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creased, and Europe is actually conscious of (and it is a 
justified consciousness) a strongly increased, generally 
mutual security. This development of both of the last 
decades, the I 960s and I 970s, has shown that there is no 
security if the other person too doesn't feel himself 
secure, or, to paraphrase a well-known phrase: Security 
is always the security of the other person too. 

If I am allowed to add a word or two here ... then I 
would like to say with equal emphasis that this is no 
one-time thing that people do once and then can keep, 
but a constant, increasing task, because, sometimes, 
even economic and social influences effect changes and 
instabilities that can bring about new dangers. Even the 
military balance of power is not a one-time task, but a 
constant one. It is not necessary that there be a total 
arithmetic or mathematical identity among all the dif­
ferent kinds of armed forces or weapons-the military 
balance of power must be generally maintained. 

... I will say it again: a policy of balance is by no 
means strictly limited to the military sector, if it is to 
bring success in securing the peace along with it. 

This fear on both sides, which played such a great 
role here yesterday on the German side-while the other 
side wants to use arms limitation in order to get political 
advantage for itself-this fear on both sides can only be 
overcome by long term processes and developments in 
building confidence, and these processes must be con­
.tinued. 

Naturally, even in an era of detente, acute conflicts, 
unforeseen conflicts can occur- and what is necessary 
here is a command of crises, and the capability to end 
the crisis. One of the preconditions for this is that the 
parties potentially in conflict remain in contact with 
each other. It is important that the statesmen in the 
world speak with each other hefore a crisis occurs, so 
that they know what they can expect of each other, in 
case it does occur. I would also like to say that we, here, 
have contributed significantly towards the ability and 
the will, we have contributed a great deal so that leading 
persons in positions of responsibility get to know each 
other. 

Here I want to refer-without appearing arrogant­
to the continuous contacts that the Chancellor of this 
state has entered into with all the leading statesmen 
from both sides, and which have been supported even by 
Eastern Europe-not only in the West-and I must tell 
you that I hope very much that it will finally come to a 
meeting, to personal acquaintance between Mr. Carter 
and Mr. Brezhnev. I consider it to be a mistake that 
both of these two persons do not know each other. (ap­
plause) 

Overcoming crises requires the political will to shun 
provocations from the other side; it requires the will and 
the capacity to make one's own options, one's own 
negotiating possibilities unmistakably clear to the other, 

and it requires the will to take the cutting edge out of 
dangerous situations by one's own readiness to com­
promise. It demands the will to make it possible so that 
the participants can save face. 

The greater the calculability of the political-and 
also the military-conduct of a participant, all the more 
less is the danger of an acute crisis. And a precondition 
for calculability is the transparency of one's politics, the 
plausibility of what one is striving for. For example, we 
are striving for more transparency in the instruments of 
military power, and even in the instruments of economic 
power that go into armaments, because only this will 
make possible progress in the formation of mutual con­
fidence. This goes for SALT, this goes for MBFR. 

Transparency, and the predictability of one's own 
policies ... I would be thankful if we could recognize the 
policies of all the other partners in Europe as being 
characterized by the desire for transparency, by the 
transparency of those governments ... 

(A/ier several attacks on West German government 
policy hy opposition politicians Helmut Kohl, Alfred 

Dregger, and Manfred Woerner): 

Defectors scandal, Luns's 
Attacks on NATO policies from leading West Ger­
mans are not the only problems that the Alliance and 
its West German friends are confronted with. Within 
the last two weeks, four secretaries in NATO head­
quarters in Brussels, and in the Bonn headquarters of 
the West German Christian Democracy, defected to 
East Germany. Although this is a severe problem by 
itself, the damage has been compounded by 
documentation from one former secretary, Ursel 
Lorenzen, that NATO is using its on-going WINTEX 

and CIMEX command staff exercises to prepare the 
authoritarian civilian and military control needed to 
carry out a first nuclear strike against the Warsaw 
Pact. 

Unfortunately for NATO, Ursel Lorenzen knows 
what she has been talking about on her East German 
radio broadcasts. For 10 years she was the secretary 
for British NATO diplomat Terence Morgan, Direc­
tor of NATO Council Operations, who was in charge 
of organizing NATO's semi-annual command staff 
exercises. 

Her broadcasts have also covered such topics as 
NATO's stake in political destabilizations of the 
Warsaw Pact, NATO's intention to use China as a 
NATO surrogate against the Soviet Union, and 
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I worked on putting this alliance together, its deter­
rence and its (defense) policy. That was 20 years ago, 
and I do not think you remember how it was then, when 
that attempt at detente failed, when the Paris summit 
meeting between East and West failed .... I understand 
that some of you do not know, but some of you do, 
Messrs. Mertes, Marx, and maybe Woerner, just how 
badly a German government in the 1960s burned its 
fingers, not only with the East but also with the West, on 
the issue of the Multinational Nuclear Force in NATO 
... The American government let that drop faster than 
the Germans knew what was happening. I would enjoy 

seeing you get your hands burned in that way. (Dregger 
then shouts that Schmidt should make unpopular decisions 
against the lefi wing in his own Social Democratic Party.) 

against the prevalent stream of popularity, then in fact it 
turns out that you win popularity. 

Helmut Kohl: Schmidt, you don't get your policy 
through because you are a coward, you are too much of 
a coward to confront Herbert Wehner. 

Schmidt: Mr. Kohl, you are very sensitive when it comes 
to political criticism. I am not. I have a very thick skin. 
But, I also have the power to hit back. You had better 
think over whether you have the right or the legitimacy 
to accuse me of being a coward in this parliament. And 
your information on my alleged position on the neutron 
bomb is wrong. Unless, of course, you have confidential 
documents from meetings you did not attend, and those 
documents are forged. 

You know, I do just that, and not only in military 

strategic questions, but in many areas I weigh the facts 
and both sides of the argument and I decide according 
to my oath of office and my conscience. But I would like 
to let you know a secret of my political experience. 
When one decides according to his conscience, even 

Hans Apel: Security is of course, one precondition for 
the well-being of a country. But war is not the father of 

all things. peace is. and that means the social and 
economic well-being of a country is a decisive contribu­
tion to its defense efforts. Defense expenditures, yes, but 

past bedevil NATO's friends 
NATO General Secretary Joseph Luns's strategy for 
dealing with the revelation of his Dutch Nazi past 
(see below.) 

The three East Germans who worked for the 
Christian Democracy in Bonn, Christel Broszey, Inge 
Goliath, and Ursula HOfs, have been silent about 
their activities, but this has not calmed down the 
CDU. Both Broszey and Goliath fled to East Ger­
many, while HOfs was arrested by West German 
authorities. As in the Lorenzen case, key CDU offices 

were targeted, with Broszey being the secretary to 
CDU General Secretary Kurt Biedenkopf, while 
Goliath worked under Werner Marx, CDU spokes­
man on East European affairs. 

It is well known in CDU circles that both Broszey 
and Goliath typed confidential internal party 
memoranda, and both knew of the CDU's support 
for the China card, in addition to the inner party fac­
tion fight between Biedenkopf and CDU Chairman 
Helmut Kohl. 

The fact that both Biedenkopf and Marx are 
vociferous anti-communists who constantly attack 
the ruling West German Social Democratic Party for 
being "soft on Communist infiltrators" has increased 
the shock in CDU headquarters. 

Luns 
The Lorenzen spy case could not have occurred at a 
worse time for NATO. Several weeks before Loren­
zen defected, NATO General Secretary Luns was 
already under attack for his membership in the Dutch 
Nazi NSB party from 1933 to 1 936, after the Dutch 
War History Institute confirmed that his name had 
been on the NSB membership lists for the years 
stated. 

Luns's explanation for this damaging fact was that 
his brother, an admitted Dutch Nazi, had signed him 
up in the NSB, and kept his name on the rolls for 
three years, after which Luns's name was taken off 
the lists, all without Luns's knowledge. 

Lorenzen shot down this already shaky excuse by 
stating it was well known in NATO headquarters that 
the only person who signed Luns up for Nazi 
membership was Luns himself. The fact that E. N. 
van Kleffens, a former Dutch Foreign Minister under 
whom Luns served, stated that if Luns's Nazi past 
had been known in 1937, he would never have been 
allowed to serve in the Foreign Ministry, has only 
reinforced Lorenzen's charges. 

-James Cleary 
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