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V V a guide to some of the jargon of the nuclear arms race

No.1 BALLISTIC MISSILES
 O .

Ballistic missiles are those which leave the earth's atmosphere and go into space for
part of their flight. They have three parts - B .
1) a rocket booster ;
2) a guidance system to keep the missile in the right direction;
3) the payload, which is the word used by military and scientific experts to mean

explosive warheads. if. ó
After the rocket booster has burnt out, the "payload" freewheels towards the target- -'-I

with the force of gravity.ñ " i

Examples of Ballistic missiles are the British TRIDENT (launched from a submarine);
the Soviet SSð20 ("SS" means surfaceðtoðsurface), and the American PERSHING (which
has an accuracy of within Ã0 yards).

' . ró

A modern ballistic nuclear missile carries as much explosive power as all ythe bombs
used in all of World WarWII. ;F" V.ó." ._ " .
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In 1957 at the Labour Party's debate on
disarmament, Aneurin Bevan declared that
he was not prepared to go ñnaked into
the conference chamber".... But what was
it Bevan had to hide ? Bevan came into
the world naked, naked he left it. why
should he be afraid to go into the
conference chamber to discuss matters of
global life and death ? Nhat he had to
hide was nothing less than his humanity.

Of course he had to hide it. For no
naked human being, conscious of his own
essential ordinariness, the chair
pressing against his buttocks, his toes
wriggling beneath the conference table,
his cock hanging limply a few feet from
Mr. Brezhnev's, could play the game of
international politics and barter like a
god with the lives of millions of" his
fellow men. No naked human being could
threaten to press the nuclear button.

4
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So I come to my proposal. Our leaders
mustè be given no choice but to go naked
into the conference chamber. At the
next summit,  there shall be a notice
 pinned to the door. "Reality Gate.
Human beings only beyond this point. N0
CLOTHES." And then, as the iron maiden
takes her place beside, the bionic
commissar, it may dawn on them that
neither she nor he is made of iron or
steel but rather of warmer, softer and
much more magical material, flesh and
blood. Perhaps as he looks at his navel
and realises that he, like all the rest
of us, was once joined from there to a
proud and aching mother, as Mrs.
Thatcher feels the table-cloth tickling
her belly, they will start to laugh at
their pretensions to be super-human
rulers of the lives of others. If they
do not actually make love, they will at
least barely be capable of making war.

-  NICHOLAS HUMPHREY 1982
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How should the peace movement greet the news of'a
possible agreement between Reagan and Gorbachev on
Intermediate Range Nuclear Forces in Europe (INF)?

Perhaps the first thing to realise is that
although all the pundits and the politicians from
Moscow to Minneapolis and Melton Mowbray to
Maidenhead are jumping up and down in a frenzy,
the treaty ain't signed yet. And we shouldn't
perhaps be holding our breath as we wait. The grim
truth is that since Hiroshima NOT A SINGLE.RUCLEAR
WEAPON HAS BEEN SCRAPPED THROUGH MUTUAL AGREEREHT.

There are probably many reasons for this,
including the built-in 'Negotiation From Strengthô
approach of both sides, and perhaps a deep-seated
reluctance to really slow down the nuclear arms
race.

It may hoever be different this time. Mr.
Gorbachev desperately needs to have an
arms-reduction deal under his belt, in order to
strengthen his position in the Kremlin, and fight
off possible challenges to his liberalisation
drive from the "right". Mr. Reagan needs to repair
his crippled image in the aftermath of Irangate,
and he only has a short time before he finally
strolls off into the sunset.

john wayne
r .

randolph scott I'8mb0
There are other factors too. The Soviet leadership
probably does have a genuine desire to see a
slowing down of the arms race. Their economy is
only just managing to stagger on, under the
enormous strain of keeping up with the West's
military spending (The USSR spends roughly the
same as the USA on defence, but has only half the
Gross National Productf). The Soviet experience
during World Nor II, when they lost 22 million
people undoubtably has an effect on the
leadership, and probably makes them more
enthusiastic disarmers than the politicians in
Washington whose experience of war is largely of
the John Woyne, Randolph Scott and Rambo variety.

óii
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On the strategic level, it could be argued that in
the overall context of their huge armouries,
Cruise, Pershing and SSð20 wouldn't be such a
great loss anyway. Cruise and SS-20 in particular
are rather clumsy weapons, and wouldn't- it be
better to place Cruise out at sea, in submarines,
rather than have to creep around dodging
Cruisewatch on Salisbury Plain.

Despite all this, I don't think we in the peace
movement should dismiss a Zero Option out of hand.
Firstly there is no doubt that one of the factors
that has brought these two men together is us. The
peace - movement has succeeded in forcing
disarmament onto the political agenda and no-one
can ever take that away from us. (Before 1980,
nuclear weapons hadn't been discussed in
Porliament for 11 yearsl). .

Secondly we have helped to actually create a
feeling all around the world that something' must
be done about the spiralling nuclear arms race,
and this does create a subtle pressure on leaders
from all sides.

is >1ó.party time L 75; I
And thirdly, the foot is that whatever their
motives, if Reagan and Gorbachev sign this treaty,
we will have won something that we have campaigned
for for over 7 years. N0 CRUISE! N0 SS-20! That
was the call that brought us all out onto the
streets in 1960. For the first time ever they will
have agreed to ban a bomb! We should celebrate.
Not for them but for us. We should have a huge
party and invite everyone along, and we should
sing and dance and eat and drink and have a good
time. It's not to say thank you to them but to say
well done to us. And it's not to go home and think
ð that's alright then.... nothing more to do; but
to go from our party with a new sense of strength
and a renewed sense of urgency.

We've helped get rid of these.
How let's get rid of the rest.

 Pete Strauss
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PEACE AND LIES

It is now being revealed that the
Conservative Government has been
modernising Britain's first-use nuclear
battlefield weapons  in Europe while
telling the House of Commons that no
decision has been made to do so.

The decision was made in 1983, although
many ministers have consistently denied
that this was the case. Now it turns out
that Britain, along with the rest of NATO,
plans to include two new types of nuclear
shells and a new air-launched cruise
missile by the early 1990's as part of
"modernisation" plans.

Calling these things óbattlefield nuclear
weaponsó makes them sound like small
things. In Fact each shell would have the
explosive power of one Hiroshima bomb,
i.e. the power to destroy a city and its
people in a matter of minutes.

In simple terms, the Government has been
lying. In deceiving the House of Commons,
it has been saying that it is not worth
telling the people of this country what is
going on, in matters that are vital to
everybody's interests and security. This
is the same Government that says it's
nuclear defence policy is there to defend
the country, to defend ófreedom and
democracyó. A For this Government
"democracy" is the ability to deceive the
majority, "freedom" is the freedom to lie.

No -doubt a few Labour MP's will draw
attention to this deceit, and say it is a
bad thing. But you can be certain that the
Labour Party will not make a big thing of
it. Of course they should. If they were
interested in freedom and democracy, they
would be demanding the resignation of a
Government that can practice such deceit.
They will not, for two reasons. Firstly,
Kinnock and the Labour Party are keen not
to make a ófussô about defence. Kinnock
wants to appear 'statesmanlike'. He wants
to win an election. He wants power.
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Secondly, and more significantly, it is
almost certain that the Labour Party would
have done the same thing if they were in
power. Labour's record in office in terms
of nuclear ódefenceô policy is as bad if
not worse than the Tories. In fact it was
a Labour Government that made the decision
for this country to have nuclear weapons
in the first place, with the same kind of
secrecy, lies and deceptions. And, more
recently, to secretly update the Polaris
nuclear weapons system. Labour's record
only  goes to show that, like the present
Conservative Government, their concern
lies not with freedom and democracy, but
with having power, and sucking up to the
United States of America. Indeed, as these
latest deceits are exposed, Mr. Kinnock
has told Mr. Reagan that a Labour
Government would not get rid of Cruise
missiles whilst the USA and USSR are
negotiating on such matters - the same two
superpowers who have spent countless years
discussing ódisarmamentô with the whole
world on the edge of nuclear holocaust,
and with more and deadlier nuclear weapons
being introduced all the time 1!

Those people genuinely wanting a peaceful
world and an end to the insanity of
nuclear weapons can only draw two
conclusions from the news of this latest
Government deceit and from the records of
British political parties in Government
since the Second World War.
Firstly, that our mainstream political
parties cannot be trusted. Secondly, that
if people want peace, they must demand it
for themselves and act for themselves, not
rely on politicians whose ideals ô and
promises are always tailored to gain power
for themselves. -

These are hard lessons for "people to
learn, particularly when so much of the
media tells them otherwise. But if they
are not learnt, the cost could be so much
harder. The cost could be nuclear war.

 Les Parsons + March 1987
I

- ~.

- ' as - all
_ 1ó i 1ó

LL? ; 4ó. ' '
H \ ., ' .' ' "7 R

LrF- T t _óf_ -_ - ó ..0 0 0 a ~. ~ A. __\, __ó_ Eó ; I . '5; ML

--sn.n\-u.m+-- ó






