
in 1982.5 This proposai, as well as several others, called
for a nuclear demiÎlitarized zone approximately 200 to 300
kilometres wide at the border between East and West Geriuany.

There are seriaus probJ.ems with the nuclear weapon-free
zone idea. Not the. least of these is the difficulty ini

monitoring the strict performance of any nuclear-free zone
agreement. It would b. impractical (and probably unacceptable
to the. states involved) to attempt to control the. entire

demilitarized zonel. boundary as if it wqere a national

frontier. The cauntless secandary roads running into the zone
frou bath aides would make effective monitoring impossible.
Furtiiermore, the. commonplace presence of weapons that can

deliver eith.r conventional or nuclear warheads (tactical

missiles, rooket launcliers, howitzers and tactical aircraft,
for exampi.) would make verification a nightmare. And the

potent tai for the easy transport of nuclear veapon systems to
sites just outsid. the. zone wauld gen.rate furtiier mistrust.
Hovever, most important, such nuclear weapan-free zones would

pose no barri.er to nuclear veapons overtlying such zones.* For
thes reaonsa nuclear weapon-f r.. zone mighit actually prove

ta be a l'confidence-derading maure.1" Little of the.

distrust generated by the. above arbitrarily located neutral

"zone" would develop if tii. zone were coiuprised of several


