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British Lion Mustn’t Spit Out Nuclear Teeth

By STEFHEN J, SOLARZ

For nearly 40 vears the Atlantic alli-
ance has preserved the peace. And for
nezrly four decades the special relation:

L.king the U.S. anc the United King-
s been & mainsiay of the Norih At
fanli Treatv Organizalior. Now alj this—-
the un: " allenged and unchaliengeable bed-
rock of Europe’s pestwar stability —is in
Jeopardy.

At 1t annual conference last month, the
Briuist Libor Partyv reitéraled its commit-
mént 1t & nuclear-free Briiain. 4 govern
men: foo med by the Labor Pariy—now in
oppasition but given & gond chance of win-
rng the nexi eieciions-would dismantle
Britain's independent nuclear deterrent
and require the removal of all U'.S. nuclear
weenons based in the United Kingdom.

W
Clear wizpons 18 thelr business. Bui what
they do about U.S. nuclear wezpons is of
vital convern to the enure alliance.

Were Lzbor to implement its anti-nu-
clear policy, 1t would inevitably generate
poweril politica! pressures in other NATO
coumries. Belpum and the Netherlands
above all, to enact comparable bans. If one
or twe found it impossible 1o resist these
pressures and adopted non-nuclear policies
of their own, even a conservative govern-
ment in West Germany would find 1t very
difficult 10 avoid a similar step.

Should our other European allies follow
Britain’s lead, the alliance would be at a
double d:isadvantage. Not only would
NATO continue 10 confront far superior
Warsaw Pact conventional forces, but the
L'.S. would have 10 rely on its strategic
forces to deter the Soviet Union from using
its batlelield nuclear weapons against
L".S. troops in the event of war.

Such & deterrent would be neither credi-
ble 10 the Sovier Union nor accepiable 10
the U.E Moreover, the American people
cold herdiy be expected 10 permit ULS.
furves 10 remain in Europe if we were
sinpped of our capacity to deier and, if
necessary, defeat an atlack against them.
A clessic example of good ntentions pro-
ducing bad results, the impiementation of
Labor’s anti-nuclear policy would probably
lead 1o the disintegiation of the alliance
Labor sLvs i1 wanie 10 Jrosérve.

ot Panty & Chesmien maintzin that
ne maiter how unhappy thelr snti-nuclear
pticy made the U'.S., Washinglon could
not afford 1o terminate its defense relation

veisely heenuse Labor's policy
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1hat ats o weTatlles acc

s i Frivom did not,
thet Euljdan counirws de-
' i al evctiple,
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Ept nuciear

would stil! destroy the special relationship
tha! has served both nations sc wel.. Not
only would all U.S. nuclear wezpons have
to be withdrewn from Britain, but U.S. nu
clear-armed ships would probzbly be
arred from British wzters as well.

Suck 2 prohibition. however. would nec-
essariiy result in the exclusion of ali U.S.
naval vessels from Briush wziers. Since
the U.S., in order to complicate Soviet lar-
geting, refuses as a matier of pohicy to in-
dicate which of its ships carry nuclear
weapons, the British would alse have 1o
bar corventionally armed U.S. vessels.
And i1 is inconcelvable that the U.S. would
be willing 10 maintain a military alliance,
let alone a “special relationship,” with an
island nation to which we could not even
send our ships.

Labor's Jeaders contend that they nei-
ther need nor desire the 1".S. nuclear um-
brella because they don't believe Britain
faces a serious nuclear threat, Ye! the U.S.
can’t be expected lo continue tying itself 10
an ally that is vulnerable to nuclear black-
mai! because it is no longer under the LS.
nuclear umbrella.

Two years ago New Zealand's Labor
Party campaigned on a platform of ban-
ning all nuclear weapons from New Zea-
land and its territorial waters. Due 1o a
combination of ineptitude and indifference,
the administration failed 10 make it clear
that New Zealand could not continue to en-
joy the benefits of the U.S. defense com-
mitment without also sharing its burdens.
Labor subsequently won the election and
moved to fulfil! s promise.

The unhappy outcome—the suspension
of the U.S. defense relationship with New
Zealand-=might have beer avoided had the
U.S. spoken ou! more clearly. The Labor
government in New Zealand wanted to re-
main in ANZUS, jus! as Britain's Labor
Party would like the U'.K. tostay in NATO.
Bul New Zealand could not hzve it both
ways, and neither could the UK,

The British are correct in saving that
Americans have no right to intéervene in
British electoral polities. It would. indeed,
be totally irresponsible and compleiely
counierproductive for us to express a pref-
erence for one party over another or 1o in-
sert ourselves in 2 heavychanded fashion
into their domnestic dobate.

But it would be equally irresponsible
were the U.S. 10 remain silent about the
cli'n .

3

is one of the oh! citions of i
as_the Lobor Tariy hias not hes

o n the UK.=i8 & rase in prnt. R
would be @ nusiake for the British 1o dis
niss his comments as the rantings of 2
\rlil,l,_h“.-‘-.un;j Id(’_i']f'm.le, On this issue Mr.
veinberger speaks for most Aruenicons. I
mueh the same way that bodk Dems, s
ahd F-niblicans in Congruss s
P:es:deni Rewgan's decision te susp
U.S. defense commatment 1o New Zezls
both mzjor parties car be expected Lo re:
ac! should a future Briish governmeni re-
quire the removal ol all C.S. huCiear
Weapons.

The U.S. undoubiedly bears some re
sponsibility for the evolution of Labor s ds
fense policy. The loose talk about nuziear
WAININE shols and nuciear war winning
scenarios that characterized the early
vears of the Reagan administration un-
doulted!y added to a feeling that U.S. nu-
ciear weapons constitute more of & peril
thar g pr

Cicariy we wouid be 1n 2 betier pesition
te deal with BEritish concerns if we followed
more prudent policies. 1f something car be
salvaged from the wreckage of Revkiavik
—such as an agreement on intermediale
range nuclear forces in Europe-it wouid
help substantially 1o reduce unilaieralisiic
nuclear pressures.

Bui regardiess of whether the armis-cor
trol process moves forward. iheé Britsh
must realize that a true alliance reg.,res
sharing the burdens s wel) as the bensiiie
of_a miliary and political parinsréng
FOOSEVE: aN0 CHUFChi] UNGers: mng 11, &8
did Truman and Altlee. Kennedy ar
millan, Carter and Callaghan. R
Thatcher. Let us hope tha! Labor \
leader Neil Kinnock. should he farm the
next British government, comes 10 Lnder
siand it as well.
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Mr. Solarz, a Dcmocralic represonia:
live Trom: New York, 18 @ mcmnber of the

NSt Forcign alairs Conamutice.
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