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Gorbachev’s Speech at the Council of Europe, 6 July

You have seen the text of speech given by Gorbachev at
the Council of Europe on 6 July; I enclose a further copy.

The spesech concentrates on areas which Gorbachewv
considers ripe for cooperation across Eastern and Western
Europe, under the general umbrella theme of the "Common
European Home". It is broadly positive and forthcoming in
tone, although it gives the impression of being something of a
rag-bag of disparate ideas. Gorbachev invokes the now
familiar themes of the interdependence of nations, and respect
for the right of each people to choose their social system,
adding that any attempt to limit the soversignty of states
whether friends, allies or anyone else is inadmissible - a
very clear intended reference to the Brezhnev Doctrine. He
suggests that the main obstacle to greater European
unification is not the existence of two social systems, but
the belief that ‘what is meant by overcoming the division of
Europe is actually "overcoming socialism®™’. Both sccial
systems can co-exist and cooperate in a more united Europe.
Whilea there are some welcome passages in this, the section as
a whole contains a "hands-off" message based on the negative
premise that socialism in the East is a "historical fact".

Press interest has sc far concentrated on Gorbachev’s
remarxs on SNF, although in fact there is little substantially
new in These, and Gorbachev's appeal is more emotional than
rational. The offer of unilateral reductions in short- range
nuclear weapons once the Alliance has signalled its readiness
to join in negotiations on "tactical nuclear weapons" is
disingenuocus since in Russian parlance the phrase includes all
theatre nuclear systems. The Alliance is not of course
willing to engage in negotiations which go beyond short-range
missiles.

More interesting is the suggestion that the Soviet Union,
U5, UK, and France, together with countries upon whose soil
nuclear weapons are based, should discuss in depth guestions
such as the concept of minimum deterrence and the point at
which the ability to retaliate with nuclear weapons becomes an
ability to use them for attack. This is ona of a number of
recent hints which the Russians have given that, while not

/abandening




RESTRICTED

abandoning their traditional rejection of the concept of
nuclear deterrence, they may be willing to accept that nuclear
weapons have a role to play Iin European security. Talks such
as Gorbachev proposes would contain pitfalls - the issue of
deterrence is one for the Alliance as a whole, not for
individual nations - and the Russians would no doubt use such
contacts to disparage the deterrent value of short-range
nuclear weapons. These issues may well be raised by the
Ruseians at next year’s CSBM seminar on military doctrine.

Economic and Other Cooperation

Gorbachev spoke of the possibility of Soviet accession to
certain Council of Europe conventions open to signature by
non-member states. He also made a pitch for greater East/West
economic cooperation, speaking strongly about COCOM. He
listed a series of possible joint East/West projects,
including a trans-Buropean high-speed railway, and Programmes
on solar energy and nuclear safety. He spoke positively of
cooperation and the EC and EFTA.

Gorbachev suggested that a new Helsinki conference was
becoming increasingly urgent. It is not clear what he hopes
torgaim by this, unless a further platform for the Soviet
Union to show its referm process in a good light. There is

already a full programme of meetings leading up to thea 1992
Helsinki Review Conference: and many commitments made by the
East at earlier meetings have yet to be fulfilled. The speech
did, however, contain a useful commitment to the establishment
of a "5tate of Law" in the Soviet Union and Furope.

Commeant

Little of this is really new. Gorbachev has used the
forum of the Council of Eurcpe and the theme of the Common
Eurcpean Home to bring together a number of fairly disparate
Soviet proposals into a more general picture of cooperation
acrcss East and West Europe. He has stuck to Soviet support
for two different social systems in Eurepe, although with the
implication that the division into two blocs will become less
threatening and less important. Apart from the section on SNF
there is little here that calls for a substantive response.

Visit to Paris

There were nc surprises from the earlier part of
Gorbachev's visit to France. The 21 bilateral agreements
signed during the visit cover well trodden ground, for
instance cultural centres and management training (a programme
on the same sort of scale as the FRG's). The Franch
apparently resisted Soviet pressure for a joint statement on
the lines of the one issued in Bonn, and there is no major
political declaration.

JSPresident Mitterrand
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President Mitterrand took a firm line over the need for
practical steps to overcome the East/West division. Gorbachew
foer hie part spoke in forth- coming terms of the freedom of
the East Eurcpeans to go their own way: "It is up to Hungary
and Poland to decide their own affairs™. He also, however,
made clear that he envisaged the future of the East European
nations as being in "a socialist system and a £ocialist
democracy™ - the same ambiquity which marked the Strasbourg
speech. T —

According to press reports, Gorbachev spent much of his
time with Mitterrand explaining the present position or the
reform process in the Soviet Union. The Prime Minister may
like to ask Mitterrand for hi= impressions when she meets him
in Paris next week.

I am copying this letter t rian Hawtin (MOD).
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Unofficial translation

Mri” President,

Ledies and gentlemen,

I thank you for the invitation Go taﬁe an address here--
in ona of the epicenters of European polltics end of the
European ides,

This meeting could, perhaps, be viewed heth ea evidence
of the fact that the pan-European process 15 a reality end
of the fact that it continues to evalve.

Now that the 20th eentury is entering & concluding phase
and both the post-war pericd snd the cold wer are becoming a
thing of the past, the Eurcpeans have a truly unigque chance--

to play & role in building a new world, one that would
be worthy of thelr past, of their cconcmic and spiritual
potentiel.

Le
Now more Lhan ever before, the world community is
i pricing profound changes. Many of its compenents are
currently at the turaing point of destinies.

The material fourdation of life is changing drastically
ag are its spiritual parametsrs, There are new, gnd incressingly
more powerful factors of progress smergiug.

But alongside these factora and in their wake, there
continue to persist and even escalete the threat emanating
from thie very progress.

Miere ta an inevitable need o5 do saveryehing within the
power of modern intellect so that Hamg would Le able to continue

le 8%signed 4o him on this Earth, perhaps in the Universe




0o that he would be able to adapt himeelf to the estrame-

inducing nevwness of modérn existence esnd win the fight for
the survival hf the present and succeeding geherations,

This applies to all nmankind. But it spplies three tinmes
83 much to Europe--both in the sense of 1ts historie
responsibility and in the sense of the urgency and ipmediacy
of problems and tasks at hand, and in the sense of opportunities.

1% ia alss the spesifis Tfepvure Al tno pivruation in Europe
thet it cen cope with all this, live up to the expectetlions of
ito peopleo ond do ito inmtornational duty at thoe now ctage of
world history,

enly by recognizing its wholenesa and by making the right
conclusions,

The years 19203 saw the theory of "a declining Europe" gain wid

currency.But that theme Seems to be in vogue with some people aven
today. As far as we are concerned,we do not share the pessimism
rogarding the future of Europe.

Surope experienced, before everyone else the consegquences
of the internationalization first and foremeost of economic end
subgequently of the whole publie life,

The interdependence of countrien, as & higher stage of
the procesa of internaticnalization, nade
before it did in other parta of the world.

Europe experienced more than once the attexpts at unification

—_—

by force. But it alzo superienced lofty dreama of A voluntarny

e e ——

demgeratic gcommunity of Eurcpean peaples,




Victor Huge said thal the day weuld come when you, France,
you, Russia, you, Italy, you, Englend, you, Germeny--all of you,
g8l! the nations of the continent will, without losing your
distinguishing features and your splendid distinctivenesge,
merge inseparably inte some high scciety and form a EFurcpesan
brotherhood... The day would come when the only battle-field
will be markets open for trade and mindae open to ideas.

Nowadays it 18 no longer enough to merely ascertain the
cormonality of destiny and interdependence cf Eurgpean states,

The idea of Europesn unification should be collectively
tuaught over once sgain in the procees of the co-creaticn of
all nations--large, medium and small,

Is it realistic to reise the question in these terms?

1 know that many people in the West perceive the main diffieunlty
in the existence of tWo soclal systems,

Yet tha difficulty lies elsewhere--it lies in the rather
wide—gpread belief (or even in the political objective] that
what i5 meant by overcoming the divisicn of Europe 1s actually
“overcoming socialism"”.

But this is a course for confrontation, if not something
worse, There will be no Europeen unity along these

The fact that the states of Europe belong to dllferent
social systems is a reality. The recognition of this historical
fart and respect for the sovereign right of esach people to
- choose their socisl systen at their own descretion are the
rogt izmportant prerequisite for a normal furopean RprocESs.

The social and politiecal order in seme particulsr count>led

did change in the past, and it can change iz the future af well,

But this is exclusively a matter for the pecples themselves and

af their choice.




Any interference in internal effairs, any attempts to
limit the sovereignty of states--both friends and ellies or

anybody elge--are inadmissible.

Iifferences batween S8TATes cannot De elininated. In fact,

they are even salutary, as we said on mere occesions than ona,

rrovided, of course,that the competition between difflerent
types of soclety is aimed at creating better meteriesl end
spiritusl conditions of life for people.

Thanka to perestroika, the S8clviet Union will be 1n & position
to teke full part in such an honest,equel and constructlive
competition. For all our present shortcomings and lagging behind,
we know full well the strong peints of our social system whieh
follow from its essential characteristics.

And, we are confident that we shall be able to make use of
them both to the btenefit of our ocurselves and of Europs.

It is time %to consign to oblivion the cold war postulates
when Burope was viewed mas an arena of confrontation diwvided into
"spheres of influence" and someone else’'s "forward-tbased
defenses", as an object of military confrontation--namely a
theatre of war,

In tcday's lpterdependent world the gecpeolitical notions,
brought forth by a different epoch, turn out %o be Just as helpless
in real politics as the laws of classical mechanics in the
quantum theory.

In the meantime, it is precisely on the basis of the outmoded
sterectypes that the Soviet Union continues %o be suspected of
hegemonistic designs and of the intention to decouple the United

States from Europs.




There are even some people who are not unwilling to put
the USSR outside of Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals by
gonfining it %o the space "from Brest to Brest". To them, the
2oviet Union is ostansibly too big for Joint living: the others
will not feal very comfortable next to 1t, or so they say.

The realities of today and the praspects for the foreseulle
future are obvious: the Soviet Union and the United States are
a natural part of the Eurcpean internaticnal and political
strucfture.

Thelr involvement in its evelution is neot only Justified,
but also historically conditioned., No other approach ia
acceptable. In fact, it will even be counterproductive.

For centuries Europe has been making sn indispensable

ontribution to world politics, econonmy, culture end to the
development of the entire civilization.

Its world historiec role i3 recognized and respected everywhere,

Let us not forget, however, that the metastases of colonisl
slavery spread sround the world from Eurcpe. It was here that
fascisn came into being. It was hare that the moot degtructive
wars started,

At the pame time Eurecpe, which can %take & legitioate pride
in ite secomplishments, is far from having settled its debts
to mankird, It is something that still has to be done,

And it ashould be done by seeking to transform international
reilations in the spirit of humenism, equality and Justice ard
by setting an example of democracy and socisl achievements in 2%t3
OWIl countrias.

The Helsinki process has already commenced this laportant

work of world-wide significance.




==~ Vienna and Stockhelm brought it to fundementslly new

frontiers. Thg documents adopted there are today's optimal

expression of the political culture and morel treditions of
European peoples.

How it is up to all of us,; all the participants in the
Eurcpean process, to make the best possible usze of the ground
work laid down through cur common efforts., Qur idea of & Common
European Home serves the same purpose too.

I1,

It was born out of our realization of new realities, ol our
realization of the faet thot the linear continuation of the path,
along which inter-Eurcpean relations have developed untll tae
lasat quorter of the 20th century, is no longer consonant with
these realities,

The idea is linked with our domestic, economic and political
perestroika which called for new relations above all in that
part of the world to which we, the Soviet Uanien, btelong, and
with which we have been tied most closely cver the centuries,

Wa alse realised that the colosssl burden of arramenta
and the atmosphere of confrontation did neot Just obstrucst
Europe's normal development,

Yut at the came tige prevented our countrr--econecamically,
politically end psyehologically--from being iategrated into the

uropean process and hed a deforming impact on our own development.

These were the motives whieh impelled us to decide to pursue
auch more vigorously our European policy which, incidentally,

has always been impertant to uo in snd of itself,




In our recent meetings with Europesn lesders questions were
raised about the architecture of our "common home"™, on how it
chould be built and even on how it should be "furnished”,

Our discussions of this subject with President Francois
Mi+terend in Moscow and in Parie were fruitful and fairly
significant in scopeé.

Yet aven today, I do not cleim to carry a finished blue--
print of that home in my pocket, I just wish to tell you what
I believe to be most lmportant.

In actusl fact, what we have in mind is a restructuring
of the interneticnal order existing in Europe theat would put

the European comnon values in the forefront and make it

possible to replace the traditional balance of forces with »
belunce ol lalereato.
What are the questions that deserve specilic menticen in this

context?

Tircot mnd foremost, these are security issues.

— —

As part of The new thinking, we bezan with a critical
reapsesezent of our percepticns of the gllitary confrontoation
in Europe, of the dimensions of the axternal threat and of the
factor of force in strengthening security.

his A4id pot come =asy, sometizes it was downright
painful. But 2= a result, decisions were made that have oacde 1T
nasible to break the vicious ecircle of "actionere-
p+*ian” in Eaat-West relaticns.

Ho doubt, joint Soviet-US effcrts in

digarcoment played.a mejor storting

¢




The INF Treaty got something more than just epproval from

the Europeans. Meny contributed to its conclusion.

The Vienna talks opened & fundamentally new stege in the

arms reduction process.

2% gtates, rather than Jjust two powers are participating in
A1l the 725 participants in the CSCE process cantlnue Lo
work out military confidence-building measures, Although the
two negotiating processes ara going on in different Trooms, they
ere closely interrelated,.

There are nﬂzf@;@tandere”. nor can there be any, in peace-
building in Eurcpe; all are gqual partners here anc everyone,
ineluding neutral and non-aligned countries, teare his share of
regponsibility O nis people and Europe.

The philosophy of the concept of a "Common Eurcpesn Home"

[ —

rules out the probability of an armed elash and the very

possibility of the use or threat of force, above all military
foree, by an allisnce against another alliance, inside mlliances
or wherever it may be.

Tt suggests s doetrine of restraint to replace the doctrine
of deterrence. This it 'is not Just a play on notions, but a
logie of Eurcpean development imposed by life itself,

Cur objectives et the Vienna talks are well-known., We
helieve-=-and the US President has alaso spoken in favour of if--
thaot substential reductions within TwWo or three ¥years in %the
‘ovel of armements in Burope can well be achieved, naturally,
given the elimination of all agymmetries end imbalances.

[ emphasize, all acymmetries and imbelances. No double

standards are adoissible thero.




We are convineced that it is high time telks on tactical
—_— - -
puclear ayatezaumrainitiated among all interested countries.

e

23 e
The ultimate objective is to completely eliminate those weapons.
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Cnly Buronesna who have no intention of waging wéguigainat one

snother are threatened hy those weapons. What are they for then
apd who needs them?

Are nuclear arsenals to be eliminated or retained at all
coste? Does the strategy of nuclear deterrence enhance or
undermine stabllivy?

Cn all these gquestions the positions of HATO and WTO
appear to be dismetrically opposed.

We, hewever, arc not dramatizing our differences. We
looking for solutions and invite our partners to Joln us
this quest.

After all, we see the elimisation of ruclear woepone
stage-by-stage process. Europeans can travel part of the
distance separating us from complete destruction of nuclear
weapons together, without backing away from their positions--
with the USSR remaining faithful to ifts non-nuclear ideals and
the Wegt-=to the concept of "minimun deterrence”,

However, there is merit in figuring out what lies behind

he concept of "minimum" deterrence and where the limit is
Yeyond which nuslear reteliation aapability 18 trensformed
ints an atiack capability. Hers much remalns unclear, and
ambiguity UTreeds mistrust.

why cehouldn't experts f{rom the USSE, the United States,
Great Britain and Fronce, as well as from states who have
nuclear weapcens on thelr terrlitories, hold an in-depth

disouceion of those questiona?




10.

I1f they arrive at some common views, the problem would become
gimpler &t the pollitical level, tco.

1f it becomes clear that NATO auuntriea are ready to join us
in negotiaticns on tactical nuclear weapon3, we could, naturally
after consulting our alliea, carry out without delay further
unilateral reducticns im our tactical nouclear rissiles in Europe.

The Boviset Union and other Warsaw Treaty countries, notwith-
standing the Vienns talks, ars already unilaterally reducing their
wimed forces and armaments in Europe.

Their pesture and operational structure are changing in line
with the defensive doctrine of reascnable sufficiency.

Phat doctrine--both in terme of quantities of ermanents ﬁnd
trogps end in terms of their deployment, training end all miTLtari
meblvitiss-maltco it physicAlly impossible %o laynch an attack or ©
conduct large-scale orfensive opecations.

In any case, e2 was declarcd at the USSR Supreme Soviet, we

intendiif tha pituation permita, to cut sharply=--by 1.5 to 2 times-

the share of our dofonoe exponditure in national income already

by 1995.

We have seripusly addressed conversion of the military in-
dustry. All CECE partlcipating countries will come to face
this problem one way or another. Wa ara ready to exchange ViEWS
and share experience.

We think that the oppoertunities offered by the Uaited
Mations can alsc be used and, say, & Joint working group cad
be set up within the Economic Commissiocn for Europe to look
into conversion problems.




Fecing the Eurcpean parliamentarians, and consequently

the entire Europe, 1 should like to say conce again & few words

about our straightforward and clear-cut positions on disarmament.
These positions are the result of the new thinking and they

were laid down on behalf of our entire people in the Resolution

of the Congress of People's Deputies of the USSH:

- wa are in favour of a pucleer-free world and in favour
of eliminsting all ouclear wespeons by the turn of the
century;

- we sre in favour ef complete elimination of chemical

arcs at the earliest possible date and we lavour the destructian,

onca and for all, of the preoduction base for the development

of such arms;
-~ we are in favour of a radieal reduction in conventional

arms and armed forces down to g8 level of reasonsable
—'q-
dafence sufficienecy that would rule cut the use of plllitary
A ——————
farce ggainat other countries lor the purposes ol attack;

- we are in favour of complete withdrawal of all foreign
——————

troops from the tepritoriss of other scuntrieay
- -

e

- we are absolutely opposed to the development of any
SPACE Weapons;

- we are ipn favour of dismantling zilitary blocs and
launching ipzmediately a political dialogue between then
to that end, we are in favour of creating an atmosphers of
trust that would rule out any surprisas;

- we are in favour of a deep, consistent and effective
verification of all treaties and agreements that may be

eoneluded with respect to disarmement iss5ues.




I am convinced that it is high time the Zuropeans broughst
their policies and thelr conduct in line with a new common

sense--not to prepare for war, not to intimidate one another,

not to compete in improving wespons, all the more so-in ettempts

to "offset" the initiated reductions, but rather to leara to

make peace together and to Jointly lay a snlid hasim for if,

EIX,
If security iz the foundation of a Commnn European Home,

then all-round ecocoperation is ita bearing freme.

What is eymbolic about the new situation in Eurcpe and
hroughout the world in recent years, ie an Iintensive inter-

ctate dislogue, both bilateral and multilateral, The network of
apreenents, treaties and cther accords has become considerably
gore extensive. O0fficial consultations on varlious issues have
become & rule,

For the first time contacts have been established between
NATC and WTQ, between EC and CMEA, not to mention many political
and public orgsnizetions in both parts of Europe.

We are plemsed with the decision of the FParliamentary
Assembly of the Council of Europe to grant ths Goviet Union the
ptatus of a "=zpecially invited" state. We are prepared to
cooperate. But we think that we can go farther than that.

Wa could acecode to some of the internaticnal conventions

of the Council of Europe that are open to other statos--on the

environment, culture, education, televigion Droadcasting. we

———

are prevared to cooperate with the specialized agencies of

the Counecil of Europs.




. The Parlismentery Azsembly, the Council pf Europe and the

Eurcpean Farliasment are situated in Strasbourg. Should our
ties be expanded in the future and be Put on a regular basis,
we would open here, with the French government's consent, of

course, a Consulate General,

Interperliamentary ties hava major aignificance far making
the European process more dynamic. An impertant step has
already been rada; late lagt Jear a first meeting of the
perlismentary leaders of 35 countriee wag held in Warsaw,

We have duly appreciasted the visit to the USSR of the
delegation of the Parlimantary Assenbly of the Couneil of Eurcpe
headed by its President, Mr. Bjork,

The delegation could, I hope, "feel" directly the potent
and energetic pulse of the Sovies perestroika,

We regard as particularly 4important the recently initiemted
contacts with the Europesan Parliament,

Inter alia, we took note of its resolutions on military.-
political issues which sre geen by the Parliament as the core
of the West European consensua in the ares of aecurity.

In this connection I cannot but mention +he plans for
"the Westarn European defenme". Cf course, any state or By
group of states huve the right ®o take care nr their zecurity
in the ferms they consider most appropriate,

It ia important, though,that these forms sre et in
centradiction with the prevailing positive trengs, i.e.

trend toward a militarsy detesnte,




Thet they do not lead to the reappesrance of confrontatiasnal

tendencies in European politics end hence to a renewed grms vace,

The need to convene within the next 18-24% months a second

Helsinki-type meeting is coming to the fere with aver

ineressing urgency. It is time for the present generation of

the leaders of the European countries, USA and Canada to discuss,
in additien to the most immediate issues, how they contemplate
future stages of progress toward a European community of the

XTI century.

The esconomis cantent of the Cemmen Furspesn Home. Wo

regarc ag realistic—-theough not a close cne--the prospect of
emergence of a vast economic opace from the Atlantic to the
Urals where Eastern and VWestern parts would be strongly
interlocked.

In this gense, the Soviet Union's transition to a more open
econcmy 18 esgential; and not only for curselves, l.e. for
higher economic effectiveness and for meeting consumer demands.

Sueh & tranaition will inereamse East-West econcomic inter-
dependence and, thus, will tell favorably on the entire
spectrun of Eurcpean relations.

Similarities in the functioning of economic mechanisme,
trengthening of ties and economie interest, mutual adsptation,
reining of experts--these are all long-term factors of

cooperation, a guarantsee of stability of the European and the
internationsl process as a whole.

My contacts with prominent representatives of the
business communitiea of Great Britsio, the Federal Qepublic of

Formany, France, Italy and the Tnited States durineg ny




gbroad and on numercus coccasions in Moscow, testify to an

inareased interest in deoing business with us in the conditions

of perestroika,

Many of them do not overdramatize our difficulties, take
into mecount the specificity of the moment, when the reform
is more succeszsful in destroying obeolete mechanisms then in
E!“:EEEiI‘]E NaW DCIE3.

T have also noted the resclve of experienced businessmen
with a brosd political outlook to take Justifled risksa,
demenstrate audacity ond sot with longeterm prospects in mind.

And incidentally, not only in the interests of business
put alse in the interests of progress and peace and in univeruwel
human intereats.

We algo focl the swareness that focus on the imnediste
commercial profit may miss the chance for bread-scale and
much more benefiecial long-term economic cooperation with us es
an integral part of the European process,

I think that the distinguished audience will agree that

in our age sagregating economic tiles from sclentific and

Weast relations have of late been bled white oOF

If one could Justify ouch practices at toe
cold war, todsy many raatricticng seem utterly

Of course, we, too, are often excessively closed. However,
we have begun to straighten this cut. We have started to ta
dzuym suw ldomentioc COCCM"<=the wall senarating military and
lian spreduction--in particular, in connectinon with conversion.

30 maybe experts snd repreasentatives ol the respective
governments conld get together and .brank gll those

cold war log-Jams,




To bring eecrecy down to reagonsble limito whieh ape

required for securlty, end tao givae the green Llight to the

nermal two-way flow of sclentific knﬂwledge and technical are?

The following projects, for example, are equally urgent
both for the East and West of Europe:

a tranz-Zurcpcan high-.-opocd rallway;

8 common Europesl programme on hew solar-energy technologles
and equipment;

processing snd storing nuclear waste angd anhancing the safety
of nuclenr power stationa;

additicnal fiber optics channels for transmitting informeticn;

an all-Eurcpean gatellite TV system.

Of propt interent 10 tho proposed high definition television.
The research is undor way in saversl countries and this system
has & promising future for use within a "Eurcpenn home'.
Waturally, oge would prefop Lhe wost advanced and dinexpensive
syatem.

In 1985 in Paris Preaident Mittarand and I put forward
the idea of developing an i1NternATlOnAlL TheErmonuclear
experimental reasctor. It ig an inexhaustible source of
environmentally clesn PANATEY.

Under the IAEA aegis this projecs: h it of pooling
scientific capmbilities of th { ign, Wegt Europesn
gountries, the United States, Japan, ard other countries--is
moving to the stage of practiecal research,

seientists believre that gueh a Teactor sould be bullt ¥
the =#nd of the century. 1t is a great achjevement of acadenic
thought and technologiral art, which will gerve the future cf

Europe acd the entire world.




The model of economic rapprochement between Eastern apd

Western Eureope will to a large extent bhe determined by the

relationd batween Wentorn ragional erganizstions--the EC, EFTA,
end CHMEL. Feeh of them has itrR nwn dynamic® nf davelopment

and itz ocwn preoblams,

We do not doubt that integration processes in Vestern
Europe are ecquiring a new quality. We are far from underestimatin
the emergence in the next few yeara nf a single European sarket.

The Council for Mutual Economic Assistence is alse working
towards establishing a integrated market though we are lasgging
far behind in this respect,

The rate ¢f internal change in the CMEA will to a
congiderable degree deternine what will have a priority
development in the near future--tias hetween the CMEA and
a8 groups or ties between inidividual sccialist countries
tha EC,

It is quite possible that now and then one or the other
form will come to the forefront. Whaet is important is that
both forma it in the logle of e=ztablishing a common Europesn
economls digension.

As for the Soviet Union, coming up is a trade and economic
agreement between our country and the ZC. We attach substanziael
significance to this act from the standpoint of all-Europesan
intereats too.

We are, naturally, far from seeing cur ties with
B85 opposed to Tties with other associaticns or states,

countries are our good and old partners.




It might be reasonsble to talk alse wboul déveloping ties

between the CMEA snd EFTA and use this channel of multilateral

cooperation, ton, in the construction of new Eurcpe,

The commen Eurspean home will have tn ha anviranmentally

clean as well, Life has teught us bitter lessens., Major
ecological problems have long ago transcended nationa! confines.
Setting up a regional ocological eegurlty system i3 therefore

an urgent task,

It is quite possible thet it is in this directisn which is
indeed a priority direction that the ell-European proecess will
advance most rapidly.

Elaberating a long=term continantal eeological programme
could be a firet step.

W2 have proposed settingup a UN centre far emergency
ecolopgical assistance.

Such a centre or agency with a varning and monizoring
8¥sten i3 urgently needed in Europe.

We pight also give thought to establiphing an all-Europenn
inctitute for scologicel research and asmreRAMANT.

And ultimately--on the creation of an Crgan with binding
Buthority.

<he Vienna meeting decides that an environmental forur
of the 25 would be held this autumn in Sofia, Bulgeria., It
could alse discuss the problems in practiecnl terns.

Humanity is suffering increagingly grave losses as a
result of natural and tecinolezical dispsters, Seorss and
evan hundred of thousands af lives ars logt each yesr, Huge
Sums Are spent LG control the censaquences. Scicntigts ars
alarmed because largest sitien are inercecingly vulnersble in

the foce of matural dismstera.




. We are eware of the major projects designed to cope with

this growing gleobal threat.

The UBSR Acedemy of Sciences has estsblished an Internetional
Institute for the Theory of Eerthquake Frediction, and is
invites pelenkiabs Prowm acound tBhie world $o take part® in
developing a acientific haalc for the probleme of secuprity and
safety of larger cities, forecesting of draughts and possible
clinatic catastrophes.

The Soviet Union is resdy to provide for these purposes
satallites, oceanie vessels and new technology. It would be
probably useful to involve also military services of various
sountries, above all medical and engineering units in the
international rescue and restoration efforts.

The humanitarien econtent of the pan-Buropean process 1s

one of the crucial aspects.

A world where militsry arsenals would be reduced but where
human rights would be violated, would not be a =afe place,

We have made this conclusion for ocurselves once and for all.

The decisions made by the Vienna meeting represent a real
breakthrough in thic reepect. It laid down a programme of
Joint actiona by kuropean countries, made up of all klude
of activities. Understanding was reached on many issues which
until very recently had been stumbling bloecks in East-West
relations.

We are convinced that the all-European process should reat
on 8 solid legel ground, We ars thinking of an all-Eurnpean
home ss 8 coacunity rooted in law. And for our poart we Reve

begun to move in that direction.




. The Reseclution adopted by the Congress of People's Deputies

of the USSH says inter elia:

"Guided by international rules and prineiples, ineluding
thoee in the Universal Decleralion of Human Righte, the
Helesinki accords mnd sgreements, end bringing ite domestice
legiclation in line with the above., the U33R will seek to
contribute to the establishment of 2 world compmuiity of ctatee
rooted in law",

Europe could set an example in that respect. Naturslly,

1ts international legal integrity includes national and socisl

specilic features of states, Each Europesn country, the Unlted
States end Canada have their own lawa and treditions in the
humanitarian sphere, even though there exist eome universally
rovo@Enized pulss and prineciples,

it would, perhaps, be useful to mske & comparison of the
existing legielations on human rights by setting up to that end
an ad heoc workifng group or & ltind of Eurcpean institute for
comparative humaenltarian law.

In view of the different sccial systens

wa are nak lihkaly to achlove o ocaoplets identity of viewn,
However, the Vienna meeting and the recent London and FParis
conferences have demonstrated that commen views and comzon
approaclies do exlst and can he multipliad.

This mekes it possible to speak of the possibility of

creating a Europeen legal spacs.

At the FParis Humenitarian Forum, the Soviet Unicn and
Prance cosponsored an initiative to that effect. They were
Joined by the Federal Republic of Germany, Austria, HungaerY,

Foland and €zechoalovakia,




What we need 1s to expand greatly cultural eooperation,
ineresse interaction in the field of humsnitarian sciencoc ond
tn attain a Higher level of information exchanges,

Tn & word, the Europeans mMUsET ETep up Tthe procoas of petting
to know each other better,

A special role here could be pleyed by television whieh
brings in nontact scores and hundreds of millions rather than
hundreds O <thoussnde,of men and women.

There are also certain dangers inherent in Lhat., They
should te seen, Performing stages, screens, exhibition halls,
and publishing houses are flonded with commerciasl pseudo-culture
alien to Zurope. National languages are treated with disdain,
All this calls for our common attention end joint werk in ths
spirit of respect for the trus natrisnal valuss of azch and
BVery one,

That may involve sharing of experience in the preservation

I
of cultural heritage, actions to familiarize Eurcpean peoples

Wwith the original pressnt-day culturse of sach other and
collective promotion of language studies.

This may also invelve cooperation in the preservation of
nistorical and cultural monuments, Jjoint production of oine-,
TV=), and videofilms which promote national culftural achisvements

and the best examples of artiatic ereation of the past and of

taday.

Ladles and gentlemen,

Furopeans can xmeet the challenges of the coming century

The

only by pooling their efforta.




We are convinced that what they nead is one Furope--
peaceful end democratic, a Europe that meinteins all its
diversity and common humanistic ideas, a progperous Europe
extends ite hand to the rest of the world. A Europe that
confidently advances into the Tuture.

T+ is in such Eurcpe that we visualize our own future.

Peressroika, which seeks To radically renew Soviet soclety,
deterpines our policy aimed at the davelopment of Europe
vrecisely in trhat direction.

Papentroika is changing our country, advencing 1t to new
horirend. ''RAT PTAGESE wlll continue, pxtond and trensform
Soviet society in all dimensiona--econonic, social, political
and spiritual, in all domestiec affairs snd human relations.

We have Tipmly and irreveraihly emberksd on that road. This
was copnfirmed by the Resolution passed by the Congress of People'
Deputies on the "Basic guidelines of demestic and fereign
molicies of the USSR", That document confirmed in the naxe of
the people our choice, our path of perestroika.

1 eommend this Resolution to your attention. I% has &
fundamental and revoluticnary gignificance for the deztinies
aof the country to whigh Jou yourselves refer as & FUperpoOwer.

ks a result of its implementation, Fou and your gOVEINments,
your parlisments and peoples will =pon be dealing with a totally
difforent gecialist nation then has been the cass vefore.

And this will have and cannot but heve & favourable impacs
an the entire world process.

=

I thank ¥you.




