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SDI AND SPACE ARMS

SOVIET PAPER PUBLISHES ARTICLES ON'PROS, coNS OF SDI
Edltorlal Introductlon
Mos cow LITERATURNAYA GAZETA in ‘Russian No 15, 9 Apr 86 p 14

[Text] What respon31b111ty does the Amerlcan SDI program bear for ‘mankind?
~The scientists C. - ‘Sagan and ‘E. Teller (Unlted States), the Itallan Jjournalist
P. 'Stoppa partic¢ipate in a discussion (we are reprinting this material in a
condensed version from the Italian weekly EUROPEO) and from LITERATURNAYA
GAZETA analyst Professor F. Burlatskly. , ‘

v Ch01ce Before Manklnd
Moscow LITERATURNAYA GAZETA in Ru331an No 15, 9 Apr 86 p 14-
[Article by EUROPEO analyst Paolo Stoppa]

[Text]* President Reagan stated ‘that if the SDI research’ program ‘would result‘
in rendering nuclear weapons "impotent and obsolete," then. why are the
Russians so much against it as they have again energetically emphasized -in
Geneva?

The Russians are afraid not of the "peace shield" itself. They ‘are afraid
that it might destroy the existing strategical balance.

Is an SDI program possible? It is possible but not in the short run. Why?
The neutralization of a nuclear strike is extremely difficult. The whole
operation must be conducted in less than 30 minutes; that is the period of
time Dbetween missile launch and the separation of warheads aimed at specific
targets. The defense must detect, intercept and destroy thousands of targets
moving at high speed.

In order to be most effective, the Americans are now developing [razrabotkal a
so-called "layered defense"; that is, they propose to operate in separate
layers in space as well as from ground bases. The first layer (a space
weapon) must destroy the main missile wave, making the task easier for the
defensive systems in the second layer (which are also space weapons) and then
the third (mixed weapons) and the fourth (ground weapons) so as to create
[sozdaniye] a ‘'virtually" impenetrable defensive network. The different
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layers correspond to different phases of the ballistic trajectory and
different weapon systems are used in each layer.

The simplest method of intercept is by missiles launched from the surface.
But this is the least effective method since there is a very high percentage
of errors and misses. In the past America has denigrated the ability to
create a "terminal" defense system. Today the situation has changed. Radars
for control and rendering targets harmless have been developed which are
capable of managing the conduct of the battle. But the "deep stream" of the
future strategic defense will be a space system capable of destroying enemy
missiles with their valuable warheads in the boost phase, immediately after
the boost phase and during ballistic flight along their trajectories.

The main task before the American scientists is the creation [sozdaniye] of a
weapons system capable of accomplishing on a large scale the operations which
until this time have only been accomplished in laboratory conditions.

Why Edward ‘Teller Wants Star Wars
Moscow LITERATURNAYA GAZETA in Russian No 15, 9 Apr 86 p 14

[Article by Edward Teller, "father" of the H-bomb and consultant at Livermore
Laboratory]

[Text ] Defensive possibilities must be considered on their economic as well
as their technical merits. A defense is useless if it can be overwhelmed at a
lesser cost by mere duplication of attack instruments. It will also be
ineffectual if the defense itself can be destroyed at less cost than its
replacement. If, on the other hand, 80 percent of the attacking rockets can
be destroyed for a fraction of the cost required for the attack, the defense
would be sufficiently effective to induce all parties to emphasize defense,
not offense.

The requirement of lesser cost seems to rule out even predeployed unmanned
battle stations in space. Such stations would be very expensive to deploy and
comparatively easy to destroy--the very opposite of an effective defense.
Nevertheless, observation stations in space--or surveillance satellites--must
be maintained, even at considerable expense, because they play an important
role in all stages of defense. The entire system would cost a great amount,
but early warning is crucial to the whole defensive plan.

In discussing boost-phase interception, I want first to emphasize that I am
not talking about the destruction of rockets in their silos; the advantage of
destroying attack missiles while they are accelerating is twofold. The
missiles are most vulnerable at this time, and several re-entry weapons
carried by the main rocket are destroyed as a unit by a single hit.

One possible method of interception, whether in the boost phase or some later
portion of the offensive missile's flight, is the high intensity laser bean,
which can be directed in a very precise manner. The lasers could be located
on the ground, and, when the signal of an attack was received, appropriate
mirrors could be deployed to redirect the beams toward their targets.



Directed energy weapons using focused beams of electrons, positive ions, or
atoms ocould also be employed effectively in the boost and other phases of
defense. However, lasers, and in particular, x-ray lasers, are one long step
ahead of these other methods. An x-ray laser would have to operate outside
the atmosphere and would use a nuclear explosive to provide its power. This
beam cannot be predirected by mirrors. Here the whole laser-producing

- mechanism would have to be popped up in a very short time.

The idea of terminal defense, so hotly discussed in the years before the ABM
treaty, has new appeal, in part because of improved methods of detecting and
tracking incoming missiles. Not only are better and cheaper radar stations
available, but new tracking devices also exist. For example, 1low energy
lasers--effective only for detection--have been developed and could be mass-
produced at relatively low cost.

After a missile is observed, it must be destroyed, either by an inert
projectile, sometimes called a kinetic kill vehicle (KKV), or by a nuclear
explosive. KKV's require either extreme accuracy or great numbers. This
makes them expensive to use in the upper atmosphere. A further severe problem
is that attack missiles can be fused to explode with full force on first
contact. This could result in a megaton explosion (equivalent to a million
tons of TNT). Such an explosion would introduce enough disturbance in the
atmosphere to make detection and tracking of additional missiles difficult or
impossible. ‘

Using a small defensive nuclear missile, with an explosive power approximately
equivalent to 100 tons of TNT, to destroy an incoming attack missile has
several advantages. Only a nuclear device would reliably prevent a full-scale
explosion of the incoming bomb. Also, a small explosive need not be aimed
with as great accuracy as KKV's, a particularly important advantage if the
attacking missile is equipped to take evasive action.

There is another reason that small nuclear explosives may be advantageous in
terminal defense. It is possible that attack missiles will carry biological
agents rather than nuclear warheads. A small nuclear explosive would vaporize
the missile's contents and destroy the biological agents.

There is, however, one field where the United States has a natural advantage.
Computers. These computers can play an extremely important role in a defense
against missiles that could number in the thousands. In this situation,
battle management becomes extremely difficult. The obvious solution is to
make full use of advanced computers. Of course, in a problem of such
complexity, there will be difficulties. For example, an attack, a first
attack, could well be accompanied by nuclear explosions that occur in mid-
course or just after re-entry. Such explosions may interfere with the
functioning of the computers. However, modern super-computers can be
structured at widely separated locations neutralizing interference.

In the 1long run, defense must be established against any form of attack,
particularly against cruise missiles, which can carry nuclear explosives. The
toughest part of defending against cruise missiles 1is receiving adequate
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warning of their approach. This necessitates early detection. The approach

of ..big airplanes can be detected by over-the-horizon radar at distances of
more than 1600 kilometers. The same method may be applied to cruise missiles.
The difficulties are somewhat greater, but they are understood. -

Joint operations by airplanes and remotely directed tanks present a special
,danger. Modern airplanes and tanks are incredibly expensive, in great part
because of the requirements of the human occupants. Mieroelectronic equipment
would greatly reduce the size and cost of . planes and tanks and greatly expand
the range of their missions.

Such planes would be most effective if not programmed but guided on the basis
‘of data obtained by the sensors in the unmanned aircraft. Developments of
this sort exemplify how an inexpensive defense might prevail over an expensive
attack. ‘ :

A nuclear oountermeasure to a tank attack could be provided by the neutron
bomb.., This ‘commonly misrepresented weapon has a power equivalent to 100 to
200 tons of TNT, almost 1,000 times less than the tactical nuclear weapons it
would replace, but most important, the damages from heat during a neutron bomb
are .not significant. Detonated a few hundred feet above ground, it produces
intense radiation W1thin a radius of about half a mile. Beyond that diStance,
it has practically no effects. The damage would probably be much less than
what would oceur from the alternative defense, a massive conventional
artillery barrage. . :

‘Conolusion.” Without a good defensive system, a billion people might die in a

large-scale war. No single program, no set of planned defenses, can give us
the assurance that we so much want. The best hope the immediate future offers
is to convert the current balance of terror to one where there is less terror
and more balance. We must create a situation which will make it possible for
us to secure time in which to create a lack of parity now. .

The task of building peace'on the basis of understanding and cooperation will
.probably have to be left to our children and grandchildren. Defensive weapons
can do no more than give the coming generations the opportunity for

_coex:Lst_ence and cooperation.

Why Carl Sagan Does Not Want Star Wars

‘Moscow LITERATURNAYA GAZETA in Russian No 15, 9 Apr 86 p 14

.[Article'byféarl Sagan, American astrophysicist andvpopularizerpof soiencé]

[Text ] There are some 20,000 strategic nuclear weapons in the Americdan and
Soviet  arsenals (We here ignore the more than 30,000 so-called .tactical
nuolear weapons.) waiting to be delivered to their targets. The fatalities of
a major exchange between the United States and the USSR have been variously
estimated as ranging from a few million to two billion people. When
1ntermed1ate time-scale radioactivity, toxic smogs from the burning of cities
and nuclear winter are thrown in, it becomes clear that we are a hair s
breadth from ultimate catastrophe.



As was clearly recognized by General Bradley, there are only two approaches to
the nuclear arms race: increasing reliance on ‘gadgets to save you from your
adversary's gadgets, or getting rid of the nuclear arsenals. ‘The U S.
President proposed the former.

Reagan's Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI), in essence, is a multi-tiered
‘defense involving lasers, particle beam weapons, and kinetic enérgy kill
vehicles. Now what could be wrong with this? Consider some of the
difficulties. ' R

vaen scientists and engineers who support SDI doubt that a system muche’more
than 50 percent effective can be deployed in the next few decades. But to be
generous, let's imagine a system that is 90 percent effective. The ~ Soviets
would fire 10,000 warheads at the United States and only 10 percent would get
through. But 10 percent of 10,000 is 1,000 and 1,000 warheads are enough to
destroy the United States. Even a system that was 99 percent impermeable
would provide inadequate protection. And if SDI cannot protect the bulk of
the American population, what is its purpose? ‘

Suppose the USSR wishes to inflict a certain level of damage on the United
States and believes that the United States will be able to deploy a strategic
defense that is 50 percent impermeable. A natural response would be to double
the Soviet arsenal of strategic weapons. Increasing the Soviet offensive
arsenal involves existing technology and not much in the way of development
costs. Soviet offensive response to SDI is likely to be cheaper (and more
reliable) than the defensive shield. The burden of proof is on those who
claim otherwise. ‘

SDI, even if it were perfect, would work only against missiles fired on high
ballistic trajectories. Even if the United States were able to develop an
impenetrable shield, it would still be fatally vulnerable to nuclear weapons
delivered by bombers and by ground-hugging cruise missiles.

The Soviets, with many firsts in space technology, are unlikely to sit on
their hands while the United States spends decades developing SDI. There are
many options open to the Soviets that would make the task of the defender much
more difficult.

It is clear that no human being would be able to control such a strategic
defense; the offensive forces have simply become too big. Instead, the job
would be handed over to what is called a battle management computer. No
computer with the necessary capabilities exists, and none w1ll for at least
several computer generations.

From experience with the civilian space program, we know that, despite the
best efforts of the best people, serious programming errors ocecur. -Often they
aren't ‘caught until they cause some launch failure, or a malfunctioning
satellite drifts off into space. Eventually, after several trials, the errors
tend to be caught and corrected. But there is no opportunity for trial and
error with Star Wars. One chance is all we will ever get. B '



An impermeable American shield would represent the strategic disarmament of
the Soviet Union. If Soviet missiles could indeed be rendered "impotent and
obsolete,” and if the USSR had no comparable defensive system, thenh the
United States could, by threat of obliteration, work its will on the Soviet
Union.

That the nuclear arsenals have not become still more bloated is in part the
result of a few painfully negotiated treaties between the Soviet Union and the
United States, including the Partial Test Ban Treaty (1963), the Outer Space
Treaty (1967), the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (1968), the ABM Treaty,
and SALT I AND II (the last still unratified by the United States).

Many of the treaties are valued the world over--the Partial Test Ban Treaty,
for example, is esteemed because not a single United States or USSR nuclear
weapon has been exploded in the atmosphere or in space since it was signed.
But as currently conceived, Star Wars would, in one way or another, violate
every one of these treaties.

Strategic defense is not so much a thing as a process. Once started, there is
no natural termination point. 1Instead, it will lead to an open-ended set of
actions and reactions in both offensive and defensive technologies. For this
reason, among others, it is difficult to put a price tag on SDI. Some
knowledgeable analysts think it would be more than a trillion dollars. A
trillion dollars is a great deal of money. It is, for example, more than half
the national debt, about which the administration and the Congress profess
some concern. . '

The trillion dollars to be spent on Star Wars must come from somewhere. It
will be taken from social services, education, swport for family farms,
rebuilding and opportunities for the disadvantaged. A trillion dollars on
Star Wars will make it much more difficult to implement needed improvements in
conventional defenses so we can lessen our reliance on nuclear weapons.

Once the Outer Space Treaty is breached and nuclear weapons are emplaced in
space, there are incentives for storing them at greater and greater distances
from the earth; then they represent a second strike capability that is hard to
eliminate without giving advance notice. Nuclear missiles on the moon, for
example, could not be destroyed from the earth in less than the three-day
earth/moon transit time--unless of course gadgets to destroy them were already
in place on the moon. "Logic" of this sort may lead over many years to the
conversion of the solar system into a vast arena for nuclear confrontation.

Conclusion. - Strategic defense cannot protect the United States in a nuclear
war, can be overwhelmed and outfoxed, flagrantly violates treaties America has
solemnly ratified, is ruinously expensive, jJeopardizes space exploration and
increases the chances of nuclear war. The only alternative for the United
States and the USSR is to act in what is clearly their mutual interest: to
negotiate both a moratorium on the development [razvitiye] and deployment of
new nuclear weapons systems and to make bilateral and verifiable reductions in
the present nuclear arsenals. Because the arsenals are so bloated, deep cuts
can be made without compromising strategic deterrence. This is a task that

s
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-does not require, as Star Wars does, a whole :series of technological

breakthroughs, 1t requires only political will.

Phys1cists Agree With Sagan

Mos cow LITERATURNAYA GAZETA in Russian No 15, 9 Apr 86 p 14
{Article by Fedof Burlatskiy, LITERATURNAYA GAZETA political commentator

[Text] thtle can be added to the unlmpeachable analysis glven by Carl Sagan
to  the technical aspects of "Star Wars." Recent interviews with most
important physicists in the United States showed that an overwhelmlng majority
hold the same position. They are convinced that the creation [sozdaniye] of a
reliable defensive shield against nuclear armed missiles is impossible. The
"U.S. Union of Concerned Scientists" holds the same point of view, not to
mentlon the unanlmous opinion of Soviet sclentists.

But we will carefully examine Edward Teller's position. We can easily see
that this is not his "fruitful debut idea": he was randomly turning up, as in
solltalré; one dlfferent technical solution to the problem after another
without being able to leave one of them out. In another interview he
confirmed that apparently there were six competlng 1deas on how to shoot down
enemy m1331les.

From this there is no indication of the elus1veness of the task to create
[sozdaniye] space weapons. I will risk maklng the paradoxical- judgement that
the less successful the United States is in solving the problem of a defensive
shield the more active it will be creating [sozdaniye] space weapons of the
most varled types, surely. including those 'which Teller imagines--"laser,"
"terminal," "kinetic," and all the others. It is difficult to even imagine
how people will feel 20 to 30 years from now  if they have hundreds of
satellites armed with such weapons over their heads.

And a few more words about the moral aspects of. the problem. Why is Teller so

zealous, so active and so categorioal? What does he gain from the SDI program
along with the generals and enthusiastic polltlelans? - The same thing he

gained when he insisted on the creation [sozdanlye] of the hydrogen bomb,

leading to the sacrifice of his supervisor and friend Robert Julius [sic]

Op penheimer to his ambition. I~ remember at the time that the Ffamous

congressional investigation commission into the Oppenheimer "affair™ which

blamed him for a deliberate slow down in the project to create [sozdaniye] the

hydrogen bomb, Teller was the only scientist who dlrectly suggested that he be

eliminated from this work.

Now Teller is seeklng allocations for the new mllitary program. And th1s t1me
the "merchant of nuclear death" (as he is called in the United States) is
requestlng for this idea a very great amount--a trllllon dollars. Part of
this golden stream must end up in Teller's Livermore laboratory.

It is not W1thout 1nterest to note that the arguments whlch Teller wuses now
outwardly are directly opposed to those by which he was guided when he was
agitating for the hydrogen bomb. Then, he reported that the USSR had




outstripped the United States in creating [{sozdaniye] the H-bomb. Now he
urgently calls for the use of the U.S. technological superiority, primarily in
the area of computers. Any reasons, any means are good in terms of this goal-
-race, race, race, up to the creation [sozdaniye] of the most fantastic space
systems which will entrust the fate of man to its operation. Isn't one who
calls himself the greatest of living physicists in the world mad?

But no, Teller is simply a businessman; he sells that for which the most will
be paid--according to that bitter sentence: war eats science. Well who in
the United States would give a trillion dollars, let's say, to a program to
research Halley's Comet? Or for a flight to Mars? Or for aiding the hungry--
here on our planet? ‘ - e i L R -

Leonardo da Vinci, 5 centuries ago hid his invention--the idea of a submarine,
fearing that it would be used for warfare. We found out about this idea from
his diaries. He gave an account of it in his secret writing. Edward Teller
haunted the threshold of the White House, selling his unripe but tempting idea ’
of "Star Wars" to the nuclear adventurists. What a gigantic moral precipice
divides modern American scientists from the titans of the Renaissance!

. Just the same as the American physicists who created the first atomic ‘bomb

‘share . in ‘the blame for the tragedy of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, Teller and his
colleagues bear the burden of responsibility for, maybe, the most tragic
decision in all of the history of science--the creation [sozdaniye] of space
-weapons' which increase monstrously the risk for the self-annihilation of
mankind. : : « T

CONCLUSION. " In our memory, to a lesser degree, there were two other times
when '~ the chance to prevent or stop the nuclear arms race was missed. The
‘first time was in 1946 when the United States, having a monopoly on the
nuclear weapon, turned down the suggestion to complétely ban its production
and [ use. The second = time, in 1963, after the Caribbean crisis and the
‘realization of how close a nuclear catastrophe was and that there was a
sufficient accumulation of nuclear missile potential for mutual deterrence.
The death of John Kennedy and the change in the American policy that followed
~ him interrupted the process of limiting the arms race which had begun then.

Now mankind has a new and unique chance, since this is about the penetration
.of weapons into a new--cosmic sphere. This is not all but also there is the
~ qualitative modernization of all existing types of weapons. The uniqueness of
.. -this .chance is that one side--the Soviet Union--is absolutely serious about
.- .averting a new round of the arms race and a gradual, complete elimination of
_npuclear - weapons. ' While the other side is not ready for this and continues

nuclear testing and sabotaging the arms limitation process. 'All the more

important is the honest, scientific examination of this matter of the illusory

.and illogical hopes of strengthening security by the methods of a nuclear  and

space race. It is no accident that public opinion in the Western countries is

drawn to this wise posi%ion. It is not evening, there is still time to make
an impact on decision makers and to avert the nuclear night for all of
mankind.
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TASS MILITARY WRITER ASSAILS ITALIAN STATEMENTS ON SDI
LD251812 Moscow TASS in English 1749 GMT 25 Jun 86

[Text] Moscow June 25'TASSk— By TASS military writer:VIadimir Chernyshev,

Speaking in the Senate of the Italian Parliament, Foreign Minister Giulio Andreotti said
that Italy's participation in research under the U.S, SDI program, allégedly, will not
lead to the responsibility of Italian politicians for the strategic consequences of the
initiative. This assertion clearly cannot be regarded as a responsible one. It is the
same as saying: Yes, we’ carry petrol for arsonists, but we are not responsible for the
fires they start. : »

This brings to mind the fact. that former U S. Secretary of State Henry Kissinger said in
a recent debate: The problem is that politicians have no idea of possibilities of .tech-
nology. It would be surprising, however, for a person involved in important decision-
making to be unaware nowadays of what the militarization of outer space can entail. The
Italian leadership, Just as the Governments of Britain and the FRG that assumed the role
of participants in the "star wars" program can hardly fail to realize that its aim 1is to
disrupt the existing military strategic balance and to achieve military superiority over
the USSR. They surely realize that SDI will cause a new spiral of the arms race ——
space, nuclear and conventional arms race, with unpredictable consequences. And thls
will surely affect Western Europe. It will be unable to keep aside. Washington will
demand it to "share the burden". ' o

The West European governments that get involved in the "star wars" program assume a heavy
responsibility for the destabilization of the strategic situation, for the creation of
strategic chaos, for the heightening of uncertainty and fear, for the inérease of the

risk of nuclear catastrope. -Led by the senlor partner, the United States, they are de-
stroying the foundation of the process of .arms limitation and reduction, above all the
treaty on the limitation of anti-ballistic missile system, ‘bury the hopes of the peoples
to achieve positive results at the Geneva talks on nuclear and space arms, dash the pro-
spects for the revival of detente and preclude the possibility of ridding the world of
nuclear arms.  They thus seriously test West European security.

The creation of large-scale anti-missile defence system will strengthen the positions of
those in Washington who dream of all sort of "limited" wars in Europe and will cor-
respondingly increase the 1ike1yhood of .such wars being unleashed. '




As to the reasoning about some kind of "advantage" stemming from West European countries’
participation in SDI it disintegrates when coming up against reality. It is said, for
instance, that the chance of participating in "scientific and technological cooperation"
should not be left slip, that SDI, allegedly, will have a "beneficial effect" on the
development of civilian branches of science and technology. But the very idea that new
methods of destruction should be developed for progress in technology 1s an absurdity.
And, as peace campaigners in the FRG aptly put it, SDI is about as useful in non-
military spheres, as a tank in harvesting.

Nothing can come out of plans to get access$ to U.S. technology, either. The "big
brother" counting on West European scientific and technical potential, has no intention
of sharing its secrets with its allies. Former FRG Chancellor Helmut Schmidt warned
that any possible U.S. Administration in the nineties and later will be hiding its
technological trump cards and will not hand them over to Europeans of its otn free will.
Moreover, as the "British experience" showed, West European firms that are to be in-
volved in the implementation of “star wars" program will be vetted and thelr research
will be classified. Those firms will be faced with the prospects of being surpassed by
U.S. competitors and of becoming heavily dependent on the Pentagon. The newspaper
"WESTDEUTSCHE ALLGEMEINE" laments that the Americans intend to prohibit their partners
to use even'those results of research that are not related to SDI.

Thus, the participation of West European countries in SDI will lead to the increase of
their dependence on the "senior partner" in the military sphere, and consequences, in
the sphere of foreign policy. The possibilities for thelr upholding their specific
interests in the international scene will automatically lessen.

The hopes of West European monopolies to get a large slice from the "star pie" worth
many billions of dollars will not come true either. Thus, British firms, that hoped to
secure orders to a sum of 1,500 miliion dollars received orders worth only 15.5 million
dollars, while FRG firms, according to the information of "DER SPIEGEL" magazine, can
count at the most on only 100 million marks in the next six years, while their annual
spending on research is 31 billion marks. Thus, as the British “"GUARDIAN" put it, West
European participants get a tiny piglet out of the multi-billion-dollar litter of the
American sow.

It is high time for the governments of such West European countries, as Britain, FRG
and Italy to realize that the historic chance of Europe is not in heaping up more arms
stockplles, but in peaceful cooperation among European countries, in the reduction and
1imitation of nuclear and conventional armaments, in armed forces reduction. The pro-
posals of socialist countries create every conditions for this chance to become reality.
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TASS ¢ CALIFORNIA FIRMS PREDOMINATE AMONG SDI CONTRACTORS
1.D262235 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1047 GMT 26 Jun 86

[By TASS Political Observer Yuriy Kornilov]

[Excerpts] Moscow, 26 Jun (TASS) -- The U.S. press has published a list of military-
industrial concerns emerging as main contractors in the implementation of R. Reagan's
so-called "Strategic Defense Initiative."

In analyzing this list, one canhnot but notice that a particularly eignificant place is
taken in it by powerful California military-industrial concerns (''Rockwell" and
"Lockheed"”; "McDonnell-Douglas'" and "Hughes'"). This is not by charice. Although
California is only oné of 50 states in the country, more than 8,500 companies and firms
are 1included in the list of main Pentagon contractors are concentrated here. Over 40
percent of weapons comprising the U.S. nuclear arsenal are produced in this state.
Almost half of the Pentagon's orders connected with preparation for "star wars" fell

to the lot of Californian military concerns. '

Present-day California, this veritable "forge of weaponry," is also at the same time a
kind of "forge of policy": it is no secret that the U.S. President, the secretary of
state, the defense secretary, and many other top representatives of the Republican
administration, began their political careers in California, in the jungles of California
business. Having risen to the Washington political Olympus they of course have not
forgotten those who, with enormous "financial contributions," paved their way to power.
It is characteristic that during the period 1979-84 the volume of military contracts
concluded by the Pentagon with the country's military-industrial corporations grew

2.2 times. Moreover the California "arms barons" receive particularly high profits.

And that's how it is in reality. The powerful military-industrial complex created in
the United States, that alliance of the bomb and the dollar, the dollar and organs of
power -- that is who stands behind those circles in Washington who, forming the main
directions of U.S. foreign policy, are continuing to make a stake on force, on nuclear
blackmail...
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SOVIET COUNTERMEASURES AGAINST SDI OUTLINED
AU251716 Sofia NARODNA ARMIYA in Bulgarian 24 Jun 86 p 4

[Article "Especially for NARODNA ARMIYA" by APN military observer Vasiliy Morozov:
"The Countermeasures Against SDI'--capitalized passages published in boldface]

[Text] TODAY THE QUESTION OF THE SOVIET COUNTERMEASURES ACAINST THE AMERICAN "STRATEGIC
DEFENSE INITIATIVE" (SDI) IS NO LONGER HYPOTHETICAL, BUT REAL. THE U.S ADMINISTRATION'S
PERSISTENT RELUCTANCE TO FOLLOW THE USSR'S EXAMPLE AND DECLARE A MORATORIUM ON NUCLEAR
TESTS IS LINKED WITH THE PENTAGON'S NUMEROUS MILITARY PROGRAMS, "THE MOST PROMISING OF
WHICH IS THE 'STAR WARS' PROGRAM." THE SERIES OF TESTS IN NEVADA IS DIRECTLY LINKED
WITH THE COMPLETION OF THE DEVELOPMENT WORK [razrabotki] ON THE X-RAY LASER WHICH IN
ESSENCE MEANS THE BEGINNING OF THE PRACTICAL REALIZATION OF SDI. ALL THIS DETERMINES
THE USSR'S COUNTERREACTION AND THE NATURE OF THE SOVIET COUNTERMEASURES TO THE AMERICAN
SDI. - ‘

As many scientists and military specialists in the USSR and Western countries, includ-
ing the well-known Soviet Academician Yevgeniy Velikhov, the Soviet Union refuses to
develop its own "SDI" and resolutely insists on the banning of space-strike weapons not
from "fear" of the new U.S. technologies (allegedly "unattainable" for the Soviet
Union!) The lessons of recent history provide convincing evidence that the USSR,
acting on the principle of "action -- counteraction," has always kept pace by its
countetmeasures with all the various military provocations of the United States.

The USSR has means of response that are cheaper, more reliable, and faster in the
possibilities of use. These in the final account can nullify the value of the Pentagon's
"space shield" and obliterate Washington's stake in the "magic power" of SDI. If these
means come into operation, they will turn into 'useless rubbish" not the Soviet (as

the strategists of the Pentagon wish), but the numerous expensive component elements of
the U.S. antimissile defense system deployment in outer space.

What sort of countermeasures can these be? = The chief point is that they will preserve
the USSR's ability to make a counterstrike against the agressor, whatever type of nu-
clear attack is made against the USSR.

One of the possible countermeasures is the further development [razvitie] of Soviet
nuclear weapons with the aim of preserving their capacity for making an adequate count-~
erstrike. . Hexre we may refer to the research done by a group of Soviet experts led by
Academician Roald Sagdeyev. They have reached the following conclusion. The deploy-
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ment by the United States of a large-scale antimissile system, as well as of its in-
dividual combat subsystems, will be a direct contravention of the 1972 antimissile
defense treaty. In such a case the Soviet Union may consider itself released both from
Article 12 of this treaty and from SALT II that not ratified by the United States,

which limits the number of ICBM's and the building of additional launching installations
for them.

Accordingly, the people in the Pentagon cannot help but know that in such a case the
appearance on the Soviet side of greater capabilities for the mass use of its own ICBM's
in a counterstrike will create a number of additional difficulties for the the func-
tioning of the detection system of the American space-based antimissile defense, and
will lead to a sharp reduction in the efficiency of the systems for interception and

for aiming the space-strike weapons against the defined targets for attack. All this

in the final account will increase the "penetration'" capacity of the Soviet ICBM's and -
will reduce the reliability of the U.S. "space shield," behind which the creators of

SDI hope to hide from the inevitable retribution following their nuclear first strike
against the USSR.

The Soviet scientists have assessed the situation and reached the following conclusion',
A similar result can be achieved through increasing the number of warheads carried by
the ballistic .missiles. This measure can compensate to a considerable extent for the
losses -of missiles for a counterstrike in the active sector of their path during’ their
flight, ‘since it will hampler interception in the following sectors.

A countermeasure that is simple and effective from the economic viewpoint may ‘be the
deployment of "dummy missiles" with simplified control systems and carrying no war-
heads: The carrying out of .combat Jlaunching of ICBM's with the aim of "exhausting" o
the space antimissile defense by means of pre—activating it in response to a predeter—vvt
mined counterstrike sequence can serve as such a measure. It is not difficult to' =
guess that all this will lead to a great expenditure of energy reserves in the space
echelons of the antimissile defense, to the draining of x-ray lasers and electomag-
netic guns, and to other premature losses in the firepower'of the antimissile defense
system.' L ST :

There are, of course, many other. no less effective countermeasures for responding to
the "invulnerable' SDI (according to the Pentagon's declarations). For example, a
method of preserving the USSR's fighting capacity for an adequate counterstrike might
be the possible increase of the potential of the weapons existing today against which
no appropriate measures of interception have yet been suggested. Such offensive
weapons may .include the ballistic. missiles carried in submarines, which are launched o
on low trajectories (their flight is within the stratosphere, where the effectivenessvzh
of the antimissile defense system is sharply reduced), as well as variously based
cruise missiles. . None of the .types of space weapons developed in the United States .
is capable of reliably detecting and. intercepting small low—flying missiles.'

IN CONCLUSION, WE MUST STRESS THAT REAGAN'S SDI WILL NOT FULFILL THE ROLE ALLOTTED TO
IT IN THE PENTAGON'S STRATEGIC PLANS. IN THE SOVIET UNION, WHERE PEOPLE WELL REMEMBER
1941 AND ITS LESSONS, THERE IS TODAY A COMTLETE SYSTEM OF EFFECTIVE, ACCESSIBLE AND
CHEAPER MEANS AND METHODS FOR PRESERVING THE FIGHTING CAPACITY OF ITS ARMED FORCES AND
FOR INFLICTING A POWERFUL COUNTERSTRIKE AGAINST THE ATTACKING SIDE, WITH ALL THE
CONSEQUENCES ARISING THEREFROM. . IN THE UNITED STATES THEY MUST REALIZE THAT SOVIET'
PEOPLE WANT TO LIVE IN SECURITY NO LESS THAN THE AMERICANS AND THE ATTEMTPS TO o
INTENSIFY THE U.S. THREAT AGAINST THE USSR WILL INEVITABLY KEBOUNDIJKI)A BOOMERANG,»i ;;
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[Within the body of the text, enclosed in a box, is the following quotation "from the
speech of Mikhail Gorbachev in the town of Tolyatti":] The United States commenced
its "star wars" program at full speed. If the United States, in contradiction to
common sense, persists in this course, we will find a convincing answer which need not
at all be in outer space. We are very well aware of the capabilities of modern
science and of our own capabilities. There is nothing the United States can do that we
cannot., But we are against such a choice. We are against the absurd American logic
and against armament. For us the banning of space-strike weapons is not a problem of
fear of falling behind, but one of responsibility. The arms race will not exhaust us.
They will not defeat us from outer space, and the technology will not outstripe us.
Nothing good will come out of these attempts:
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SOVIET REGIONAL JOURNAL ASSAILS JAPANESE DECISION
Kiev POD ZNAMENEM LENINIZMA in Rdssian No 4, Feb 86vpp 87-89

[Article by Valentin Sapronov, under the rubric "Internatiomal Life": "The 'Ya-
mato' Goes into Orbit: What Japan Is Seeking in the Pentagon's Space Ventures"]

[Excerpts] They found it on the bottom of the East China Sea, at a depth of
340 meters. "Undoubtedly, this is the 'Yamato'!," reported the commentator,
his voice trembling with excitement, when the stern of the gigantlc ship was
shown on screens all across Japan. On the rusty metal one could still see
dlstlnctly at a glance the emblem of the emperor-—the chrysanthemum.

An uninformed reader might ask why there is so much ado about this p11e of old
scrap metal. A representative of the organizing committee for the search for
the’ battleship explained it all very frankly at a press conference: '"We want
to raise from the bottom, not merely the ship, but the spirit of 0ld Japan,
whose time for rebirth has come.” To the great disappointment of all the ex-
tremists and revanchists, the monster of the Imperial Navy appeared to be brok-
en into three parts and its extraction to the surface remains questionable.
As far as the notorious "spirit of Yamato" which it embodies goes, there have
been no traces of it here. Ultrachauvinism and the insane ideas about the
superiority of the "race of Yamato" over all other peoples are again being
raised on high. Their proponents also demand corresponding heights for the
nation's military might, including as high as space itself.

The Japanese Government intends to implement a program for armaments accumula-
tion, which is supposed to go into effect in the 1986 fiscal year. This was
announced in the parliament's Chamber of Counsellors by Prime Minister Y. Na-
kasone, having thus refused the opposition demand that he abandon the 5- year
program, which provides for military purchases amounting to 18.4 tr1111on yen.

And the paths to a much faster achievement of the desired goal have been per-
ceived in joining Reagan's "Strategic Defense Initiative" (SDI) or, in more
understandable language, the "Star Wars" Program.

Even the White House passionately craves this. 1Is there a more important ally
in its mad venture than Japan? Without the highly heat-resistant ceramics pro-
duced in its enterprises, not one of the multiple-use "Shuttle" craft would

have returned to the ground., Other materials can not withstand the overheating
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that occurs during entry into the dense layers of the atmosphere. Also needed
by the Pentagon are the lasers, the optical fibers and the heat-beam-to-target
missle guidance systems, developed [razrabotannyye] by the Japanese, as well
as other electronics achievements, including the as-yet-not-created [sozdan-
nyye] fifth generation computers. In other words, everything which is capable
of making "Star Wars" a reality sooner,

This is why various agents and whole delegations of Pentagon experts have be-
come frequent visitors to the Japanese Islands from across the ocean. They
carry with them lists of goods for the American space-based ABM systems and
for communications with spy and killer satellites in the EHF band.

At the end of March, 1985, Caspar Weinberger, the US secretary of defense, v
sent an official invitation to the Japanese Government for the purpose of draw-
ing Japan into Reagan's "Star Wars" Program. As if it were an ultimatum,

there was even a period indicated for reflection--60 days.

And Tokyo kept completely within this period. On 28 May 85, Shintaro Abe, the
nation's minister of foreign affairs, speaking to a meeting of the Government
Council for Maintenance of Overall Security, declared that the Japanese Gov-
ernment had decided to take a "cautious position" with respect to participa-
tion in the SDI.

Ignorant Japanese closed their eyes tightly in expectation of thunder and
lightning from the other side of the Pacific Ocean. But nothing of the sort
followed. Apparently, such an answer suited everyone in Washington. And why
not? Indeed, even in January, 1985, at a meeting with President Reagan, Japan-
ese Prime Minister Y. Nakasone spoke with approval about the American plans

for the militarization of space and the creation [sozdaniye] on this basis of
an ABM system. ' '

Then Nakasone set to work on the Japanese Parliament's deputies and in June of
the smae year gave permission to private Japanese companies to participate in
the development [razrabotka] of the American space weapons. 'The Cabinet of
Ministers will not hinder them," it was declared in a statement on this matter
by the Japanese minister of foreign affairs, which was published by the news-
paper "TOKYO SHIMBUN."

Briefly, Washington will receive the new tehcnical inventions for its own ar-
mored starships. And there is nothing secret about it, rather it is being done
on a solid contract basis. Indeed, since November, 1983, Japan has been tied
to the United States by an agreement on collaboration in the field of military
technology. For this reason the matter of official agreement on participation
in "Star Wars" is considered to be secondary in Tokyo. Especially since such
an agreement would cause unfavorable repercussions around the world and in the
Japanese Islands themselves and these would be mere hindrances to the matter.

Japanese-American mutual military and space collaboration is already in full
swing. The University of Osaka is helping the American center in Los Alamos
to do research on laser beams. Work is also being conducted on the creation
[sozdaniye] of a particle-beam weapon, essentially a stream of protons, elec-
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trons or neutrons be1ng used. The ‘main component here 1s a magnetlc unit from
the’ Japanese flrm, "Hltachi Magnetics. Representatlves ‘from both natlons are’
301ntly studying neutron streams ‘and laser beams 1n the w1dely reknown Law—."““
rence Laboratorles in Livermore, Callforn1a.

On 27 Apr 85, in Tokyo, there was a ceremonial signing of a protocol régarding
scientific and technical collaboration between Japan and the US for 1985-1986,
accordlng to which Japan w1ll také part in the creatlon [sozdanlye] of an L
American orbital ‘station. Spe01f1cally, ‘they will ‘take on the development l'
[razrabotka]’ and creation [sozdaniye] of one of the modules.” In the budget "
for this year, 1.4 billion yen have already been allocated, and in’ all the
Japanese taxpayer is faced w1th pay1ng out 200 to 300 b11110n yen for these
purposes. st
Nakasone'svgovernment;“it:is true, hastened to declare that this work, as they
put it, is in no way related to "Star Wars." But the Pentagon is not cofceal-~
ing the fact that it needs the station as a "Space Headquarters and a repair
and maintenance base for m111tary satellites that have been placed into orbit.’
Indéed, the’ very realization of the ‘project is be1ng carrled out under its 7
gu1dance, states the newspaper "MAINICHI " :

It is typical that nearly a year before the signing of the agreement mentioned,
a number of leadlng Japanese concerns created [sozdavat'] their own commlttees
for plannlng a space base - Whereas prev1ous1y Japan's big business had to/“
overcome mlsg1v1ngs about sending their new’ inventions across the ocean~-would
this not undermine its p031t10n in the competitive struggle”--then, now, it
seems; sililat doubts have receded on the second plan. F1rst, because the
monopolists saw in ‘the so=called "Strateglc Defense Initiative a faster path
towards ‘the creation [sozdan1ye] of their own ultramodern weapons. ~Second, '
having begun with a transfer of techmnology, Japan's military- -industrial complex
is hoping to break the ex1st1ng ban on the export of all kinds of armaments and
m111tary mater1e1 =

For ‘the ‘time belng the - expansion of the Japanese monopolies has not yet enter—‘
ed upon “this path “And if it does? “As local ecotnomists have calculated the i
breakdown of-the barriers in the ‘path of exports abroad of weapons would allow

Japan in the very near future to supply the world market with nearly 60 percent
of the combat vessels, 46 percent of the milltary means of conveyance, 40 per-

cent of the m111tary electronics and‘up to 30 percent of the aerospace 1ndustry
products’ . : . :

Collaboratlon on near earth orbits between the Pentagon and Japan s Defense’

Agency (JDA) has begun. in the’ budget for the current fiscal year (wh1ch began
on 1 Apr 86) 168 mlllion yen have been allocated fro equ1pp1ng Japanese combat
vessels Wlth deVrces for rece1v1ng s1gnals fro the American 'Fleetsat" ‘m111tary
satellité.” Via the ‘space communication the Japanese Navy will receive informa-
tion from the US on the strategic 81tuat10n in the Far East. The Japanese

communlcatlons satelllte,"Sakura 2 has been placed at the dlsposalof the JDA.

K

And’ what 1s more, the militarists and several members of the nation’ s rul1ng N
Liberal Democratic Party are ins1st1ng on the creation [sozdanlye] of their own
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reconnaissance satellites for gathering information on the USSR's Armed Forces.
In carrying out similar military preparations associated with space, Tokyo is
defying the resolution adopted by the nation's parliament in 1969 regarding the
use of space exclusively for peaceful purposes.

At the same time, it is necessary to note that previously many people in Japan
supposed that "Star Wars," if not a utopian concept, was, it seemed, a matter
of the very distant future. A number of the projects appear to be too techni-
cally complicated. But on 28 Jun 85, it became clear to the Japanese that this
was not the case by far. As the newspaper "AKAHATA" reported, on the American
airbase on Okinawa, the latest electronics equipment for re-equipping the F-15
fighter planes, making them over into satellite interceptors, has been deliver-
ed. The two-stage ASAT system anti-satellite missles will be fitted on them
and these can also be used for intercepting ballistic missle warheads. And
there are 72 such aircraft in all on Okinawa.

Having scattered 140 of its own military bases and sites around the Land of the
Rising Sun, as well as nearly 50,000 servicemen, Washington has converted Japan
into one of its own strategic spring-boards, which is dangerous not only for
Japan, but for all the nations of the region as well.

And it is no accident that today above the columns of demonstrators and at
meetings of Japanese supporters of peace, alongside the banners stating '"No to
the Tomahawks!," stand ones with the slogan "No to 'Star Wars'!" The notorious
American "initiative'" is no less dangerous than the cruise missles deployed
near the shores and in the ports of Japan. '"The SDI runs counter to our hopes
for saving the earth from all means of mass destruction based on splitting the
atom," declared S. Kawasaki, a professor of the University of Chiba, at an in-
ternational symposium of scientists "For the Total Banning and Elimination of
Nuclear Weapons." which took place in Tokyo at the end of July, 1985. Reagan's
program, in his words, is a new "Manhatten Project" (in the course of which the
atomic bomb was created [sozdan]--author's note), intended to enable the US to
acquire the capability to deliver a nuclear first strike with impunity.

The playing up of Nakasone's cabinet to the orbital ventures was condemned by
the communist deputy, Hiroshi Tachiki, speaking in the upper chamber of parlia-
ment. Such a position by the government, he reminded, directly contradicts the
parliamentary resolution on the use of space exclusively for peaceful purposes.
The Japanese CP member of parliament demanded that a ban be imposed on any par-
ticipation by Japanese corporations in the work on weapons for the SDI and on
placing the corresponding technology at the Pentagon's disposal.

Japan is not a newcomer to space research. It became the fourth space power
after the USSR, the US and France, when, on 11 Feb 70, the "Lambda-4S5" rocket
placed the Japanese satellite, "Osumi," into a near-earth orbit. Since then
quite a few devices have been launched, not just research satellites , but also
meteorological and communications-relay satellites as well.

The first launch of the new generation of N-2 rockets is planned for 1992. It

is capable of 1ifting an effective load weighing up to two metric toms. This
is adequate for a manned space flight around the earth or for dispatching
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’llghterwelght ctaft to Mérs, Jﬁpiter or Venus. Thus, Japan's scientists are
facing good prospects for activities in the use of space for the good of human-
1ty, including the Japanese people.

In the headquarters bu11d1ngs of the nation's largest concerns they are also
talking as if participation in the SDI will yield new inventions for this noble
purpose. It is possible that peaceful space research will indeed get some kind
of crumbs form the grand table. But many billions and even trillions [of yen],
which will be absorbed by the space arms race, will be extorted from them for
these crumbs. The Japanese military-industrial complex and as it turns out.
the government do not begrudge such sums.

0f course, the launching into space of the restored battleship "Yamato" will
take place only in the lunatic minds of the militarists. But the path to the
transformation of Japan into a leading military power is not as long as it may
seem. According to the information of foreign economists, Japan will be able

to increase the output of weapons of death in very brief periods by a factor

of 3 to 5 over current levels. According to Japanese sources, 12 to 15 months
are sufficient for Japan to set up the production of misslesand nuclear weapons.

The horrors of the last war and of Hiroshima and Nagasake are still fresh in
the memories of many Japanese. According to information from a recent poll,
conducted by the prime minister's office, 72 percent of the populace opposes
increasing military expenditures.

But in Tokyo, evidently, they have forgotten the lessons of the past and have
decided to count on educating the new generation, not burdened by the memory of
the last war, in the spirit of militarism. Thus, in this year the nation's
Ministry of Education has removed from school textbooks the last remnants of
the truth about the marauding wars of the Japanese Empire. Now everything
there will appear much simpler: Japan, supposedly, simply had to go to war in
Asia and the Pacific Ocean. Even the specter of the battleship "Yamato" has
been connected to the education of the little children in the "traditional
spiritual values" (Prime Minister Nakasone's expression--author's note).

COPYRIGHT: Izdatelstvo ﬁRadyanska Ukraina", "Pod znamenem leninizma", 1986.
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FRENCH DEFENSE MINISTER ADVOCATES SDI PARTICIPATION
PM230704 Paris LE MONDE in French 19 Jun 86 p 24

[Unatffibuted report}""Mr’Giradd'DiSCusSés Plan for‘Europe;To Build ABM
Defense"] B ' ‘

[Excerpt] While attending the 40th anniversary of the creation of the
National Office for Aerospace Studies and Research in Paris on Tuesday

17 June, Defense Minister Andre Giraud stated: "While maintaining its own
ambitions in the deterrent sphere, France might, if this was felt nécessary,
envisage examining with its European allies a joint effort to protect them-
selves against any enemy counterforce capability." This is the first refer-
ence made by Mr Giraud since he has been defense minister to possible par-
ticipation by France in what is known in the FRG as a "European Defense
Initiative," in other words joint defense against enemy missiles.

After describing space as a new "decisive strategic stake for the future of
modern defense," Mr Giraud added: "The space challenge already concerns
observation, navigation, and telecommunications. Being aware of the major
change now under way, France has equipped itself with its own means of
anticipating development in these three spheres, without dissociating the
space question from the vital maintenance of the efficacy and credibility

of the nuclear tool." .

Calling on Europe to "launch a process of thinking and research on the sub-
ject of space and defense," the French defense minister concluded: "Let us
nonetheless bear in mind that ABM defense cannot replace nulcear deterrence.
It would only be a means of complementing and strengthening it. It strikes

.. me as very significant that the U.S. SDI (the establishment of a space

shield against missiles) is no longer presented in Washington as the end
of nuclear deterrence."
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS

MOSCOW: U.S. ATTEMPTS TO EXTRACT SOVIET CONCESSIONS
1.D291824 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1130 GMT 29 Jun 86

["International Observers Round Table" program with Aleksey Nikolayevich
Grigoryev, TASS political observer; Viktor Aleksandrovich Tsoppi, member of

" the editorial board of the weekly NOVOYE VREMYA; and Igor Pavlovich Charikov,

All—Union Radio foreign policy commentator] u

[Excerpts] -[Charikov] Hello, esteemed comrades! Today is the opening day
of the 10th PZPR Congress. This is indubitably an important event in the
~lives of Polish Communists and all the working people of the Republic. Among
the numerous foreign guests invited to take part in the congress is a CPSU
delegation headed by Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev. The delegates will
discuss the party's activity in the socioeconomic and foreign policy spheres
in the period since the last congress, and will discuss and approve the

draft new party program. The draft was published long before the congress
started and was discussed widely in party organization, labor collectives in
factories and state farms, military units, and higher educational establish-
ments. The discussion showed that the working people of Poland express their
support for the party's political course. They put forward a number of
specific proposals and critical remarks which aimed to promote the solution
of the country s social and economic problems.

[Grigoryev] I would like to add to what you have said, . esteemed colleagues, that the
supreme forum of Polish Communists marks the completion of a whole series of such
Congresses of the fraternal parties in the socialist community countries. Those.
congresses began at the end of last year and continued this year. All of them have
shown, -despite a certain difference of problems facing communists in the fraternal
countries, the unity of their approach to unsolved problems of economic and social
development in their countries, and the unity of their assessment of the internationa]
situation and their approach to it.

A clear expression was given to this unity of communists of the fraternal,countries

by the Budapest conference of the Warsaw Pact Political Consultative Committee which
took place on 10-11 June of this year. At this conference, a collective analysis was
made by the top leaders of the allied countries of the current international situation,
the reasons for the tension in it, and ways of overcoming that tension. As the documents
of the Budapest conference saild, the chief reason for the tension in the current situ-
ation is the dangerous foreign policy course and the imperial globalist ambitions of

the U.S. Administration, which has no wish to act in the spirit of the Geneva accords.

At this difficult time the fraternal countries stressed that they consider it théir duty
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to continue persistently the quest for possibilities of limiting arms, the quest for
ways to improve the international situation and for constructive cooperation between
states with different soclal systems. It was stressed that this line of principle had
been affirmed by the decisions of the congresses of the ruling parties in the fraternal
countries. The conference, as we all know, supported the program that our country put
forward for the complete liquidation of weapons of mass annihilation and the concréete
steps to end nuclear tests that were taken by our country. At the same time, the
Budapest conference made another important contribution to the struggle to end the arms
race by adopting a large-scale program for reducing armed forces and conventilonal
weapons in Europe.

[Charikov] As you know, comrades, last week the latest round in the Soviet-U.S. talks
in Geneva on nuclear and space weapons ended. On the eve of the completion of that
round, the USSR put forward to the U.S. a realistic compromise solution of a partial
nature. It was done on the eve of the completion of the round in order to give the U.S.
side time before the resumption of the talks in September to discuss and evaluate the
- Soviet proposals and to give a reply. Those proposals, as I said, are of a partial
nature, inasmuch as the Soviet Union 1s proposing that agreement be reached not to
abandon the ABM Treaty at least for a period of 15 years; and, in order to strengthen
the application of the treaty, that it be agreed where the boundary lines run between
work that is permitted and work that is prohobited by its terms. It is also proposed
that agreement be reached on limiting various types of arms to equal levels, including
heavy bombers and submarines carrying medium-range cruise missiles, '

The very fact that these new proposals have been tabled by the Soviet Union has already
been assessed by the world press as a highly constructive event at the Soviet-U.S.
talks in Geneva. One Japanese newspaper writes that the ball is now in the U.S.

. court; in other words it is now yet again up to the United States, to Washington to

reply.

The newspaper also stresses that since the talks started in Geneva, the opinion has been
expressed in the United States that SDI should be used as a means of bargaining with the
Soviet Union on questions of strategic missile reduction. It is thought, MAINICHI
writes, that the U.S. ~Soviet talks in Geneva depend chiefly on the United States. What
this obviously means is that in the United States itself, there is no complete unanimity
of opinion on the question of SDI and the expediency of getting involved in it, of
getting involved in this condition which, as is becoming more and more obvious, 1s
acting as a brake in Geneva.

[Tsoppi] I would like to add to what you said, Igor Pavlovich, that we have tabled
another extremely important thing at the Geneva talks: the draft agreement on the
question of medium-range missiles in Europe, which is of extremely great importance for
our continent and for the preservation of peace as a whole. In that document we express
our agreement that if there were a zero-to-zero ratio in this type of weaponry between
the United States and the Soviet Union —- in other words if all the Soviet and U. S.
missiles were completely withdrawn from Europe —- the British and French nuclear missiles
could remain in the European zone in the number that there are now, to date, at the date
our proposal was tabled. At the same time, we stated that wye ourselyes would pot in-
crease the number of our medium-range missiles in Asia, also an extremely sstantial

point.
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I think that the kind of situation has now developed -- after this new, concrete, and
constructive step —- where there is the chance that when they resume, the Geneva talks
will, after all, achieve some progress. Indeed, much depends on the eventual U.S.
decision on whether or not to move ahead along the path of limiting and ending ‘the arms
race. Iwould like to remind you of the following very weighty phrase spoken by Mikhail
Sergeyev1ch Gorbachev: : -If the U.S. side on this occasion too ignores our initiative it
will become obvious that the present U.S. Administration is playing an unworthy game
over