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THEY GIVE YOU A FOUR MINUTE WARNING

- WE'RE TELLING YOU NOW -



Hiroshima And Nagasaki

At 8.15am, 6th August 1945, the Japanese
city of Hiroshima was the victim of the
first ever war-time atomic bomb. It was
very small by modern '"standards" - 12.5
kilotons - but in .the first few months
140,000 people had died.

The dying carries on however, and now that
total is 200,000. Even people who were
~yet unborn in 1945, but whose mothers were
exposed to radiation, now suffer terrible
diseases and malformations.

On August 9th, Nagasaki received the
second nuclear bomb used in war. This was
bigger = than the Hiroshima bomb and 70,000
people died instantly. It had a
destructive vyield of 22 kilotons...... (a
Cruise m15311e has 200 kllotons)
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It is now: generally agreed that thg ~b¢mh§
were exploded: over . .Japan to end’it
quickly before
deeply involved in the Eastern Front.
Japanese were
and had sent
mid-July.
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There was much pressure to use the bombs

for 'scientific' reasons, to test out the
work that had been done over previous
~months. The public reason for dropping
the bomb wa that it would bring a speedy
end to the war and save American and
Japanese 1lives. This argument is still

heard today but it wears rather thin when
Nagasaki is taken into account.

There seems to be no reason why '""Fat Man"
(named after Churchill because it was
round and friendly looking) was dropped on
Nagasaki, except as a cynical and
unnecessary experiment. |

When he heard the news about the Hiroshima
bombing. President Truman said, '"This is

vthe greatest thlng in hlstory
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at leoshlma reads;
Hay we never repeat this
mistake".

NO MORE IROSHIAS
NO MORE NAGASAKIS
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FIVE MORE YEARS

I was hoping to write this Page Three Comment in the
wake of a Labour Party victory. It was going to be
called 'Rubbing Their Noses In It'. I wanted to
outline how, with a Labour government starting to get
rid of our nuclear weapons, we - the peace movement -
would have to remind everyone that the British people
had been told time and time again that without nuclear
- weapons we would be exposed to some kind of nuclear
blackmail and the Russians would occupy the country.
Everyday without nuclear weapons would be a victory for
the peace movement. Everyday we would rub the faces of
the nuclear 1lobby in the facts, asking where the
invaders were. Destroying the myth of nuclear
deterrence and the need to negotiate from strength.
Well wunfortunately with "101 Damnations" giving
Thatcher another five years, all that is going to have
to wait. And in the meantime we have to work out what
we are going to do.

First of all there are two clear facts that we have to

recognise. : ~
That whatever hope we may have still have held after

the '83 Conservative victory, we have to accept that
there are now going to be no easy victories. We are a
more mature movement now but a weaker one in terms of
activists, energy and resources. This third
Conservative victory will not help that.

And that the political world in'which we are working in
is now very different from that 1in which the peace
movement was revived in the early 80's. We should not
overlook that important achievements were made - not
least the cracking of the consensus in British nuclear
politics -~ but we also have to recognise that the
results of two elections clearly show we have not won
this stage of the struggle. With the situation now
changing I think we have to acknowledge our defeats and
move on.

There are'threé areas I would like to look at.

Firstly, ignoring the superpower arms talks what is the
British political system going to be like ? Fairly
obviously Trident will be almost fully deployed by the
next election, the money will be spent and much of the
anti-Trident majority gone. Bad news. I guess the
Labour Party with a stronger left-wing and with Neil
Kinnock remaining as leader will retain its basic
unilateralist position. Good news. I also imagine
that the percentage of people disagreeing with a
nuclear defence policy will, as it has been doing over
the last five years, slowly increase. More good news.
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The Tory Party will retain an aggressive nuclear

defence policy, and will maintain strong military 1inks
with the USA. No-news there.

Secondly in reality we cannot ignore the ‘superpower
arms negotiations, we have to Took at what effect they
will have. Cynically any agreement may mean very
Tittle in real terms. The removal of a few thousand of
the 50,000 warheads - and their probable replacement in
some different form. However I think it would be very
unwise to ignore them as a "sham". I think the peace
movement has to follow the talks closely, and use them,
not as the superpowers (and probably our own
government) will to make people feel safer, but to
expose Thatcher as a world leader who isn't in fact

interested in disarmament. Also we should try to build
pressure for continued arms agreements beyond what is
on the current agendas. With the first arms agreement

signed it will be hard for them to argue that further
agreements aren't possible.

Thirdly I think there will almost certainly be renewed
attempts to create a new "enemy". Much of government
policy both on defence and domestic control depends on
the perception of an "enemy", a threat, "them". With
the Soviet Union increasingly difficult to portray as a
threat to Western civilisation, experiments have
already got underway to find a substitute, most likely
it will emerge somewhere from the Arab world. If we
are ever going to achieve peace we must smash the
concept of the "enemy". We have to show that as human
beings we share only common interests with the peoples
of other countries. "~ We must not allow them to
substitute a new enemy for the old.

And so with another five years of struggle to go I
propose three aims to our peace campaigning.
The continuation of our successful work to convince the

British people that nuclear weapons are not part of a
sensible defence policy.

To follow and exploit the arms talks to build a

-pressure for an escalation in disarmament.

To work against the concept that we are faced with an
aggressive enemy and to work against the creation of

new enemies.

To argue for a need not only for a non-nuclear but also
a non-aggressive defence policy.

"Dave Dickinson



















