
i. e., submarines and bombers (now assisted by air-launched

cruise missiles). -Yet the direction of movement would be

important psychologicaliy.

Also under negotiation is a treaty about ASAT (anti-

satellite weapons) . This is a topic quite apart, tram SDI.
However, in UN discussions on curbing the arms race in space,

soxue nations want ta widen the concept to, include ail space
weapons (space-to-space, space-to-earth, earth-to-space), not

only anti-satellite weapons specifically. mre more modest

ASAT proposai has a better chance of becoming embodied in a

treaty, and it would be helpful since surveillance satellites

are important in verification and therefore enhance stability;

though the mare ambitious plan would be even better if it

could be obtained.

The Outer Space Treaty of 1967 banned aniy the stationing

of weapons of mass destruction in orbit around the Earth, or

on celestial bodies such as the moon. This obviously does flot

go far enough, and needs suppleiuenting. A comprehens ive space

ban should include anti-satellite weaporis (ASAT) aiiued f rom

the earth to space and f rom space ta space (Iciller satel-

lites) ; not oniy mass destruction weapons but aiso spacific-

destruction wG4pons (e.g., directed-energy beama of light or

particles, Jciieic-energy weapoTls>; not Qniy in oirbit or~ on
the moon, <but axnywhere in space. Some experts distinguish

"Imilitarization of spacel' (which incJ.udes reconnaissance

satellites) from llweaponization of space," and would ban only

the latter.

Regarding poes in bilateral neoiations, it bas been

suggested that talks about, staeic. intermdite. and

tactical nular weapons could bê. variously combined (either

strateic plus intere4iate, or intermeda plu tatical or

ail three>. This Eight malce possible certain trade-offs and


