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This year Sweden celebrates a unique anniver-
sary. We have had peace for 160 years.

We are not celebrating this anniversary with
any blare of trumpets. Nor is there any cause
for an outburst of selfrighteousness. Instead it
gives cause for a feeling of humility and thank-
fulness knowing that our people have thus been
spared the terrible sufferings of war and been
able to build society in peace. The fact that we
have had peace is in no way due to any moral
superiority of the Swedish people. It is the result
of fortunate circumstances and coincidence, to
be sure, wise policies in certain situations, but
also a good deal of luck.

The fact that our country and our people have
been preserved from war for more than one and
a half centuries is a great privilege. We are con-
stantly reminded of how great this privilege is
by looking at the world around us, where we
can see war and destruction, suffering and death.

Exactly ten years ago, Tage Erlander took
the initiative to establish a peace research insti-
tute in Sweden. The idea originated in a motion
to the 1964 Congress of the Social Democratic
Party. With its long tradition of peace, Sweden
wanted to support serious and independent rese-
arch aimed at preventing war and interstate
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conflicts. So very much research is concerned
with the potentials of war. Hardly any research
is done into the conditions necessary for peace.
The Stockholm International Peace Research In-
stitute, SIPRI, was established by the Swedish
Parliament in 1966. It has developed into a re-
spected and important opinion-moulding organ
in the international debate on peace and dis-
armament.

The arms race continues

SIPRI reports of the last few years about ar-
maments in the world do not make encouraging
reading. In spite of negotiations on limiting nu-
clear arms and on force reductions, and in spite
of current efforts to promote détente, develop-
ment in weapon technology and production is
being speeded up faster than ever before. There
is a lot of talk about disarmament; in practice,
the arms race continues. Total military spending
in the world in 1973 amounted to 207 billion
dollars according to SIPRI’s analyses. That is
more than 6 per cent of the world’s total gross
national product. It is equivalent to the total
national income of the poor countries of the
world. Military research and development now
costs about 20 billion dollars a year and em-
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ploys about 400 000 scientists and technologists
throughout the world. The United States and
the Soviet Union alone account for 85 per cent
of the world’s total expenditure in this field.

It is the rich industrial states that account for
the overwhelming share of the world’s military
spending. Four states — the United States, the
Soviet Union, France and Great Britain —
account for 70 per cent of total expenditure.
But an increasing number of states and regions
are taking part in the arms race. It appears that
the developing countries are allocating an in-
creasing share of their resources to armaments.
In 1972 and 1973 they ordered arms for nearly
2 billion dollars. This year we have read about
an increasing number of contracts with the third
world in the international arms trade. Increa-
singly modern types of weapons are being made
available for export. Countries are trading wea-
pons for oil.

The Middle East

The Middle East has become one of the most
militarized regions of the world. In the period
between the Six-Day war in 1967 and the Octo-
ber war in 1973, Israel and Egypt more than
doubled their military expenditure. More than
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4 000 tanks and 2 000 aircraft were engaged in
the October war in 1973. With the help of the
other very advanced weapons put at the dispo-
sal of the belligerents by the two super-powers,
about one-third of the aircraft and one-half of
the tanks engaged in the war were destroyed,
in addition to the large-scale losses in human
life.

A very large proportion of the material los-
ses are said to have been replaced by the Soviet
Union and the United States.

In addition to this, there are large-scale mili-
tary buildups by countries around the Persian
Gulf, the strategic importance of which has in-
creased dramatically as a result of the oil crises.

Vietnam

Another example from SIPRI’s studies: United
States expenditure on the Indo China war in
the form of military aid to South Vietnam is
estimated at over 4 billion dollars for each of
the fiscal years 1974 and 1975. Only six coun-
tries in the world have a total military expen-
diture exceeding this figure. This indicates the
scale of military activity in Vietnam in spite of
the cease-fire agreement. Vietnam has certainly
not been given peace.

6

The arms race is, of course, a terrible waste
of the world’s resources. Consider for a moment
if these resources could instead be used for the
development of the poor countries, in the strugg-
le against suffering and poverty. The military
spending of those countries giving development
assistance is almost thirty times as high as their
aid to the developing countries, What if all the
knowledge, all the ingenuity now being used to
develop increasingly terrible weapons of destruc-
tion were fully concentrated on fighting back-
wardness, starvation and diseases? Quite simp-
ly, practical and constructive action in order to
secure peace.

May I draw your attention to another very
frightening aspect.

The enormous weapon arsenals of the world
constitute a fatal threat. They create and sus-
tain an explosive situation.

The nuclear threat

The fundamental element in efforts towards dis-
armament is to check the arms race in the nu-
clear weapons field. In the past two months no
less than six countries have exploded nuclear
devices. This means that more countries have
carried out nuclear explosions than ever before
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in so short a time. Sweden protests strongly
against this escalation of an already dangerous
situation.

Efforts to make the Non-Proliferation Trea-
ty all-embracing are being impeded. In the same
way these nuclear tests cast their shadow over
our work for a comprehensive test ban.

The present nuclear powers are greatly res-
ponsible for this unfortunate development be-
cause they have not taken more effective action
to achieve nuclear disarmament.

For what are the super-powers doing?

In the period of 1963—74 the United States
have increased the number of land-based inter-
continental nuclear missiles from 424 to 1054
and the number of submarine-based nuclear mis-
siles from 224 to 656. The corresponding figu-
res for the Soviet Union are 100—1 576 and
100—636. In 1972 alone, the year the SALT
Agreement was signed, the number of strategic
nuclear warheads in the United States increased
from 5890 to 7040 and in the Soviet Union
from 2 170 to 2 260. During the period since the
signing of the Partial Test Ban Treaty in 1962
up to 1974, the United States have carried out
260 underground nuclear tests and the Soviet
Union 136. |
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15 tons of TNT for everyone

Some years ago, the Nobel Prize Winner, Ge-
orge Wald, estimated that the destructive power
in the hands of the great powers was so great
that it equalled fifteen tons of TNT for every
human being in the world — men, women and
children, Presumably this figure is higher to-
day. It is more than enough to completely de-
stroy human civilization.

The leading great powers thus command a
programmed system for destroying their adver-
saries. The inter-continental ballistic missiles
are mounted, ready to fire, on their platforms
and on submarines, sighted on pre-determined
targets. They have developed defensive ABM
systems for shooting down incoming missiles.
They are developing offensive MIRV systems
(multiple independently targetable re-entry ve-
hicles) with clusters of nuclear warheads on each
missile, so that the number of possible targets is
many times greater. And there is talk of new,
more destructive weapons and even more inge-
nious strategies.

But neither of the great powers can destroy
the adversary in the first nuclear attack. They
must reckon with the opponent being able to hit
back with terrible strength. With the gruesome

T
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precision used in this field, estimates have been
made of weapon effects showing that one-fourth
of the opponent’s population and one-half of
his industrial production will be wiped out in
the first counterattack.

Mutual assured destruction

This has been called ”mutual assured destruc-
tion”, fittingly abbreviated to MAD. It is on
this measurement that the concept of parity or
balance of power is based. It is the starting point
for détente considerations in the context of na-
tional security policy.

The present situation must be a constant night-
mare for the great powers. To most people the-
se descriptions of modern means of destruction
must sound like terrifying fantasies, which can
hardly be rooted in reality. To the leaders of the
great powers they are day-to-day realities. They
invest enormous resources in the arms race in
order to create security.

But the stronger they get, the greater their
insecurity and uncertainty become. They live in
the constant fear of the other side becoming tem-
porarily superior, of the discovery of a technolo-
gical innovation that will change the situation
overnight. They drive themselves into speeding
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up development work and this exerts an enor-
mous economic strain. They are constantly con-
fronted with the risk that the making of a mis-
take, a wrong judgement, an accident, will re-
sult in that mutual assured destruction.

Terror balance

The new relationship between the two superpo-
wers that has emerged in recent years rests on
a mutual acknowledgement of the fact that a
nuclear war between them must be avoided at
any cost. This, anyway, is a triumph of good
sense, if one can speak of good sense in this con-
text. A great variety of strategic doctrines have
emerged about how strong, how accurate, and
how impregnable nuclear weapons must be if
they are to maintain the balance of terror, so
that neither of the two powers should be temp-
ted to make, or frightened into making, the first
attack. It has become a kind of game of pitch
and toss*with more or less speculative theories
which, as we have seen, can all be used to justi-
fy the replenishment of the already deadly arse-
nals held by both sides. In 2 moment of candour
at a press conference in Moscow not long ago,
Secretary of State Henry Kissinger declared that
both the Soviet Union and the United States had
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trouble with their military men when trying to
settle agreements.

Disarmament talks

However, agreement has been reached that the
armaments situation, as of now, is to be regar-
ded as one of parity or balance. And of cour-
se we must not belittle the results that have been
achieved: the Test Ban Treaty and the hot line,
the Outer Space Treaty, the Non-Proliferation
Treaty, the SALT Agreement of 1972, and the
summit meetings of 1973 and 1974. Disarma-
ment has not been achieved, but certain limita-
tions have been put on continued rearmament in
certain fields. Negotiations are still going on in
various fields. We have no reason to doubt the
will of the great powers to reach agreements
that prevent nuclear war breaking out between
them.

But the deadly threat remains. However, it
is not only disagreements between the two lea-
ding powers — strategic, ideological and econo-
mic — that constitute a threat to peace. There is
a state of ferment in many parts of the world.
There is the struggle against colonialism, oppres-
sion and dictatorship, the striving of peoples for
liberation from foreign oppressors and their mas-
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ters at home. There are deep antagonisms between
nations within one region. There we see poverty
and suffering and the growing gaps between dif-
ferent parts of the world, inequalities which in
the long run constitute the main threat to peace.
The great powers are affected in one way or an-
other by all the crises that can erupt in various
parts of the world. The realization of the risks
this involves must also be something of a night-
mare to them.

Political implication of détente

The political implication of détente is that Wash-
ington and Moscow seem to have agreed to re-
cognize and show respect for the interests of
the opposite number and to keep a careful eye
on all the crises in the world that could ultima-
tely lead to nuclear war. That must be avoided
at any cost. They do not want to let this kind
of crisis get “out of control” as it is called, and
they want to be able to intervene in one way or
another in order to get the situation just un-
der control”. The very use of these words reveals
an assumption that very much affects the inte-
rests of other states and particularly those of
small states. Putting it simply we may say that
the great powers make the following claim:
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In order to prevent a nuclear conflict, which
would be disastrous for everyone, the great po-
wers have the right, and almost an obligation, to
intervene if a local conflict tends to develop into
a world conflagration. The hot line is a concrete
expression of this mutual interest. They apppear,
somewhat paradoxically, to be of the opinion
that their arsenals of nuclear weapons give them
the right to intervene in the interest of world
peace. This way of thinking involves certain
complications and dangers to the small states,
of which I shall speak later.

It may be of interest to consider some of the
past year’s international crises from the point of
view of détente policy.

Crises in the Middle East and Cyprus

During the course of barely a year, two crises
have hit the eastern Mediterranean: the Arab
action against the areas occupied by Israel in
October 1973 and now the military coup in
Cyptus, which led to the Turkish military ac-
tion only a few weeks ago. These two crises had
quite different historical and factual backgrunds,
but they have one feature in common. In both
cases, it has been a matter of states wishing to
protect or reconquer areas with populations
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which ethnically or for religious reasons belong
to their own peoples. The Arab states despaired
of being able to use political means to get back
areas occupied by Israel during the June war in
1967. So they decided to use force. Turkey con-
sidered that the Turkish minority in Cyprus was
exposed to a deadly threat as a result of the
Athens-inspired coup in Cyprus. So they took up
arms.

In both cases, the states concerned took the
military initiative in a mood of desperation at
being confronted with situations they conside-
red to be grossly unjust and a threat to their own
safety. As they saw the situation, they had no
choice.

This can, of course, not justify resorting to
armed force. Whatever the situation, we must
uphold the UN Charter’s prohibition of the use
of all armed force across borders. We must leave
no avenue unexplored to negotiate a peaceful
agreement.

But how did the states concerned -reason?

Egypt and Syria had obviously come to the
conclusion that in the prevailing détente climate
they could not get effective support from the
superpowers for making the change in the sta-
tus quo that the return of the occupied areas
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would mean. That was one of the reasons why
they resorted to armed force. No matter what the
fortunes of war might be, they could count on the
superpowers reacting promptly and effectively
in order to prevent the conflict spreading, and
then they would at last get to grips with the
task of solving the political problem of the re-
turn of territory. Now they could lend weight
to their assertion that as long as this problem
remained unsolved, there was a danger of new
violent eruptions and this constituted a threat to
détente.

Whether or not this is an accurate description
of their reasoning, the détente mechanism wor-
ked along these lines.

A conference on peace between Israel and its
Arab neighbours has at last been initiated and
a process commenced that can lead to a peace-
ful future for the much-tried peoples of the
Middle East, even if the knottiest problems still
have to be solved.

In -the militarly and politically hypersensi-
tive area of the eastern. Mediterranean, the su-
perpowers have similarly regarded it as vital to
their interests to avoid open and lasting con-
flict. As soon as the Cyprus crisis broke, they
immediately got into contact with one another.
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We can safely assume that the hot line was in fre-
quent use. No one knows what was discussed, but
we are propably not far out if we assume that
there was full agreement throughout that the si-
tuation in and around Cyprus should not be allo-
wed to develop so that balance was essentially
disturbed, and risks of the conflict spreading aro-
se. This concord was an essential condition for the
Security Council being able to pass a unanimous
resolution on ceasefire and the initiation of ne-
gotiations as early as on the second day of the
Turkish action. And it was this concord that
persuaded Turkey and Greece to comply with
the call for ceasefire within 24 hours.

Now other international agreements have been
made: the Geneva agreement and the decision
of the Security Council to allow United Nations
forces-to take up positions between the parties.

Some observers in Sweden have reflected that
the Cyprus crises shows how fragile détente is.
It has been said that if a war can break out in
southern Europe then it can just as easily break
out in northern Europe. Therefore, we must have
more armaments. This kind of thinking is rooted
in a misunderstanding — assuming that it is not
purely a tactical weapon for criticising our de-
fence policy. Détente is, of course, no guarantee
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against crises and local wars. It could not pre-
vent Turkey from resorting to arms and perhaps,
as I just said, it was quite simply part of the
reason for the Arab action in the Middle East.

But the important point is that because of dé-
tente, strong forces were immediately put to
work to limit and localize the conflict. Negotia-
tions were initiated for the purpose of elimi-
nating the causes of new conflicts. This is how
détente has worked and to this extent it can be
said to have had a positive effect.

Détente and the small states

It is essential to bear this in mind. But it is
also important to note that détente is by no
means without its problems for the small states.
We are living in a time when the hegemony of
the super powers grows stronger and stronger.
Their power is unparalleled. It is most obvious
in the field of weapon technology. But it is also
true in the technological, scientific and econo-
mic fields. This can mean a threat to the inde-
pendence of the small nations. If they are to
hold their own, they must have the ability to
establish mutual solidarity and unity in order to
seek international solutions of problems.
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When such views are expressed the leaders
of the great powers sometimes react with an-
noyance. It is we who are defenders of the peace,
they say. It is we who ensure that nuclear war
is avoided, that conflicts are limited, that order
prevails. This, so to speak, is a moral justifica-
tion of the predominance of the super states. Its
maintenance is in the interest of everybody, it
is thought. There is some justification for this
way of thinking in certain situations. This makes
it particularly essential that we should be very
aware of the dangers it can involve for the small
nations.

Moreover, it is in the essence of détente that
the superpowers prefer the preservation of sta-
tus quo to change. It also appears that the lea-
ders of these two states do not object to the
strain of conservatism this gives to the policy of
détente. But just as development proceeds and
constant efforts must be made if the national
society is to preserve its vitality and its calm,
we find situations constantly arising in ‘the in-
ternational sphere, both regional and global, si-
tuations that must be changed or eliminated if
the international community is to live in peace.
For the sake of détente, the superpowers may
be so afraid of the consequences of every change

o
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that they would rather accept the prolongation
of an unjust or dangerus situation. In this way
too, the interest of other states are affected by
détente.

As 1 said at your Congress nine years ago(™),
here we have a conflict in the world of today.
With good will, it is fully possible, for example,
to freeze the existing level in the field of nuclear
weapons. But it is not possible to freeze the so-
cial and economic development in the world.

The demand for change is particularly great
in the third world. The national, social and eco-
nomic liberation taking place in many coun-
tries leads to demands for large-scale and rapid
change. There, freedom and human dignity are
felt to be more necessary than peace and déten-
te. Attempts to check liberation will in the long
run be an' even greater threat to peaceful co-
existence between nations. The objective of dé-
tente and disarmament cannot be attained until
all peoples are free.

This view does not mean that we oppose
détente between the superpowers. On the cont-
rary, it has our sincere support. But we must

*) The belief that demands for social justice can be
answered by violence and military force is a dillu-

sion,
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thoroughly consider its consequences. And it has
been found that, after all is said and done,
change is possible, even if in many cases it is
conditional and uncertain.

Change is possible

In the past year, democracy has made great stri-
des in Turkey. This year the fascist dictator-
ship in Portugal has fallen. This year it has be-
come clear that Portuguese colonial rule is on
its last legs. At last, we can see a hope of peace
and independence for the peoples of Angola,
Guinea-Bissau and Mozambique. The miserable
military junta in Greece has, at least for the time
being, started to leave the arena.

Who has brought about the change? Of cour-
se, the mobilization of international opinion in
the United Nations, in the Council of Europe
and In international debate, has played an im-
portant role. But — to choose one’s words care-
fully — it is probably indisputable that when
these issues have been considered within the mi-
litary alliances to which the countries concerned
belong, power politics and strategic considera-
tions have dominated over the will to uphold
the ideals of democracy. If the opposite had been
the case, the régimes would not have been able
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to continue, at least not within the alliance. And
the other power bloc has probably realized that
respect for the interests of their counterpart is
an important condition for avoiding anything
more than verbal interference in its own sphere
of influence, when the people there make de-
mands for change.

It is the peoples themselves that have brought
about the change. In spite of censorship, terror,
torture and constant oppression, the demands
for independence, democracy and social justice
have been unquenchable. Many years of strugg-
ling against the oppressors have brought victo-
ry. True, it can be said that in Portugal it was
military forces that overthrew the régime, and
that in Greece the junta called in civilian poli-
ticians, but in both cases it is quite clear that
it is public opinion that is the foundation and
prerequisite for change.

Portugal and Greece

Events in Portugal and Greece constitute ex-
amples of how anachronistic régimes, authori-
tarian juntas without the support of the people
are doomed to political and moral bankruptcy.
In the end, despite all their decress, torture
chambers and weapon arsenals, they become
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unable to govern the country, incapable of ma-
king society function. In the end they collapse
on their own as it were, or are forced to call in
civilians.

Oppressive régimes contain the seeds of their
own destruction and people’s yearning for free-
dom can never be completely stifled. It can al-
ways, and will always, flare up again. This 1s
an inportant lesson for those who doubt in, or
despair of, democracy.

Terror in Chile

It also gives hope to those who are still figh-
ting for their freedom. In Chile, peaceful change
had been started with the support of the people.
They tried to bring about change in a peaceful
way, in spite of the interference of foreign ca-
pital interests, in spite of sabotage and econo-
mic difficulties and in spite of the fanatic oppo-
sition of the privileged classes. But the demo-
cratic régime was crushed by an appallingly bru-
tal military coup. There were no interests of po-
wer politics involved there, not a shred of dé-
tente policy that could come to the aid of the
Chilean people. On the contrary, Allende’s go-
ventment was felt to be a threat to the status
quo in some other countries on that continent.

Ead
&,

T4 23



|

Arbetarrorelsens arkiv och bibliotek | © Olof Palmes familj

Now the terror continues, wave upon wave.
It must continue because the junta lives in fear
of the people. On Tuesday, a military court in
Santiago sentenced four people to death — three
military men and the former governor of the
central bank: Their crime was that they had
shown solidarity with the democratically elec-
ted government of Salvador Allende. But it is
impossible to exterminate a people’s longing for
freedom. :

Sooner or later, the bloodthirsty régime in
Chile will disappear in its own infinite degra-
dation and shame. But it is terrible to think of
how much suffering people will have to go
through before that happens.

In the last few days we have received shock-
ing news from South Korea about death senten-
ces passed on a great number of people.

Sweden is strongly opposed to capital punish-
ment. For many years we have taken an active
part in United Nations work. to get it abolished.
We shall continue to work for the mobilization
of international opinion against the contempt
for human life capital punishment represents.
The Government therefore appealed to the Pre-
sident av the Republic of Korea to pardon the
persons sentenced to death in Seoul.
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When we are constantly hearing of wars and
oppressing and atrocities in the world, it may
be a temptation to feel that involvement mat-
ters little. But this is the wrong way of looking
at things. It is obvious that a small country like
Sweden has limited ability to influence develop-
ments. But we have an obligation to take part
in the moulding of international opinion as far
as we can. And if we look back at the involve-
ment of our popular movements in events in
Vietnam, in Chile, in Greece and Portugal, in
countries in Africa, we have considered our con-
cern to be very meaningful, because the cause
has been a just one. And without lapsing into
exaggeration, we can maintain that that may be
of practical importance.

Role of United Nations

It is natural for small countries like Sweden to
regard the United Nations as an important in-
strumerit in the cause of peace and for the moul-
ding of international opinion. '

We are often forced to note that the United
Nations has been powerless when it comes to
stopping violations of the peace. This is not due
to any faults in the Charter or in the organiza-
tion of the United Nations, faults that could be
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corrected by a few ingenious reforms. It is due
to the fact that the great powers have not been
sufficiently in accord and sufficiently farsighted
to make use of the United Nations machinery in
time in order to eliminate the immediate causes
of peace violations. But even if for this reason
the United Nations has been unable to prevent
the use of armed force, the organization has ne-
vertheless had an important role to play. With-
out its efforts, violations would undoubtedly
have been on a greater scale. Without its efforts
the sufferings of the peoples concerned would
have been much, much greater. We have been
told of many incidents in the latest conflict in
Cyprus where United Nations soldiers, Swedish
and others, have been able to save lives by in-
stituting local ceasefires and by many other
means alleviating the sufferings of the civil po-
pulation.

Sweden has made a greater contribution than
any other state as regards personnel for United
Nations peacekeeping forces. Consequently, we
have also given a positive answer to the Secre-
tary General’s appeal for reinforcements to the
United Nations forces in Cyprus.

It is also typical that when it comes to imple-
menting arrangements in the Middle East that
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have already been agreed upon or are planned,
it is taken for granted that the United Nations
is given extremely vital tasks. This is a question
of tasks that no organ other than the United
Nations are capable of taking on. So we see that
the United Nations holds its position as an es-
sential and basically irreplaceable — although
admittedly fragile and inadequate — instrument
for the preservation of peace.

The probiems om the future

I have talked a lot about today’s situation and
today’s crises and the conclusions we can draw
from them. But the crux of the matter is how
the situation will develop in the long run. It is
a matter of the long-term security of the world
and whether people will be able to survive and
live under reasonable conditions.

The crucial question is: Are we together go-
ing to be able to create an international and na-
tional policy along the lines of a wise utilization
and just distribution of the limited resources of
the earth in order to satisfy the fundamental
needs of people wherever they live on our earth?
Gunnar Adler-Karlsson has demonstrated that
this is the crucial question in his report to the
World Population Conference:
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In spite of all the technological advances du-
ring past decades, UNESCO has shown that, in
absolute figures, the world has never had so ma-
ny adult illiterates as is has today. ILO has
shown that we have never had so many unem-
ployed or under-employed as we have today. And
the World Health Organization has shown that
never before have so many people been without
clean drinking water as there are today.

The question can be simplified even further:
Is the world’s rich minority prepared to make
sacrifices, to give up any of its privileges and
positions of power?

When such questions are to be considered, the
United Nations is an indispensable forum. A
number of the most important conferences of
our time are being held this year under the aus-
pices of the United Nations.

- The Special Session of the General Assembly
on raw material and development problems last
spring..

The Conference on the Law of the Sea now in
progress in Caracas. The World Population Con-
ference in Bucharest this month and the World
Conference in Rome this autumn.

Intensive work is being done in the United
Nations Committee on the Peaceful Uses of
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Outer Space, the Disarmament Commission in
Geneva, the United Nations Enviroment Board
in Nairobi and the regular UNCTAD conferen-
ces. Never before have the United Nations been
in so active a phase.

FEach separate problem being dealt with by
these different conferences is gigantic. But they
are all interwoven. They must be seen os one
great complex. Take just one example:

A shortage of oil can lead to a shortage of
fertilizers and this in turn will result in a shor-
tage of food. The food problem is also bound
up with the enormous increase in world popu-
lation — 75 million more mouths to feed each
year. It is also linked to the rising living stan-
dards in the rich countries accompanied by ha-
bits of living that more hastily consume the
earth’s resources.

The world’s economic growth is now unequal-
ly distributed both within and between nations
and leads to a frightening lack of social content.

The main goal of the United Nations deve-
lopment strategy is to give individuals in the
developing countries wellbeing and work so that
everyone will have better conditions of living.
Economic growth does not automatically bene-
fit all citizens. Instead, what happens in many
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places is that the standard of some groups has
been lowered although the average standard has
been raised. There are often mechanisms in the
development process that create poverty for the
many, while the few increase their wealth. So-
lely to rely on the private profit motives as a
development force invites such problems. ”The
green revolution” in the agriculture of develo-
ping countries, an unplanned industrialization
and mechanization are examples of processes
which have already created vast unemployment
and degrading slums. It is essential to choose
the types of production that avoid these effects,
to identify the conflicts built into economic de-
velopment and try to shape a programme that
can bring wellbeing to everyone and not only
the few. Therefore the economic and social struc-
tures of countries are decisive factors. Sweden
takes this into consideration when shaping its
international development policy.

Sweden’s foreign policy
In the face of the enormous tasks waiting to be
done by the international community Sweden
seeks to make a constructive contribution.

‘To put it very simply our policy can be sum-
marized as follows:
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First: We wish to promote peace and disarma-
ment. We shall continue to pursue our non-alig-
ned foreign policy. It is recognized and respec-
ted as a contribution to stability in our part of
the world. We skall not acquire nuclear wea-
pons. Sweden’s accession to the Non-Prolifera-
tion Treaty is categorical. We are taking a very
active part in efforts to create more humane
laws of war at the inter-state conference in Ge-
neva. Sweden has demanded a total ban of the
use of particularly cruel weapons. We are pre-
pared to continue our involvement in the Uni-
ted Nations peacekeeping forces.

Second: We shall contribute to the develop-
ment of the poor states. We shall support the
developing countries’ own efforts to achieve
economic and political independence and pro-
mote national sovereignty. We shall comply
with the objective set up by the United Nations
to transfer 0.7 per cent of GNP to the develo-
ping countries next year, a goal which we and
Holland will probably be the only countries to
attain in 1975. We are working for the demo-
cratization of international development efforts
through giving the developing countries greater
influence in the multilateral organizations. We
uphold the principle that every state has the
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right to make free use of its own natural re-
sources.

Third: We shall do all we can to counteract
the despoliation of the human environment, the
ruthless exploitation of areas of the earth that
are the common property of mankind and pro-
mote a just distribution. We shall be following
up the initiative we took as regards the first en-
vironment conference ever to be held. This year
we have signed a Nordic Convention on the Pro-
tection of the Environment and an Agreement
on the Protection of the Marine Environment of
the Baltic Sea. We wish to replace the anarchy
now prevailing, that primarily benefits the indu-
strial countries with access to supermodern tech-
nology, with an international system of rules en-
suring justice and guaranteeing that the com-
mon resources of mankind are responsibly used
and looked after.

Fourth: We want to see a more democratic
international community. Sweden wants to pro-
mote a shift in the international power struc-
ture in favour of the poor nations. This is also
a question of eroding the power monopoly of
the rich states and cutting back the influence
of the multinational corporations. We shall con-
tinue to give our support to the liberation mo-
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vements and help to mobilize opinion against
dictatorship and violations of human rights.

Fifth: We want to have strong international
organizations, a strong United Nations. It is ne-
cessary in all fields to have a control machinery
under international rule if we are to avoid na-
tionalistic or monopoly interests giving rise to
new conflicts and to ensure that the new resour-
ces are made available to all countries. On these
issues we seek to contribute towards a practical
and effective internationalism.

In reality our choice lies between the predo-
minance of the super-powers and the internatio-
nalism the multinational corporations represent
on the one hand, and the broad co-operation be-
tween peoples across frontiers, and internatio-
nal organizations, — primarily within the fra-
mework of the United Nations — able to make
effective decisions and implement decisions on
the basis of international law, on the order.

A new world crises?
Qur choice is obvious.

We are now faced with this new global si-
tuation at the same time as the industrialized
countries are confronted by extremely difficult
problems of internal development.
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Inflation is spiralling to heights breakting all
postwar records, production is stagnating in se-
veral of the major industrialized countries, with
the movements of oil money monetary problems
are of a size and complexity never known be-
fore. Parallels are being drawn with the crises
of the Twenties.

A spectre is being conjured up of a world
economy divided into isolationist economic blocs
raising defensive barriers against the rest of the
world.

All these trends give rise to extremely pessi-
mistic discourses. Famous scientists write books
about whether mankind has any future at all.
When we study these gloomy prophecies we
find they all have one feature in common. It is
not in unrestrained growth, in the private pro-
fit motive, in the capitalistic economic system
there is hope of a bearable future.

The era of neocapitalism is drawing to an end,
wrote -an American professor a few weeks ago.
It is 'some kind of socialism that is the key of
the future. This socialism can be authoritarian
and repressive. It can also put its faith in the
will of human beings to take responsibility and
to work together, in their sense of solidarity.
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The need for solidarity
The fundamental strength of social democra-
cy is that it can see both domestic and interna-
tional problems in the same perspective, and
their common solution is called solidarity.

A Swedish poet has written the following
words:

Solidarity is a wealth

of untried possibilities

The future is adventure
and there is a freedom:
to find release through fellowship.



