fight poverty and
solve other globaI problems, mammoth ex,t.ra resources are
needed. They can b() obtained only through disarnament. There
i s ncı other major s<ırırce of money.

The progranme ııdvanced in Mikhail Gorbachev's Statement
<,ıf January 15,1986, for ridrlin8 humanity of nuclear and
<ıther weapons of mıtss destruction by 2000 considers the
allocation of the means for aocial and econonic developnent
1-o be a nost important eorollary of arms control and
<iisarmament accords. Should those propogals be accepted,
they would mean saving nany billionlt now being epent for
nıiliLary ends .

The new way of thinking rejecting the worship of
nuc].ear force has infused the initiatives of t-he socialist

Thu Aug 27 1987
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basis.

We think we ought, whenever necessary, to create new
interna,tional 1evers and instituLions, laying stress on their
possible contribution to international cooperation,
disarmarıent and development,.

The ideas of the soviet union and other socialist
countries on disarmament sınd developmenL issues, a,s lrell as
their specific proposals on that score, have been spel]-ed out
in greater detai] in a collective memorandum of the socialist
countries to be presented by the CSSR delegation t,omorrow.

In the conLext of new political thinking we are raising
the point the fo,I. lowing way. DisarmtlmenL is not an end in
itself, of couı:se. We insist that every neasure ].eading to
arms ],initation ancl reduction and every step Lowards ridding
Lhe nııtions oi' nuclear and oLht-.r weapons should not only
promoLe their se<:ı.ırity buL als<ı helJı earmark more money for
improv ing Lhe people's liv<:g.

Likewise , we Jıroje<ıt t.he princi Jıle tıi disarmament f or
devel<ıpment on thc probleın of developing countries. Their
Lroubles have acqui.red a global scope. Non-equiva]_ent
exchange, Lrade orı unequal tcrns, l,,.r,k İ.L" machinations and

Lheir arbiLrary chıınges 8nd, last but not least,
Lrans,nat!91al. companie"' g_j==q make some countries ever
richer and impoverish others. The connection between
developing countries' tri1] ion-dollar debt and the fact that
Lhe United Stat,es has increased its ıniIitary expenditures by

over 8 t.rillion <loIlars wiLhin this decade--that connection
is la.ld bare for all Lo see. Over 399 biltion dol],ars is
squegzed out of thc Third l,torld every year. The Us military
budget- approaches 3OO bi[.lion dollars. Can that be a chance

coinci dence?
Iıı this siLuation, the Soviet Union proceeds fron the

principles of new l.hinking. It lays stress on joint search
for .iush solutions to internaLional cconomic problems:

so].utions based on Lhe recognition <ıf the existing realities
and6f Lhe ba]ance or interests.

2
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to respond on a mutual baais with the US to regional
initiatives in this direction, the understanding being, of
course, that their results wou].d take into account the
legitimate interests of all the states in the respective
reg i ons .

Sİxth,, İnternational agencies, the United Nations above
a1_1 , ought to play a pivoLal role in promoting the
d i sar:mamen t- for-devel opment strategy.

we think thaL thig conference nust become a crucial
Landnark in the UN activities on a thorny but huoane path of
disarnament and developnerit, bringing the forces of
interdependence betrıeen the two proceases into play.

I{e regret that the consensus on the need to convene the
conference that existed over the past few years has not been
logically translated into participation of aI1 UN meınbers,
including a major ()ne, i,n this forum. I{e regard, the u.s.
boycotL of the conference first of a].]_ ag an expression of a
specific politi.cal line. To boycott a co_tlective quest for
ways to resolve t,hat globa} igsue--is it not a vivid example
of an obsolete, seLfish ap;ıroach that, indicates a profound
gap beLween words ıınd deeds?

Nevertheless, we believe Lhat Lhe states attendinE this
r-,on f erence wi l ] su<--ceed in doing an im;ıortant job by ınaking
Lhe conference a beginning of a nııw attiLude to disarmaDent
and development i ssues.

One indicati<ın of this attitude is the Soviet proposal
for pendi,ng recommendations of the conference, ag ııell as
the entire range tıf digarmament and deveİopment issues, to
be discussed at- a special meeting of leadera of the
Sectır i ty Council mt:mber stat.es, Such a aummit could help the
idea oi "disarmarıent for developnent" be interwoven in the
fabric of inLernational relations to bec<ıme a guideline for
practical action.

We support all proposals to create a franeşıork ıJhereby
disarmament should pave the way for development. For our part,
we propose that review conferences should be held on a regular

z
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an end to the spiralling oilitary budgets and ].initing then
to the level of reagongb].e sufficiency. Pressing for
practical steps in this diı.ection, the Warsaw Treaty nenbers
proposed to NATo t.his past April to declare a mutual
moratorium on mi] jtııry bı]dgei. increases for one or tr.ıo years.

T!:ra, even now it would be possibJ.e to set about
elaborating a new econoıDic mode] of the world in the context
of disarmarrent, including conversi.on plannin€ in the
industri alised countrics.

The role of conversion is not confined to the economic
facet.. It also iınpliee the cr:ııplete e].imination of the
negat ive socio-economic consequences of the arms race and a
pracl-ical link betçeen disarrıament and developınent.

The ussR is in favour of conversion regearch on
nationaf and international , state and private ].evels. We

believe the idea of conductinğ international expert research
into the conversion problen in al]. its aspects to be a
promising one.

F:ırrth, the mititary and political confrontation that is
ııccompanied by the unbridled arms race nust be countered by
peace alternatives--a unique fusion of trusL, cooperation
and disarınamenL. lnstead of competing in bui],ding up nuclear
stockpiles He are proposing cooperation in peaceful and safe
use of atomic energy; instead of Star Wars we are proposiııg
interaetion in a peaceful outer space and the forııation of
a world space organisation; instead of producing chenical
weapons we are proposing joint efforts in deweloping a

chemica]_ i ndustry for peaceful purposes; inatead of barriers
of secrecy r.ıe are proposing an exchange of the best findings
of re searr:h for peace.

1_1fth, the USSR believes that broad vistas for
ılevel<>pneııt could be opened up if the deve-loping countries
t.hemstılves casL off the burden of miJ.itary expenditures. The

Soviet. Union is in favour <ıf laun<:hing telks on a
multilateral ag ııel]. as bilateral basis on limiting the
saIe ıınd delivery tıf conventional weapong. l{e are prepared

2
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funds for deve1.opment purposes is a quesLion for col1ective
efforts, and the USSR is prepared t<ı take part in that job.

In our opinion, the role of the mechanisn for the
transfer of funds to deveioping countries cou}d be played by
an international "Di.sarnament for Deve]_opment'' fund. that
wou]"d be open for alI states. Into l.hat fund they would,
Lransfer part of the resources saved as a result of
tlisarmament measures and cııts in defence spending. Such a
fund could be set up within the framework of the UN on the
basis of an internaLional. agreenent. stipulating the order
<ıf its activities and of the formation and distribution of
j_ ts resources .

The Soviet Union has concrete proposals on that Score.
It is prepared to join such a fund and t<ı take part in
relevant- negotiationg ııith the participat,ion of deveJ.oped
and dcve l oping countries.

Second, the nilitary budget reduction problem requires
a comprehensive approach. lt cannot be divided into
parts--polit,ical, economic, technological . This is also a
problem of rnutı.ıal Lrust.

The atteınpts taken until now to compare nilitary
tıudgets have failed to yield positive resu].ts as a
consequence of the fundaııenLal differences in the structure
of prices for armaments, and also in the pricing mechanian.
For example, the defence budget of 20,2 billion roubles we

have made public reflects the expenditures of the üinistry
öf Defence of the USSR for the ınaintenıınce of the personnel
of the Armed Forces, naterial and technical supply,
military development, pensions and a nurüber of other
expenses. However, the financing of re9earch and deaign and
eılso of procuremenL of lreaponry and niIitary hardware coıoes
under other articles of the UssR state Bııdget,

The conclusion of our rıdical pricing reform ı,ill make

it possible rea]ist.ically t-o compare overall rnilitary
expend i tures.

Even now tiıe socialist countries are proposing putting

uı!:\ug _aZ 198?
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New York, Aı,lgust 26. (TAss. ) The head of the Soviet
delegation at the International Conference on the
Relationship Between Disarmanent and Developrıent which is
being held here, (JSSR Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs
V.F.Petrovski has addressed the delegates with a gpeech. He
read out the address to the conference delega.tes by the
General Secretary of the CPŞU Central Committee, ğikhai1
Gorbachev .

In our interdependent world, said the head of the
Soviet delegation, the realities of the nuclear and space
era are urgently dictating a choice in favour of
disarmaııent, deveJ.oprıent and a nuc],ear-free, non-violent
world.

l'ıe have made tlıat choice.
I.1ithout contendinğ for absolute truth, we wou}d still

like to share some of our ideas today.
First,, without stable rates of developnent it is

impossible today to ensure social and economic stability and
rlurable peace. The problens of developııent are closeIy
entangled with the questions ol international security. To
untangJ.e that knot, it is imperative to begin, without
deJ_ay, the rechannı-.l ing of regourcert f or deve]_opment
purposes .

This apparently refers to the ".ao.r""", saved as a
result of real ]imitation and reduction of nuclear and
other weapons. This is the essence of the concept of
interrelation between disarma.ııent and developınent.

The Soviet Union confirms its preparedness to hand
over to developing countries part of the funds actua].ly
saved by it as a result of concrete measures to curb the
a,rms race.

Iı'laboration of t.he principles of such a hıındover of

2T!.g_acL?-Z__!_9!1
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ZERo PLUS ZERo ğAKİs. .. 72?

v.
on the Global

Mikhai l ov
Approach and Dodg i of

Washinğton and Bonn

The Soviet programme of stage-by-stage and complete

eliınination of nuclear r,eapons everywhere before the end of
this century was nade public a mere eighteen months ago,

This nade it possible for the concept of global nucleaı
d,isarmament to break through at the Soviet-American neeting
in Reykjavik. Peop}e sa.w a prospect of a nuclear-rıeapon free
ııorld. An attenpt çıas made to close it but it failed, The

series of additional Soviet initiatives inpeIled the United
States to switch ower to joint practical preparation of an

agreenent on medium-range and theatre nuclear nissiles, The

Geneva talks have now entered the decisive phase. Thie
explains why the new important step towards an accord made

by the Soviet Union evoked an exceptionally nighty rerıponse

a]_1 over the world.
t{hat is the essence of it? The soviet union met the

rıishes of the Asian countries and expreased its preparedness
to e]"ininate a1]- its medium-range nissileg not only in
Europe but also in Asia. Thie removea the question of
preservation of the 1OO warheadg on nedium-rangle nissiles
şıhich rıere discussed at the Geneva negotiations with the
Anericans, of courae, provided the USA does the aaue. The

theatre missiles rıould also be elininated.
This inparts a ğlobal character to the "double zero"

concept. It ia proposed to deatroy two clasees of nuclear
nissi]-es on two continenta in the areag of the most

concentrated nilitary confrontation.
In fact, this time, too, the Soviet Union expertly

untied the knot tied by others. The point is that at the
Soviet-American sunmit neeting in Reykjavik it was agreed to
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feave 1OO nuclear rıarheads on medium-range missiles both in
the Asian part of the USŞR and the ııest of the UsA. Later
disputes ffared up in Washington and, under the Pentagonrs
pressure, they began to voice the demand to give up this
accord. To all appearances, it rıas supposed that the Soviet
Union would not agree to this and, as a result, all
approaches to an accord in Geneva would be blocked. Now
these artificial obstacles have been removed.

It is not the first step towards an accord made by the
Soviet Union. The USSR made quite a number of concessions in
order to, at long ]_ast, get things noving in the field of
nuclear disarmanent and to practically start this important
work. It proposed that the medium-range missiIe igsue be
singled out of the interconnected nissile-space "package".
It agreed not to take into account the British and French
nuclear arnanentg. It expaessed its preparedness to deatroy
also theatre nissilea and to begin negotiations on
shorter-range miasiles. The European socialist countrieg
proposed that the way to a conventional-arms rıar be blocked
by reducing conventional weapons, to begin with, by one
quarter, and that the ııilitary concepts and doctrines of
both blocs be considered jointly with NATO and that the
basing of them on defenaive principles be ensured. La.st but
not -least, we stated that we would proceed from the g]-obal
"double zero" concept. All this was without any
preconditions, the sole condition being that the United
states would do the sane.

It is only natural that the peoples of Europe and Asia
- and it is their security that is at iasue - have the
right to expect that the United Statea and its alliee 9ril1
finally decide to nove ahead and will cover the rest of the
way, for no one can do it for then. To begin with, the US

and NATO should give up once and for all attempta to put
the USSR and its allies in an inequitable position and
inpair their security. They should also stop looking for
loopholes in order to keep at Least part of their
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nuclear-missile potential , which is due to elinination, as
is the case with the attenpt to keep the American nuc.lear
rıarheads on Pershing-lA nissiles out of the double zero
opt ion .

In arithmetic zero plus zero never equals seventy-two.
Conse.quently, the seventy-two American missile-based
rıarheads cannot equal the Soviet double zero.

Washington claims that inasmuch as the Perehings-lA
whol]_y belong to the Federal Republic of Germany it cannot
negotiate a "third country's" armanents. Yet, according to
all official data, çıhen in 1963 the United States started
deploying the first generation of its Pershing nissiles in
l{est German territory, it gawe Bonn only 72 nissile
]aunchers as "adnission fare, " whereag the warheads for the
nissiles renained the property of the United States. The
Bundeswehr was granted the right to uge the missileg for
training, but the United .states kept key to the nuclear
warheads .

In a word, it ig the case of an obvioug attenpt to
camouflage the Anerican nuclear potential as a "third
country'g arnaınents " and to keep it in Europe. Is thig a
zero?

I{hat about West Germany's position? Bonn should have
been the firet to welcome the possibility of a
Soviet-Anerican agreeınent. I an surprised at the
indeciaiveness of the l{eet German ruling circleg. Instead of
being the first, they became the last in Europe among the
NATO allies in spelling out their position on the Soviet
proposal for the e]-inination of mediun-and
shorter-range ınissiles. And when they eventually did spe}l
it out, it was not a clear Yes but rather something bet!.een
Yes and No: On the one hand, the Weat German government
officially stated its support for the double zero option,
ııhile on the other, it expreseed the hope that the
"zero zero option rıill not affect the Bundegırehrrs
Pershing-lA misgiles whose nuclear warheads are controlled

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



Mon Au 10 1987

-4-
by the United States. "

If so, West Gernany becomes a, co-oçıner of nuc-Lear
ıreapons, which is a violation of the Nuc]"ear
Non-Prol i ferat ion Treaty. This questiona l{est Germany's
allegiance to its own obligation never to poasegg nuclear
and other weapons of nass deıstruction. And that commitment
was a condition for West Germanyrs ad_mission to NATO, the
comnon Market and other western connunities.

For the sake of the truth it should be noted here that
the idea of keeping the Aınerican Perahings in Europe ııas
originally conceiwed not in Bonn, nor even in Washington. It
came to light in the American arms concern Martin Marietta,
which is the main supplier of Pershing missiles. Virtualty a
couple of days after the Sowiet-American ıneeting in
Reykjavik, the concern came up with a plan of saving ita
progeny. It rıas the concern that suggeated sinply
disnounting the firat stage off the Pershing-2 missiles and
thus converting then into the shorter-rangle cl8as, thereby
circumventing the a,8reeDent threatening with the destruction
of mediun-range nissiles. When the USSR suggested scrapping
that second class of ırissi]es, too, Washington decided to
leave the Bundeswehr missiles out of the ağreement being
drafted in Geneva and replace then later rıith shorter
Pershing-2 missiles. It is clear that the plan suggeated by
Martin Marietta was certainly not dictated by a desire to
scrap nuclear Diasiles in Europe and Asia.

so are the interests of Martin Marietta and other
a'rms corporations really identical to those of the US and
West Germany? It is my €ıtrong conviction that in the lonEi
term this kind of identity wou]"d be extremely dangeroua
both for Anerica and for Western Europe, and not only from
the nilitary viewlıoint. After all, one should not forElet
that in the past weatern Europe had lost itg international
weight for a long period exactly on the battlefield,
whereag the United States is losing it norı in the course of
a mad arms race. It is only in peaceful undertakings that
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one can gain prominence in today's world.

Şure enouElh, the first step is the nost difficult one,

but it is also the nost honorable of all. In the naıne of
saving civilization we must 1ive by the criteria of neç

thinking which rejects fist law and asgerts the suprene

forns of international coırmunication natching the
current intellectual level of nankind. It is onJ,y this
1ogic of our nuclear-nissile age rather than the outdated
arithnetic of the "balance of fear" that can serve aa a
guiding light into the future.

(Pravda, August 10. Abridged)
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