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ANNEX 

Answers given by the General Secretary of the Central Committee of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union to uuestions put by the 

editor-in-chief of Rude Pravo on 8 September 1986 

QUESTION: Your statement about the extension of the unilateral moratorium on 
nuclear explosions until 1 January 1987 has evoked a very broad response and, SO it 
seems to US in Czechoslovakia, has had a serious impact on the alignment of social 
and political forces in the world in the sphere of disarmament. 

HOW do you assess the reasons for this and the possible conseauences of the 
major new peace move made hy the Soviet Union? 

ANSWER: The answer to the first part of :he auestion seems obvious. Today 
there are many more people than there were before who know about the Soviet 
moratorium. Political leaders and the mass media in the West are finding it mare 
and more difficult to keep silent about the existence of the unilateral, 18-month 
moratorium, and the American arguments in favour of testing have lost much of their 
lustre, have lost their effect on the public. That is the first point. Secondly, 
there is in the world an increasingly profound awareness of the reality of the 
nuclear threat. It can be averted only by eliminating nuclear weapons, as we are 
proposing, and as a first step, by ending nuclear tests. That's as clear as 
daylight. Even those who are obsessed with the arms race cannot help but 
understand that in private. 

The Soviet moratorium has been supported by our socialist friends, the 
Communist parties, the Harare Conference of the Non-Aligned Movement, which 
represents dozens of countries, the leaders of the "New Delhi Six", numerous public 
organizations and trade unions, authoritative political parties, including the West 
German Social Democrats and the British Labourites, and prominent figures in 
science and culture throughout the world. They called upon America to follow the 
example of the USSR. On the whole we might say that it's easier to list those who 
did not support our action than those who approved of it. The words of Support - 
which we highly appreciate - underscore that a new political thinking is forcing a 
path through old prejudices, outmoded conceptions, through mountains of lies about 
the "Soviet threat". 

As far as one can judge from American data, the idea of ending nuclear tests 
is also supported by public opinion in the United States and by a substantial part 
of the Congress. 

In a word, there has never before been such a widespread realization that a 
nuclear war must never be fought and can never be won, no matter what artful 
scenarios of military operations are drawn up. 

Another point should also he made: the policy of the United States i S  
becoming more and more frightening to people, the glaring manifestations of its 
militaristic course have opened many people's eyes, and the alarm at the prospect 
that a catastrophe could really OCCUK can no longer he concealed by anyone. 
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The reaction qenerated hy the eridinq of nuclear explasionr by the Soviet Union 
iR also linked, of courBe, with the fact that it is not a declaration, hut an 
action. For the fourth time now we have extended the moratorium. One yfiar without 
cxploaionR 1.4 already a political and military reality. The trend towardn reaRon 
and common sense is now actually occurring i n  world politic8 and it can be 
developed, bticked hy an agreement on tho mutual prohibition of nuclear teats, a s  
well as by other bold, forceful step8 and by solving ieaues whoae solution Is ripe 
or long overdue. 

For example, Isn't it important for the destiny of Europe, and the entire 
world for that matter, to crown the work of the Stockholm Conference with a 
Rubstantlve agreement? Yea, there's no auecrtion ahout it. And tho Soviet Union, 
together with Czechoslovakia and other nocialist countries, is taking practical 
rnRaBureR ko ensure that it happens that kiy. There's a pssihllity - and I have 
already spoken about it - of reaching agreement on the prohibition of chemical 
weapans and the elimination of tho industrial base for their production. 

As regards strategic arms, medium-range nucleat-misails weapons and 
conventional armaments, rational canpromises are poesible, I f  one really 8triven to 
lower the level of military confrontation and achieve eaual security. It's alRo 
possible to reach aqreement on strengthening the r&Lme eathhlished by nuch a 
fundamental document as the ABM Treaty. 

But we have to look at things as they are. It seems that the number of 
posaibillties i a  growinq, but there'e no turn for the bettor. 

In that t Spect, the reaction to our statement in the ruling circlaa of the 
United FtateR i R  indicative. Thifi haa ahown from the very outeet that, at leaet 
among those surrounding the Preoident, whose apokearnen did  not even bother to 
conceal their irritation thia time, they are not thinking in earnscrt ahout 
Qliminating the nuclear threat. That is precisely why the extencrlnn OE the 
moratorium caused such displeasure there. It is clear that the people in thtssr. 
circleR felt uneaay when faced by the new Soviet proposals. It hns evidently 
become very difficult t o  justify their Rtand in the eyes of both the world and the 
Arner ican pub1 fc, 

And once again they followed the game old road in an actempt to belittle the 
siqnificance of our move, branding it "propaganda". But we might well aakr If 
this is propaganda, then what are we trying to prove, what arc we tryinq to Ray hy 
it7 That we can do without nuclear exploeions? That we are rainforcinq OUL call 
t.ci r i l  inankind of nuclear: weapons rith an end to nuclear testiny? What's had ahout 
such "propaganda"? 

And in general, aF reyarda accusations of "propaganda" levelled aqainat UFI, T 
have already uatd more  than once: I t  is very frivolous when they Reek t o  divert 
our renponsihle political actions to such a level. That iff not riqht approach 
at such a tense, one might say, crucial turning point in world development. 

We do not want to win a propaganda war. We do not even want to participato in 
such a "skirmiRh", halievinq that it unworthy of the importance of the nuhjact. 

/... 
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Our aim is t o  take a rea l  s t e p  towards r e a l  disarmament. And w e  s incere ly  i n v i t e  
t h e  Ameriaen Administration to do t h e  elme. We want to g e t  t h e  telke moving 8 0  
t ha t  w e  can puah hack t h e  nuclear t h r e a t  for the  eake of everyone's m a u r i t y ,  for 
t h e  eake OF' y e n u i n e  detente .  

There'a a whole Rpate  of propaqanda epec-ilations about our moratorium i n  t h e  
entourage of the  W h i t e  HOUSO, i n  p n l i t i c a l  c i r c l e a  and i n  t h e  press. Sometimes one 
Y o t s  t h e  imprtmeion t h a t  i n  t h e  Uni ted  S t a t e s  they a re  a l together  i n c l i n e d  t o  
replace foreign policy w i t h  propaganda. What a bLainoselike and promising 
dialogue! 
are  too eerions to have games of worde played around them. And we'd l i k e  to hope 
t h a t ,  i n  t h e  9 . Jn ,  i n  America t h e y ' l l  undetetand UR and give an adeauate 
reeponse that: b e f l t e  ou r  c a l l .  

We r e j e c t  such a s t y l e  and believe t h a t  t h e  m?tters w e  a r e  disaussing 

And if o m  is going to  Apeak about t h e  useriouenesen t h e y  c-llefl for when w e  
extended our moratorium once again, I ' d  l i k e  to say tha t  t h e  a t  .tude towards t h e  
ending 6 E  nuclear t e s t a  and t h e  e a r l y  e lahorat ion of a t r e a t y  on t he i r  f u l l  
prohibit ion has now become t h e  most: zonvinaing indicator  of how r e a l l y  ser ious  each 
of t h e  biggest nuclear Powers is i n  its approach to diaarmament, internat ional  
secur i ty  and t h e  cause of peace i n  general. 

I n  t h e  18 hdguet statement, I already said t h a t  t h e  a t t i t u d e  towards nuclear 
plosione is a t e a t  of h i s t o r i c a l  matut i ty .  T h i s  is my firm conv ic t ion .  I n  fact, - is a touchstone to ver i fy  t r u e  i n t e n t ,  the  main c o n t e n t  of t h e  foreigr. p o l i c y  .,f 

a w c l e a r  S ta te .  

Indeed 

I f  one wants mi l i t a ry  super ior i ty ,  one does not need a moratorium. 

If one wante to  c o n t i n u e  t h e  arms race - and, pa r t i cu la r ly ,  to e x t e n d  it t o  
new areas,  t o  outer space - t h e n  one doesn't need a moratorium. 

If one wante to have new, more sophis t icated typee of weapona, a moratorium is 
pointlesa.  

I f ,  i n  s o l v i n g  in te rna t iona l  probleme, one r e l i e s  on s t rength  a n d  i n t e n d s  to 
reaort t o  d i k t a t ,  to bldckmail, t h e n  a moratorium is a hindrance a& w e l l .  

If one is af ra id  of honeetly competing w i t h  another soc ia l  ayetem i n  t h e  
economic f i e l d ,  i n  democracy, cu l tu re ,  and t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  wealth of human l i f e ,  
t h e n  a moratorium is obvious ly  unsuitable,  

I f  one d o e s n ' t  ca re  what w i l l  happen to nature ,  to  t h e  human environment, one 
w i l l  continue conductit. 1 nucle#-r explosions,  

I f  t h e  greedy appet i tes  of t h e  t y c o o n s  of t h e  armm h u R i n e n s  and a l l  t h o s e  
linked w i t h  i t  a r e  more impx tan t  than the opinions and v i t a l  i n t e r e s t s  of hundred8 
of mill ions of people throughout t h e  world, one c o n t i n u e s  to  ca r ry  o u t  nuclear 
t e s t s ,  

/... 
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In other words, the attitude towards the moratorium lays Rear the true essence 
and orientation of a policy. There's no getcing away from that. 

But if there really is a desire to start reducing nuclear weapons and then to 
do away with them all together, as the President himself and certain members of his 
Administration have officially and solemnly declared more than once, and if there 
i s  a real understanding that nuclear war is inadmissible, if it is true that the 
United States is not striving to achieving military superiority, then there are no 
impediments of principle to achieving an eauftable and strictly verifiable 
agreement. 

That 16 why we believe that the ball is not in the Russian's court, as the 
glib White House heralds claim, but in the American court. 

However, the issue, is even broader and more fundamental than the attitude 
towards the moratorium, although, let me repeat, attempts to evade this crucial 
disarmament problemo watering it down with other  matters, beilittling it or 
sidetracking it are fairly characteristic. 

If one pieces together the Administration's whole post-Geneva policy, the 
resulting picture is alarming. 
ASAT anti-satellite system and other actions undermining the ABH treaty, there we 
have trials of a new intercontinental ballistic missile, new aircraft and 
submarines, statements on abandoning the SALT-2 treaty - right up to the t i m e  they 
expect to be having a second summit meeting with us - and then there ace the 
famiful requests included in the next military budget, the appropriations for 
binary weapons, the stcong-arm, bandit-style *neo-globalist* actions against Libya 
and Nicaragua, in southern Africa and other places, the forming of n w  naval strike 
forces, and the military manoeuvres near the Soviet Union, extending ikom the North 
Sea and the Baltic to the Far East - manoeuvres which have been un2,ecedented since 
the 1950s in the amount of materiel involved. Marshall Akhromeev put it aptly when 
he said at the Conference in Stockholmt "Just imagine what would happen if such 
manoeuvres were mounted by the Warsaw Treaty countries! 

Here we have the crash SDI programmet tests of the 

How should we perceive these defiant shows of military strength? Surely not 
as reflecting a commitment to peace and a desire for mutual understanding orI 
perhaps, as pceparing the atmosphere far a summit meeting? 

In the White House and around it, however, they say bluntly: This is a l l  
needed in order to facce the Russians to make new concessions. Such is the level 
of responsibility of those for whom the arm8 race is a gold-mine, and, 
incidentallyt such is the level of their understanding of whom they are dealing 
with. 

These military and political practices suggest that one should draw a very 
serious conclusion: They want to legalize the arms race. In essence, such actions 
constitute material and psychological Preparation for a world war. The public are 
rightly beginning to ask the auestion: What is this? Does it mean that America is 
preparing for war? If so, then the logic of the Administration's actions is 
understandable. 

/... 
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Involuntar i ly  one i a  prompted to r eoa l l  t h e  19608, when an extremely 
reac t ionary  group brasenly l a i d  claim to t h Q  W h i t e  Houae. 
America i t o e l f  rcrstrainsd t h a t  group. Other people came to powor, and t h e  
opportuni ty  aroue to hold hack tho growth of t h e  ao ld  war and t ' w n ,  i n  tho 1 3 7 0 ~ t  
t o  a top  i t  a l l  toge ther .  Trea t ioa  were concluded, and 8omo of thoni heve remaired 
e f f e c t i v e  to t h i s  day. 

B u t  a t  t h a t  t i m s ,  

And what do we 808 now? Once  aga in  m i l i t a r y  programmtw me being davolopod, 
b u t  t h e m  are one8 t h a t  create a much g r e a t e r  riek than before of the outbreak Of h 
world war, bacauee they repteeant a new m i e n t i f i e  and teahnological  Rpiral  i n  tho  
armn cncc! and ore accompanied by much l a rger  e reena le  of w~apana ,  cnpahlo of wiping 
o u t  c i v i l i z a t i o n  i n  a matter (re daye, 

That ifi why the task o f  o u c  t w o  countrien,  of a l l  lmaca forces, is to prevent. 
t h i s  race from beaomlng i r t e v e r o i b l a .  

And a much more ser ious c e e p o n a i b i l i t y  t h e n  h i t h e r t o  = I would eey B apec4zl 
r a a p n e i b i l i t y  -. for where t h e  cowm of world dovelopmenta w i l l  lead r o n t s  w i t h  
the American peoplu. This is aamething we have t o  pondor. 

I wont to believe in t h e  r Q m o n ,  real ism and basic uonse of s e l f - p r c ~ o ~ - v e t i o n  
o E  t h e  Amorican people. Our two peoplca ought to co-opnrots ra ther  then a u a r r Q l ,  
to he on Eriendly terms rather  than f i g h t  each other.  O n c e  aga in  I appeal for t h i ~ 1 .  

I know t h a t  i n  your c o u n t r y ,  Czoohonlovokls, i n  my uountry onb also i n  other  
c a r i n t r i e ~  t h e y  f r e a u a n t l y  a R k  t h i a  aileation: W e n ' t  t h e  po l icy  of an i inhridled 
orae race r e f l e c t  G d e s i r e  to undermine t h e  UYBH and t h e  a sa i a l i e t  community i n  t h e  
ecoiioinic f i e l d ?  How aan one evaluute ,  i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  t h e  o f f i c i a l  etatemsnte and 
conjecturca i n  t h e  mae8 modia to t h e  a f f e o t  t h a t  t h o  economic probleme and 
d i T f i c u l t i ~ a  occurr inq i n  t h e  USSR w i l l  compol i t ,  i f  more praoeure f a  appl ied ,  to  
inokn u n  i l o  tclr '3 1 coricwa iona? 

W e  do have w m w i i l ~ ?  problsins end d i f f i c u l t i e s .  We hove ta lked and keop 
t e i l k . l t ~ q  about ttmm openly. T h e r s  are G l 8 o  u u i t e  a Eow problem@ and diff icu1t ts t - I  i n  
n k t w r  coutitr i o n ,  eopecielly thoea which t o o k  tho path of independent develapmsnt 
o n l y  racant ly .  B u t  a r e  t h o r p  rocllly n o  d i f f . . c u l t l e a  i n  tho Woet, i n  t h e  Unitotl  
! ; taten  i tsel f '?  Of  couras  ttlaro are. Moreover, they a r o  mounting monocingly there)  
rc!alLy acuto problems arc! p i l i n g  up. The publ ic  debt  hne reachod an eetranomicol 
f t q u r c ? ,  the  snormoua level af unemployment i n  again eesurrriirq th rea ten ing  
pr0p3r  t tono, and e o c i e l  mnt red ia t ionR arp dogpctninq. 

AR reqBrdY our own Bcor1oln1c concorno, we'd l i k e  to cope w i t h  t h e m  mbrc3 quickly  
,ind niorcI o f f i c i e n t l y ,  and W O U A ~  thereforo  welcolna any oppor tuni ty  to awttch o u r  
f u n d s  arid Porcae from dsfenco to c i v i l i a n  i n d u a t r i e s ,  applying them to  iinprovinq 
t h e  peopl.ela l i v i n g  standerdo. B u t  we s h a l l  novm m c r  i f i c a  our m c u r  i t y  intereete 
iand n w a r  mnko conceeaione a t  t h e  expentis of fls~cur i t y ,  and t h a t  a l s o  applioR a t  t h e  
t a l k s .  The Soviet  people w o i r l d  never allow u s  to do t h i e .  

We !ww f u l l .  w e l l  t h n  b i d  to w e  t h e  arm8 race t o  iindermina t h e  US33 a n d  world 
sc,cLaltsm ocanomically, And w e  Ahall do 811 we can  to  f o i l  thone e v i l  plann. WP 
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ahall be acting in Reveral areaa at onco: in the diplomatic, military, political 
and - yea - propaganda fields, but firat of all, in tho economic field, by making 
the monomy more efficient, accelerating the pace and etreamlining management. 

In this connection, the high-auslity work of the Soviet people and of the 
working people of the counttien of the socialist community is alao a contribution 
t o  the c a m e  oE peace. When we alacken tho pace, more preseure is brought to hear 
by the enemies of socialism. But as we grow atronger and more stable in economic, 
a o c l a l  iind polltical terma, 90, too, grown the interest of the capitalist world in 
having normal relations with ua, and the illusions that we can turn the clock back 
a r e  diapalled. 

QUESTION: Tho comments made rsgardinq your statement have included assertionm 
that neither the unilateral moratorium nor even a bilateral agr-coment with the 
Unitod Statea on thin iseue will ha of any appreciable help in rolving the problem 
of nuclear disarmament. Is thin a03 

ANSWER: I c a n n o t  w)~- i )c )  at a l l .  

They are really trylny to preoent the moratorium as something that contradicta 
arms reductions, and even to prove that it hinders a start on the di6armamant 
procesa. In certain quarters and in tho preee, the view in also going around that, 
80 t I claim, nuclear wcrapona are an “evil“, but a “necessary evil“, inasmuch aa 
they RHKV(! an a restraint, and i f  80, they need reliability teatn, that is, by 
carrying out explosions. 

All t h i n  IA abaurd, i f  it i a  not an attempt to mlolead people. 

As far  bnck an last January, we proposed that A joint start br, made on 
“rmtinq oiit the pvil itealf”, by scrapping rrll 9uclear weapons by the end of the 
century, Naturally, this im not a t3implO task. Hut we rbropoea that it nhould be 
tackled in RtageR, takinq account of all the? difficulties involved, We net anida 
15 y c a r ~  to complete the taek, and envisage parallel efforts to deatroy chemical 
wcapnnA and to make radical cuts in conventional weapons, while aiminq 
aimultaneouely at moving forward in the political, economic and humanitar Lan 
aphet es of intetna t iona 1 re1 at iona. 

‘rhe bttpinpts to dincover an incon8iRtency between the issuc of ending nuclwr 
eXploBiOnR and that of reclucinq nulleat weaponn ate diahonaat ale0 for anr,thet 
t e a m n .  Such attemptn create \-he illri~ion that tho two Powerm have “almost” aqrced 
on a radical reduction of nuclear weapono, and that naw the USSR has ruined 
everythinq with itta moratorium. But the situation is in Pact w l t c  different. 
Since the Geneva meeting, we haVQ not nmved even an inch cloeer to an 
arme-reduction aqreoment, despite all the efforts of the USSR. 

However, a mutual halt to nuclear explonione would be a qteat help in reaching 
agreement on that: q o o l .  The Pact i n  that an and to tc, tlnq L t i  waencc) p u t s  an end 
to the race in the moat danqeroue area - in thr development of new types of nuclear 
w e a p c ) n R  or the upqradtng of existinq onen. It w w l d  then merely he a auestion of 
copinq with the quantitative aqpect of the arms race, which is aimpler. 

1 , ... 
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Our posit ion,  therefore,  i e  tha t  halt ing nualear explosions i a  in t r ine ioa l ly  
re la ted to nualear-weapone reduotione and would be of eerioue benefi t  I n  dealing 
w i t h  the problem. I am not talking h e m  about t h e  p o l i t i a a l  efde of thingo. 
O i f i k r u s t ,  terror  and sluspioion, a4 you w i l l  agCe8, have a deadly affeot on t h e  
international allmate. There ia  also a moral, or psyohological, aide, C o n t i n u i n g  
w i t h  Csate m@ms t h a t  you are waating effort end reaoucoe8 o n  an e v i l  t:, ng when 
there is euoh a etaggeringly large and growing demand for euah reeources for good, 
humane oaueee 

QUESTION: Soviet nuolear weapona, it ie said,  a re  "aimple and need no 
r e l i a h i l i t y  t e s t a ,  w h i l e  Meriaan weapone a re  more eophietioated and henaa 
aonetsntly need t o  Ins taetsd for effiuienoy". 

There fe another e tory going around, whioh is t ha t  the Soviet Union, before i t  
deolated i t e  moratorium in 1985, had mdlerniaetl i t 8  nuolear arsenal and g a t  a 
eignif ioant  lead owr Amerioa, 80 it  uan allow i t s e l f  a pause i n  t es t ing  while t h e  
United States now needo to catah up, and tha t ' e  why it ie  aonduoting tea ts .  

What'a the t ru th  of t h i s ?  

ANIWER: There i e  none a t  a l l .  A l l  theee statement8 are fa lee  from beginning 
to end. 

Experts have aonvinoingly ehown tha t  you don ' t  need nualeat exploeione a t  a l l  
to he auce that  t h e  nuolear weapons you have already are re l iab le .  You aan ver i fy  
r e l i a b i l i t y  jue t  aa offeat ivaly,  and far more oheaply and safely, by other metho&, 
without nuolear exploeione. 

Tha t  you oan have oonfidenae i n  t h e  r e l i a b i l i t y  of your nuclear r:8oervw 
u i t h o u t  oonduatinq e%platuione, by doing no more than aheakinq tho non-nuolser 
aamponents of hombo and wathoada, is clleo 8hOWn hy long prGotiaa1 experience. 
Sinae 1974, under t h e  exieting t rea ty ,  the United Statee and the USSR haw 
conduoted n o  t es ta  of over 1SO kilotone. Yet weapone exceeding t h i e  mthreaholdH 
make up 70 per oent of! t h e  Ameriaan nualear areenal,  and no lees i n  our cam. So 
b o t h  we and t h e y  believo our weapone aeo r e l i ab le  without axploeions! Why cloud 
t h e  lslaue? 

I f  the Ameriaane havo doubts about t h e  a t a h i l i t y  of the i r  nuclear arcrenal, l e t  
them d r a f t  a t rea ty  t o  end nuolstr: t a s t e  and our expert8 w i l l  l e t  them in to  t h o  
"secrete" of cheaking  nualeat p ro jea t i lee  w i t h o u t  exploeions. 

No, t h e  main aim of the nualear-weepone teote  by t h e  United States  IR to  
ganerate eundamentally new kind8 of weapone. What does t ha t  mean? Well., new 
anhanced-yield, kigh-eacutacy nualear warhead8 are being developed. The t ee t e  are  
being used to produce spaue-baaed nuclear weaponn - what are  known a8 nucleee- 
pumped X-ray laaars.  Work is proceeding on  on en t i r e ly  new kind of weapon, w h i c h  
can etrike a t  ta rgs te  b o t h  on e r r t h  end i n  apace. I n  theso cIrcurnBt~1;a2a it is 
hypwriey to eay tha t  an end t o  t e s t i n g  w i l l  do nothing t o  teeolve the problem of 
nual.ear diearmament . 

/... 



A/41/594 
S/l83 3 3 
E n q l  i a h  
Page 9 

As for  t h e  eacoiid p o i n t ,  it m i g h t  have  aounded  remotely c red ib le  for t h e  f i r f i t  
c o u p l e  of monthn of o u r  m o r a t o r i u m .  N o t  n o w ,  t h o u g h ,  when t h e  Soviet  n u c l e a r -  
t e s t i n q  f i i t e R  h a v e  b e e n  R i l e n t  for o w r  a y e a r .  Tf t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  of new n u c l e a r  
weapon8 a n d  t h e  m o d e r n i z a t i o n  of old o n e a  c o n a t a n t l y  r e q u i r e  f r e o h  h o t s  - a n d  
t h a t ' e  u n d o u b t e d l y  60 - by t h e  logic of t h i n q s  t h e  U n i t e d  Ytatee, which ham 
c o n d i i c t e d  f a r  more exploRione t h a n  t h e  USSR, p l u s  18 d u r i n g  t h e  year of o u r  
m o r a t o r i u m ,  8hOUld  be f a r  ahead a n d  w e ,  n o t  t h e y ,  are  t h e  onea who new! to C 8 t C h  
up.  I n  a h o r t ,  i t 's a b s u r d  to c o u c h  t h e  iamue i n  t h o n o  to rmn .  

We h a v e  e n c o u n t e r e d  a n o t h e r  v iew:  an f a r  a n  t ea t s  a re  c o n c e r n e d ,  c an ' t  w e  
sett le,  for a w h i l e  for a compromiaa b e t w 7 e n  t h e  Soviet  a n d  American p o r i t i n n s ?  
Not A complete ban ,  i n  othet words, b u t  Roma k i n d  of " r e q u l a t i o n " .  

O f  coucBr?, it! you a r e  p ropor l ing  a n  a g r e e m e n t  w i t h  a n o t h e r  pa r ty  you c a n  n e v e r  
r u l e  out compromises a l toge ther .  B u t  t h e  idea of " r e g u l a t i o n "  i<iatead of a n  e n d  to 
t e a t i n q  R t i l l  seema, to mo, to be wrong i n  p r i n c i p l e .  

F i r s t l y ,  w e  a l r e a d y  h a v e  r e g u l a t i o n s  t h e  1963 t r e a t y  and t h e  so-called 
" t h r e n h o l d "  a g r e e m e n t 8  of 1974  a n d  1976.  B u t  t h e y  d i d n ' t  s top t h e  arms race. I t  
a c t u a l l y  qot worse - not, of c o u r s e ,  b e c a u s e  of t h e  a g r e e m e n t s .  The  same c w l d  
h a p p e n  w i t h  t h o  p r o p o s e d  c s g u l a t i o n  of u n d e r g r o u n d  n u c l e a r  explosions. Moat l i k e l y  
t h e  r e n u l t  w i l l  be t h a t  t h e  arms r a c e  s i m p l y  t u r n a  i n  a n o t h e r  d i r e c t i o n ,  w h i c h  will 
l a t c r  tuLn  out to  be a t i l l  mots d a n g e r o u s .  

There simply c a n n o t  be a n y  half-way s o l u t i o n  to t h e  problem of n u c l e a r  tests. 
T h e r e  i a  o n l y  o n e  h o n e s t  way of l o o k i n g  a t  t h e  q u e s t i o n :  e i t h e r  y o u  agroe n o t  to 
test  n u c l e a r  project i les  a n d  h a v e  d o n e  w i t h  t h e  matter o n c e  and for  a l l ,  or you 
l a u n c h  a n  e v e n  more d a n g c r o u a  m i l i t a r y  b u i l d - u p .  T h e r e  is n o  t h i r d  c o u r a e .  

Tf t h e  AmeriCanR managed to drag t h e  world 1nt .o  a epace arms race, howevet 
t h e y  described it - "deEenaLve" or e o m e t h i n q  a l ee  - t h e  u p s h o t  would  p r o b a b l y  be a 
h l q h l y  r t s k y  d e e t a b i l i x a t t o n  of t h r  e n t i r e  m i l i t a r y  a n d  s t r a t e g i c  ! s i t u a t i o n .  The 
t h r e a t  t n  mankind wou ld  take ol a u a l i t i v e l y  new, d e a d l y  d i m e n e i o n e .  No o n e  is 
e n t i t l e d  t o  Ehu t  h i R  eyeft to t h a t .  

QUESTION: Once a g a i n ,  am w i t h  a l l  t h e  S o v i e t  O n i o n ' s  o the r  i n i t i a t i v e s ,  
P r e s i d e n t  Reagan'cr e n t o u r a q e  a n d  t h e  r e p r e e e n t a t i v c s  of seve ra l  tJklY) Gavecnmen t s  
are t r y i n g  t o  d i a t r a c t  a t t e n t i o n  f r o m  t h e  c a r d i n a l  problem you  h a v e  rained - t h e  
n u c l e a r - d i s a r m a m e n t  proceas - w i t h  a v a r i e t y  of s p e c u l a t i o n s  a b o u t  control  a n d  
ver i f  i c o t  i o n .  

How do you regard t h i R  a p p r o a c h ?  

ANSWER: , J i I q t  as  you m i d ,  as o n  a t t e m p t  to  l l l a t r a c t  a t t e n t i o n .  They w a n t  t o  
r e v i v e  the h a n k r u p t  n a t i o n  t h a t  a ban  o n  n u c l e a r  t e s t i n g  c a n ' t  be m o n i t o r e d .  The  
n o t i o n  ia b a n k r u p t ,  f i r e t  of a l l ,  became of advance& i n  science. N a t i o n a l  means  
of v e r i f i c a t i o n  nowadays  c a n  p i c k  u p  e v e n  t h e  smalleat  n u c l e a r  e x p l o s i o n .  To h e l p  
m l v P  t h e  problem, n e v e r t h a l e s n ,  t h e  Soviet  Union  ha8 c o n m n t n d  to  o t h e r  m e t h d n  of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n .  The 'New Delphi S i x "  offered i ts  aerv ices  and w e  agreed. Tha  r!nited 
S t a t e a ,  however ,   laid n o t h l n q .  S c i e n t i R t u  have aclreed on the  p o a i t i n n i n q  of 

/ , ... 
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aeismographa and othor equipment near the Soviet and Ameriaen nuclear-teeting 
eiteea we have also eupported thia initiative, although the Ameriaan Government 
epurned it. 

N o t  80 long ago I received a group of eminent scientific experta in thin field 
from the USSR, the United States, Weetern Europaan countries and Japan, and talked 
with them in detail. Once again I was reaeeured that they have no doubt at all. as 
to the poaeibility of monitoring a ban on nuclear taste with the utmoat confidence. 

AA the matter stands now though, the United Statea ha8 ahown no willingnokr to 
embark on disarmament, and it ie not talking about verifying disarmament, but about: 
monitoring weapone. 

I and our military colleagues have more than once had occasion to say thet we 
know what the Amesioans are doing and what ie going on at their nuclear and other 
tec:t: Elites. But their effort8 to conceal things aucli a8 a number of their test 
explosions (including one conducted a week ago) only go to show yet again that we 
cannot take their word on trust. Bluntly, we have no reason to truet the American 
generals, and we are not counting on truet on their part either. For that reaaon 
we favour strict, acientifiaelXy baaed monitoring and will insist on it, including 
an-ths-tqmt inepection. B u t  monitoring, I repeat, not of explooione but of an end 
to exploeione. 

American instrwmonts have already been inetelled near the Goviet nuclear- 
teeting site in the region of Semipelatinsk. We coneider it would be pseible to 
incorporate the underatanding between the scientists into an oeficial treaty, and 
each side could see to it that a poseible agreement banning nuclear eXplosiOn8 was 
not broken. Thought could he g i v e n  alao to the creation of? an international or 
eupranstional network to monitor a teat ban. I take the opportunity to make this 
propoeel to the President of the United Ststee. This is not an intractable 
problem. But it's eaay to see why Waehington has to present it as an uncrackahle 
nut: the United Statee ien't reedy to abandon the arms race8 80 it'A blusterinq. 

I repeat, the Americans don't need the explosions for deterrence (there is 
nobody to deter 8 no one ia thinking of! attacking the United Statee) I they need them 
so as to produce weapons intended for use in nuclear war. 

QUESTION: A final, delicate Question, if you w i l l  permit. To judge by the 
many etetements from tho American presidential entourage and the Weatern preBcpI 
they now want to concentrate the entire world'e attention on your next meeting with 
Mr. Reagan and8 in effect, supplant the urgent problems of checking the arms race 
with talk of that meeting. 

What can you soy about t h i s ?  

ANSWER: We're in favour of a high-level Soviet-American meeting, something 
signalling a perceptible advance towards a solution on at least one or two OE t h e  
qignificant problema of international security. 

/. .. 



Sinco  (;enova, W G ' V Q  t aken  H number of s t e p  to reduce  our d i f f e r e n c e s  on 
twoad ranqo o f  probleme concerned w i t h  endinq  t h e  arm race. The "a11 01: noth inq"  
nppraach i R  a l i o n  to  UR.  But i t ' o  n o t  w o r t h  ho ld ing  a msucing for no th ing .  Mayhe 
i t  would s u i t  some peop le ,  hut: it d e f i n i t e l y  d o e n n ' t  s u l t  I I R .  

The problems I'm t a l k i n g  abou t  a f f e c t  e l l  c o u n t r i e s ,  t h @  s n t i r e  world 
comrrrunity, a l though  t h e  S o v i e t  I l n i o n  end t h o  United S t a t e s ,  of course, hear ii 

p a r t i c u l a r l y  l a r g e  S h K ~ - t  of c m p o n f i i b i l i t y .  SO however much we ' re  provoked,  we ' re  
n o t  c u t t i n y  off c o n t n c t P  w i t h  t h e  American Admin i s t r a t ion  o r  a u e s t i o n i n q  t h e i r  
u s e f u l n e w ,  and we're n o t  slamming t h e  door ( a l though  some i n  t h e  West, eapeCiallY 
i n  t h e  American P r e s i d e n t ' e  e n t o u r a g e ,  wou ld  ve ry  much l i k e  us to). But t h e  t r u l y  
worthwhilo t h i n g  is n o t  c o n t e c t a  i n  the \nso lvea ,  it's t h e i r  outcome. 

We e x p e c t  t h e  for thcoming meetirig between Mr.  Shevardnedze and S e c r e t a r y  of 
S t a t e  Stiults w i l l  h e l p  to c l a r i f y  where we now s t a n d  and w h e t h e r  t h e  
Soviet-AmOK ican  d i a l o g u e  Rtandft d chance  O C  p r o g r e a s i n g  f u r t h e r .  

I f  wc, a t a c t  knowingly from t h e  premiRe t h a t  a moracorium i a  unaccpp tah le ,  i f  
t h e  issue of medium-ranqa m i s e i l e R  i n  E U K O F J ~  is blocked ,  i f  o t r a t e q i c  waapona must 
h e  InodQrnilrQd and so f o r t h ,  what  i a  t he re  to eqree on? Tf t h e r e  is a f e v e r i s h  arms 
race, tenaion is qrowing and e x i s t i n g  t r e a t i e s  are beinq broken,  a a u m m i t  meet ing 
w i l l  he of ucant  b e n e f i t .  B u t  n o t h i n g  would be easier t h a n  ua ing  it to fool 
peop le ,  soo th inq  t h e  public w i t h  t h e  appearance  t h a t  al l  i a  w e l l  even aa t h e  
danqeroue p o l i c y  continurss t o  app ly .  Indeed ,  people arc. a l r e a d y  a t t e m p t i n g  to  do 
so hy making out t h a t  propara t ionf3  for t h e  meet ing a r e  go ing  ahead i n  h igh  q e a r .  

The purpose of ancouraqing  t h o  optimistic imprnsnion t h a t  a v e r y t h i n q  i u  n e a r l y  
r eady  fo r  t h e  meet ing may u l t i m a t e l y  bQ t o  s h i f t  t h e  blame f o r  L h e  r e s u l t s  of t h i s  
d e s t r u c t i v e  p o l i c y  on to t h e  S o v i e t  Union. The same idea m i i f f t  l ie  behind a n o t h e r  
s u y g e s t i o n ,  w h i c h  i w  t h a t  t h e  USSR has  concluded  it  w i l l  qet no joy  o u t  of t h e  
Roaqan AdminiRtratiOn. 

B u t  we i l t t ~ c h  too much  importance to t h o  time f a c t o r  to d e c i d e :  "IIey, l e t ' s  
s t a n d  s t i l l  f o r  two-and-a-half yoare."  N o .  T o  wait and ~ e ?  or t empor ize  would b~ 
an unfo rq ivab le  mis take .  We w i l l  c a r r y  on t a k i n q  e v e r y  o p p x t u n i t y  for  p r o d u c t i v e  
d i a l o g u e ,  p rog rese  towards arms l i m i t a t i o n  and r e d u c t i o n s ,  the settlement of: 
r e g i o n a l  c o n f l i c t s  and t h e  dewelopment of i n t e r n a t i o n a l  co -ope ra t ion  a n  a l l  
p r e s s i n g  t o p i c s .  I n  this aense  o u r  consc ience  h e f o r e  t h e  S o v i e t  peop le  and o t h + r  
n a t i o n s  is c l e a r .  Our Czechoalovak f r i e n d s  and t h e  c o u n t r i e s  o f  t h e  soc ia l i s t  
f r a t e r n i t y  c l e a r l y  unde r s t and ,  and q i v p  I I A  f i r m ,  consis tent  s u p p o r t .  

I would like in p a r t i c u l a r  t o  emphasize !:hat we g r e a t l y  value and pay 
~ c r u p u l o u s  a t t en t ion  to the views of our a l l i e s 1  we are r e s o l v e d  to c o n t i n u e  
improvinq t h e  machinery and methods used f o r  c o n s u l t a t i o n  and  t h e  j o i n t  f o r m u l a t i o n  
of s o c i a l i s t  f o r e i q n  p o l i c y .  We have high r ega rd  for t h e  p o l i t i c a l  i n i t i a t i v e s  of 
our  a l l i e R  and f r i e n d s ,  t h e i r  a c t i v e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  campaiqn to promote f r e s h  
p o l i t i c a l  t h i n k i n g ,  and t h e i r  e a u a l  and l i v e l y  c o n t r i b u t i o n  to  t h e  q e n e r a l  e f f o r t  
t o  r e s o l v e  the problems of  peace, S ~ ? C I I C  i . ty  and disarmament.  

/.. . 
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I do not t h i n k  I should  pass over  ano the r  p o i n t  re la ted  to p r o s p e c t s  EGK a 
summit meet ing ,  T h e r e ' s  a lot of c o n j e c t u r e  about my c o n f i d e n t i a l  ca r r e spandance  
w i t h  t h e  P r a a i d e n t  of t h e  Unitad States .  I do not. want t o  r e v e a l  its  c o n t e n t ,  h u t  
t h i R  much needs t o  be m i d  about t h e  c o n j e c t u r e :  t h e  d e l i b e r a t e  optimism in 
rni8lsading and smacks of  a p u b l i c - r e l a t i o n s  e x a r c i e a .  

A t  t h e  end of J u l y  w e  r e c e i v e d  a l e t te r  from t h e  United S t a t e s  P r e s i d e n t ,  
a p p a r e n t l y  i n  r e sponse  to our  i n i t i a t i v e s .  I know t h a t  I n  t h e  West t h i s  l e t t e r  i s  
being p r e w n t e d  a s  something new i n  Washington 's  p o s i t i o n  ana is g i v i n g  rise to 
pro-Adminintrat ion leaks, making out t h a t  e v e r y t h i n g  now depends on Moscow. We 
w i l l ,  of c o u r s e ,  nend a r e p l y  to  t h e  P r e s i d e n t .  

I s t u d i e d  t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  ].el i . i * r  : ~ ~ ~ . ! % w ~ ~ * : I j ,  fo rwards  an9 inwide out - under a 
in lc rmcope  and through a telescope 80 to speak .  I won't be more s p e c i f i c  t h a n  
t h a t ,  because we agreed  on c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y ,  h u t  I do unde r s t and  t h a t .  people want t o  
know what i6 i n  t h a t  closed cor re spondence ,  because  i t  a f f e c t s  everybody,  e v e r y  
person  on e a r t h .  I f  t hey  cou ld  see both  le t ters  and  compare t h e i r  r e l e v a n c e  i n  
un tang l ing  t h e  main problema blocking t h e  path to  diearmament t h e y  would see how 
s e r i o u s l y  and r e a p o n s i h l y  t h e  S o v i e t  leadership ie approaching  t h e  problemw of 
a v e r t i n q  war and how s p e c i f i c ,  b u s i n e s s l i k e  end mindfu l  of t h e  o t h e r  
i n t e r e s t s  our p r o p o s a l s  a r e .  

They would also see t ha t  we a r e  a long  way from g i v i n g  up, but. b e l i e v e  i n  t h e  
puwer o f  man's i n t e l l i g e n c e  and sense of s e l f - p r e s e r v a t i o n .  

Through our  a c t i o n s  and i n i t i a t i v e s  w e  are t r y i n q  t o  g i v e  s u b s t a n c e  to 
p e o p l e ' e  hopes t h a t  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  may change  and t h a t  an a l t e r n a t i v e  to  
c o n f r o n t a t i m  is w i t h i n  reach .  I b e l i e v e  w e  hiwe a l r e a d y  e n t e r &  t h e  second phase  
of t h e  g l o b a l  a n t i - n u c l e a r  process, a phase  not o n l y  of hope b u t  of i e a l i e t i c  plans 
l e a d i n g  to  c o n c r e t e  action. As a Communiat, I: h s l i e v e  i n  t h e  power of t h e  massr?w 
who are c o n v e r t i n g  to t h e  new t h i n k i n g  t h a t  8howR a way o u t  of t h e  c c l ! 3 i n .  

The most p r e c i o u s  t h i n g  l e f t  to UE is time to take c o l l e c t i v e ,  r e s p o n s i b l e  
deciaions,  even compromiae d e c i s i o n s .  B u t  time is f a s t  running  o u t .  The e r a  of 
nuc lea r  weapona is, e v i d e n t l y ,  t h e  shor tes t  throuqh w h i c h  world h i s t o r y  h a s  eve r  
passed .  T h a t l a  why concrete deeds a r e  80 neceeea ry  now. I ' d  like to conclude w i t h  
s u c h  a c a l l  to  a c t i o n .  

On hohalf of t h e  Communist Party of t h e  Soviet Union, and of a l l  Soviet 
peop le ,  I convey my very  h e R t  w i s h e s  to t h e  f :a te rna l  CsechoRlovak people. 


