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Address by Willy Brandt

before the Council on Foreign Relations

Mew York, April 24, 1985

Remarks on East-West Relations

{R‘“’WL,“ First of all let me express my pleasure and
gratitude for this opportunity toc speak toc you about
East—-West reiations. This is an issue of great

concern, to us in Eurcpe perhaps even mores than to

you here. Tharefore, I would like toc share some

observations and to discuss some prospects as I sae

them todavy.

iet us begin by considering some2 basic facts:

— Ewrops, East and West, has the highest
- —_
concentration of nuclear arms and is most likely to
e
be wiped out in any nuclear conflict between the

SUperpowers.

— Because of its sgpecial situation Europe is
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most advanced in thinking about the new concept of

Common Security which is based on the fact that
L S

today w= have only cne alternative: to survive
together with our adversaries or not to survive at

all.

- A

n

ssen from BEurope both superpowers

appear to have lost touch with reslity, and
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— Eurocpe in several important instances ha

n

not been treated as a partner but as s recipient of

vt

instructions — the new space defense initistive or
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Star wars project being onlv the last an

prominent case

As a result theres is de=p concern in Europe
generally, despite the pronouncements of our
governmants. There is a tremendous danger theat a
failure to achieve at least somz positive results at
the new superpower talks in Geneva would ercods the
coherence of MNATO and actually creste a crisis

within the OGrganization.
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To me it seems one must consider at least the
following elements if one wants toc understand the
present situstion. Such understanding alone can iead

to a realistic and ssnsitble policy approach.

There is a great deal of doubt regarding US
policy statements. One reascn is the fact that in
toc many cases statements seem tc have the sole

purpose of gaining points or votes in the internal

US debate or in Congress.

ive monocausal explanation for various

ot

The primi
kinds of conflicts in variocus parts of the world and
the rude talks about the protection of US interests

i1l largely unspeci
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ce ation of arrogance and ignorance

r

T

as someone in the UE put it some time ago.

that unilateral defasnsz efforts must be the stirategy
for the 1980=s with arms control cof only scme help;
and (3) that because of its different interests the
USSR will accept equitable agreements on arms

control only under pressure.

In my view thesz assumptions are wrong and highliy

dangerous indesd. In fact I am reminded of the early

rt

19&0= when comparable mi he

0

conceptions braought

world to the brink of war.
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and I only hope that we need not go through a
similar crisis before we can restore at least some

commitment to cooperation and to crisis management

before it may be too late. This can be achieved

through 3jocint action only, merely talking about it
i=s not enough. And it should be sonsidered not only

with respect toc the relationship betwesen the

pe)

superpowers and their specific conflict but also
with respect to the management of other conflicts
2lsewhere in which they are involved in some2 way er

ancther.

I have resson to believe that in Moscow the

is seriously concerned with the
y of nuclear war. There is mistrust
regarding US intentions but they are ready,l
believe, to go & long way in limiting nucl=zar arms,
to avold an arms race in space, o limit and
probably reduce the number of missiles deploved in

Euwrope — &all this in the right oversll setting and

MNobaody should take this to m=an that the basic
superpower contlict would not continue. But this
conflict could again be kept within bounds. This

reguires both firmneszs anc coopesration.

The basic threat we face today is the possibility
F

that a great opportunity will again be lost: tc step

the development of new weapons rather than tco
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negotiate limitations in numbers.

The danger arises from thes fact that bot
superpowers s2em to suffer from the same
halluzination, although not at the same tim
the same degree at all times:
other is rather similar — they see the worl
into good and evil and the other superpower
and militaristic.

ideclcgal, hegemonic,

The threat tc peace or rather the danger

rt

nuclear war resulting from the accelerating
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t iational leaders of
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their imagzs of each
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countries
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and Tanzania) to announce a new effort to b

{Argentina, Greece, India, HMexico

- d

n

n

arms race and move tow

they called for a complete stop in the test

m

producticn, an

delivery vehicles and committed themselves

« Swe=den

alt the

disarmament. Last May

ing,

deployment of nuclear weapons and

tg "“do

everything in ocw power to facilitate agreemsnt

among the nuclesar weapon states". This init
offers for the first time the possibility
effective third party acting at the highest
break the nucliear deadlock.

have fully supported from its inception has

iative

of an

level to

The initiative which I

won wide

suppaort fraom parliamentarians in many countries and

from the public in generasal.

The initiative recognizes the primary

responsibility of the superpowers for the p

o

of & global desaster. But it makes it clear

revention

that
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"thig problem is too important to be ieft to those

states alone” which control the wesapons.

The six leaders met again this January in New
Delhi and said that traditional doctrines of war had
become DESGIEtE in the nuclear world. Human beings
in today’'s world have lost ultimate contrcl over
their own life and death: "For all of us it is a
small group of men and machines in cities far asway
who can decide our fate." &nd there is general

agreament now that even a limited nuclear war would

trigger an arctic nuclear winter which may transfors
,_____————’—‘—_‘—“—%
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the zarth in
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o a darkened frozen planet pos

)

unpracedented peril to ail nations, even those far

removed from the actual nuclear explosions.

Fubliic discussion of the nuclear threat must
cantinue,; 1%t must be broadened. The support and

sncouragemsent of an informad public is n=z=sded to
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it is the only way towards ending the arms race.
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I am with those whs have suggested tha
possession of nuclear weapons must be seen as a
crime — as in the case of biclogical and chemiceal
weapons. MNucliear powers will come to be seen as

nuclear criminals, worthy of universal contempt - as

m

zomeone recently put it — once psople ail1 aover the

world comz to regard the issus in this light.
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infortunately. h ossibkility of nuclear war and
Unfo tsly, the ibility of nucle and
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of a military clash resuliting

conflict may not even be the

to the survival cof mankind. Rat

consider today’s situation in
perspective — that in pur

are in fact +

=aying that th
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For 1t

MNorth—Socuth conflict.

tutes the real danger -

the two aresa

VarlDUusS WaYS.

sxample, that whatever we spers

s of contlict

can only spend once.
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a longer historical
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is is not dangercus. Gn
s course the
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even more dangerous
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sense there is an cobvious

choice bestwsen

or wasting ocw resources in t

outdated concept of szcurity.

making the wrong choic

at a low level of eupe

highly dangerous and a threat

well-being of even the most p

occurs at today’™s pace and

On many occasions I

he interest of an
And while in this
e is bad enough 1f it

nditures it beomes

to the econcmic
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owarful nations i+ i

level of expenses.

Fave mentioned the fact that
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thizs year the world will spend more than one
trillion - indeed: 1,000 billion US dollars - on
military purposes. But I still find it very
difficult to get a clear idea of this magnitude.
What is worse is this: I am afraid that most people,

including a largs number of decision makers, not

r+

only find that magnitude beyond comprehension but
they alsc have very little understanding of the

reascning of those who call {for these enormous

cutlays for so—called security.

As a Buropean and as somsone who has ssen far too
many short—sighted decisions leading to grave
consequences and even the destruction of my own
naticon and country I cannct but compare the presant
madness with some earlier misinterpretaticns of
historic situsticns. Eurcpean powers — the so-called
Great FPowers of the day — fought dWorld War I in the
belief that it would decide who was going to rule

the world. At the end of the war thevy were nc icnger

211 that grest, and they had certainly failed to ses
that two cther powers had for some time b==n on the

sidelines waiting for their time to come. Farsighted

]

ocbservers in fact had predicted those develcopments

T

in conciderable detail. World War II ended with the
confirmaticon of the superpowers’ role. But whare are
we headed now? Could it be that the pattern persists
and that they will waste their =nergies, weaken
themzelves, and eventually - with or without a
military clash — become so weak that another power
can take cver? Possibly only after some prolonged
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period of decay, or new dark ages?
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