No. 6499

Wednesday November 1st, 1989

Established in London in 1941

Mikhail Gorbachev’s speech at
Finlandia Palace

Here follows the full text of the speech delivered on October 26 by Soviet President Mikhail

Mr President,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

Comrades,

This meeting with you, representatives of
people who have become our friends, is winding
up the main part of my visit.

We will implement its results together. But
one can already say that President Koivisto and
I have initiated a new stage in the favourable
development of Soviet-Finnish relations.

The meeting here, at the Finlandia Palace, is
also remarkable for the fact that it takes place, if
you allow me to express it in this way, at the
same “maternity home” where the common Eu-
ropean process was born 15 years ago. It was
here that the Helsinki chimes started to count
European time from 1975.

Strongly influenced by new thinking in the
past few years, this process is rapidly gaining in
strength and being filled with practical mea-
sures. Under its influence, the entire world
community began moving. }

For centuries interstate relations were sub-
ordinated to the logic of violence — the harsh and
sophisticated logic of war. Politics was the hos-
tage of Mars, the God of War. It was said that
the diplomats’ role was to foster an atmosphere
that ensured advantage for their country in the
next war.

Only in our times, the new logic — the logic of
new political thinking — intruded into this
centuries-old process. It is making only its first
steps: achieving a new level in the Helsinki Pro-
cess, the 1986 Stockholm Agreements on confi-
dence-building measures, the Delhi Declara-
tion, the INF Treaty, the Geneva Accords on
Afghanistan, the new dimension of interstate
dialogue at summit level as a key factor of mo-
dern -world policy, the revival of the role of the
United Nations - all these are impressive signs
of the new logic of global development. ’

-An hour ago they were joined by the Sov-
iet-Finnish Declaration, which we signed with
President Koivisto. It is a document of inter-
national significance: the largest Eurasian nu-
clear state, a member of a military alliance and a
relatively small neutral state i northern Europe
jointly stated their resolve to promote in inter-
state affairs the principles of free choice, demo-
cratisation and humanisation of relations, the
primacy of international law and common hu-
man values. They also call on other countries
and peoples to do the same.
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This document testifies to the unique, high
level of relations between the Soviet Union and
Finland and at the same time reflects the grow-
ing hope in the world for turning the domestic
and foreign policy of states to man.

But this turn of paramount significance can
only take place in conditions of peace.

What is it? How do we understand it?

Peace envisages a general agreement between
states that no problems, past or present, can be
solved with the help of weapons. If this is so,
armaments should be reduced to the level of
sensible defensive sufficiency, while power poli-
tics, hegemony and interference in the internal
affairs of other states should be renounced.
Phenomena, like the presence of troops. on fo-
reign territories, military alliances, COCOM
and vast areas kept off limits, which are so habi-
tual but are incompatible with the peaceful pe-
riod, should be gradually phased out.

Peace means a constant political dialogue,
which signifies a search for mutually acceptable
decisions and at the same time represents a kind
of preventive measure against conflicts and-mis-
understandings. It is also a source of new ideas,
and new attitudes in international affairs.

Peace means creating a generally-recognised
legal basis for relations between states. A world-
~wide legal order, if you like, which ensures the

-freedom of socio-political choice and guarantees
the sovereignty and independence of every
one. Naturally it presupposes observance at
international level of the moral norms which
characterise relations between civilised people.

Peace means taking joint care to form a truly
international, genuinely global economy, which
would promote the stable development of each
country, the sensible utilisation of its own re-
sources and mutually advantageous access to
resources of other countries on an equal basis.

Peace means broadly-based and open co-
operation in tackling global problems, from pro-
tecting the environment to eradicating such
scourges of the century as terrorism and drug
abuse.

Peace means establishing an international sys-
tem of emergency relief aid in cases of natural
calamity, industrial accidents and catastrophes,
or any other life-endangering situatjons.

Finally, peace means the interaction of coun-
tries and peoples in ensuring and protecting hu-
man rights in all their diversity on a worldwide
scale. These constitute the pivotal and humanis-
tic contents and the main meaning of peace.

Can mankind effect this breakthough towards
a fundamentally new quality of mutual rela-
tions?

Of course, this is a difficult problem. History
practically does not know a prolonged period of
stable peace.

However, mankind has an “example”, a kind
of “experimental base”, on which to foster<a
peaceful period. This is Europe, which has been
living without war for nearly 45 years and accu-
mulated an instructive potential of living to-
gether by many different countries. It is called
the common European process.

It is no accident that Finland was the venue of
the successful first “constituent” European con-
ference on security and co-operation. To this
end, it provided its capital and through the art of

369

Gorbachev at the Finlandia Palace, Helsinki:

its diplomats made a sizeable' contribution to
building “bridges of accord” between East and
West, to drafting the agreements which were
reached at that. time. It is only logical that the
process, which started here, is referred to by two
names, “common European” and “Helsinki™

I cannot help mentioning the constructive
contribution of small and medium states, espe-
cially in the north of Europe. Europeans owe
many useful ideas and compromise initiatives to
them. We hear the clear and authoritative voice
of Finland in all this work. Much credit for what
has been achieved by common European ef-
forts, goes to the “N & N” group that is to
neutral and non-aligned countries which, inci-
dentally, make up a third of the European
community of states.

The months since the Vienna meeting have
shown things are making confident headway in
Europe. This is corroborated by the first part of
the Paris Conference on Human Rights, the
London Information Forum and the Sofia Con-
ference on Ecology. There are grounds to hope
that agreement on the reduction of troops and
weapons and confidence-building measures in
Europe can be achieved already next year. This
would be an event of such importance that it
would be correct for the leaders of all states
participating in the European process to sign this
document.

Moreover, I believe, a logical idea is taking
root in public opinion: it is evidently high time
for the present generation of the leaders of
European countries, the United States and Ca-
nada to discuss once again the state of European
affairs and to look at Europe’s future and even
into the next century. Therefore, it would be
advisable to hold a meeting within the European
process, scheduled for 1992, at the level of the
leaders of all 35 states. We would welcome it if
this “Helsinki-2” would be held in Helsinki.
President Manuno Koivisto told us today that he
agreed.

In the meantime, we intend to tirclessly
consolidate bilateral co-operation with Euro-
pean countries, the United States and Cunada
and to improve interaction with the European
Economic Community and the European Free
Trade Association.

The establishment of a European economic
zone is on the agenda today. The fact that the
integration groups are developing at a different
pace, should not interfere with a scarch for
points of contact. Especially, since there are
many common CONcerns even Now.

Taking this into account, would not it be cxpe-
dient to hold an expert meeting of countries
representing all the three groups? Such a “Euro-
pean tripartite commission™ could discuss, for
instance, the comparability of economic and sta-
tistical indicators and compatibility of cconomic
mechanisms. The changes in Europe remind us
of this need.

After our visit to Strasbourg, we are establis-
hing contacts with the Council of Europe ai
parliamentary and government levels. Thosc
contacts are encouraging and make us think
about the future. The Council of Europe with its
conventions and agreements as well as speciali-
sed agencies has accumulated a rich experience
of many-sided relations, which descrves to be
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actively utilised.

Turning to the disarmament aspect of the
European process, it will undoubtedly be benefi-
cially influenced by recent positive changes also
outside the Vienna talks. We have moved closer
to concluding a treaty on the complete prohibi-
tion and elimination of chemical weapons.
There is progress in intermediary steps which,
we hope, will lead to the end of Soviet and
American nuclear tests, in which the entire
world population is vitally interested. Construc-
tive actions on both sides have improved the
prospects of concluding a treaty on a 50 per cent
reduction in Soviet and US strategic offensive
weapons. All of this, undoubtedly, brings us
closer to a peaceful period.

But the greater the progress along this road,
the more urgent the need for tackling questions
concerning naval forces, including confi-
dence-building measures and adequate controls.
The destabilising role of these forces will grow as
other types of armaments are reduced.

Their present numerical strength in the East
and especially in the West clearly exceeds the
requirements of protecting sea lanes and coastal
defence. Naval forces with their immense missile
and artillery power, aviation, aircraft carrying
ships and landing forces are capable of operating
both at sea and on land.

In our view, the process of strengthening con-
fidence, of lowering and then completely elimi-
nating military confrontation and making the
transition to non-offensive defence will not take
place if this problem is not resolved.

As your guest, it is appropriate and topical to
express our viewpoint on the security of the
European north. This region is of great stabili-
sing importance for the entire European pro-
cess.

The Soviet Union praises Finland's initiative
(supported by other countries) which prompted
the establishment of a nuclear-free zone in the
north of Europe. We know that this idea does
not meet with understanding everywhere, for
instance in the United States. Speaking here, I
should like to address our partners in Washing-
ton and other capitals: let us examine all aspects
of this issue. Let us meet halfway the wish of
peoples in northern Europe to turn their coun-
tries into a reliable flank of a European and
world-wide system of security.

Some ideas on this issue were put forth in
Murmansk. We have also taken specific actions
over the past two years. They resulted partially
in the INF Treaty and in unilateral moves by the
Soviet leadership, which are not directly connec-
ted with the on-going negotiations. Today there
are no Soviet intermediate- and shorter-range
missiles on combat duty in areas adjacent to the
north of Europe. Our tactical nuclear weapons
are now stationed in such a way that they cannot
reach the Nordic countries from anywhere in the
Soviet Union.

The Soviet Union made a decision about its
‘nuclear weapons in the Baltic Sea. We have
begun to eliminate unilaterally some types of
these sea-based weapons.

As it was reported the USSR took two sub-
marines out of commission, as a first step, and
will eliminate the remaining four submarines
known in the West as “Gulf”, by the end of
1990. We will also destroy the ammunition for
nuclear missiles for these submarines. We shall
not replace them. We are ready to agree with all
nuclear powers and the Baltic states on efficient
guarantees for a Baltic Sea nuclear-free status.

The numerical strength of forces in the Euro-
pean part of the USSR and in the territories of
our allies has already been unilaterally reduced
by over 200,000 men. In Central Europe we
have made considerable cuts in the amount of
assault-landing and assault-crossing equipment.

In short, our armed forces increasingly as-
sume a defensive character. In the northern re-
gion their transformation in this direction will be
completed next year. The numerical strength of
Soviet land forces on the Soviet-Finnish border

is now less than the total numerical strength of
land forces in Finland.

It can be said with certainty that the military-
political situation in the north has drastically
improved. An attack or an outbreak of armed
conflict in the area is out of question.

I am aware that our neighbours in Nordic
Europe and in Finland itself are concerned over
a large group of naval forces that is stationed
mainly off the Kola Peninsula.

These are our sea-launched strategic forces.
As I have already said, the question of their
reduction must be decided on a global scale.

As for the northern region, I would like to say
the following:

Firstly, our previous proposals for the limita-
tion and reduction of military activity in the
area, including that of the navy and the air force,
and these made at Murmansk, remain valid.

Secondly, I would like to point out President
Koivisto’s idea for confidence-building measures
in northern maritime areas. As is known, we
have proposed to discuss the naval aspects
of disarmament at the Vienna talks. These
proposals still hold.

However, as an initial step, it is possible to
agree on appropriate measures that apply to sea
expanses in the northern part of Europe.

Thirdly, taking into consideration the initia-
tives of other countries, including Norway, we
are prepared to start consultations or negotia-
tions towards concluding an agreement envisa-
ging mutual notification of accidents on naval
ships, including nuclear submarines.

We want this agreement (that would also co-
ver the North Atlantic) to be signed not only by
the Nordic countries but also by all countries
that conduct naval activity in this region.

Fourthly, we propose to set up a permanent
parliamentary group of Nordic countries to dis-
cuss all problems of the region, ranging from
security to human rights.

A number of questions could be decided on a
bilateral basis. We believe, for instance, it is
time to take a fresh look at the problem of
demarcating expanses of the Barents Sea with
Norway. We need to arrive at a mutually-accept-
able solution.

We are ready to establish contacts with the
Nordic Council. Initially, we propose a meeting
of a delegation from the Council with represen-
tatives from the USSR Supreme Soviet, to be
followed by meetings with representatives from
the supreme soviets of union and autonomous
republics situated in the northern part of the
USSR.

We are aware of the Nordic countries’
concern about environmental problems. We
share this concern. Northern nature is fragile
and difficult to restore. Considerable damage
has already been done to it, and the Arctic re-
gion is one of the areas where global weather
patterns are determined.

The Leningrad conference of scientists from
Nordic countries late last year and a meeting of

' parliamentarians in Moscow this year marked

the beginning of the quest for co-operation in
the environmental protection. ;

Apparently it is time to adopt a common plat-
form and to begin co-operation on its basis,
specifically in the production of equipment for
environmental protection. We must also esta-
blish common norms, standards and methods for
controlling the state of the environment in the
North.

We welcome Finland's proposal to convene a
multilateral intergovernmental conference on
the Arctic’s ecology.

A discussion of major economic-and energy-
oriented projects planned to be implemented in
Nordic countries would, perhaps, be useful
to all. Some of these plans could be mutually
supplemented.

The question of the destiny of the national
minorities in the North was raised at the parlia-
mentarians’ meeting mentioned previously. We
are also concerned about this matter.

It was. discussed at the Congress of USSR

N
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People’s Deputies, by the USSR Supreme Sov-
iet and the September plenum of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union Central Committee.
We are prepared to establish broad contacts and
to exchange our experience in this area.

In short, co-operation among Nordic coun-
tries is a very important part of the European
process. It promotes the democratisation and
humanisation of international relations and us-
hers in a peaceful period.

Now I would like to address myself to the
topic which is central to my visit — Soviet-Finnish
relations.

They have a rich history that has not always
been easy. There were good and bad times, but
the good predominates. A decisive role in this
history was played by the fundamental and res-
ponsible conclusions our states made after the
tragedy of 1939-1944.

Experience has shown that the decision made
then has proved to be the only possible, correct
and historically wise decision.

An invaluable contribution to the good-neigh-
bourliness and friendship between our two
peoples was made by prominent Finnish states-
men, such as Juho Kusti Paasikivi, Orho Kekko-
nen and, certainly, President Mauno Koivisto,
for whom the USSR has full trust and sincere
respect.

We in the Soviet Union are deeply satisfied
with the development of our relations with Fin-
land. Their importance to us at the height of the
cold war, when the Western world had built
a wall of alienation around us, can hardly be
overestimated.

These relations have not been affected by cir-
cumstantial anti-Soviet storms. Now that the
post-war period is over, Soviet-Finnish relations
will remain a symbol of honesty in international
affairs, of respect and of loyalty to promises. It
will remain an example of the important role
that the reliability of a partner and confidence in
bilateral relations can play in world politics.
These relations are filled with new political and
economic contents and are becoming more
effective as an international factor.

We learned to trust the peaceable disposition
of each other. We do not avoid discussing pro-
blems and frankly familiarise each other with
our concerns and anxieties, seeking solutions to
difficulties that arise, on this basis.

More than 150 treaties and agreements link
our states. Partner relations between the CPSU
and Finnish political parties have existed for
decades. Public ties between citizens of the two
countries are wide and diverse. There emerged a
set of instruments for the reciprocal study and
coordination of interests. Is this not a contribu-
tion to the formation of a policy for a peaceful
period on an international scale, to the creation
of our future world — a non-violent world, built
on a balance of interests, and attention and res-
pect paid to another nation, to people of a diffe-
rent country? The preservation of such relations
with Finland will form a lasting and inalienable
link in our entire foreign policy activity.

In this context, one cannot but say kind words
about the 1948 Treaty on Friendship, Co-
operation and Mutual Aid. There are few docu-
ments in the history of diplomacy which have
been so effective for such a long period of time.
The Treaty marks a crucial turn in our relations.

We agree with President Koivisto: not a word
should be changed in the Treaty. It meets the
realities of our time and enables us to act in a
fully-fledged and equal manner now and in the
future in one’s own interests, in the interests of
Europe and the world. It has become an inalien-
able part of the security of northern Europe.

The 1948 Treaty and Finland’s neutrality is
the basis of your country’s foreign policy. Both
elements, the Treaty and neutrality, comple-
ment rather than contradict each other.

It is known that there were disputes over how
to interpret Finnish neutrality. Sometimes they
resurface today. Let us not repeat the old stereo-

(continued on page 374)
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Soviet President’s speech at
reception in Helsinki

President Mauno Koivisto of Finland on October 25 gave a dinner in honour of visiting Soviet
President Mikhail Gorbachev. The Soviet President made the following speech:

Esteemed Mr President,
Esteemed Mrs Tellervo Koivisto,
Ladies and Gentlemen, Comrades,

I am sure, Mr President, that your
friendly words will be gratefully recei-
ved by Soviet people who have the
best of feelings and profound respect
for their northern neighbour, the land
of Suomi.

I wish to greet a people who has preserved the
poetic beauty and original look of its land and
ennobled rigorous nature by persistent work.

I wish to welcome a nation that has enriched
European and world culture by the epos Kaleva-
la, the music of Jean Sibelius, and by the re-
markable works of writers, artists, designers,
architects. We invite Finnish masters to help us
restore architectural monuments in our country.

What Russian artist and philosopher Nicholas
Roerich described as ‘Finland’s enchantment’
was an inspiration to Repin, Glinka, Rimsky-
Korsakov. Many Russian poets dedicated their
verse to Finland’s nature and its people.

Lenin and Finland, this theme is forever a
source of sympathy between our two peoples.
We are grateful to Finns who treasure the me-
mory of the founder of the Soviet State, the
leader of our great revolution.

Our destinies have been closely interwoven by
history. And both of our countries have not
been ungrateful. We have contributed a unique
example of equal relations, mutual respect and
confidence to the treasure trove of history. And
this despite the fact that the past has not always
been smooth, and that there was even fierce
strife at times.

I wish to greet neutral Finland, its effective
and benevolent policy that has been serving
peace in Nordic Europe and the whole of Eu-
rope for many years.

Finland earned high respect among European
peoples and the international community by its
international activity, inclination towards dialo-
gue, attention to partners, and at the same time
firmness in asserting its stand and the right to its
stand under any circumstances.

This made Helsinki the starting point of the,
European Process. The Soviet Union highly ap-
preciates Finland’s contribution to the shaping
of positive, sound tendencies during the post-
war period and its persistent striving to put an
end to the cold war.

We appreciate the stable, many-faceted and
productive co-operation between our two states,
the public of our countries and personal contacts
between Soviet and Finnish citizens.

These are fruits of a far-sighted choice made
45 years ago, a result of efforts by statesmen
from Paasikivi to Koivisto. It is particularly im-
portant that the youth of our two countries has
learnt to treasure everything that has been
achieved in this respect by the previous genera-
tion and that they wish to replenish this.

The policy of Soviet-Finnish good-
neighbourliness has a European scope and is an
asset in world politics.

Much of what is now used in international
communication was manifested for the first time
in relations between the Soviet Union and Fin-
land. They developed methods for the peaceful
coexistence of states with different social
systems.

I do not want to sound affected, but I cannot

avoid mentioning the fact that relations between
the USSR and Finland are exemplary relations
in many respects.

Their vitality is shown also by the fact that the
international importance of Soviet-Finnish inte-
raction has not lessened even now that dozens of
countries have joined in the European Process.

It assumes fresh importance. Qur experience
confirms the possibility of relations between ve-
ry dissimilar states that are long-term and re-
main unaffected by either domestic or foreign
circumstantial political considerations.

Ladies and Gentlemen,

Staying in your country we have become di-
rectly aware of the close interest with which the
Finnish people are following the processes ta-
king place in the Soviet Union. What is particu-
larly pleasant, they understand the universal
importance of the things with which we
are occupied.

The President of Finland and I have already
discussed today specific features of the present
stage of perestroika.

Each subsequent stage in the renewal of So-
viet society — this work has been widely launched
- has turned out to be more difficult. than the
previous one. This is natural, for what we have is
a revolution within a revolution. It is more than
likely that we are now living through the most
crucial moment.

The special complexity of the situation is de-
termined by its transitional character. The cor-
rection of past deformations and the radical revi-
sion of views on socialism have released a huge
amount of public energy and swiftly involved
millions of people in political affairs.

Profound transformations in the economic ba-
sis and an atmosphere of unfettered hearts and
minds has given rise to or aggravated problems
which quite often are felt acutely and evoke
discontent.

The current priority task is to channel the
released energy into practical actions to achieve
tangible results in daily living.

We rely on our new Parliament which is
promptly increasing its work and learning to
perform its role as required by the times.

Fundamental laws currently under discussion
by the Supreme Soviet, some of which have
already been passed, will alter the entire econo-
mic and political structure of society.

Our socialist federation will be filled with new
contents. The forthcoming elections to republi-
can and local soviets is a second stage in the
political reform, a stage of great importance.

The 28th Congress of the Soviet Communist
Party will be a historic milestone in the develop-
ment of perestroika.

The democratisation of society is the core of
the entire process. With all the pluralism of opi-
nions and passions which are characteristic of
our life today, the socialist choice of the people
remains unshakeable.

Our perestroika has already had an internatio-
nal impact. Tapping the energy of our vast coun-
try to assert the primacy of common human
values in the world development can help
streamline human progress.

We are solving our tasks now in the context of
the interests of the world community. This has
already influenced the atmosphere in the world
and promoted the improvement of the interna-
tional situation.

Our countries are vastly dissimilar.

But remaining different, preserving all our
originality, we respect each other’s choice.

What is more, we regard distinctions and dis-

similarity as a source of mutual enrichment and
of supplementing each other economically and
culturally.

Here is a fresh example from the latter area.
Before departure I was presented with two volu-
minous books in Russian and Finnish. This is the
first volume of the joint publication, the biblio-
graphy of Uralic studies, prepared by scholars of
our two countries.

Unique work has been done. It comprises re-
search into archaeology, ethnography, folklore,
linguistics and literary studies of all peoples of
the Finno-Ugric group in the 70 years since
1917, the year of great importance for both our
states.

Isn’t this an example of Soviet-Finnish contri-
bution to world humanities exclamation.

The Soviet Union is firmly determined to
continue along the road of friendship, co-
operation and mutual assistance with Finland.
As you see, I used the formula of the 1948
Treaty.

Much has changed since then, but the funda-
mental idea, to be friends, to co-operate, to help
each other, that was then adopted has not be-
come dated.

It is capable of taking on new contents, adap-
ting to the present and remaining ever relevant.

I hope, Mr President, and 1 will permit myself
to say this on behalf of us both that we shall do
our utmost so that Soviet-Finnish relations
should remain at the highest level of confidence
and good-neighbourliness.

And when needed, our two countries will as
ever by trailblazers in international affairs. This
requires constant attention and sustained effort.

But we have become accustomed to this. We
have rich experience and firm support of our
peoples.

I believe that we shall cope with the task. And
the summit meeting that we have started so
successfully today confirms my belief.

I have one more mission, which is very impor-
tant and pleasant, to invite you, Mr President, to
pay an official visit to the Soviet Union.

To the health of Mr Mauno Koivisto and Mrs
Tellervo Koivisto, .

To the flourishing of friendly Finland and its
people,

To further co-operation and friendship! 0

AFGHANISTAN IN
OUR LIVES

® Was the bringing of troops to
Afghanistan in December 1979

justified?

® What influence has the war in
Afghanistan had on Soviet
society?

® What mark has it left in the
destinies of individual people?

These questions are answered in this book
by former internationalist soldiers, members
of their families, writers, journalists and
scientists.

price 60p from:
Soviet Booklets (SN),
3 Rosary Gardens,
London SW7 4NW.
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Gorbachev and Koivisto discuss
Soviet-Finnish relations

THE Soviet Union and Finland have
stressed their commitment to “active
participation in the creation of a world

where there is no use of force, intimi-

dation, inequality, oppression, discri-
mination, nor interference in the inter-

nal affairs of other countries.”

In a joint declaration signed in Helsinki on
October 26, the leaders of the two countries,
Mikhail Gorbachev and Mauno Koivisto, pled-
ged their support for the settlement of all dis-
putes, including regional conflicts, solely
through political means.

The two countries expressed “absolute respec:
for the principle of the freedom of social and
political choice, deideologisation and humanisa-
tion of the relations between states, adherence
to international law in foreign policy activities,
and the priority of human interests and values.”

Among top-priority measuies to guarantee
international security they singled out “an exact
and urgent definition of the concrete parameters
of the minimum deterrence concerning nuclear
armaments, including tactical nuclear weapons.”

Gorbachev and Koivisto called for the reduc-

tion of conventional armed forces in Europe to a
level sufficient for defensive purposes in order to
“effectively eliminate the capability for launch-
ing surprise attack and for initiating large-scale
offensive action.”

In the economic sphere, they proposed equal
and free interaction between economic systems
and integration processes on the basis of exten-
sive commercial, economic, scientific, technical
and industrial co-operation.

In a special section dealing with environ-
mental issues, the Soviet and Finnish leaders
called for the “restoration of the balance
between man and nature as well as recovery of
the human habitat by combining scientific and
technical development and the improvement of
the condition of global and regional ecosys-
tems.”

The two countries will strive to protect and
restore regional ecosystems and to develop
international co-operation for the protection of
the Arctic environment and the revival of the
marine environment of the Baltic Sea.

The Soviet Union and Finland called for
“implementation everywhere to their fullest ex-
tent of the human rights and fundamental free-

doms that that have been internationally agreed
upon, as the yardstick of the practice of states; a
dynamic implementation of the human dimen-
sion of the CSCE Process and its enrichment in
the Conference on the Human Dimension of the
CSCE, the next meetings of which will be held in
Copenhagen in 1990 and in Moscow in 1991.”

The two countries pledged to adhere to the
principle of free and open exchange of people,
ideas, information, spiritual and cultural values.

They will also exchange experience to be gai-
ned from the socio-economic and political devel-
opment, with a view to eradicate deep-rooted
patterns of thinking and enemy perception of
the past, to prevent their re-emergence, and to
replace them in the consciousness of new gene-
rations, above all of the youth, with the image of
a partner.

The USSR and Finland undertake to harmon-
ise their laws, regulations, practices and policies
with their international obligations.

The two countries will strive to advance to-
wards a unified Europe — a Europe of states
adhering to the rule of law, a Europe of trust,
harmony, openness and stability, a Europe that
does not withdraw into itself but is open towards
all continents. ]

Gorbachev, Koivisto sign declaration

AT A meeting held in Helsinki on Oc-
tober 25, Mikhail Gorbachev and
Mauno Koivisto expressed satisfaction
with the timing of their summit and the
opportunity to focus attention on areas
in which Soviet-Finnish relations, cha-
racterised by a high degree of mutual
trust, play an exceptionally important
role.

“QOur attitude towards Finland has an inde-
pendent and great value not only on a bilateral
basis, but also within the framework of all-
European process,” said the Soviet leader.

“The meeting is also important as it gives a
chance to see what can and should be done to
promote Soviet-Finnish interaction with due ac-
count for changes in the two countries, in Euro-

pean and world economics and politics,” he said.

The people of Finland are making a substan-
tial contribution to civilisation, Gorbachev ob-
served, stressing that this is especially important
today when international relations are beginning
to change on new, democratic and humanistic
principies.

Gorbachev frankly and in detail informed the
Finnish President about the current situation in
the Soviet Union.

In discussing specific problems of the Soviet
economy, they concentrated on a new type of
foreign economic relations, the role of joint ven-
tures and the establishment of intensive co-
operation zones.

The Soviet President shared his ideas about
prospects for resolving ethnic problems in the
USSR through renewing and perfecting Soviet
federation.

Gorbachev and Holkeri express
satisfaction with visit

DURING a meeting on the morning’
of October 26, Mikhail Gorbachev and
Finnish Prime Minister Harri Holkeri
briefly exchanged impressions of the
first day of the visit and voiced com-
plete satisfaction with its content and

benevolent atmosphere.

They highly assessed the agreements and pro-
tocols to be signed that day, which will largely
determine the future of Soviet-Finnish co-
operation resting on the solid foundation crea-
ted in the preceding decades.

They stressed the signal importance of the
summit declaration that raises bilateral relations
to a qualitatively new level and symbolises the
historic significance of the visit.

The interlocutors agreed that the protocols
and agreements reflect the intentions of the two
sides. They should be followed by practical
deeds and the development of specific mecha-
nisms to implement joint ideas.

The sides discussed contacts in the scientific
and technical sphere on mutually complement-
ing principles and the mutually beneficial use of
Finland’s experience in the procurement and

processing of timber.

-Special attention was given to ecological pro-
blems on the Kola Peninsula, in the border areas
and in the Baltic Sea.

Problems of protecting and restoring the
environment show how important it is for the
two neighbours to take into account each other’s
interests.

This is also important in the global perspec-
tive. The mounting ecological threat inexorably
reminds one about the interrelationship of to-
day’s world and the interdependence of the
Earth’s inhabitants, Gorbachev observed.

This is one of the basic ideas of the new think-
ing. When there is understanding, including on
the ecological aspect of interdependence, it is
easier to look for solutions in the political
sphere.

The Prime Minister resolutely backed this
theme and attributed it to the emphasis on hu-
man interests that characterises Soviet pere-
stroika.

They agreed in principle on the procedure for
studying some most important co-operation pro-
jects, including the Pechenganikel Works.

Gorbachev reaffirmed Nikolai Ryzhkov's

Koivisto expressed full understanding of the
Soviet leadership’s policy in this area and reaffir-
med his principled stand of building Finland’s
relations with the USSR and its republics in a
corresponding way.

In the opinion of the Finnish President, no
serious statesman in the West whom he had met
lately underestimates the international signifi-
cance of perestroika.

No one is inclined to behave provocatively
with regard to the Soviet Union or Eastern Eu-
rope, he added.

Koivisto stressed the importance of integra-
ting the Soviet economy into the world eco-
nomic system and involving the USSR in the
activity of international economic organisations.

Gorbachev, referring to the Soviet Union’s
principled stance that rules out any interference
in the affairs of other countries, pointed to the
particular importance of the current period
when any attempt to disrupt the natural deve-
lopment desired by peoples is fraught with very
grave consequences for the world situation on
the whole.

The two presidents exchanged views on the
current state and importance of Soviet-
American relations.

Gorbachev assessed positively on the whole
the talks on strategic arms, conventional arma-
ments and armed forces in Europe, even though
serious problems awaiting a mutually acceptable
solution remain.

One-on-one conversations will continue. [

invitation to the Finnish Prime Minister to pay
an official visit to the Soviet Union.

The Gorbachev-Holkeri conversation was
marked by openness and a business-like and
broad political approach to prospects of Sov-
iet-Finnish co-operation. O
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Eduard Shevardnadze’s meeting with
Polish President

SOVIET Foreign Minister Eduard
Shevardnadze was received in Warsaw
on October 25 by President Wojciech
Jaruzelski of Poland.

The Soviet official conveyed cordial comrade-
ly greetings from Mikhail Gorbachev to the Po-
lish head of state. Jaruzelski expressed his sin-
cere wishes of success to the Soviet leader.

The Polish President stressed the significance
of Shevardnadze’s visit to Poland. Both parties
highly assessed the tonality and content of the
conversations and talks held by the Soviet Minis-
ter with Poland’s Prime Minister and Foreign
Minister.

The main message expressed at the meetings
was the idea that it is necessary not only to
preserve, but also to develop relations between
the USSR and Poland and strive to enhance
their efficiency.

The Polish officials reaffirmed Poland’s loyal-
ty to its allied commitments under the Warsaw
treaty which is playing an important role from
the viewpoint of Poland’s national interests and
of the international situation.

The meetings in Warsaw showed that Soviet-
Polish friendship is not subjected to short-time

oscillations but rests on the firm foundation of
the two states’ and peoples’ objective interests.

The expansion of the social basis of this
friendship in Poland and the completion of the
process of clarifying ‘blank spaces’ in the history
of Soviet-Polish relations can and should facili-
tate the development of friendship.

The known declaration signed by Gorbachev
and Jaruzelski gave an impetus to this process.

The parties had a conceptual discussion about
changes carried out in the USSR and Poland.
The path chosen is not easy, but there is no
alternative to it, they said.

The sides expressed confidence that the poli-
cies reflecting society’s objective requirements
will make it possible to overcome the current
difficulties and lead the two countries to a new
level of development.

Shevardnadze, who is also a member of the
Politburo of the CPSU Central Committee, met
with Mieczyslaw Rakowski, First Secretary of
the Central Committee Polish United Workers’
Party.

Shevardnadze conveyed to him warm gree-
tings from the leader of the Soviet Communist
Party.

It was stressed during the conversation that

SOVIET-POLISH COMMUNIQUE

THE further development and conso-
lidation of good-neighbourly co-
operation between the Polish Republic
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics and the mutual observance of
their alliance commitments are in full
accord with the vital interests of the
two countries and nations and the
tasks of safeguarding peace and stabili-
ty in Europe.

This was stated in the Soviet-Polish Commu-
nique published on October 26 on the results of
the visit to the Polish People’s Republic of
Eduard Shevardnadze, Soviet Minister of Fo-
reign Affairs and member of the Politburo of the
CPSU Central Committee.

During his two-day visit to Poland on October
24 and 25, Shevardnadze met President Wo-

Soviet State Bank
announces rouble
exchange rate change

THE USSR State Bank announced on October
25, in line with a decision of the USSR Council
of Ministers, a new lower rate of exchange for
the rouble to serve Soviet and foreign citizens:
the basic rate will be 6 roubles 26 kopecks to the
dollar, as of November 1st, 1989.

The special rate will be used by banking insti-
tutions in the USSR when selling hard curren-
cies and instruments of payment to citizens tra-
velling abroad on personal matters (visits to re-
latives, tourist trips, and so on) and when pur-
chasing such currencies and instruments of pay-
ment, including when paying out roubles from
currency accounts of Soviet citizens.

.It will also be used when selling hard curren-
cies and instruments of payment in these curren-
cies to state, co-operative and other public and
other enterprises for business trips of their
‘workers abroad.

The rouble’s special rate will be published
monthly, along with the official rate of the
USSR State Bank, in the newspaper Izvestia,
before the two rates come into force. 0O

jciech Jaruzelski. During their talk, the parties
expressed profound confidence in the vital im-
portance of the development of relations of
friendship and all-round co-operation between
the Polish People’s Republic and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, the Soviet and Polish
peoples.

Shevardnadze also met Polish Prime Minister
Tadeusz Mazowiecki. During their friendly
conversation, they agreed that the efficiency of
Soviet-Polish co-operation needs upgrading on
the basis of mutual benefit and full account of
the interests of either party, the development of
production co-operation and a radical improve-
ment of the mechanism of economic interaction.

Shevardnadze had circumstantial talks with
the Polish Minister of Foreign Affairs Krzysztof
Skubiszewski. They ranged over a wide range of
questions covering Soviet-Polish and internatio-
nal relations.

The sides shared the opinion that recent
constructive East-West dialogue has given rise
to the opportunity for a radical turn towards
reducing confrontation and creating pre-
conditions for a new, peaceful phase of interna-
tional development.

The feasibility of the nuclear disarmament
programme is attested to by the translation into
life of the US-Soviet treaty on the Elimination of
Intermediate and Shorter-Range Missiles and
the notable progress in talks on the reduction of
strategic offensive weapons in conditions of the
observance of the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty.

The ministers reiterated-their identity of views
on the key issues of world politics and expressed
interest in a close co-ordination of foreign policy
actions taken by the Soviet Union and the Polish
Republic with the aim to consolidate European
and universal security, reduce arms and attain
disarmament, develop co-operation and build

up relations of trust among all nations. 0O
Nelson
Mandela
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the results of Shevardnadze's visit to Warsaw
point to the broad understanding in Poland of
the paramount importance of close ties with the
Soviet Union, that rest on a solid basis created
over the past decades.

Rakowski expressed full understanding and
approval of the Soviet leaderships policy to-
wards establishing and developing business
contacts with the new Polish Government which
enjoys the PUWP's support on specific measures
directed at overcoming the crisis.

The interlocutors exchanged information
about the activity of the two countries and the
tasks facing each of them at the current crucial
stage in social development in the two countries.

They expressed satisfaction with thc two par-
ties’ contribution to making positive, tangible
changes in the world arena. Tircless efforts
by states, parties and peoples are required. to
promote the positive trends.

The formation of a modern image of socialism
and its renewal in keeping with the challenges of
the time is to play a fundamental part in this
process. 0O

Shevardnadze praises
results of visit
to Poland

“SOVIET-POLISH co-operation will continue
to develop along an ascending line. Not only the
Soviet and Polish Peoples, but all of Europe, arc
interested in this development,” Sovict Foreign
Minister Eduard Shevardnadze said on Sovict
television on October 25.

Commenting on the results of his two-day visit
to Poland, Shevardnadze emphasised that his
talks with the Polish lcaders, including members
of the new coalition government, were held “in
the most favourable atmosphcre™ and were
“constructive and substantive.”

The discussions revealed the interest of the
country’s new leaders to develop relations with
the Soviet Union and deepen and expand
Soviet-Polish co-operation.

Shevardnadze stressed the importance of the
start of a dialogue with members of the Polish
Coalition Government, a step to be continued in
the future. O
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Warsaw Treaty Foreign Minister’

THE time is ripe in Europe for a radi-
cal change in relations between Euro-
pean countries and the eradication of
remnants of the cold war, says a
communique signed by the Warsaw
Treaty Foreign Ministers and publish-
ed in Warsaw on October 27.

The ministers said “the unconditional respect
for the inviolability of existing borders, territo-
rial integrity, independence and sovereignty of
countries, and the observance of generally-
recognised principles and norms of international
law, provisions of the Final Act of the Confe-
rence for Security and Co-operation in Europe
and other documents, adopted within the frame-
work of the Helsinki Process, have fundamental
significance for building a common European
home.”

The ministers expressed satisfaction with the
positive development of the Vienna talks of 23
Warsaw Treaty and NATO countries to conven-
tional armed forces in Europe, and voiced their
determination to work toward the achievement
of the first agreement on considerable cuts in
conventional armed forces and armaments as
early as next year.

Such an agreement could be signed at a sum-
mit conference of European countries, the Uni-
ted States and Canada, they proposed.

The foreign ministers favoured the adoption
of new confidence- and security- building mea-
sures that would cover all kinds of military acti-

Committee

vities, including naval and air force activities, at
the talks of 35 CSCE countries.

They said the creation of a centre for reducing
the military threat and averting a surprise attack
in Europe would be of much importance.

The ministers called for the immediate begin-
ning of special talks on tactical nuclear weapons
in Europe and for the early conclusion of a
Soviet-US treaty on S0 per cent cuts in strategic
offensive weapons.

The participants in the meeting pointed to the
need to observe the Soviet-American anti-
ballistic missile treaty in the form it was signed in
1972.

The ministers stressed the need to end all
nuclear weapon tests. They called for the renun-
ciation of nuclear weapon modernisation on a
mutual basis and for the early conclusion oif an
international convention on a total ban on and
elimination of chemical weapons.

In this connection, they called on participants
in the Geneva talks to solve outstanding issues in
1990.

The ministers also favoured talks on naval
forces with the participation of all countries
concerned, above all countries having the big-
gest potentials in this field.

The ministers reiterated the topicality of the
stand and proposals on disarmament issues,
contained in a statement adopted by the Warsaw
Treaty Political Consultative Committee in
Bucharest.

They called for the extension of economic,
commericial, scientific and production ties and

denounced the practice of containing their deve-
lopment for political reasons.

The ministers emphasised the importance of
broadening international ecological co-
operation, which is expected to be boosted by an
all-European conference on the environment in
Sofia, Bulgaria.

The foreign ministers favoured broader
contacts between people and for co-operation in
the areas of information, culture and education.

They exchanged views on preparations for
CSCE conferences on the human dimension in
Copenhagen and Moscow and for a symposium
on the European cultural legacy in Krakow, Po-
land.

“Headway on disarmament, confidence-
building, the development of co-operation and
the construction of an indivisible Europe will
help create a common European system of col-
lective security and simultaneously disband the
Warsaw Treaty and NATO.” the communique
said.

The foreign ministers called for an early nego-
tiated settlement of regional conflicts and seats
of tension and for a comprehensive political set-
tlement of the Afghan problem on the basis of
national reconciliation. They favoured a united,
sovereign and non-aligned Afghanistan.

The ministers noted the considerable contri-
bution of the Non-Aligned Movement to the
solution of topical problems.

The communique said the Warsaw Treaty Fo-
reign Ministers’ Committee will hold its next
meeting in Bucharest. O

MIKHAIL GORBACHEV’S FINLANDIA SPEECH

(continued from page 370)

types and recall unfounded apprehensions. Yes,
Finnish neutrality, like the neutrality of every
country with such a status, has its peculiar fea-
tures. But I would like to state with all certainty:
the Soviet Union unconditionally recognises
Finland’s neutral status and will continue to
observe it in full measure.

Mr President, you said on many occasions that
Finland believes that its neutrality means neither
indifference to the processes under way in the
world nor disregard for the obligations which it
has taken, like any other’member of the world
community. Finland proved with deeds that a
relatively small, but goodwilled state can play an
important, dynamic role in the world affairs.

In talks with the President and other Finnish
statesmen, we discussed ways to further develop
bilateral relations. I will not repeat what was
said yesterday. I will only say that the President
and I are firmly convinced that, for all their
scope, Soviet-Finnish relations have many unu-
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sed possibilities. We agreed to do all we can to
translate these possibilities into reality.

In fact only one aspect of our relations the
state of trade and economic exchanges gives
rise to concern. The difficulties that have arisen
are objective in nature, but this does not mean
that they cannot be overcome. I am convinced
that the numerous contacts and talks between
our representatives during this visit and, natural-
ly, the documents which have been signed will
facilitate a solution of the problem.

The President and I also discussed some new
ideas.

I think that republic and regional
cost-accounting will boost the ties of Finland and
its individual regions with regions of Russia,
Karelia and Komi, and the Soviet Baltic
republics.

Mr President,
Ladies and Gentlemen,
Friends,

Each of our countries has its own history and
traditions, concerns and interests. Each lives by
its own time, so to say.

But the extension and perfection of our rela-
tions wich each other is also in our own interests,
in the interests of Europe and the entire world
community. Together we have already begun to
build the “northern wall” and the “northern
roof” of the European home — a peace project of
the future. We have helped others to believe
in it by setting an example of good-neighbourli-
ness.

1 sincerely wish Finland and its people well-
being and prosperity.

I want to thank all the citizens of Finland for
their hospitality, cordiality and friendly feelings.
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New Soviet approach to

“IN ITS view of the future, the Soviet
Union attaches a most important role
to the United Nations Organisation, to
international institutions. We attach
priority impartance to enhancing the
role of the United Nations and its pres-
tige in international affairs.”

Vladimir Petrovsky, USSR Deputy Foreign
Minister, said on October 26 in the First
Committee of the UN General Assembly (for
political, disarmament and related international
security questions).

He said Soviet foreign policy is based on the
principles of primacy of common human values,
morality and ethics.

These values are not abstract notions. They
exist, and they cannot be interpreted arbitranly
or selectively.

Generally recognised documents, above all
the United Nations Charter, declarations, cove-
nants and conventions, resolutions adopted and
observed by the overwhelming majority of states
serve as the guidelines, he said.

Precisely this approach enables the USSR to
admit courageously and honestly the errors
made, and it is a guarantee that they will be
corrected and prevented in future, Petrovsky
said. .

The primacy of common human values means
also the priority of international interaction. In-
ternational institutions and mechanisms are cal-
led upon to play the guiding, consolidating and
integrating role, to serve as a beacon of stability
in the world today.

All-out support for the United Nations is one
of the main directions of the Soviet Union’s
foreign policy.

The Soviet Union’s reappraisal of the role and
place of the United Nations and other interna-
tional mechanisms of interaction went hand-in-
hand with the growing awareness of the fact that
there are no problems in the world that are not
our concern.

The ensurance of compatibility of the mea-
sures taken in the USSR with international prac-
tice assumes special importance during peres-
troika in the USSR.

The changes in conceptual approaches to the
United Nations entailed practical steps to res-
tructure the Soviet Union’s line in the United
Nations, Petrovsky said.

This is the purpose of the unified strategic line
with regard to the United Nations and related
international organisations, adopted by the
USSR. It is based on such fundamental prin-
ciples as the consistent course at deideologisa-
tion of the United Nations and the overcoming
of politisation of its specialised institutions.

This strategic line is based on fundamental
orientation at observing and following standards
developed by international organisations and
serving as the gauge of the conduct of states in
virtually every area of human activity.

The revival through which the United Nations
is now living has been manifested most strikingly
in its growing success in the construction of a
new world and settlement of regional conflicts.
This revival is also felt in the area of disarma-
ment.

This is promoted by the fact that instead of
mere declaration, disarmament is now beginning
to be manifested in specific actions.

However, most dynamic changes in the area
of disarmament are taking so far only in Soviet-
American relations.

A great deal has been achieved in this. As a
result of recent meetings in Washington and
Wyoming the Soviet-American dialogue was
brought to a new level.

A comprehensive approach to the quest of

security requires bilateral and multilateral ef-
forts in the area of disarmament.

It is only through multilateral efforts and ar-
rangements that it is possible to eliminate nu-
clear weapons, create guarantees that they are
not restored, impose a comprehensive ban on
nuclear tests, prevent the spread of the arms
race to space, agree on parameters of reasonable
sufficiency of military potentials and ensure that
they are defensive only.

It is expedient to employ multilateral mecha-
nisms also for the solution of such important
matters as non-proliferation and elimination of
chemical weapons and other weapons of mass
destruction, the limitation and reduction of
conventional arms, and world military expendi-
tures and arms deliveries.

The main thing is that the United Nations
activity be oriented at the establishment of a
new model of security on a global scale, at tur-
ning away from the principles of overarmament
to principles of reasonable sufficiency.

“We believe that the enhancement of the role
and effectiveness of the General Assembly in
the sphere of disarmament would also be pro-
moted by consistent fulfilment of appropriate
resolutions of the General Assembly,”
Petrovsky said.

“And we do not just urge others to do so,
while keeping apart. We embark on this our-
selves and we show consideration for how our
words and actions are regarded.

“New political thinking made us employ a
different criteria of our own conduct, viewing
them through the prism of common human
values,” he said.

“Thus, in connection with Afghanistan, taking
into account numerous instances when our ac-
tion was condemned by 100 odd members of the
United Nations, we have come to realise that we
have opposed ourselves to the international
community, violated norms of conduct, went
against common human values. The realisation
of this made us withdraw our troops from
Afghanistan,” Petrovsky said.

An example from the area of disarmament
can be cited. Over a number of years, the Soviet
Union voted against the resolution calling for
the termination of production of fissionable ma-
terials for military purposes. Later the USSR
abstained from voting, and now it actively sup-
ports the resolution. This is not a tactical correc-
tion of the stance, but its essential revision,
Petrovsky said.

The Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister declared
for a substantial enhancement of the United Na-
tions contribution to multilateral disarmament.
He declared that the United Nations Security
Council, in the framework of its powers, should
tackle matters of armaments regulation.

The United Nations Secretary-General plays

United Nations

an important role i the United Nations activity
for the consolidation of international peace and
security through disarmament, he said.

The Soviet Union heeds the opinion of the
UN Secretary-General and highly appreciates
his recommendations, striving to help them pro-
mote the enhancement of the United Nations
efficiency.

The setting up of various mechanisms helping
the United Nations Secretary-General in his ef-
fective work is wholly justifiable. Thus a mecha-
nism of investigating various uses of chemical
and bacteriological weapons is functioning.

The Soviet Union is preparing to admit to its
territory UN groups of inspectors in the frame-
work of the agreed-upon procedures.

Further steps in this direction should be consi-
dered, for instance, by working out a similar
mechanism for the investigation of cases of pos-
sible violation of the convention on ‘inhumane
weapons’.

The USSR believes that the work of the First
Committee of the General Assembly can be
made more effective by passing on from debates
to virtual actions and adopting important deci-
sions.

The Geneva Conference on Disarmament
plays a special role in multilateral efforts.

Its priority task is to conclude talks on the
working out of a convention on complete and
effective ban on the development, production
and stockpiling of all kinds of chemical weapons
and on their destruciton.

This would give an important impetus to work
in other directions, above all on matters of ter-
minating nuclear tests, curtailing the nuclear
arms race and preventing nuclear war.

The USSR is in favour of this multilateral
forum becoming a universal permanent body for
talks on disarmament.

The Soviet Union highly appreciates the suc-
cessful initiatives of France and Australia for the
holding of a conference on chemical weapons in
Paris and Canberra. The USSR supports the
idea of spreading the action of the 1963 Moscow
Treaty to underground nuclear tests, welcomes
the United States initiative for working out a
regime of open skies and will take part in a
conference proposed by Canada to discuss this
matter.

The Soviet Union is prepared to discuss such a
problem as international supplies of armaments
and to take part in deciding on parameters.

The problem of terminating naval arms race
requires the use of entire mechanism for talks,
Petrovsky said. He also set out the Soviet stance
on the problem of regional disarmament.

The Soviet Union calls for a constructive dia-
logue about ways and means of using the poten-
tial of multilateral disarmament, the Soviet
Deputy Foreign Minister said in conclusion. 0O

Marshal Akhromeyev on reduction
of naval forces

THE Soviet Union Wants Dialogue
and Co-operation, What About the
United States? is the headline under
which the October 30 edition of Pra-
vda carries an article by Marshal of the
Soviet Union Sergei Akhromeyev.

He emphasises the problem of talks for the
reduction of naval forces, which, he states, now
comprise the major security issue to the Soviet
Union.

The Soviet Union, the article says, remembers
that talks are under way on problems concerning

strategic nuclear arms and cuts in armed forces
in Europe.

“Both sides are interested in such cuts. Howe-
ver, naval forces are now one of major and even
the most important security issues to the Soviet
Union.

“Owing to the United States’ opposition, no
talks on the reduction of naval forces are being
held. The United States gives unclear reasons
for its stand but only one reply suggests itself,
namely, that it rejects any talks on the reduction
of American and Soviet naval forces because it
has a considerable advantage in naval forces and
weapons over the Soviet Union.”

The US Navy, Akhromeyev points out, has a
2.5-1 advantage over the Soviet Navy in large
surface ships (battleships, cruisers, destroyers,

(continued on next page)



Meeting of economists at
CPSU Central Committee

ON October 30 the newspaper Pravda
published a detailed report on a mee-
ting of Soviet economists at the Soviet
Communist Party Central Committee.

Opening the meeting, Soviet President Mik-
hail Gorbachev pointed to the equal interest of
all in the all-round and objective appraisal of the
economic and social situation in the country.

“We are unanimous in this respect,” he said.
“But there is great discordance on how to get
out of this situation,” he added.

“But differences are caused not only by a
search for ways. Their roots are evidently in
different understanding of the key questions, the
general questions, without the perception of
which it is impossible to march forward.

“One of such issue is, above all the question of
how we understand the society in which we want
to carry out perestroika,” said the Soviet leader.

“The concept, the main idea lies in the fact
that we want to give a new lease of life to socia-
lism through perestroika and to reveal the po-
tential of the socialist system, overcoming
people’s alienation from property, means of pro-
duction, political process, power and culture,”
Gorbachev said. “In my opinion, this is essen-
tially a truly Marxist formulation of the pro-
blem: man is at its centre.”

This is a concept which inspired us over all
these years and on the basis of which we are
charting specific ways through the difficult tran-
sitional period where there will evidently be
many various stages,” Gorbachev continued.

But there are also other questions which need
immediate solutions. Above all the situation on
the consumer market and in finances. This is
what should be tackled as soon as possible so

(continued from previous page)

and guided missile frigates), an absolute advan-
tage in attack aircraft carriers (the United States
has 15 of them, the Soviet Union none), a
2.5-1 advantage in naval aviation planes, a 2-1
advantage in aggregate tonnage, and a 19-1 ad-
vantage in marine corps strength.

“Surrounding the Soviet Union with military
bases, including naval ones, for 40 years and
deploying ships, aircraft, troops, command
agencies and stocks of material means, the Uni-
ted States, it seems, intends to continue to exert
pressure with these forces and to threaten the
Soviet Union.

“The Soviet Union should inevitably draw ap-
propriate conclusions from this. If we reach ac-
cords during talks — with the United States on a
50 per cent cut in strategic offensive arms and
with NATO on a radical cut in armed forces in
Europe  and actually reduce these forces on a
reciprocal basis, the US naval forces and milita-
ry bases around the Soviet Union will remain
intact. The military threat to the Soviet Union
will grow and its position in the world will dete-
riorate.

“Can we allow this to happen?” Akhromeyev
asks.

“The Soviet-American talks -on reducing nu-
clear and conventional arms have a 20-year-old
record,” Akhromeyev writes. “They have pro-
ceeded with variable successes over the years. It
seems that they have now entered a favourable
period and there appear to be possibilities for
major accords.

“But the US stand is contradictory. While
seeking to ensure that the Soviet Union takes
into account the interests and concerns of the
US and its allies, the American Administration
does not take into consideration our interests
and concern over US actions at sea in areas
which are close to the Soviet Union.

“In view of this, the Soviet-US talks on redu-
cing nuclear and conventional arms apparently

that people should feel real fruits of perestroika.

“We should confidently march along the new
road. But we should march deeply convinced
that we act correctly on the main issues,”
Gorbachev emphasised.

“The subsequent discussion was joined by lea-
ding economists, lawyers and managers of major
enterprises. Many of them are legislators. Their
speeches reflected the entire range of interests,
stands and viewpoints on questions set before
the meeting.

Summing up the meeting, Gorbachev said:
“We should come to the Congress of People’s
Deputies with the government’s report on mea-
sures to improve the economy, finances and the
market and to set out clearly views on the 13th
five-year plan period.

“In tackling current questions, we should at
the same time prepare an economic programme
for the next five-year plan period which should
be well thought-out and studied. Therefore, I'd
like to ask comrades to form groups of scientists
which would join this important work.

“We should create even now great ‘scientific
safety margin’ for drafted measures, since we
take major decisions which will determine the
development of our economy for many years
ahead. Therefore, now that these prerequisites
are being created, it is very important for us to
give society well thought-out laws.”

“It is important to pool all creative efforts
now, at the stage of taking key decisions,” Gor-
bachev noted. “Major constructive steps are
needed. We are ready for this, quite ready. We
should work all together. The entire creative
potential of politicians, economists and all
specialists should be mobilised.” a
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President Bush
receives Supreme

Soviet delegation
ON October 26 US President George
Bush met in the White House the Ye-
vgeni Primakov, Chairman of the
Council of the Union of the USSR Su-
preme Soviet and alternate member of
the CPSU Central Committee.

Primakov is leading the delegation of the
USSR Supremeé Soviet on a visit to the United
States at the invitation of the leadership of the
US Congress.

During the talk, President Bush and Chair-
man Primakov discussed aspects of the develop-
ment of the Soviet-American relations and the
expansion of interparliamentary contacts
between the two countries.

US Vice-President Dan Quayle, Presidential
National Security Adviser, the White House
Staff Manager and Yuri Dubinin, Soviet Ambas-
sador to the United States, were present at the
meeting.

The meeting with President Bush was held in
a very positive atmosphere, Primakov told jour-
nalists after the event. We analysed the way
traversed by our countries to attain better rela-
tions between the Soviet Union and the United
States. We can move ahead together in tackling
a number of international issues.

During the conversation, the leader of the
Soviet delegation continued, we noted the need
to strengthen links between the USSR Supreme
Soviet and the US congress.

The President spoke very warmly about the
need to expand and strengthen such ties. This
gives rise to optimism.

Primakov also noted that President Bush
wished success to perestroika in the Soviet
Union and expressed the hope that his forthco-
ming summit with Soviet leader Mikhail Gorba-
chev will be productive and fruitful. O

Soviet economic performance in
first nine months

In the first nine months of this year
structural shifts continued to take
place in social production, according
to the USSR State Committee for Sta-
tistics (Goskomstat) which released fi-
gures on Soviet economic performance
over this period. New forms and
methods of management continued to
be introduced. More than 130 million
people were employed in the economy
between January and September.

However, economic development this year
takes place in complex conditions, the report
says. The country’s socio-economic situation be-
came especially acute in the third quarter, large-
ly due to slackening labour discipline, inter-
ethnic conflicts and strikes. As a result losses of
working time in the national economy amounted
to over 7 million man-days, including 2.3 million
in September.

Measures, which are being taken in the coun-
try to improve the financial situation, have not
yet yielded tangible results.

The average wages and salaries in the national

have a long and bumpy road ahead. The Soviet
Union is ready to remove obstacles from the
road, ensuring continuous headway. Is the
United States prepared to follow suit?

“Only mutual understanding and the recogni-
tion of the need for equal security for each side
can lead to accords,” Akhromeyev emphasises.

a

economy were 236 roubles as ag  t 216 roubles
over the same period last year, while remunera-
tion for collective farmers was 168 roubles as
against 156 roubles. Personal savings at banks
grew by 23.1 billion roubles and reached 319.8
billion. )

Three billion roubles’ worth of consumer
goods were produced (in retail prices), which is
22.3 billion roubles, or 7.8 per cent, more than
in the same period last year.

The total volume of retail goods turnover in
state and co-operative trade amounted to 295.9
billion roubles. Growing incomes of the popula-
tion have fueled higher consumer demand for
clothes, domestic appliances and radio equip-
ment, building materials. However demand has
not been satisfied completely. The range of
goods in short supply has increased.

Industry put into production 2,600 new pro-
duct lines, of them consumer goods account for
10 per cent. Industrial output rose 2.2 per cent
over the nine months, while labour productivity
increased by 3.6 per cent.

Enterprises of the agro-industrial complex
produced 104.2 billion roubles’ worth of food-
stuffs in retail prices, which is 3.2 billion roubles
or 3.2 per cent more than in the same period last
year.

The annual plan for exports was fulfilled by 71
per cent, for imports by 74 per cent. Over the
past period the number of participants in foreign
economic ties increased and amounted to 9,000
by October 1. Over nine months 49.3 and 50.4
billion roubles’ worth of products and services
were respectfully exported and imported. Ex-
ports grew by 0.5 per cent and imports by 5.1 per
cent. a
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