
thus facilitate agreement. It would also, avoid arguments

whether Intermediate Range M(issiles which can hit )(oscow

should be cons idered strategic or not. The Soviet argument

lias been that it is the point of impact that matters, flot the

length of the f liglit path. Hovever, now that the intermediate

<INF) treaty bas been achieved, the other negotiatioris will

probably proceed separately, as before. (The term "lshorter-

range" missiles in the INF Treaty refers to missiles between

intermediate and tactical, flot the tactical themselves.)

The eliiuination of tactical nuclear weapons ini Europe lias

been proposed, e. g., at the United Nations by Sweden. The

presenoe of these weapons is destabilizing, because it tends

to erase the '"firebreac" between nuclear and conventional

weapons, and miglit make escalation of any European var to the

nuclear level more likely.

Among the tactical nuclear veapons, the neto ob(or

enbanced-radiat ion weapon> has met paxticular obj ections, and

bas not been deployed in Europe. It is being proposed that

even its stockpiling in the US for possible use in Europ

should be abandoned. Its. use in anti-tank warfare ie of

doubtfuJ. value anyway; tank crews hit by its neutrons& would

probably remain capable of cobt for several more hours,an

knowing that they would die anyway, iuiglit f iglit more vigor-

ously bcue they had nothing more to lose (and mgtb

angry>.

Neqotiations between the superpowers continue on topios

on which some agreements ai ready exist, in order to improve

centres.


