—~r .
- - '.k LY ]
NIV YU N A o X
NG -"-"‘g":.%’!. ) 9:93\;! t.\':\" ::-’}.' ‘(&ﬁhn
‘:0." o 0'0.:‘." R4 ..‘: .. “':‘."’ ; £y ”’ ¥\ e
/ s vorlrane :E,’N y=h g :l{, o‘:‘?
.tov"\'k\soo‘ 1Yy Lz - . ){
Rk Bow A -r..:h Crl X .01\; i s BNANY
" ....‘).i'y":"‘-:g.:—.ﬂ’%.‘.izh {o.o.‘.ul
" - Y u:‘.. " % -, )
‘{2.'-:.‘.":1“{,’ .{;;iu;'!‘:",m"’l, e ':i
‘5(?“\0'»‘2\ PP AR verR 1Y
e RN v: 2o th XA ’
.'... ’ ,'l\10 ..&4‘. '-$ & .w
R g

&

-

q
E -
“1'”:,
L)

A

s::
(#4
.:I
A
il
18
;4
Y,

>
2
<

o

s
{
)
"

7] ..:
S

B ¥ 3 AT

‘ '? 2\ 4"

,"i? 1' ) ,) \‘t(].

r&}&‘?‘qrr \P?’/”( b}
" 'b*'ff‘:?’}"} ey

& 3 e 2} P
R R o, ,
: 4-~ f‘ﬁé’ﬂ“ﬁﬁ"ﬁ"ﬁ&; e

LI RV - e b i B b S K IR i
FOREST FIELDS PEACE GROUP JULY 198




~ THEARMSRACEAT
SEA-A GLOBAL ARMS
RACE

Recently, much peace movement campaigning
has been concentrated on land-based
weapons like Cruise, Pershing and §5-20.
Out of sight, but just as deadly are the
bombs and missiles based on ships and

submarines. There are - over 15,000
nuclear warheads in naval arsenal, nearly-

one third of the wnfid@total. - 994 of
them belong to the US and the USSR.
The Weapons Over ‘ half the. - nuclear
weapons at sea are long-range  strategic
missiles aimed mostly at cities and other
major targets. These include Trident,
Folaris and Poseidon. The other naval
nuclear weapons are "tactical®, designed
for attacking ships, subs and land-
- targets within their reach. These
- .include depth—-charges dropped from
helicopters, and Sea-Launched Cruise
Missiles. For Nato, deploying SLCM's off
European coasts is one way of getting
round the INF treaty! These SLCM's
create special problems for disarmament,
hecause it is so hard to distinguish
between the nuclear and the conventional
versions, and so verification is very
complicated. The US has just started a
programme to deploy 4000 long-range
SLCM‘s (with about 750 being nuclear) and
the USSR is also known to be developing
similar types of its own.

Ruling the Waves The Soviet Union’'s
fleet is larger in terms of numbers, but
the US fleet is more powerful. The US
has 14 huge and sophisticated air-craft
carriers while the USSR has 4 much
smaller ones. The US has access to ports
all over the world while the USSR has
only one ice-free port and fewer bases
round the world.

Apart from the Atlantic, there are other
oceans where the superpowers confront one
another. About half the US fleet 1s
hased in the Pacific, and has major bases
in Japan, the Fhilippines, Korea, Hawaiil,
Australia and BGuam; and the USSR has a
major base in Vietnam. The U8 Sixth
Fleet is based in the Mediterranean, and
both the US and the USSR have bases 1n
the Indian Ocean.

The Dangers ~As we know the US is
prepared to use nuclear weapons first 1f
"necessary" (see Feb/March Newsletter).
Both sides are unable to maintain full
communication with submarines at  all
times. In this context, it is not hard
to imagine how a  single burst ot
accidental fire from one side (even an
accidental one) could lead to the use of
nuclear weapons fired from the sea, and
then full nuclear war. Other dangers
arise from " the nuclear reactors that
many ships and subs have, to enable them

to patrol for long periods without

“refuelling. ' Collisigns and accidents can
dead to radioactive pollution of the
seas. :

Disarmament There are currently very few
treaties of naval nuclear weapons, though
Gorbachev has offered talks on reducing
weapons in  both the  Nordic and
Mediterranean region. For the Feace
Movement, it‘'s important to try and keep
up the disarmament momentum in theory
begun by the INF Treaty. Disarming the
Geas is as important as disarming the
land. Eritain has both tactical and
strategic nuclear weapons at sea, and
Thatcher should be putting them on the

disarmament agenda.
’
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Nowadays even the superpowers

their "concern" at the danger of nuclear
war . Gorbachev has made one proposal
after another and Reagan has spoken - L

his desire for a world without nuclear

to sign, with a great deal of bluster and,

ballyhoo, the INF treaty. But despite
this "honeymoon" between the big powers
is the world, or even Europe, & safer
place? |

Experience of previous superpower
agreements - the ABM treaty, SALT I and
SALT " 11,  for example - suggests that

agreements between the superpowers are
reached when it is mutually convenient
for them (America and Russia) to develop
the arms race in other directions. These
treaties are then later mutually
disregarded and torn up, also when it 1s
mutually convenient. All the signs are
that the same thing will happen to the
INF treaty.

The INF treaty removes any medium-range
nuclear missiles, a mere 4% of the
superpowers”’’ arsenal, leaving their
enormous stockpiles of other weapons:

nuclear, chemical and conventional in
Europe together with their hundreds of
bases and hundreds of thousands  of
troops. Obviously it is these "extras",

not covered by the INF treaty, which
really threaten the peace and security of
Europe. But there is evidence that even
the little taken away by the treaty is
too much for the superpowers to stomach.
The treaty was signed, but even before
the ink was dry both Nato and the
Warsaw Pact held urgent meetings to
not further reductions, but the increase,
redeployment and modernisation of their
nuclear arsenals. For example, the
Soviet Union is redeploying its Yankee
class of submarines to the waters around
Furope. Each of these submarines carries
sixteen nuclear warheads with a range of
up to 1,800 miles. It is also
redirecting some S5-24 missiles onto
European targets. These moves are being
mirrored by the US which is planning a&

new class of vsubmarine, Sea Wolf

hunter submarines, for the already
overcrowded and dangerous water around

Euwrope. The Americans also plan to
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interest.
This alleged desire has led them

plan,

proceed with a long-range,
strategic, MX missile to rival the
strategic Soviet §5-24s. The ink is not
yet dry, but Gorbachev, no doubt in the
of peace (!!!), has offered to
co—operate with the Americans on
developing the Star Wars programme, while
in Britain further deployment of cruise-
carrying F-11 planes and cruise-carrying
submarines - not covered by the treaty -
have already been agreed to.

There are other factore which
that the treaty has not brought
nearer. In the first place neither
has changed their
Americans still act
swagger in Central America (Nicaragua)
and Europe (NATO interference in
Denmark’'s affairs); the Soviets stil
trample on the Afghan people, etc. MWhile
the strident, pro-NATO, "peace through
strength" voice of Thatcher is still as
loud as ever. And it has to be said that
Britain through 1its replacement of
Polaris with Trident and its demands foO
American troops and missiles to remain 1in
Europe is helping to raise the nuclear
temperature. ~ .
After their third summit in Washington
Reagan and Gorbachev described the INF
treaty as the first step on the long road
to peace and disarmament. But after
their latest one in Moscow they were
unable to create even the illusion that
they had moved any further along this
road. It would be a mistake to believe
that the peoples’ struggle for peace can
be replaced by various scraps of paper
signed by Reagan and Gorbachev however
"sincere" either of them claim to be.
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