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ANNEX

Extract  from the  speech by  the  Genera l  Secretarv of  the  Centra l
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet IJnion,
M. S. Gorbachev, at the Czechoslovak-Soviet Friandship  Maetinq

on LO April 1981

Interdependence in the contemporary world is s u c h  t h a t  a l l  peoples are l i k e  a
team of climbers roped toqether on a mountain slope. Thev can either  press onwards
toqe ther , t o  t h e  s u m m i t ,  o r  f a l l  toqethar i n t o  t h e  a h v s a . And to prevent this
happeni  nq , poli t ic ians  need to  r ise  abnve narrowly-conceived interests  and
rccoqnize t h e  f u l l  d r a m a  o f  t h e  c u r r e n t  s i t u a t i o n . That  is  whv the  need for new
p o l i t i c a l  t h i n k i n q  i n  t h e  n u c l e a r  aqe i s  s u c h  a n  u r q e n t  t o p i c ,  f o r  t h i s  i s  t h e  o n l y
w a y  o f  inducinq a l l  p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s  t o  a d o p t  immxliata
mea8ure8 to prevent the nuclear catastrophe which threatens to destrov the human
race.

Tt would not  be  t rue  to  sav that  the  idea  of  the  new th ink inq has not  met  wi th
any response. Indeed, the number of People in the world who espouse it  is
increasinq - amonq them scientists ,  doctors , and representatives of many other
professions  and of  the  creat ive  intelliqentsia, as was convincinqlv  demonstrated
vet aqain durinq the International Forum for a Nuclear-Free World and the Survival
of Mankind held recentlv  in Moscow.

Where some issues are concerned, manifestations of the new approach to
internat ional  affairs  are  a lso  to  be seen on the  part  of  a number  of  prorl*inent
Western politicians and statesmen. But  these  are  only the  f i rs t  srqns. The old
s t e r e o t v p e s  a r e  s t i l l  8tro;rq  i n  t h e  W e s t , and st i l l  leave  their  mark on foreiqn
pnliav. To speak  of  the  new poli t ical  th ink inq as  havinq trulv  hecome  a  real  force
will he possible onlv when the stalemate in respect of disarmament has finally been
broken.

Is therr!  a n y  h o p e  o f  t h i s ? What  prospects  for  i t  exis t  today?

L e t  me say  riqht away  t h a t  t h e r e  is h o p e , that the danqer of war can he
reduced. Our convict ion that  th is  is  so  is  based both  on the  qrowinq understandinq
in the world of  the disastrous consequences for mankind of a nuclear confrontation,
and on the  possibilities  which emerqed  at  Reykiavik of  reachinq aqreement  on the
radical reduction and elimination of the most destructive types of nuclear weapons.

The Soviet Union responsibly proclaims its desire to find mutual:-! acceptable
solutions to the whole ranqe of nuclear disarmament IsRues. The root of the
problem remains a raflical  reduction in strateqic nffensive  weapons. As you know,
we a:c prepared in  this  respect  to  take the  most  decisive  s teps  - both for  a
50 per cent reduction in such weapons within 5 years,  and for thr?ir complete
e l i m i n a t i o n  w i t h i n  1 0  y e a r s  - o n  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  c o n d i t i o n ,  o f  coursf?, t h a t  there  i s
strict compliance with the ABM Treaty and thak an arms i’ACf?  does not heq in in space.
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I n  our e f f o r t  t o  t a k e  a t  1aHt t h e  f  irat, and hence extremely important,  step
towards disarmament, we have proposed that aqreemant should he reached on
medium-ranqe missiles. I n  so doinq, we have taken  into account both the voice of
the world community, and the attachment proclaimed by our Western partners to the
complete elimination of these mir-lsilen from Europe. But  a  paradoxical  s i tuat ion
has emerqed: some poll ttcianR, and even Governments, are now shunninq their own
“zero option” like the plaque and tryinq to hedqe the solution of the medium-ranqe
missi le  quest ion about  with al l  kinds of  reservations and qualif icat ions .

A qreat deal is now heinq written and said in the West about the problem nf
t a c t i c a l  m i s s i l e s . We are ready to find a constructive solution to this problem as
well , but in such a way as to avoid complicatinq the reachinq of aqreement on the
central question of today, that of medium-ranqe missiles. T o  f a c i l i t a t e  t h e  e a r l y
reacbinq  of aqreemcnt  on medium-ranqe missiles in Europe, we propuse to beqin
discussinq the reduction and subsequent elimination of missiles with a ranqe of
hetween 500 and 1,000 kilometres deployed on the European continent, without
relatinq this to the proqresg and outcome of the solution to the medium-ranqa
missile problem. F o r  the period o f  t h e  t a l k s , the parties would undertake not. to
increase  the  number  of  tact ical  misniles. I  wish to  emphasizs that  we are  in
favour of brinqinq about a raaical reduction, and ultimatolv the complete
elimination, o f  t a c t i c a l  missi le4 i n  E u r o p e , and we see no need ).a build into the
future aqreement anv kind of “loophole” for their accumulation and further
improvement.

Followins the aiqnature of an nqreement  nn medium-ranqe missiles, and
reqnrdless  of  proqress  in  the discussion of  the  tact ical  missi le  question,  the
Soviet Union will, in aqreement with the Governments of the Czechoslovak Socialist
Republic and the German Democratic  Republic ,  withdraw from these countries the
missiles which were deployed there in tesoonse to the deployment of Pershinq-2 and
cruise misai1e.q in Western Europe.

The implementation of the aqreement on tactical missiles would of course he
subject  to  s t r inqent  monitorinq, just as in the case of medium-ranqe missiles and
strateqic nuclear weapons.

As soon as the discussion focuses on the reduction, and still  more the
elimination, of whole classes of nuclear weapons from Europe, the issues relatinq
to verification of compliance with existinq  aqteements will take on new
siqnificance. Under these circumstances, verif icat ion wil l  beccjme  one of  the  most
important wavs of ensurinq securtty. This is whv we shall call for the development
of the most strinqent measures  in this sphere; what we have in mind in, of course,
not  inspection for  inspection’s  sake, hut verification of performance of the
obligat ions  entered into  at  a l l  staqcrs of  nuclear  disarmament .

Appropriate verification, tncludinq on-sit.e  inspections, should extend to the
missiles and launch facilities which remain after the reductions, both those which
f o r m  p a r t  o f  t h e  ctxnhat  strcnqth a n d  a l l  o t h e r  f a c i l i t i e s  - t e s t i n q  s i t e s ,
missile-producinq  f a c t o r i e s ,  tratninq c e n t r e s ,  e t c . Admission of inspectors to the
m i l i t a r y  b a s e s  o f  t h e  o t h e r  sidr! i n  t h e  t e r r i t o r y  o f  t h i r d  c o u n t r i e s  m u s t  a l s o  be
ensured; this is required in order to obtain complete assurance that the aqreement
is beinq strictly complied with.

/ . . .
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Ano ther  u rqen t  issue w h i c h  r e l a t e s  d i r e c t l y  to  Yuropean  securitv  is the
. concentration of a vast potential of armed forces and conventional weapons in the

reqion.

Of course,  for  Europe as  for the  world as  a whole ,  the el iminat ion of  nuclear
mapona - e t ra t eq i c ,  med ium-ranqe  and  t ac t i ca l  - ia t h e  p r i o r i t y  t ask . Scarcely
anyone would arque with that. However, let  ua put it this way: is the vaat
concentrat ion o f  tact ical  nuclear  and non-nuclear  weapons  in  Europe,  and the
confrontation of armed forces there consistent with the concept of a secure world?

i
I  think the answer to  tt.at quest ion ia clear.

Unfortunate ly ,  absolute ly  nothinq haa vet  been done to  rect i fy  the  extremely
unra t i r f ac tory  s t a t e  o f  af fa i r s  tha t  ha s  a r i s en  there . The situation needs to be
rad ica l ly  chanqed by  takinq s t e p s  t o  r e d u c e  a n d  u l t i m a t e l y  e l i m i n a t e  t a c t i c a l
nuclear weapons, radically reduce armed forces albd conventional weaponsI  and
Prevent  the  pos s ib i l i t y  o f  a  su rpr i s e  a t t ack .

A major elxp in this direction would ba the implementation of the Budapest
Proqramne  of the Warsaw Treaty countries, in which it was proposed that the problem
of reducinq armed forces and conventional weapons should be solved toqether with
t a c t i c a l  m i a a i l e a ,  s t r i k e  a v i a t i o n ,  n u c l e a r  a r t i l l e r y  a n d  o t h e r  t a c t i c a l  n u c l e a r
weapons. The need for such a joint approach is dictatad  bv the fact that tactical
nuclear weapons are for the moat part “dual-purpose” weapons, in other words they
can carry ei ther  convent ional  or nuclear  payloads .

In order to reduce armed forces and weapons in Europe ,  e f fo r t s  a re  r equ i red  on
the part of all  the European States, the United States of America and Canada.
Conaultationa are now qoinq  on in Vienna between the Warsaw Treaty and the NATO
countr iea. However , the question arises whether the time has not come to brinq
toqether  t h e r e  a l l  t h e  M i n i s t e r s  f o r  Foreiqn Af fa i r s  o f  t h e  S t a t e s  parUcipatinq in
the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europa, and to take a decision on
t he  i n i t i a t i on  of  l a r q e - s c a l e  t a l k s  w i t h  a  v i e w  t o  t h e  r a d i c a l  r e d u c t i o n  o f
tact ical  nuclear  weapons, armed forces and conventional weapons.

At  these  ta lks ,  a  number of  top prior i ty  measures related to  reducing mi l i tary
con f ron ta t i on  and  preven t ing  the  th rea t  o f  a  s u r p r i s e  a t t a c k ,  a s  w e l l  a s  t o  t h e
mutual  withdrawal  from the  zone of  d irect  contact  between the  two Itlilitary
alliances of the most danqetoua forma of offensive weaponar could also be discussed.

The f inal  a im of  theBe  ta lks  would be major  reduct ions  in  armed forces  and
weapons alonq with the eatahliahment of international verification and the use Of
o n - s i t e  i n s p e c t i o n s . The hzonference  in  Stockholm last  year  af forded experience in
the  development  of  poss ible  measures .

Of course, erchanqe of relevant data on the armed forces and armaments of the
Soviet  Union,  the  United States  and the  other  States  of  the  region would a lso  be
required.

In the  West ,  there i s  t a l k  o f  i n e q u a l i t y  a n d  i m b a l a n c e .  A d m i t t e d l y  t h e r e  i s
an asymmetry, caused by historical ,  oeoqraphic  and other  factors ,  in  the  armed

/ . . .
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forceo of the two aides in Europe. We a r e  in  f a vour  o f  removinq inequalitieo tha t
have arisen in any components, but through a reduction by those who are ahead, not
a build-up hv those who are behind.

We see  the reduct ion in  mil i tarv  confrontat ion in Europe as a staqc-by-ataqe
process ,  with  the  balance at  each s taqe beinq maintained at ,  the leve l  o f  reasonable
s u f f i c i e n c y . Measures  of  this kind muld make i t  poss ible  to  shi f t  the  whole  maas
of problems of armed forces and armaments that ha8 accumulated in Europe. A truly
unique opportunity now exists ,  and to le t  i t  s l ip  would  be unforqiveable.

The objectives of etrenqtheninq European security w%M also be facilitated by
euch measures  as  the creat ion of  nuclear-free  zones  and chemical  weapon-free
zones. I wish to state that we support the pI’opoba1 made by the Governraents  of the
German ilemocratic  Republic and the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany for the establishment of a
nuclear- free corridor  in  central  Europe. Aa you know, the Soci&l Democratic Partv
of Germany also made a contribution to the development of the idea of such a
corr idor .

Excluded from this zone would be all  nuclear munitions, including nuclear
m i n e s ,  t a c t i c a l  a n d  t h e a t r e  m i s s i l e s ,  n u c l e a r  a r t i l l e r y ,  l a u n c h  a ircra f t  o f  the
t a c t i c a l  s t r i k e  forces a n d  surface-to-“ir missi la unita capable of ueinq nuclear
weapons. A considerable proportion of these weapons consists of what are known as
“dual-purpose” weapons.

For our  pert ,  we are  prepared to  withdraw from this  corr idor  a l l  Soviet
nuclear weapons, and to guarantee and respect. the nuclear-free status of thi8
zone. Of course, the aqreement on this corridor must provide that. on the NATO side
there will  be no nuclear weapons in the corridor proposed by the Government8 of the
German Democratic Republic and the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic.

In our view, implementation of the proposals by Bulqaria, Romania and Greece
for a nuclear and chemical. weapon-free zone fn the Balkanfg wwld be of qreat
impcrtance. The act ive  pos i t ion taken by Poland in  re lat ion Co conf idence-bui lding
in Europe, as well as the proposals by Finland and other Weetarn European countries
f o r  a  nuc l ear - f r ee  zone  i n  th i s  r eq ion , a lso  dese*ve  at tent ion and support .

hnd now let me turn to another question which is far from unimportant - the
prohibition of chemical weapons. W e  h a v e  c o n s i s t e n t l y  c a l l e d  for an  internatiOnal
Convention on this subject to be drawn up as soon a8 pooeible - even this year -
end are enqaqinq in active talks on this subject. I  am able to  inform you that  the
Soviet Union has ceased the productian of chemical weapons. The other Warsaw
Treaty countries, aa you know, have never produced them, end have had none in their
t e r r i t o r y . The USSR has no chemical weapons beyond its frofitjers,  and where the
stockpiles  of such weapons are concerned I should ldke  to inform you that we have
bequn cons t ruc t ing  a  spec i a l  f a c i l i t y  f o r  dastroyinq  them. The entry  into
opera t ion  o f  t h i s  f a c i l i t y  w i l l  enable  ttbqa process of chemical disarmament to 40
ahead rapidly once the international Convention has been concluded.

/ . . .
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Returninq to the problems of nuclear disarmament, I  .dsh t o  s t a t e  t h a t  a m o n q
these problems, the one now closest  to  a  possible  solution is  that  of
intermediate-ranqc missiles in Europa. The United States of America is
increasinqlv beinq cel led upon to  take this  f i rs t ,  real ly  maior  step  in  the
disarmament field and thus to facilitate the creation of a fundamentally new
climate of mutual understandinq tretween  East and West,

We see  i t  es  a  fac t  of  qreat  poli t ical  importance  that  Greece ,  the
Netherlands, Spain, Italv, Finland and many other European countries have raised
their voices in favour of solvinq the Euromissile problem.

W e  i n v i t e  P a r i s ,  Lonrlon a n d  B o n n ,  f o r  t h e i r  p a r t ,  t o  cor.tribute t o  f r e e i n q
Europe from medium-ranqe nuclear missiles and to move forward at last to nuclear
disarmament.

For where, if  not in Europe, ?.s t h e  t i m e  r i p e  f o r  a  braakthrouqh  t o  t h e  n e w
polit ical  thinkinq!

Allow me in this connection to say a few words ahout the role of Europe in the
modern wor Id. It  is indeed more tnan appropriate that our thouqhts should turn to
this  subject here ,  in  Czechoslovakia , where the qeoqraphical centre of Europe is
loceted and where there is even a stone to mark the spot.

We attach primarv importance to the European aspect of our foreiqn policy,
Why? Above al l  because our  peoole  l ive  on th is  continent ,  the** are ,  toqether  with
others , t h e  l e q i t i m e t e  h e i r s  o f  t h e  c i v i l i s a t i o n  t h a t  a r o s e  h e r e ,  a n d  thev a r e
makinq their  inteqral  contribution to  i ts  development.

Socielism has  marked a  major turninq point  in  the centuries- lonq history of
this  part  of  the  world. From time immemar ial, wars constituted the turninq-points
here. The overthrow of  fascism and the  victory  of  social is t  rsvolutions in the
Eastern European countries created a new situation on the continent - a miqhtv
force arose here which set itselt the objective of breakinq the interminable chain
of  armed confl ic ts . I t  i s  sociaLlam which Europe has to  thank for  the  fact  that
this is now the fifth decade in which  its  peoples have not known war.

Now, too, we stronqly oppose the division of the continent into opposinq
mili tary  blocs , the accumulation here of weapons stockpiles, *-verythinq which qlves
r ise  to  the  threat  of  war .

In the liqht of the new thinkinq, we have put forward the idea of Europe as
beinq “under one roof”. This is not a nipe dream, but the outcome of a serious
analys is  of  the si tuation on the  continent . The concept of “Euf;pc under one roof”
means above all acknowledqina a certain unity, even thouqh  we  are  speakinq of
States belonqinq to different social svstems and qrouped into opposed military  and
p o l i t i c a l  b l o c s . I t  combines  withi,]  itself problems tnat  are  r ipe  for  solution
with the  existence  of  real  possibil i t ies  of  solvinq them.

Given its hiqh population densitv and hiqh deqree of urbanization, Europe is
over-saturated with armaments, with two armies of 3 million facinq each other.

/ . . .
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Even “convent ional m war here would be ruinous, not onlv hecauee  Nconventional”
weapons are now manv orders of maqnitudo more destructive than those which rece
used durlnq the Second World War, h u t  b e c a u s e  t h e r e  a r e  i n  i t s  t e r r i t o r y  a b o u t  200
nuclear power station sites and an extensive network of major chemical plants,  an
attack on which would render the continent unin,hahitahle.

Or take pollution of the environment in which we live. Industriali zation and
transport  in our  continent  are  developed to  such a  scale  that  the  ecological danqer
has already approached the critical point. This problem has qone far beyond
national borders to hecome a Europe-wide prohlem.

It  is  t ime to  think,  too,  ahout how inteqrat ion processes  in  the two par ts  of
Europe will proceed in future. The laws of  the  world ecol\omy  are  object ive ,  and
scientif ic  and technical  proqress , as well,  prompts the search for some form of
mutually  advantaqeous  c o - o p e r a t i o n .

The Council  for Mutual Economic Assistance has q’ven the siqnal for the
buildinq of  bridqes in  the  interests  of  al l  European peoples . It may be assumed
that the new processes in the economies of the countries of the socialist community
will make it  possible to activate and enrich with new content the economic
co-operation between the two halves of Europe.

Europe “from the Atlantic to the Urals” i s  a l s o  a  h i s t o r i c a l  a n d  c u l t u r a l
c o n c e p t  i n  t h e  hiqhest  s p i r i t u a l  s e n s e . Here world civilization  has been enriched
hv the ideas of the Renaissance and the Enliqhtenment, the humanist tradition and
the stud*; of  social ism have f lourished,  and a  priceless  heritaqe  has been buil t  up,
throuqh the  effor ts  of  men of  qenius of  a l l  the  European nations,  in  al l  f ields  of
scientific knowledqe and artistic achievement.

Thus WR are proposinq, instead of a nuclear crematorium for Eu’ope, the
peaceful development of the multi-faceted and at the same time unified European
c u l t u r e .

Our idea of Europe as “under one roof” in no way means that we intend to shut
the door in ai?yone  * s face. On the contrary, the proqress of Europe would enable it
to  make a  st i l l  qreater  contribution to  proqress  throuqhout  the  rest  of  the  world.
Europe must not shun participation in solvinq the problems of hunqer, indebtedness
and underdevelopment, or  in  promotinq  the  el imination of  armed confl ic ts .

There need he no doubt that the Europeans are, without excf+ption,  in favour Of
a strenqtheninq of the atmosphere of qood-neiqhhourliness and trust,  coexistence
and co-operation on the continent. This would be in the fullest sense a triumph of
the new polit ical  thinkinq.

T h e  movewnt t o w a r d 6  t h i s  o b j e c t i v e  i s  i n  n o  way d i c t a t e d  solelv \W moralistic
considerat ions. I t  is i n  t h e  u n d e r l y i n q  i n t e r e s t s  o f  a l l  E u r o p e a n  natiorr.q,  f o r  i n
OUC aqe Of interdependence more  and more problems  art? arisinq which  cap t-w 6nla;rd
onlv throuqh the joint  effort6  of  the  European ancl Indeed the  entire  world
community. Is  not  a  united front  essential  aqainst such threats to c)vi\hzat itm as
terrorism, crime and druq arldiction? Sllrcly  i t  i s  c l e a r  that !lnless WC,  ‘,.)1’1 our
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efforts today in cunbatinq  the new scourqe of AIDS that is afflictinq mankind, then
tomorrow it may already be too late.

Th i s  l i s t  cou ld  be  con t inued . Literally dozens of extremely complex problems
are today becominq qlobal  in  status, in other words they can be solved only through
the efforts of the united world community. Europe can set a worthy example, and
our countries are fully resolved to make their worthy contribution to doinq 83.

It  i s  in this context  that  we view Czechoslovakiags  ini t iat ive  for  the
conveninq  of an economic forum. We are convinced that this can play a major role
in strenqtheninq the economic security of States and the development of mutually
advantageous CoQQeratiOn.

The same motive underlies our proposal to hold in Moscow a conference of the
State8 participatinq in  the  Conference on Securi ty  and Co-operat ion in  Europe to
discuss  the  development  of  humanitar ian co-operat ion.

We feel  that  any idea  which would real ly  lessen the  strains of confrontat ion,
to  however  smali an extent , i s  worth puttinq forward and discussinq. A qreat  deal
has already been done, on a joint basis, to  promote  universal  recognit ion of the
concept of Europe as under one roof. The post-war structure  of Europe is qenerally
accepted. T h e  H e l s i n k i  p r o c e s s  i s  a l i v e ,  and  i s  g radua l l y  mak inq  i t  po s s ib l e  t o
strenqthen trust between all European countries.

‘M act in this way, to make mutual interests apparent, to reduce thtr level  of
mil i tarv  confrontat ion and to  s tr ive  for  a nuclear-free  world  - this is how we
sht 9 *d l ike to conduct affairs in Europe.


