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Answers of «r. K.U. Chernenikc to the qguestions
or .. 3. Louri, co.respondent oI the
Anerican television company, Cildl

Nuestion: Do you think taat the agreement recchad batireen the United States and
the USSR in Geneva on the negotiations which arz to begin on 12 warch create the
conditions for serious and fruitful ceonsideration of the przvention of an arms
race in outer space and the halting of tie arms race on Eartn?

Answer: We have no doubt about this. ‘Dbjectively, tne azreement on the subject
and roals of the fortheeming Soviet-United States nenotiations.do open up such a
possibility. It offers a sound basiz, and I would say tiie only .one po3sible in

the pres=nt circumstanees, for,solving the .proolems of nuclear and: space weapons.
It is today impossible to liuit nyclean weapans,  still 1235 to reduce them, vithout
taking effective. measures to preyent the militarization of outer-space. This
inherent link is clearly establishe® in the. joint Soviet-American document.

Arother fundamental point is that in this document it is clearly stated tnat
the and result of the parties' efforts in the field oi' arms limitation and
reduction should be the complete elimination of nuclear weapons. I would like to
remind you that the Sovizt Union has consiétenbly advcecated ‘tnis very soliition
ever since nucdlear weapons -first appeared. I wduld point out that ‘so fa® the
United States has not wanted ever to discuss this point. " i oSl L

I repeat, the basis exists for serious, purposeful negotiations.” The main
thing is to follow the a<reement reached in Geneva in good faith and to stick to
it strictly in all respects in practice.

e shall zive our delegzation clzar instructions to act in this ipanner, and
tte exnect the United States to do thae same.

Question 'y is the Soviet Union so Tirmly oocosed to the United States “strategic
decence initiative’ concent, “»2aring in mind that today the United States Government
iz referrin® onlv to scientific researcir in this field?

Ansver: ‘' The ugse of the word "“dizfence" is a vlay on vords. Bssentially, tinis
concept is offensive, and in fact a3j33 ve. Its 7oal is to attempt to disarm
s other icla -~ i i
the other side, to 4 e g a counter-strike in

the event »f a nucle

sihility of nakin

To nut it more siwply, the aia i3 to gain the possibilitly of waking a
nuclear strike with imnunitv by protectins oneseclf azainst retribution by means
of an anti-nissile “shield". This is the sause old policy of achieving decisive
military superiority, with all its consequences far noace wnd isternational
security. b
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I think it is clear froa this why we are firuly opposed to tais concept and
these plans. .

rences to the fact that for the tiae being plans are linited to scientific
P:QCE?CH are only .:isleacdin=. £ would ramind you that the atom bowd was the result
of scientific ressarch under the iarhattan ®roject. Lveryone Xnows how this turned
: n rasirants of lirsshima an” Jazasaki. Since then. the whole world,
{nc‘uding tha Anericans thenselves, ic livinz in tae shadow of nuclsar weapons.

‘e cannot now allow a seriocus danzer to cone Iroa space.




