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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: TO THE NATION -- GENEVA SUMMIT \/VJC. /){/,ﬁ

My fellow Americans. Good evening. In 48 hours, I will be
leaving for Geneva for the first meeting between an American
President and a Soviet leader in six years. I know that you and
the ,people of the world are looking to that meeting with high

(?xpec atlons> so tonight I want to share with you my hopes and to

O

My mission, stated simply, is a mission for peace. It is to : ‘
Alace

tell you why I am going to Geneva.

engage the new Soviet leader in what I hope will be a dialogue
that eﬁ%ﬂmyio‘r;g as) my Presidency -- and beyond. It is to

sit down across from Mr. ggrbachev and try to map out, together,
a basis for peaceful/discourse/even though our disagreements on

fundamentals will not change.

It is my fervent hope that the two of us can begin a process
which our successors and our peoples can continue; a process of
facing our differences frankly and openly ese—tirzt—we—cen beglgféo
narrow and resolve them; a process of communicating effectively
so that our actions and intentions are not misunderstood; a

process of building bridges between us and cooperating wherever

possible for the greater good of all.

Our meeting will be a historic opportunity to set a steady, more

constructive course through the 21st century.

The history of American-Soviet relations, however, does not augur

- M ¢

< ¢
well for euphoria. Eight of mf’predecessors -- each in his own!

way in his own time -- sought to achieve a more stable and



peaceful relationship with the Soviet Union. None fully
succeeded. So I do not underestimate the difficulty of the task
ahead. But these sad chapters do not relieve me of the
obligation to use my years as President, and the capacities God
has given me, to try to make ours a safer, better world. For our
childen, our grandchildren, for all mankind -- I intend to make
the effort. And it is with your prayers, and God's guidance,

that I hope to succeed.

Success at the summit, however, should not be measured by any
short-term agreements that may be signed. Only the passage of
time will tell us whether we constructed a durable bridge to a

safer world.

This, then, is why I go to Geneva. To build a foundation for

lasting Peace.

0 nd'

When we speak of peace, however, we do not mean just the absence

of war. We mean the true peace that Lesks on the pillars of
individual freedom, human rights, matural self-determination, and
respect for the rule of law. History has shown us that peace is
indivisible. Building a safer future requires that we address
candidly all the issues which divide us, and not just to focus on
one or two issues, important as they may be. Thus, when we meet

in Geneva, our agenda will seek:



-- not just to avoid war, but to strengthen peace;

-- not just to prevent confrontation, but to remove the
sources of tension;

-- not just to paper over differences but to address them;

-=- not just to talk about what our citizens want, but to let

them talk to each other.

\Egtzf;;\§he Ngciéz;\genie Eﬁﬁk—TTT’////ii”’
e \_— '

-- Since the dawn of the nuclear age, every American

President has sought to limit and end the dangerous competition
in nuclear arms. I have no higher priority than to finally
realize that dream. 1I've said before, and will say again, a ..

nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought.

We have gone the extra mile in arms control, but our offers have

not always been welcome.

In 1977, and again in 1981 the United States proposed to the
Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These
offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The following year, we
proposed the complete elimination of a whole category of
intermediate range nuclear forces. Two years later we proposed a
treaty for a global ban on chemical weapons. In 1983, the Soviet
Union got up and walked out of the Geneva arms control

negotiations altogether.



I am pleased, however, with the interest expressed in reducing
offensive weapons by the new Soviet leadership. Let me repeat
tonight what I announced last week: The United States is
prepared to reduce comparable nuclear weapons by 50 percent. We
seek reductions that would result in a stable balance between us
-=- with no first strike capability =-- and.ne-cheattryg.

g\‘& ﬂl lutu-g
If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no losers,
only winners. And the whole world would benefit if we could both
find a way to abandon these weapons altogether and move to

non-nuclear defensive systems which threaten no one.

T Regional I)ge}\da /Endinﬁ}s Mnd&y/\/
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But nuclear arms control is not of itself a final answer. As I

.i/ .\/ [ \ e, v v L
reminded the editors of Pravda and Izvestia two weeks ago:

. v . - v v o . L t v
nations do not distrust each othér because they are armed. They
dte arméd because they distrust each other. Gép&—sfnce—We;;d—War

le soldier i i > 20

m&44éea-peep4a—hana_died_in_cnnnentéenal_waxfiz It is the use of

force, subversion, and terror that has made the world a more

dangerous place.

Thus today, there is no peace in Afghanistan; no peace in

Cambodia; no peace in Angola; no peace in thiopia, and no peace
v . v -
in Nicaragua. These wars havélclalmed<éyﬁareds o thousandf)o&
7 | L ;
lives and threatén to spill over natiocnal frontiers.



That is why in my address to the United Nations I proposed a way
to end these confl%%s, a regional peace plan that calls for --
ceasefires, negotiations among the warring parties, withdrawal of
all foreign troops, democratic reconciliation, and economic

assistance.

I made that proposal in the hope of never again having to phone
thé parents of American servicemen killed in action or cut down
in some terrorist attack -- in the hope of never having to face
the terrible alternative of submitting to blackmail or responding

with a call to arms.

| T
Four tf;es fﬁfthig/éentﬁ;y ou;/soldférs havé beén s&nt ovéiseas.ﬁzgﬁv. ,
td/figﬁf/iﬂ/%oreign 1a;g;. Theff/;emain§/can/gé/koﬁga € éﬁ:&fﬁﬁﬁ?
way fro{ﬁis Af'fgd;&f Francd] t5 th 5| islands of the W»)

Weéf;rn Pacific. Not once were these solidiers sent abroad in
the cause of conquest. Not once did they come home claiming a

single square inch of some other country as a trophy of war.

A great danger in the past, however, has been the failure by our
enemies to remember that while we Americans detest war, we love
freedom -- and stand ready to sacrifice for it -- as we have done

four times in my lifetime.

WH@ ghks
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In advancing freedom we Americans carry a special burden.

belief in the dignity of man in the sight of God gave 1rth b#/ /»Jﬁi

/VW/V

this country. It is central to our being. ' born%&‘
' "y
éﬁzz;’saddies on théir baéksy" Thomas Jefferson tSld the world (/828N

/’ -
-SeRBEELes a§6. Freedom is America's core. We must never deny

it, nor forsake it. Should the day come when we Americans remain

silent in the face of armed aggression then the cause of America
-- the cause of freedom -- will have been lost, and the great

heart of this country will have been broken.

This affirmation of freedom is not only our duty as Americans, it

is essential for success at Geneva.

Freedom and democracy are the best guarantors of peace. Histgry
has shown that democratic nations do not start wars. Respect for
the individual and the rule of law is as fundamental to peace as
arms control. A government which does not respect its citizens'
rights and its international commitments to protect those rights

is not likely to respect its other international undertakings.

That is why we must and will speak in Geneva on behalf of those
who cannot speak for themselves. We are not trying to impose our
beliefs on others. We had a right to expect, however, that great

states will live up to their international obligations.
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I am prepared to enter into a quiet dialogue with Gorbachev. We
are interested in results, not rhetoric. He will find me a

reasonable partner in this regard.

PimITYY, fenduring peace requires openness, honest communications,
and opportunities for our peoples to get to know one another

directly.
Genegg Presidéﬁg Eisenﬁg;er, prepiring f5; his ff;st meeting with

7~ vl
thé<%heﬁ?govié€/leaa;}, ma¥e hi§/0pen Ski¥s proﬁﬂgél afid af offer

v’ )
&% ne¥ educatfonal and cultu¥al exchanges with the Soviet union.

The U.S. has always stood for openness. Thifty yéﬁfs a§o in

He recognized that removing the barriers between people is at the

3

heart of our relationship:
Re;:rictions og/communfé;tions df/ali/kinﬁg, inéfading rzalo
and travel, existing in extreme form in some places, haye
operated as causes of mutual distrust. In America, the
fervent belief in freedom of thoughﬁ)cf expression, and of
movement is a vital part of our heritage. 254585

—— . p e

And I'm determined to try to lessen the distrust between us, to

reduce the levels of secrecy, to bring forth a more "Open World."



Imagine if Joe Smith in Poughkéepsie could meet and visit Sergei
Ivanov in Sverﬂisvak, if Sergei's son or daughter could spend a
year, or even three montﬁs living with the Smith family, going to
summer camp or classes at Poughkeepsie High, while Smith's son or
daughter went to school in Sverdlovsk? Soviet young people could
learn first hand what spirit of freedom rules our land, and that
we do not wish the peoples of the Soviet Union any harm. Our
young people would get first-h&nd knowledge of life in the USSR,
and perhaps a greater appreciation of our own.

- Imagine if people in Mlnneaeg;ls could see the K;;;v
Ballet live, while citizens in Mkhatchkala céﬁid séélan Ant€rican
pMy or hear Duke Ell%/;ton s band? And how about Soviet

children watching Sesame Street?

- ﬁz/haéé/hiﬁ/educgiional dnd cultiral exchanges for 25
yez;;, afrd afé/ndg—cloﬁg/t6/compléfing a rew agréghent. But I
feel the time is ripe for us to take bold new steps to open the
way for our peoples to participate in an unprecedented way in the
building of peace. That is why I intéﬁg t6/§rop5;é tS’M;:
Gorbachév at Geneva that we” exchange thousands §? our‘zitizens

- v T ~ - o healll
from fraternal, religfshs, educational, and cultural groups.

- e
We are going to suggest the excﬁ;hge'of thousands of -
undergraduates eacdh yeat, and high schbol students who would live
with a host family and atté&nd schools or” sumnter caﬁﬁgj We also

-look to increase scholarship programs, improve language studies,



develop new sister cities, establish libraries and cultural

centers, and increase athletic competitions.

People of both our nations love sports. If we must compete, let

it be on the football fields and taamsuﬂo+'HL6444.6a££"

In science and technology we propose to launch new joint space
flights and establish joint medical reseach projects. 1In
communications, we would like to see more appearances in the
other's mass media by representatives of both our countries: 1If
Soviet spokesmen are free to appear on American television, to be
published and read in the American press, shouldn't the Soviet
peoples have the same right to see, hear, and read what we

Americans have to say?

These proposals will not bridge our differences, but
people-to-people contacts can build genuine constituencies for

peace in both countries.

Let me summarize, t 9 he vision and hopes that we carry with

us to Genva.

We go with an appreciation, born of experience, of the i%;}
differences between us- --between our values, our systems, our
beliefs. But we also carry with us the determination not to

permit those differences to erupt into confrontation or conflict.
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We go without illusion, but with hope---hope that progress can be

made on our entire agenda.
Again, the elements of that agenda are these:

First, we believe the advance of human rights is the only certain
guarantee of peaceful relations between states. Free and
democractic peoples do not go to war against one another in the

20th century.

Second, we believe that progress can be made in resolving the
regional conflicts burning now on three continents---including in
this hemisphere. The regional plan we enunciated at the United

Nations will be raised again at Geneva.

9
Third, we are proposing the bg@dest people-to-people exchanges in
the history of American-Soviet relations, exchanges in sports and

culture, in education and the arts. Such exchanges can build in

. 4 "‘\» ~ ~
our ‘thousands of societied¥coalitions for cooperation and peace.

N

if hzgﬂ’school and college students from Moscow and Minsk, from

Tashkent and Kiev, can visit
/

erisa every summer, they will not

itaristic people. If thousands of

cAn
American high school studgnts,spesd their summers in Russia and

go home thinking we are a
Lithuania, Estonig\and the aine, they will convey a message
about the American people and nation many people Soviet citizens

never hear.



11

Governments can only do so much: once they get the ball rolling,
they should step out of the way and let people get together to
share, enjoy, help, listen and learn from each other, especially

young people.

Fourth, we go to Geneva with the sober realization that nuclear
weapons pose the greatest threat in human history to the survival
of the human race, that the/xfﬁs race must be stopped. We go
determined to search out, and discover, common ground---where we
can agree to begin the reduction, looking to the eventual

elimination, of nuclear weapons from the face of the earth.

-- It is not an impossible dream that we can begin to reduce
nuclear arsenals, reduce the risk of war and build a éolid
foundation for peace. It is not an impossible dream that our
children and grandchildren can some day travel freely back and
forth between America and the Soviet Union, visit each other's
homes, work and study together, enjoy and discuss plays music,

television, and even root for each other's soccer teams.

These, then, are the indispensablg elements of a true peace: The
steady expansion of human rights for all the world's peoples,
co-operation between the perpowers in bringing to resolution
those regional conflicts in Asia, Africa and Latin America that
carry the seeds of a wider war; a broadening of people-to-people
exchanges that can diminish the distrust and suspicion that

separate our two peoples. Lastly, the steady reduction of these
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awesome nuclear arsenals--until they no longer threaten the world

we must both inhabit. This is our agenda for Geneva; this is our

policy; this is our plan for peace.

We have co-operated in the past. In both World Wars Americans

and Russians fought on separate fronts against a common enemy.

<
Ned% the di;y of Mursansk soﬁg—of/but/awﬁ’natiﬁﬁ ate bdfied, J%%;if
herod&s wﬁsfhiéa of wourds sustained of the tréacherous North -
Atlant{c and Nodeh Selw conGoys thd€ carrfed t& Rusdia the
indispensable tools fcﬁsurvival and victory. /x%//kf

So, while it would be naive to think a‘single summit can
establish a permanent peace, this conference can begin a diaioque;'
for peace.

My.fellow Americans, there is cause for hope -- hope that
freedom will not only survive but triumph, perhaps sooner than
any of us dares to iragine.

How could this he? Because this same 20th century that gave
birth to'nuclear weapons and pqlice states, that has witnessed so
much bloodshed and suffering, is now moving inexorably toward

-

mankind's age-old dream for human dignity and self-determination.

, L v A’
' We see the dream alive in Latin America where 90 percent of

‘the people are now living under governments that are democratic
or moving in that diraction =- a dramatic reversal from a decade

ago.
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We see the dream stirring in Asia, where Singapore, South
Korea, Taiwan and China are vaulting ahead with stunning success.

We see the flame flickering in Afghanistan and Angola where
brave people risk their lives for the same liberty we Americans
have always enjoyed. We see the dream still stirring in the
captive nations of Central Europe. In Poland, men and women of
great faith and spirit -- the members of Solidarity, the faithful
of the Catholic Church == rise up again and again for better
lives and a future of hope for their children.

A powerful tide is surging. And what is the ﬁriving force
behind it? |

It is faith -- faith in a loving God who, despite all the
ordeals of the 20th century, has raised up the smallest believer
to stand taller than the most powerful state. It is faith in the
individual. And it is the desire for freedom -- freedom for

people to dream, to reap the rewards of their own unique

abilities to excel.

We've-seen what a restoration of faith and a renewed belief

in t prth of an open society have zfaqt to America: A

Mbn tai. &

Nat ogAredis Overing its destiny, greatness.

r€stored vitality of the American economy has helped

1ift up the world economy, holding out to the family of nations
the vision of growth .

The re-building of America's military might and overseas
alliances has rekindled world respect for United States' power,

confidence and resolve.
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awesome nuclear arsenals =-- until they no longer threaten the
world we must both inhabit. That may be an impossible dream; but
it is also mine.
This is our agenda for Geneva; this is our policy; this is
our plan for peace.
Both Nancy and I are grateful for the chance you have given
us to serve this Nation and the trust you have placed in us. I
know how deep the hope of peace is in her heart, as it is in the
heart of every American mother.
-_——”ﬂ—aﬁ_h_—;;;ently, we saw together a moving new film, the story of
Eleni, a woman caught in the Greek civil war at the end of World
War II, a mother who because she smuggled her children out to
safety in America was tried, tortured and shot by a firing squad.
It is also the story of her son, Nicholas Gage, who grew up-
to become a reporter with the New York Times and who secretly
vowed to return to Greece someday to take vengeance on—tggfﬁﬁn
who sent his mother to her death. But at the dramatic end of the
story, Nick Gage finds he cannot extract the vengeance he has

promised himself. To do so, Mr. Gage writes, might have relieved

the pain that had filled him for so many years but it would also
have broken the one bridge still connecting him to his mother and
the part of him most like her. As he tells it: "her final cry...
was not a curse on her killers but an invécation of what she died
for, a declaration of love: 'my children.'"

How that cry has echoed down through the centuries, a cry

for the children of the world, for peace, for love of fellowman.
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Here then is what Geneva is really about; the hope of
heeding such words, spoken so often in so many different
places --—on?é”a§s€f5330urﬁéy:fB”a*premiseﬂTiand, by a carpenter
beside the Sea of Galilee -- words calling\‘g“il men to/k/ers /
and all nations to be one. \;
Here is the central truth of our time, of any time, a truth
to which I have tried to bear witness in this office.
When I first accepted the nomination of my party, I asked
you, the American people, to join with me in prayer for our

Nation and the world. Six days ago, in the Cabinet Room,

religious leaders from across our country -- Russian and Greek
Orthodox bishops, Catholic Cardinals and Protestant pastors,
Mormon elders and Jewish Rabbis, together made of me a similar

request,

Tonight, I am honoring that request. I am asking you, my

fellow Americans, to pray for God's grace and His guidance -- for
all of us -- at Geneva, so that the cause of true peace among men
will be advanced and all of humanity thereby served.

Thank you, God bless you and good night.
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know how deep the hope of p

you, the American people, to join with me in prayer for our
Nation and the world. Six days ago, in the Cabinet Room,
religious leaders from acroés our country---Russian and Greek
Orthodox bishops, Catholic Cardinals and Protestant pastors,

Mormon eleders and Jewish Rabbis, together made of me a similar

request.

Tonight, I am honoring that request. I am asking you, my fellow
Americans, to pray for God's grace and His guidance---for all of
us -- at Géneva, so that the cause of true peace among men will

be advanced and all of humanity thereby served.




The storming of Petrograd’s Winter Palace -in the October Revolution is- usually depicted by Soviet artigy -
a bloody encounter between Bolshevik -forces and government troops. In fact, the Winter Palace was ﬁ“
defended, and its seizure by members of the Military Revolutionary Committee was virtually bloodieg

9. History - -

Russia’s government, economy, and society
were all put to a severe test in World War I,
during which Russia suffered serious military
reverses before its final defeat. ( For an account
of the history of Russia to the February Revolu-
tion of 1917, see Russia.) Czar Nicholas II, like
his predecessor, did not permit reforms to en-
croach on the principle of autocratic rule. Be-
fore the outbreak of the war, his conservative
ministers had successfully blocked efforts in the
Duma, the popularly e{ected chamber of the
Russian legislature, and in the zemstvos, which
were provincial and municipal legislatures, to
move toward constitutional government. When
the government sought support from the Duma,

zemstvos, and trade unions during the war,
they increasingly served as public forums for
criticism of government scandals and military
mismanagement. :

Russia’s industries-and railway system had

grown rapidly since the 1890’s. But Russia re--

mained dependent on foreign investments, im-
ports, and outside technical aid, and it lagged
well behind the major European powers. in in-
dustrial capacity. In wartime, neither industries
nor railways could meet military and civilian re-
quirements simultaneously. Agriculture, while
producing an export surplus in normal times,
was pered more and more by antiquated
methods and recurrent droughts.

Peasant poverty created serious problems.
Peasants made u&eover three -quarters of the

pulation, and majority of them were il-
iterate. A large number weére landless or living
on tiny holdings. When the peasants became foot
soldiers in World War I, even their traditional
political conservatism did not sustain their loyal-
ty, for in 1917 many deserted. The industrial
workers, a small but politically important seg-
ment of the population, had been the target of

428n

socialist propaganda since the 1890’s. They
more responsivé to its appeal as the war

on. The small middle class, divided in its ouge
look, offered neither firm support for the

in wartime nor an effective altenative to thg
existing system of government.

REVOLUTION AND CiVil WAR

Food shortages and labor problems during #g"
winter of 1916—1917 led to unrest and ™
an outbreak of strikes and demonstrations
Petrograd (formerly St. Petersburg) on March
1917 ( February 23, Old Style; thus the “Feb
ary” Revolution). Two days later Cossack unill
joined the demonstrators, and by March
(February 27, Old Style) units of the Petrogr i
army garrison were in revolt and controlled ¢
city. - =

A waminﬁ from the Duma to the czar
sulted in his decree dissolving the Duma. Du
leaders defied the decree and created a p
visional government under Prince Ceorfi Lvow.
It was dominated by the Constitutional Demge
crats (Kadets) and included one socialist, Alei
—sandr F. Kerensky. The czar was persua
abdicate on March 15 (March 2, Old Style)
his brother chose not to ascend the throne us
invited by a constituent assembly. s

The Provisional Government promised poliilé
cal freedoms, social and land reforms, and a cg
stituent assembly to shape a new pof.itical ord
It also resolved to continue the war in coopems
tion with its allies. But major Russian militsg
defeats in June and July created public de
illusionment. They led to Kerensky's a
ment as premier and increased representatité
for the socialist left. However, public supp®
for the new govérnment was eroded as the P
posed reforms were delayed. .

- Left-Wing Forces. Socialists and other 0!
cates of radical reform formed soviets (counci
of workers’ and soldiers’_ deputies.
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UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS: 9. History

) were formed later.) The Petrograd
"‘.‘B a revival of the short-lived St. Petershurg
*’".c:' of 1905, was formed at the same time as
provisional GCovernment. The Petrograd
ot asserted its right to veto acts of the gov-
fnt and orders of military commanders.
l’"‘h,nussn'an Congress of Soviets convened in
’.‘? The soviets, dominated politically by the
"ﬁnlshevik majority of the Social Democrats
o the peasant-oriented Socialist Revolutionary
¥ . prought about the resignation of some
a,’,g cabinet members and the inclusion of
Jists in the government. )
ql'ith German assistance, Vladimir I. Lenin
from Switzgrllz:ndBt?hRuisi? llin April.
. iately urged his Bolshevik followers to
K '“r:e?nore yradical stance. Russian military
ﬁ produced an armed Bolshevik-led demon-
o in Petrograd in July. Lenin did not at-
to seize power, and the threat of arrest
him into hiding. The Socialist Revolu-
arty, the Mensheviks, and other non-
E socialists continued to dominate the

vt

o
a‘hé\'i
ll%h Bolshevik In September 1917 an at-
by Cossack n. Lavr G. Kornilov to
row the Provisional Government with
brought from the front was averted partly
grmed Bolshevik support of the government,
Kerensky had sought. From then on Bol-

4 influence in the soviets increased.
with some difficulty Lenin persuaded Bol-
:k leaders to stage a coup against the gov-
@mment, carried out on November 6-7 (October
Old Style; thus the “October” Revolu-
-),’ The Red Guard seized key objectives and
gmested the cabinet, though Kerensky had him-

Lenin announced this victory to the Second
AB-Russian Congress of Soviets, which was meet-
at the same time. It appointed an all-Bol-
ik cabinet ( Council of-People’s Commissars)
with Lenin as chairman. -The Congress_of So-
gists became the new government’s legislature,
@l a pyramid-like structure of elective soviets
was made formal in the 1918 constitution of the
Samian Soviet Federated Socialist Republic
FSR), adopted by the Fifth All-Russian

of Soviets on l]uly 10, 1918.
. Most_opposition political parties were banned
gihin a few weeks after the coup. The Constit-
pat Assembly was freely elected with a large
ist Revolutionary party majority, only to
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and the south as a base of operations, made two
major drives northward but were defeated early
in 1920. A further effort under Cen. Pyotr N.
Wrangel was turned back also, and by November
1920 the Bolsheviks were in control of the south
up to the Caucasus and Baku. French forces
that had intervened in the southern Ukraine like-
wise withdrew, as did British forces in the
Caspian area.

In the north, a White (anti-Soviet) army
under Gen. Nikolai N. Yudenich advanced on
Petrograd from the Baltic states in the fall of
1919 but was repulsed. British and American
forces occupied Archangel and Murmansk from
June 1918 to October 1919 and supported local
anti-Soviet regimes, but they withdrew when
efforts elsewhere failed. -

In May 1918 the Czech Legion, which had
fought beside the Russians against Germany and
was in transit across Siberia to link up with the
Allies in western Europe, joined the anti-Bol-
shevik forces. They seized control of the Trans-
Siberian Railroad and held it for several months
in 1918. Siberian White forces under Adm.
Aleksandr Kolchak advanced westward in- Euro-
pean Russia in the fall of 1918, but in 1919 they
were driven all the way to eastern Siberia and
expelled. A Bolshevik effort to take Vladivostok
was blocked by Japan, which had occupied parts
of eastern Siberia. )

Efforts by the Allies to mediate the Civil
War proved fruitless, and in 1919 they declared
a blockade of Russia. Russia’s western frontier
with the revived Polish state remained undefined,
though the Allies had proposed the Curzon Line,
running from Lithuania to Czechoslovakia.~ Po-
land occupied part of the Ukraineé in April-May

Mass starvation stalked the cities of Russia after the
1917 Revolution when the peasants refused to sell their
produce for rubles greatly depreciated by inflation.

THE BETTMANN ARCHIVE

g cdosed by the Bolsheviks after meeting for a |

days in January 1918.
At the time the Bolsheviks took power, Lenin
a radical land settlement plus im-
te efforts to end Russia’s participation in
. War I. Difficult negotiations with Ger-
resulted in the Treaty- of Brest-Litovsk
h 3, 1918), under which Soviet Russia
its entire western borderlands, whose non-
peoples then proclaimed their indepen-
. The Ukraine had earlier declared its in-
nce from Russia. Lenin, while opposin
ian independence except under Bolshevi

B, had agreed to Finland's independence.

W Civil War. The Russian Civil War of
B-102] began within weeks after the Bolshe-
came to_power, with the revolt of Cossack

By the summer .of 1918 the revolt had
id into a major conflict. Anti-Soviet Cos-
under Gen. Anton I. Denikin and Gen.
N. Krasnov, using parts of the Ukraine




UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS: 9. History

! ] I T a0 ] 1921(21. But neihber. lPolan‘dt nor Sovieg
; could score a decisive victory in ¢t

Biam ST s war, which was ended by an armis:}ge Tl
SEA | tober. Proclamation of the Communis; (1} @
International (Comintern) in Moscow in 18

increased the apprehensions of the w» 198,
powers, which accordingly supported Polang
the other new nations on Russia’s westery :
War Communism. During this period 1.

o o g promoted an improvised system ofp centra) S
IC CIRCL \ nomic management known as War Comp,
: which was adequate to support the war ef;
not to revive the badly deteriorated epgy
In the countryside, grain confiscation ang .g
to promote class warfare alienated mosy of
peasantry. Industries, banks, and trade Were
tionalized, trade unions were curbed and &%
bidden to strike, and compulsory labor was g
(For a more detailed discussion of the Ryue®
Revolution and Civil War, see Russiay g ﬂ}
LUTION. ) -

s 2SS Petsamo (Pechenga)
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THE NEP PERIOD, 1921-1928 .

The devastating effects of the Civil gy
Russia’s economy obliged Lenin to make ®
sions at home and to seek recognition by foress
powers in order to promote both securitg'a ' to circu
economic recovery. The New Economic P"h \"ersaill&i
(NEP), formally proclaimed at the 10th Pagy =""' (April-
Congress in March 1921, loosened restrictiong g
private trade and permitted private manag ]
of small industries. In return for a renews) o
commercial ties, Lenin offered compensatioy g
foreign governments and foreign companieg (™
Tlosses they had suffered as a result of natio :
tion. He even tried to attract foreign inv
to open up natural resources. But the
enterprises_ remained nationalized under
Supreme Council of National Economy. Bagy
ing and foreign ~trade remained governmeg '
monopolies. - _

In the countryside, forced requisitions
replaced with a tax inkind on grain in an efle$
to boost production and gain peasant suppg
Small individual farms of limited acreage
legalized. Although land itself could not leg
be bought and sold, peasants could again Wi
their output on the open market. e suder the

Diplomatic Normalization. Negotiations t & regime
the end—of 1920 for restoration of trade willy ~ i was
Britain were one of the main redsons for the M ‘
ing of the Allied blockade. An initial agreems [

- with Britain was  made formal in 1921. Ot
_ European countries - soon resumed trade :
Russia. When, in 1924, Britain’s first Labos
overnment extended diplomatic recognition,
gid most other European governments and Jap
but not the United States. :
; i] TcIle —Treaty olf ﬁhgg O(fi Mar%h 1921he§t=t
’ ) ished- a Russo-Polis undary. Treaties ha wiith
\ ) ! @ rea]dy been signdein lzt;};:i prle)ceding year v};iﬂs the :m:,;ngﬁoﬂ:_

¥ Baltic states and Fin . Dispute over Bessase =

WESTERN BORDERLANDS - Big, st that time in Rumania’s gosscssion, et PR

LOST BY RUSSIA BETWEEN a- similar agreement with that nation: A 108 E:n and B
e
Bef ~

Be '.,wnt-born

R
—

(Chinese
to cooperati

= agreement with Turkey’s new natjonalist govem
1914 AND 1921. ment, led by Kemal (later Kemal Atatiirk), sl
1914 borders tled boundary disputes and underscored the $6
viet desire to restrict foreign navies in the Bladk’
Sea. Friendship treaties were also signed
. Iran and Afghanistan.
""""" Curzon Line - _Negotiations with the new Weimar RCP?:H
) 600 Mi. in Germany began in secret during the
S —— War. In 1921 the German General Staff o \
) cluded a secret treaty with Moscow that enabe

S 1921 borders
L
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CHART 7
Strategic
Nuclear Weapons
of the Superpowers
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The 50,000 warheads and bombs in
nuclear arsenals today include 17,400
weapons in the strategic forces of the su-
perpowers. Their range is intercontinen-
tal. Each weapon is powerful enough to
destroy ‘a large city—if there were that
many cities in the whole wide world.

“I do not think it is possible to exaggerate
the gravity of the possibilities of evil that lie
in the utilization of atomic energy.”

Bertrand Russell
United Kingdom, 1945

Nuclear Overkill

Although the dividing line between weapons that could be used in conven-
tial war and those available for nuclear war has been blurred by the rapid ad-
vance of military technology, nuclear weapons are still in a class by them-
selves in destructive power, viz:

@ A single nuclear weapon in today’s arsenal could blot out a city and its in-
habitants in a matter of minutes.

@ A few thousand of these weapons could destroy the world as a habitable
planet, ending life for the living and the prospects of life for those not yet born.

The awesome life-destroying qualities of nuclear weapons were recognized
thirty-eight years ago, when the first two atomic bombs turned two Japanese
cities into fiery rubble. No international agreement against the use of those
weapons in war has been reached, but over 100 wars have been waged since
1945, and no nuclear weapon has been used again.

It is all the more remarkable, then, that the world’s stock of nuclear weapons,
which was 3 in 1945, has been growing ever since and is 50,000 in 1983, that as
much as $900 billion of the public treasure may have been spént over the years
to improve their efficiency, their destructive power, and the means of deliv-
ering them accurately to targets as far distant as the other side of the world. No
single measure can convey the scope of the “progress” achieved through this
vast expenditure of effort, but one indication 1s that the explosive yield of the
nuclear weapons stockpiled today by the US, USSR, UK, France, and China is
equivalent to 1,000,000 Hiroshima bombs.

How could it have come about that weapons that were morally repugnant,
unusable in war and unthinkable in their effects on human life became the
center-piece of military policy by leading nations of the world?

Doctrine

After the first demonstration in war of their appalling destructive power,
the comforting rationale for acquiring nuclear weapons was to prevent their
use by a hostile nation. The doctrine of deterrence rested on the belief that no
sane leader could order their use against an enemy without realizing that his
decision would mean national suicide; that the inevitable reciprocity by the op-
ponent would result in loss of life and an z?ony beyond the ability of any na-
tion to survive.

How many weapons were necessary for deterrence was never made clear.
There was no national debate on this question. Could the objective be ex-
pressed in absolute terms and, if so, would it mean a minimum of 10 city-
destroying weapons or 1,000? How many lives, what proportion of the enemy’s
industrial capacity, had to be assured of extinction? Or should deterrence be
considered a relative—the threatened punishment being related to what the
enemy threatened? Equivalence then would be the name of the game, and
“balance” the goal of the weaponeer. Balance has no finite restraint. The un-
certainty of what the opponent may do next encourages worst-case assump-
tions and makes the competition open-ended.

The lack of consensus or even debate on the requirements clearly made de-
terrence an uncertain base for determining nuclear sufficiency. It set no limits
on the number of weapons necessary to protect the nuclear peace.

Beyond this weakness there was always nagging doubt about the adequacy
of deterrence in all contingencies. It made no allowance for the irrational act,
for accident, electronic error, deliberate use of a nuclear bomb by terrorists, a
tense situation slipping out of rational control, a breakdown of communica-
tions with a remote submarine or battlefield. Nuclear war could be started
even in the face of inevitable annihilation.

- Into the breach stepped damage limitation. The concept was a natural sup-
plement to deterrence doctrine, offering insurance if deterrence should fail.
Damage limitation meant ghat nuclear weapons must be given the capability to
destroy other nuclear weagons before they could sow death and destruction. It
could also justify unremitting efforts at modernization: goals of pin-point ac-
curacy, an MX with the power to blow up missiles in their silos, the ultimate
Star Wars defense through satellite systems.

With such justification for limitless exploration, elaboration, and expendi-
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y c - Wars and War-Related Deaths Since 1945

Number of Deaths Number of Deaths
scation and Identification of Conflict Civilian®*  Military* _Tota! Location and Identification of Contlict Civillan®  Military* Total
tin Amfrica 305,000 133,000 451,000 3F:r gast 4,501,000 3,406,000 9,185,000
| ina urma
Insurgent armed forces vs Péron na na 3,000 1948-51 Communists & others vs Gowt. na na 8,000
1976-79 *Disappearances” after military coup 6,000 1,000 7,000 1980 Communists & others vs. Govt. na na 5,000
2 Bolivia ; 35 Cambodia -
1952 Civilt war > e - 15000 1,000 2,000 - 1970-75 Khmer vs Govt; US, NV invad. . na na 156,000
3 Brazil ) .. ; 1975-79 Pol Pot V8 ,massacres 1,500,000 500,000 2,000,000
8‘8‘2 Rightist terrorism o . DAL DA 1,000 109rzs-on Vietnam invasion vs Pol Pot _ © 10,000 10,000 20,000
¢ Chi : A 36 China Loiged
1973 WMilitary coup ousted Allende na na 5,000 1946-50 Communists vs Kuomini Gowt. na " na 1,000,000
5 Colombia 1962 India invasion; border conflict 1,000 1,000 2,000
1948 Political violence ‘na na 1,000 1967-68 Cultural revolution na na 50,000
1949-62 “La Violencia”; civil war 200,000 100,000 ° 300,000 37 Indochina™
5 Costa Rica , 1945-54 War of indep. vs French puppet Govt. 300,000 300,000 600,000
1948 Civil war 1,000 1,000 2,000 38 Indonesia
! Cuba 1945-46 War of indep. vs Dutch & UK 4,000 1,000 5,000
1958-59 Civil war; Castro vs. Batista 2,000 3,000 5,000 1950 Communists & Moluccans vs Govt. na . na 5,000
3 Dominican Her i 1953 Darut Islam vs Gowvt. na na 1,000
1965 ivil war; US intervention 1,000 2,000 3,000 1956-60 Civil war na na 30,000
) El Salvador ) - 1965-66 Abortive coup by communists;
1979-on  Civil war foliowing military coup 35,000 10,000 - 45,000 massacres 500,000 0 500,000
) Falldands 1975-80 Annexation of E.Timor; massacres 90,000 10,000 100,000
Argenting vs. UK. .0 - 1,000 1,000 39 Korea, S. ) b .
I Gualemala . 1950-53 NK invad; UN interven.; China invad. 800,000 1,200,000 2,000,000
1954 nght-wmg coup overthrew Arbenz na na 1,000 40 Laos
1966-on  Civil war 33,000 2,000 35 :000 1960-62 Pathet Lao vs Govt. : na na 5,000
! Honduras ; 1963-73 N. Vietnam invas.; US bombing ,10,000 8,000 19,000
1969 “Soccer war”; El Salvador invasion na 2,000 2,000 a Malaysu :
} Jamaica . 1950-60 Communists v8 Govt; UK intervening na na 13,000
1980 Election violence na na 1,000 42 Phnllppines
} Nicaragua 1950-52 Huks vs Govt. 5,000 4,000 9,000
1978-79 Sandinistas vs Gen. Somoza 25,000 10,000 35,000 1972-80 Muslims vs Gowvt. 10,000 10,000 20,000
 Paraguay 43 Taiwan )
1847 Civil war . na na 1,000 1954-55 Civil strife na na 5,000
 Peru 44 Tibet
1983 Shining Path (Maoist) rebels vs Gowt. 1,000 — 1,000 1950-51 Chinese invasion and conquest 2,000 0 2,000
. . 1956-59 Civil war; China intervening 60,000 40,000 100,000
'g:eoe na 10,000 175,000 45 Vietnam
k . " ’ 1960-65 NLF vs Diem Gowt.; US interven. 200,000 100,000 300,000
184549 Communists vs Govt.; UK intervening na na 160,000 196575 Peak of Indo-China War; US bombmg 1,000,000 1,200,000 2,200,000
} 1979 China invasion 9,000 21,000 30,
g ‘1l'urk Uprising and USSR invasion na 10,000 10,000
1977-80 Terrorist violence; military coup ('80) na na 5,000 :érlxcbe " 1,970,000 1,388,000 3,552,000
Ti
iddie East 264,000 132,000 547,000 1945 Civil strife; France intervening 2/ 0 2,000
} 1954-62 Muslims vs Gowt.; Fr withdrawal (62) 302,000 18,000 320,000
i 1974 Nat. Guard vs Makarios; Turkey invad. 3,000 2,000 5,000 . 196263 Former rebel leader vs Govt. 1,000 1,000 2,000
a
15%t Suez nationalized; Israel Fr., UK invad. 0 3,000 3,000 1961-75 War of independence from Pon al 48,000 7,000 55,000
1967-70 “Six-Day War"; Israel invading 50,000 25,000 75,000 = L%?sn%q UNITA vs Gowvt; Cuba interv., SA Invad. na na 12,000
! an rundi
1978-on islam vs Shah; Islam vs dissidents 17,000 0 17,000 1972 Hutu uprising; massagres by Titsi Govt. 80,000 20,000 100,000
1880-82 Jraq invasion; territorial dispute na 27,000 27,000 49 Cameroon ) ) {
} raq . 1955-60 War of indep. from France & UK na na 32,000
1958 Military coup overthrew monarchy 1,000 1,000 2,000 50 Chad =
1961-70 Civil war; Kurds vs Govt 100,000 5,000 105,000 1980 Civil war; Libya intervening na na 1,000
1882-on ¥an attack, fol. Iraq invasion na na 50,000 51 Ethiopia
I lsrael 1974-on Eritreans vs Gowt. for secession 11,000 25,000 36,000
1048 Invasion by five Arab states 0 8,000 8,000 1976-on Ogadenvs Gowt. for sec.;Cubainterven. 15,000 21,000 36,000
1973 “Yom Kippur War™; Arab states invad. 0 16,000 16,000 52 Ghana :
3 Jordan 1981 _Ethnic war; Konkomba vs Nanumba na na 1,000
1870 Palestinians vs Gowt; Syria invading 1,000 1,000 2,000 53 Guinea-Bissau
} Lebanon -~ 1962-74 War of independence from Portugal 5,000 10,000 ¥ 15,000
1958 Civil war; US interveni 1,000 1,000 2,000 54 Ka;za ;
1975-76 Muslims vs Christians; interven. 75000 25000 - 100,000 195263 War of independence from UK 25000 20,000 45,000
1962 Israe! invasion vs PLO & Syrian forces 4,000 16,000 20,000 55 Madagascar
! Syri 1947. War of independence from France 13,000 2,000 15,000
1 Gowvt. massacres of Sunni Muslims 10,000 0 10,000 .
3 vgmen 1953-56  War of independence from France 3,000 0 3,000
Attempted coup by Yahya family 2,000 2,000 4,000 57 Mozambique '
1962-69 Civil war fol. coup; Egypt intervening na na 101,000 - L965—75 War of independence from Portugal na na 30,000
igenia
buth Asla 1,874,000 574,000 2,449,000 1967-70 Civil war; massacres of Ibo 1,000,000 1,000,000 2,000,000
3 Afghanistan 198081 Fundamental Islam vs Gowt. na na 5,000
1978-on Muslims vs Gowt; Soviet inlervention 50,000 50,000 100,000 59 Rwanda |
) Bangladesh 1956-65 Tutsis vs Hutu Govt.; massacre of Tutsis 105,000 3,000 108,000
1971 Bengalis vs Pakistan; india invad. 1,000,000 500,000 1,500,000 60 Sudan &
I India 1963-72 Civil war; blacks vs Arab Govt. 50,000 250,000 300,000
1946-48 Muslims vs Hindus; UK interv. 800,000 0 800,000 61 Tunisia .
1947-49 Muslims vs Gowt. in Kashmir; 1952-54 War of independence from France 3,000 0 3,000
Pakistan invas. 1,000 2,000 3,000 62 Uganda
1948 india invasion of Hyderabad na na 1,000 1966 Buganda revolt for secession 1,000 1,000 2,000
1965 Pakistan invas. of Kashmir; India interv. 13,000 7,000 20,000 1971-78 Civil war; ida Amin coup; massacres 300,000 0 300,000
1883 - Election violence in Assam - - - 3000 - 3,000 - 1978-79 -.Tanzania vs Amin; Ubya interv. —~-pa -—3000 —.- 3,000
2 Pakistan 1982 Guerrillas vs army 1,000 0 1,000
1971 india vs Pakistan over Bangladesh na 11,000 11,000 63 W Sahara
g gam Baluchis vs Gowvi. for separate states 6,000 X X o 12?3‘75-0n War of indep.; Polissario vs Morocco 3,000 7,000 10,000
re
197 Attempted coup by Maoists 1,000 1,000 2,000 & 1Za 960-6b'}.'Katanga secess.; UK & Belg. interv. na na 100,000
1964 ~ Civil sirife na na 1,000
Wars—deaths averaging more than 1,000 g Zimbabwe
Intervention—overt miltary action by foreign , at the invitation of the govern- 1972-79 Guerrillas vs white minority Govt. na na 12,000
ment in power. " I 1983 Political violence 2,000 0 2,000
Invasion—armed attack by foreign country, including air a wi vasion.
= » WORLD TOTAL 8,914,000* 5,643,000* /16,359,
anot Jo  “incomplete; breakdown of civiian and military deaths not avalable in &l cases.  “*now Vistnam, Laos, and Cambodia  $now part of China
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NOTES ON DATA

The notes following provide a brief background on defi-
nitions and sources, and are intended to alert the general
reader to some of the measurement problems in an interna-
tional compilation of this kind. Readers wishing to use the
detailed figures for analytical purposes are urged to con-
sult the original sources, which more adequately convey
the scope and qualifications of the data.

Specific queries may be addressed to the author (Box
1003, Leesburg, Virginia 22075). Professional comments
and suggestions are welcome at all times, and particularly
from national statistical services which could add to the
accuracy of the reporting.

Revisions—I[n compiling this ninth edition of World
Military and Social Expenditures, all statistics were re-
viewed and corrected to include the most recent data
available for the 142 countries that are covered. Because
of revisions by original sources and the changes in sources
that are sometimes necessary, the detailed national datain
Table Il cannot be used as a time series, or to judge
trends.

Time frame—Although the statistical tables were
largely prepared in 1983, the latest year for which ade-
quate world-wide coverage was possible for many of the
social statistics was 1980, and for some it was 1979. Social
datatend to lag behind military. Projections to 1980 were
therefore necessary for some of the social statistics, while
military, population, and GNP data were generally avail-
able through 1981.

Qualifications of the data—In the post-war period
there has been a major leap forward in the availability and
reliability of data for international comparisons. Never-
theless, any world compendium of this sort inevitably rep-
resents subjective judgments in selecting and presenting
statistics, and inctudes data that are uneven in quality. Nu-
merous factors affect comparability and suggest caution
in making comparisons between countries. For example:

1. Some statistical systems, especially in developing
nations, are in the early stages of development; beyond ur-
ban areas, coverage may be nonexistent or extremely
sparse.

2. The practice of limited disclosure of statistics con-
tinues particularly in countries under communist govern-
ments. In these cases the range of error in estimates made
by foreign experts is unknown and may be wide. Most of
the figures shown for Albania, China, Cuba, Laos, Mon-
golia, North Korea, Vietnam, and the Warsaw Pact coun-
tries are subject to considerable uncertainty and must be
regarded as very rough approximations.

3. Hostilities in Cambodia and Lebanon have re-
stricted the flow of information from those countries.
Where estimates are shown, they are rough benchmark
data, largely based on earlier years.

4. Variations in definitions and concepts may signifi-
cantly affect comparability. These occur even under the
most advanced reporting systems.

5. Per capita figures based on national totals reveal
nothing of the pattern of distribution in incomes and wel-
fare within countries. Differences within nations in those
patterns may mean significant differences in the level of
living of the average citizen which are not apparent in
gross indicators.

Gross National Product

Gross National Product is the economy's total output of
goods and services, valued at current market prices paid
by the ultimate consumer.

GNP, as stated above, is the most comprehensive mea-
sure of the national economy. but it does not cover some
important areas of economic activity. Household services
and that part of the product which is outside the market are
not included in the GNP. For this reason, it is likely to be
more representative, as a measure of overall product, for
developed economies than for developing. The difference
in coverage docs not invalidate comparisons between the
two groups of countries, but it may tend to exaggerate the
contrast between them.

The GNP figures are drawn largely from the data fund
of the World Bank. For this report, the Bank's calculations
in national currencies are converted to dollars using
single-year exchange rates.

Military

National military expenditures are current and capital
expenditures to meet the needs of the urmed forces. They
include militqgy assistance of foreign countries und the
military t‘uﬁneuu of nuclear, space, und research and
developmeritrograms.

By custom and accounting practice, national military
budgets usually do not include expenditures for veterans’
benefits, interest on war debts, civil defense, and outlays
for strategic industrial stockpiling. Military budgets also
may exclude all or part of national intelligence expendi-
tures. Adding these items to regular defense budgets
would greatly enlarge the total of annual public expendi-
tures which are military-related, but adequate informa-
tion to determine precisely how such costs affect various
national expenditures and their overall size world-wide is
not available at present. There are also substantial social
costs which are extra-budgetary, including manpower un-
derpriced because of conscription, the tax exemptions ac-
corded military properties, and some privately-financed
R&D. Because costs such as these are not reflected in offi-
cial budgets, military expenditures tend to understate the
burden on the economy.

A standard definition of military expenditures, as para-
phrased above, is used by the members of NATO and, in so
far as it is possible to do so, it is the concept fotlowed in
this report, but major differences in national accounting
systems make it impossible to achieve general uniformity.

In Warsaw Pact and other communist countries, the
scope of the accounting for military programs is not clear
and estimates are necessary highly speculative. Some of
the uncertainties and problems in preparing estimates are
discussed on pages 44-45.

Armed forces represent manpower in the regular forces.
including conscripts. Paramilitary forces and reservists
are not included.

The manpower figures in the tables cover regular forces
only, on the premise that these provide the most consistent
basis for international comparison, and also are covered
by military budgets. Paramilitary forces (armed border
guards and gendarmerie) vary considerably in their poten-
tial for prompt and efficient military action, as do reserv-
ists, who serve for a short period in the year. (The addition
of paramilitary and reservist forces would triple the world
total of men under arms.)

In individual countries, the'significance of the size of
the force will depend on their equipment, training, tech-
nical proficiency, and morale, and also (as in the US) on
the use made of civilians in functions that are performed
by the military in other countries. Some countries have
universal, automatic draft for relatively short periods;
others, like the US, depend on volunteers, who serve on a
career basis and generally for longer periods of time.

1ISS, the recognized international authority on force
levels, also publishes data on paramilitary forces, peo-
ple’s militia, and rescrvists.

Arms trade represents the movement through official
channels of conventional military equipment and of com-
modities considered primarily military in nature. Nuclear
materials are excluded.

The export-import estimates in Table [ are compiled by
ACDA, and generally conform to the definition above.
The data include weapons, military aircraft and ships,
ammunition, and uniforms, and exclude foodstuffs, med-
ical equipment, and other items with alternative civilian
uses. They are trade figures, and therefore do not include
orders or agreements which may result in future transfers,
nor do they cover training or services associated with the
equipment transfers. They also omit other significant
routes for arms shipments, such as commercial black mar-
ket trade, official but covert arms supply, and licensed co-
production abroad. These and other unrecorded channels
would significantly raise estimates of the value of arms
moving among nations.

Military Bases and Forces Abroad

Information on overseas installations and forces is scat-
tered and incomplete. Except for the US, the sources used
for map I and the table were: [ISS Military Balance, Uni-
versity of Sussex Armament and Disarmament Research
Unit, the Center for Defense Information, The Economist,
Jeune Afrique, 1ISS Adelphi Paper 176 (for official NATO
estimates of Soviet forces in gentral Europe), and IISS
Survival. Data on US installations and forces are from an-
nual DOD reports. Press reports were used to update and
supplement information through July 1983.
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Military Control and Repression

In establishing the list of military-dominated countries
for map 2. the following criteria were considered: cxis-
tence of a state of martial law; key political leadership by
military officers; extra-judicial authority exercised by ve-
curity forces; lack of central political control over large
sections of the country where official or unofficial mili-
tary forces rule; and control by foreign military forces.

The principal sources of information were: The Stares-
man's Yearbook, The People's Almanac, Deudline Data
on World Affairs, Political Handbook of the World. The
World Factbook, and NACLA Report on the Americas.

In chart 10 as well as in the table accompanying map 2,
government repression is shown in its most extreme form,
as physical abuse of citizens through torture, brutality,
“disappearances.” and political killings. When the inci-
dence of such violence appears to occur as a matter of rou-
tine policy. it is termed “frequent”; when it is reported in-
frequently, it is termed “some.” “None™ indicates that no
cases of such abuse were substantiated in the past year: it
does not mean, however, that other forms of repression did
not occug, even rampantly. “Inadequate evidence™ indi-
cates that information was insufficient for a generaliza-
tion about the incidence of official violence.

The principal sources of information consulted were:
Amnesty [nternational Annual Report, Freedom at Issue,
US Department of State Country Reporrs on Human
Rights Practices; Council on Hemispheric Affairs Annual
Report, Americas Watch Annual Report, and Human
Rights Internet Reporrer and files.

Since the political role of the military and govern-
ments’ use of these extreme forms of represssion vary both
in degree and in the evidence available, the gencral classi-
fications used here were necessarily a matter of subjective
judgment in a number of cases, and may well be open to
dispute.

Wars and Deaths

Wars and estimated deaths in map 4 are from records
maintained by William Eckhardt, Director, Pcace Re-
search Laboratory. St. Louis, Missouri. His principal
sources are: Azar's conflict and peace data bank of the
University of Maryland, lists of wars published by Bou-

thoul & Carrére in Peace Research, and battle deaths in
Singer and Small's computer records at the University of
Michigan. These records were supplemented by news
sources available through July 1983,

Information on deaths associated with wars is incom-
plete, and Eckhardt emphasizes that all estimates must be
used with caution. No central official records arc kept. Ci-
vilian deaths are less reliable than battle deaths and are
often unavailable. War-related famine was a major cause
of high death rates in conflicts in Nigeria, Bangladesh.
and Cambodia.

—

Nuclear

Nuclear reactors—The world's inventory of nuclear
reactors, shown on page 15, and on the map, page 16-17, is
from Nuclear News, Nuclear Engineering International,
the International Atomic Energy Agency and for the US.
the US Department of Energy. Power reactors are as of De-
cember 31, 1982. Research reactors, reported by IAEA
May 1980, represent responses to a questionaire sentoutin
1978; these have not been updated recently.

Nuclear test—Nuclear explosions, as shown on chart
19, are from the US Department of Energy and the SIPR/
Yearbook 1983.

Nuclear weapons—The numbers of launchers and
weapons shown on p. 15 were calculated by Paul Walker
from counts of specific systems and their associated load-
ings. The principal sources used were publications of the
US Departments of Defense and State, 1SS, Congres-
sional Budget Office, CDI, SIPRI, and The Brookings In-
stitution. Where authorities differed, he used the number
that was most commonly cited, or that was published by
official US sources.

Walker cautions that the weapons count is extremely
sensitive to the assumptions made with respect to load-
ings. His were conservative. For example, he assumed
minimum warhead loadings of 8 and 10 for the Poseidon
and Trident missiles (vs a maximum of 14) and a nominal
loading of 12 for B-52s (vs a maximum of 24). For the So-
viet SS-18 ICBMs, he assumed that over 90 percent are
MIRV’d; since there are 4 models, only 2 which carry
more than one warhead, this may overstate the Sovict
total.
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Russia and Europe

1687 in territories under the control of Po-
land. In 1596 a large section of Ukrainian
clergy and laity joined the Roman commu-
nion in Brest-Litovsk, though most of them
returned to Onhodoxy after the metropoli-
tanate of Kiev was reunited with the patri-
archate of Moscow, in 1687, and after the
partitions of Poland in the 19th and the 20th
centuries,

In 1721 Tsar Peter the Great suppressed the
patriarchate of Moscow and replaced it with a
“Holy Governing Synod” tightly controlled
by the state. The patriarchate was not re-
stored until the Russian Revolution in Octo-
ber 1917. Between 1918 and 1939 the Ortho-
dox Church was wolently persecuted by the
Communist e. It was further weakened
in 1922 when the Renovated Church, a reform
movement supported by the government,
deposed Patriarch Tikhon and restored a
Holy S{nod to power.

In 1927 Metropolitan Sergius of Moscow
formally expressed his “loyalty” to the Soviet
government, and the patriarchate henceforth
refrained from criticizing the state in any way.
This attitude of “loyalty,” however, provoked
divisions in the church itself: inside Russia, a
number of faithful opposed Sergius, and
abroad, the Russian metropolitans of Ameri-
ca and western Europe severed their relations
with Moscow. Then, in 1943, beneﬁtting from
the sudden reversal of Joseph Stalin’s policies
toward religion, Russian Orthodoxy under-
went a remarkable resurrection; a patriarch
was re-elected, theological schools- were
opened, and thousands of churches began to
function. Between 1945-and 1959, the official
organization of the church was g;eatly ex-
panded, although individual members of the
clergy were occasionally arrested and exiled.
A new and widespread persecution of the
church was resumed in 1959-64 under the
leadership—of Nikita Khrushchev, again Siz-
ably reducing the number of open churches
and church institutions.

Sirice World War II, the patriarchate of
Moscow has been active internationally, espe-
cially in peace movements, which have en-

yed the support of the Soviet government, It
{;s also received wide recognition from other
Orthodox churches, whose leaders exchange
regular visits with its patriarch. In 1948 a con-
ference of Orthodox leaders gathered in Mos-
cow to celebrate the 500th anniversary of the
Russian Church’s autocephaly, adopted a vio-
lent anti-Western stand, condemning both the
Vatican and the World Council of Churches
for cooperation with “American imperial-
ism,” After Stalin’s death, this attitude
changed suﬁicnently to allow the entry of the

patriarchate "into the World Council of
Church&s (1969) and the development of
friendly relations with Roman Catholics after
the second Vatican Council. Voices of internal
unrest came to be heard as well, as when
Archbishop Yermogen and the priests Eshli-
man and Yakunin publicly protested in 1965 a
“government-imposed parish statute, which
much too obviously placed the pansh clergy
at the mercy of the local state officials.

e Russian Revolution of 1917 had severed
large sections of the Russian Church—di-
oceses in America, Japan, and Manchuria, as
well as refugees in Europe—from regular con-
_ tacts with the mother church. A group of
bishops who had left their sees in Russia gath-
ered in Sremski-Karlovci, Yugos., and adopt-
ed a clearly political monarchist stand. They
further clmmed to speak as a synod for the en-
tire “free” Russian Church. This group, which

to this day includes a sizable part of the Rus-

sian emigration, was formally dissolved by
Patriarch Tikhon in 1922, who then appointed
Metropolitans Platon and Evlogy as ruling
bishops in America and Europe, respectively.
Both metropolitans continued intermittently
to entertain relations with the synod in Kar-

authority. In 1931 both Platon and Evlogy re-
ceived from Metropolitan Sergius of Moscow
a request to pledge “loyalty” to the Soviet
government. y both refused: Plnton pro-
claimed his “temporary autonomy” in Ameri-
ca, while Evlogy was accepted by the
ecumenical patriarch of Constantinople.

After World War 1II, the patriarchate of
Moscow made unsuccessful attempts to re-
gam control over these groups. In 1970 it

nally recognized an autocephalous Orthodox
Church in America, thereby renunciating its
former canonical claims in the United States
and Canada; it also acknowledged an autono-
mous church established in Japan that same
year,
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ginning of the 16th century it had incorporat-
ed them into a united, centralized Russian
state, which by the 18th century developed
into a vast, yet politically centralized, auto-
cratic empire extendmg from the Baltic Sea to
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In the 18th century Peter I the Great (ruled
1689-1725) tried to Westernize Russia, and in
the 19th century other efforts .were made by
the imperial regime to modernize the adminis-
trative, social, and economic structures
State. The monarchy was overthrown in(1917;
under Lenin’s leadership the Communis
feated their opponents in a civil war (191 8—20)
and formed the Union of Soviet Socialistv
Republics. After Lenin’s death (1924), Stalin
overcame his rivals in the struggle for political
leadership; - and, usafme severe dislocation
and opposition ca by his industrialization
and agricultural-collectivization programs as
well as his political purges, he developed the
Soviet Union into a world power that played
a major role in the defeat of Germany during
World War II and, afterward, exerted a domu-
nant influence over Eastern Europe and
China. After Stalin died (1953), N.S. Khmsh—
chev, who eventually succeeded him, attempt-
ed to relnx the stnct controls g0 exzugg Soviet

o g - - oo i
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS TO THE NATION: GENEVA SUHﬁIT
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1985

My fellow Americans. st& e;;ning. I;’4§/h06;;, f’wfil E;
1eav{gg £o meét Mr. Gofg;chev, the leader Sf/the SoViet Union.

It will be the fifst sufmit béfaeen an Aﬁ;rican Pr&sident arfd a
soviet Genﬁf@l Secref;ry iﬁ/;ff/yé£;s. So, tonight, I want to
share with you my hopes and tell you ﬁhy I am going to Geneva.

My mission, stated simply, is a mission for peace. It is to
engage the new Soviet leader in what I hope will be a dialogue
for peace that endures as long as my Presidency -- and beyond.
It is to sit down acrost,from Mr. Gorb::;;x and try to map, 2222225?
together, a common causeway over the nofman's land of mistrus%&ﬁ;fﬁi_,
and hostility that separates our societies and nations.

I do not -- and you should not, my fellow Americans =--
overéét:imate the prospects for a great success at the Geneva )(
summit. The history of American-Soviet relations does not argue ” “Top

»-’1%&’"‘-—'— - - oo~ ,
well for euphoria.):Eiéhfjof{mflpredzgessors -- each in his own At;;é?

"
v v v — — "‘f%; :: wWwr
way and in his own time -- soudﬁ; to achieve a more stable and s

L v Sl gema ;ﬂt&
peacefﬁi relationship withyéa? Soviet Unfon. None fully sz
MigeA)

i S
succeeded. I do not undersestimate the difficulty of the taskzkfzﬁhk
USSR, =

But that sad record dces not relieve me of the obligation to useﬁﬁjﬁg;

o
Ths kvl
the years allotted by my countrymen, and the capacities God hasJZLuMC?

given me, to try to make ours a safer world. For ourselves, our vz
children, our grandchildren, for all mankind -- I intend to make

the effort.
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For, as I said at the United Nations, peace is God's J‘
Commandment; peace is God's will. V

You know, in my long lifetime, which exceeds that of almost
all of you listening out there, we Americans have created a
miracle on this continent. We have built as great and mighty and
rich and flourishing a nation as the world has ever seen. And we
take pride in what we have built.

Yet, much of what it has taken us a lifetime to build could
be shattéged £h half an houf ifi a nucleir excﬁ;hge with the
Sov{ét Union. The danger of thermonuclear war and the havoc it
would wreak%;és President Kennedy put igj\g§§§iﬁ§>a/ggégéﬁjéword

Svtry Ay, komans ancd k1o, T
of Damocles hanging over all of u;} The awful reality of these
weapons is a kind of terrible crescendo to the steady,
dehumanizing progress of warfare in this century.

To a few people here in this office, I recently recalled a
hotf§ deﬁ§£ed i§§ue iﬁ'mffcdilege féars. Somgﬂof u§fs€§enuous1y
ardued that in the 4dvent Gf another wofld war no civilized
perddn would ever obey an order to bomb civilian targets.
Humanity, we were certain, would never.come to that. Well, World
War II andé%ﬁ?ﬁilliom;zivilian casualties later we were all
sadly, tragically wiser. Today, we have no such illusions. We
¥now if World War III ever breaks out, the toll in human life ard
suffering would be catastrophic.

To occupy this office is to live every day with that
reality. Whenéver f/tr5§el f’aﬁ/fofigwed 5§/a miliﬁg;y aide who

v ’ - o
carries a smdll brgck attaché/case -- "tHe fogzball" i§ its

: d : 4 e z - . o v
nickname. It is a grim reminder Of the narrow line our world
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v v
walkKs every day. It contatﬁg the codfes necessary for re¥aliation

€6 a nuclear atﬁigk od/%he Uni!ga SEEE;S. A;a'f/aﬁ/§u§g a y5ﬁng
Ruséf;n offf;er wafi; ne&r ﬂ?i Go£g;chev - wiéﬁ/the ;;Qe
assignment.

And that, then, is why I go to Geneva. For peace. In the

hope of reducing the risk of war. 1In the hope of never having to

face the terrible alternative of either submitting to nuclear

e

extortion or responding with a call to arms. I am going-to wﬂ_g?d»
Geneva in the hope of never again having to phogé the pf?énts df'le %
wiGég of/Ameri€;ﬁ servicemen kilfed if actfon of cit a%m if some
terrggist aég;ck o dglf/diafaf/the time of’Greﬁgaa and the tigé
df Bz;rut.

When we speak of peace, however, we Americans do not mean
the artificial peace of permanent cola W:;T We believe true
peace must rest upon the pillars of individual freedom, human
rights and national self~-determination. Free and democratic
peoples do not go to war against one another,/in the twentieth ?
centurggr)izze peace depends upon a respect for the rule of law
and the inviolability of treaties. Nations that have broken on;ZG%L
solemn compact after another -- whether on nuclear arms or
chemical weapons or human rights -- should expect to be treated-
with skepticism when they insist that a new disarmament agreement
remains the sum of their international ambitions. Great powers

v . = v . .
that launch wars of imperial occupation against defenseless
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neiqhb&?s to théir south are not persuasive when they profess
their intention§ are on1§ benevolent and peacefﬁl toward
better-armed neighbors to their West.

In forthrightly opposing such conduct we Americans carry a
special burden. A belief in the dignity and worth of every

individual in the sight of God gave birth tolthis country. It is .
109 g 2l

central to our being. As Thomas Jefferson wrote: : )(
4bu¢,fLa«,born ﬁgézéar,saddles on their backs.| Freedom is America's core.

We must never deny it, nor forsake it. Should the day come when

we remain silent in the face of armed aggression then the cause

of America -- the cause of freedom -- will have been lost, and

the great heart of this country will have been broken.

The schedile fSr our Géneva meéfing has now be&n set déwn by
Secretdf§ Shuitz and Foreiﬁh Mifiister Shevgédnadze.

We hope to make some progress with the Soviet leadership on
all four fronts of our agreed-uﬁsg agenda: resoIGing th6§é
regiofial conflicts in As{;: Africa and Cg;tral Amerfca that carry
the sedds of a wider ﬁ5;: inaugufgting an unprecedented series of
people-to—péégle excﬁ;;qes; engaﬁihq Mr. ngbachev diréE%ly ohi
the queé%ion é% Songt violifions of humgﬁ rigﬁfg guarzgieed in’"
Ehe Daleifks AdSords. And, finall? reduézgé the dan&g; of
nucléar war anﬁ/thp é;mlnf/alng stockplles of nucléar wé/;ons.

Progress on these four questions depends upon whether Moscow
is willing to meet us halfway. Success at Geneva should not be
measured by the short-term agreements that come out of the

_ymmit) Only the passage of time -- the months and years

ol
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following Geneva -- can tell us if we have constructed a durable

bridge to a better future.

R
Even as we speak about peace, we must never forget its ysc

Tk

‘455/////’ﬂ1nd15pensab1e elements, If peace were merely the abse;ce 6f/w§§ﬂ 4
TsSR oalao

ym Hew,/9'7  thefe hds been pelice betwk@n the Urtted Stafes and"the Soviet
9

ugi p Untan fgf'thgwggasn dec4§;> gg;%&;:}c ezzgiknce. />< |

ﬁj’ But that, as we know, is neither an accurate nor full

,Mt ¢CV”/ accounting of our relationship. And that is not good enough.

,Pﬁ“ﬁk '/ Peace and freedom are inextricable, and that is the second
“577 reason I go to Geneva. For freedom. To speak for the right of
every people and every nation to choose their own future, for the
right of human beings everywhere to determine their own destiny,
to live in the dignity God intended for each of his children.

Not only is this affirmation of freedom our responsibility
as Americans, it is essential for success at Geneva. If history
has shown there is any key to dealing successfully with the
Soviets it is this: The Soviets must realize that while we are
prepared to negotiate, we harbor no illusions about their
ultimate intentions. The Soviet mind is not the mirror image of
the American(énd Western miﬁ& The Sov1ets have a very different (___‘
NS V16/’o¥/the world. . They believe a oreat strugqle s urdéyéry kbrna/
the futuké of mankmcJ arntd that trie peace will only he attalned 134{
w1€ﬂ/the fingi‘trfﬁﬁph of“Commifiist po%er. Thév beliéve the
march of history is embodied in the So&fet state, and th&t the
—

\//. N e i
democracies of the wést are the final impediments to the triumph

v v "
of that state.
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So, I must also be blunt tonight. I go to Geneva for peace

with freedom, but I go without illusions. The'fact ef this
cor e does nor mean the Soviets have forsaken their

long~term goals. Unfortunately, President Eisenhower's somber g::ﬁ?;
farewellfﬁiiiang to his countrymen, a quarggr ceﬁ%ury ago, stlll_:iZf;nn
rings true: "We face a hostile ideology -- global in scope,
atheistic in character, ruth}ess in purpose,and insidious in A
method."

And, yet, despite these deep and abiding differences -~
between our systems and values and convictions, and the
international behavior that flows naturally from those beliefs --
I still believe we can and must manage this historic conflict
between us, peacefully. We can prevent our international
competition from spilling over into confrontation. We can find
undiscovered avenues, where American, and Soviet citizens can
co-operate, fruitfully, for the benefit of all mankind. And
that, roo, is what I intend to tell Mr. Gorbachev.

While our relationship wirh the Soviet Union remains
redversarial we have cg}%gerated in the past. I;,Woria Wars T )(

- S
dﬁ/ If/ Anerfgans and Russians Fougﬁ/ on separate fronts, agalnst Wtﬂhi.

\

f a common eﬁ;;y. Near the/éft; of/&urmanskysdﬁs of ofit own nation
are buried, herbes who died 6T(woﬁﬁas sustained OF the
treachefo/us Nort‘:f Atl'ﬁ;tic an{&o'{th éﬁ con%ys thit carried to
L\Ruséfe the rndisﬁe;sable tdols &F survival and victory.

So, I do not mean to sound pessimistic, only realistic.

While it would be utopian to think a single sdﬁﬁgéé%enference can
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establish permanent peace, this conference can begin a permanent
dialogue for peace. ’

My fellow Americans, there is cause for hope -- hope that
peace with freedom will not only survive but triumph, perhaps
sooner than any of us dares to imagine.

How could this be? Because this same 20€h ceﬁiﬁry that gave
birth t;’nugféar weaﬁéns ggéwggiiggmgﬁéggg, that witnessed so
much bloodshed and suffering, 'is now moving inexorably toward
mankind's age-old dream for human dignity and self-determination.

We see the dream alive in Latin America where ﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁbﬂ§]90
percent of the people are now living under governments that are
democrat1q4-fndzﬁ;amatléé;§32?;al from a decade ago.

We see the dream stlrrlng in Asia, where societies in
Singapore, South Korea, Taiwan and China are vaulting ahead with
stunning success.

We see the flame rising in places like Afghanistan and
Angola where brave people risk their lives for what brave man and
women have always fought for! For God and country and the right
to be free. We see the dream flickering in the capEive nations
of Eastern Europe. 1In Poland, men ané women of great faith and
spirit -- the members of Solidarity, the faithful of the Catholic
Church -- rise up again and again for better lives and a future
of hope for their children.

A powefful tide i suf@ing. The world is moving toward more
open and democratic societies. And what is the driving force

behind it?

9
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It is faith -- faith in a loving God who, despite all the
trials of the 20th century, has raised up the ;mallest believer
to stand taller than the most powerful state. It is faith in the
individual. And it is freedom -- freedom for people to dream, to
take great risks to reap the rewards of their own unique
abilities to excel.

We've seen what restoration of those values, and our renewed
belief in the moral worth of an open society have meant fb
America: A Nation poised for greatness, rediscovering its
destiny.

The health and vigor of the American economy -- with 9 S
million new jobs -- has helped 1lift up the world economy, holdiné
out to the family of nations the vision of growth ..

The(fsﬂéﬁilding>of America's military might and overseas
alliances has rekindled world respect for American power,

confidence and resolve.

And, now, comes a new idea filled with promise that may zgiz
prove vital to peace. As most of you know, the United States aanj“"'wL
the Soviet Union have for decades used massive nuclear arsenals \i
to hold each other hostage in a kind of mutual terror -- with the

threat of wholesale destruction hanging over us both.

It's called mutual assured dest:uction; M-A-D or MAD as the ™ 'i
arms control experts call it. But with our Strategic Defense /
Initiative the United States is now determined to find a way to
lead mankind out of this»labyrinth of mutal terror, to try to %;E;*
descover, through research and testing, a new system -- a

non-nuclear defense that could provide a survival shield against
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incoming missiles; that would destroy weapons not people; that
could protect our entire planet from nuclear wéapons launched by
design or mistake.

America today has a foreign policy that not only speaks out
for peace and freedom, but works for them as well. In th&se §g;t
five yeK;s, no€ one square iéég of redl estate ha& been ldst t&~
commifiist aggrggsionz and, Grenada has been(iiberated and)set X
free.

So we look to the future with optimiém, and we go to Geneva
with confidence. While the differences between the United States
and the Soviet Union are profound and enduring, we share a common
interest in dealing with them peacefully.

Ensuring a safer future however, requires that we address

every threat to peace and every disruption of peace. =
»
aemel
Since the dawn of the nuclear age, every American President f;ﬁz

has sought to limit the build-up in nuclear arms. We have gone \
: 1
the extra mile, but our offers have not always been welcome. 3

el X

r’ In 1977, and again in 1981 the United States proposed to the

Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These
offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The follozzsg ar, we
proposed the complete elimination %;irintermedQZié nuclear ’
forces,}and a global han on chemical weapons. These proposals,
too, produced the same negative response. Then, in 1983, the

Soviet Union got up and walked out of arms control negotiations

. altogether.
= S—

I am pleased however, with the inte%gst expfégsed fg

) L
reducfgé offensive we&ﬁbns bf/the néw So¥iet leadership. Let me
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repeat tonight what I annduﬁé;d 184t wgg;: ThéﬁUnitga States is
prepafga tﬁ/teddé; compK;;ble offensive weapghs'bi/oVér 50
percéﬁt, provided both sid€s maké/;quitiﬁle and verifiable
reductféns re531ting if a stab!g balafce -- with 6 first strike
capab&fity ofi eikher side.

If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no
losers, only winners. Ultimately the whole world would benefit
if we could mutually find a way to move to defensive systems and
abandon offensive weapons altogether. For, as I have said many
times before, an all-out nuclear war can never be won, and must
never be fought.

But nuclear arms control is not of itself an answer: Since
World War II, 20 milliggmgsggig have died in regional wars and '

Pt -~ st et B it

_nhot a single soldier has perished in a nuclear attack. It is the

i s e

So&f;t use o?r‘orE/ dlrecfiy and thrdugh 1t§’prd’ies that has
made the world a dangerous place.

Look where the SoGiets are pushing to consolidate and expand
and what do we see? That there is no peace in Afghanistan; no
peace in Cambodia; no peace in Angola; no peace in Ethiopia, and
no peace in Nicaragua. These wars have claimed hundreds of
thousands of lives and threaten to spill over national frontiers.

That is why in myv address té the United Nations I have
proposed a way to end these conflicts, a regional peace plan that
calls for -- céasefires, negotiations among the warring parties,
withdrawal of foreign troops, democratic reconciliation and

economic assistance.
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In Geneva the Soviet Union comes to an historic crossroads:
to show the world by deeds; to help us stop the killing.

This would be a true.Geneva breakthrough. We will do our
part, but the Soviets must do theirs. Together, we can do more.
And I'm determined to try to lessen the distrust between us, to
reduce the levels of secrecy, to bring forth a more "Open World."
I intend to propose'to Mr. Grobachev at Geneya that we exchange
thousands .of our citizens from fraternal, religious, educational
and cultural groups.

We are going to suggest the exchange of 5,000
undergraduates each year; we are going to propose a youth
exchange involving 5,000 secondary school students who would live
with a host family and attend schools or summer camps. We also
looking to increase scholarship programs, improve language
studies, develop new sister cities, establish libraries and
cultural centers and increase athletic competitions.

In science and ;echnologizwe propose to launch new joint
space flights and establish joint medical research projects. 1In
communications, we would like to see more appearances in the
other's mass media by representatives of both our countries.

If Soviet spokesmen are ffee to appear of American
teleJision, to be pubffshed and read in the American §fess,
shouldn't the Soviet peoples have the same right to see, hear and
read what we Americar have to say?

These proposals will not bridge our differences, but
people-to-people contacts can build genuine peace movements in

both countries.
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The conversations Mr. Gorbachev and I will have can also
help allay suspicions that may exist. You can’be sure that I
will reaffirm in Geneva what the Soviet leadership should already
know. The United States is not an aggressor nation. America's
arms will only be used -- as they have been in my lifetime -- in
the defense of freedom and in answer to attack.

Fouf times ig/éhig—cqg¥ﬁry our soldiers hdve beén sént
over;eas fgffight i for&ign laﬁas; Théir remains cah be found
all tHe way ffom the fields of France to the forgotten isiands of
the Westeén Pac{%ic. Not once did they go abroad in the cause of
conquest. Not once did they come home claiming a single square
meter of some other country as a trophy of war.
és Prime g}nister.M:%;oney of Canada put it recently/;;”z%*nﬁu 3

“e A IE - -, .
-- and I'm using

the Prime Minister's words -- "What the hell [devil] do you mean
'imperialist nationg\'/, We have af;,ooo mile border Lﬁ%é%,{
and for 172 years there hasn't been a shot fired in anger."

A great danger in the past has been the failure by our
enemies to remember that while the American people love peace, we
love freedom more -- and we stand ready to sacrifice for it. The
only way major war can ever break out between the United States
and the Soviet Union is through this kind of miscalculation. By

the way, my first meeting with the General Secretary will be on

the anniversary of the address at Gettysburg, where Mr. Lincoln

ot
reminded the worl&‘zzzztabovernment‘jb the peop%s,é*? the peoplé)

the people shall not perish from the earth."
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Both Nancy and I are proud and grateful for the chance you
have given us to serve this Nation and the trust you have placed
in us. And I know how deep the hope of peace is in her heart, as
it is in the heart of every American mother.

Recently, we saw together a mo&ing néﬁlffi;, the story of
Eleni, a woman caught in the Greek civil war at the end of World
War II, a mother who because she smuggled her children out to
safety in America was tried, tortured and shot by a firiﬁg squad.

It is also the story of her son, Nicholas Gage, who grew up
to become a reporter with the New York Times and who secretly
vowed to return to Greece someday to take vengeance on the man
who sent his mother to her death. But at the dramatic end of the
story, Nick Gage finds he cannot extracﬁ the vengeance he has
promised himself. To do so, Mr. Gage writes, might have relieved
the pain that had filled him for so many years but it would also
have broken the one bridge still connecting him to his mother and
the part of him most like her:: As he tells it: "her final cry...
was not a curse on her killers but an invocation of what she died
for, a declaration of love: 'my children.'”

How that cry has echoed down through the centuries, a cry
for the children of the world, for peace, for love of fellowman.

Here then is what Geneva is really about; the hope of
heeding such words, spoken so often in so many different
places -- on a desert journey to a promised land, by a carpenter
beside the Sea_pf Galilee =-- words calling all men to be brothers

and all nations to be one.
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Here is the central truth of our time, of»any time; a truth
to which I have tried to bear witness in this office. When I
first accepted the nomination of my party for the presidency I
asked the American people to join with me in prayer for our
Nation and for the world. I deeply believe there is more power
in the simple prayers of people like yourseives than in the hands
of all the great statesmen or armies of the world.

And so, Thanksgiving approaches and I ask each of you to
join me again in thanking God for all his blessings to this
Nation and ask Him to guide us in Geneva. Let us work and pray
that the cause of peace and freedom will be advanced and all of
humanity served.

Thank you, God bless you and good night.
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Day; Feb. 21 — Washington's Birthday; March 20 — Passover; April 3 —EamrMnyao Mo-
y; July 4 — Independence Day; 5 — Labor Day; Sept. 17 — Yom Kippur; Oct.
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DALADIER, Edouard (1884-1970).

Daladier was premier of France at the time of the
Munich Pact, which he signed. In 1940, while serving
as minister of war, he was interned by the Vichy gov-
ernment. In 1943 Daladier was taken to Germany,
where he was imprisoned until the end of the war.

DALTON, Hugh (later Lord) (1887-1962).
Dalton was a British socialist. As minister of economic
warfare from May 1940 to February 1942, Dalton took
charge of the formation and early work of the Special
Operations Executive. He served as minister of trade
from 1942 to 1945 and as minister of finance from
1945 to 1947.

DALUEGE, Kurt (1897-1946).

An 8§ general, Daluege took over as the executioner
of Czechoslovakia after Heydrich’s assassination. He
was executed as a2 war criminal in Prague in 1946.

DANSEY, Sir Claude (1876-1947).

Dansey was a British secret staff officer. He served as
deputy head of MI-6 in charge of work in western
Furope from 1940 to 1945. Dansey was noted for his
deceptively affable manner.

DANZIG.

Given the status of a free city by the Treaty of Ver-
sailles, Danzig provided Poland with an outlet to the
Baltic Sea. Hitler attacked Poland when it refused to

allow Danzig to be reincorporated into Germany (see
Fall Weiss).

DARLAN, Francois (1881-1942).

Darlan, a bitter enemy of England, was appointed ad-
miral of the French fleet in 1939 and minister of the
navy in June 1940. After the German occupation of
France, he was named by Marshal Petain as his eventual
successor. Darlan became head of the government,
minister of foreign affairs and minister of the interior
after Laval's disgrace in December 1940. He collab-
orated with Germany in the Syrian campaign, re-
maining in his ministry post after Laval’s return in

April 1942. Surprised in Algiers by the Allied landing
on November 8, 1942, he went over to the Allies. On
December 24 he was executed by a student acting on
the order of the Resistance.

DARNAND, Joseph (1897-1945).

Darnand, a militant member of the Action francaise
party and of the fascist Cagonle, became head of the
Legion des Combartants des Alpes-Manitimes in 1940.
He founded the Service d’ordre legionnaire and, in
January 1942, Mi/ice francaise to organize, in coopera-
tion with the German police, the armed battle against
the Resistance. Darnand became an officer in the
Waffen-SS, and was named general secretary to the
maintenance of order in December 1943, Later he be-
came a member of the Sigmaringen Governmental
Commission. On October 3, 1945 he was condemned
to death and executed.

DEAT, Marcel (1894-1955).

Deat, a French professor, was elected a Socialist deputy
in 1926. He was a founder of the French Socialist Party
in 1933 and became minister of the air force in 1936.
In 1939 he advocated cooperation with Germany, op-
posed France’s entry into the war and converted the
newspaper L'Oeuvre into the organ of the pacifists of
the left. As head of the Rassemblement national
populaire, he embraced Nazi principles, at the same
time warring against the domestic policies of Perain.
In March 1944 he became minister of labor and then a
member of the Sigmaringen Governmental Commis-
sion. After the Allied occupation of France, he took
refuge in an Italian monastery, where he died on
January 5, 1955.

DEATHS.

It is impossible to make an accounting. even an ap-
proximate one, of the human costs of the war. How,
for example, can one compute the number of’gi_\ﬂjan
dead in the USSR, in China, in Malaya, in Burma, in
the 1slands of the Pacific, in the Philippines or in any
part of the world seared by the fighting or the pas-
sions it evoked? It has been estimated that the conflict
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DEATHS

exacted a price of between 45 million and $0.million

_dead, among whom some 5.7 million were regarded
as members of undesirable races and another five mil-
lion were political prisoners in concentration camps.

These figures, however, account only for those who
were killed directly as a result of the war, not those for
whom it was an indirect cause of death by hunger,
neglect, emotional shock or despair. The number of
these deaths cannot even be guessed at.

The Dutch publication Statistisch Bulletin van het
Centraal Bureau voor de Statistiek, No 83, 48, states
the problem very well for the Netherlands and, for
that matter, any other country involved in the war:
**Setting the number of Dutch victims of the war at
210,000 does not take into account those for whose
death the war was indirectly responsible. The proof is
the following. In our country the mortality rate was
8.6 per 1,000 inhabitants in 1938, 8.5 in 1939, 8.5 in
1946, 8.1 in 1947. If we accept the average annual
rate of 8.6 per 1,000 for the years of 1940 to 1946, we
arrive at the figure of 468,000 dead in the course of
that period. But there actually were 747,000 deaths.
There was therefore an excess of about 280,000 deaths
during the war over the deaths in peacetime, or
70,000 more than the 210,000 who were the war's
direct victims.”’

The approximate figures presented here relate only
to those who died because of the war before August
15,1945. But what do we know of those who died
after the end of hostilities as a result of those hos-
tilities? ~
%During World War I the number of noncombat-

ts who lost their lives was very small as a percentage

the total dead. By contrast, the civil war in Russia
between 1917 and 1920 and the Spanish civil war of
1936-39 claimed a very high number of innocent vic-

—tims. The number of noncombatant dead during

& World War 11 was of necessity still greater, including
as it must the deaths resulting from the racial persecu-
tion of the Jews, the Gypsies and the Slavs and those
buried under the rubble left by air raids.

It should be borne in mind that estimates of the
number of war-related deaths are often exaggerated
and contradictory. Some include Resistance fighters
killed in combat and those who were executed or died
from abuse in concentration camps, as well as or-
dinary soldiers, under the heading of *'combatants,”
which is logical. Others, however, confuse Resistance
fighters with the innocent victims of the war, which is
completcly unjustified, on the assumption that most
of the resisters were civilians. Still others include in
the same figure active resisters who died in deporta-
tion, forced or voluntary laborers sent to Germany
from their own countries and those killed by Allied
bombs. Finally, there are lists of war casualties that for

some curious reason ignore sailors in the merchant
marine, so many of whom were lost (see Atlantic, Bat-
tle of the). _

To be sure, it is often difficult to distinguish be-
tween active resisters and passive victims, especially in
the smaller countries in central or southeastern
Europe or in China. Clearly, in a total war, where the
distinction between civilian and military is blurred or
nonexistent, what makes sense is simply to list the
total number of deaths in each country without classi-
fication as civilian or military. The figures given here
were compiled after careful study and are presented in
the order of magnitude except for the United States
and the United Kingdom and their territories or
dominions that did not experience occupauon

From the available data the USSR bets
22, 1941 and Ayg 8

the armed forces. Amon the civilians were 140,000
Jews and 130,000 non-Jews, resisters or victims of
racial persecution.

Poland occupies third place. The exact number of
her losses is not known, although it certainly exceeds
five million. Among Jews alone the figure has been
calculated at between 2.3 million and 2.9 million.

Between 1937 and 1945 China and Japan suffered

2.5 million-and 2.0 million dead, respectively, be-
tween 1937 and 1945, _

Yugoslavia is sixth, with 1.7 million dead.

The British Commonwealth had at least 615,000
dead, classified in the following way: the United
Kingdom, 468,000, of whom 398,000 were combat-
ants and 70,000 civilians (of the latter, 60,595 died
under bombardment in Great Britain, the others in
Malta, Malaya, etc., or in German or Japanese intern-
ment camps); Canada, 39,400; Australia, 29,400;
New Zealand, 12,300; South Africa, 8,700; India,
36,100; the colonies, 21,100. For the dominions and
the colonies, the figures are for combatants only; the
number of civilian victims in Southeast Asia is un-
known.

The losses of Rumania, Hungary and Czechoslova-
kia were 665,000, 450,000 and 380,000 respectively.
There are two reasons for the relative magnitudes of
these figures. The first was that Slovaks, Rumanians,
and Hungarians were forced by the Germans to fur-
nish large troop contingents to the Russian front; and
second, that theré were many Jews in those countries

- and practically all were killed. The losses in another

small country, Greece, were also high, but for other

reasons—its population endured the most terrible
famine plaguing Europe during the war. Of the na-
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tion’s 620,000 dead, 360,000 were victims of starva-
tion.

The U.S. lost 323,000, of whom only 2,000 were ci-
vilians who died in Japanese concentration camps, on
the seas, etc. In addition to the American dead were
thousands of Filipino casualties.

The dead of France and the French Union ap-
proached 580,000, with 150,000 soldiers or sailors
killed in action and 39,000 in capitivity; 24,000 Re-
sistance fighters killed in action and 30,000 shot or
massacred in France; 200,000 political, racial, or
laborer deportees to Germany; and 133,000 civilian
victims of military operations, half of them killed in
bombing raids.

Military and civilian dead in Italy exceeded
400,000—250,000 while the country was allied with
Germany and 150,000 after September 1943, when it

joined the Allies. Of these 150,000 dead, 75,000 par- .

tisans and military personnel died in action against
the enemy, 41,000 military men and political pris-
oners died in Germany, thousands of civilians were
massacred in reprisals or killed by bombardment, and
15,000 Jews were murdered.

Dutch losses came to 209,648 at a minimum, not
counting the unknown number of dead in Japanese
camps. Of these, 33,948 were members of the land,
air and naval forces and the merchant marine or were
Resistance fighters who were killed confronting the
enemy, who died in the process of deportation or who
were exccuted. The other 175,700 were civilians, in-
cluding 104,800 Jews. Several thousand nonwhite
Dutch civilians also died. Belgian losses were 54,747,
of whom 25,479 were in the military and 29,268 were
civilians, including 1,100 Belgian Jews. To these
figures should also be added 30,000 non-Belgian Jews
who had lived in Belgium and died in deportation.
Casualties in Luxembourg amounted to 7,000 dead,
including resisters killed in the ranks of the Allied ar-
mies, Jews and other civilians.

These statistics for the French, Dutch, Belgians and
Luxembourgers who fell victim to the war do not in-
clude some 50,000 nationals of these countries—
38,000 of whom were French—who were killed in the
Wehrmacht ranks as impressed soldiers or as volun-
teers in Nazi or collaborator auxiliaries. Several hun-
dred Swiss, Swedes, and other western Europeans,
together with a larger number of Spaniards (the Aza/
Division) and still more Russians, fell fighting on the
German side. These deaths are normally counted in
with the losses suffered by the armed forces of the
Reich. Casualties among the French Resistance in-
cluded 2,000 Italians and 1,500 Spaniards, as well as
Germans, Austrians, Poles, Rumanians, Britons,
Belgians, Dutch, and Luxembourgers; some Russians
and other nationals died in the ranks of the Belgian

DECEPTION

Resistance movement. All these various allegiances,
national and ideological, complicate the problem of
categorizing the casualty lists.

The death toll in Finland was 90,000; in Bulgaria,
20,000; in Albania, 20,000; in Norway, 10,000; in
Denmark, 7,000; and in Brazil, 1,200.

H. Bernard

DE BONO, Emilio (1866-1944).
An halian general, De Bono was one of the guad-

rumyirs of the ‘‘march on Rome'* of 1922. After Mus- ~

solini took power, De Bono became, in turn, director
general of the secret police, head of the Fascist Militia,
governor of Tripolitania, minister of the colonies,
high commissioner of Eritrea and Somalia (in January
1935) and chief of operations against Ethiopia (in Oc-
tober 1935). He was eventually replaced in this last
position by Badoglio. With Italo Balbo he opposed
Italy’s alliance with Hitler; he voted with the majority
of the Fascist Grand Council against Mussolini in July
1943. De Bono was condemned to death by the tri-
bunal of the Republic of Salo (see Italy) and shot in
Verona on January 11, 1944.

DECEPTION.

Already an ancient device of war in the days of the
Trojan horse, deception remains a most cffective
weapon. The British made particularly good use of
deception during World War II.

Wavell, much impressed with some successful de-
ceptions that had been carried out against the Turks in
1917, set up at his headquarters in Cairo in 1939 a
body designed to startle the Italians and called, unin-
formatively, the ‘‘A Force.”' Soon it had both Gra-
ziani and Aosta thoroughly confused. (Good de-
ceptions are usually aimed personally at an opposing
commander, if enough is known about him and his
prejudices.)

Another group whose name revealed little about
it—*‘Colonel Turner’'s department’’—contributed
significantly to the air defense of the United King-
dom in 1939-41 by doing much to confuse Goering.
Trick fires on the ground, for example, once en-
couraged the Lufrwaffe, which thought it was raiding
Portsmouth, to drop its entire bomb load on nearby
Hayling Island. Three cows were killed, instead of sev-
cral hundred people; no naval damage at all was
done. Less obvious, more intricate damage was done
to the Luftwaffe’s special navigating cquipment by
teamns of wireless experts using the British Broadcast-
ing Corporation’s television transmitter.

Deception units used camouflage, of course, but
deception was much more than a tactical detail that
could be left to a unit camouflage officer to arrange.
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A dollection of passages, phrases and
pmwrbs traced to their sources i
ancient and modern literature
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Lincoln

—a way which if followed the world will
forever applaud and God must forever bless.
Ib.

Beware of rashness. but with energy ana
sleepless vigilance go forward and give us vic-
tories

Letter to Major General Joseph
Hooker [January 26, 186y

The Father of Waters again goes unvexed
to the sea.

Letter to James C. Conkling

[August 26, 1863)

I have endured a great deal of ridicule
without much malice: and have received a
great deal of kindness, not quite free from
ridicule. I am used to it.

Letter to James H. Hacket!
[November 2, 1863 ]

Fourscore and seven years ago our fathers
brought forth on this continent, a new na-
tion, conceived in Liberty, and dedicated to
the proposition that all men are created
equai

Now we are engaged in a great civil war,
testing whether that nation or any nation so
conceived and so dedicated can long endure.
We are met on a great battlefield of that war
We have come to dedicate a portion of that
field, as a final resting place for those who
here gave their lives that that nation might
live. It is altogether fitting and proper that
we should do this.

But, in a larger sense, we cannot dedicate
—we cannot consecrate—we cannot hallow
— this ground. The brave men, living and
dead, who struggled here, have consecrated it
far above our poor power to add or detract.
The world will little note nor long remember
what we say here, but it can never forget
what they did here. It is for us, the living,
rather to be dedicated here to the unfinished
work which they who fought here have thus
far so nobly advanced. It is rather for us to be
here dedicated to the great task remaining
before us—that from these honored dead we
take increased devotion to that cause for
which they gave the last full measure of devo-
tion; that we here highly resolve that these
dead shall not have died in vain; that this
nation, under God, shall have a.new birth of
freedom; and that government; ofthe people,
by the people, for the people, shall not perish

om the earth.?
Address at Gettysburg
[November 1g, 1863 ]

'See Wycliffe, 143:12; Webster, 450:14; Disraeli, 501:6;
Garrison, gogi19; and Parker, 537:15.

The President last night had a dream. He
was 1n a party of plain people and as it be-
came known who he was they began to com-
ment on his appearance. One of them said.
“He 15 a common-looking man.” The Presi-
dent replied, “Common-looking people are
the best 1n the world: that is the reason the
Lord makes so many of them.”

From Letters of John Hay and Ex-
tracts from His Diary, edited by
C. L. Hay [December 23, 1863]

¢ 1 claim not to have controlled events, but

confess plainly that events have controlled
me.

Letter to A. G. Hodges [April 4.

1864 ]

K The world has never had a good definition

of the word liberty. And the American people
just now are much in want of one. We all
declare for liberty; but in using the same
word we do not mean the same thing. With
some. the word liberty may mean for each
man to do as he pleases with himself and the
product of his labor; while with others the
same word may mean for some men to do as
they please with other men and the product
of other men’s labor. Here are two, not only
different, but incompatible things, called by
the same name, liberty. And it follows that
each of the things is by the respective parties
called by two different and incompatible
names, liberty and tyranny.

The shepherd drives the wolf from the
sheep’s throat, for which the sheep thanks
the shepherd as his liberator, while the
wolf denounces him for the same act. . . .
Plainly the sheep and the wolf are not agreed
upon a definition of liberty.

Address at the Sanitary Fair,
Baltimore [April 18, 1864)]

& ldo not allow myself to suppose that either
the convention or the League have concluded
to decide that I am either the greatest or best
man in America, but rather they have con-
cluded that it is not best to swap horses while
crossing the river, and have further con-
cluded that I am not so poor a horse that they
might not make a botch of it in trying to
swap.

Reply to the National Union
League [June g, 1864]

o Truth is generally the best vindication
against slander.

Letter to Secretary Stanton, refus-

ing to dismiss Postmaster-General

Montgomery Blair [July 18, 1864]
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