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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

TASS:  U.S. PRESSING AHEAD WITH SDI DESPITE PROTESTS 

LD262237 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1106 GMT 26 Mar 86 

[Excerpt] Washington, 26 Mar (TASS)—Pressing ahead with work on the "star wars" 
program, the United States is aiming at a unilateral renunciation of the Soviet- 
American treaty to limit anti-missile defense systems. Statements by R. Perle, 
U.S. assistant secretary of defense, at hearings in one of the subcommittees 
of the Senate Armed Services Committee, bear witness to that once again. 

The Pentagon representative stated directly that even at the stage of research 
being conducted within the framework of SDI it is possible that the United States 
will have to adopt a "broad interpretation" of the ABM Treaty. According to 
this "interpretation," with which American "hawks" have armed themselves, testing 
of components of the anti-missile defense system in space is "allowed" by the 
treaty. Perle does not consider the treaty to be any serious bar at all to the 
implementation of militarist designs in space.  In his view, the United States, 
should deploy [razvernut] a large-scale ABM system with space-based elements, 
independent of whether or not the USSR agrees to conduct talks on a revision 
of the ABM treaty. 

In accordance with this course directed towards an accelerated military "mastery" 
of space, launches of shuttle spacecraft are being subordinated more and more 
now to the interests of the Pentagon, which is assigning an important role to 
them in the implementation of the "star wars" program. The BOSTON GLOBE points 
this out, emphasizing that already in the near future one-third of all the cargo 
sent into orbit on board shuttle spacecraft will be used in experiments aimed 
at the development [sozdaniye] and deployment [razyortyvaniye] of a large-scale 
ABM system with space-based elements. As a whole, however, three quarters 
of all the cargo on board these spacecraft will be military in nature, in the 
next 2 fiscal years. 

The American public is becoming more and more clearly aware of the danger of the 
Pentagon's intentions. The "star wars" program is aimed above all at achieving 
military superiority in space, says R. Bowman, president of the Institute 
for Space and Security Studies.  Speaking at a press conference here, he noted 
that in the United States development [razrabotka] of offensive space weapons, 
which they are trying to disguise as "defensive," is in full swing. According 
to him, "the only conceivable purpose" of a space ABM system is to protect the 
aggressor who has unleashed war from a retaliatory strike. Thus, R. Bowman 
stressed, the deployment [razvertyvaniye] of weapons in space is bringing the 
world nearer to nuclear catastrophe. "We have a chance to halt and turn back 



the arms race," he pointed out. "The USSR has unilaterally taken several 
impressive steps in the field of arms control. But the United States has not 
given a positive reply to these initiatives." 

New York, 26 Mar (TASS)—Members of the House of Representatives L. Aspin and 
G. Brown have said that U.S. Congress should "ban the development [razrabotki] 
of anti-satellite weapons." A major reason for the adoption of such a measure, 
according to AP, is that, in the opinion of the legislators, appearance of 
the said system of weapons "will only lead to an escalation of the arms race." 
According to a report by the TRIBUNE newspaper, President Reagan is striving 
for a 33-fold increase in allocations to the building of antisatellite weapons 
in the next 3 years. 

Most American physicists reject President Reagan's notorious "strategic 
defence initiative" aimed at militarization of near-earth space. Evidence 
of this is given by a nationwide public opinion poll held at the order of 
the Union of Concerned Scientists. The majority of physicists indicated that 
SDI was a "step in the wrong direction," says a report by the union. As 
Howard Rise, executive director of the organization, stressed: "In other words, 
this poll shows that the country's scientists say 'no' to 'star wars.'" 

/8309 
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SDI AND SPACE ASMS 

TASS:  PENTAGON PLANS TO USE SHUTTLE IN SDI PROJECTS 

LD261106 Moscow TASS in English 1054 GMT 26 Mar 86 

[Text] New York March 26 TASS—Reusable shuttle spaceships are being turned 
into the Pentagon's launching pad. They are assigned an important role in the 
implementation of the "Strategic Defence Initiative" put forward by the Reagan 
administration, the newspaper BOSTON GLOBE quotes the Pentagon top brass and 
the American scientists as saying. 

The Challenger accident on January 28, this year will increase the dependence 
of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) on the U.S. war 
department both financially and politically. Already in the near future, the 
newspaper says, a third of the whole payload put into orbit by the shuttle 
spaceships will be used in experiments directed at creating and deploying 
a large-scale defence system with space-based elements. 

Thus in the course of the mission of one of the spaceships initially scheduled 
for June, but put off for next year because of the Challenger catastrophe. 
It will have onboard a teal [as received] ruby sensor for tracking planes 
from outer space. In the course of another mission scheduled for June 1987 
it is planned to place a Spacelab module into outer space, by means of which 
the Pentagon intends to conduct an experiment for a precision guidance of a 
laser beam. 

The Pentagon has from the very outset planned to deploy modern types of weapons 
in outer space and satellites for spying on the Soviet Union. While the second 
aim was implemented way back in 1960, when the USA put into orbit the first spy 
satellite Discovery, the dream of space-based lasers, which has been hatched 
by the Pentagon for a long time, began being implemented after the Reagan 
administration came to power and put forward the "star wars" programme. 

/8309 
CSO: 5200/1330 



JPRS-TAO86-036 
25 April 1986 

SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

USSR:  WHITE HOUSE SEEKING ASAT TEST BAN REPEAL 

PM031313 Moscow SOTSIALISTICHESKAYA INDUSTRIYA in Russian 30 Mar 86 p 3 

[TASS report: "White House Demand"] 

[Text] Washington, 29 Mar — Displaying utter reluctance to make real progress in 
the arms limitation sphere, the White House has demanded of Congress the "speediest 
lifting" of the ban on tests of ASAT antisatellite weapons. This demand is contained 
in a special statement published by the White House. The lifting of the ban, it 
states, "will enable us to bring the ASAT program up to operational readiness." 

As is known, under the decision adopted by Congress last year, the Pentagon is pro- 
hibited from testing antisatellite weapons against real targets in space. That 
decision, approved on the Initiative of sober-minded legislators under pressure from 
American and world public demands, was adopted with a view to helping to prevent 
the militarization of space and promoting progress at the arms control talks. 
Moreover, literally the other day the influential Congressmen L. Aspin and G. Brown 
called on the Untited States to end the ASAT program altogether. Right from the 
start the stand taken by Congress was given a hostile reception by the White House 
and the Pentagon, which, as confirmed once again by this statement, would like to 
have unlimited freedom of action to realize their very dangerous plans, including 
plans for the militarization of space. According to expert assessments, the ASAT 
pogram is of "value" to the Washington administration, in particular, because it is 
in essence one of the key elements of the "Stragegic Defense Initiative" which the 
United States is now developing at an accelerated pace. 

8309 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

PRAVDA ARTICLE HITS U.S. SDI WEAPONS PROGRAM 

PM251200 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 22 Mar 86 First Edition p 4 

[Article by Candidate of Technical Sciences V. Gorkov:  '"Star Wars' Props: 
The Pentagon Is Creating New Types of Lethal Military Hardware"] 

[Excerpt] President R. Reagan delivered his sensational "star wars" speech on 
23 March 1983. Most of its provisions were based on the ambitious "High 
Frontier" project developed under the guidance of General D. Graham, former 
chief of the U.S. Defense Department's Defense Intelligence Agency, at the 
Heritage Foundation, the ideological center of extreme right-wing circles. The 
White House's proclamation of the plans to prepare for "star wars" was an alarm 
signal to the entire world. Prominent scientists, military specialists, political 
and social figures, and participants in mass protest demonstrations indicated 
the extremely dangerous character of the Pentagon's new militarist venture. 

Like it or not, the laws of celestial mechanics mean that the space delivery 
vehicles launched into orbit around the earth will periodically appear over 
the territory of any state on our planet. Man has still not learned how to plot 
the route of satellites in such a way as to prevent them from passing over the 
territory of, say, the USSR or the United States.  Indeed, that is hardly ever 
likely to become possible. Thus the weapons deployed on them will be global in 
terms of their sphere of operation. And new technology will make it possible 
to use them instantaneously and automatically. 

All this indicates that the word game set in motion regarding the very 
definition used—the "Strategic Defense Initiative"~is the greatest political 
deception. The wide-scale ABM system is just another link in the integrated 
chain of offensive strategic armaments. 

It is no coincidence that along with the decision to begin developing 
[razrabotka] the SDI program the Pentagon is at the same time stepping up the 
development [razvitiye] of arms across the whole range of the nuclear triad. 
THE NEW YORK TIMES has stated that in the last 3 years B-52 strategic bombers 
have been armed with 1,080 nuclear cruise missiles. That number will soon 
rise to 1,500. The U.S. Air Force has been equipped with the B-1B, a new 
strategic bomber, and another—the "Stealth" bomber—is to follow. The 
modernization of the Navy's armaments is also being stepped up. 



The same newspaper reports that the U.S. Armed Forces will receive the MX ICBM 
ahead of schedule. The development [razrabotka] of another missile, Midgetman, 
is being completed. The deployment of the U.S. medium-range nuclear missile 
facilities in Europe continues. 

In 1984 the U.S. Administration approved the idea, nurtured by certain circles 
for many years, of creating a long-term orbiting space station. This space 
installation, on whose creation [sozdaniye] the administration is spending 
$11 billion, is to ensure a permanent U.S. presence in space for military 
purposes. With good reason the NASA director called this station the 
"cornerstone" of the "star wars" program being developed [razrabatyvayemaya] 
by the Pentagon. In conjunction with the space aircraft, whose creation 
[sozdaniye] is also being taken care of by the Pentagon, the station will in 
practice represent a space-based intelligence-strike complex capable of 
resolving strategic tasks. 

The foreign press points primarily to the possibility of the station being used 
as a delivery vehicle for laser weapons, nuclear installations, missiles, 
electromagnetic guns, and so forth. 

The space shuttle is being used for "star wars" programs. By the way, the 
catastrophe that befell one aircraft in that series—the Challenger—confirmed 
the fears of those who believe that a technical error in the SDI system could 
lead to irreversible consequences for mankind. 

As the journal AVIATION WEEK AND SPACE TECHNOLOGY reports, the United States is 
planning new experiments in space in the near future, this time using laser 
weapons. 

It should be noted that this type of weapon is no longer science fiction. 
On 6 September last year the White Sands test range (in New Mexico) held the 
first test of the "Miracle" chemical laser, whose beam burned through the shell 
of a Titan-2 missile at a distance of 1 km. A new 5 million watt laser is 
being prepared to replace the 2 million watt chemical laser. 

The U.S. press reports that the Lawrence Livermore Laboratory is developing 
[razrabatyvayet] a nuclear triggered X-ray laser. This weapon, named Excalibur, 
has undergone its first tests at the nuclear test range in Nevada. Let us note 
here that the X-ray laser is essentially a new type of nuclear weapon, whose 
launch into space is banned by the 1963 and 1967 international treaties. 
However, the United States ignores the fact. 

The successors to the creators of the first atomic bombs'—the physicists of 
Los Alamos and the scientists of the Lawrence Livermore Laboratory—are working 
on a rail gun deployed in space, according to the foreign press. The second 
echelon of the wide-scale ABM system will also form part of the transatlantic 
strategists' strike-space scenario. It includes orbiting space facilities 
armed with electromagnetic guns whose projectiles, it is calculated, will reach 
speeds of 40 km per second, and with small self-guiding missiles. 



Such are' the Pentagon's plans for the creation [sozdaniye] of new types of 
weapons for the "star wars" program. It is obvious that they can only have 
dangerous consequences for mankind. 

The USSR counters the nuclear madness with reason. The Soviet Union firmly 
adheres to the course of seeking significant practical arms limitation and 
reduction measures. 

It is still possible to call a halt now, while new arms systems remain for 
the most part in scientists* and specialists' minds and on their drawing 
boards or are undergoing tests. As the CPSU Central Committee Political 
Report to the 27th party congress said, it is extremely necessary while 
there is still time to seek a real solution which would provide a guarantee 
against the transfer of the arms race to space. The "star wars" program 
must not be allowed to be used either to stimulate a continued arms race 
or as an obstacle on the path of radical disarmament. 

/8309 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

USSR NOTES OPPOSITION TO FRG SDI PARTICIPATION 

Peace Groups, Scientists 

LD122306 Moscow TASS in English 2025 GMT 12 Mar 86 

[Text] Bonn March 12 TASS—Horst Trapp, representative of the "Krefeld 
Initiative," the largest and most influential association of peace champions 
in the FRG, has urged the FRG Government to disembark from the disastrous 
path of participation in the U.S. SDI programme. This militaristic project 
shall not be allowed to be turned into reality. The FRG's renunciation of any 
participation in the preparations for "star wars" would contribute to creating 
a healthier international situation. This step would be West Germany's 
positive contribution to materialisation of the "Geneva spirit," contribute to 
the success of the Soviet-American disarmament talks. 

A statement by the association of prominent West German scientists "forum of 
natural scientists for peace and disarmament" has been issued in Munich. 
Representatives of the academic community have declared in that document against 
the U.S. plans to militarise outer space and against any participation of 
Bonn in Washington's outer space adventure. Jürgen Altman, member of the 
organisation's board, said that its most important political and scientific 
objective is to prevent thermonuclear war. It is particularly urgent in that 
connection to prevent a militarisation of outer space. Space weapons cannot 
ensure security from nuclear missiles, but can dangerously destabilise the 
strategic situation and increase the threat of war. The task of preventing war 
calls for political solutions. New types of weapons only hamper the effort 
to ensure peace. 

Mass Protests 

LD271954 Moscow TASS in English 1941 GMT 27 Mar 86 

[Text] Bonn March 27 TASS—TASS correspondent Gennadiy Kulbitskiy reports: 

The news agency DPA reports from Washington that an agreement was today signed 
there between West Germany and the USA on the participation of West German 
companies in research under the American "Strategic Defense Initiative." It 
was signed by West German Economics Minister Martin Bangemann, paying a visit 
to the USA, and Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger. The text of the agreement 
will not be made public. It is noted in Bonn in this context that the fears 
that the agreement would be secret have now come true. 
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The news that the agreement on West Germany's contribution to the U.S. 
sinister plans to prepare for "star wars" has provoked mass protests from 
opposition parties and the democratic public of the country. 

"The signing of a secret agreement with Washington on West Germany's participa- 
tion in the implementation of SDI marks a tragic day for the Federal Republic," 
a notable disarament expert of the Social Democratic faction, Hermann Scheer, 
said in an interview to the bulletin PARLAMENTARISCH-POLITISCHER-PRESSEDIENST. 
"The West German government's political and economic support for Washington 
plans on 'star wars' preparations is doing grave damage not only to the Soviet- 
American talks on nuclear and space weapons taking place in Geneva but also 
to West German eastern policy as a whole." 

"Having concluded a secret accord with the USA on participation in SDI," the 
chairman of the Greens delegates' group in the defense commission of the West 
German Bundestag, Torsten Lange, has stated here, "the West German Government 
has assumed in full political responsibility for the implementation of such a 
dangerous project, which will give the United States the first strike capability." 

More than 160 employees of the Philips Research Laboratory in Hamburg have today 
sent Chancellor Kohl an open letter stating their absolute refusal to participate 
in work on the U.S. "Strategic Defense Initiative." The letter says that the 
allegations that the development of defense systems will give more security are 
deception of the public.  Instead, efforts should be made to achieve concrete 
steps towards disarmament, primarily in the field of nuclear weapons. 

Rau Cited 

LD272213 Moscow TASS in English 2155 GMT 27 Mar 86 

[Text] Bonn March 27 TASS—Johannes Rau, prime minister of North Rhine- 
Westphalia and the leading Social Democratic candidate for the post of 
federal chancellor, characterised as inadmissible the agreement signed in 
Washington today on West Germany's participation in the "Strategic Defence 
Initiative." 

The fact that it has been reached so hastily, Rau said, is contrary to the 
interests of the Federal Republic. According to him, the interests of 
West Germany would be promoted by efforts to avert the arms race in outer 
space. 
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Schmidt Comments 

LD070819 Moscow TASS in English 0749 GMT 7 Apr 86 

[Text] Tokyo April 7 TASS — Prominent West German politician, former Federal Chancel- 
lor of the FRG Helmut Schmidt, has denounced Bonn's decision to Join the Reagan star 
wars programme.  In an Interview to the Japanese newspaper ASAHI he said that details of 
that accord are kept secret which causes serious suspicion on the part of the West 
German public as to the real aim's of the agreement. Helmut Schmidt stated that Western 
Europe and Japan should not give premature obligations on joining the Strategic Defense 
Initiative since it will hardly help strengthen their security. 

/8309 ' 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

SOVIET ENVOY IN FRG ISSUES STATEMENT ON SDI PACT 

LD041724 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 6 Apr 86 First Edition p 4 
i 

[Text] USSR ambassador to the FRG, V.S. Semenov, visited FRG Minister of Foreign 
Affairs H.D. Genscher on 4 April, and in accordance with instructions made the follow- 
ing statement: 

Secret agreements were concluded between the FRG and U.S. Governments in Washington 
on 27 March on the procedure relating to FRG firms and institutions' participation in 
the U.S. program for the creation [sozdaniye] of space strike armaments. 

It must be known to the FRG Government that this program, called the "Strategic 
Defense Initiative," has nothing in common with the aims of defense.  It concerns an 
attempt to create [sozdaniye] a new dangerous class of armaments, multipurpose 
[universalnyy] in its combat possibilities, which has been called upon to become an 
element of the U.S. overall offensive potential. The appearance of space strike wea- 
pons would inevitably bring in the wake a serious destabilization of the strategic 
situation. 

It also is quite clear that the U.S. SDI program's aim is to sabotage the solution 
of mankind's most acute problem; namely, the reduction and complete elimination of 
nuclear weapons.  Instead, the SDI program is aimed at building up nuclear and 
military confrontations in general in the world, including the European Continent. 

The FRG Government also is well aware that the U.S. side, having embarked on the path 
of creating [sozdaniye] space strike systems, including large-scale ABM systems with 
space-based elements, is openly pushing to undermine the 1972 ABM Treaty which is the 
cornerstone of the whole nuclear arms limitation and reduction process. 

Having accepted U.S. medium-range missiles on its territory, and now involving itself 
in the SDI program, the FRG is assuming grave responsibility for participating in a 
chain of actions by the U.S. that in their very essence are profoundly hostile to the 
cause of international security, peace, and cooperation. It must realize that the 
Soviet Union cannot but draw the corresponding conclusions of a political and defense 
nature from this. 

The arms race and participation in military preparations against the socialist countries 
will not help the FRG find a solution to any of the issues pertaining to its present or 
future. 
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The historical experience of its people ought to make this clear. The FRG has had and 
has a sensible alternative to the present unconstructive course which is clearly desig- 
nated in the Moscow Treaty. The. state and prospects of the development of our countries' 
relations will depend to a large degree on whether the FRG Government wishes to take 
advantage of it [the alternative] -- the Soviet side would like the FRG Government to be 
■fully aware of this. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

' TASS REPORTS ON ITALIAN SDI DECISION 

Parliamentary Debate 

LD032314 Moscow TASS in English 2144 GMT 3 Apr 86 

[Text] Rome April 4 TASS — Under Washington's pressure the Italian Government is 
increasingly involving the country in the implementation of Reagan's "star wars" pro- 
gramme. During the debates held on Thursday at a joint meeting of the Foreign Relations 
Committee of the Senate and the Senate's Defence Committee, Foreign Minister Giulio 
Andreotti and Defense Minister Giovanni Spadolini openly declared in favour of the 
need for the participation of Italian firms and companies in the research stage of SDI 
and for holding talks with the USA to conclude appropriate agreements at a government 
level. 

Representatives of the left opposition forces sharply criticized the government's stand 
during the debate. Representative of the Italian Communist Party A. Pasquini demanded 
the government's promises that it would not conclude any secret agreements with the 
United States. Besides that, the ruling cabinet must put the question of SDI to the 
discussion of Parliament before signing any document. 

Senator from left independents E. Milani said that Italy had already actually joined 
SDI without any decision by.Parliament on this score. He said the Italian Government 
had acted irresponsibly and "underestimated the political and military aspects of 
President Reagan's initiative*." The senator submitted a draft resolution which con- 
tains a demand to the Italian Government to turn down the U.S. "star wars" progranmfe 
and hold debates on the problem in the Chamber of Deputies. 
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Announces Plan to Join Research 

LD070624 Moscow TASS in English 0616 GMT 7 Apr 86 

fTextl Moscow April 7 TASS — The Italian Government officially announced Its inten- 
tion to join the American "Strategic Defence Initiative" (SDI), Gennadiy Zafesov, 
PRAVDA's Rome corresondent, reported in the newspaper today. 

Giulio Andreotti, Italian foreign minister, told a joint session of the Senate Commis- 
sions on Foreign Affairs and Defence Issues that "it is time to determine together with 
the United States the framework within which Italian companies may participate in the 
SDI research stage." Defence Minister Giovanni Spadolini added that future cooperation 

would demand an agreement at government level.        , 

Both ministers sought to abate the Italians' anxiety by the assertions that the 
"research part of the programme will not affect negatively the stability of the strate- 
gic balance on a global scale." Of all people, the Italian ministers ought to know 
that the chief objective of Washington's SDI was to change into its favour the existing 
rough balance of forces. That, in turn, threatened to push the world towards a new 
spiral in the arms race with unpredictable consequences, the correspondent wrote. 

"Despite vigorous demands that the problem of participation in the SDI effort be taken 
outside the framework of the two Senate commissions, the government is reluctant to ^ 
allow a parliamentary debate.  It is apparently under pressure from its overseas ally 

and its own military monopolies." 

"Meanwhile, opposition is mounting to the American «star wars' plans not only at Italy's 
parliamentary and political circles. The Italians, forced recently to accept American 
medium-ranje nuclear missiles on their soil, are obviously against becoming Washington's 

accomplices in the latest militarist undertaking." 

/8309 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

MOSCOW CITES ITALIAN COMMUNIST PARTY LEADER ON SDI 

LD040922 Moscow International Service in Italian 1800 GMT 3 Mar 86 

[Interview with Ugo Pecchioli, head of the Italian Communist Party (PCI) 
delegation to the 27th CPSU Congress, by unidentified announcer; Pecchioli's 
comments in quotation marks—date, place not given; recorded] 

[Text]  "The first element which emerges is that the U.S. Administration has been 
embarrassed by the peace and disarmament proposals formulated by the Soviet 
Government." Ugo Pecchioli, head of the PCI delegation at the congress of 
Soviet Communists, is talking about the White House reply to the Soviet proposals 
on the elimination of nuclear weapons.  "I hope that in the United States the 
peace forces will gain the upper hand; those forces, after all, do exist in 
that country. The United States is not only a country of militarists and of 
reactionaries, fortunately. So it is to be hoped that the forces of peace 
which do exist in the United States will manage to come out On top therefore 
and force the present administration, which is conditioned by the military- 
industrial complex to make treaties and become reasonable. This is something 
we should all aim at." 

Referring to Italy's participation in the U.S. "star wars" plans, Ugo Pecchioli 
said:  "The Italian Government has not yet officially joined the so-called 
SDI project, that is to say the "star wars" project, because [words indistinct] 
all the forces which are against this ill-fated U.S. project. The weight of 
internal contradictions among the majority parties which support the govern- 
ment also works against it. Not all majority parties and the internal forces 
in these government majority parties in Italy are in favor of it.  It has been 
a phase of uncertainties and ambiguities. We not only manifested our opposition 
to this project, which would accelerate the arms race throughout the world and 
would make mankind run the most serious risks, but also indicated the alterna- 
tives.  In the matter of the conquest of space, of the use of space for peaceful 
ends, we believe there should be large-scale international cooperation for the 
specific purpose of peaceful use of the space, so that, as Comrade Gorbachev 
said in ending his report, space and the earth should be in the service of this 
marvelous being that is man." 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

TASS: JAPANESE FIRMS SEEK LARGE PROFITS IN SDI CONTRACTS 

LD201103 Moscow TASS in English 1025 GMT 20 Mar 86 

[Text] Tokyo March 20 TASS—TASS correspondent Vasiliy Golovnin reports: 

When receiving a group of foreign correspondents, Teruo Hiruma, president of 
the major Japanese company "Hamamatsu Photonics," was quite frank with them. 
Smiling politely, he told the TASS correspondent two, together with other 
journalists, had been permitted to visit the headquarters of the company—one 
of the world's biggest producers of sophisticated optical equipment, that the 
question of the company's participation in the implementation of the U.S. 
"Strategic Defense Initiative" had practically been settled. 

He also said that he was flying to Washington one of these days to find out 
the terms of winning contracts. "Of course, we oppose the murder of innocent 
people. However, I want you to get me right: In business the most important 
thing to us is that the undertaking be promising and large in scope." 
Teruo Hiruma was obviously sure that the Pentagon was going to offer him 
exactly this kind of deal that would bring his company many more millions of 
dollars. 

For the sake of it "Hamamatsu Photonics" is ready to change its solid position 
of a producer of scientific equipment for the unseemingly reputation of a death 
manufacturer." 

T. Hiruma is not the only one in Japan who will yield to the dollar attraction. 
Late in March a whole group of seniot executives of the biggest Japanese 
companies is going to Washington. They intend to determine where they would 
prefer to invest their capitals—in the production of combat lasers, military 
satellites of tracking systems. 

For instance, the Pentagon is going to use the optical elements developed by 
"Hamamatsu Photonics" in the production of super-computers for controlling 
a fleet of killer satellites, while the achievements of the scientists working 
for the company in the development of videosystems can well be used for aiming 
missiles and in beam installations. 
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However, according to ASAHI, many Japanese businessmen are still afraid 
of getting into a trap laid by the Pentagon which seeks to get hold of 
the technological secrets of Japan, the U.S. Defense Secretary C. Weinberger 
arrives in Tokyo in the coming weeks to condition those sceptics. Together 
with members of the Nakasone Government he will paint in glowing colours the 
"practical advantages" of preparations for space wars. 

/8309 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

REPORTAGE ON FRG DISCUSSION ON SDI AGREEMENT 

Ministers Meet      ( 

DW211253 Hamburg ARD Television in German 1200 GUT 21 Mar 86 

[Text] Chancellor Kohl has once again discussed the SDI concept in a ministerial round 
in the Chancellor's Office this morning. Apart from the chancellor, Foreign Minister 
Genscher, Defense Minister Woerner, Economics Minister Bangemann, and Minister in the 
chancellor's Office Schaeuble attended the meeting. Bangemann will travel to Washing- 
ton again next week so as to finalize the desired U.S.-FRG agreements on technology 
transfer and the participation of German companies in the research project for space 
missile defense. 

Following the meeting, Gencsher and Bangemann informed the FDP faction on the talk this 
morning. The FDP is irritated-that Chancellor Kohl had announced that the basic agree- 
ment has been reached together with U.S. Defense Secretary Weinberger on Wednesday in 
Grafenwoehr. FDP quarters said that they are not particularly happy that Economics 
Minister Bangemann, who had been instructed by the cabinet to conduct the negotiations 
has thus been by-passed, and that controversial issues continued to exist. 

Spokesman Comments 

LD241601 Hamburg DPA in German 1305 GMT 24 Mar 86 

[Excerpt]  [No location as received] 24 Mar (DPA) — Friedhelm Ost, the government 
spokesman, has stated that Economics Minister Bangemann will negotiate in Washington 
on some points about SDI which are still open.  "But these are points which have been 
discussed within the government." Ost today on Deutschlandfunk referred to the fact 
that a ministerial conversation on this had taken place on Friday morning in the 
chancellery, with Bangemann and Genscher taking part. Within the government camp there 
was "good cooperative work." 

• 
The questions still to be negotiated are, according to Ost, of great interest to Bonn, 
but "not so very tricky anymore." On his previous trips to Washington, Bangemann had 
"conducted good negotiations" and will thus bring them to a conclusion." The govern- 
ment spokesman refuted the charge of a "secret agreement" on SDI. If this were so, 
"then no one would know about it." In both agreements with the United States it was 
a matter of keeping the text confidential.  "This is altogether customary between 
governments," he added, referring to the agreements between the United States and 
Great Britain in the same field. Parliament and the public would be informed about 
the agreements' content. Asked whether there were aspects in the SDI agreement re-   | 
latlng to military research, Ost said yes. , 
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Defense Minister Interviewed 

DW241322 Cologne Westdeutscher Rundfunk Network in German 1210 GMT 22 Mar 86 

[Interview with Defense Minister Manfred Woerner by correspondent Fechner on the 
"Zeitfunk" program; date not given — recorded] 

[Excerpts]  [Fechner] Prior to the NATO Nuclear Planning Group session in Wuerzburg, 
it seemed difficult to make any headway on. the SDI issue. What has initiated the 
change. 

[Woerner] I would not say that there has been a change. It has only become clear 
that the Americans have accepted European interests. After pressure from the 
Europeans, they have included short- and intermediate-range weapons in their re- 
search work, and they are prepared to have permanent contacts, a permanent discussion 
with us on the strategic political effects of possible deployment will go on contin- 
uously in the course of the research program.  In other words, there is a dialogue, 
there is information, and there is consultation. There is also consideration of the 
Europeans' vitial interests at this stage of the program. 

[Fechner] However, is that not a real change? Previously the Americans seemed most 
reserved about the information. I remember that after the . first round of sessions 
you expressly praised the Americans' readiness to divulge information. 

[Woerner] In that respect you are right. The Americans have opened up considerably, 
probably under the impression that by such a policy .they will probably achieve more 
support for their projects. I can only say that I welcome it very much, because I 
was one of those who pressed hard for the fullest possible information, for consulta- 
tion, and for discussion about the program's future. 

[Fechner] Does that mean that you had to negotiate hard with our American friends? 

[Woerner] No. I would not say hard. I am outspoken, and others are too. However, 
we did not have to twist the Americans arms to consider their partners' security in- 
terests. One must not forget that they have troops stationed here and that extending 
SDI protection in Western Europe would, naturally, also mean extending protection for 
their own soldiers and their dependents. 

[Fechner] What carries more weight for you, the military-industrial or military- 
technical side of SDI, or SDI as ä security policy instrument? 

[Woerner] Cleariy SDI is primarily a defensive system, which means that the strategic, 
the security policy aspect stands clearly in the foreground. The technological aspect 
follows, then the economic. However, I must say again that once it is introduced — 
after successful research work — it would change not only the strategy of the al- 
laince, but would have a worldwide effect with considerable security, strategic, and 
foreign policy consequences. One cannot use just the term technological for it. It 
is a security policy program. 

[Fechner] Does that mean that the Europeans can then renounce special programs? In 
the past you have repeatedly been mentioned in connection with the EDI [European 
Defense Initiative] project. You are considered a supporter of an extended European 
antiaircraft system. Will it now become superfluous, or what? 

[Woerner] I have never had anything to do with EDI, and I never wanted to. Anti- 
aircraft defense involves the idea of being able to counter not only manned but also 
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unmanned flying objects. That is not only logical, it is  a necessity. It will not: 
become superfluous at all. On the contrary, if the Americans include intermediate- 
range and .short-range weapons in their SD1 system, it will be done in the framework 
of a multistage complex. It is a conventional matrer and takes place on the ground. 
It will not become superfluouw because of SDI, especially if the Americans include 
short- and intermediate-range missiles at our insistence. One must be aware of 
technology exchange, because in working on SDI technologies could be discovered that 
might increase the capacity of extended antiaircraft defense. 

[Fechner] If you were to assess the recent talks, what would you say? 

[Woerner] With a view to SDI? 

[Fechner] The dialogue in general. 

[Woerner] I would say that it is going on as never before in the alliance. As to 
arms control and SDI, we are in the midst of talks, and the Americans are very open, 
obviously trying to indicate to the allies that they want close cooperation. 

Outgoing Soviet Envpy 

LD241318 Hamburg DPA in German 1225 GMT 24 Mar 86 

[Text] Bonn 24 Mar (DPA) — Vladimir Semenov, Moscow's ambassador in Bonn for many 
years will leave Bonn at the end of April. Semenov announced this today (Monday) 
at a rare and probably final press conference in Bonn on the occasion of the presenta- 
tion of a volume of documents about the 27th CPSU Congress. In the future he will be 
working as adviser on foreign affairs in the Soviet Foreign Ministry  The 75-year-old 
Semenov represented his country for 7 and 1/2 years as ambassador in Bonn. His suc- 
cessor will be the Soviet delegation leader in the Geneva negotiations group on space 

weapons, Yuliy Kvitsinskiy. 

Despite a possible agreement between the Federal Republic and the United States on 
participation in SDI, he said, the Soviet Union did not wish to end economic co- 
operation with the Federal Republic. Relations between his country and the Federal 
Republic would certainly be damaged by such an agreement. 

Semenov said that he could not say how the U.S. nuclear test in Nevada last weekend 
would affect relations between the United States and the Soviet Union. The ex- 
plosion has aroused indignation and sharp criticism in the Soviet press. Concrete 
decisions on this would, however, be considered at the appropriate time in Moscow. 

Bangemann Interview 

LD230840 Hamburg DPA in German 0406 GMT 23 Mar 86 

[Text]  Frankfurt, 23 Mar (DPA) — In FDP Chairman and Economics Minister Martin 
Baneemann's view the strived for agreement between the United States and the Federal 
Republic regarding the SDI program will not impair the East-West detente dialogue. 
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Speaking on the Frankfurt discussion program on Hesse Radio today, Bangemann said the 
Federal Government, the FDP, and particularly Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher 
have always taken care to negotiate questions relating to the transfer of technology but 
not the linked strategic questions such as disarmament and alliance problems. The 
cabinet's decisions are based upon the assumption that the agreements should fit into 
the process of disarmament talks. 

Regarding the forthcoming continuation of his talks on SDI in Washington, Bangemann 
said Chancellor Helmut Kohl's meeting with U.S. Defense Secretary Weinberger in 
Grafenwoehr has contributed to moving things forward. But the added, things are not yet 
concluded. Some important questions still need to be negotiated this coming week. 

SPD's Scheer Criticizes Agreement 
i 

LD221414 Hamburg DPA in German 1151 GMT 22 Mar 86 

[Text] Waiblingen, 22 Mar (DPA) — Hermann Scheer, disarmament policy spokesman of 
the SPD Bundestag group, has rejected the planned agreement with the United States 
on participation in SDI as a "gross attack on the rights of parliament". Moreover, 
the agreement is "incompatible with basic constitutional principles", Scheer said 
today in Waiblingen (Baden-Wuerttemberg). The Federal Government's announcement that 
only the relevant committees will be informed about the agreement bears out the 
worst fears of a secret agreement being prepared while by passing the public and the 
Bundestag. 

Scheer particularly criticized the fact that according to the planned agreements, 
German firms but not the Bundestag will be fully informed about the course ^of future 
German-American technology transfer. As a result, important sections of the German 
economy will become a matter of secrecy to the Bundestag. The SPD politician gave 
notice of a "constitutional examination" of this "secret diplomacy". 

SPD's Voight Remarks 

LD221409 Hamburg DPA in German 1114 GMT 22 Mar 86 

[Text] Bonn, 22 Mar (DPA) — Karsten Voight, foreign policy spokesman of the SPD 
Bundestag group, has called on the Federal Government not to sign an SDI agreement 
with the United States during the Easter parliamentary recess. Voight said today 
on Radio Free Berlin that it was a clear duty not to conclude any agreement without 
the Bundestag and its committees being able to form an opinion. The fact that the 
Federal Government evidently intends to reach a result during the Easter recess is a 
lapse of parliamentary customs. 

The SPD deputy also underlined his party's opposition to the agreement which Federal 
Economics Minister Martin Bangemann (FDP) is to sign next week in Washington.  From 
the American side it is clear that it is a military agreement, Voigt said. He 
pointed out that U.S. Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger had held talks with Federal 
Chancellor Kohl and with Bangemann. The West German side, on the other hand, is 
attempting to disguise the true substance of the agreement. As a result of its 
behavior the Federal Government is agreeing in principle to the United States' 
basic strategic considerations. 

/9274 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

FRG'S BANGEMANN, WEINBERGER SIGN SDI AGREEMENTS 

Agreement Reached 

LD271911 Hamburg DPA in German 1751 GMT 27 Mar 86 

[Text] Washington, 27 Mar (DPA) — Federal Economics Minister Martin Bangemann has 
expressed his satisfaction at the signing of the two agreements with the United States 
on participation of German industry in SDI research and on the expansion of technology 
transfer. After he and U.S. Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger had signed the 
documents today in Washington, Bangemann told the press that the negotiations had not 
been easy, but the content of the agreements squared with what was decided by the 

cabinet. 

In connection with SDI, Bangemann stressed that the conditions for participation by 
German companies are now "possible." The agreement provides for, among other things, 
German firms bidding for SDI research projects on the same conditions as U.S. companies. 
Research knowledge which they bring remains protected, and in the case of new knowledge 
the same principles will apply to German companies as apply to U.S. firms. 

Bangemann said both agreements contain a "nondiscrimination clause". The Berlin clause 
in the agreement on technology transfer corresponds to those in already existing 
agreements. The technology agreement also provides for the use of special 
representatives, who will meet regularly but who, when necessary, could also arrange for 
talks at short notice. In the Federal Economics Ministry a body will be set up which is 
intended to serve as an office to assist German firms interested in taking part in SDI 

research. 

Genscher Reported 'Satisfied' 

LD271736 Hamburg DPA in German 1630 GMT 27 Mar 86 

[Text] Bonn, 27 Mar (DPA) -- West German Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher (FDP), 
who has opposed any state participation by the Federal Republic in the SDI research 
program from the start, is satisfied with the agreements reached in Washington. It has 
been stated in Bonn today that Genscher sees the demands of the cabinet decision of 18 
December as having been fulfilled. Even though Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger 
signed for the U.S. side, the agreements are of a purely nonmilitary nature, and state 
participation or public money from the Federal Republic is not envisaged. 

Also important in the interest of East-West relations was the expressed commitment and 
clarification that the research would be kept within the limits of the ABM Treaty. 
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Genscher had emphasized this "ABM compatibility" even before negotiations.  It was 
stressed in Bonn that a bilateral agreement with Washington on strategic and security policy 
questions, was excluded from the start, because such agreements could only be reached 
Jointly in the NATO alliance. Security policy agreements between Bonn and Washington 
alone would "take the alliance apart" and would be damaging for European and for German- 
French relations. 

The agreements are reported not to contain a political preamble. At the beginning 
reference is made to previous statements by the Federal Government on the SDI program 
which affirm the demand that the arms race should be ended on earth and prevented in 
space. The link between the agreement on general technology transfer and the agreement 
on SDI is established through a letter from Weinberger referring to both agreements. 
The same is true of the Berlin clause, which is only contained in the agreement on the 
transfer of technology. 

i 

/9274 
CSO: 5200/2666 

23 



I 

JPRS-TAO86-03f 
25 April 1986 

SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

FRG OFFICIALS COMMENT ON SDI AGREEMENTS WITH U.S. 

Bangemann Explains Agreements 

LD281324 Hamburg DPA in German 1209 GMT 28 Mar 86 

[Text] Frankfurt, 28 Mar (DPA) — The two agreements with the United States on parti- 
cipation by the German business sector in SDI research and on the extension of tech- 
nology transfer correspond fully to the cabinet's guidelines. This was stressed by 
Federal Economics Minister Martin Bangemann (FDP) in Frankfurt on Good Friday after he 
had returned from the signing ceremony in the United States. The result also 
corresponds fully with the FDP's views. 

After initial difficulties, the German delegation had been able to make the U.S. 
partners understand that there was no question of participation by the Federal Republic 
in SDI and that there would not be any budget resources available.  The two agreements 
had only set out the framework within which German firms can take part in research 
projects while maintaining equal opportunities. 

The establishment of a consultation center and a information center was contained in 
the agreement on bilateral technology transfer. The German information center for 
forms to apply to would be in the Economics Ministry, and the American one was 
envisioned to be in the Pentagon.  Differences are to be dealt with by regular meetings. 
This agreement also contains the Berlin clause. The SDI agreement provides guidelines 
which are intended to protect German contractors.  The most important result is the 
quality opportunity.  This memorandum does not contain military questions. 

According to Bangemann's explanations, the critical points in the negotiations were, 
above all, the different starting positions of the Americans and Germans; the problems 
over Berlin; the consultation mechanism, and a series of issues concerning the main- 
tenance of secrecy. The text of the agreements will not be published, but the Bundestag 

committees are to be briefed in detail. 

According to the economics minister's estimates, there are around 50 to 60 German firms 
which could take part in the U.S. research projects. The volume of orders depends 
completely on the companies' decisions about their possible participation. Any figure 
would be pure speculation at the current stage. 
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Government Spokesman's Remarks 

LD281330 Hamburg DPA in German 1252 GMT 28 Mar 86 

[Text] Bonn, 28 Mar (DPA) —The Federal Government on Friday in Bonn welcomed the 
"successful conclusion" of the German-U.S. negotiations on an agreement on participa- 
tion by German firms and research institutions in the U.S. program for a missile 
defense system in space (SDI), and on overall questions of technology transfer. 
Federal Economics Minister Martin Bangemann (FDP), who signed the agreement in 
Washington, will, it was said in Bonn, make a government statement on it to the 
Bundestag after the Easter recess. 

According to government spokesman Friedfeim Ost, it has been made possible after 9 
months of "careful preliminary talks and intensive negotiations" to improve consider- 
ably the requirements and conditions for cooperation by private German industry and 
research with U.S. industry and research within the framework of the SDI program and in 
general terms. 

It had been the Federal Government's aim to increase the prospects for German industry 
and research, whose task it is now to make use of the possibilities for cooperation 
with the United States on the basis of the agreements reached. The extent and quality 
of cooperation are solely determined by the interests of the two countries' industry 
and research. 

FDP Deputy Criticizes Agreements 

{1)290911 Hamburg DPA in German 0310 GMT 29 Mar 86 

[Text] Hannover, 29 Mar (DPA) — The SDI agreements between Bonn and Washington have 
been sharply criticized by FDP Deputy Hildegard Hamm-Bruecher. In an Interview with 
the Hannover NEUE PRESSE (Saturday's edition), the politician says: "There is now 
the danger that the whole difficult disarmament dialogue will be burdened by such 
agreements as SDI, and that the thaw will return to a new freeze. This is a great 
danger for world peace. 

Mrs Hamm-Bruecher expressed concern that "the secrecy arouses the suspicion that more 
has been agreed than is being innocently revealed." The signing of the SDI agreements 
in Washington "means political agreement on the SDI arms program. This, is contrary to 
the mood in a broad majority of the FDP, at least." Hitherto only "solidarity with 
the FDP federal chairman, who led the negotiations, prevented me from making our reser- 
vations known in the past few days." Whether this solidarity had been worthwhile is 
uncertain. 

An advance edited version of the interview was made available to DPA. 

Rau Criticizes FRG Participation 

LD272046 Hamburg DPA in German 1802 GMT 27 Mar 86 

[Text]  Bonn, 27 Mar (DPA) — SPD chancellor candidate Johannes Rau has described the 
Federal Government's decision to sign an agreement on participation in the U.S. SDI 
program as wrong and unacceptable.  Rau said today that German interests are not served 
by what has been agreed under completely incomprehensible pressure to reach an accord. 
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German interests would have been served by working toward preventing a "J »J"? JJ66 

in space Rau said. "We have enough problems to solve in our world for which high 
expenditure on research and development would be worthwhile." Most people are of 
exactly the same opinion, he said; through the agreement economic relations will be 
placed'under a military imperative via the back door  The Federal Government is well 
aware of why it is being so secretive. This will only increase the uncertainty in 

German industry. 

Bahr Says Accords Not Binding 

LD272146 Hamburg DPA in German 2058 GMT 27 Mar 86 

[Text]  Saarbruecken, 27 Mar (DPA) - SPD disarmament «P«tEgon Bahr ^lieves that 
an SPD-led Federal Government would possibly withdraw from fche SDI agreements  ^ 
said on Saarland Radio this evening that the agreements are only bl"dJ^°n the pre- 
sent Federal Government and not the state of the Federal Republic of Germany, and of 

course also not the next Federal Government." 

Bihr eave as the reason for his view that the agreements are not binding the fact that 
L   f ha confidentiality agreed to by the Federal Government the accord cannot 

be put before the Bundestag for ratification. The opposition will now P£« J°* «? 
Foreign Affairs and Defense Committees, meeting confidentially, to be informed of the 

text of the agreements. 

Vogel Discusses SDI in Beijing 

LD281014 Hamburg DPA in German 0937 GMT 28 Mar 86 

[Text] Beijing, 28 Mar (DPA) - Hans-Jochen Vogel, chairman of the SPD Bundestag 
group, sees new burdens in the inner-German relationship and relations with the Soviet 
Union and the other East European states in the participation..by. the Federal Republic 
in the U.S. SDI program agreed upon in Washington on Thursday. Because of the 
participation in"the research program for space weapons, it was also to be feared that 
the German contribution to the civilian West European technology project, Eureka, would 
turn out to be only half-hearted, Vogel said in Beijing on Good Friday. 

un^1 «aid durine a talk with more than 100 Chinese foreign and security policy ex- 
perts that "the Federal Government is in the difficult position of wanting to please 
aU of the people all of the time." This has led to an undesirable splitting up of 

resources. 

0
C     earner outlined his party's views on detente and di;a;»enin a 

lecture and noted "many points of agreement" with the Chinese position here  The 
highlight of Vogel's visit will be a meeting with party chief Hu Yaobang and Polit 

buro member Hu Qili on Saturday. 

In the lively discussion after the lecture, in which the Chinesiraised the subject of 
SDI again and again, Vogel expressed the view that the decision by Bonn could further 
impair the political weight of the Federal Republic in the East-West detente dialogue. 
"In the SDI issue in particular, the Federal Government has sought closeness to the 
United States in a manner which arouses the impression that its room for maneuver has 
become less." There were no indications that the visit by CPSU General Secretary 
Mikhail Gorbachev to the Federal Republic, about which there had been speculation in 
the press, would take place in the next few months, Vogel said. 
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FRG Remains 'Obligated' , 

DW030747 Cologne ARD Television Network in German 2000 GMT 2 Apr 86 

.["Excerpt" of interview with Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher by correspondent 
Sven Kuntze in Bonn, from the "Im Brennpunkt" program — recorded] 

[Text] [Genscher]  It was necessary to ensure that the participation of FRG companies 
and research institutes In the U.S. SDI research program would be strictly in com- 
pliance with the ABM Treaty, which represents an obligation of the two superpowers 
to limit defensive measures. We will remain obligated to the objective which was laid 
down by the United States and the USSR on 8 January 1985, namely, to prevent an arms 
race in space, and to halt it on earth. 

[Kuntze] The agreements did not materialize without frictional losses. Was that 
just clumsy political handling, or was it attributable to different foreign policy 
concepts? 

[Genscher] To begin with it had to be established what could be arranged bilaterally 
and what could not. Bilaterally, the technological-economic questions can be settled. 
The strategic issues, the problems pertaining to European security, the cohesion of 
the alliance, must be discussed within the alliance. This concerns all member 
states of the Western alliance. Any attempt to settle these matters bilaterally would 
split the alliance, thus impairing our security. 

Publication of SDI Agreements 

LD041923 Hamburg DPA In German 1821 GMT 4 Apr 86 

[Text] Bonn, 4 Apr (DPA) - West German Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher 
has indicated that the Federal Government would see no problem in publishing Bonn's 
SDI agreements with the United States. However, the Americans had expressed the desire 
that they remain secret. Nevertheless, there would be absolutely no problem about 
the Federal Government informing four Bundestag Committees in detail about the 
agreements. 

Genscher also agrees with i Bundestag debate on SDI, äs" cälied" for by the SPD—He "~ 
said in an interview with the BONNER GENERALANZEIGER (Saturday's  edition), the text 
of which was circulated by the Foreign Ministry: "We do not want any secretiveness " 
Parliament was the place where questions concerning the nation must be discussed. 

Genscher also expressed the understanding that German citizens had reacted "more 
sensitively" to the SDI agreements with the United States than public opinion in 
Great Britain. The Federal Republic was more involved as a result of the stationing 
of allied troops and nuclear weapons, and also through its own defense efforts. 
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Regarding the statement by SPD disarmament expert Egon Bahr that in the event of an 
election victory, (the SPD] would withdraw from the SDI, Genscher said he did not 
know from what Bahr wanted to withdraw.  If he forbade German firms from taking part 
in SDI research programs, he would undermine the fundamental principles of the market 
economy. Moreover, the SPD recently said it had nothing against firms participating 

in SDI. 

States Position on Security 

DW070910 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 1710 GMT 6 Apr 86 

[Interview with Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher by moderator Bodo Hauser on 
the "Bonner Perspektiven" program in Bonn — live] 

i 

[Text]  [Häuser] Mr Minister, time and again SPD circles have said they would cancel 
agreements and treaties made by the FRG Government once the SPD itself holds the 
reins of government, including those regarding SDI, the NATO dual-track decision, and 
military integration in NATO. That is what Mr Lafontaine has said: Does that 
restrict your actions? 

[Genscher]  It does not restrict the FRG Government. Questions are raised,- however, 
about what the SPD really wants.  The demand to leave NATO is particularly serious. 
It is tantamount to demanding the withdrawal of the allied troops from the FRG — the 
Americans, the French, the Britons, the Belgians, and the Netherlanders.  It means we 
would stand alone. Thus the defense of central Europe would no longer be possible. 
The comparison to Spain is inappropriate since Spain has no common border with the 
Warsaw Pact countries. 

Of course, the demand to change the NATO dual-track decision is apt to jeopardize 
the promising negotiations on eliminating both the Soviet and the U.S. medium-range 
missiles. We want the elimination of both of them, the Soviet missiles, because 
of which we rearmed, and, step by step and concurrently, the U.S. ones. 

[Häuser] Mr Minister, there are different opinions in the government coalition 
concerning SDI and security. You say it has a strictly civilian character, the 
CSÜ has a different view. The CSU also has a different position on your appeal to 
accelerate the Bonn-East Berlin security policy initiatives. Does that not imply 
irritations? 

[Genscher] On 18 December we came to a unanimous cabinet decision stipulating that 
the superstructure for participation by FRG companies and research institutes in 
the U.S. SDI program should be improved. Of course that was a civil agreement. At 
the time we also said that there must be talks in the alliance on the strategic 
consequences of SDI. That is also correct. Any attempt at arranging such matters 
bilaterally would split the alliance, thus jeopardizing our security, which is 
common security, not a bilateral FRG-U.S. one.  It is a European-American security. 
It must be anticipated that all parts of the government coalition adhere to what 
has been decided and to what the security interest of our country requires of us 
and our obligations to NATO as a part of European security policy. 
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As to our relations with the GDR, we have long had disarmament consultations which I 
initiated. The chancellor also reviewed these matters with Mr Honecker when they met 
in Moscow last year. It would be quite strange if we talked with all the Warsaw 
Pact countries about disarmament, but not the GDR, our direct neighbor — the other 
German state. It is necessary that the FRG and the GDR try to do everything within the 
framework of their respective alliance obligations to improve East-West political 
relations, promote cooperation, and see whether progress can be made in disarmament and 
arms control. That is what we are talking about. That is in the German interest. 
That is in the European interest. 

[Häuser] Thank you, Mr Minister. 

Eliminating Medium-Range Missiles 

LD061148 Hamburg DPA in German 0954 GMT 6 Apr 86 

[Excerpt] Hamburg 6 Apr (DPA) — West German Foreign Minister Hans^Dietrich Genscher 
has again called for an agreement on the elimination of Soviet and U.S. medium-range 
missiles.  In a speech largely devoted to foreign policy at the young Liberals 
congress in Osnabrueck, the FDP deputy chairman said that such an agreement was 
particularly urgent for the security of Europe. 

The minister stressed that the agreement signed before Easter between the Federal 
Republic and the United States on the SDI research program had been limited to technolo- 
gical and economic aspects. An unbridled arms race in space could prevent "security 
for mankind on our planet," Genscher said. In contrast to the SDI program, participa- 
tion in the development of the European space shuttle "Hermes" could, in his opinion, 
promote the peaceful exploitation of space. "Hermes" would also be a test of European 
political and technological self-assertion. 

In the opinion of Volker Ruehe (CDU), deputy chairman of the CDU/CSU Bundestag group, 
the United States and the Soviet Union should use the summer as a time to pause and 
think before there is a new series of nuclear tests. In an interview with the Cologne 
EXPRESS (Sunday's edition), Ruehe said that despite the announcement of new tests, 
he saw a chance for negotiations on a test ban because the Soviets had concluded their 
current tests and the U.S. series was coming to an end. However, an agreement on the 
elinination of 50 percent of the two superpowers' long-range nuclear missiles 
was also necessary, because not a single nuclear missile in the world would dis- 
appear as a result of a test ban. 

/9274 
CSO: 5200/2666 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

FRG NEWSPAPERS ASSESS SDI AGREEMENTS WITH U.S. 

DW011320 [Editorial Report] Papers commenting on thebenefits of the SDI agreements 
with the United States are divided. While DIE WELT praises the accords, others see 

little if any benefit from the project. 

Bonn DIE WELT of 29-30 March frontpages a 200-word Guenter Zehm commentary which notes 
that the agreements turned out to be "even more favorable than one would have dared 
hope." The agreements guarantee that the Federal Republic will from the outset  ( 

participate in the "building of an effective defense screen against enemy missiles. 
It will thus be able to make its "very own interests prevail so that no zones of lesser 
protection emerge." The newspaper says the agreements will encourage other allies.   ^ 
Even now "Japan and Italy are already at Washington's door to negotiate similar texts. 

Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG in a 4,300-word editorial on page A of its 29 March edition 
maintains that while critics definitely will overshoot the mark if they accuse Bonn of 
"participating in 'star wars' preparations" the accords are "of little use.  The news- 
paper maintains that SDI is "neither a source of rejuvenation for the German economy nor 
a miracle weapon for our security. It is no protection against bombers, cruise missiles, 
and conventional weapons. Even if the agreements do not cause great harm in the 
alliance and in Ostpolitik, they are of little use anyway. And the secrecy agreed on is 
a Joke: There are many leads in Bonn." 

Writing in the Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTHER RUNDSCHAU on 29 March edition, Horst     ^ 
Schwarzenfeld, in a page 3 commentary, wonders whether "the whole thing was worth it. 
All told the orders that will reach the German economy probably will be worth far less 
than 100 million." As the example of France shows, "the companies could have sought to 
obtain orders from the U.S. Defense Department without government agreements. We do 
not know whether the agreement gains them such decisive advantages as the government 
claims. It must be feared With some degree of certainty, unfortunately that ^politi- 
cal harm to the Federal Republic is greater than any potential economic benefit. 

/9274 
CSO: 5200/2666 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 

FRG PRESS REVIEWS PARTIES' ATTITUDES TOWARD SDI 

DW250817 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network In German 0615 GMT 24 Mar 86 

[From the Press Review] 

[Text] Today's topic of discussion is what form German participation in the U.S. 
SDI project should take. i 

FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE writes: Even before FRG Economic's Minister Bangemann can sign 
his name to the two memoranda on participation by FRG companies in SDI research and the 
general technology transfer in Washington this week, there are quarrels about the 
interpretation of the agreements. Is it a security policy arrangement, as Defense 
Minister Woerner and CSU Chairman Strauss view it, or is it just an economic-technologi- 
cal skeleton agreement, as FDP Chairman Bangemann and Foreign Minister Genscher affirm? 

In spite of the differences in.Bonn it is obvious that it was Kohl's message to Reagan 
2 weeks ago that caused the President to spur the U.S. negotiators, who until then 
had been quibbling: Now there is a compromise: The United States has yielded to 
Bonn's desire to make a statement of intent regarding technology exchange aside from 
an SDI agreement. However, they do not fully comprehend the reason it is required 
for the sake of a coalition in the remote FRG.  Bonn will make do with keeping the 
texts secret, if unwillingly. Nevertheless it will make known the basic elements. 
The CDU/CSU had to put up with the negotiations having been delayed by the FDP's 
requirement to veil the SDI core with the cloak of technology. 

DIE WELT writes: Free Democrats, once again, have caused uneasiness where general 
rejoicing about what had been achieved within the coalition would have been appropriate. 
It seems as if it is becoming routine for many FDP tacticians to stage a noisy mini- 
revolt at the last minute before the conclusion of an important set of agreements. 
That has been the case with the security acts,' with Article 116, and now once again 
with the two skeleton agreements on FRG-U.S. technology transfer, as well as on German 
participation in SDI research. 

Oral fireworks and coalition infighting changes hardly anything about the cause itself. 
An editorial correction now and then, that is all. And it will not be different this 
week. The decisions have been made. The most essential parts were cleared by two 
ministerial rounds last Tuesday and last Friday, before and after Chancellor Kohl met 
Secretary of Defense Weinberger. 

The Bonn GENERAL-ANZEIGER writes: The ghost of special secret FRG-U.S. agreements 
that cover important issues of security policy seems to cause quite a bit of con-. 
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strategic unity of the Atlantic alliance. 
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U.S. DEFENSE SECRETARY WEINBERGER'S VISIT TO TOKYO REPORTED 

OW050807 Tokyo KYODO in English 0743 GMT 5 Apr 86 
i 

[Text] Tokyo, April 5 KYODO -- U.S. Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger Saturday urged 
!Japanese participation in research for the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI), popularly 
known as star wars. He told reporters at the Japan National Press Club that in a 
40 minute meeting with Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone earlier Saturday Vie had said 
Japan's "great technological genius" could contribute much to the SDI, in which the 
United Kingdom and West Germany are already participants. 

Nakasone answers that Japan will study whether or not to participate in research on the 
space-based antimissile system after hearing the report of a 55-member government and 
industry delegation now visiting U.S. military and research facilities, scheduled to 
return to Japan April 10, according to Japanese Government officials. 

The issue of SDI is expected to come up both in the meetings of Nakasone and President 
Ronald Reagan in Camp David and Washington on April 13 and 14, and at the May 4-6 
summit of seven industrial nations in Tokyo. Nakasone recently hinted during a debate 
in the Diet that a response to the U.S. invitation to join in SDI research might come 
:before the Tokyo summit, noting that a year has passed since the U.S. formally asked 

ifor Japanese participation. 

In the press conference Weinberger praised recent Japanese efforts to smooth-.the export 
of military technology to the U.S., which opposition parties have interpreted as con- 
tradicting the prohibition of arms exports under Japan's pacifist constitution. The 
first transfer of an item of Japanese Government-owned military technology to the 
United States "has recently been virtually approved for transfer to the United States 

Government," Weinberger said. 

, "This is the beginning of what I hope will be a heavily traveled two-way street ~ (in- 
jeluding) dynamic interaction between Japanese and U.S. industries, exchanging military 
| and dual-use technologies for their own competitive interests and in the interests of 
mutual national security," Weinberger said. 

Companies in Japan and other industrial nations have expressed great interest in the 
commercial possibilities of SDI research. Among the 21 Japanese companies in the SDI 
delegation now visiting the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, the Los Alamos 
National Laboratory, the Hughes Aircraft Company and other U.S. private and public facil- 
ities are representatives of Mitsubishi Heavy Industries, LTD., and Fujitsu, Hitachi, 

and Nissan Motor Co. 
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Weinberger also said Japan, the U.S., and  Europe should not underestimate the Soviet 
Military buildup in Asia, saying that the Soviet Union has "recently deployed atomic 
cannons" to Sakhalin Island, north of Japan's northernmost  island of Hokkaido.     In a 
speech contrasting what he called the success of "democracy and free enterprise" in the 
fast-growing economies of many Asian nations with the Soviet "forces of despotism." 
Weinberger reasserted the need for trust between Japan and the U.S. 

He said in this context that he was "confident" bilateral  trade differences could be 
managed.    Weinberger praised Japan's efforts to strengthen its military, noting that 
Japan's defense budget has been growing  in the face of severe fiscal belt-tightening. 
Last year Japan raised its defense budget 6.8 percent to 3.34 trillion yen, more than 
any other area of government spending. 

line issue is sensitive in Japan, where the post-World War II constitution designed by 
U.S. occupation authorities prohibits the maintenance of, military forces, although the 

ipresent Japanese forces, called the Self-Defense Forces, number about 250,000, and about 
47,000 American troops are stationed in the archipelago. 

Weinberger arrived in Japan April 4 from South Korea as part of an Asian tour.    He is 
due to arrive in the Philippines April 6 and will also visit Thailand and Australia. 

/6091 
CSO:    5260/073 
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BRIEFS 

TASS CITES JAPANESE SCIENTISTS—Tokyo March 23 TASS—The Japanese Congress 
of Scientists has rejected any possibility of its cooperation in implementing 
the American "star wars" plans. Their statement, distributed here, stressed 
that the so-called Strategic Defence Initiative was openly directed at 
kindling a global conflict on earth and in outer space. The Japanese Congress 
of Scientists declared that its members would not render any assistance to 
the development of systems and armaments necessary for the realization of 
the White House's plans. The congress resolutely denounced the stance of the 
Nakasone cabinet which was seeking to involve the country into the suicidal 
preparation of "star wars." [Text] [Moscow TASS in English 0716 GMT 23 Mar 86] 
/8309 

SPAIN'S GONZALEZ VIEWS SDI—In the inaugural broadcast of the new Madrid 
Radio International Service program "Morning America," Prime Minister 
Gonzalez has described as interference in Spanish foreign policy the threats 
by Al-Qadhdhafi against U.S. bases in Spain. With regard to "star wars" and 
its possible contribution to international security, Gonzalez said he is in 
favor of negotiations leading to the disappearance of nuclear weapons as, 
in his opinion, SDI is currently provoking risks and tensions.  [Text] 
[Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1700 GMT 1 Apr 86 LD]  /6091 

FRG'S BANGEMANN LEAVES FOR WASHINGTON SDI TALKS—Frankfurt, 24 Mar (DPA) — 
Federal Economic Minister Martin Bangemann (FDP) today left for Washington 
where he is to conduct final negotiations on German-U.S. cooperation in the 
development of a space defense system (SDI). The negotiations will end with 
the signing of an agreement on SDI and technology transfer in connection with 
the developments in this system.  [Text] LD241554 Hamburg DPA in German 1353 
GMT 24 Mar 86]  /9274 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 

USSR: EDITORIAL ON REAGAN-GORBACHEV SUMMIT, SOVIET PROPOSALS 

Moscow INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS in English No 1, Jan 86 pp 3-10 

[Text] 

*y o get a frue perception of the import of an Internationa! event one must 
I   see not only its essence but also the place which this event occupies in 

the unfolding historical process. 
When Mikhail Gorbachev and Ronald Reagan, the leaders of the USSR 

*nd the USA, met in Geneva, from November 19 to 21, a Vigorous attempt 
was made to put an end to the chill that hampered Soviet-American relations 
and the world situation as a whole over the recent years. The two great 
powers went through a difficult period of heightened tension, intensified 
war threat, and a weakening of the foundations of normal 'cooperation 
among states. American imperialism, which channeled the events in this di- 
rection, was intent on testing its strength against existing socialism, conti- 
nuing the arms race, and pushing the world to the fatal brink. 

The Soviet Union together with the other socialist countries, while not' 
rejecting the challenge, constantly—in word and deed—offered the* pros- 
pect of progress along a different path: toward lesser tension, limitation 
and reduction of nuclear weapons, and prevention of the militarisation of 
outer space. 

The USSR took major unilateral steps aimed at strengthening peace and 
effecting real disarmament measures. Those, above all, are the commitment 
not to be the first to use nuclear weapons, the proposal to freeze nuclear 
arsenals, the .introduction of a moratorium on the orbiting of antisatellite 
systems, the suspension of counfermeasures In Europe to the deployment of 
American missiles, and, later, shortly before the meeting, the removal from 
combat alert in the European zone of medium-range missiles additionally 
emplaced there. And, lastly, the Soviet Union's declaration of the morato- 
rium on all nuclear explosions as a weighty measure that was vigorous- 
ly supported on every continent. A positive response was also generated by 
the proposals to improve the situation in Europe and the rest of the world, 
which were jointly advanced in this period by the Warsaw Treaty member 
stales. • 

The consistently peaceable foreign policy of the Soviet Union end the 
socialist community as a whole is a vital factor influencing world develop- 
ments, which Washington ultimately had to reckon with, all the more so' 
since the dangerous adventurism in US policy had long evoked concern 
everywhere in the world. ^Even among US allies confusion had arisen, which 
greatly intensified after the American Administration declared Its plans to 
prepare for "star wars". 
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Under these circumstances the American Administration was forced to 
manoeuvre and make adjustments in their propaganda line, in which irre- 
concilability began to run parallel with ostensible peaceability. 

Such was the situation at the moment when a joint accord was reached , 
in January 1985 which made it*possible to start new Soviet-American talks' 
on the whole range of nuclear and space weapons. Strict compliance with : 
this accord would create the prerequisites for palpable progress in pre- ! 
venting the arms race In outer space and halting it on the Earth, strengthen-; 
ing strategic stability, eliminating the nuclear war threat and,, ultimately, 
doing away with nuclear weapons. 

It is on this basis and in development of this accord that the USSR ad- 
vanced specific and radical proposals to reduce, given a complete ban on 
attack space armaments, 50 per cent of the USSR's end the USA's nuclear 
weapons capable of reaching each other's territory. The aggregate number 
of charges for each of the sides would be limited to a ceiling of 6,000 
units, which would mean a reduction of thousands of'nuclear charges. The 
USSR views such a reduction only as the beginning of the road to the 
complete destruction of nuclear weapons. 

Considering the fact that the USA and its allies are not prepared to rid, 
Europe of nuclear weapons completely,* as the Soviet Union has proposed, 
the USSR voiced a readiness to start with at least an intermediate step, and 
subsequently to work for further reductions. 

To break' up the vicious circle of the arms race and prevent a new, un- 
predictably dangerous spurt of the arms race in space—this is the principal 
motive behind the USSR's constructive a'pprbach to relations with the Uni- 
ted States. The Soviet Union does not at all view the world through the 
prism of how relations shape up between the USSR and the USA. The oppo-' 
site is more tikely the case: the priority problems for any state, be it large 
or small, which are being experienced by the world at this historical stage 
prompt the two countries and their leaders to display greater responsibility 
in relations between them. 

Guided by this great responsibility to its own people and to the peoples 
of other countries, the Soviet leadership adopted a decision to consent to 
a meeting between General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Mik- 
hail Gorbachev and US President Ronald Reagan. 

Clearly, the behaviour of the American side, both at the talks, where it 
evaded the elaboration of mutually acceptable accords, and outside their 
framework, as well as the stepped up across-the-board US military prepa- 
rations, left no room for illusions. The USSR well understood the class 
essence of the policy that stands opposed to it, and had precisely weighed 
the parametres of the objectively existing spheres of concord. 

The USSR also took into consideration the fact that the idea of holding 
a productive summit had from the outset come up against the opposition 
of influential right-wing conservative circles in the USA, above all of those 
who draw profit from' the arms race and for whom greed overshadows rea- 
son in these matters. It is no secret that there are many forces in the USA 
that are altogether against the development of any contacts with, the So- 
viet Union. It is they who advised the President either to decline a meeting 
with the Soviet leader, all the more so to speak with him tete-ä-fefe, or to 
reduce the entire meeting to diplomatic, niceties on the summit level. 

Indicatively, on the eve of the meeting the. Heritage Foundation, a pro- 
minent American conservative organisation, issued a special memorandum 
to the US President in which he was advised to hold a "tough" meeting and 
confine himself solely to setting forth American "claims", accusing the 
USSR of allegedly building up armaments over and above its defence 
needs, interfering in different regions of the world, oppressing dissidents 
at home, and so on.        ' 
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The conservatives directly cautioned the US President against any accord 
in the arms limitation sphere. Even if an agreement were to be attained 
only in principle, the memorandum read, this would create a problem, inas- 
much as the American public, the Congress and the allies would in this 
instance pressure the US Administration into finalising such an agreement. 
And this does not mesh with the political thinking of the US military-indus- 
trial complex. . . ' .. 

Concern over the possibility »hat an accord would be reached was li- 
kewise manifest in the "revelation" just before the President's plane left 
for Geneva of a secret letter of US'Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinber- 
ger, which he attached to the latest Pentagon report on the so-called "So- 
viet violation" of arms limitation agreements and on US "countermeasures' 
for a further arms buildup in this connection. 

In the letter, which was supposedly inadvertently leaked to the press, 
Weinberger directly urged the President at the Geneva meeting, first of 
all not to agree to continue observing the principal!provisions of SALT-2, 
and secondly,- not to agree, under any circumstances, to limit the American 
SDI programme. "The Soviets", the letter read, "doubtlessly, will seek as- 
surances that you will continue to be bound to such tight limits junder 
the ABAA Treaty—Ed.) on SDI development and testing that would discou- 
rage the Congress from making any but token appropriations." _ 

One could not help being put on one's guard by the fact that the USA t 
practical line on the threshold of the meeting corresponded more to precise- 
ly these recommendations rather than to the Administration's assurances of a 
readiness to provide the prerequisites for a productive dialogue in Geneva. 
Unfortunately, the Administration did not respond to any of the USSR's prac- 
tical unilateral'steps. The USA did not follow the good example set by So- 
viet Union,' although it was precisely this that was expected of them by the 
peoples of the world and the governments of many countries.              • 

Furthermore, at the stage of the preparations for the summit the Ameri- 
can Administration attempted to divert attention, from the need to limit the 
arms race, and to replace, it with the problem of regional conflicts. Here the 
situation in the countries fighting for freedom and independence was crudely 
distorted. The policy of direct US interference in the affairs of sovereign 
states and aid to the forces of counter-revolution were portrayed as suppo- 
sedly "friendly assistance" to the peoples of these countries. 

Lastly, on the very eve of the meeting the American counterproposals on 
arms reduction issues were advanced. What can be said of them? Outwardly, 
one's impression might be that the USA was willing to meet the Joviet 
Union halfway in some respects. For example, they also mention a 50-per- 
cent reduction of nuclear weapons and a ceiling of 6,000 nuclear charges. 
However, the actual meaning of the American proposal was different. 

' Let us take strategic armaments. The American side spoke about their 
reduction. Yet a careful analysis of the essence of the American proposals 
will show that, were they to be implemented, the USA would bolster its ar- 
senal by"150 per cent over the very level America itself proposed. Several 
thousand nuclear warheads—long-range sea-based cruise missiles, air bombs 
and shells—would remain outside the framework of the limitations. Nor did 
the American proposals include the many hundreds of US forward-based nu- 
clear weapons deployed on aircraft carriers and at the numerous bases 
around the Soviet Union. 

Nor did the US proposals offer a solution to the problem o» medium- 
range weapons in Europe. As in the past, they left the nuclear weapons of 
Britain and France out of the reckoning. After all, the more than 500 war- 
heads of the British and French missiles targeted at the USSR and its a lies 
form a considerable part of the West's nuclear potential. And the deploy- 
ment of American medium-rarige nuclear missiles in Europe (in keeping with 
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»he US proposals) would continue (or that matter. By -establishing a limrf on 
such a deployment in the number of launchers, the USA arrogates itself he 
right to replace certain types of these launchers with others. As a result, the 
overall number of American missiles In Europe and warheads covuld more 

than double. .    ,    '     ... • 
In short, these were partial and to a great extent .unfair proposals.. 
However, the fast that the sides were going to the. Geneva   talks   with 

clearly different aims and proposals did not shake the    USSR s   confidence 
that'the'meeting was essential after seven years of crisis development. The 
relations between the two most powerful countries of the world were at too 
low a level, and the arms race had spiralled too high   An open   frank^dis- 
cussion at the top level and a profound comparison oMhe actual s nnd ^ot 
the sides had long become imminent. To postpone such a   alk would mean 
risking holding a Soviet-American dialogue when it was   already   too   laie 

: The Soviet side went to the meeting convinced that the    difference    in 
ideologies and socio-economic and  political  systems is not an  insurmoun- 
table barrier to a way out of the present situation, and   that  there  are   no 
contradictions fatally dooming the USSR  and the USA to confrontation   all 
the more so to war. To rectify the situation, as was repeatedly stressed by 
the Soviet side) political will is required, and the Soviet leadership has al; 

ways had it. It is imperative that the USA in its practical polices harbour no 
illusions about the possibility of shooting ahead in the arms race and acquir- 
ing military superiority, that it not hold to the hypertrophied concept of its 
"vital interests" on the international scene, but take stock    of    present-day 
realities and of the changes that have taken place in the world over; »he past 
few decades. In his report at the latest session of the Supreme Soviet of the 
USSR Mikhail Gorbachev formulated the Soviet Union s stand in an extreme- 
ly clear-cut manner: "The crucial times we are «ving through   eave the lea- 
ders of the USSR and the USA, the peoples of the USSR and USA no other 
alternative than to learn the great art of living together. ... „ 

The attitude of the Soviet side tb the meeting was determined above all 
by the principle that in preparing for arid holding it both sides > attention 
should be focused on the problems that determine Soviet-American rela- 
tions and the state of affairs on the international scene as a whole—ques- 
tions of security, the centerpiece of which is the problem of nuclear and spa- 
ce weapons in their interconnection. 

The Soviet Union had a clear-cut concept of this meet.ng, which was or- 
ganically based on the USSR's principled and consistent approach to rela- 
tions with the USA and which creatively took into account the characteristic 
features of the moment. The USSR, specifically, took a sober view of the> ac- 
tual situation and did not harbour the slightest illusions about American 
policy; The Soviet side saw how far the militarisation of the economy and 
even of political thinking in the USA had gone. Yet Moscow realised full well 
that the situation in the world is far too dangerous to ignore even the sligh- 
test chance to rectify the situation and advance to a more stable and lasting 

PeaHa'ving just as vested an interest in the success of the Geneva summit as 
the USA, the Soviet leadership nevertheless realised far more clearly the two 
countries' joint responsibility for the future of the world. And when they 
paved the way and created a favourable climate for it, they were guided 
by simple logic: the political atmosphere of talks is formed well in advance 
"We considered it necessary," Mikhail Gorbachev noted, "to try to break 
the dangerous course of events by force of argument, by. force of example, 
by force of common sense." • , 

During the meeting a far-reaching exchange of views was held on the 
main issues of Soviet-American relations and the present-day international 
situation, in which the Soviet side highlighted the vital problems of security. 
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Of great importance in this connection was the fact that lengthy private talks 
were held with iSe US President at the summit. This made it possible to dis- 
cuss even the most difficult problems in a totally candid and direct manner, 
and to have a first-hand knowledge of each other's stand. 

The keynote of the Soviet stand was the need to drastically change the 
present course of Soviet-American relations on the basis of the only possi- 
ble understanding of the fact that'there Is no reasonable alternative to pea- 
ceful coexistence between the USSR and the USA. The Soviet side stressed 
that the cardinal changes that have taken place in the world of late require 
a new approach, a fresh perception of many foreign policy issues. 

Ai the Geneva summit the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Com- 

mittee and the US President discussed in detail aspects of the talks on nu- 
clear and space weapons. It was firmly stated to the President that the main 
thing in these questions is to prevent the penetration of weapons into outer 
space, and that on this depends whether if will be possible to reduce the 
corresponding nuclear weapons of the USSR and the USA first by 50 per 
cent, as the Soviet side proposes, and then, with the involvement of the 
other nuclear powers, to eliminate them altogether. 

The idea was expressed to the President that if it is difficult for both si- 
des today to initiate a productive dialogue and talks on halting the arms 
race and on nuclear disarmament, tomorrow this will be even more difficult. 
Indeed, were the arms race to be spilled into outer space with new^types of 
nuclear weapons being created, if Vvould become uncontrollable and to a 
certain extent irreversible.  ... 

By filling outer space with highly sophisticated types of weaponry, man- 
kind could find itself under the power of computers, when the slightest 
breakdown in the warning systems'or any other accident would pose areal 
threat of plunging the world into a catastrophe, even contrary to the will of 
political leaders. One cannot farm out to technology the adoption of vital 
decisions in the security sphere. 

In. connection with the fact that during the meeting the US President tried 
to uphold his favourite brainchild, the "strategic defense initiative" and to. 
give it an all but humane aspect, the Soviet side showed in a well-argumen- 
ted manner that the American programme announced in 1983 is nothing but 
a departure from the valid ABM Treaty of unlimited duration. The program- 
me is ajmed at the development of a new class of armaments—attack space 
weapons, with which the USA hop6s, in combination with its offensive nu- 
clear arms, to acquire the capacity to deliver a first nuclear strike with impu- 
nity. Furthermore, the "space shield" created in this fashion could, when ne- 
cessary, fulfil the functions of offensive weapons and become an inalienable 
element of an aggression strategy. 

Today the propaganda machinery of the US Administration is constantly 
pushing the idea that if space weapons appear on the American side it will 
never use them for an attack and will supposedly.even be ready to "share" 
the appropriate technology with the Soviet Union. It is hard to say what is 
greater here—open cynicism or a desire to boggle the minds of naive 
simpletons. v 

Obviously, if there is no intention to use space weapons to the detri- 
ment of another side, they should not be made altogether. Besides no one 
can count on oral assurances in vital issues of security. 

It is also well known that the USA is coming forth with a host of specula- 
tions around the problems of control, the Soviet stand on this score being 
purposely distorted. At the press conference in Geneva Mikhail Gorbachev 
stated in this connection that the truth is that the Soviet Union is open for 
control. The USA proposes to open laboratories and control how the arms 
race is proceeding in space, but this is a faulty and unacceptable starting 
point. If an accord is reached on a ban on the orbiting of weapons in space, 
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tiie Soviet leader stressed, the Soviet side wiÜ be prepared on a mutual ba- 
sis to open laboratories to monitor such an accord. If the American Adminis- 
tration follows the Soviet example and halts all* nuclear tests and if an agree- 
ment is concluded to the effect, then again, as far as the Soviet side is con- 
cerned, there will be no problems with control, including international 
control. •■'...• ..'•"' 

Unfortunately, the US President, judging by the results of the discussion, 
continues fo feel tempted to obtain some unilateral advantage tluough 
outer space. Nevertheless, it is important that he once again heard—now at 
the summit level—the clear-cut view of the Soviet side on the situation that 
will emerge if the USA remains adamant in seeking to create space-based 
weapons. It was underscored that the USA will not be able to shoot ahead 
in this sphere. The Soviet Union is not intent on military superiority itself, 
but it will not allow such superiority over itself either. To overestimate the 
possibilities of the USA to dash ahead in the attack space weapons race 
and to underestimate the USSR's capacity to find a fitting response would 
be a serious mistake) Such a response—a rather quick and perhaps less ex- 
pensive one—would be given. However, this would not be of the Soviet 
Union's choosing. 

Yes, we are realists and must state plainly that through the fault of the 
American side, which literally held tight fo its "star Wars" plans, no solu- 
tions to the central issues of arms limitation and reduction were found'at the 
meeting.  •    ■ ' '•- i     " '" , 

However, the Geneva summit has produced positive results which had 
largely and unconditionally been promoted by the constructive and consis- 
tent policy of the Soviet Union. It is important that in the joint statement the 
American side confirmed'the accord reached in January 1985 between the 
USSR Foreign Minister and the US Secretary of State on the subject.and 
aims of the Geneva talks on nuclear and space weapons. Today, at the 
highest, presidential, level the USA has pledged to hold talks in keeping, 
with this accord to elaborate measures aimed at preventing the arms race 
In,outer space and halting it on the Earth, to limit and reduce nuclear arma- 
ments, and strengthen strategic stability. 

Politically, this objectively makes the "star wars" plans more vulnerable 
and obliges their initiators to weigh once again and adjust their approach 
io nuclear and space weapons talks, which the sides agreed to speed up. 
The profound differences notwithstanding, Ihe proposals both sides advan- 
ced at the talks also have common ground and provide a certain opportu- 
nity for exploring mutually acceptable solutions for a radical reduction of 
nuclear armaments provided there is a ban on the development of attack 
space weapons. ' v- 

An important result of principle of the summit in this respect is the fact 
-that the joint document which was dfawn up formalised a mutual understand- 
ing that nuclear war should never be unleashed and that there can be 
no victors in it, the commitment of the two countries fo structure their rela- 
lions taking into account this indisputable truth and not seeking military 
superiority. The USSR proceeds from the conviction that this understanding, 
stated jointly and at the top level, should be the foundation of the two sta- 
tes' foreign policies. ,: 

Another positive fact in terms' of further steps in the sphere of streng- 
thening security is that in the final document of the meeting the USA 
conjointly with the Soviet Union confirmed their obligation fo promote an 
all-round consolidation of the nucleat non-proliferation regime, advocated a 
general and complete prohibition end non-proliferation of.chemical wea- 
pons, and progress at the Vienna talks and the Stockholm Conference. 

This is definitely a big plus in favour of a positive dränge irt the political 
and  psychological  climate  in  international  relations,  of their  improvement, 
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and of a reduction of the threat of an outbreak of nuclear war, a reducflbri 
so imperative for the attainment of practical agreements. 

Aside from an In-depth examination of security problems, the meeting 
featured a discussion of principle on regional problems, during which the 
Soviet side firmly rejected the American concept of regional conflicts and 
underscored the necessity to respect the sovereign rights of states and to 
let them choose their own path and their, own friends without interference 
in their Internal affairs. ' 

The matter here is hardly a desire to exert "pressure" oh the United 
States. Simply, the objective reality of the present-day interdependent 
world Is such that there are simultaneously acting In it the interests of a 
Wealth of diverse states, dissimilar in their social nature, historical ex- 
perience  and foreign policy priorities.    These interests  sometimes collide,- 

and even lead to military conflicts. These conflicts can be called "regional" 
only arbitrarily, what with the danger of their spreading in this nuclear age 
being extremely great. I 

The Soviet Union is decidedly In favour of a settlement of these conflicts, 
immediately where this is possible, and gradually in other Instances. Only, 
it should be understood—and the Soviet leader brought this point home 
to the American side in Gnneva—that they will not be "settled", by one 
state dictating its writ to others. Such a course leads to. confrontation. Just 
as does the line for export of counter-revolution—whether In Central Ame- 
rica, in the south of Africa, or in the Middle East. ■ 

The firm opposition of the USSR to all manifestations of diktat in Inter- 
national affairs, and its invariable solidarity with the peoples struggling for 
the right to map out their future independently are also a fundamental 
reality of present-day Soviet-American relations. 

A fruitful exchange of views and new concrete ideas took place at the 
summit on aspects of bilateral cooperation. In confirmation of. a certain 
progress attained in this sphere of late concrete agreements were signed on 
contacts and exchanges in science, education and culture, and both leaders 
spoke in favour of the practical development of international cooperation 
in peaceful utilisation of thermonuclear synthesis. The development of equi- 
table mutually beneficial businesslike cooperation would lay a good mate- 
rial foundation for greater trust and mutual understanding. 

In summing up the results of the top-level dialogue it It essential to 
single out the following. The Geneva summit was a foremost political event 
in international affairs. Its staging itself is a stabilising factor In the current 
situation. It was needed to. halt the* continued worsening of Soviet-Ameri- 
can relations and the dangerous escalation of world tensions. 

This evaluation is shared by our allies, the fraternal socialist countries, 
which is borne out with utmost clarity by a meeting of the leaders of the 
Warsaw Treaty member countries in Prague immediately upon the comple- 
tion of the Soviet-American summit talks. ■> 

It can be stated that the USSR's concept of Soviet-American relations, 
which combines adherence to lofty principles in formulating and Implement- 
ing basic goals, realism in assessing the situation, consistency in pursuing 
the active policy, of peaceful coexistence and in searching for solutions to 
thorny problems proved to be the working concept. 

The results of the summit once again convincingly confirmed the vera- 
city of the fundamental foreign policy aims,advanced by the April 1985 
Plenary Meeting of the CPSU Central Committee, as well as the specific 
initiatives and actions of the Soviet state being effected of late and aimed 
at the solution of the key issues of the current, extremely crucial period in 
international development, at the elimination of the protracted dangerous 
tensions plaguing the world. 
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The long-ferm Import of fhe Geneva summit will, of course, be revealed 
in specific, practical actions and will hinge on the sides' readiness to act on 

'the basis of the joint statement taken in Geneva. The Soviet Union, as was 
noted by the Political Bureau of the CPSU Central Committee, which consi- 
dered and endorsed the work done by the General Secretary of the CPSU 
Central Committee at the meeting with the US President, will do everything 
necessary to improve Soviet-American relations for the benefit of the peo- 
ples of the two countries and in the interests of strengthening universal pea- 
ce and the development of broad cooperation among countries and. peo- 
ples. One can only hope that the elements of realism in US policy that ma- 
nifested themselves during the preparations for and actual holding of the 
meeting will become manifest in the concrete policies of Washington and 
that the falter.will have sufficient political will to work for the start of «rnew, 
more constructive and fruitful period in Soviet-American relations. 

"Of course," stressed Mikhail'Gorbachev "the real significance of all 
useful things agreed upon in Geneva can only manifest itself in practical 
deeds. In this context I would like to state that the Soviet Union for its part 
intends not to slow down the pace and to seek most resolutely and in the 
spirit of honest cooperation with the United States the curtailment of the 
arms race and the overall improvement of the international situation. We 
hope that the USA will display similar approach. Then, I am certain, the 
work done in Geneva will bring tangible results." , ■ 

COPYRIGHT:Obshchestvo "Znaniye", 1986 
English Translation Copyright: Progress Publishers 1986 
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FRENCH GENERAL DISCUSSES REAGAN, GORBACHEV PROPOSALS 

PM041445 Paris LE FIGARO in French 28 Mar 86 p 2 

[Article by French General Etienne Copel: "Eliminating Nuclear Weapons"] 

[Text] Eliminating nuclear weapons between now and the year 2000 is a "good 
idea," President Reagan replied to Mikhail S. Gorbachev's proposal on 
15 January. 

Can this good idea really lead to reductions in stocks of nuclear weapons 
or is it merely propaganda for internal consumption on both sides? It is 
difficult to adopt a stance by simply looking at the letter of the statements 
made by the two partners-cum-adversaries. The answer probably lies in the 
two superpowers' long-term interest. Nations are naturally egotistical and 
the Americans and Soviets cannot be blamed for thinking of themselves first. 

For the Americans it is clear that intercontinental strategic weapons repre- 
sent the major military danger. They know that there is absolutely no chance 
of seeing the Soviets landing near Boston or San Francisco. These weapons 
are therefore the only ones which directly threaten the U.S. population. 

Consequences for Europe 

The USSR, a continental power in direct contact with the European states of 
the Atlantic Alliance, seems to be in a very different situation. In fact 
this is not the case. Western nuclear weapons are also the main danger for 
the Soviets since they are well aware that the Western democracies have 
neither the means nor the will to conquer Eastern Europe "on foot." 

Only strategic nuclear weapons are a direct threat to the Americans and the 
Soviets. So is it any surprise that they are both trying to get rid of them? 
Is it any surprise that for 20 years the Soviets have been striving to develop 
and put into service increasingly sophisticated ABM defense systems? Is it 
any surprise that since 1983, under the impetus of President Reagan's 
Strategic Defense Initiative [SDI] the Americans have been trying to catch 
up? And is it also any surprise that both are tempted by a simultaneous 
reduction in offensive nuclear weapons which would enable them to reduce the 
cost of the defense systems to be deployed? 
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Contrary to what is frequently thought, the new potential for ABM defense 
will probably lead to a reduction in offensive ballistic weapons rather 
than to their increase. 

And what will become of the Europeans in this huge East-West readjustment? 
Initially it might seem that they "gain" by it. Indeed the first reductions 
envisaged concern intermediate-range weapons which threaten them directly. 
Mr Gorbachev has proposed to President Reagan the elimination within 5 years 
of all the ground-based SS-20, Pershing-2, and cruise missiles. Ronald 
Reagan went further by proposing to reduce the period of elimination to 3 
years. How could the Europeans object to that when they only asked the 
Americans to deploy their missiles to counterbalance the Soviet SS-20's? 
If there are no longer any SS-20's there is no need for Euromissiles. What 
could be more logical than that? Hurrah for the return of the "zero option," 
proposed at one time by the U.S. Administration and rejected by the Soviets! 

War "On Foot" 

The West Europeans can therefore welcome the possibility of seeing the SS-20 
missiles, intended for their countries, physically removed. But it is impor- 
tant that they are not lulled into a false sense of security. The SS-21, 
SS-22, and SS-23 missiles certainly have performances which are much inferior 
to that of the SS-20 missiles (range, accuracy, number of warheads) but they 
will have huge destructive capabilities. That is why the French and British 
absolutely must modernize their own nuclear arsenals which alone can protect 
them reliably from any attack and any nuclear blackmail. There can therefore 
obviously be no question of the European nuclear powers being able to agree, 
as Mr Gorbachev is demanding, to "freeze" their nuclear weapons as regards 
both quantity and quality. They will not be able to do this until the 
Soviets have very considerably reduced not only their so-called intermediate- 
range weapons but in fact all their nuclear weapons. Indeed whatever their 
classification they are all capable of striking Western Europe. 

But rejecting a "freeze" on nuclear weapons is not enough. We West Europeans 
must also clearly understand that it is probable that, despite their discus- 
sions on Libya, Honduras, and so forth, the two superpowers will continue the 
denuclearization process, since it is in their interests to do so. It is 
certainly possible that after withdrawing the Euromissiles, they might with- 
draw their tactical nuclear weapons from the battlefield and as the year 2000 
approaches dismantle all nuclear weapons in accordance with Mr Gorbachev's 
"good idea." So, if nuclear war becomes impossible, through the combined 
action of improving defenses and reducing offensive weapons, we must be 
prepared to defend ourselves against invaders arriving "on foot." 

It is undoubtedly crucial for the West not to lose "The War of 100 Seconds" 
(Footnote)  (Title of the latest book by General Pierre Gallois), but it is 
also important for Europe not to allow itself to be invaded by land. This 
cannot be achieved by getting rid of generals and soldiers. 

If Mr Gorbachev's "good idea" is put into practice, it will reduce and per- 
haps eliminate the risk of a nuclear apocalypse. So much the better. But it 
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will also contribute to an American withdrawal from Europe. It will facili- 
tate the famous "unlinking" of the two sides of the Atlantic. Some people 
will regret this, and this is natural. But it is completely futile to merely 
lament the fact. There is absolutely no point in leveling accusations at the 
Americans. It is much better to look at the facts as they are and take 
advantage of them to finally understand that Western Europe's defense 
depends primarily on the West Europeans. Fortunately we have all the neces- 
sary means for protecting ourselves if we want to effectively adapt our 
structures to the current dangers rather than to those which existed in the 
last war. We just have to give the matter sincere thought. And then we 
must act, in a practical way. 
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FRANCE'S LE MONDE ASSESSES GORBACHEV PROPOSAL 

PM021501 Paris LE MONDE in French 1 Apr 86 p 1 

[Editorial:  "Megaphone Diplomacy"] 

[Text] This Easter weekend will probably have to be classed among the many 
Soviet "peace initiatives" which have produced no results. When he made his 
solemn appeal on television on Saturday evening, did Mr Gorbachev believe it 
would be heeded in the United States? The Soviet leader certainly has no 
doubts that he made a great effort in refraining from any nuclear tests for 
8 months. But he is intelligent enough and well enough informed to know 
that this final appeal to President Reagan stood no chance of being heeded. 
Had not the United States carried out an underground test a little over a 
week ago before the Soviet moratorium even expired? Is he unaware of the 
fact that these tests are now regarded as particularly necessary to enable 
American technicians to test elements of a future space shield proposed by 
President Reagan's Strategic Defense Initiative? 

The fact remains that the Soviet leader knows the virtues of megaphone 
diplomacy and of sound propaganda and that he has probably scored the points 
he wanted to score. At a time when the White House incumbent is making an 
increasing number of warlike gestures toward Nicaragua and Libya, when rumors 
of possible supplies of new American weapons to the Angolan and Afghan guer- 
rillas make an escalation in these conflicts seem likely, and when Washington 
is no longer afraid of forgetting the "spirit of Geneva" by goading the Soviet 
bear in various ways, Mr Gorbachev will eventually be seen as a tireless 
"peace campaigner" who talks only of "disarmament and dialogue" to closed 
doors. 

It is true that we are not witnessing any special mobilization of the paci- 
fist movement in the world like what happened in Europe during the Euro- 
missiles crisis. But this situation may only be temporary. And there is 
reason to wonder whether Mr Reagan's intransigence would not have been more 
effective a few years ago when Mr Gromyko was saying 'Vo" to everything and 
when Soviet diplomacy stayed shut away in its "bunker." 

At any rate, East-West dialogue will not benefit from this latest incident. 
The main thing Mr Reagan will remember from it will probably be the addi- 
tional doubt Mr Gorbachev cast over the holding of the new Soviet-American 
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summit this summer which is in theory due to be held in the United States. 
In fact the question is no longer of particular importance, since it is 
difficult to see what the two superpowers would have to say that was posi- 
tive at present, be it in London, Geneva, or Washington. 

In the short term the Soviet military will be able to resume their nuclear 
tests soon, and this is possibly the thing they were asking of the general 
secretary most urgently. Using an expression which is relatively unusual in 
Soviet language, and which in any case was not used in Brezhnev's time, 
Mr Gorbachev recently stated that at the present time no state can guarantee 
its security by arms alone, but only by dialogue and political means. His 
opponents will now be in a better position to say that it is time to return 
to the good old methods of a stronger defense and of what is called in Moscow 
"the improvement of the balance of forces." 

/6091 
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FRG SPD'S BAHR ON U.S. NUCLEAR TEST, EAST-WEST TIES 

LD231531 Hamburg DPA in German 1224 GMT 23 Mar 86 

[Text] Bonn, 23 Mar — SPD executive committee member Egon Bahr in Bonn today said 
the setback to East-West relations caused by the latest U.S. nuclear test is incal- 
culable. The Soviet Union's unilateral concession not to conduct nuclear tests as 
long as the United States did not had not been honored. The conditions set by U.S. 
President Reagan mean that the United States would only be prepared to stop nuclear 
tests after the introduction of space weapons. Addressing the Federal Government, 
Bahr said: "Those about to take part in the research on space weapons have lost their 
innocence of being against nuclear tests." 

The SPD Bundestag group representative for disarmament and arms control, Hermann 
Scheer, called the U.S. nuclear test a "provocation of world public opinion." 
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FRG SPD,  GREENS ON REJECTION OF GORBACHEV'S PROPOSALS 

LD311438 Hamburg DPA In German 1335 GMT 31 Mar 86      , 

fT    n    Rnnr    11 Mar (DPA) -- The SPD and the Greens have criticized U.S. President 

St TrlZlT      "     oVhe ."a epxra"    Bahr aeeuaed the Federa! Govern»ent of Al* 
log the issue to S,,,,, fro« the United States a co-prehenslve teat ban agree.ent. 

interests in the future through »arms-bristling superpower politics against the rest 

of  the world." 
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FRG PRESS COMMENTS ON GORBACHEV SUMMIT PROPOSAL 

DW020854 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0505 GMT 1 Apr 86 

[From Press Review] 

[Text] One of today's editorial topics is the new Gorbachev initiative for U.S.-Soviet 
talks on a nuclear test ban. 

DIE WELT writes:  The motive for that maneuver is becoming very clear.  In the near 
future Gorbachev will end the test ban moratorium that he himself had suggested, be- 
cause in the long run the Soviets will need such tests just as much as the Americans. 
The difference is that each of these Soviet subterranean test explosions will be pre- 
sented to the public as though it had been triggered by the Americans. Washington 
will have to think of ways of counteracting the Kremlin's propaganda traps more clever- 
ly than it has done in the past few months, the newspaper writes. 

Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER RUNDSCHAU makes this comment:  The Gorbachev proposal is 
hardly more than an extremely skillful propaganda maneuver by the Kremlin. A meeting 
between Gorbachev and Reagan in Europe that might come to naught, could be more 
easily justified by the Kremlin boss at home, and especially to the powerful Soviet 
marshals, than an official visit to Washington which would yield hardly more than an 
intensive tourist program.  If the meeting turned out to be fruitless, and that is 
more likely in view of the stubborn refusal of the United States to join the Soviet 
moratorium, Gorbachev could hold the United States responsible for the continuing arms 
race. Even now Washington is on the defensive, the newspaper argues. 

AUGSBURGER ALLGEMEINE writes: Kremlin chief Gorbachev, always endeavoring to represent 
himself in the West as the true preserver of peace, makes the best of favorable cir- 
cumstances. With his proposal for a special summit, which Reagan rejected too 
hastily and with weak arguments, Gorbachev pulled off a new propaganda coup. 
Washington, however, more and more gets to play second fiddle politically by its 
continuing to respond to all Moscow proposals with a cool no. If the Americans suspect 
Gorbachev of just playing a clever propaganda game, why, then, do they not play the 
same game and take the Kremlin chief at his word? The United States would win credi- 
bility if it would test Gorbachev for a change and not just react negatively, the 
newspaper concludes. 

Bonn's GENERAL-ANZEIGER writes: Gorbachev has not yet given a concrete answer to the 
question whether and when he and Reagan will climb the new summit agreed upon in 
Geneva in November.  That would be the best opportunity for dealing with a broad spec- 
trum of questions and problems pending between the superpowers and not just the partial 
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aspect of nuclear tests. If Gorbachev were truly interested In an understanding and not 
.lust in propaganda tricks he would convey his proposals to Washington via diplomatic 
channels and not — as U.S. Secretary of State Shultz justly criticized — via the 
media. As long as the Kremlin boss merely pursues first place in the political hit 
parade on the East-West stage, chances for a fruitful summit meeting are poor, the 
newspaper states. 

NEUE OSNABRUECKER ZEITUNG notes: Even Gorbachev knows that such meetings, as desirable 
as they are, cannot be arranged by a new form of television diplomacy. They need care- 
ful internal preparations.  The subject is too complicated, the political» and arms- 
technical ramifications are too great, to find solutions at a quick meeting between the 
two most powerful men in the world in no time, as it were. Therefore the Kremlin chief 
has made it easier for the Americans to react negatively to his proposals. It cannot be 
ruled out that he wanted to provoke Washington to saying no in order to be able to pass 
the buck to the Americans when the Soviets resume their own nuclear tests. For that 
reason Washington's hasty rejection was unwise, the news'paper underlines. 

/9274 
CSO: 5200/2667 
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CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 

SOVIET STATUTE ON EXPORT OF CHEMICALS 

Moscow MEZHDUNARODNAYA ZHIZN in Russian No 3, Mar 86 p 160 

[Statute, dated 23 January 1986, of USSR Council of Ministers on Export of 
Chemicals] 

[Text] On 23 January 1986, the USSR Council of Ministers 
confirmed the Statute on export of chemicals, which have 
peaceful uses, but can be used to produce chemical weapons. 
The text of this document is published below. 

Statute on Export of Chemicals Which Have Peaceful Purposes, But Which Can Be 
Used to Produce Chemical Weapons 

The statute regulates the export from the USSR of chemicals of peaceful designa- 
tion, but which can be used to produce chemical weapons (further designated as 
dual-purpose chemicals). A list of dual-purpose chemicals is appended. 

The indicated list can be changed only by decisions of the USSR Government. 

Dual-purpose chemicals can be exported from the USSR with regard to the obliga- 
tions of the Soviet Union that ensue from its participation in the Geneva 
Protocol of 1925 on prohibition of war-time use of poison, toxic or other 
similar gases and bacteriological substances. 

Dual-purpose chemicals can be exported from the USSR if there are guarantees 
from the importing countries that chemicals of this category: 

a) will not be used directly or indirectly to produce chemical weapons; 

b) will be reexported or transferred from the jurisdiction of the recipient 
country only in the presence of a written agreement to this by the appropriate 
Soviet foreign trade organization (this agreement can be prohibited in the 
case of multistage reexport both by the Soviet foreign trade organization 
directly and through intermediate reexporters). 

The indicated obligations should be specially formulated by competent government 
organizations of the recipient countries in each specific case of shipments 
of dual-purpose chemicals from the USSR or should be confirmed by reference to 
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the corresponding obligations with respect to existing multilateral or bilateral 
pacts, agreements and other legal-contract acts. 

Dual-purpose chemicals are exported from the USSR through foreign trade organiza- 
tions of the Ministry of Foreign Trade. Drafts of the agreements (contracts) 
with foreign contract agents in the part of the guarantee conditions, linked to 
export of dual-purpose chemicals, are coordinated with the USSR Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs. 

Dual-purpose chemicals can be shipped from the USSR only after the guarantees 
provided above have been received by the appropriate USSR foreign trade organiza- 
tion from the recipient country. 

If the obligations provided by this Statute are violated by the recipient country, 
export of dual-purpose chemicals from the USSR to this country should be pro- 
hibited. 

Simultaneously with prohibition of export, the Ministry of Foreign Trade, with 
the participation of the USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs if needed, should 
undertake measures according to the standards of international law and inter- 
national agreements of the USSR to ensure fulfillment of the adopted obligations 
by the recipient country. 

•     •     ■ I.: 

A decision to renew export is made by the Ministry of Foreign Trade upon coor- 
dination with the USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs in each specific case after 
the reasons for violating the obligations have been determined. 

List of Dual-Purpose Chemicals 

Thiodiglycol 
Methylamine hydrochloride 
Chloroethanol 
Compounds having a methyl- 
phosphorus bond 

1. Cyanogen chloride 7. 
2. Dichloroacetic anhydride 8. 
3. Hydrogen cyanide 9. 
4'. Phosphorus oxychloride 10. 
5. Phosphorus trichloride 
6. Trichloronitromethane 

(chloropicrin) 

COPYRIGHT: Obshchestvo "Znaniye", "Mezhc iunarod 
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CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 

FRG SPD'S BAHR URGES DEBATE OVER CHEMICAL WEAPONS: 

DW011255 Hainburg ARD Television Network in German 1100 GMT 1 Apr 86 

[Report on remarks by SPD disarmament expert Egon Bahr: date and place not given] 

[Text] SPD disarmament expert Bahr has called on the Federal Government to oppose the 
production of chemical weapons. The topic is on the agenda of a NATO meeting next 
month. i ........ ,v_ .,; ._ 

[Begin recording] The Federal Government bears primary responsibility for another round 
of chemical armament.  If it says no, there will be no yes from any other European 
ally. A NATO decision in May would have yet another consequence: For years negotia- 
tions have been conducted in Geneva on the worldwide ban of chemical weapons. The 
Federal Government is a cautiously optimistic about the chances of the negotiations. 
Experts declare that an agreement could be reached within 2 years, and that the old 
stockpiles could be destroyed under international control within 10 years. 

The new binary weapons have features which have so far made it impossible to control 
their existence. Anyone beginning to produce them at this time torpedoes Geneva. 
Hence, it is the Federal Government which virtually decides whether or not the negotia- 
tions on the worldwide ban of chemical weapons in Geneva makes sense at all. The U.S. 
Congress has left the decision up to the Europeans. The Federal Government bears the 
principal responsibility in that respect. The matter demands public debate, so that 
the public will not be confronted with faits accomplis by officials who are bound to 
follow orders,  [end recording] 

/9274 
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CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 

FRG DEFENSE MINISTRY SAYS NO BINARY WEAPONS SLATED 

DW020738 Mainz Suedwestfunk Television Network in German 1700 GMT 1 Apr 86 

[Text] New types of chemical weapons, so-called binary agents, will not be stockpiled 
at Germersheim. According to the Rhineland-Palatlnate Land Government, the Federal 
Defense Ministry has said that reports stating that such weapons will be shipped to 
Germersheim are false. The U.S. Government, the ministry said, has declared repeatedly 
that the binary weapons will not be stockpiled outside the United States. These weapons 
consist of two components which form a lethal gas only after firing. They are supposed 

to be available in late 1987. 

/9274 
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EUROPEAN CONFERENCES 

FRG'S GENSCHER CALLS FOR COOPERATION WITH GDR ON CSCE 

LD211008 Hamburg DPA in German 0930 GMT 31 Mar 86 
i 

[Text] Bonn, 31 Mar (DPA) — In the view of Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher (FDP), the two German states should make a direct contribution to the forth- 
coming negotiations of the superpowers on disarmament and security. 

In an article published by the Foreign Ministry on Monday, Genscher therefore calls for 
the closest possible cooperation between the Federal Republic and the GDR in order to 
undertake joint initiatives toward progress at the third review meeting of the CSCE in 
Vienna in November. The Federal Government seeks to follow the path outlined by the 
CSCE Final Act "with the GDR, and not against it." 

According to Genscher the chances are today greater than before of removing gradually 
and totally the medium-range missiles deployed by the two superpowers in Europe. 
However, there should not be "great security for large states and weak security for 
small states." The total elimination of nuclear weapons could create more stability 
only if accompanied by the reduction of conventional weapons and the worldwide ban of 
chemical weapons. No one has a greater interest than the two German states in ensuring 
that war, including conventional war, would never again be fought in Europe. 

/9274 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 

REPORTS, COMMENTS ON UPCOMING U.S. 'MIGHT OAK' TEST 

Test Plans Provoke 'Indignation' 

LD081210 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 0230 GMT 8 Apr 86 

[From the "International Diary" program presented by Vladimir Beloshapko] 

[Excerpt] Hello Comrades! We have already reported that the United States has 
planned a nuclear test under the code-name "Might Oak" for today at the Nevada site. 
As is known, Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev in his address on Soviet television would 
not carry out nuclear explosions even after March 31 if the United States acted 
likewise. Our country otherwise would be forced in the interests of its own security 
to renew nuclear tests. For this reason the explosion planned for today in Nevada is 
not simply a regulär test: This explosion, if it is carried out, will nullify the 
exclusively favorable opportunity for ending the nuclear arms race and for making the 
first but very important step in the cause of preventing nuclear war. 

Along with the U.S. nuclear test the hopes of the world public tied to the Soviet mora- 
torium on nuclear explosions will also be nullified.  It is no surprise that 
Washington's actions have provoked throughout the world, including in the U.S. itself, 
a storm of indignation. 

Petitioners Complain of Reception 

LD081729 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1400 GMT 8 Apr 86 

[Text] Representatives of the Soviet Peace Committee - deputy chairman of the commit- , 
ee writer Borovik; Cosmonaut-airman Grechko; doctor of physical and ^thematical 

sciences (Masseyevich); IZVESTIYA political observer Matveyev; ^f^Lv in t^e 
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After the petition had been handed in, a TASS correspondent asked Genrikh Borovik to 
describe how it went. We all had the impression that our completely peaceful arrival 
at the embassy startled the staff there, the writer said. We were in an anteroom of 
the embassy, shut in between two doors. Apart from us there was a U.S. Marine and a 
woman secretary seated there behind bulletproof glass screens. And next to them, by 
a door leading into an inner room was a young woman with an electromagnetic probe for 
searching visitors. After a few minutes an anxious-looking bearded man in a bow tie 
came out to us saying he was a security officer. We told him we wanted to hand our 
petition to U.S. Ambassador Hartman. The officer went away. 

•iAfter some time he came back saying that neither the ambassador nor any senior embassy 
staff were there and that as a security officer he was prepared to accept the petition. 
We objected that we could hand it only to a senior .diplomalt to whom we wished to talk 
about the Soviet people's alarm over the. nuclear explosions in Nevada. The officer 
once again went away somewhere, and eventually Economic Counsellor (Ober) came out to 
us. Having told him the purpose of our visit we inquired whether we were to continue 
the conversation in the anteroom, measuring roughly 1.5 by 2.5 metere, between closed 
doors or whether it might not be more comfortahle talking in a normal setting. The 
counsellor shook his head in dismay and replied that the regulations do not permit 
this.; We. are afraid of terrorists. That surprised us and made us laugh: Surely it 
could not be that at the U.S. Embassy in our country there reigns the same hysteria as 
is whipped up on that country's territory overseas. 

We said that our intentions were most peaceful and expressed surprise at such a nervous 
reaction to the simple handing-oyer of a letter. Mr (Ober) replied that if we had 
warned them about our visit in advance...We had not had time to warn you in advance; 
the nuclear blast in Nevada is to take place on 8 April, we replied. This is not a 
courtesy visit; our purpose is to convey to your government an appeal from Soviet 
people to change the decision about the blast before it is too late. 

In the end, Genrikh Borovik said in conclusion, Mr (Ober) took the petition and prom- 
ised to confer with his superiors about what to do with it. He was holding our sheet 
of paper as though it were burning his hands. American staff at the embassy could 
be seen in a huddle behind two glass doors. They too were not allowed into our ante- 
room, though under which antiterrorist regulations I cannot imagine. 

U.S. Postpones Test 

LD082127 Moscow In English to Great Britain and Ireland 1900 GMT 8 Apr 86 

[Text] According to news reports, the United States has postponed a nuclear blast at 
the Nevada proving range slated for Tuesday.  The French news agency and UPI say a 
spokesman for the United States Energy Department has declined to elaborate on the 
reason or report any details. 
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Strong Winds Cause Postponement 

LD091102 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1000 GMT 9 Apr 86 

[Text] The new nuclear explosion planned by the Reagan administration for 8 April was 
postponed for technical reasons. This was reported to the UPI news agency by repre- 
sentatives of the Department of Energy. They said the postponement was caused by 
strong winds that would have carried the dust cloud raised by the explosion toward pop- 
ulated areas. Moreover, they stressed that the test would be carried out as soon as the 

weather permits. 

/8309 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 

MOSCOW CLAIMS CIA ESTIMATES OF SOVIET TESTS CONTAIN 'FALSE DATA' 
i 

LD040542 Moscow in English to North America 2200 GMT 3 Apr 86 
i 

[Text] THE NEW YORK TIMES reported on Wednesday that the CIA had changed its 
estimates of the yield of Soviet nuclear explosions on which the alleged violations 
of the 1974 threshold test ban treaty had been long based. Our observer Vladislav 
Kozyakov comments: 

It's not for the first time that the American allegations against the Soviet Union 
with regard to observance of arms control treaties appear to be absolutely groundless. 
The USSR strictly observes all obligations taken. This fully applies to the two 
treaties on nuclear blasts which were signed by the leaders of the USSR and the 
United States in the mid-seventies and which ware never ratified by the United States. 

Here is what Roger Batzel, director of the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory 
in California said in a written testimony to Congress: Based on our assessment of the 
relationship between yield and seismetic magnitude for the Soviet test site and the 
pattern of Soviet testing, we have concluded that the Soviets appear to be observing 
a yield limit. Roger Batzel said. Now the CIA itself is compelled to admit that it's 
previous estimates of the yield of Soviet explosions were too high. This means that 
the accusations against the USSR were based on false data. 

It's not difficult to understand what were the reasons for spreading the anti-Soviet 
allegations which were completely groundless. By doing so, the American policymakers 
have been blocking for a decade the ratification by the United States of the treaties 
on the limitation of nuclear explosions signed in 1974 and 1976. In fact, there is 
no problem whatsoever regarding the strict control of a nuclear test ban as far as 
the Soviet Union is concerned.  The USSR is open to control. 

The Soviet Union has not held a nuclear explosion, either military or peaceful, since 
last 6 August when it declared a unilateral moratorium on all nuclear explosions and 
asked the United States to join it in a total test ban. The moratorium expired on 
31 March, but the Soviet Union will refrain from conducting tests if the United States 
does the same. 

In case a Soviet-American test ban agreement is concluded, all methods of verification 
will be used to ensure a most reliable control. The USSR is prepared to accept any 
control procedure, including on-site inspection. The only thing needed now to solve 
the issue is Washington's  readiness to meet Moscow halfway so as to make 
jointly the first and very important step toward nuclear disarmament. 

/8309 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 

^OVIET OFFICIALS CABLE U.S. OFFICIALS ON TEST BAN 

Tolkunov, Voss Cable O'Neill 

PM031312 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 2 Apr 86 Morning Edition p 4 

[TASS headline:  "Address by Soviet Parliamentarians"] 

[Text] Comrades Talkunov and Voss, chairmen of the chambers f the USSR Supreme Soviet, 
have sent Thomas O'Neill, speaker of the House of Representative., othe U.S. Congress, 
a telegram. Despite the clearly expressed will of the peoples and their ardent desire 
to ensure stable peace on earth, the United States Is continuing nuclear tests, says the 
telegram. This is taking place at a time when the USSR is strictly observing the 

unilaterally-deelared moratorium. 

In the interests of curbing the arms race and of disarmament, in the interests of free- 
ing manWnd completely from weapons of mass destruction, nuclear tests ^e halted. 
The chairmen of the chambers have called on the speaker to use his high prestige and 
influence and prompt Congress into doing everything in its power so that the United 
States of America ends nuclear testing. The situation demands action without delay. , 

Deputies of the USSR Supreme Soviet Zhukov, Zagladin, Paton, and ^tarchuk have 
addressed an appeal to a number of U.S. senators and congressmen to make their voices 
heard in defense of our children's future, a future free from the nl^tm"J^p

threat °f 

a nuclear apocalypse, to induce the U.S. Administration to end nuclear testing.     . 

Wright Receives Message 

LD030859 Moscow TASS in English 0845 GMT 3 Apr 86 

Hext] Moscow April 3 TASS - Boris Paton, a deputy of the USSR Supreme Soviet, has 
called on James Wright, a member of U.S. Congress, to show his weight to urge the U.S. 

Administration to end nuclear tests. 

"The nuclear test at the proving ground in Nevada", says a telegram ™' * JhV££et 

parliamentarian, "which pointedly ignored the urgent demands of international peace 
loving Public was conduced at a time when the Soviet Union once J^n 'eaf^ed its 
readiness to contribute to ridding mankind of weapons of mass destruction. We «P^t 
that the U.S. Administration's peaceable rhetoric will be followed at last by real steps 

to end nuclear explosions". 

"It is my sincere hope that you will raise your voice in defence of a better future for 
our children? the future free from the nightmarish threat of nuclear apocalypse .    
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Zhukov Cables Hatfield 

LD040801 Moscow TASS in English 0606 GMT 4 Apr 86 

[Text] Moscow April 4 TASS -- Georgiy Zhukov, deputy of the USSR Supreme Soviet, has 
urged U.S. Senator Mark Hatfield to continue to insist that the Reagan administration 
immediately stop all the nuclear tests and resume talks on a general and complete 

nuclear weapon test ban. 

He wrote in his telegram that he was very much indignant over the provocative actions of 
the U.S. Administration which, despite numerous appeals of the Soviet Union, other 

'countries and the majority of U.S. congressmen had exploded a nuclear device. 

"As members of our parliaments we cannot remain indifferent to the threat of the contin- 
uation of nuclear tests and the creation of new ever more destructive types of weapons". 

De La Garza Receives Message 

LD050715 Moscow TASS in English 0706 GMT 5 Apr 86 

[Text] Moscow April 5 TASS — Nikolay Tatarchuk, a member of the Supreme Soviet of the 
USSR, has sent a telegram to U.S. Congressman E. De La Garza. 

"I cannot but express my indignation over the fact that, while the Soviet Union recently 
declared readiness not to conduct nuclear testing also after March 31 — until the first 
nuclear blast in the United States, the Reagan administration has staged another nuclear 
explosion at the testing site in Nevada and announced plans for yet another such blast 
shortly," he wrote. Tatarchuk added: "Such actions by the Reagan administration cannot 
be summed up as anything other than provocative steps undermining the hopes of all 
nations for a world without wars and weapons." 

"As your colleague," he wrote to De La Garza, "I call on you to use your authority and 
influence in U.S. Congress to impel the administration immediately to buckle down to 
accomplishing the task of ending all nuclear explosions as a first step to eliminating 

nuclear weapons." 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 

SOVIET SCIENTISTS ISSUE STATEMENT ON U.S. NUCLEAR TEST 

LD262252 Moscow TASS in English 1513 GMT 26 Mar 86 

[Text] Moscow, March 26 (TASS)—Soviet scientists have responded with anger 
and indignation to the news that the United States tested a nuclear device 
at a Nevada testing site on March 22, 1986, says a statement signed by 
Academician Anatoliy Aleksandrov, president of the USSR Academy of Sciences, 
Academician Yevgeniy Velikhov, chairman of the committee of Soviet scientists 
for peace and against the nuclear threat, and Academician Pyetr Fedoseyev, 
chairman of the Academic Council on Peace and Disarmament Problems. 

The latest explosion was carried out at a time when the Soviet Union has been 
voluntarily refraining unilaterally from all nuclear explosions for more than 
seven months. The United States took that step in defiance of the demands of 
the world public, including the American public, that an end be put to nuclear 
testing. The White House thus irresponsibly challenged the world community. 

The United States openly showed its unwillingness to use the realistic 
opportunity that had appeared to halt the qualitative escalation of the arms 
race in its most dangerous area of nuclear weapons. 

The Nevada explosion showed the true worth of Washington's protestations of 
its intention "to rid the world of nuclear weapons" and demonstrated that 
the U.S. true course consists in the stockpiling and improvement of its 
offensive nuclear potential. Moreover, the continuation of nuclear explosions 
is openly linked in the USA to the fulfillment of the "Star Wars" program, 
to the development of space strike weapons. The U.S. course of seeking 
military-strategic superiority has been confirmed anew. 

Our professional knowledge enables us to foresee the catastrophic consequences 
of the runaway arms race. We well understand the explosive consequences of 
the latest reckless step of the U.S. leaders in the military, scientific and 
technical fields and in World politics. 

The Soviet scientists have always stood for an end to nuclear tests and for 
the prohibition and complete elimination of barbarous nuclear weapons. 
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We share the conviction, expressed at the 27th CPSU Congress, that mankind 
can and must enter the next century without nuclear weapons. 

The Soviet scientists are joining in the protests of the world public over 
Washington's latest act of nuclear adventurism. We are convinced that the 
knowledge of scientists in all countries should serve the goals of construction 
rather than destruction, the prosperity rather than peril of world civilization. 

We demand an immediate end to all nuclear weapon tests and the conclusion of 
a treaty on the complete and universal prohibition of such tests. 

/8309 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 

.SOVIET CRITICISM OF U.S. TEST BAN REFUSAL CONTINUES 

Zhukov Details Protests  i 

PM052000 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 5 Apr 86 First Edition p A 

[Article by Yu. Zhukov, chairman of the Soviet Committee for the Defense of Peace: 
"Responsibility for the Future; Everything Possible Must Be Done To Prevent Another 

Round of the Nuclear Arms Race Before It Is Too Late"] 

[Text]  It is difficult to find words to describe the complex gamut of feelings 
currently experienced by the tens and hundreds of millions of people who follow the 
development of the struggle to end the arms race with emotion and hope. 

Until quite recently many people in the West were under the spell of a perfidious 
play, cunningly thought up by the "psychological warfare" specialists, claiming that 
both "superpowers" -- the USSR and the United States — bear equal responsibility 
for the arms race and that therefore this struggle should not be taken too seriously. 

However, no matter how hard bourgeois news media try to hush up the constant stream 
of new Soviet peace initiatives, no matter how they distort our proposals, no matter 
how hard they try to present white as black and black as white, people everywhere are 
increasingly ridding themselves of this paralyzing delusion. The same thing has been 
happening over and over again for many months now. The USSR puts forward clean, 
precise, simple, generally comprehensible, and entirely feasible proposals; the 
United States promises to study them and subsequently announces: No, this does not 
suit us. And the reaction of many millions of people echoes throughout the planet. 
First, universal interest in the Soviet proposals and hope that at any moment a 
mutually acceptable solution may be found; bewilderment and disillusionment at 
Washington's negative reaction, followed by indignation and outrage at this reaction, 
and, finally, determination to fight against it. 

However, even if the pernicious concept of "equal responsibility" Btill survives here 
and there in the West, it has currently been dealt a crushing blow by the selfsame 
leaders who rejected out of hand the new proposals put forward by M.S. Gorbachev, 
general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee 29 March in his speech on Soviet 

television. 

You will recall, comrades, that the speech was broadcast Saturday night. And it was 
immediately picked up and reported throughout the world by radio and television 
stations. The world learned that Moscow had again created a real opportunity for 
ending the nuclear arms race, which is becoming more and more dangerous. 
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Despite the fact that the united States responded to the unilateral Soviet moratorium 
on nuclear explosions with a clearly provocative and defiant nuclear weapon test, 
Moscow — even on that occasion — did not slam the door, although it was clearly 
being pushed to do so. 

"As for our unilateral moratorium," M.S. Gorbachev stated, "I am able to say that it 
remains in force until 31 March 1986. But even after this date, as we have stated, we 
will not carry out nuclear explosions provided that the United States acts likewise. 
We are giving the U.S. Administration another chance to adopt a responsible decision, 
namely to stop nuclear explosions." 

"Otherwise," the Soviet leader went on, "the Soviet Union will resume tests. This 
must be perfectly clear. We regret this, but we will be forced to act in this way 
because we cannot sacrifice our own security and the security of our allies." 

i 

And to ensure that itdoesnot come to that, M.S. Gorbachev offered on behalf of the 
Soviet Union to meet with President Reagan in London, Rome, or any other European 
capital in order to reach agreement on ending nuclear tests. 

It was evening in Moscow, while in far-off California, where the U.S. President had 
gone to spend the Easter vacation at his favorite cowboy ranch, the sun was shining 
brightly.  The President was, of course, briefed on the Soviet leader's proposal 
without delay. But he was busy thinking about other things. He was preparing his 
Saturday radio address extolling the U.S. Navy's recent agression against Libya and 
threatening Nicaragua.  The answer to the new Soviet proposal was given there and 
then by Donald Regan, the White House chief of staff, who accompanies the President 
everywhere and hastened to give an interview to U.S., British, and French news agency 
correspondents just an hour after the Soviet leader's speech.  It was a categorical 
"No." ■  ' 

Please note, that this time the U.S. Administration did not even deem it necessary to 
promise "to study the Soviet proposal," which it did on previous occasions of this 
kind.  In view of the attractiveness of Moscow's new initiative, which immediately 
met with approval and support, it was decided to stifle from the outset any rising 
hopes that an accord might be achieved. 

The answer was cynical and defiant: We, Regan declared, will nonetheless test our 
nuclear weapons; the next explosion is scheduled to be carried out in Nevada in mid- 
April and we do not intend to postpone it; and we do not want any summit in Europe 
to discuss ending nuclear weapons tests, 

In reacting so defiantly, and I would say recklessly, to the Soviet Union's warning that 
that it is necessary to act with the utmost responsibility at this crucial moment 
when the question of whether or not there is to be a new round of the nuclear arms 
race is being decided, the gentlemen who had gathered in California were guided by a 
primitive gamble on the mentality of the average American citizen. They still believe 
that the notorious "position of strength policy," which is capable of evoking another 
bout of chauvinism among the supporters of the present U.S. Administration and of 
intimidating its opponents, will also work on a worldwide scale. 
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What a miscalaculation!  Even the first reactions to what happened last Saturday and 
Sunday show that the cynical "No" which rang out from Reagan's ranch is having an 
effect diametrically opposed to that hoped for by those who authorized Regan to make 
that statement.  I will not quote them, as PRAVDA readers are already familiar with 
the sharp disapproval expressed not only by participants in the current spring peace 
demonstrations which are taking place everywhere but also by prominent politicians 
in Europe and North America. 

"Timedoesnot stand still," our party's general secretary warned in his speech last 
Saturday when he called on the American people and their government and the peoples 
and governments of all countries to contribute actively, by means of practical steps, 
to translating the ban on nuclear explosions into reality, into an immutable norm 
of international relations. 

i 

Soviet peace champions fully agree with the assessment made of the prevailing situation 
in that most important speech. 

And indeed, no sober-minded person can stand aside from the struggle to ban nuclear 
tests, which has entered a crucial stage. This is the reason why reports about actions 
in support of the new Soviet proposals and Soviet people's protests against the U.S. 
leadership's defiant stance are pouring in in an unprecedented stream at the Soviet 
Committee for the Defense of Peace from all our 120 local committees. 

Around 40 million young Soviet men and women have already signed a message to the 
White House headed "It Is Still Not Too Late' in which they demand that the United 
States Join the unilateral moratorium which has been observed by the Soviet Union 
for the past 8 months. 

Cables and letters protesting the U.S. leaders' stubborn refusal to heed this demand 
have been addressed to Washington in the past few days by collectives of the most 
varied enterprises and establishments, schools, prominent Soviet scientists, students, 
workers, kolkhoz members, members of countless international friendship clubs at 
schools and Young Pioneer centers, and participants in mass demonstrations. 

I have just received a report from Yalta, where an international meeting was held 
under the motto "Let us pool our efforts in the struggle for peace and against the 
threat of nuclear was." Taking part in it alongside Soviet Peace champions were 
people who had come to the Crimea from Australia, the FRG, Finland, Hungary, the GDR, 
and Czechoslovakia. They unanimously decided to send President Reagan a message 
cnlling on him to accept the Soviet proposal and to issue instructions to halt the 
preparations for the new nuclear weapon test. 

Similar demands were addressed to him by participants in the Krasnodar Kray peace 
champions'conference, the collectives of Rostov's Rostselmash and Krasnyy Aksay 
plants, students at Leningrad, Yerevan, and Azerbaijan universities, Orel Oblast's 
Pokrovskiy Rayon kolkhoz members, pupils at Vladimir City No. 33 School, workers at 
the Krasnoyarsk aluminum plant, and the collective of the Yakutzoloto production 
association...I have dozens of such reports here. 

There, was a telephone call from Riga to say that the VEF plant collective has sent a 
cable to the White House protesting the provocative underground nuclear explosion 
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carried out at the test site in Nevada. The mailman brought a copy öf ä message on' ' 
the same lines to President Reagan which arrived by airmail from Partizansk city in 
Maritime Kray in the Far East. It is signed by 13,000 of the city's inhabitants.  In 
their letter they ask a direct question: 

"Mr. President, why is your administration refusing to give a positive answer to the 
program for phased nuclear disarmament and the prevention of the militarization of 
space which was put forward by the USSR 15 January? Even after the tragic destruction 
of Challenger you declared that work on the Strategic Defense Initiative will go on! 
We resolutely protest this stance of yours!" There is no end to such collective 
and individual letters. There is one from the Sverdlovsk "Fakel" sports club, and 

..from Nikolay Ivanovich Milkov, a machine operator in Tajikistan. And here is a 
letter from a large group of participants in the "Slavutich" international youth 
peace camp in the Ukrainian city of Kanev. Its authors proclaim emphatically: 

"We say:  'Down with war! Down with nuclear weapons tests!' We call on the U.S. 
Administration: Stop! The nuclear explosions are destroying the earth, they are 
searing people's souls." 

The U.S. public does not know about the Soviet people's powerful wave of protests. 
The White House maintains a deathly silence about the mail which is pouring in from 
Soviet Union. 

However, truth travels without visas and sooner or later our American colleagues will 
get to know that Soviet people are expressing solidarity with their struggle for banning 

nuclear tests. 

At the beginning of May, Soviet peace champions will organize new mass demonstrations as 
part of the traditional 1-week festival in support of European security held annually on 
the initiative of the WPC. Unquestionably, the slogans of the struggle to ban nuclear 
tests will occupy a central place at these demonstrations. And even the most skillful 
masters of the U.S. propaganda services will not be able to suppress information about 
these events. 

U.S. Excuses 'Echoed' in London 

LD042144 Moscow in English to Great Britain and Ireland 1900 GMT 4 Apr 86 

[Commentary by Boris Belitskiy on the "Vantage Point" program] 

[Excerpts] Almost exactly 1 month has elapsed since the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union, the country's governing party, concluded this congress. Such congresses, accord- 
ing to the party's rules, constitute its top policymaking forum. One month is, of 
course, in historical terms little more than an instant, and yet such is the pace of 
events in our day and age that even this brief period has provided striking proof of how 
consistently the Soviet Union is following the policies formulated at the congress. In 
its main resolution, the congress unequivocally reaffirmed the defensive nature of the 
Soviet military doctrine based on the USSR's firm commitment to opposing nuclear war in 
any form. The main thrust of the Sovet Union's foreign policy in the coming years, the 
congress declared, should be efforts to secure the implementation of the program out- 
lined by the party's general secretary on 15 January 1986, for eliminating weapons of 

mass destruction. 
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Alas, instead of grasping this excellent opportunity to end all nuclear tests once and 
for all and .thereby take the first real step toward nuclear disarmament Washington is 
practically seeking excuses to continue escalating the arms race. One such excuse was 
the flimsy argument about the inadequacy of verification procedures for policing an 
underground test ban. The Soviet Union has disposed of this argument completely by, 
declaring it would accept any form of verification, including on-site inspection. Even 
flimsier are recent arguments about the Soviet Union being ahead in nuclear testing, or 
having violated its treaty undertakings. 

As for vague charges about the Soviet Union having possible violated nuclear test agree- 
ments, such as the threshold test ban treaty of 1974, a highly relevant fact on this 
score has been reported from Washington by the world's major new agencies this week. 
'According to these reports, the director of the Central Intelligence Agency, William 
Casey, has ordered drastic changes in the way his agency judges the yield of Soviet 
nuclear weapons tests following determinations that its estimates were too high. 
According to administration officials cited by THE NEW YORK TIMES, Casey's decision has 
called into question past administration claims that Soviet tests may have violated the 
threshold test ban treaty. 

It's a pity that practically each of these Washington excuses is dutifully echoed in 
London. Little wonder that even Denis Healey, a Labour Party leader who can hardly be 
suspected of any pro-Soviet leanings, this week felt constrained to level strong criti- 
cism at the Conservative government's tacit agreement with Washington's refusal to begin 
a constructive dialogue with a view to achieving a comprehensive test ban. 

As the Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev said the other day, he felt certain that 
the proper conclusions from this refusal would be drawn by the world public 
as well as the Soviet Union. It has, he said, become particularly clear who's 

who in world politics. 

World Opinion Supports Ban 

LD052234 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1430 GMT 5 Apr 86 

[IZVESTIYA Political Observer Stanislav Kondrashov commentary; from the "Vremya" 

newscast] 

[Text] A large group of U.S. and Swedish political, trade union and public organiza- 
tions has appealed to President Reagan and the U.S. Congress to end nuclear tests immedi- 
ately. Over to IZVESTIYA political observer Stanislav Kondrashov: 

Hello there comrades! A week ago, Comrade Gorbachev made an offer to President Reagan 
to meet without delay in order to discuss the issue of halting nuclear tests. The 
President answered in the negative, promptly, not pausing to think about it. But the 
world has fallen to thinking, both about this latest refusal and about the policy of the 
Washington administration in general, does it really want to halt the nuclear arms race, 
and ultimately, to eliminate the nuclear weapons? President Reagan says yes, and he was 
saying that before Geneva, at Geneva and after Geneva likewise. Moreover, not bothering 
with facts, he attributes the authorship of the very idea of eliminating the nuclear 
weapons to himself. But the sincerity of his intentions is doubted more and more, even 
by those who by merit of their convictions believe Washington more than Moscow. 
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Let us take Chancellor, an old and eminent U.S. television observer. About 
3 days ago he noted: Divergence in word and deed is not working in favor of 
the United States now, since it is precisely the United States that has been 
mounting up its nuclear armaments at the highest rate for the past 20 years. 

Or Egon Bahr, prominent West German Social Democrat. He has made it clear for himself 
yet another time. I quote — the United States only says "no" to all attempts to stop 

the spiralling arms race. 

In Japan, the daily TOKYO SHIMBUN, and not only it, condemns the Washington position on 
the issue of nuclear tests. And finally, one more quotation, quite lengthy but an 
'expressive one, from the London weekly THE OBSERVER, The West would be stunned, THE 
OBSERVER writes, if Gorbachev were subjected to emotional outbursts which, when it comes 
to Washington, we regard as normal practice in U.S. foreign policies. If the Soviet 
Navy took on one of the weaker representatives of the capitalist world, sank ships and 
downed planes, the British House of Commons and the press would long be shuddering from 
anger and indignation. A real cause for concern would then arise, THE OBSERVER goes on, 
that a person who exercises the power he was endowed with in such an offhand way, can- 
not be entrusted with responsibility for nuclear weapons. 

What do all these words mean? That the feeling of common sense and of responsibility 
is in an increasing way associated in the world with the position of Moscow, and not 
with that of Washington — even by those, I repeat, who by merit of their convictions 
and views rather believe Washington and not the other way round. It is precisely the 
reason why Washington is nervous and trying to brush off the Soviet peace initiatives as 
a propaganda war. The extreme right among U.S. politicians literally dream about Moscow 
slamming the door and thus making their position easier. 

The latent shifts in the giant massif which is called the world public opinion do not 
occur rapidly, and there are no seismograhs which could measure their magnitude. One 
thing is quite clear however: The movement of this massif is observed in the direction 
of those who display platitudes, wisdom, and self-possession in bur dangerous age. And 
those who display opposite qualities, find it increasingly difficult to obstruct this 
movement. 

Secret Testing Concept Refuted 

LD062013 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1400 GMT 6 Apr 86 

[From the "International Panorama" program presented by Gennadiy Gerasimov] 

[Text] It is not easy to deal with the United States. The President has a meeting with 
Katya Lyceva and tells her that he is for peace, that peace is his dream, and that he is 
ready to do anything to eliminate nuclear weapons. But in order to eliminate them, let 
us stop nuclear tests, at least, for a start, this is so logical. But they tell us no. 
And they explain their refusal by saying that they have to catch up with us. But here 
is a diagram [video shows pie chart with table above it listing numbers of nuclear explo- 
sions carried out by the United States, USSR, France, Britain and China and percentages 
in pie wedges. Caption on diagram gives source as Swedish Defense Institute] If one 
takes the nuclear tests carried out by all countries as 100 percent, then 51 percent 
belong to the Americans, more than that of all the others taken together. They also 
explain their refusal by saying that, you see, the nuclear arsenal must be rechecked 
regularly to see that it is in combat condition, and has not rusted. 
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But this argument applies equally to both sides.  It Is even a good thing, If uncer- 
tainly about nuclear combat readiness were to Increase, there would be less temptation. 
This reminds one of the concept of suffocation of nuclear weapons proposed by Pierre 
Trudeau, former prime minister of Canada. They go on to say that the problem of verifi- 
cation has not been solved, and that the Russians would carry out explosions secretly. 

1 was recently in Uppsala, a Swedish city where a famous seismological laboratory opera- 
tes at. the university, and records nuclear blasts, among other things. Data received 
from this laboratory are referred to now and then in the press.  I asked a member of its 
staff whether it is possible to pull the wool over the world's eyes and carry out a 
nuclear explosion secretly. He said that in theory, this is possible, if one makes the 
.explosion immediately after an earthquake and in the same area. But he added that we 
have not yet learned how to forecast earthquakes. Apart from that, the test range has 
to be quite close to the epicenter of the earthquake. In, a seismically active, region. 
Overall, the theoretical possibility of deception is virtually zero, especially if one 
takes into account the risk of exposure both by instruments and by on-site checks. The 
matter concerns not the problem of verification, but an absence of a desire on the part 
of the United States to stop the nuclear arms race. One journalist has compared Wash- 
ington's passion for creation of nuclear weapons systems with the enthusiasm of a fol- 
lower of fashion who is endlessly buying more and more new designs of shoes without any 
need. The late Olof Palme said that an end to tests Is a signal awaited by the whole 
world. The Soviet Union is adhering to a unilateral moratorium, until the next U.S. 
nuclear explosion.  It has reported that this is planned for next Tuesday, 8 April. So 
mipht the United States cancel the next test? A White House spokesman has said that 
they might, adding, because of weather conditions.  Such an answer is provocative, and 

perhaps even impudent. 

The editor of the U.S. academic journal FOREIGN POLICY, Charles (?Mains), 
criticizing the Reagan administration for missing the opportunity to improve 
Soviet-U.S. relations, writes: The contrast between the courteous President 
in Geneva and the unchanging U.S. policy, might appear to the Russians as proof 
that the President is the captive of people and forces of an anti-Soviet bent. 

U.S. Relies on Force 

LD071103 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 0830 GMT 7 Apr 86 

[Correspondent Andrey Ptashnikov report from New York] 

iTextl Referring to a statement by official White House representatives, THE NEW YORK 
TIMES has reported that another nuclear test could be conducted in the United States on 
8 April. But it was initially planned for the 3d week of this month. Jo »hat is this? 
A straightforward rescheduling to an earlier date? Not at all. The schedule will be 
adhered to. And the test planned for tomorrow will be an additional one. It will be 
the ninth since the day the Soviet Union introduced a unilateral moratorium on any 
nuclear explosions. Since then our country, as we all know, has extended the moratorium 
three times, but on the last occasion with the condition that it would be observed until 
the new nuclear explosion carried out by the United States. 
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The White House has had more than 8 months to change its mind, to listen to the voice 
of reason and to cease nuclear tests.  That is precisely what many American congressmen, 
prominent scientists, specialists, and political and religious figures, not only from 
the United States but also from other countries, have been and keep on appealing to it 
for. This is precisely what the progressive American and world public is demanding. 
The White House daily receives petitions from various antiwar, trade union, women's and 
youth organizations with appeals to the administration to join the Soviet moratorium. 
Such appeals can also be heard at the numerous mass demonstrations taking place in the 
United States and outside its boundaries. 

i And what is the response of the U.S. Administration? It is again conducting an under- 
ground nuclear explosion.  It is becoming increasingly evident that the U.S. ruling cir- 
cles are continuing to lay special stress on pursuing a militarist course and to rely 
on force in order to dictate their will to other countries and peoples. 

PRAVDA Editorial 

PM031618 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 4 Apr 86 First Edition p 1 

[Editorial:  "There Is No Time To Lose"] 

[Text] Peace has been maintained in Europe for more than 4 decades. This is to 
socialism's inestimable credit and is the common success of other peace-loving states 
and all forces of reason. 

i 

It should, however, be clearly seen that a threat to the cause of peace persists. 
Despite all the USSR's efforts, there is virtually no positive progress at the talks 
on such a cardinal question of war and peace as the curbing of the arms race and 
the reudction of nuclear arsenals. A major step is needed to overcome the deadlock 
at the talks.  It is the Soviet leadership's conviction that the ending of nuclear 
tests, above all by the Soviet Union and the United States, but also by all other 
nuclear powers, could be such a step. The CPSU and the Soviet state attach paramount 
significance to solving this task. 

Ending nuclear tests means paving the most real way to halting the arms race, for 
without such tests it is impossible either to improve or the create [sozdavat] new 
types of nuclear weapons. The ending of tests would open up the possibility of 
overcoming the deadlock in the whole nuclear disarmament process. The tremendous 
political and moral significance of such a move can hardly be overestimated. 

The Soviet Union advanced an initiative of exceptional importance in 1985: As of 
the 40th anniversary of the tragedy of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, it announced a 
moratorium on all nuclear explosions. How difficult it was to take that step can 
be seen, for example, from the fact that we took it unilaterally and under conditions 
of continuing tension in the international arena. But the leadership of the CPSU 
and the Soviet state displayed the political will and took that step because it was 
confident that that decision would be supported by the Soviet people, who sincerely 
strive for peace. We also knew that the USSR's actions would be supported by 
other peoples because they accord with their most vital interests . 
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And, indeed, the Soviet country's good initiative met with understanding and approval 
everywhere. Very broad sections of the world's population regarded the Soviet 
leadership's step as irrefutable confirmation that the USSR has no intention other 
than to put an end to the policy of nuclear confrontation.  In the well-known 
statement of 15 January this year, the Soviet Union advanced a specific, realistic 
program to eliminate nuclear weapons from the planet. The USSR extended its uni- 
lateral moratorium on all nuclear explosions to 31 March this year. 

What is more, it was announced that the USSR would not carry out nuclear explosions 
even after 31 March, if the United States did likewise. Our country urged the United 
States to follow its example so as to make the moratorium permanent and eternal. 

iWashington's reply is well known. Ignoring the will of the overwhelming majority 
of mankind and even disregarding the position of broad sections of the American people, 
the U.S. Administration hurriedly carried out a nuclear explosion in Nevada. These 
actions can only be viewed as a demonstrative challenge to the world community. The 
U.S. ruling circles have shown once again that they value above all else the self- 
seeking interests of military-industrial magnates who are making fantastic profits 
out of the arms race unleashed by them. Certain U.S. circles absolutely refuse 
to realize that strong-arm methods do not work in our age and, in terms of a country 

such as the USSR, are simply absurd. 

With regard to the arguments of those opposed to ending nuclear testing, they are far- 
fetched and do not stand up to criticism. No contrivances can disguise the fact that 
the American militarists need these tests simply to modernize their existing nuclear 
weapons and create [sozdaniye] new ones, including for use in space. 

In this situation the Soviet Union has once again convincingly demonstrated its desire 
to alter the course of events for the better. Speaking on television 29 Mrrch the 
Soviet leader stated his willingness to meet with the U.S. President in the immediate future to 
urgently discuss one question only - the question of nuclear tests. The great positive re- 
sponse which this speech has aroused in all corners of the earth once again confirms that   § 

world public opinion regards the USSR's actions as fully corresponding to the peoples 

aspirations. 

The worth of statements on the readiness to eliminate nuclear weapons which have been 
lade more than once by the White House is now being determined not in words but in 
practice U  Washington really has such a desire, then now is the very time o prove 
it by acting. The Soviet Union hopes that the President, his closest associates, and 

Congress will once again consider our proposal. 

A  «K „nf„rt-,in*n-Plv all that is coming out of Washington are reports on the pre- ^ 

stand'that by its present actions it is taking upon itself the entire responsibility 

for the future course of events? 

If matters continue to move in the same direction the Soviet Union will be forced to 
resume tests because it cannot waive either its own security or the security** its 

allies. 
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In a situation where the world is at the stage of crucial decisions, the policy of the 
CPSU and the Soviet state is particularly clearly perceived by all mankind.  "We," 
M.S. Gorbachev said, "will not abandon our course aimed at preserving and strengthening' 
peace, a course very clearly reaffirmed by the 27th CPSU Congress. Fulfilling the 
will of its people, the Soviet state will continue to increase its efforts to ensure 
universal security. We will do this by Interacting with all countries and their 
peoples." 

The Soviet Union is filled with determination to continue its persistent, painstaking 
work to implement its integrated program to prevent a thermonuclear catastrophe and 
,create a safe world. And we know that in this noble cause the peoples of the world 
will be with us. 

Shishlin Comments 

LD032302 East Berlin Voice of GDR Domestic Service in German 1605 GMT 3 Apr 86 

[Interview with Nikolay Shishlin, head of advisory group to CPSU Central Committee 
Secretariat by Klaus-Juergan Fischer, Voice of GDR Moscow correspondent; Shishlin 
speaks in Russian with superimposed German translation—recorded] 

[Text] Mikhail Gorbachev stressed in his interview with the Algerian magazine 
REVOLUTION AFRICAINE, published today, that the Soviet Union is maintaining its 
proposal that the USSR and the United States should immediately introduce a joint 
moratorium on all nuclear tests. 

The offer to meet the U.S. President as soon as possible in Rome, London, or another 
European capital to negotiate these questions also remains in effect. In His talk 
yesterday with the Austrian Chancellor Fred Sinowatz, Mikhail Gorbachev suggested the . 
possible choice of Vienna as the scene of the special summit. Our Moscow correspondent 
Klaus-Juergen Fischer had a talk in this connection with the head of the advisory group 
to the CPSU Central Committee Secretariat, Nikolay Shishlin: 

[Fischer] What are the reasons for the proposal to U.S. President Reagan to meet as 
soon as possible to negotiate the question of a nuclear weapon test moratorium? 

[Shishlin] The main task is tc achieve a change toward trust. This change toward trust 
cannot be achieved through words but only through deeds. A deed which could easily be 
effective and at the same time would carry weight would be to stop all nuclear weapon 
tests. Both through international control measures and through the own national means 
of the United States and USSR, the maintenance of the moratorium could be verified with 
a 100 percent guarantee. The significance of such a step for the international climate 
can hardly be exaggerated. We could enter a completely new dimension with room for 
maneuvering toward further construction ablutions. 

[Fischer] Mikhail Gorbachev said at the 27th CPSU Congress that there are circles in 
the United States that want to make the Soviet Union close the door to negotiations. 
Would you include the intransigent U.S. attitude on the moratorium question and the 
demonstrative explosion of a further nuclear charge in March in such attempts? 
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[Shishlln] You are absolutely right. It is true that the United States would like to 
create the conditions in various directions under which it would be simply too com- 
plicated to achieve sensible compromises because the movement to a sensible com- 
promise can only be bilateral. But I believe that it is worth also mentioning that the 
Soviet Union has strong nerves, and the strategic line of the Soviet Union to strengthen 
peace, and to ensure international security is not a fluctuating one but a long-term 
policy.  I do not believe that the Soviet Union will lack self-control, patience, 
persistence, or goodwill to overcome this cold wind that blows today from Washington. 

[Fischer] But will the Soviet Union now slam the door if there is another explosion 
of a nuclear charge in the United States, despite all the international protests? 

[Shishlin] No. The Soviet Union will, of course, keep open the door for negotiations, 
for dialogue with the United States. I am convinced that, there are in the United 
States political circles that are even further right than the President, even if it is 
difficult to be further right than Reagan. These circles want the continuation of the 
nuclear tests in the United States to be the shove that leads to the dialogue between 
the the USSR and the United States being interrupted for a long time. It seems to me, 
however, that objectively not only the USSR, but the United States is also interested 
in continuing the Soviet-American dialogue. I therefore believe that the U.S. nuclear 
tests and the position now adopted by the administration are not Washington's last word. 

[Fischer] The Soviet Union has made it clear that it will have to resume its nuclear 
tests if the United States, despite all the protests throughout the world, explodes 
another nuclear charge. 

[Shishlin] Well, if the United States continues its series of nuclear tests, the USSR 
will have no alternative but to resume its tests. What is important however, is above 
all that the Soviet Union has made its choice for a complete stop to all nuclear tests 
in the world. We will continue to stick to that. 

The resumption of nuclear tests would not mean that this problem would then be pushed 
to one side. No, the Soviet Union will always return to this problem, because without 
solving this problem the improvement of the political climate in the world is 
unthinkable. 

[Fischer]  In the United States there have been attempts to insinuate that the Soviet 
Union wanted to replace the visit by Mikhail Gorbachev to the United States agreed on 
in Geneva with its proposal for a special summit on the question of the nuclear test 
moratorium in Europe. What can one say about that? 

[Shishlin] As far as the Soviet-American summit in the United States is concerned, this 
question remains open. The Soviet Union is interested in this meeting, but the Soviet 
Union is of the opinion that it must hot be a cosmetic meeting, not a meeting to 
resume acquaintance, but a meeting to discuss the fundamental problems connected with 
international security.  So, much will now depend on how the U.S. position on the 
content of this meeting develops.  Such a meeting is necessary. 
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Sukhin Cites Gorbachev 

LD031645 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1552 GMT 3 Apr 86 

["Concern Over the State of Soviet-U.S. Relations"—TASS headline] 

[Excerpt] Moscow, 3 Apr (TASS) — The answers of Mikhail'Gorbachev CPSU Central Com- 
mittee General Secretary to the Algerian weekly REVOLUTION AFRICAINE were published 
today. I would like to draw your attention to some evaluations of the international 
situation contained in this interview at this meeting, Valeriy Sukhin, deputy chief 
of the USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs Press Department said. He spoke today in the 

t press center of the USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs at a briefing for Soviet and i: 
foreign journalists. 

The USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs representative in particular focused attention on 
Mikhail Gorbachev's words to the effect that the conclusion between the Soviet Union 
and the United States of an agreement on the cessation of nuclear explosions would 
have an enormous real significance because it would be a barrier to perfecting nuclear 
weapons and to creating new forms of them. 

Although we immediately heard a negative statement in response to the new address by 
the Soviet leader to the President of the United States, we nevertheless hope that both 
the President and his immediate circles and the Congress will still consider this 
proposal. 

Hundreds of states and peoples live in the world and want a better life. The leaders 
of the USSR and the United States bear the responsibility for preserving and strengthen- 
ing peace not only for their own, but also for all other peoples, Valery Sukhin 
stressed. 

U.S. Breaks Word 

LD032253 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1700 GMT 3 Apr 86 

[Talk by APN political observer Gennadiy Gerasimov; from the "Vremya" newscast] 

[Text] Hello, comrades. As you know, the treaty on banning nuclear weapons 
tests on the ground, under water, and in space was signed by the United States. 

The treaty was concluded in Moscow in 1963 and its participants expressed the deter- 
mination, and I quote: to strive to achieve for all time the halting of all nuclear 
weapon test explosions and to continue talks for this purpose. That was the promise. 
Yet again the United States gave its word in 1969 when it signed the treaty on the non- 
proliferation of nuclear weapons, which reaffirms the promise of 1963. 

The value of the word given by the United States and of how much it is worth is in 
question. One could continue this parade of promises up Mto the present day. Recently 
the head of the U.S. delegation at the Geneva disarmament conference reiterated ritu- 
ally: For the United States a ban on tests remains a goal that is due to be achieved at 
the appropriate time, but he did not specify the time. Twenty-three years have elapsed 
since the first promise, and 17 years have passed since the second. Moreover, these 
promises should be regarded as legal commitments. When will this appropriate time be? 
Is it not receding to infinity? 
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The White House statement on Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's television speech of 29 
March opens .with a complaint about the difficulty of verification. But we also are in 
favor of verification. However, the fact is that from the technical viewpoint, moni- 
toring and verification have ceased to be a problem. 

Recently a work was brought out on this subject, prepared by a staff member of the 
Stockholm International Peace Problems Research Institute. The book is entitled 
"Verification: How Much is Enough?" [by Allan S. Krass] It tells of the quite super- 
lative technical facilities for detection and monitoring, and draws the conclusion that 
the main obstacle is a political one -- that is, the absence of the desire and will, 
which is aggravated by psychological obstacles.  It says that to get out of this impasse 
it is necessary to cooperate for the achievement of some common goal. As the book says, 
this inverse relationship and this interrelationship shows that disarmament and trust 

go hand in hand. , 

Indeed, we have invited the United States to cooperate in overcoming the evil logic of 
the armaments race, as Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev said in his replies to the Algerian 
journal REVOLUTION AFRICAINE. We invite the United States to follow our example and to 
make the moratorium on tests everlasting. 

But it seems that the Pentagon has a timetable for explosions. There are 16 scheduled 
for this year; let the world be indignant, let legal commitments be broken — explosions 
are more important for the United States. 

Administration 'Forced to Maneuver' 

LD031815 Moscow TASS in English 1742 GMT 3 Apr 86 

TTextl Washington April 3 TASS -- TASS correspondent Nikolay Turkatenko reports: Is it 
possible"reach such a limit of cynicism as to claim that continuing nuclear arms 

Ä • • strengthens international security anc[ ^^^^^«22.°Lt 

re^::rtfivd
e:!

enTh; ts^^xZiXZ r V^s £ 
adminis«atWs stand on the issue of a general and complete ban on nuclear arms 

testing. 

This problem is now in the foreground of political life in the USA as a result of the 
initiative of the Soviet Union, which has introduced a unilateral moratorium on all 
nuclear explosions. Broad U.S. public circles have come out in support of the Soviet 
proposal and demanded that the U.S. Administration follow the USSR's example. Under 
the pressure of such sentiments the U.S. House of Representative has recently adopted 
a resolution urging the While House to open talks immediately with the aim of concluding 
a treaty of a general and complete prohibition of nuclear arms testing. 
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Considering these sentiments, the U.S. Administration, which is building up the arms 
race for the benefit of the military-industrial complex, is forced to manoeuvre.  Its 
representatives claim that they are in general for such a treaty, yet not how, but some 
time in the future — the more distant future the better. This theme is echoed in the 
above-mentioned letter from the representative of the Pentagon. It is the long-term aim 
of the United States, the letter said, to conclude a treaty on general and complete 
prohibition of nuclear arms testing. After paying lip service to that lofty aim, the 
author of the letter returns to its Pantagon positions. So far, it said, nuclear •'■.:• 
testing is necessary, since its termination would allegedly lead to a swift build up of 
nuclear weapons by the nuclear powers in order to "make sure that these weapons are 
efficient, [no closing quotation mark as received] 

One cannot help being amazed by such a distorted logic of the high-ranking officials of 
ithe U.S. Administration, which is using sordid methods in order to confuse public and 
carry on nuclear testing at all costs and at an even higher rate. Thus, right after 
the underground blast of a nuclear device in a Nevade test,range on March 23, the White 
House was in a hurry to announce a forthcoming new nuclear blast. As American experts 
and the press admit, this testing is connected above all with the feverish build up of 
its arsenals of the latest nuclear weapons by the USA and the "star wars" programme. It 
is not accidental that the draft military budget of the USA for the 1987 fiscal year 
provides for a 24 per cent increase, as compared with the current year, in appropria- 
tion on research to create new nuclear arms systems alone. This, as the BULLETIN OF 
ATOMIC SCIENTISTS points out, makes the growth of spending on these aims very swift. On 
top of that, as the "TIME" weekly says, big additional sums are granted to the Pentagon 
under "covert articles." Such covert appropriations on research, development and 
purchase of secret weapons increased from 892 million dollars in 1981 to 8.6 billion 
dollars planned for next fiscal year, the journal stresses. 

Adelman Remarks Criticized 

PM031507 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 30 Mar 86 Morning Edition p 4 

[TASS report:  "K. Adelman Statement"] 

[Text] Washington, 29 Mar — Despite the world public's persistent damands to Washing- 
ton to accede to the USSR's unilateral moratorium on all nuclear explosions the Reagan 
administration intends to continue nuclear tests. This was confirmed in an interview 
given to AP by K. Adelman, director of the U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency 
[ACDA]. 

"By means of nuclear tests we should guarantee the maximum reliability of nuclear 
weapons," he stated. It is common knowledge that the theme of verifying the "relia- 
bility" of the U.S. nuclear potential is a propaganda ploy used to camouflage 
Washington's unwillingness to end nuclear explosions. 
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According to the U.S. press, this position taken by the administration is connected 
primarily with plans to modernize and build up the nuclear arsenals and also with the 
"star wars" program. During the interview, Adelman hinted that the tests at the 
Nevada range are aimed specifically at creating [sozdaniye] new types of nuclear 

warheads. 

The U.S. ACDA director again put forward absurd fabrications about alleged "viola- 
tions" by the Soviet Union of treaties signed by it in the arms limitation sphere. 
However Adelman's own comments show who has actually chosen the path of violating and 
undermining the joint Soviet-U.S. accords in this sphere. For example, the administra- 
tion representative bluntly stated that Washington is considering the question of ex- 
panding its nuclear submarine fleet in such a way as to exceed the limitations im- 
posed by the SALT II treaty on the number of strategic missiles with multiple 

warheads. 

'Restraint' Not Infinite 

PM040848 Moscow NOVYE VREMYA in Russian No 12, 21 Mar 86 pp 12-13 

[Article by Lev Setneyko, deputy chairman of the Soviet Peace Defense Committee 
Disarmament Commission:  "USSR-United States: Mutual Examples Are Needed ] 

[Excerpts] Now that a real possibility of ending the madness of the arms race is 
being opened up, new tasks are facing not only governments but also the peoples 
movement for peace: They must define their position, elaborate forms and consistency 
of actions and begin to act. The peace champions' unity of purpose also gives rise to 
a common approach to achieving it. This is the chief thing. Of course, owing to the 
complexity of the problems of war and peace and the multifarious compostion of the 
movement of peace-loving forces, its members have different viewpoints on how the 
disarmament process should proceed. But one difference here is of a fundamental 

nature. 

Many peace champions in the West believe that it is necessary to begin with the USSR's 
unilateral disarmament. Why? Because they sincerely hope that the United States will 
without fail follow the Soviet example, and then foe way to general and complete 
disarmament will be clear. Moreover, representatives of certain antiwar organiw- 
tions have repeatedly assured us that, if the Washington administration and NATO do 
not immediately meet the USSR halfway, then the fighters for peace will make them do 

so by their mass actions, 

However, 

On 15 January 1986, guided by the desire to take one more practical step in the context 
of the program to rid the planet of nuclear weapons by the beginning of the next 
millennium, the USSR extended its unilateral moratorium on all nuclear explosions by 
3 months. This moratorium would continue in force if Washington followed it. Howev 
U.S. Defense Secretary C. Weinberger at once declared that the Soviet proposal for a 
moratorium on nuclear explosions was unacceptable to the American side. Moreover» 
in its reply to the new Soviet initiative as a whole Washington in fact displayed a 
negative attitude to the very idea of eliminating nuclear weapons. 
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Only Together 

An example from recent history is significant in this connection — the U.S. Adminis- 
tration s attitude toward the Soviet-American joint statement on agreed principles of 
disarmament talks (1961). Soon after President Nixon entered the White House in 1969 
the USSR proposed resuming the talks on general and complete disarmament on the basis' 
of the statement. 

But the U.S. President refused. Recalling that period, the well-known U.S. scientist 
and public figure C. Price says that, astounded at that refusal, he turned for an ex- 
planation to P. Ikle, then director of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency. "I 
was eveh more astounded," Price points out, "When Doctor Ikle, that product of the 

1 military-industrial complex, told me I was naive: We neveir intended to take the agreed 
statement seriously. It was simply propaganda to counter Russian propaganda!" Not 
satisfied with that reply, Price tried to get an explanation from W. Foster, who headed 
the agency at the time the joint statement was drawn up. This is what he replied: 
"Jack Kennedy and I were sincere in our support for the aims of the statement that was 
being drawn up," but after the USSR agreed to those aims, "our most difficult nego- 
tiations were not with the Russians but with the Pentagon." 

The present situation must not repeat that described by Price. The Soviet-American 
joint statement in Geneva last November must not be regarded as a new model of a U.S. 
propaganda concession. The American public and sober-minded circles in Washington 
still have to deal a serious rebuff to the U.S. forces (and they are the same forces 
as 15 years ago) which oppose the practical realization of the provisions of the 
Geneva statement and the concept set forth once again at the 27th CPSU Congress of cur- 
tailing the nuclear arms race, eliminating nuclear arms, and preventing the militariza- 
tion of space. 

The Soviet Union cannot endlessly display unilateral restraint, particularly with re- 
gard tö nuclear tests. If the United States and its allies continue to totally ig- 
nore examples of our country's love of peace and, moreover, respond to them by 
stepping up the arms race, the Soviet Union will be faced with the need to take 
countermeasures to ensure its security and that of its allies. 

It is still not too late to avoid a new twise to the arms race spiral. At the same 
time, the antiwar movements do not have so much time left at their disposal to change 
the present situation with the help of such vigorous mass actions as forced the United 
States in the recent past to abandon its planned deployment of neutron bombs in 
Western Europe;     • 
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Chervov on Test Ban 

LD021830 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1700 GMT 2 Apr 86 

[Interview with Colonel General Nikolay Fedorovich Chervov, directorate chief 
of the USSR Armed Forces General Staff, by unidentified correspondent, date and 
place not given; live or recorded—from the "Vremya" newscast] 

rTovH  rCorrespondent] Nikolay Fedorovich, as we know, a routine nuclear blast was 
[Text]  lCor"sPona^nc^ „ „A  The pregs have reported that new tests are being 
Carr^d°UtT£at T It iM    lear that the'Stl Administration is refusing to cease nu- 
clear ests  At ne ame time Washington declares that the United States has allegedly 
fallen behind the USSR in this sphere and, therefore, must continue its tests. What 

can you say about this? 

Stated III  carried out mSre nuclea/blasts in each individual environment - in the 
atmosphere, under the ground, and under water. 

If one looks at the situation over the past 2 years, the picture here is thus: 
In 1984 the United States and the USSR carried out approximately equal numbers of 
tests of nuclear weapons; in 1985, the United States carried out 18 nuclear blasts 
while the USSR, before the introduction of the moratorium, that is, before 6 August, 
carried out only 9 nuclear blasts, and 2 of these were for peaceful aims — thus, 
virtually only half the number. These are the statistics. As you can see, there can 
be no question of any falling behind by the United States in this sphere. On the 
contrary, during the time that the moratorium has been in operation, the gap in 
favor of the United States has increased even further. Therefore, those who say that 
the United States has allegedly fallen behind the USSR would in fact like to secure 
this position for the United States in which they should and would have the opportunity 
to continue nuclear tests, to create new types of nuclear weapons, to build up nuclear 
arsenals, and thus initiate a nuclear arms race. The real reason for the unwillingness 
of the U.S. Administration to renounce nuclear blasts lies in its wish to destroy 
the military balance in its own favor. It is precisely toward this that the program 
of creating [sozdaniye] nuclear charges for various purposes for space-strike weapons 
according to the"star wars" plan and also the programs for creating [sozdaniye] and 
deploying new strategic armaments - in particular the ballistic missiles MX  rident II, 
and Midgetman - are aimed. There are simply no other reasons. Such is the truth. 

[Correspondent] Thank you. 
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Explosions 'Intensify* Arms Race 

PM081300 Moscow IZVESTIYA In Russian 6 Apr 86 Morning Edition p 4 

[Vikeritly Matveyev "Political Observer's Opinion":  "SDl's Nuclear Trigger"] 

[Text] U.S. militarist circles have always fought against ending nuclear weapons tests, 
mobilizing every layer of political power at their disposal. 

However, there have been major statesmen in postwar U.S. history who have become aware 
and appreciative of a grim truth: Even so-called "experimental explosions" of weapons 

1 of mass destruction not only bring a dangerous intensification of the arms race but 
also have a destructive impact on the environment. 

i 

During a trip to the western United States in 1963 President Kennedy was shown a large 
crater in New Mexico. It had been formed as a result of an underground nuclear explo- 
sion carried out ■■there. Two U.S. nuclear scientists who accompanied the President on 
the trip enthusiastically described to him their work to devise a smaller but more 
powerful nuclear bomb.  Kennedy listened without comment and then, finding himself 
alone with one of his advisers, observed: How is it possible to talk about such a 
matter with enthusiasm! People assure me that it is essential to continue nuclear 
weapons tests to produce a "clean bomb." But what difference does it make how millions 
of people will be killed! 

Aware of the consequences of the unlimited continuation of nuclear tests and conscious 
of the pressure of world, including U.S. public opinion, President Kennedy's admin- 
istration signed with our country and Britain in that same year of 1963 a treaty on 
a partial ban on nuclear weapons tests in the atmosphere, in outer space, and under 
water. 

The U.S. President's trip to the west of the country, during which he was shown the 
crater caused by the underground nuclear explosion in New Mexico, took place after he 
had decided to sign the aforementioned treaty.  It was only some time after his death 
in a book published in the United States in 1972, that three very close advisers to 
J. Kennedy shared their recollections of his attitude toward the nuclear test ban. The 
book describes how fervently ordinary Americans responded to the treaty's conclusion. 
Military circles in Washington, however, greeted it with a gnashing of teeth. A bitter 
struggle began in Congress. On 24 September 1963, when the Senate had approved the .• 
treaty after heated debate, Kennedy went off on the aforementioned trip. This is what 
the book s authors write:  "The President discovered that the audience he was addressing 
in the west showed much more enthusiasm for the nuclear test ban treaty than for the 
(White House) plans to protect natural resources." And up to that time Kennedy had 
thought it was the latter issue which was the most popular. Seeing how things stood, 
he made the ending of nuclear explosions the main theme of his speeches and received 
an enthusiastic reception everywhere. 

Does it need to be spelled out that we are not dealing here simply with recent history? 
The world community, in the proper meaning of that term, including the vast majority of 
Americans, demands a positive response in Washington to the Soviet Union's goodwill and 
to the readiness it has shown to work to obtain, in concert with the United States, an 
all-embracing, complete ban on all nuclear tests in the world. As in 1963, the USSR 
and the United States can and must set an example of a responsible attitude toward this 
topical question. 
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As was the case 23 years back, the pillars of the powerful military-industrial complex 
in the United States are bitterly opposed to a complete cessation of nuclear tests, 
because they are eager to develop new kinds of weapons of mass destruction  And from 
this standpoint it can be said that a complete ban on such tests, since this depends on 
Washington's stance, is being sacrificed to the Pentagon's »star wars» program. Let us 

explain what is meant here. 

There is much evidence from members of the present American Administration, up to and 
including tne Shite House chief, the U.S. secretary of defense, and other figures, who 
speak unambiguously about the fact that the underground nuclea\e*?loBio™ .b?£*p   . 
carried out bj the American military are an important part of the so-called »Strategic 
'Defense Initiative» (SDI), that is to say. the spreading of the arms race into outer 

space. 

Thus in a recent speech, Pentagon chief C. Weinberger acknowledged that study of the 
Jotention for destroying'an enemy missile »using nuclear energy» - nuclear explosions - 

is one avenue of the SDI program. 

Representative E. Markey has described the tests of nuclear-pumped X-ray lasers being 
conducted by the Pentagon as a key element of the "star wars" program. 

The Soviet side has has repeatedly pointed out that a refusal by the United States to 
!olit itself together with other countries, not to proceed with the militarization, 
or outer sface would hav^ the most fatal consequences for the cause of disarmament and, 

therefore, for the fortunes of world peace. 

mil the complete ban on nuclear tests, which the world community is seeking, not be 
Lcrificed to Se Pentagon's »star wars» program? The question is a legitimate and 

urgent one. 

Policy 'Robbed of All Sense' 

PM081421 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 8 Apr 86 Second Edition P 3 

[Yu. Kornilov article under the rubric »The Comprehensive Peace Program": 

"Central Avenue"] 

rJn^nna treble our efforts to overcome the negative trends that have grown up in 
to double and treble our eriorc approaches, methods, and forms of 

Th. profound •-— r^tlitSÄ 
threat carried out by the CPSU Cent"^?™x"%or_ulate a conciusion of great theoreti- 
of the 27th party congress made it possible to formulate a co       now

8
emerged in the 

cal and practical 8lf lf^ca""' "^J^^ation between socialism and capitalism can pro- 

'cTSir.^ competitlon and peaceful rlvalry; 
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in the conditions of the total unacceptabiiity of nuclear war, not confrontation, but 
peaceful coexistence between systems must become the law in interstate relations. On 
the basis of this inescapable political axiom, the congress stressed that the struggle 
againstt the nuclear danger and the arms race and for the preservation and strengthening 
of universal peace is the party's main line in the world arena. 

An all-embracing program for this struggle, taking the form of an alloy of the philoso- 
phy of the formation of a secure world in the nuclear and space age and a platform of 
concrete actions, was put forward in the 15 January 1986 statement by M.S. Gorbachev, 
general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, and developed in the congress docu- 
ments.  "It is a question specifically of a concrete plan of action with a strict time 
f,rame," the CPSU Central Committee Political Report to the congress stressed.  "The 
USSR intends to strive persistently for its implementation, seeing this as the central 
avenue of its foreign policy in the coming years."      , 

The large-scale Soviet initiatives are at the center of the World public's attention. 
The international reactions to them are to be found in millions of lines of print in 
newspapers and magazines and thousands of kilometers of teletype tape. Of course, these 
reactions are not identical — they depend on the positions expressed by the particular 
mass information organ and the forces behind it. But if we highlight the basic, main 
element from among the flow of remarks, there is every reason to say: The Soviet init- 
iatives have been assessed on all continents as historic in their scale and signifi- 
cance, because their implementation would open up for mankind a fundamentally different 
phase of development and an opportunity to concentrate on creation alone.  It is 
stressed particularly that the international policy of the CPSU and the Soviet state 
arises from the humane nature of the socialist society, which is free of exploitation 
and oppression and has no classes or social groups with an interest in unleashing wars, 
and that this policy is indissoulubly linked with the strategic tasks of the USSR's 
accelerated socioeconomic development and expresses the Soviet people's one desire —> 
to engage in creative labor and live in peace with all the peoples. 

And that is indeed so. What, in fact, are the basic principles of the program for uni- 
versal security through disarmament which is today the pivot of Soviet foreign policy 
strategy and tactics? The core of this program, which is based on the premise that true 
security in our age is guaranteed not by an extremely high level, but by an extremely 
low level of the strategic balance, is the proposal on the elimination of nuclear wea- . 
pons by stages, with a ban on space strike arms. Mankind can and must enter the 3d 
millenium free from the fear of nuclear catastrophe. A real step along the path to 
this goal is the complete ending and prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, because not 
conducting such tests means beginning to move toward the elimination of nuclear arsenals. 
At the same time the USSR is in favor of completely eliminating chemical weapons. 
Renouncing other weapons of mass destruction. Making conventional arms and armed forces 
the subject of agreed reductions. Bringing into play the entire existing system of talks 
and ensuring the best possible performance of disarmament mechanisms.  There is no wea- 
pon in the world which the Soviet Union would not be prepared to limit or ban on a 
reciprocal basis with the use of effective verification; with a view to ending the 
accelerated material preparations for war, our country, which advocates that the whole 
range of disarmament problems be examined as a whole, is prepared to go as far as other 
states are prepared to go.  "By getting rid of the spine-chilling fear of the nuclear 
winter, your unprecedented actions and long-term plans create the potential and engender 
hopes for a flowering spring in a world without nuclear weapons — weapons of mass des- 
truction," the American Communist leader Gus Hall stated from the platform of the 27th 
CPSU Congress. 
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That is one approach to the pivotal international problem of today — the problem of 
war and peace; an approach which is a model of comprehensive analysis of the realities 
of the age and of the present-day international situation. But there are still forces 
in the world which adhere to a different approach, indeed a diametrically opposed  _ 
approach to the same problem. Characteristically, during the very period in which the 
world has been warmly welcoming the program put forward by the 27th CPSU Congress for 
disarmament and for ensuring the reliable security of all states and peoples -- during 
that very period, the U.S. President, the Pentagon chief, and other leaders of the 
American Administration have been delivering a series of addresses and speeches publi- 
cizing the thesis that strength and strength alone is the "most convincing argument of 
American foreign policy.  "The summit meeting opened the door to a world of hope, M.S. 
Gorbachev noted in his interview for the Algerian magazine REVOLUTION AFRICAINE  "But 
how people connected with the U.S. military-industrial complex took fright at this ray of 
'light! How forcefully they flung themselves upon this 'door' to slam it shut! 

Acting as the locomotive of militarism in the international arena, the United States 
stubbornly refuses to resolve the main, fundamental question - that of preventing an 
arms race in space. Regarding strategic arms and medium-range systems, the old Ameri- 
can proposal, which is calculated to secure unilateral advantages is repeated.  Instead 
of untying the European missile "knot," they try to tie it still tighter. A storm of 
public indignation was aroused by Washington's refusal to respond to the USSR s good 
initiative and consent to the ending of all nuclear tests. Also of considerable impor- 
tance is the way in which the U.S. ruling circles reject or block all peace-loving 
initiatives - ostentatiously, arrogantly, with disregard for the opinion of the world 
community. No sense of realism or responsibility! 

History has confirmed repeatedly that attempts by the U.S. imperialist circles to   _ 
achieve military superiority over the USSR have always failed. That was the case with 
tSe attempt at nuclear blackmail, in response to which the USSR created its own nuclear 
shield. The same thing happened when the United States tried to outstrip our country in 
terms of the might of the nuclear arsenal; and the same will happen with any other 

attempt to violate the parity of strategic forces. 

of hiding from retribution a re illusory. 

be eliminated?! 

The world h» become too .»all •»"«««•„'- Xlt'vno ^atlimc^'-Hnding 

NATO states? ^lj fools could .t.nd up for victory in a nuclear war now,' U.S. 
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President J.. Kennedy stated back In the early sixties. And here is a remark, dated 
March of this year, from another former White House incumbent — R. Nixon:  "Forty 
years ago the United States had a monopoly of nuclear weapons —it had nine atom 
bombs, while the Soviet Union had no such bombs. Today the United States and the USSR 
have more than 10,000 nuclear warheads each, installed on intercontinental weapons, 
and the smallest of them is 10 times more powerful than the bomb which destroyed 
Hiroshima. In these conditions, to continue the nuclear arms race is madness." 

Madness true enough, but what is the way out? It lies in realizing clearly, in for- 
mulating the foundations of foreign policy, that in the nuclear age you cannot find 
reasonable solutions — either international or domestic — on the nuclear path. This 
'is what the Soviet Union emphasizes again and again. 

Time will tell whether the Western ruling circles,,above all the United States, having 
soberly assessed the realities of the modern world, will be able to renounce the polit- 
ical philosophy of hegemonism and the militarist doctrines which life refutes. As for 
our country, it proceeds oh the basis that however great the threat to peace created 
by the policy of the aggressive circles of imperialism, world war is riot a fatal in- 
evitability. Success in the battle against war must be achieved without fail, it was 
stressed at the 27th CPSU Congress. The CPSU sees active participation in this battle 
as the very essence of its foreign policy strategy. 

Petrosyants Repeats Offer 

LD072116 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1445 GMT 7 Apr 86 

[From "The World Today" program presented by Aleksandr Zholkver] 

[Text] Issues connected with curbing the arms race — primarily nuclear —are being 
discussed at the Geneva disarmament conference. Petrosyants, chairman of the USSR 
State Committee for Utilization of Atomic Energy, who spoke here, stressed that the 
USSR is "ready to extend its moratorium on nuclear explosions if the United States will 
also not carry out nuclear tests. 

Moratorium Gaining Support 

PM071042 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 6 Apr 86 First Edition p 4 

[Own correspondent Yu. Yakhontov dispatch:  "Reagan Needs Tests"] 

[Text] Bonn, 5 Apr—The overwhelming majority of FRG newspapers have responded 
to the television address of M.S. Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU 
Central Committee, and to the proposals contained in that address. The Ruhr 
newspaper WESTDEUTSCHE ALLGEMEINE writes, for example: 
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"U.S. officials In the White House oversimplify the matter by just brushing 
aside M.S. Gorbachev's proposals with regard to ending tests. This is not 
the first time this dynamic new man in the Kremlin has put the Reagan 
administration in a difficult position with his initiatives on limiting the 
arms race. This was the case recently, for example, when M.S. Gorbachev 
proposed the phased destruction of all nuclear weapons by the year 2000. It 
took the White House a long time then to react to just part of that proposal 
concerning the elimination of medium-range missiles." 

Western diplomats in Moscow call M.S. Gorbachev's new proposal "A very 
, clever chess move." The idea that limiting the. arms race must begin by 
ending nuclear weapon tests is acquiring more and more supporters in public 

circles. 

Washington 'Ignoring' Appeals 

LD071745 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1500 GMT 7 Apr 86 

[Viktor Levin Commentary] 

[Text] Originally it was being said in the United States that a new nuclear blast is 
to be conducted in the 3d week of April and a precise date, the 16th has been men- 
tioned. But then talk started — first it was mooted, then it became a rumor, and 
later this became a certainty -- that there is to be yet another blast at an earlier 
date. Now they have specified it, 8 April. The first hints of this explosion 
appeared at the beginning of last week, practically immediately after Mikhail 
Sergeyevich Gorbachev's address in which he called on the United States to follow our 
example in halting nuclear explosions and to hold an immediate meeting with the U.S. 

President to work out an accord on this question. 

Bv reacting yet another of the Soviet Union's initiatives directed toward resolving 
the question of a total halt to nuclear weapons testing, the United States wasted no 
time in showing its nuclear muscles. One gets the impression that certain W«Wnjton 
circles are more than anything afraid of being suspected of being capable of renounc 
ing militarist policies and are stubbornly demonstrating their reluctance to embark on 
totally freeing mankind from the threat of nuclear annihilation, given that the halt- 
ing of tests is the first step on this road. Washington has been ignoring the Soviet 
Union's appeals, which have been voiced for almost 9 months, from which time we have 
unilaterally refrained from conducting nuclear blasts. Washington has been ignoring 
the forceful demands from International public opinion, including U.S. °Pjn«n» 
insisting that the USSR's appeal should be heeded, that blasts should be halted, and 

that talks should start on a total ban. 

Criticism of the administration is being heard more and more widely today in the 
United States too. THE LOS ANGELES TIMES writes, and I quote, "It has to be admitted 
that the administration is not approaching the question of banning nuclear tests as 
a whole with the seriousness it deserves." To my mind, this may well be true in sub 

stance but it is too soft in form. 

88 



JPRS-TAO86-036 
25 April 1986 

The administration's approach can fully and justifiably be described as provocative. 
For the nth time consecutively, we have again proposed an end to testing, with this 
question to be resolved at a Soviet-U.S. summit. They respond to us with an unsched- 
uled explosion.  In these conditions we shall have to resume our own testing, because 
we cannot neglect our own security. But that is not our choice. We are being forced 
into it by the United States. Our main intention — and the Soviet Union has spoken 
firmly and authoritatively about this — remains a desire to stop the nuclear arms 
race. 

Monitoring Problems Refuted 

PM070852 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 1 Apr 86 Morning Edition p 4 

i 

[TASS report under general headline "Urgent Measures Necessary"] 

[Text] Leningrad — Not every observatory watches the sky through the keen eyes of 
telescopes. There are also observatories whose attention is turned in the opposite 
direction.  They constantly listen with sensitive ears to the earth's breathing. 
They are seismic stations whose instruments record the slightest movement in the 
bowels of the earth. 

We have stations like these at different ends of our country. But the field of their 
"hearing" is considerably broader than its borders. 

*'Our observatory is one of the international centers registering seismic activity in 
the Arctic and Antarctic," V. Kochetov, chief of the "Pulkovo" seismic station of 
the USSR Academy of Sciences 0. Yu. Schmidt Physics of the Earth Institute, says. 
"By observing manifestations of the subterranean elements in the earth's polar 
regions we can register with great accuracy the epicenters of tremors even in regions 
so distant from us.  The absurdity of claims by Washington politicians that under- 
ground nuclear testing is impossible to monitor by national technical means is obvious 
to specialists.  International procedure systems, proposals for which are contained 
in M.S. Gorbachev's statement on a program to eliminate nuclear arsenals by the year 
2000, could be especially effective. 

"The latest U.S. explosion of a large-yield nuclear device at a testing ground in 
Nevada is not only a blatant challenge to our country and our unilateral moratorium 
on nuclear testing, but also a challenge to all countries and peoples and the entire 
world community. The Reagan administration answered mankind's hopes of stopping the 
arms race with a 'nuclear spit in the eye.'  Speaking on Soviet television, M.S. 
Gorbachev urged the American people and their government to actively help through 
practical action to ensure that a ban on nuclear explosions becomes fact. 

"The recklessness and danger of using scientific and technical potential for military 
purposes and of pursuing a course aimed at gaining military and strategic superiority 
is particularly obvious to us scientists," V. Kochetov noted. 

"The forces of science and technology must be oriented toward creativity and the 
good of every individual.  Soviet scientists demand that all nuclear weapons tests 
be immediately stopped and outlawed." 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS I 

,PRAVDA QUESTIONS U.S. CLAIMS ON TEST CURB BREACHES 

PM070840 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 4 Apr 86 First Edition p 5 

[Own correspondent A. Tolkunov dispatch under the rubric "Rejoinder": "Feeling ; 
Depressed..."] 

[Text] New York—There is alarm in the White House. Do the Russians possess a 
new secret weapon? Is there new information about the Increasing "Soviet threat?" 
Or perhaps Moscow is "not playing fair" at the arms control talks? 

'■  ■ 't ■ :       ■ \ • 

No it is much worse.  It appears that the Russians are not cheating. The point is that 
secret investigation data of a number of U.S. intelligence services have become known it 
Washington. They call in question the administration's previous "conclusions that the 
Soviet Union is allegedly violating the Treaty on the Limitation of Underground Nuclear 
Weapon Tests, signed by our countries but, incidentally, not ratified by the U.S. 
Congress. Yet it is precisely these "conclusions" which provided one of the arguments 
for the administration's refusal to join the moratorium and much else. 

This is why Washington administration staffers are in such a state now. The President 
has signed Directive 202 which demands that a report be submitted on how the new 
evaluation of information about Soviet tests will affect earlier U.S. claims that Moscow 
has violated its treaty obligations. The situation is indeed very tricky if even R. 
Batzel, the director of the Livermore Laboratory where new nuclear warheads are being 
developed, declares on the basis of received information that the Russians have not 
been deceiving us." 

And so they are arguing endlessly in the administration now whether or riot to withdraw 
that accusation. The "hawks" through whose fault nuclear explosions continue to rock 
the Nevada desert are very loath to lose face. A "Solomonic solution has been   : 
suggested by R. Perle, assistant secretary of defense, who proposed that the admini-i 
stration seal and suppress the compromising intelligence information. As if it had 
never existed, and have done with it. 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 

i 

WARSAW PACT PROPOSES NUCLEAR-FREE ZONES IN EUROPE 
■ i 

Pact Message to West 

PM091306 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 9 Apr 86 First Edition p 4 

["Socialist Countries Proposal in the Interest of Freeing Europe From Nuclear 

Weapons"] 

Germany, Greece, Denmark, bpam, icaiy, ^ypiu», » nnioarlan 
States Turkey, Finland, France, Switzerland, Sweden, and Yugoslavia at the Bulgarian 
Foreign Ministry on 8 April 1986, as agreed by the Warsaw Treaty member-states. 

Political Consultative Committee. 

It accords with the program for establishing a nuclear-free world advanced in Mikjan 
Gorbachev's 15 January if 86 statement and with the proposals set out in the communique 
of the Warsaw meeting of the Foreign Ministers Committee. 

The Warsaw Treaty member-states express the hope that the European countries, the 

£tirsP^ 
the Sted StarBandCanada on the Question of Establishing »uclear-Free Zones In 

Europe:- 

in today's eomple* International situation »hen the peoples **>£-.£ *» * °^h 
„,anu.H are faced with a question in all its acuteness — to live in peace or   v 

in nuclear wir - the Warsaw Pact member-states believe that decisive actions M 
Jecif ^measures are necessary more than ever in J^J^^^rtSlo'S^ 
race, primarily the nuclear arms race; to prevent its spread into space, and 
disarmament and the elimination of the nuclear threat. 
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In connection with this, they support the program put forward by the Soviet Union for 
the total elimination everywhere of nuclear and chemical weapons before the end of this 
century, a program that also envisages the reduction of conventional weapons and armed 
forces. 

They are convinced that the implementation of nuclear disarmament would lead to the 
creation of a secure peace for all the European peoples, and for the peoples of the 
whole planet. The complete elimination of the medium-range missiles of the USSR and 
United States in Europe would be an exceptionally important initial step in the cause 
of freeing the European Continent from nuclear arms, and of strengthening European 
Security. 

Proposals for the creation of zones free of nuclear arms in different areas of the 
European Continent, which the Warsaw Pact member-states consistently and persistently 
support, follow in the general line of efforts to remove the nuclear threat. They note 
that in several areas of the world, nonnuclear zones are already a political reality. 

The creation of nonnuclear zones in Europe at the present time is as topical as ever. 
Here, as nowhere else, the concentration of armed forces and armaments has reached 
dangerous limits. The level of nuclear confrontation is high and the risk of an 
accidental breakout of nuclear war great. 

•ii.. • 

It is the belief of the member-states that the creation of nuclear zones in Europe 
would promote a strengthening of security for participant countries in such zones, as 
well as European and universal security; consolidation of stability and mutual trust; 
a restoration of detente; a reduction in armed forces and armaments; a strengthening 
of the procedure relating to the nonproliferation of nuclear weapons; and an expansion 
of the peaceful use of nuclear energy. The creation of nonnuclear zones is closely 
linked with the development of good-neighborliness, mutual understanding, and 

cooperation. 

The governments of a number of other European states are also in favor of the 
establishment of nuclear-free zones in various parts of Europe. This idea enjoys the 
support of parliaments, political parties, and broad public circles. Proposals on the 
establishment of such zones in the continent have been put forward as an important 
measure for strengthening confidence at the Stockholm conference, and are being examined 
at other international forums. The United Nations attaches great importance to the 
establishment of nuclear-free zones. 

The Warsaw Pact member-states are against the buildup of nuclear arms both in Europe 
and everywhere in the world. They are in favor of halting further siting of nuclear 
arms on the continent, in favor of the reduction of nuclear arms, and for the complete 
liberation of Europe from both medium-range and tactical nuclear arms. Their proposals 

on this account remain valid. 

The Warsaw Pact member-states base their views on the fact that the realization of 
proposals for the creation of zones completely free of nuclear weapons in various 
regions of Europe depends on political will, and on the joint decision of the interested 
states of the corresponding regions. Further efforts on their part, and an increase 
in the constructive contribution on the part of other states, are required. Accords 
for the creation of nuclear-free zones should correspond to the commonly recognized 
norms of international law, and should secure a reliable observance of their genuinely 
nuclear-free status with appropriate verification. 
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Moreover, states possessing nuclear weapons should take on an obligation to strictly 
respect the status of nuclear-free zones, and refrain from using or threatening to 
use nuclear weapons against states forming part of such zones. 

The Warsaw Pact member-states are convinced that the creation and effectiveness of 
nonnuclear zones depend to a large extent also on how other states, above all nuclear 
ones, view them. They noted that the USSR, resolutely supporting the creation of 
nonnuclear zones in Europe, expresses its readiness to give the appropriate guarantees 
to such zones and they expect the United States and also Britain and France to 
manifest the same attitude. 

The allied states welcome the efforts of corresponding states designed to 
create a nonnuclear zone in northern Europe.  The prospect of consolidating 
the current virtually nonnuclear status of this region is becoming more 
realistic, thanks to the readiness of the USSR to give the appropriate guarantees 
to the countries that are members of this zone by concluding multilateral 
or bilateral agreements with them. 

Similar guarantees by the United States, Britain, and France would help to raise the 
effectiveness of this zone. The member-states of the Warsaw Pact also note the readi- 
ness of the USSR to undertake other concrete steps for the implementation of the idea 
of creating a nonnuclear zone in northern Europe. 

They also come out in favor of the creation of zones free of nuclear weapons in the 
Balkans, and of efforts to strengthen security, and to develop trust, good neighborliness 
and cooperation between the Balkan states. They welcome the multilateral dialogue on 
this question which.has begun between the Balkan states and call on them to continue 
and deepen it. 

The Warsaw Pact member-states support Sweden's proposal to create a corridor free of 
battlefield nuclear arms along the line where the states of the Warsaw Pact and those 
of NATO meet. They believe that, in order to raise the effectiveness of the corridor, 
it should be widened on both sides of the line of contact, taking into account the 
tactical-technical characteristics of these arms.  It would be possible to begin cre- 
ating this corridor with central Europe. 

Adoption by the Soviet Union and the United States of a mutual commitment to refrain 
from siting any nuclear arms on the territory of states where there are no such weapons, 
and also not to build up stocks of nuclear arms and not to replace them with new ones 
in those countries where they are already sited, would be of great significance for the 
practical implementation of the idea of setting up nuclear-free zones in Europe. At 
the same time, it is necessary that nonnuclear states, on whose territory nuclear arms 
are not at present sited, do not allow sucli arms to be sited on their territory. These 
measures would assist the prevention of the territorial proliferation of nuclear arms, 
the limitation of the nuclear arms race, the safeguarding of the balance of forces 
at the lowest level, and the preservation of the de facto nuclear-free status of those 
states on whose territory there are no nuclear arms. 

Taking as a premise the need to free Europe of the nuclear threat; desiring the total 
elimination of nuclear arms from the lives of peoples; bearing in mind the experience 
that has been acquired in the sphere of forming nuclear-free zones and the principles 
and provisions of the Helsinki Final Act; and striving to develop the all-European 
process, the Warsaw Pact member-states: 
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— Appeal to the states of Europe, the united States, and Canada to embark on energetic 
actions to implement the proposals for formation of zones free of nuclear weapons on 
the European Continent; 

— Call for support for the efforts of states that advocate the formation of nuclear- 
free zones, including their efforts in the relevant international forums; 

— Express their readiness to take part in the conducting of an intensified and 
specific exchange of opinions between the appropriate interested states with the aim 
of furthering the implementation of practical steps toward creating nonnuclear zones 
in northern Europe and on the Balkans; 

— Speak out in favor of talks being held between the interested states on the 
matter of creating a corridor free of nuclear weapons battlefield in the center 

of Europe. 

Member-states of the Warsaw Pact are convinced that the nuclear danger can «nd must 
be removed. This demands the vigorous and decisive action of all states nuclear 
and nonnuclear; all participants in military and political alliances; the neutral 
and the nonaligned. The creation of nonnuclear zones on the European Continent 
should become Sn important step on the road to ensuring the security of peoples 

in this continent, and ridding Europe of nuclear weapons. 

»Consonant' With Gorbachev 

LD081928 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1445 GMT 8 Apr 86 

[From "The World Today" program presented by Vsevolod Shishkovskiy] 

[Text] The Warsaw Pact member-countries have addressed to European states, and 
also to the United States and Canada, a new proposal directed at delivering Europe 
from nuclear weapons. It is a matter of the pressing need to support the efforts of 
the world public, which is demanding the creation of nuclear-free zones on the 
continent.  It is the conviction of the states of the Warsaw Pact that the creation 
of such zones would contribute to the strengthening of not only European, but also 

overall security. 

For their part the Warsaw Pact states confirm their readiness to take part in the 
holding of a deepened and specific exchange of opinions among the Interested countries 
with the aim of promoting the realization of practical steps in creating nuclear-free 
zones in northern Europe and in the Balkans. The new initiative of the allied 
socialist countries is another manifestation of the coordinated foreign policy line 
worked out at the Sofia conference of the Political Consultative Committee of the 
Warsaw Pact member-states. It is consonant with the program for the creation of a 
nuclear-free world put forward in the statement by Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev on 
15 January, and also with the proposals set out in the communique of the recent 
meeting of the foreign ministers committee in Warsaw. 
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Lomeyko Holds News Conference 

LD081652 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1552 GMT 8 Apr 86 

[Text] Moscow, 8 Apr (TASS) — The Warsaw Pact countries' appeal to the European 
states, the United States, and Canada on the creation in various parts of Europe of 
zones totally free of nuclear weapons is explained by the need to take specific 
efforts to create a nuclear-free world, Vladimir Lomeyko, head of the Press Department 
of the USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs, stated here at a press conference today. 

The formation of nuclear-free zones would be a concrete step on the path toward reduc- 
ing the nuclear danger and toward creating a nuclear-free Europe, and a nuclear-free 
world. This is the sense of the Warsaw Pact countries' initiative, which aims at 
searching for Ways of finding points of contact and mutually acceptable agreements. 

One of the main reasons for the fact that up to now the idea of creating nonnuclear 
zones in Europe has been coming up against resistance and Is not being implemented lies 
in pressure from the U.S. Administration — specifically, on NATO member-countries in 
northern Europe — and in the overall negative U.S. attitude toward this idea, 
Vladimir Lomeyko said. The negative stance of the United States regarding the creation 
of a nonnuclear zone in the Balkans is also well-known. Therefore, a response to the 
question of how realistic is the creation of a nonnuclear zone in the Balkans depends 
on the political will, persistence, and specific efforts of the interested countries, 
and on the political responsibility of those state figures on whom the growing 
pressure from the United States falls. 

As for the USSR, its. position is clear. We support the creation of nonnuclear zones 
and are prepared to guarantee nonnuclear status: in other words, never to threaten 
with nuclear weapons and not to use them against countires where there are none of 
these weapons, Lomeyko stressed. 

THE LOS ANGELES TIMES correspondent noted at the press conference that Chicago had 
declared itself a nuclear-free city, and he asked in this connection whether there 
were towns in the USSR which had done likewise. 

In the Soviet Union the need does not arise to declare individual towns nuclear-free, 
because there is ho conflict between the wishes of the populations of individual towns 
and the wishes of the government, the USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs representative 
replied. 

The Soviet Union is in favor of not just individual towns, but the whole of Europe, 
becoming nuclear-free. Additionally, Mikhail Gorbachev's 15 January statement 
proposes a specific program for freeing the whole world from nuclear weapons. 

Unfortunately, in those countries whose governments are not embarking upon a specific 
program for eliminating nuclear weapons, the demand arises for individual towns to 
declare themselves nuclear-free. This demand illustrates the mood of the population, 
which supports the idea of eliminating weapons of mass destruction, and the idea of a 
nuclear-free world, the head of the Press Department of the USSR Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs emphasized. 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 

,USSR 'INTERNATIONAL SITUATION:  QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS» PROGRAM 

LD041358 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1615 GMT 3 Apr 86 

["International Situation—Questions and Answers" program, presented by 
Vladimir Pashko, foreign political commentator of All-Union Radio; 
Vitaliy Yakovlevick Chukseyev, TASS chief editor of foreign news; Prof Bogdanov, 
deputy director of the USA and Canada Institute; and Sergey Konstantin Patsyuk, 
and Nikolay Agayants, international affairs journalists] 

[Excerpts]  [pashko] Recently, Secretary of State Shultz seemed to complain that the 
Soviets are conducting a propaganda campaign in order to put pressure on the United 
States and to force the White House to join in the moratorium on nuclear explosions. 
But the real point is that the people whose letters we receive are not forced to pick 
up their pens.  They write what they think: Stop the arms face; get the disarmament 
process out of its deadlock -- these are the thoughts of our people. 

This striving permeates the policy of ourwhole state. Just like all people, the USSR 
is concerned because, in such an important question of war and peace as the arms race 
and reducing nuclear weapons, there is virtually no progress. The Soviet leadership 
considers thatsome sort of major step is needed in order to get the talks on reducing 
nuclear weapons out of the deadlock as Comrade Gorbachev noted in his conversation with 
the chief editor of the Algerian weekly REVOLUTION AFRICAINE. We consider that an end 
to nuclear explosions and talks on concluding an agreement on banning them in all 
environments could be the first step in this direction. Asked whether dialogue is 
still possible between the USSR and the U.S. Adminstration, Comrade Gorbachev said: 
I would lay stress on the fact hat dialogue between the leaderships of the USSR and 
the U.S. Administration is essential. As the general secretary of the CPSU Central 
Committee said when he spoke on television on 29 March, he is ready to meet President 
Reagan in the very near future in order to reach agreement on this question. 

What has been the reaction in the world, and primarily in the United States to the 
Soviet peace initiatives? I shall pass this question, which occurs in many of your 
letters, comrades, to Vitaliy Yakovlevich Chukseyev, TASS chief editor of foreign 

news. 

[Chukseyev] Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's television statement aroused vast interest 
throughout the world. For one's approach to the solution of such an important problem 
as stopping any further nuclear tests is in the final analysis the most convincing 
proof of the readiness of any state to take a real step toward getting the whole 
process of nuclear disarmament out of its present deadlock. That is why the moratorium 
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on nuclear explosions, announced by the USSR, met with the warm approval of the world 
public in its time. Our country's subsequent initiatives in this sphere invariably 
aroused a wave of optimism and hope. The international community welcomes the USSR's 
efforts aimed at the successful achievement of accord on banning nuclear tests, UN 
Secretary General Perez de Cuellar stated in this connection. According to him, 
the Soviet initiative is a question of great importance. 

However, as is now being noted by public figures and politicians and the press of vari- 
ous countries, the U.S. Administration has once again failed the test with regard to 
having a responsible attitude toward the fate of the world. U.S. President Reagan, 
who was on vacation in California at the time, made his reply through a White House 
representative literally an hour afternews agencies reported the new Soviet proposal. As 
is known, this reply was unfortunately negative. Moreover- just as in previous cases, 
the administration did not bother to seek any weighty arguments. 

The United States needs nuclear tests, the White House representative stated, to ensure 
the further reliability, security, and effectiveness of bur nuclear deterrent potential. 
This categorical "no" was accompanied by verbal trumpery about the U.S. striving for 
the total elimination of nuclear weapons. 

The U.S. refusal to attend summit talks in Europe to discuss this question on the pre- 
text that such a summit meeting should embrace the whole complex of problems in rela- 
tions between the two countries sounded completely unconvincing. 

U.S. observers very clearly reveal the reasons for the White House's obstructionist 
position. An NBC television correspondent reported in this connection: According to 
an administration representative, the United States still has to test warheads for 
the Midgetman and MX missiles and also components of the star wars system, it may be 
recalled that these are ballistic missiles, that is, first-strike weapons.  In other 
words, the administration is being guided in its actions not by a striving to eliminate 
nuclear weapons, but it is trying under cover of talk about the need for conducting 
so-called quiet diplomacy to gain time and to try to attain military superiority. 

On the same day, Regan, White House chief of staff, held a press conference in Santa 
Barbara, California, during which he was asked.whether there was any change in the 
U.S. plans to hold a routine nuclear explosion in the Nevada desert in mid-April. 
"No," came the emphatically defiant reply. See what a forceful attitude the White House 
has toward tackling a Very important question of the present day! 

However, the stance of the present administration and the opinions of the U.S. public 
should not be equated. It may be recalled that a few days ago more than 60 members of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate sent a letter to Reagan calling on him to 
clease nuclear blasts. According to THE NEW YORK TIMES there is also on Capitol Hill 
a considerable group of legislators who think that there should be a freeze on finance 
allocated for nuclear tests while the USSR 'adheres to its moratorium. This is a re- 
flection of the moods of millions of Americans, the overwhelming majority of whom 
during reCent opinion polls have invariably come out in favor of the Soviet moratorium 
and have supported the idea of eliminating all nuclear arsenals on earth by the year 
2000. 

Here is the opinion of Paul Warnke, the eminent U.S military specialist and former 
chief of the U.S. delegation at the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks:  I believe that the 
administration is making a very serious mistake; I believe that a buildup of nuclear 
weapons by the USSR and the United States will undermine our security. 

97 



What is now behind the administration's stubborn efforts to cloud the international 
situation, to wreck the process of normalizing it? In this respect, the opinion of 
well-known NEW YORK TIMES observer Flora Lewis, which is shared by many other journal- 
ists, is interesting. Here is what she wrote: Reagan deemed it necessary to compen- 
sate his supporters on the right for making conciliatory statements at the Geneva 
summit meeting. 

Lewis adds: The arrogant refusal to cease nuclear explosions and to reach agreement 
on strict measures to verify the observation of such a moratorium is only one of the 
links in Washington's hostile campaign with regard to Moscow. The other acts include 
sending U.S. naval ships to the USSR's Black Sea coast, the decision to reduce the 
number of Soviet officials at the United Nations, and provocative actions in various 
'regions.  In Flora Lewis' opinion these measures put the United States in a foolish 
position and create the impression that the United States is unsure of its means and 
ends regarding other countries.  In politics, it is much wiser to think first and 
only then to undertake something, she concludes. 

Not only U.S. newspapers are coming to such conclusions that are unflattering to the 
Reagan administration, but also the press of its allies in Western Europe. Even though 
the leaders of Britain and the FRG and a number of other countries that have linked 
themselves firmly to the U.S. militaristic course have preferred to limit themselves to 
keeping quiet about Washington's behavior on the question of ceasing nuclear tests, 
press commentaries quite eloquently show the real moods of the West European public. 

In these commentaries the U.S. stake on the nuclear arms race is invariably contrasted 
with the constructive policy of our country which is in accord with the interests of all 
people. As the FINANCIAL TIMES, the newspaper of Britain's business circles which can 
scarcely be suspected of sympathy for our country, wrote, it remains a fact that the 
U.S. Administration shows very little interest in rapid progress toward banning nuclear 
explosions. Insofar as the USSR has unilaterally been observing a moratorium on nuclear 
explosions since last summer, the appeal from the Soviet leader to hold immediate talks 
on banning nuclear tests is doubly noble, in the opinion of the newspaper. 

The new Soviet proposal has become for the shole world yet another convincing proof of 
the USSR's consistent course of disarmament and detente, its resolve to try to achieve a 
reduction in the threat of nuclear war. In this millions of people of the world see a 
real possibility of averting a thermonuclear catastrophe. That is why they demand that 
Washington display goodwill not in words but in deeds, and show a responsible approach 
to the very important problem of the modern day. 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 

USSR: INDONESIAN SERVICE ON PACIFIC NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE 

BK221036 Moscow in Indonesian to Indonesia 1330 GMT 21 Mar 86 

[Station Commentary:  "The Key to Asian Security"] 

[Text] During a meeting with visiting New Zealand Prime Minister David Lange 
in Jakarta, President Suharto welcomed the stand adopted by New Zealand's 
Labor Government in rejecting the presence of nuclear weapons in the Pacific. 
The New Zealand stand is shared by ASEAN, which is advocating a zone of peace, 
freedom, and neutrality in Southeast Asia. 

The idea for a nuclear-free zone in the Pacific has received a positive 
response in Southeast Asia. The idea has also aroused the interest of 
Indonesia, an archipelagic nation with 13,000 islands and many straits connect- 
ing the Indian and Pacific Oceans. This was stressed by Foreign Minister 
Mokhtar Kusumaatmaja. It is an open secret that the Melacca straits and other 
straits in Indonesia are being patrolled by nuclear-equipped U.S. 7th Fleet 
vessels. The general public has evidence proving that nuclear arms are stored 
in the Pentagon-owned Clark and Subic Bay bases in the Philippines. 

The U.S. nuclear buildup near Southeast Asia has aroused anxiety in the region. 
An example is Palau Island where a major base for Ohio class nuclear submarines 
is being built. The new base is being built as a result of Washington's belief 
that Southeast Asia is a potential area for nuclear conflict. Pentagon war ! 

strategists are planning to launch preemptive strikes from the Palau base. 

In this connection, MALAYA, a Philippine daily, commented that the region will 
be vulnerable to counterattacks in the event of such a preemptive strike.  It 
was also leaked recently that a simulated nuclear attack exercise was held 
at the Clark Air Base. The daily also said that the involvement of Southeast 
Asia in Washington's so-called 'Star Wars' program will not promote peace in 
the region. 

Aware of the urgency of removing nuclear arms from Southeast Asia as a means 
to realize a zone of peace, freedom, and neutrality in the region, observers 
also see this as a way to resolve existing problems. Continued tension in 
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Southeast Asia will only allow the United States to intensify its military 
presence. In this connection, the local press has attached importance to 
constructive dialogue between ASEAN and the Indochinese countries. A series 
of recent meetings between Indonesian and Vietnamese delegates are indeed 
useful for the continuity of the dialogue, and reflect both sides* desire to 
respect the sovereignty and national interests of each country and their 
firm belief in a peaceful solution to any armed conflicts. The three Indo- 
Chinese countries have shown their goodwill toward holding dialogues as seen 
from the statement they issued after their recent meeting. Their proposal 
to hold a conference attended by eligible representatives is still valid and 
such proposal is getting -more and more support from the international 
community. This is because the proposal is fully supported by the Soviet Union 
and many other peace-loving countries. 

This approach will lead not only to the realization of a nuclear-free zone in 
the Pacific, but also to the emergence of a zone of peace, freedom, and 
neutrality in Southeast Asia. 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 

TEST BAN HELD WORTHLESS WITHOUT ADEQUATE VERIFICATION 

Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE in German 25 Mar 86 pi 

[Editorial signed "g-n":  "Nuclear Tests in Dispute"] 

[Text] For weeks there has been a tug-of-war between the White House and 
the Kremlin about the second summit meeting placed under consideration by 
Reagan and Gorbachev for this summer when they met for the first time 
last November. Gorbachev would like to put it off to the fall, closer 
to the Congressional elections, in the expectation that this would result 
in greater pressure on the President. He would also like to make it 
contingent on what he calls "constructive" results of negotiations about 
intermediate-range weapons in Europe and a general ban of all nuclear tests. 
By temporarily and unilaterally forgoing Soviet nuclear tests, Moscow seeks 
to prepare the ground for a comprehensive test stop agreement. 

The fact is that the same basic objections have to be raised against a 
moratorium as against other methods of an armament "freeze":  imbalances 
are not corrected but solidified. The Soviet Union hopes thus to maintain 
certain quantitative and qualitative headstarts. While it has completed 
a series of tests, the United States has a series scheduled. 

Why in fact is there a need for such test explosions, which since the first 
agreement in 1963 have only been permitted underground and which were placed 
under additional restrictions for the great powers in the complementary 
treaties of 1974 and 1976? Any weapon needs to be tested for reliability 
in all aspects. This is true not only of new weapons, such as the 
"Midgetman" missile, but also of the aging process of existing weapons. 

Moreover there can be no comprehensive test ban for any kind of nuclear 
explosions as long as it is impossible to check whether it is being 
adhered to. Explosions of under a kiloton cannot be distinguished from 
a distance by instruments from quakes resulting from movements of the earth. 
In other words, one would need inspections on site—something the Soviet 
Union has ruled out so far. From the point of view of disarmament policy, 
a general nuclear test ban does not become meaningful until it is tied 
in with adequate checks, and even then only if it is firmly tied to agreements 
concerning a verified abolition of all nuclear weapons and to the elimination 
of conventional imbalances. Soviet propaganda should not be allowed to 
divert attention from the proper sequence. 
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NEW PHILIPPINES PRESIDENT TO REASSESS NUCLEAR POLICY 

Melbourne THE AGE In English 18 Mar 86 p 7 

(Excerpt] "STOCKHOLM, 1? March. - The 
* Philippines would reassess Its pol- 
♦ ky on nuclear weapons, Its Depu- 
i ty Foreign Minister, Mrs Shahanl, 
t|ald yesterday. 
5« She did not say whether any 
■■ policy change was likely but said 
the Philippines would take a stand 
on "nuclear arms tests In the Pa- 

?clflc, the storage of nuclear arms 
tat the US bases and the presence 
»pf nuclear-armed ships In the 
♦fegten". 
*; "we are ready to open a new 
•dialogue on these Issues and ex- 
I amlne them within the larger con- 

■ ~     foreign policy, 
ring the dead sl- 

»Fext of Philippine foreign policy, 
1 especially considering r 
t lence In which they were passed 
«over under the Marcos regime," 
{Mrs Shahanl said. 

. She is the sister of Philippine 
* military strongman General Fidel 
!j»amos, whose defection to the 
: Aquino camp was the final blow 
;that forced President Ferdinand 
* Marcos to flee last month. 
* President Aquino said during 
tier election campaign that she 

would respect the agreement un- 
der which the US maintains the 
Sublc Bay naval and Clark air 
lorce bases. The pact expires in 
1991 and Mrs Aquino has said any 
revision will be decided by the 
people through a referendum. 

Global 
Mrs Shahanl, In Stockholm for 

the funeral of Sweden's former 
Prime Minister, Mr Palme, said 
her nation was "not an American 
colony". "We have to recognise 
that we have historical and eco- 
nomic links with the US, but Phil- 
ippine foreign policy will have to 
be shaped from a global perspec- 
tive," she said. 

She would not comment when 
asked If she believed that Im- 
proved relations with communist 
nations could help end the com- 
munist Insurgency In the Phil- 
ippines. By freeing Jailed 
communist leaders, Mrs Aquino 
had token an Important step to-, 
wards national reconciliation, ahe, 
said. 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 

BRIEFS 

TASS CITES U.S. SENATORS—Washington, April 9 (TASS)—Prominent U.S. Politicians 
Senators Edward Kennedy, Charles Mathias, Gary Hart and a number of other 
lawmakers told a press conference at the U.S. Congress that having taken an 
obstructionist stand on the issue of the moratorium on nuclear explosions, the 
Reagan administration let the opportunity to arrest and reverse the arms race 
pass. Senator Kennedy stressed that President Reagan's intention to go ahead 
with nuclear testing undermined the prospects for control over armaments. He 
said that the reason behind the Reagan administration's unwillingness to join 
the moratorium is that Continued nuclear explosions were needed for the 
implementation of the "star wars" programme. Senator Claiborne Pell considers 
that the U.S. moves to go ahead with nuclear tests would be an irrational 
step detrimental to the United States itself. He emphasized that there were 
no reasons whatsoever to conduct nuclear tests at a time when the Soviet Union 
abided by the moratorium introduced by it.  Senator Tom Harkin said that 
common sense and security considerations imperatively dictated the need to 
work for achieving a comprehensive nuclear test ban.  [Text] [Moscow TASS 
in English 0559 GMT 9 Apr 86] /8309 

TASS NOTES SOVIET-SWEDISH TALKS—Geneva, March 25 (TASS)«Soviet ^Swedish 
consultations at experts' level were held here on March 24-25 within the 
framework of the conference on disarmament. The consultations dealt with 
the question of using all achievements of seisomology for the purpose of a 
treaty on a total ban on nuclear tests. [Text] [Moscow TASS in English 
1751 GMT 25 Mar 86] /8309 

MOSCOW HITS ADELMAN—Despite the demand addressed to Washington by world 
opinion that it should join in the moratorium on all nuclear explosions, 
unilaterally introduced by the USSR, the Reagan administration intends to 
continue the tests. This was confirmed by Adelman, director of the U.S. Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency. In an interview with the AP agency, he 
reiterated the absurd fabrications about alleged violations of arms limitation 
agreements by the Soviet Union. However, Adelman's pronouncements show who has 
really set out to undermine the Soviet-U.S. accord on the subject: The 
administration spokesman stated bluntly that Washington is considering expanding 
the U.S. nuclear submarine fleet to such an extent that it would exceed the 
limits imposed by the SALT II agreement on the numbers of strategic missiles 
with multiple warheads. [Text] [Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1200 GMT 
29 Mar 86] 8309 
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TASS CITES NORWAY'S STRAY--Oslo March 24 TASS—Norwegien Foreign Minister 
Sven Stray criticized the USA for its latest nuclear explosion at the Nevada 
testing site.  Speaking on Norwegian television, he voiced his amazement 
that the U.S. Administration had went on [as printed] with nuclear weapon tests 
despite numerous appeals and demands addressed to it.  "In the present situation 
the United States should have shown more restraint and caution,'1 he said. 
[Text] [Moscow TASS in English 0734 GMT 24 Mar 86] /8309 

TASS CITES SWEDEN'S CARLSSON—Stockholm March 24 TASS—Today Prime Minister 
Ingvar Carlsson of Sweden condemned the USA's testing a nuclear device at the 
proving ground in Nevada on Saturday. A report about the test, the head of the 
Swedish Government said, arouses great disappointment. A nuclear test 
moratorium is an effective instrument for stemming the arms race. 
Ingvar Carlsson positively assessed the USSR's stand in this matter. "The 
leaders of the six countries," he recalled, "appealed to Mikhail Gorbachev, 
general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, and to President Ronald Reagan 
of the United States not to conduct nuclear explosions until a new Soviet- 
U.S. summit meeting.  In response the Soviet leader stated the readiness of 
the Soviet side to extend its unilateral moratorium on nuclear explosions 
beyond March 31, this year, until the United States conducted another test. 
Therefore, particular regret is being aroused by the fact that the USA has now 
preferred to carry out such an explosion." The prime minister of Sweden 
emphasized that the six countries would continue their energetic activities With 
a view to achieving a comprehensive termination of nuclear tests. "Representa- 
tives of our countries established contacts recently with the aim of working 
out additional measures in this direction," he said. [Text] [Moscow TASS 
in English 0745 GMT 25 Mar 86] /8309 

PRC DENIES TALKS WITH U.S.—Beijing, 25 Mar—A PRC Foreign Ministry spokesman 
has denied a report in the U.S. newspaper THE WASHINGTON POST that the 
United States is discussing with the PRC the installation on PRC territory 
of American seismic equipment for recording "underground nuclear tests in the 
Soviet Union." As reported by XINHUA, the PRC Foreign Ministry spokesman 
described the report as "unfounded." [Text] [Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 
26 Mar 86 Morning Edition p 5] /8309 
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REVIEW OF SOVIET MONOGRAPH ON AVOIDING NUCLEAR WAR 

Moscow MIROVAYA EKONOMIKA I MEZHDUNARODNYYE OTNÖSHENIYA in Russian No 2, 
Feb 86 (signed to press 14 Jan 86) pp 135^137 

[A. Lebedev review: "The Choice Facing Mankind"] 

[Text] "The course of world development is confronting mankind with many 
questions of a global nature.  Scientific thought must provide the correct 
answers to these questions"—these are words from the draft new CPSU Program. 
The collective of the USSR Academy of Sciences IMEMO is making its contribution 
to the accomplishment of the task set by the party. Five years ago its 
specialists published the monograph "Global Problems of the Present Day," 
which was evaluated positively by the readers. The scientists continued the 
work, the result of which was the book in question.* The "Mysl" Publishing 
House plans the publication of further of the institute's studies devoted to 
global problems. 

The priority place among such problems belongs, naturally, to the task of 
preventing nuclear war, halting the arms race and switching to disarmament. 
"The problem of war and peace," the monograph notes, "is now one of the 
principal, all-embracing problems of historical development and the central 
problem of world politics ensuing from the main regularities of our era. 
Survival of the human race has become the absolute priority in international 
affairs and an indispensable condition not only of the solution of all 
other problems of states' mutual relations but also of progressive social 
development in general" (pp 6-7). 

Proceeding from the fact, the authors write, that only a "comprehensive 
class approach is capable of leading to a scientific answer to the question 
concerning the content of the objective prerequisites of the prevention of 
wars" (p 263), the book examines essentially all basic aspects of the problem 
of the removal of the threat of a nuclear catastrophe. It characterizes the 
shifts in the correlation of forces in the world arena and the changes they 
have brought about in the system of international relations. The realization 
of Soviet foreign policy initiatives in the period since the 26th CPSU 

"Tsentralnaya problema mirovoy politiki: predotvrashcheniye yadernoy 
voyny" [Central Problem of World Politics: Prevention of Nuclear War], 
Ex. ed. O.N. Bykov, doctor of historical sciences, Moscow, Izdatelstvo 
"Mysl," 1985, p 287. 
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Congress and the effectiveness of their impact on the international situation 
are shown in' their dynamics. The causes of the sharply increased military 
danger—as a consequence of the policy adopted by the imperialist powers of 
confrontation with socialism and the spiraling of the arms race—are revealed. 

•'From'the'viewpoint of the accomplishment of the main task—prevention of 
nuclear war—the monograph examines Soviet-American relations, the situation 
on the European continent and in the Asia-Pacific region and other questions. 

The authors cogently criticize Western political scientists' concepts 
pertaining to the problems of war and peace, expose the myth of the "Soviet 
threat" and convincingly show the decisive role of the foreign policy of 
socialism in preventing a global catastrophe.  "The main positive result of 
the foreign policy activity of the CPSU and the Soviet state and the fraternal 
parties and states of the socialist community throughout the postwar period," 
the work emphasizes, "is that the socialist world has been able to worthily 
perform a duty of historic significance—preventing a hew world war" (p 60). 

Socialism's achievement of military-strategic parity with the opposite system 
serves,' as the book notes, to curb the aggressive propensities of 
imperialism and is "a most important stabilizing factor throughout the system 

of international relations" (pp 23, 21). 

The evolved correlation of military forces and the realities of the nuclear 
age are such that responsibility for the future of human civilization must, 
it would seem, prevail over the social, political and ideological differences 
of the two opposite systems. As far as the socialist countries are concerned, 
their position is clear. The declaration of the meeting of the Warsaw   ' 
Pact Political Consultative Committee in October 1985 in Sofia said once again 
that no differences in World outlooks and political beliefs can prevent 
unification of efforts in the struggle against the threat of general 
annihilation looming over mankind. 

American leaders also'seemingly acknowledge that there could be no winners 
in a nuclear war and given assurances that they have no intention of 
encroaching on the social system of other states, interfering in their 
internal affairs and impeding the free will of the peoples. 

"However, everything is more complex and contradictory," we read in the book, 
"in real life: finding a common denominator of the security interests of the 
socialist and capitalist states is far from easy. The main difficulty here 
is that socialist policy reflects the organic connection of the class interests 
of the progressive social system with the vital interests of mankind as a whole, 
but in imperialist policy the selfish interests of the most reactionary and 
aggressive forces of the monopoly bourgeoisie prevail over the interests of 
general peace and international security" (p 30).  It is these militant 
forces of imperialism which are attempting, contrary to the realities of the era, 
to turn back the inexorable course of social development, not reckoning with 
the possible catastrophic consequences of such a course. 
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Putting their hopes in their allegedly unlimited technological and economic 
possibilities, they are endeavoring to acquire military superiority over 
socialism and, having created the springboard for a first strike in space, 
establish American hegemony on Earth. 

"The first cause of the competition in the military sphere," the work emphasizes, 
"is the policy of imperialism" (p 29). The authors show which circles are 
interested in a constant spiraling of the arms race and how the mechanism 
of the military-industrial complex operates. A wealth of factual material is 
adduced indisputably testifying that the present U.S. Administration is 
moving to break up the existing military-strategic balance and is using for a 
cover the propaganda myth concerning the imaginary gap of the United States. 

But what kind of ,!gap" have we here when in 10 years—from 1970 through 1980— 
American potential in nuclear warheads on strategic delivery systems 
practically doubled (p 87). This doubling occurred, furthermore, in a period 
of detente.  It is not difficult to imagine what proportions military 
preparations have assumed given the present avowedly militarist course of the 
White House.  It is planned appropriating in the next few years approximately 
$1.8 trillion—mainly for the development and deployment of new types of 
weapons of mass extermination in the hope of creating a nuclear first strike 
potential (p 91). American intermediate-range missiles are being hastily 
deployed in West Europe for the same purpose. 

The USSR Academy Of Sciences IMEMO specialists scrupulously analyze the 
balance of forces—both global (chapter III) and European (chapter IV)--prove 
the groundlessness of the positions of the United States and its NATO allies 
at the negotiations on different aspects of limiting the arms race—nuclear 
and conventional—and reveal the essence of the Soviet proposals. The data 
adduced in the monograph testify convincingly that Washington's actions 
create a direct threat to the security of the USSR and its allies, forcing 
them to adopt retaliatory measures. 

Considering, however, the danger of the transfer of the arms race to a new 
dimension—space—the conclusion that the state of affairs in the sphere of 
the military balance is both the main indicator of Soviet-American relations 
and the main factor which will lead to their stabilization or destabilization 
(p 116) is pertinent and well-founded. Of course, the state of relations 
between the USSR and the United States is influenced by other factors also, 
but the most important prerequisite of their normalization is the renunciation 
of attempts to disrupt parity and strict observance of the principle of 
equality and equal security. 

Something else is obvious also. Namely, the achievement between the two 
countries of accords leading to a sharp reduction in strategic arms, the 
nonmilitarization of space and a lowering of the level of military 
confrontation in Europe would undoubtedly be positively reflected in an overall 
Improvement in the political climate and would contribute to the return of 
international relations to the channel of detente. "Detente for us," the 
book emphasizes, "is a very broad concept. It incorporates general trends 
in the policy of states and their leaders geared not toward military 
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preparations and hostility toward other states but toward peaceful 
cooperation with them.... Detente is a constant endeavor to contribute by 
practical action to a limitation of the arms race and to strengthen security 
on the basis of a gradual deepening of mutual trust on a just and mutual 

basis" (p 265). 

The work examines the positive and at the same time contradictory experience 
of detente in Europe and the development of the all-European process under 
the conditions of the increased confrontation of the states of the two 
systems.  "The European continent has a special place," it observes, "in the 
struggle to prevent nuclear war. It is precisely here that both the objective 
and subjective prerequisites of political and military detente, which could 
perform a very considerable and, possibly, determining role in the 
accomplishment of the main historical task of our day, make themselves felt 

the most forcefully" (p 124). 

Indeed, a nuclear conflict, should it erupt on European soil, under the 
conditions of the confrontation of two powerful military-political groupings, 
would inevitably lead to a global catastrophe. This is recognized in 
influential political circles of Western countries, and the divide between 
the two trends in the system of imperialism which V.l. Lenin termed 
"aggressive-bourgeois" and "pacifist" is manifested in particular relief in 
the example of Europe.  In other words, "between those who are soberly taking 
into consideration the realities of the nuclear age and those who are 
unwilling to come to terms with these realities and hope to 'replay history1 

with the help of military-power methods" (p 128). 

The Helsinki Final Act eloquently proves the possibility of the victory of 
commonsense and a constructive and realistic approach, despite all the 
attempts of world reaction to discredit detente. 

* 
The experience of the struggle for the creation of a system of European 
security and cooperation, the book observes, could also be used to good 
effect in other regions, in the Asia-Pacific region particularly, with regard, 
of course, for the specific conditions in which the peoples of this gigantic 

area of the world live. 

Investigating the system of contemporary international relations, the authors 
analyze various factors capable of destabilizing the situation and leading to 
an increase in the threat of a general nuclear conflict. The work formulates 
the Marxist viewpoint of the nature of crises and conflicts in world politics 
and exposes concepts prevalent current in bourgeois political science. Thus 
Western specialists "for the purpose of the ideological indoctrination of 
the population actually equate conflict and contemporary international relations 
as a whole and reduce the entire diversity of international relations solely 
and exclusively to conflict" (p 205). The monograph emphasizes that attempts 
to absolutize the significance of conflicts in international relations 
wittingly or unwittingly lead to the legalization, as it were, of a global 
nuclear conflict also, portraying it as fatally predetermined. 
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The authors show convincingly the possibility and necessity of the settlement 
of the most acute international or regional conflicts by political means, 
preventing their escalation to the point beyond which a swift and 
irreversible slide toward nuclear war could begin. The significance of the 
subjective factor, including such a component thereof as the "flexible 
political mind" of state leaders, is noted here (p 258). 

In a word, the pivotal thought running through all chapters of the work in 
question is that the removal of nuclear war is possible. However 
antagonistic the main contradiction between socialism and capitalism, however 
great the threat to peace created by the policy of aggressive imperialist 
circles, war is not a fatal inevitability. The study made by specialists 
of the institute convincingly confirms the tremendous theoretical and 
ideological-political significance of this conclusion contained in the draft 
new version of the CPSU Program. 

The growing potential of the peace forces lends credence to the victory of 
commonsense and the ultimate establishment in international relations of the 
principle of the peaceful coexistence of states with different social systems. 
This potential has been reinforced considerably by the large-scale, truly 
radical peace initiatives which the Soviet Union has put forward recently, 
which M.S. Gorbachev has called a "program for the recovery of the explosive 
international situation." Profound interest in the preservation of peace and a 
halt to the arms race is being displayed by the overwhelming majority of Asian, 
African and Latin American states. Antiwar movements of the broadest people's 
masses on all continents have become a long-term and influential political 
factor. Incidentally, for the purpose of a fuller characterization of the 
role of the mass movements in preventing nuclear war this topic could surely 
have been given an independent section in the study. 

As a whole, the monograph prepared by the USSR Academy of Sciences IMEMO 
undoubtedly represents both a theoretical and practical value and is a 
specific contribution to the elaboration of key problems of world politics 
being undertaken by Soviet scholars approaching the 27th CPSU Congress. 

COPYRIGHT:  Izdatelstvo TsK KPSS "Pravda". "Mirovaya ekonomika i 
mezhdunarodnyye otnosheniya". 1986 
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FRG SPD'S LAFONTAINE WANTS U.S.  MISSILES WITHDRAWN 

Explains    Reasons 

DW241410 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 1610 GMT 23 Mar 86 

(Interview with Saarland Minister President Oskar Lafontaine by correspondent Lieckmann 
on the "Deutschland und Die Welt" program; date not given -- recorded] 

[Excerpts]    [Lieckmann]    It was the first time in a long time that Lafontaine commented 
publicly on disarmament policy.    It was at the SPD land party convention in Saarbruecken. 
His exact words were:    In the event  that the German Social Democrats take over the 
government,  the medium-range missiles that have been deployed recently will be with- 
drawn.    Lafontaine explained: 

The decision is one made by the party convention, which finally decided on weapons issues. 
You must know that the SPD shared the majority's two-track decision for a long time when 
they held government responsibility, because they hoped that two-track decisions would 
lead to disarmament.    As we predicted,  there is no disarmament, just as in the past 40 
years there has been no disarmament.    Armament just keeps going on and on unabated.    For 
that reason the SPD rejected deployment at the time, and what was decided then must be 
implemented in government work. 

[Lieckmann]    However, at that time it was impossible to assume that there would be 
deployment.    Was it not a different situation then?    Can one simply say today in retro- 
spect, let us take the former decision as a valid current position, even after deploy- 

ment? 

[Lafontaine]    At that time it was clear that development would take place, it was an 
issued at the party convention, and the SPD said no to deployment.    A party can only 
remain credible to the voter if it carries out in its government activities what it has 
determined in decisions and what it presents as its program. 

[Lieckmann]    Do you not think that with that attitude you could get into a discussion - 
within the SPD and with Rau — that might be unpleasant for your party? 

[Lafontaine]    No, not at all.    The party's decision is clear, and everyone who partici- 
pated in making that decision surely will support it. 

[Lieckmann]    That means you assume that Rau will also support your view? 

[Lafontaine 1    Of course.    He said that in several interviews.    Johannes Rau supported 
[hat aecision; thus! it goes without saying that he will execute it in his government 

work. 
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LD221403 Hamburg DPA in German 1257 GMT 22 Mar 86 

[Excerpt] Saarbruecken 22 Mar '-- In the event of taking over the Bonn government, the 
SPD would dismantle the medium-range missiles stationed in the Federal Republic since 
1983. This was announced today by the Saarland SPD Chairman and Minister President 
Oskar Lafontaine at a regional party congress in Saarbruacken. 

Lafontaine said he is in favor of political membership in NATO Vbut not military in- 
tegration, and also nuclear-free." This position is exactly the'same as that put 
forth by Spain. 

Press Comments 

DW250743 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0605 GMT 24 Mar 86 

[From the Press Review] 

[Text] Saarland Minister President Lafontaine's security policy statement is one of 
today's editorial topics. ..-,.. 

SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG writes: When Johannes Rau, SPD chancellor candidate, visited 
Washington early in February, he made it clear after his meeting with President Reagan 
that if he wins the election he will not handle the issue of the U.S. medium-range 
missiles and cruise missiles deployed on German soil as solely that of the Federal 
Republic. Oskar Lafontaine, the Saarland SPD chairman took a different view at the '.., 
Saarbruecken land party convention this weekend. He announced that in the event of 
SPD taking over in Bonn, the SPD will implement its decision to (Withdraw the newly 
deployed medium-range missiles. Where does the SPD stand for? And who in the SPD 
has the final say in security policy? It seems urgent to clear that up. And that is 
true of other basic issues. At the convention Lafontaine again advocated the with- 
drawal of the FRG from military integration and further political membership in the 
Western defense alliance. 

RHEINISCHE POST adds: The Federal Republic would,be deprived of all that has so far , 
guaranteed its security toward Moscow. Isolated, the FRG would be too weak to resist 
the expected pressure from Moscow in the long run. That would not mean war, but we 
could easily be pushed into a socialism presumably closer to GDR socialism than to the 
one of the SPD stands for. No one should be ashamed of fearing such a development. 
Lafontaine cannot be dismissed as lone wolf. He represents a strong tendency within 
his party.  His political ideas can easily be compared with those of the Greens. That 
brings up the question of what SPD chancellor candidate Rau has to say about it, what 
weight Rau wields in the party, what his word is worth, and what his attitude toward 
NATO is. 
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PRC URGES UN CONFERENCE TO CHECK ARMS RACE 

OW050848 Beijing XINHUA in English 0818 GMT 5 Apr 86 

[Text] United Nations, April 4 (XINHUA) — China said today that the checking of the 
arms race and realization of disarmament are conducive not only to the alleviation of 
international tension but also to the growth of international economy and social pro- 
gress. Addressing the second session of the preparatory committee for the international 
conference on the relationship between disarmament and development here, Liang Yufan, 
Chinese deputy permanent representative to the United Nations, urged the Soviet Union 
and the United States to take the lead in drastically reducing at an early date all 
types of their armaments, nuclear armaments in particular. 

Hie two superpowers should also "refrain from conducting the arms race in outer space 
and divert the resources thus saved to domestic development and assistance to develop- 
ing countries for their economic and social development," he said. The aggregated 
military expenditure of the whole world has reached 1,000 billion U.S. dollars and 
weapons of all kinds are developing at an unprecedented scale and speed, seriously 
menancing world peace and security and gulping down enormous resources that are 
essential for economic and social development. 

At the same time, the world economy has been growing at a sluggish pace. Perennial 
international economic problems are troubling various countries, leaving a serious 
adverse effect on the development process of the developing countries. 

"Pending the realization of complete and thorough disarmament," Liang said, "The 
United Nations should encourage all the countries, particularly the militarily signi- 
ficant countries," to effect a curb of their own accord on their military expenditures 
when conditions permit and adopt measures that are conducive to the economic and social 
development of their own countries. 

The Chinese ambassador reiterated that "China pursues a foreign policy of peace, 
opposes arms race and does not participate in it." "We need a long-standing and 
peaceful international environment to develop our economy and build up our own 
country," he added. He said that since 1979, the percentage of China's military ex- 
penditure in the whole government budget has been declining year after year, and "no 
major increase in this regard is expected in the next five years". Liang stated that 
the Chinese delegation "is ready to join the other delegations in making good prepara- 
tions so as to ensure a complete success for the conference. 

The International Conference on the Relationship Between Disarmament and 
Development, which was decided upon by the 40th session of the U.N. General 
Assembly, is to be held from July 15 to August 2 in Paris. High-ranking 
political leaders from various countries are expected to attend the con- 

ference. 
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INDIA REFRAINS FROM COMMMENT ON REAGAN MESSAGE 

Madras HUE HINDU In English 18 Mar 86 p 1 

[Article by G.K. Reddy] 

[Text] 
■;''■' NEW DELHI, March 17.    . 

,v The reply that the US. President, Mr. Ronald 
Reagan, has sent to the Prime Minister, Mr.. 
Rajiv Gandhi, If) response to the.slx-natlon ap- 
peal to the two superpowers to suspend all 

• nuclear tests till their next summit meeting later 
"tote year, does not go beyond what had 
already been conveyed by the U.S. to the; 
Soviet Union In the course of their ongoing ex-' 
changes on nuclear disarmament. 

All that Mr. Reagan has done this time Is that, 
■ Instead of sending a pro-forma reply as he has 
done before, he has tried to explain the Ameri- 
can position In a personal Way and in a detailed 
manner, elucidating his approach to the inter-re- 
lated Issues of a progressive reduction of long- 
range nuclear missljes, limitation of medium mis- 
siles, suspension of tests, monitoring pro- 
cedures and controls on both production and 
deployment of new weapon systems. 
'Technical complexities: As the six signato- 
ries to the appeals-India, Sweden, I Greece, 
Mexico, Argentina, and Tanzania—had In their 
recent declaration offered to monitor any ac- 
cord reached by the U.S. and the Soviet Union j 
to desist from further tests till the next Rea-'J 
gan—Gorbachev summit, the U.S. President has 
dealt with at ierigth In his letter to Mr. Rajiv' 
Gandhi the technical complexities of enforcing 
such a moratorium, besides stressing the need 
for a balanced approach to this whole question' 
of nuclear disarmament. •■'■ 

The Prime Minister seems to have described, 
this as a positive response only In the limited 
sense that for the first time the U.S. President' 
has spelt out the American stand on these is- ■ 
sues in a measured tone to make the US. posi- 
tion known to the Third World without ignoring 

- the six-nation appeal and dismissing It as of no 
consequence.The whole exercise is Intended to • 
reflect the Importance that the US.'to now at: 
taching to India arid stress at the same time that' 

"Mr. Reagan Is not being unreasonable, since 
there are still some very fundamental differen- 
ces between the U.S. and the Soviet Union on 
this whole question of nuclear arms limitation. 

The U.S. communication makes It quite clear 
that the Reagan administration to negotiating ; 
with the Soviet Union and not with the six na-; 
tlons that have been crusading for nuclear dte-; 
Tärmament. The U.S. President Is not thinking. 
either In terms of utilising the good offices of 
these six nations tb Intercede and persuade the 
Soviet Union to adopt a more conciliatory st- 
ance to make It possible for him to come for; 

> ward with some extra concessions.  . | 
No change to U.S. stance: Thus Mr. Reagan, 

continues 'to adhere to the US. view as ex-! 
pounded by Its Defence Secretary, Mr. Caspar 
Weinberger/that nuclear testing to refine and( 
Improve tfte quality Is essential as long as coun-j 
tries possess nuclear weapons. So it' Is highly) 
unjikely that the U.S. is going to agree even to) 

!a temporary moratorium ort tests by accepting; 
the six-nation offer to monitor them, except in; 
the wider context of an Interim agreement with; 
the Soviet Union. : j 

So In welcoming the tone and tenor of Mr.; 
Reagan's reply to the recent six-nation appeal,: 
Mr. Gandhi was Under no Illusion that the US-! 
had agreed to Internationalise Its bilateral dis-j 
cusslons with the Soviet Union, or made any, 
new commitments that were considered unac-J 
ceptable during the earlier talks With the Soviet 
Union. .'.,•'    ,  ' 

. The U.S. reply has to be studied for analy-i 
sing Its political implications, after Indian ex-t 
perts on nuclear technology and disarmament; 
talks have examined the American position andi 
advised the Prime Minister whether there Is any 
scope for follow-up action by the six nations.; 
And until then the Government of India will re- 
frain from any public comment on the actual; 

' contents of Mr. Reagan's communication. 
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