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The arms talks that we hear so much about
these days, are about one type of nuclear
bomb..... they call them "INF", which stands
for INTERMEDIATE NUCLEAR FORCES. These are
the weapons that have a range of 1000 to 3000
kilometres, so they have a longer range than
"battlefield" weapons and a shorter range than
"strategic" ones.

* In the late '70s, the NATO Alliance
agreed to send American Cruise and Pershing
missiles to Europe. It was claimed that this
was to '"counterbalance" the threat from
SS-20s, but the real reasons were to re—assure
West European governments that the U.S. of A.
was still committed to defending them, and to
re-assert U.S. dominance of NATO.

* In 1979 they announced the "Dual
Track" decision - deploy and negotiate, but
within a year (as we all know) a huge protest
movement erupted all over Europe. Up went the

cry NO CRUISE NO PERSHING NO SS-20!

* The Americans were worried, and one
way they decided to deal with the protest was
to offer a treaty that they knew the Soviets
would never accept. In late '8l they offered
the "ZERO OPTION". This was a deal based on
the Soviets destroying all their INF missiles,
and in return the Americans wouldn't build

theirs.

* The Russians said “NIET" (Sur- prise
surprise!). They said it wan't fair because
the Americans refused to count British and
French bombs into the "balance". So there was
no deal, and in 1983 Cruise and Pershing 1IIs
began to arrive.

* Things were changing in the USSR
though. Mr Gorbachev came to power, and by
late '85, started making a string of arms
proposals, that really began to shake them wup
at the White House.

* At Reykhavik last year, he and
Reagan nearly came to an agreement on a
limited "Zero Option" (getting rid of all but
100 INF missiles on each side). But the talks
failed because the Russians insisted on
linking INF talks with "Star Wars". "NOY,
said the Yanks. "WELL NIET", said the
Russkies.

THE GENEVA
" ARMS TALKS

* Later however, Mr Gorbachev changed
his mind, and accepted Zero Option with no
strings attached. By this time, things were
changing in America too. The Iran-Contra
scandal had blown, and the politicians in
Washington were ready to sign in order to
clean up their tarnished image. But the West
Europeans were unhappy now. Mrs Thatcher and
Chancellor Kohl of West Germany didn't really
want to see a successful deal. They said,
"NO" and "NEIN"..... unless the Soviets agree
to scrap their short-range missiles too. They
were completely gobsmacked when  Gorbachev
agreed. They thought it was definately going
to be a "NIET", because the only reason the
Russians have got more short range bombs than
us is that we don't think they're any use, and
don't want them. | '

* Mr Gorbachev just kept on agreeing
to their demands. He wasn't playing the game.

* ' Today, the talks are stuck on the
issue of Pershing I's. These are old West
German missiles with Americam nuclear
warheads. The Americans won't scrap them
because they say they're German (?!).

* It's impossible to tell what will
happen next, though it looks as if a deal is
on the cards..... the Russians and the
Americans really want a deal..... and the West
Europeans can't do anything about it to stop
them.

B The job of the peace movement is+-

1. Make sure Thatcher backs the talks:

2. Make sure there's no "nuclear substitution"
of Cruise missiles onto submarines or
planes:

3. Make sure there is no sabotage of the talks
by either side.
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“SPYCATCHER”

You've almost certainly heard or read something
about the book "Spycatcher", but unlike most
books that you hear about you'll have to go to
a great deal of trouble to get hold of a copy
of this one. 1In fact the government has been
going to considerable lengths to make sure you
or anybody else doesn't see a copy. The book
by Mr Peter Wright, a former Secret Service
officer, outlines what MI5 got up to while he
worked in the organisation.

In this issue of the Forest Fields Peace Group
Newsletter we are printing summaries of the
allegations made and sections of the text. It
is possible (although given our small
circulation, unlikely) that we could be

prosecuted for publishing what is in effect a

banned book. However, we feel it is important
to make our contribution to the growing tide of
opinion that thinks that the suppression - of
this book is both ridiculous and wrong.

FREEDOM OF SPEECH

The right to say and publish what we think is
fundamental 1in any democratic system.
Censorship and the banning of books is a mark
of totalitarianism. It is perfectly clear that
the British Public want to know what Mr Wright
is alleging went on in MI5. Does the British
Government really think it knows what the
public wants more than the public themselves?

POLITICAL EMBARASSMENT

Tooking at the allegations it is clear that a
major reason for the government's attempts to
ban this book is to prevent political
embarassment. It wants to avoid having to
investigate the allegations which might lead to
the prosecution of MI5 agents, civil servants
and maybe ministers. It wants to avoid
pressure to have what MI5 1is doing at the
moment investigated. After all if the Secret
Service was happy to de-stabilise the Wilson
Labour government in the 70's as is alleged
maybe they've got plans to de-stabilise a
Labour government (with an anti-nuclear policCy)
in the 1990's.

* ARTICLES, LETT!

NATIONAL SECURITY

The Government claims that it is suppressing
this book on the grounds of National Security -
that in making these allegations the state is
threatened, and that not trying to stop the
book’ might encourage other agents to also
publish. Over the last few months this has
been proved ridiculous. The book is freely

available in the USA, the information is
already out. As far as other agents are
concerned, several have already published

though not quite with the same amount of
publicity as Spycatcher.

WHO'S NATIONAL SECURITY?

'RS, POEMS, CARTOONS ETIC.. ALWAYS WELCOME. *
PLEASE SEND TO: F.F.P.G. BOX 5, 69, WIVERTON RD.

When the government claims National Security,
exactly who's security is it talking about?
who's security is protected by the widespread
opening of mail and bugging of phones, - the
de-stabilisation of a democratically elected
Iabour Government, plotting to kill the leaders
of other countries - all alleged in the
Spycatcher book.

Now we've thought hard about this and we really
can't see any good ' out of these
activities for the British people.
government claims 1t has to protect these’
activities in the interests of National
Security.

We say, if the t was really interested .
in National Security they'd put their efforts .

into;ggttigg'the.INFINUclear'Treagxsigned and

ridding the world of nuclear weapons. They'd
start thinking about how to meet the needs and
aspirations of the British People instead of -
always thinking about how they can make more
profits out of them.

If they did that then we might have some peace,
real peace, real National Security, a countxy

- which had something to be proud of, a countxy

in which you could say and publish what you
wanted without fear of prosecution.
Editorial Team
FFPG Newsletter
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