
Below, some international eavesdropping - transcripts 
of radio broadcasts, news agency handouts, and news- 
paper and periodical items culled from daily reports of 
the U.S. Government’s Foreign Broadcast Information 
Service. 

Imn: Freedom of Expression 
(Teheran Domestic Service in ‘ Persian, Oct. 5.  
Speech by Mr. Hashemi-Rafsanjani in the Majlis) 
In the extraordinary free climate prevalent in the 
last two years, everyone has had the freedom to say 
anything he wished to say. There is nothing left un- 
said. Thank God, we have nothing to hide from the 
people. Despite all’the recent propaganda concem- 
ing the arrest and execution of counterrevolution- 
aries, which is gaininggreat momentum, the people 
cast their votes. However, if the inwardly blind in- 
dividuals still persist in claiming that the people do 
not support this government or make utterances 
about such things as the silent majority and some 
such excuses, this is like denying that the sun ex- 
ists. 

West Germany: Washington’s Changing Seasons 

The0 Sommer, “No Concept for Geneva Yet”) To- 
gether with the autumn leaves, the first illusions of 
the new team in Washington are also falling nine 
months after Ronald Reagan’s inauguration. The 
colorfulness of the Indian summer is fading in na- 
ture and politics alike. Gusts of reality’s wind are 
sweeping. yellowed leaves and withered ideas 
through Pennsylvania Avenue. 

The initial enthusiasm of the conservative econ- 
omists has yielded to softer tones. Budget Director 
Stockman and Secretary of the Treasury Regan have 
lately been putting strong doubts on record that the 
supreme goal of the administration-a balanced 
budget by 1984-can really be attained. What con- 
tinues to be valid in military policy is that the‘ 
United States must become number one again in 
the world; thc financial dilemma, however, has 
Reagan’s procurement decisions not going dramati- 
cally beyond the plans left by Jimmy Carter. In for- 
eign policy the election campaign rhetoric of 
strength and uncompromising attitude are still re- 
verberating, yet flexible and much more undog- 
matic than anybody would have dreamed six 
months ago. 

The European visitor looking around in the U.S. 
capital [now] retums home with highly-mixed feel- 
ings. . . . 

First and positive: The influence of the extreme 
right has declined and the weight of the center-right 
is increasing. 

Second and unpleasant: Europe is not particularly 
highly valued in Reagan’s Washington. . . . Pacifism 
is equated with defeatism, and anybody advocating 
European interests is quickly suspected of neutral- 
ism. 
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(Hamburg, Die Zeit, in German, Nov. 6. Article by i- 

Third and negative: The foreign policy decision- 
making mechanism in President Reagan’s govem- 
ment apparatus is still the weakest link. 

During the past few months, a compromise grad- 
ually took shape; military strength-yes (to the ex- 
tent it can be financed), but’at  the same time 
negotiations with the Kremlin and coordination 
with the allies. . . . The administration has proven 
that it is capable of learning. . . . 

. . . We are not striving for strategic superiority, I 
was told in the Pentagon, and we do not want to 
catch up with the Russians weapon by weap- 
on .  . . . All we want is to prevent any conceivable 
Soviet option of a first strike against us; besides no- 
body is thinking of localizing nuclear arms conflicts 
toEurope.. . . 

All this may calm the European visitor to Wash- 
ington. He is bound to be alarmed, however, when 
he realizes how little Europe counts in the United 
States at the moment . . . . A high-ranking U.S. dip- 
lomat told me that nobody in Washington is now 
influenced by the argument that this or that is not 
so popular in Europe . . . . The argument rather had 
the opposite effect for some time now. 

. . . The National Security Council of the White 
House is weakly staffed intellectually. This begins 
‘with Richard Allen, the chief, a id  continues down 
the line to the lower echelons.. . . Washington’s for- 
eign policy again has become a matter of conflict 
between the State Department and the Department 
of Defense. . . . Weinberger is a simplistic unilater- 
alist. Allen is only playing a secondary role . . . . AI 
Haig is . . . not considered a team player. . . . A crisis 
around him erupts every four weeks. . . . 

The upshot of it all: The gearwheels in the foreign 
policy decision-making mechanism are not mesh- 
ing. This is particularly evident in the preparations 
for the U.S.-Soviet negotiations on the limitation of 
nuclear medium-range weapons in Europe. 

This is not a satisfactory situation. The Westem 
alliance is once again lacking leadership . . . . 

. 

Poland: The Tone of Critkism 
(Warsaw, Trybuna Ludu, in Polish, Oct. 23. “F.L.” 
commentary. “The Word and the Tone”) . . . Any 
person able to use his head and listen to reason must 
be fully aware that the country and the state are on 
the brink of disaster. Politicians and political com- 
mentators often call this state the magic circle, a 
circle of lack of confidence and mutual accusations. 

. . . What is most important to anyone who has 
good intentions and really wants to help to break 
the so-called magic circle of inertia, helplessness 
and mistrust as well as of antagonizingthe nation is 
to build anything that can create, restore or build 
anew mutual confidence and credibility. 

Pax-an organization of lay Catholicnhas oc- 
cupied an important place on Poland’s sociopoliti- 
cal scene for many years. In their commentaries, the 
paper’s editors have also expressed their concem 
about the development of the situation in the wun- 
try. However, they have for some time now been 



voicing their concem with respect to one side only, 
that is, the authorities and our party. Furthermore, 
in their political commentaries, which have been 
both controversial and peremptory in expression, 
there has been no lack of frequently cheap sarcastic 
remarks. . . . 

Nor did the Pax association chairman avoid using 
this method in an interview which he granted to the 
paper a few days ago . . . . 

We do recognize that any politician is quite enti- 
tled to put forward any thesis even if it is question- 
able or controversial, but what is bound to shock is 
the negative tone noticeable in these statements 
with respect to what has been achieved in People’s 
Poland as a result of the nation’s efforts (and what, 
after all, Pax used to acknowledge until recently), 
and the reprovingly moralizing tone used with re- 
spect to the party. . . . 

Poland’s state int&est certainly demands that the 
need for accord be publicized and its sociopolitical 
platform explained. However, any fanning of a feel- 
ing of distrust toward the authorities, toward those 
with whom, after all, it is hoped to talk and cooper- 
ate is certainly contrary to Poland’s state interest. 
This must occur to any reader who seeks in the pa- 
,pen more than mere manifestations of political ma- 
neuvers and cheap thrills connected with them. 

. . . [Tlhe main qucstion remains valid: Does all 
this do the Polish people any good today, here and 
now, and will it do them any good tomorrow? 
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NATOlGreece 

Denmark: Arms and Disarmament 
(Copenhagen, Aktuelt, in Danish, Oct. 31. “View- 
point” article by Danish Social Democratic Party 
Foreign and Defense Committee Chairman Lawwe 
Budtz-“Europe’s NATO Members Must Do Every- 
thing for Real Disarmament”) “Scandilux” has be- 
come the intemational term, for the informal 
meetings on foreign and security policy between the 
Social Democratic parties in the small NATO na’- 
tions. The group met again recently, this time in 
Amsterdam and The Hague, with British and West 
German observers, including Michael Foot and 
Egon Bahr, taking part. 

There are difFerences between the attitudes of the 

seven participatingparties, but it is possible to draw 
the following three conclusions from,the meeting: 

1. Even if some of the participating countries do 
not want to allow the deployment of European me- 
dium-range missiles on their territory, the forth- 
coming negotiations between the United States and 
the Soviet Union on limiting missile deployment 
are accepted as fact. 
2. But since we are dealing with a two-track de- 

cision-including a decision to negotiate limita- 
t i o n r t h e  principle of advising the United’States to 
try to implement the so-called zero option was also 
adopted. This means that the West should make an 
offer to the Soviet Union to refrain completely from 
deploying its missiles, and in retum the Soviet 
Union would rcyove its medium-’range missiles. 
This would be thfideal solution. 
3. It is not necessary to achieve absolute parity 

between East and West. The nuclear arsenals are al- 
ready so enormous that it is of secondary signifi- 
cance whether the West has 300 or 400 missiles as a 
response to the Russian ones; and if it would lead 
to a positive coursc in the n gotiations, the West 
should announce immediate at the start of the ne- 
gotiations that absolute pari y is not absolutely nec- 

The Scandilux g roup the  Netherlands, nelgium, 
Luxeqbourg, Norway and Dcnmark togcther with 
Britain and West German observers-have from the 
very start rejected any notion of the possibility of a 
limited nuclear war in Europc and have thus disso- 
ciated themselves in advance from President Rea- 
gan’s remarks on the possibility of such a limited 
war-although thesc have now bccn corrected. 

But as far as we are conccmed, the British New 
Standard was right when it wrote: “President Rea- 
gan has actually dealt a more damaging blow to his 
own cause than the Russians had hoped for in their 
wildest dreams.” 
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Nicaragua: A Double Standard 
(Managua, La Prensa, in Spanish, Sept. 28. Speech 
by Guthrie Rivers, leader of the Confederation for 
Unity of Trade Unions, at U Democratic Conserva- 
tive Party of Nicaragua youth seminar)There arc re- 
strictions on labor organizations, just as thcrc were 
during Somoza’s time. Today, like yesterday, we aie 
bcing persecuted. We arc unjustly being accused of 
belonging to the CIA. 

If we receive help from independent labor unions 
anywhere in the world or in the United States, there 
is much ado and we get accused of being traitors. 

But, Sandinist labor unions can,receive $1.5 mil- 
lion in donations from communist labor unions and 
that is fine. In their case it does not mead treason. 

-A. R. P. 
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