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Overvi ew

A nucl ear war gane is being fought out in the newspapers, at the G 7sumit,
in the suburbs of Baghdad and the far reaches of Iraq, a kind of CubanMssile
Crisis in the Mddle East, where the world is waiting to see if Saddamai || blink
first, and avoid renewed bonbi ng. Nowhere yet has the | esson beengotten across
that bonbing a country out of the nuclear business nmight notactually be very
effective. Allowi ng the UN Special Conmission to carry outits nission, wthout
the resunption of military action, is clearly the bestway to elininate weapons
of mass destruction in Iraq. Once again, the BushAdni nistration seens to hold
all the cards, the international community goesal ong, and the nedia guesses at
what the US knows, sonetimes m staking what itknows for being all of what is
known within US intelligence agencies.

The ongoi ng and recent revelations of Iraq' s nucl ear programs -- and
i tsevasive and inadequate conpliance with the UN ceasefire resolution -- can
beexpl ai ned partially as a result of the destruction caused in the war and
thedisarray that this has created in Iraq (rubble, no tel ephones, etc.). Add
tothis the secrecy that surrounded Iraq's programeven in the lraq
government (this nay have contributed to sonme of the earlier statenents by
I raqgi di plomats that Iraq had no nucl ear weapons naterials or research
anddevel opment facilities). This is not to excuse Iraq. There was evidently
al arge-scal e cl andesti ne nucl ear weapons devel opnment programin the country.lraq
failed to live up to its obligations under the Non-Proliferation Treaty(NPT).

The revelations call into question the specific assessnents that
werecirculating in the public as to the state of Iraq' s nucl ear weapons
capabilitybefore the war. While this does not nean that the predictions of Iraq
bei ngfive to ten years (or nore) away from having a nucl ear weapon were wrong,
i tdoes point out that the technical evidence that was being enpl oyed to nake
thecase was inconplete and largely irrelevant. Iraq has largely been able
t odevel op nucl ear weapons production capability relying nostly on
i ndi genousresources, rather than clandestine trade in nuclear technol ogy. Saddam
hasevi dently been willing to go through the nonunental expense (probably
t hebi ggest intangi ble inpedinent to the devel opnent of a nucl ear weapon)
of creating a programfrom scratch, realizing the many probl ens involved intrying
to snuggl e nodern day nucl ear weapons technol ogy into the country.



US intelligence agencies and the UN estinmate that Iraq has spent sonme$4-8
billion to build its nuclear weapons infrastructure, all to produce thel-3 kg of
i ndi genous enriched uraniumthat the US intelligence agenciesbelieve that Iraq
had (or has). Over a multi-year period, ten tinmes as nuchnoney woul d have been
needed, in addition to inordinate national resources(such as approximtely two
percent of the entire nation's electrical production capacity), to manufacture a
deliverabl e and reliable nucl earweapon. Probably the npbst significant assistance
that was provided fromtheoutside canme in the form of education and training for
I ragi physicists andengi neers. Nonetheless, it nust be concluded that given
enough tinme and enoughnoney, |Iraq woul d have produced a nucl ear weapon; there
seens little doubtthat it was aggressively set on this path.

VWhat exactly lIraq possesses at this point remains unclear. Wth thebonbing
of a dozen separate nuclear-related installations, and the destructionof Iraq's
el ectrical power production capability, there is no chance that itcould continue
on its nuclear production path in the near future. What exactlythe US bonbed
(other than Tuwaitha, which seens to have been thoroughl ydestroyed) is still not
clear. One caution, however, is in order: just becausethe nedia has been
reporting that this or that facility or piece of equipnment(such as cal utrons)
were not destroyed, does not necessarily mean that theyweren't.

In fact, one of the biggest problens in the entire crisis is trying tosort
out the difference between what it is the nedia knows, what thelnternationa
Atom c Energy Agency (1 AEA) and the UN know, and what the USintelligence
comunity knows. Media reporting on lraqi nuclear capabilitiesprior to June was
largely repetitive and specul ative. But that should not betaken to nmean that the
US governnment didn't know many details of the state oflraq's program but just
didn't feel conpelled to share themw th the nedia(and the public). As the UN
Speci al Commi ssion got underway to inplenment theceasefire resolution to
elimnate Irag' s weapons of mass destruction, it isclear that the US
intelligence conmunity chose not to share what it knew orbelieved about Iraq
nucl ear capabilities, preferring instead to reject Iragiletters, and make
avail abl e | eaked information such as that comng fromanlraqi defector who
showed up in Turkey in May. In the end, nmuch of this crisiscould have been
averted if the US had just done a report on what it believedabout Iraqg's nuclear
capabilities after the war, and identified the facilitiesand equipnent that it
bel i eved existed openly. The control of information hascertainly been one of the
key features of fueling the fire.

VWhat this crisis says about the enduring power of NUCLEAR weapons in
thepost-Cold War world is inportant. Normally anti- nuclear activists
arecriticized by the elite for being too apocal yptic, too 'worried about
nucl earacci dents and denons, and for overreacting to the dangers of nuclear
weapons. But here, it is the elite itself that is doing the overreacting. As a
New Yor kTimes editorial on 11 July stated, 'Saddam Hussein has to know that the
worl dis ready to resune bonbing rather than see himget away with bonb- nmaki ng.

"The world,' however, is only ready because of the powerful nucl earweapons
i mges that still persist in our society. The world is hardly exertingthe sane
moral force, and certainly not producing the sane results, when itcones to the
bonb- maki ng and NUCLEAR weapons of the five major powers. Thelraqi episode tells
us that people, even the elite, clearly see that nucl earweapons are different,
that they denmand extraordi nary action and control. Itis as if this nuclear
crisis has sonme nonentumof its own, with nore nystical social and cultura
forces working to keep it on the front pages, just becauseit deals wth nuclear
weapons.

But as evil as Saddam Hussein has proven to be, it is difficult tounderstand
why the connection between his nuclear weapons and 'our' nucl earweapons hasn't
and won't be nmade. Next week, Presidents Bush and Gorbachevwi Il nmeet to sign
the START Treaty, an agreenment that will set the process innmotion to elimninate
t housands of US and Sovi et nucl ear weapons. This treatyhas been eight years in
the making, and reflects the nuclear arns control consensus of the early 1980s
rather than the 1990s. Unlike SALT, unlike theelimnation of |INF nuclear weapons
from Europe, the public will not heave asigh of relief as to this
acconpli shnment. They may hardly even notice theTreaty. Maybe this is because of



the public's intuitive understandi ng that thenenace of superpower nuclear war
has di sappeared. Maybe it is just a |ongoverdue nucl ear vacation, denonstrating
that people will do anything not tothink about these horrible objects.
Neverthel ess, the new argunment that will be nade by the right w ng(which
generally loves the non-proliferation issue) is that it is not nucl earweapons
that are bad, it is Iraq's nuclear weapons that are bad. Wth the
newproliferation debate, and the cooperation of Iraq and North Korea, a |line
i sbei ng drawn between the need to elimnate 'bad'" nuclear weapons and
' good' nucl ear weapons. As proliferation continues to be the nuclear fad of
thel990s, it looks as if the agenda of conpletely elininating other
peopl e' snucl ear weapons wi |l be divorced fromany notion of nuclear disarmnment
forthe nucl ear powers. -30- (G eenbase Inventory July 30, 1991 )
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HI GHLI GHTS

* Despite talk of Iraqgi nuclear anbitions, the presence of
U. S. nucl ear weapons in the M ddl e East has not produced nmuch public debate.
Yet the U S wll have sone 1,000 nucl ear warheads with its mlitary
forces in the region by md-January, 300 | and-based in Tur key, and700
aboard U.S. Navy aircraft carriers, surface ships, and attacksubmari nes.
Virtually all of t hese weapons are | ong-range sea-| aunchedcrui se
m ssiles and aircraft-delivered nucl ear bonbs.

* U S. naval vessels in the Mddle East by m d-January willinclude
22 nucl ear-arnmed surface ships and nine nucl ear-armed submari nes.

*  When U.S. naval forces are fully nobilized this mont h, 703Tomahawk
sea-l aunched cruise nmssiles wll be in the Mddle East. Thisforce is
estimated to i nclude 620 conventional, and 83 nucl ear-ar medTomahawk
m ssil es.

* The estimated peak of 620 conventional Tomahawk m ssi | esdepl oyed
in md-January 1991 will constitute 60 percent of the U S. Navy's tota
i nventory of | and- attack Tomahawk nissiles withconventiona



capabilities. The estimated 83 nucl ear Tomahawk mssiles will anpunt to 20

percent of the Navy's i nventory of nucl ear Tomahawks
* The U. S. Air Force, Navy, and Marine Corps have sone 620nucl ear -
capable strike aircraft in the Mddle East regi on
1 I ntroduction

U.S. nucl ear weapons play a dangerous, yet little discussed, role in
thePersian Gulf crisis. Preventing the devel opnment of an Iraq
nucl earcapability has been used by the Bush Adnministration as one of
itsjustifications for going to war, and talk of Iraqi nuclear anbitions
hasspurred new interest in stopping the proliferation of nucl ear weapons.
But much | ess has been said about U.S. nuclear weapons capabilities, or
theinplications of the presence of tactical (non-strategic) nuclear weapons
inthe region on either a war or on nuclear proliferation.1
Whenr ei nforcing naval and ground forces are fully nobilized in |ate January
andearly February, the U. S. nuclear presence in the Mddle East and
easternMedi terranean Sea will reach approxinmately 1,000 warheads. This is sone
30percent of the Navy's arsenal of non-strategic weapons, and five percent ofthe
total U. S. nuclear stockpile. Naval nuclear weapons constitute the bul kof this
force, acconpanying the largest aircraft carrier force to be nobilizedsince the
Second World War. The remmi nder of the weapons are air force bombsand arny
nucl ear artillery projectiles |and-based in Turkey, a nenber of theNATO

al l'i ance. The Bush Administration has renmined silent on thesubject of
the role and use of U S. nuclear weapons. Wile U S declaratorypolicy is that
nucl ear weapons will not be used agai nst non-nucl earsi gnatories of the Non-

Proliferation Treaty (which includes Iraq), Adm nistration officials have
declined to formally di savow the nuclear optionin a potential war against Iraq.
Nucl ear weapons have reportedly beenexcluded from prospective war plans for an
Iragi conflict, but at the sanetine, U S. |eaders insist on naintaining nuclear
secrecy and anbi guityregarding the possibility of nuclear use, a Cold War
pattern that had beendevel oped to naintain maximumflexibility in the depl oynent
and operations of US. nilitary forces. It is not our belief that U S
mlitary | eadersintend to use nucl ear weapons agai nst lIraq, although their use
remai ns apossibility, particularly given their presence and abundance. |nstead,
we areconcerned with the inplications of the routine deploynment of U S. weapons
tothe region. The Iraqi governnent has clearly taken notice of the

depl oynent , and has nmade a nunber of statenents about the nuclear threat. Thus
the nerepresence of U S. nuclear weapons sends anbi guous and danger ous signals.
Iragcoul d misinterpret or msunderstand the unclear and unstated U S
policyregardi ng the use of nucl ear weapons, resulting in otherw se

uncont enpl at edpreenptive nmilitary action, or the Iraqgi use of chenm cal weapons.
Thenucl ear presence al so underm nes longer term U S. objectives relating

toregi onal security and nucl ear 2

nonproliferation. The aura of useful ness and | egitimacy accorded nucl earweapons
by the presence in the region serves to underm ne efforts to halttheir spread,
and coul d encourage Irag and ot her governnents to devel op anucl ear counter to
the U S. presence in future regional conflicts. At a tinewhen the Israel
government has expressed a new willingness to discuss theelimnation of its

nucl ear capabilities, the U S. desire to continue to deploynucl ear weapons to
the region could becone another sticking point to finding anew regi onal security
sol ution. 2 The reluctance of the BushAdministration and nmilitary | eaders
to foreswear the use of tactical nuclearweapons, in itself, is based upon their
belief that U S. tactical nuclearweapons continue to have val ue beyond the Cold
War, and beyond a nucl ear-arnmedSovi et opponent. This hol dover strategy, as well
as the practice of routinenaval nuclear deploynents, creates the opening for
devel opnment of a newpost-Cold War nucl ear dogna. U.S. regional mlitary
commands, which continueto maintain non- strategic nuclear war plans, could be
encouraged to devel opnew nucl ear strategies and policies for warfare outside of
Eur ope and Korea, as well as the devel opnent of new nucl ear weapons for Third



World and regional conflicts. G ven the large scale presence of nuclear
weapons in theM ddl e East region, there are a nunber of steps that the U S
gover nnent shoul d t ake: The U.S. governnment should publicly and formally
forswearthe use of nuclear weapons in the Persian GQulf. Maintaining the option
ofresorting to the use of nuclear weapons, either in retaliation to a
chenm cal attack, or in the face of a possible losing war, is both

count erproducti ve anddangerous. Public anbiguity and secrecy about our nucl ear
pl ans andintentions is a holdover fromthe Cold War strategy for dealing with a
heavi | yarned Sovi et opponent, and should be changed. Nucl ear weapons
shoul d berenmoved from shi ps and subnmarines in the region, and weapons forward
depl oyedat small nuclear storage sites in Turkey should be evacuated. Nava
nucl ear weapons coul d be damaged, destroyed, or lost in the course of warfare,
and arean added and unnecessary burden to forces operating in the region

Nucl ear weapons in Turkey, some of which are only 200 mles fromthe Iraqi border
andare guarded by only one or two dozen soldiers, could becone the object

of attack and or possible seizure by Iraqi forces.3

Nonproliferationefforts should be strengthened with a U S. pledge to support the
creation of aNucl ear Weapons Free Zone in the Mddle East. New I|srael
flexibility on thenucl ear question, and renewed international resolve, may be
one of thepositive outcones of the Iragi crisis. At this point, however, in
addi tion toworking out the various differences between the

3

Arab states and Israel relating to the elimnation of the nuclear threat,

aNucl ear Weapons Free Zone will likely have to include the nuclear forces ofthe
decl ared nucl ear powers. This would necessitate a shift in the U S. position on
the control of naval nucl ear weapons, and an abandonnent of theU. S. opposition
to restrictions on naval operations inplied by nuclear freezones. It is our
belief that these policy changes woul d substantially enhanceU.S. and regiona
security, with little risk to the U. S

(Greenbase Inventory January 16, 1991 )

U. S. NUCLEAR WEAPONS | N THE PERSI AN GULF CRI SIS WIlliam M Arkin,
JoshuaHandl er, Dami an Durrant
January 1991 (part two)

U S. POLICY ON THE USE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS AGAI NST | RAQ

Pl anning for the use of non-strategi c nuclear weapons in the past twodecades
has al nbst exclusively concentrated on Soviet- U S. conflict. But nownew
theories of the role of nuclear weapons agai nst non-nucl ear ornear-nucl ear foes
could enmerge as part of nilitary planning to naintain a 'newworld order.' The
U.S. has sone 8,000 nucl ear weapons allocated for regional,non- strategic
conflicts, alnmost 4,000 outside of Europe; 2,500 of thoseweapons are aboard
naval forces, and can be easily transported to any part ofthe world. A grow ng
maj ority of these weapons are | ong-range sea-| aunchedcruise mssiles, and air-
del i vered bonbs.
The U.S. government believesthat, even in the case of a war against an opponent
such as the heavily arnedand conbat experienced Iraqi mlitary, it has
sufficient conventional night toprevail in a war. The use of nuclear weapons is
thus disnissed, or not evenconsidered by many military thinkers. Since Iraq is
probably one of the worstcases of potential conflict that could be imgined in
the post-Cold Warperiod, it should thus be instructive howlittle U S. nuclear
weapons havebeen brought into play, and what little role or value they seemto
have. Thisis perhaps the best reason to reevaluate their existence in the post-
Col d War peri od. Despite what seems to be the lack of interest in the
nucl earoption against Iraq, U S. government | eaders have nade a nunber of
threats ofthe use of force, and particularly of retaliation to an Iraqi attack
t hat suggest the use of nuclear weapons. On 29 October, Secretary of State
Bakerstated in Los Angel es that Saddam Hussein nust 'realize that should he



usechemi cal or biol ogical weapons there will be the npbst severe
consequences.'40n 11 Novenber, President Bush stated in an interview on Cable

News Networkthat 'I am going to preserve all options, and if an option is out
there it'dbetter be credible, and one way to have a credible option is to have
enoughforce there to fulfill one's responsibilities if one has to exercise
thatoption.' The latest statenent was nade by Secretary of Defense Cheney on
23Decenber, on a U. S. response to Saddam Hussein's use of chenm cal weapons,that,
' He needs to be aware that the President will have
4

avail abl e the full spectrum of capabilities. And were SaddantHussei n
foolish enough to use weapons of nass destruction, the U S.response would
be absol utely overwhel m ng and it would bedevastating....5' A nunber of

prom nent commentators, including twoex-Governors, have also called outright for
the use of nuclear weapons in awar with Iragq.6 U S. policy is anbiguous, and
Irag has made a nunber ofstatements which indicates that it recognizes the U S
nucl ear presence in theregion, and expects that nucl ear weapons coul d be brought
into a conflict. Nucl ear weapons have been incorporated into the
operations plans of theU S. Central Command, responsible for the Mddle East,
since its inception inl983. Nuclear planning followed President Jimry Carter's
war ni ng in Januaryl1980, after the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, that 'an
attenpt by anyoutside force to gain control of the Persian Gulf region will be
regarded asan assault on the vital interests of the United States' and 'will be
repel | edby any neans necessary, including mlitary force.' This statenment was
takento be a threat to resort to the use of nuclear weapons in the face of a
Sovi etinvasion of Iraq, but seened to have little applicability to
scenari osi nvol vi ng a non-nucl ear opponent. In fact, two years earlier, at
theUnited Nations Special Session on Disarmanment, President Carter decided

toel aborate U S. policy relating to halting the spread of nucl ear weapons,

aswel | as security guarantees to non-nucl ear countries. Secretary of StateCyrus
Vance stated on 12 June 1978, that the President decl ared: " TheUnited
States will not use nucl ear weapons agai nst any non- nucl ear - weapons state
party to the NPT (Non- proliferationTreaty) or any conparable
internationally bi ndi ng commi tment not toacquire nucl ear expl osive devices,
except in the case of an attack on theUnited States, its territories or
armed forces, or its allies, by such astate allied to a nucl ear-weapons
state or associated with a nucl ear-weapons state in carrying out or
sust ai ni ng the attack.7' The U.S. policy on the non-use of nuclear weapons
agai nst non-nucl ear-weapon states has been since reaffirned by the Bush

Admi ni stration,reflecting the renewed interest in nonproliferation. According

to Ronald F.Lehman |1, Director of the Arns Control and Di sarmanment Agency: 8
' ...USRepresentative to the Conference on Di sarmanent in Geneva,
Anmbassador Ledogar, reaffirnmed the US assurance in a March 13, 1990,
pl enarystatenent. At that tinme, Anbassador Ledogar added that 'we stand by
t hi sassurance as a firm and 5

reliable statement of US policy.' It was also reiterated by Ambassador
Kennedy at the International Atom c Energy Agency Boar dof Governors
meetings in February and June 1990. Mbst recently, theassurance was
included in the principal US address to the fourth NPTRevi ew Conference,
whi ch | delivered on August 21.' U S. policy wasalso reiterated by M.

Lehman at the United Nations in October 1990.

(Greenbase I nventory January 16, 1991 )
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U. S. NUCLEAR WEAPONS | N THE PERSI AN GULF CRI SI S Wlliam M Arkin,
JoshuaHandl er, Dam an Durrant January 1991 (part three)
NUCLEAR SHI PS AND NUCLEAR VWEAPONS I N THE M DDLE EAST
Naval forces in the Mddle East will consist of six aircraft

carrierbattl egroups, and two battleship battle groups, together with nunerous
escortsand support vessels. This is twice as many U.S. carriers in one



operationthan ever were in Vietnamat one time, and the | argest depl oyment of
Aneri canwar shi ps since the Second World War. Thirty-ni ne nucl ear -
capabl evessels will be in the region as of md-January. The nuclear naval force
willconsist of six aircraft carriers, two battleships, nine cruisers,
fivedestroyers, nine attack submarines, and eight |ogistic support ships.
These thirty-nine ships are estimated to be carrying 683 nucl earweapons,
i ncl udi ng 600 nucl ear bonbs and depth bonbs aboard the six aircraftcarriers, and
83 nucl ear Tommhawk nissiles aboard two battl eshi ps, ninecruisers, five
destroyers and an estinmated nine attack subnarines.

Aircraft Carriers

As of the beginning of January, the USS Saratoga (CV-60) and USS JohnF
Kennedy (CV-67) were rotating between stations in the Eastern Mediterraneanand
the Red Sea, 9 while the USS M dway (CV-41),10 was operating in thenorthern
Arabi an Sea, with occasional forays into the Persian Gulf itself.11 The USS
Ranger (CV-61) departed from San Diego, California, on 8 Decenber,and is
expected to join the USS M dway during the week of January 7. The USSAnmerica
(CVv-66) and USS Theodore Roosevelt (CVN-71) departed from Norfolk, Virginia, on
28 Decenber and are expected to be in the Mddle East region bynid-January. 12
O the six aircraft carriers, the USS Saratoga and USSKennedy have been in the
region the longest, each having departed their U S. East Coast honeports on 7
August and 15 August respectively. The USS M dway,the next carrier to arrive,
left its honeport of Yokosuka, Japan, in earlyQOctober and was on station by 1
Novenber . 13 Each aircraft carrier hasan estimted 100 nucl ear strike
6

bonbs and anti-submari ne depth bonbs on board, approxinmtely 90 of which
arestri ke bonbs for use against |and targets. According to Navy sources,
the' |l oadout' of aircraft carriers is essentially the same for the Persian
GQulf,as it is for other missions. 14

Bat t | eshi ps

Two battleships are also in the region: the USS M ssouri (BB-63) andUSS
W sconsin (BB-64). The USS Wsconsin is reportedly operating in thePersian CGulf
as part of the Joint Task Force M ddle East, the other isoperating outside the
Persian Gul f. 15 Of the two battleships, the USSW sconsin has been in the
area the longest. It departed from Norfolk,Virginia, at the sane tine as the
USS Saratoga's aircraft carrier battlegroupin August. The USS M ssouri departed
Long Beach, California, on 13Novenber. 16 The two battl eships are each
armed with eight four-cellarnored box |aunchers (ABLs) for |aunching Tomahawk
sea-| aunched crui sem ssiles (SLCMs). These carrier and battleship
battl egroups areescorted by 14 nucl ear-capabl e crui sers and destroyers. Eight
nucl ear - capabl e support ships (four fast conbat support ships and four

anmuni ti onships) are also in the region. Twel ve U. S. nucl ear - power ed
attacksubmari nes, nine of which are thought to be nucl ear-capable are al so
estimtedto be in the region. Crui ser and destroyer escorts, as well as

di rect support attack submarines carry a conbination of conventional and

nucl ear Tomahawk SLCMs. Support ships have the capacity to maintain, repair,
andr epl eni sh nucl ear weapons, conponents, and spare parts. The USS
Ranger, USS America, USS Theodore Roosevelt, and USS M ssouri battle
groupsdepl oynents to the region are the product of the 8 Novenber Wite
Houseannouncenent that three additional aircraft carrier battle groups, and
afurther battleship battle group would be dispatched to the M ddl e East.

I ncreased Tomahawk Sea-Launched Cruise M ssile Deploynments Thetwenty-five
surface ships and subrmarines in the region by md-January areestimted to be
armed with 703 Tomahawk nissiles, including 83 nucl earversions. At the
outset of the crisis, only two Tomahawk-armed surface

7

ships were in the area as part of the Joint Task Force M ddle East. Thesetwo
ships carried sonme 71 Tonmhawk m ssiles, 16 of which were estimated to

benucl ear-armed. One Tonmahawk-armed submarine with ei ght Tomahawk nissil es,
twoof which are estimated to be nuclear, was also in the area. Byni d-



January, with the arrival of the USS Ranger, USS Anerica, and USS

Theodor eRoosevelt aircraft carrier battle groups, the nunber of Tomahawk-ar ned
surfaceships will clinb to 16, while the estimated number of Tomahawk

m ssil esonboard will junp to 607, 62 of which are estimated to be nucl ear-
armed. 17 It is estimated that two attack submari nes acconpany each
aircraftcarrier battle group in the Mddle East. An inportant part of the

m ssion ofthese submarines is |and-attack strikes with their Tomahawk nissiles.
Ni ne ofthe twel ve subnarines estimated to be present are nucl ear-arned.
Theycontri bute an additional 96 Tomahawk nissiles, 21 of which are

nucl eararned. 18 According to Navy sources and press reports, the nunbers
of conventi onal | and-attack Tormahawk m ssiles aboard sone | ate depl oying

vessel shas been increased above the normal conpl enent, and the nunber of

nucl earweapons has declined slightly. The cruiser USS San Jacinto (CG 56)
reportedl ydepl oyed arnmed solely (or predom nantly) with Tomahawk sea-| aunched
crui sem ssiles, and without the normal conplenent of surface-to-air nissiles
(SAM. This is the first tinme any Navy ship has been so arnmed. The cruiser
USSPhi | i ppi ne Sea (CG-58) also is reported to be carrying twi ce as nany
Tomahawkni ssil es as the usual |oad.19 Navy sources also reported that the

crui ser USSPrinceton (CG59) which deployed with the USS Ranger carrier

battl egroup, wasal so armed predoninately with Tomahawks, sinmilar to the San

Jaci nt o. Sonme 2,000 Tomahawk m ssiles of three basic types -- anti-
shi p, nucl ear | and-attack, and conventional |and-attack -- are estinated to be
inthe U. S. arsenal as of January 1991. The total force of 703 nuclear

andconventional Tonahawk m ssiles that is expected to be nobilized in the

M ddl eEast by mid- January is estimted to conprise 60 percent of the

total conventional force of Tonmahawk | and-attack mssiles inthe U S mlitary,
and20 percent of the nuclear |and-attack Tonahawks in the U S

nucl ear st ockpil e. 20 Figures 1, 2, and 3 provide the ranges of
Tomahawkni ssiles in relation to targets in both Irag and Kuwait (using Baghdad
andKuwait City as center points). Figure 1 shows the maxi mumrange of the

1, 350nautical mle nuclear Tomahawk (TLAM N) missile, and its flexibility to
hittargets throughout the region fromvirtually any point. Figure 2 depicts
thenore restricted range of the 600 nautical nile range conventiona
Tomahawk( TLAM D and C) missile when |aunched from surface ships. As can be
seen, 8

| aunchi ng ships would have a difficult tine reaching targets fromthe Arabi anSea
or the Red Sea or fromthe eastern portion of the Persian Gulf. Figure 3shows
even further targeting restrictions for the 430 nautical mle rangesubmari ne-

| aunched conventional missile.

(Greenbase I nventory January 16, 1991 )
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NUCLEAR PROPULSI ON REACTORS I N THE REG ON
By m d-January, the U S. will operating an estimated 20 nucl earreactors on

16 vessels in the region. Twel ve U. S. nucl ear - power edsubrari nes are
estimated to be in the Mddle East with the six carrier battl egrooups (words
m ssing, transm ssion error) January.21 There are fournuclear- powered surface
ships in the area: one aircraft carrier, the USSTheodore Roosevelt, and three
crui sers, the USS M ssissippi, USS SouthCarolina,22 and USS Virginia, each with
two reactors.

(Greenbase Inventory January 16, 1991 )
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Nucl ear Ships in the Mddle East, M d-January 1991
Aircraft Carriers23 Honeport Weapons
USS M dway (CV-41) 24 Yokosuka, Japan 100 nucl ear bonbs/depth
bonmbs USSSar at oga ( CV- 60) 25 Mayport, FL 100 nucl ear bonbs/depth
bonmbs USS Ranger (CV-61) 26 San Di ego, CA 100 nucl ear bonbs/ depth
bombs USSAneri ca (CV-66)27 Nor f ol k, VA 100 nucl ear bomnbs/ depth
bombs USS JohnF. Kennedy (CV-67)28 Norfolk, VA 100 nucl ear bombs/ depth

bombs USSTheodore Roosevelt (CVN-71)29 Norfol k, VA 100 nucl ear bombs/ depth
bonbs

Bat t | eshi ps
USS M ssouri (BB-63)30 Long Beach, CA 32 Tomahawks, i ncluding
2 nucl ear mssiles USSW sconsin (BB-64)31 Nor f ol k, VA 32

Tomahawk, i ncl udi ng 832
nucl ear m ssiles

Crui sers
USS Virginia (CGA\ 38) 33 Nor f ol k, VA 8 Tomahawk (ABL),
i ncl udi ng 2nucl ear m ssil es
USS M ssi ssi ppi (CG\-40) 34 Nor f ol k, VA 8 Tomahawk (ABL),
i ncl udi ng 2 nucl ear
m ssiles USS BunkerHi Il (CG 52)35 Yokosuka, Japan 12 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncl udi ng 2 nucl ear
m ssil es USS Mobil eBay (CG 53) 36 Yokosuka, Japan 12 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncluding 2 nucl ear
m ssiles USS LeyteGul f (CG 55) 37 Mayport, FL 26 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncl udi ng 2 nucl ear
m ssil es USS SanJacinto (CG 56) 38 Nor f ol k, VA 100 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncl udi ng 6 nucl ear
m ssi |l es USSPhilippine Sea (CG 58) 39 Mayport, FL 26 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncl udi ng 6 nucl ear
m ssiles USSPrinceton (CG 59)40 Long Beach, CA 100 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncluding 2 nucl ear
m ssi |l es USSNor mandy (CG 60)41 Staten Island, NY 26 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncluding 2 nucl ear
m ssil es 10

Destroyers

USS Spruance (DD-963)42 Mayport, FL 45 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncl uding 10 nucl ear
m ssiles USS Paul F.Foster (DD 964)43 Long Beach, CA 45 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncluding 2 nucl ear
m ssiles. USS Caron(DD-970) 44 Nor f ol k, VA 45 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncluding 2 nucl ear
m ssiles USS O Bri en(DD-975) 45 San Di ego, CA 45 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncl udi ng 10 nucl ear
m ssiles USS Fife(DD 991) 46 Yokosuka, Japan 45 Tomahawk (VLS)
i ncl udi ng 2 nucl ear
m ssil es
Support Shi ps
USS Sacranento (ACE-1)47 Bremerton, WA nucl ear weaponsservi ce
USS Seattl e (ACE-3)48 Earle, NJ nucl ear weapons servi ce
USS Detroit (ACE-4)49 Earle, NJ nucl ear weapons service
USS Nitro (AE-23)50 Earl e, NJ nucl ear weapons service
USS Santa Barbara (AE-28)51 Charl eston, SC nucl ear weapons service

USS Mount Hood ( AE-29)52 Concord, CA nucl ear weapons service



USS Shasta ( AE-33) Concord, CA nucl ear weapons service
USS Ki ska( AE- 36) 53 Concord, CA nucl ear weapons service
Attack Submarines

9 unidentified submarines 96 Tomahawk,
including 21 nuclear mssiles54
11
(Greenbase Inventory January 16, 1991 )
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U.S. Nucl ear-Capable Strike Aircraft in the M ddl e East
Aircraft Service Range Nucl ear Nunber Type
km Weapons
F- 15E Air Force 1290 B61 bonb 24 F-16
Ai r Force 925 B61, B57 bonbs 188 F-111 Air Force 2400
B61, B57, B43 bonbs 48 F-117A Air Force - B61 bonmb
40 A- 6E Navy 1700 B61, B57, B43 bonbs 108 A-7E Navy
800 B61, B57, B43 bonbs 24 F/ A- 18 Navy 860 B61, B57
bonbs 104 A- 6E Mari ne Corps 1700 B61, B57, B43 bonbs 40
F/ A- 18 Mari ne Corps 860 B61, B57bonbs 48 Tot a
624 As of January 1991
(Greenbase I nventory January 16, 1991 )
=== fffm======
U. S. NUCLEAR WEAPONS | N THE PERSI AN GULF CRI SI S Wliliam M
Arkin, JoshuaHandl er, Dami an Durrant January 1991 (part

seven)
12
TOVAHAWK SEA- LAUNCHED CRUI SE M SSI LE (SLCM

The Tonamhawk sea-| aunched cruise nissile (SLCM is an unmanned, sel f-
propelled, lowflying, subsonic, guided mssile that flies an evasiveroute over
land terrain to its target. The Tomahawk is a U S. Navy weapon ofthe sanme famly
of mssiles, and simlar, to the Air Force G ound LaunchedCruise Mssile (GLCM
now conpl eting destruction under the INF Treaty. The Tomahawk SLCM i s
both conventionally and nuclear- armed for |ongrange | and-attack and anti-ship
warfare. There are four variations of Tomahawk: conventional anti-ship mssile
(TASM, conventional high explosiveland-attack mssile (TLAM C), conventiona
conmbi ned bombl ets effectsland-attack mssile (TLAM D), and nucl ear |and-attack
mssile (TLAMN). Thenuclear- arnmed |and attack Tomahawk (TLAM N) carries one
WB0 nucl ear warheadwith a sel ectable variable yield of 5-150 kil otons.
Tormahawk mi ssilescan be configured to be |launched fromeither surface ships or
attacksubmarines. Tomahawk can be | aunched fromthe torpedo tubes of Sturgeon
cl ass(SSN-637) and Los Angel es (SSN-688) subnmarines and the 12-nmissile
capsul el aunchi ng system (vertical tubes) on the | atest Los Angel es class (SSN
688) subnari nes. The Navy also plans to depl oy Tomahawk on its next generation
of attack submarines, the Seawol f class (SSN-21) nucl ear-powered attacksubmari ne.
Five types of surface ships (battleships, cruisers and destroyers)can fire
Tomahawk SLCMs from either eight-celled arnored box | aunchers (ABL) nmounted on
the deck or 61-cell vertical |aunching systems (VLS) nmountedbeneath the deck
The missile is 18 feet long and 21 inches indianeter, enabling it to fit into
the standard torpedo tube. It weighs 3,200pounds with booster. The Tomahawk
SLCM has a top speed of Mach 0.7 (880knph/550 nph). The nucl ear Tomahawk
(TLAM N has a range of 1,350 nauticalnmles, the |and attack surface ship-
| aunched conventional warhead 600nautical niles, |and attack subnarine-|aunched



conventional warhead 430nautical nmiles, and the anti-ship configuration (TASM
of 250 nautical niles. Tomahawk is guided by a radar altinmeter, and the
inertial navigationand terrain contour matching system (TERCOM . TERCOM
conpares the terrainunder the mssile with an internal conputer map onboard the
m ssile todeternm ne position and correct course. This systemgives the missile
anaccuracy of striking a target to within 100 feet over maxi numrange. Theanti -
ship Tomahawk has a different gui dance system using active radar tolocate the
target ship in the last portion of flight. A missile is propelledby a solid

booster for launch and a small turbofan engine for cruise flight. Al
vari ants of Tomahawk remain in production. The nucl ear
13

Tomahawk missile is in full-scale production as is the WB0 nucl earwar head.
In the FY 1991 budget, a decision was made to reduce total conventional and
nucl ear Tormahawk procurenent from 4,030 (including 30 testmssiles) to 3,630
mssiles. So far the Navy has procured 367 nucl ear Tomahawk, and in FY 1991
funds were authorized for a further 75 nucl ear Tomahawk (and 325 conventiona
weapons). A further 238 nucl ear Tomahawk wereto be bought in FY 1992, which was
to be the last year of all conventional andnucl ear Tormahawk production
However, the Navy has decided to stretch outbuying all variants of Tomahawk
until 1995 and the final m x of nuclear andconventional Tomahawk is under
review. The assunption is that |less than theoriginally planned 758 nucl ear arnmed
|l and attack versions will be procured,with a final figure nearer 440. As
of January 1991, an estinated 367nucl ear Tomahawk TLAM N have been depl oyed.
The total Tonmhawk force in theU S. mlitary as of Novenber 1990 (the end of FY
1989 buy) nunbers sone 2,021weapons. This is estinated to be broken down as 593
conventional anti-shipnissiles (TASMs), 886 conventional high explosive | and-
attack mssiles(TLAM C), 175 conventional conbined bonblets effects | and-attack
m ssiles(TLAM D), and 367 nucl ear |and-attack missiles (TLAMN) . The total
nurmber of SLCMs purchased to date is 2,421, made up of 367 TLAM N, 593 TASM
1, 194TLAM C, and 267 TLAMD. A further 400 Tonmahawks were authorized in FY
1991with the mi x of conventional and nucl ear unknown for a new total of 2,821.
Bot h General Dynamics-Convair located in San Diego, California andMcDonnel
Dougl as of St. Louis, Mssouri produce Tomahawks. TheTomahawk TLAM N i s
deployed at U S. Navy bases in the U S. in the Pacific at:Concord, CA; North
I sl and, CA; Al ameda, CA; Pearl Harbor, H'; and Guam |Inthe Atlantic, it is
supported at: Earle, NJ; Yorktown, VA; and Charleston, SC. Maj or overseas
support facilities include the U S. submarine tender based atlLa Maddal ena,
Sardinia, Italy. It is also carried aboard U. S. warships andattack submarines
wor | dwi de. The total cost of the Tomahawk SLCMprogram for the U S. Navy
will be $10.3 billion.55 This is conprised of $9.8billion for mssiles fromthe
DOD budget (of which $2 billion is for thenuclear Tomahawk, TLAM N), plus $500

mllion for nuclear warheads for TLAM Nfrom the Departnment of Energy budget.

14

Tomahawk Ships (Present and Pl anned) Submari nes Cl ass

Armed (Jan 1991) Pl anned (2000) St ur geon (SSN-637) 18
23* Los Angel es ( SSN- 688) 32 62 Sea Wl f ( SSN-
21) 0 5 Sur f ace Shi ps | owa (BB-61)
3 0** Virginia ( CGN\- 38) 4
4 Long Beach (CGN-9) 1 1 Ticonderoga (CG 47)
12 22 Spruance ( DDG- 963) 16 31
Bur ke (DDG- 51) 0 29 Tot a
86 about 180 *  The nunber of Sturgeon class SSNs which will be in
the force in theyear 2000 is unclear. ** The FY 1991 DOD budget contains plans
to deactivatetwo battl eships; the other two will be retired later.
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Decenber 1990. It is expected to be on station by nid- to late January 1991

28. The Kennedy departed its honeport of Norfolk, VA for Operation
Desert Shield on 15 August 1990.

29. The Roosevelt departed Norfol k, VA for Operation Desert Shield on
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37. The Leyte Gulf departed Mayport, FL, on 28 Decenber as part of theRoosevelt
carrier battle group; U S. Atlantic Fleet, 'USS Theodore Rooseveltand USS
Anmerica Carrier Battlegroups,' News Release fromUnited StatesAtlantic Fleet, 26
Decenber 1990. It is equipped with two 61-cell verticallaunching systens (VLS)
for firing Tomahawks and other nissiles. The ship isthought to carry less of a
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38. The San Jacinto left its homeport of Norfolk, VA and deployed to
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and other missiles. News reports state it is conpletely arnmed wi t hTomahawk
cruise mssiles, having had its surface-to-air nissiles renpved; 'SanJacinto
becones first cruise missile-only cruiser,’ Navy News & UnderseaTechnol ogy, 22
Oct ober 1990. Navy sources suggest, however, it alnobst but notquite fully arned
wi th Tormahawks. 20



39. The Philippine Sea passed through the Suez canal en-route to the PersianCulf
in the week prior to 27 August 1990, as part of the Saratoga carrierbattle
group. It is equipped with two 61- cell vertical |aunching systens(VLS) for
firing Tomahawks and other nmissiles. The ship is thought to carryless of a |oad
of nucl ear Tomahawk nissiles in order to maxim ze itsconventional Tomahawk
capability.

40. The Princeton deployed with the Ranger carrier battle group from LongBeach
CA, on 8 Novenber 1990. It is equipped with two 61-cell verticallaunching
systens (VLS) for firing Tomahawks and other nissiles. Navy sourcesreport, that
like the San Jacinto, it is alnpst fully arnmed with Tomahawkcrui se mi ssil es.

The ship is thought to carry less of a |load of nucl ear Tomahawk m ssiles in order
to maxim ze its conventional Tomahawk capability.

41. The Normandy departed Staten Island, NY, on 28 Decenber as part of
theAnerica carrier battlegroup; U S. Atlantic Fleet, 'USS Theodore Roosevelt
andUSS Anerica Carrier Battlegroups,' News Release fromUnited States
Atl anticFleet, 26 Decenber 1990. It is equipped with two 61-cell vertical
| aunchi ngsystens (VLS) for firing Tonmhawks and other missiles. The shipis
thought tocarry less of a load of nuclear Tomahawk missiles in order to maxim ze
i tsconventional Tomahawk capability.

42. The Spruance is part of the Saratoga carrier battle group whichdepl oyed
from Mayport, FL, on 7 August 1990. It is equipped with one 61-cellVertica
Launching System for firing Tomahawk and ot her m ssil es.

43. The Paul Foster deployed from Long Beach, CA, with the Ranger carrierbattle
group on 8 Decenber 1990. It is equipped with one 61-cell Vertical Launching
System for firing Tomahawk and other missiles. The ship is thoughtto carry |ess
of a load of nuclear Tomahawk nmissiles in order to naxinize itsconventiona
Tomahawk capability.

44, The Caron departed Norfol k, VA, on 28 Decenber as part of the
Roosevel tcarrier battle group; U S. Atlantic Fleet, 'USS Theodore Roosevelt and
USSAnerica Carrier Battlegroups,’” News Release fromUnited States Atlantic
Fl eet, 26 Decenber 1990. It is equipped with one 61-cell Vertical Launching
Systenfor firing Tomahawk and other nissiles. The ship is thought to carry |ess
of a | oad of nuclear Tomahawk missiles in order to maxinize its
conventi onal Tomahawk capability.

45. According to U.S. Navy public affairs spokesperson in San Di ego, CA the
O Brien departed for the Gulf in August 1990 and is counted as presentfrom 15
Septenber 1990. It is equipped with one 61-cell Vertical LaunchingSystem for
firing Tomahawk and other m ssiles. 21

46. The Fife Deployed with Mdway fromthe honeport of Yokosuka, Japan,on 3
October 1990. It is equipped with one 61- cell Vertical Launch (a fewwords
m ssing, transmission error) The ship is thought to of a |oad of nucl ear
Tomahawk missiles in order to nmaxim ze its conventional Tomahawkcapability.

47. The Sacranento has been confirnmed by a Navy spokesman to have departedwi th
the battleship Mssouri on 13 Novenber.

48. The Seattl e deployed as part of the Kennedy carrier battle group on
15August 1990.

49. The Detroit deployed with the Saratoga carrier battle group around 7August
1990.

50. The Nitro departed Earle, NJ, on 28 Decenber as part of the
Roosevel tcarrier battle group; U S. Atlantic Fleet, 'USS Theodore Roosevelt and
USSAnerica Carrier Battlegroups,' News Release fromUnited States Atlantic
Fl eet, 26 Decenber 1990.

51. The Santa Barbara departed Charl eston, SC, on 28 Decenber as part ofthe
America carrier battle group; U S. Atlantic Fleet, USS Theodore Rooseveltand
USS Anerica Carrier Battlegroups,' News Release fromUnited StatesAtlantic
Fl eet, 26 Decenber 1990.

52. 'Bay chips in nore warships,' Al anmeda Tinmes-Star, 9 Decenber 1990.

53. Commander Naval Forces Japan, 'Battle Group Alfa's Depl oynent
withMul tinational Force,' Press Statenent, 12 October 1990, |Ilists the Kiska
asacconmpanyi ng the USS M dway.

54. See endnote 18.



55. U.S. Navy Cruise Mssile Project Ofice, Washington D.C., Comrunication
February 1990; DOD, Selected Acquisition Report, 30 Septemnber1990.
=end= (G eenbase Inventory January 16, 1991 )
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Gr eenpeace St at enent

Terrorismand war are the ultimate, violent expressions of politicalconflict.
Vi ol ent responses to violent attacks only breed further violence,further
tragedy, and further human suffering. A Palestinian's |oss of a son,an
Israeli's | oss of daughter, an Anerican's loss of a father or an Afghani’' sl oss
of a nother are equal: human suffering is not |essened by the norality ofthe
politics that caused it.

Qur world has only recently taken its first steps away fromthe escal ati nggl oba
conflict of the Cold War, where new weapons systens bred newer weaponssystens
and attacks bred counter-attacks. W must not now allow a newconflict to beget
an identical cycle of terror.

Qur comunities and their environnents will remanin sustainable and secureonly if
humanity can find peaceful neans of resolving conflicts and ensuringjusti ce.

Qur world continues to bristle with nuclear weapons. Qur world is threatenedby

new weapons systens and the prospect of a new arns race in space. Billionsof
people suffer daily fromthe |lack of access to food, water, and to thebasic
means of survival. Environnmental degradation has created nillions ofrefugees,

the world's massive dependence on fossil fuels has created politicalinstability,
and whol e peoples are threatened by the sea-level rise associatedw th gl oba
war i ng

Qur world has yet to respond effectively to the prospects of w despreadsuffering
and starvation presented by climte change, the poisoning of ourplanet, and the
| oss of biodiversity -- all of which raise fundanental questi ons about the
security of our future. We can ill afford to furtherjeopardise that future by
fuelling a massive new cycle of violence,potentially on a planetary scale.

Qur plea to all parties in this energing conflict is to view thensel ves
ascitizens of an inperilled planet, and to weigh their actions not agai nst
theshort-termcriteria of revenge and retaliation, but against the |ong
termmeeds for our planet's peace and security.



Al'l humanity, regardless of our political or econom c differences, share thesane
nost basic rights and needs and val ues. Qur task now should be to createa gl oba
responses to the threats to our common future.
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Gerd Lei pold, Greenpeace International, Executive Director: Statenent

It istime for the world to nove beyond weapons to achi eve a new gl obal security.

VWet her those weapons are aeroplanes full of people turned into

mur derousni ssiles or cluster bonbs and cruise mssiles falling on unarned
civilians,they will neither end conflict nor achieve the social and econom c
justicethat is essential for real global security. Al violence creates a
dynam ¢, which increases the division of the world into opposing canps.

For thirty years now Greenpeace has borne witness to threats that endangerour
envi ronnent and peace. We have taken non-violent direct action in order
toprotest crimes against the environnment and crines agai nst peace. W
havesail ed our ships into the front line to stop nuclear tests in the Pacific,
andt o prevent boatl oads of plutoniumwaste from depositing their |etha
cargoes. W saved whal es from being hunted to the point of extinction and
ancientforests fromwanton destruction. W have pointed out the ternmi nal danger
toour planet fromthe continued reckless burning of fossil fuels, and

t hepoi soning of our air and our waterways fromtoxic chenicals.

For thirty years Greenpeace has spread the vision of a world that could befree
from such dangers, a world that could be peaceful and secure.

Today, nore than ever, that vision is needed to guide the world away fronterror
and war. W& want to nove towards the kind of security that cones fronpeople
everywhere in the world being free from hunger, poverty and di sease,with cl ean
water to drink, pure air to breathe, uncontam nated food to eat andfree to |ive
their lives without fear of terror or war.

For a nore secure world, we need to discard dangerous technol ogi es such

asnucl ear power and production of toxic materials. W nust renmpve all biol ogi cal
chem cal and nucl ear weapons. Dependency on fossil fuel is drivingclimte change
and perpetuating conflicts over resources.

In Doha, at the neeting of the WIO, we can work towards this goal by
ensuringthat trade is safe. W want to see sustainabl e devel opnent that
enbracesenvi ronnental and social concerns that is transparent, equitable and
securesbroad participation.

But it is not just in Doha we want to see these principles applied. Elsewherein
the world, we are working for a safe environnment that can only conme throughtrue
security.



We abhor the terrorist attacks in the United States, there can be
nojustification for them The response to these attacks nmust be one based on
thepursuit of justice through non-viol ent nmeans.

We see no sense in the current conflict and we call for the war inAfghanistan to
cease now.

We plead for a new kind of peace; one that is based on providing people
wi t hbasic security in their lives where terrorismcan take no hold; one
thatstrives to build a world where interdependence represents rnutual
benefitsrather than fearful apprehensions.

We seek a new way. A new security.
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TEXT:

MOSCOW, May 7 (Itar-Tass) -- Theinternational environmentalist

organisation Greenpeace has called for ceasefire and withdrawal of troops from Yugoslavia's embattled
province of Kosovo. They believe the move will contribute to the political settlement and the return of all
refugeesto their homes.

Greenpeace activistsregard an international peacekeeping for ce as a guar antee of ceasefire enfor cement and
due protection of peaceful civiliansin Kosovo.

"The use of force isinadmissablein resolving political or ethnic conflicts either among countriesor ethnic
groups. Greenpeace has always been above politics. We condemn military actionsin any part of theworld, let it
be Vietham, Kuwait, Iraq or Yugoslavia. They inevitably result in death, great destruction and ecological
disasters," said Sergei Tsyplenkov, Director of Greenpeace Russia.
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G eenpeace- Fri edensappel |

Brief von Dr. Thil o Bode, Geschaftsfihrer von G eenpeace International, an
Nat o- Gener al sekret & Javi er Sol ana Marari aga und an den

serbischen Préasidenten Slobodan Milosevic.

M. Javier Sol ana Marariaga
Aut orout e de Zavent em
B- 1110 Brussels, Bel gium

19th May, 1999
M. Secretary General

G eenpeace has observed devel opnments in Yugosl avia and Kosovo with grow ng
concern. G eenpeace absolutely condemms the policy of "ethnic cleansing" being
pursued by the governnment of Yugoslavia. W agree, of course, that this outrage
agai nst humanity nust be halted. However, the NATO actions thus far have failed
to put a stop to the killing and deportation of Kosovo’s ethnic Al banians. A
growi ng nunber of people also believe that it may have exacerbated the problens,
and that it certainly has not been successful in protecting these people or
meking it possible for themto return to their hones with any sense of security.

Greenpeace believes that the only route to a solution to this crisis lies in a
cease-fire on all sides followed by the introduction of a truly internationa
peace- enforcenent presence in Kosovo, and the introduction of a conflict

resol ution and "peace-buil di ng" process.

In this context, | wish to draw your attention to the potential |long-term
problens that could result fromthe targeting of facilities which contain highly
toxic or radioactive materials. Bonmbing such facilities is likely to result in
wi de-spread and | ong-term envi ronnental contanination. The health and

envi ronment al consequences could | ong outlast the present conflict and woul d
have, therefore, a significant negative inpact on the possibility of building a
successful peace and on the resettlenent of refugees.

I would also like to echo the concerns of Italian fishernmen and coasta

muni ci palities with regard to the dunping of unused anmunitions in the Adriatic
Sea. Such unused amrunitions dunped by NATO pl anes have reportedly been found in
fishing nets.

NATO shoul d provide the Italian Governnent with information about the nature and
| ocation of nunitions, and nost inportantly, its plans to swiftly retrieve this
material given the immedi ate and | ong-term dangers faced by other users of the
sea, in particular fishermen. NATO should also informthe Secretariat of the
London Convention at the International Maritinme Organi sation accordingly.

I urge you to address these considerations and concerns. In particular, wthout
prejudice to Greenpeace’s opposition to NATO s current strategy, as outlined
above, | seek your assurance that NATOw |l refrain fromtargeting any facility
that might rel ease hazardous chemicals and radi oactive materials which could
cause significant and long-term health and environnmental consequences.

Yours sincerely,



Thil o Bode
Executive Director
G eenpeace | nternational

Presi dent Sl obodan M | osevic
Bul evar Lenjina 2
11 070 Bel grade

19th May, 1999
M. President,

Gr eenpeace has observed devel opnents in Yugosl avia and Kosovo with deep concern.
Gr eenpeace absolutely condemms the policy of "ethnic cleansing" being pursued by
the governnent of Yugoslavia. This outrage against humanity nust be halted. The

killing and forced deportation of Kosovo's ethnic Al banians is both nmorally and

| egal |y indefensible.

Greenpeace believes that the only route to a solution to the war lies in a
cease-fire on all sides followed by the introduction of a truly internationa
peace-enforcenent presence in Kosovo, and the introduction of a conflict
resol ution and "peace-buil di ng" process.

We urge your Governnent to announce the i medi ate withdrawal of Yugosl avian
troops and para-mlitary forces from Kosovo and the acceptance of an

i nternational peace-enforcenent presence there.

Yours sincerely,

Thil o Bode
Executive Director
Gr eenpeace | nternational



