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Documentation 

The world reacts to Soviet action 

Carter: 
Brezhnev lies 
President Jimmy Carter made the fol­
lowing statement to the Washington 
press corps immediately following the 
Soviet coup d'etat in Afghanistan. 

Such gross interferences in the 
internal affairs of Afghanistan is in 
blatant violation of accepted inter­
national rules of behavior. This is the 
third occasion since World War II 
that the Soviet Union has moved 
militarily to assert control over one 
of its neighbors, and this is the first 
such venture into a Moslem country 
by the Soviet Union since the Soviet 
occupation of Iranian Azerbaijan in 
the 19408 .... 

Soviet efforts to justify this action 
on the basis of the United Nations 
Charter are a perversion of the 
United Nations. They should be re­
jected immediately by all its mem­
bers. I have discussed this serious 
matter personally today with several 
other heads of government, all of 
whom agree that the Soviet action is 
a grave threat to peace. I will be 
sending the Deputy Secretary of 
State to Europe this weekend to meet 
with representatives of several other 
nations to discuss how the world 
community might respond to this 
unwarranted Soviet behavior. 

Soviet military action beyond its 
own borders gives rise to the most 
fundamental questions pertaining to 
international stability, and such 
close and extensive consultation be­
tween ourselves and with our allies 
are urgently needed. 

In answer to questions about the reply 
of Leonid Brezhnev to Mr. Carter's 
protest over Soviet action in Afghani­
stan, the President told ABC-TV in­
terviewer Frank Reynolds the follow­
ing: 

He responded in what I consider 
to be an inadequate way. He claimed 
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that he had been invited by the Af­
ghan Government to come in and 
protect Afghanistan from some out­
side third nation threat. This was 
obviously false because the person 
that he claimed invited him in, Presi­
dent Amin, was murdered or assas­
sinated after the Soviets pulled their 
coup. He also claimed that they 
would remove their forces from Af­
ghanistan as soon as the situation 
should be stabilized and the outside 
threat to Afghanistan was eliminat­
ed. So that was the tone of his mes­
sage to me which as I say, was com­
pletely inadequate and completely 
misleading .... 

He is not telling the facts accu­
rately .... 

My opinion of the Russians has 
changed most drastically in the last 
week than even the previous two and 
a half years ... And I think its imper­
ative ... that the leaders of the world 
make it clear to the Soviets that they 
cannot have taken this action to vio­
late world peace not only in that 
region but throughout the world 
without paying severe political con­
sequences. 

Soviet Union 
Soviet President Leonid Brezhnev sent 
the following telegram to Babrak Kar­
mal, the head of the new government 
in Afghanistan. 

I warmly congratulate you upon 
your election to the post of General 
Secretary of the Central Committee 
of the People's Democratic Party of 
Afghanistan and to the highest state 
posts in the Democratic Republic of 
Afghanistan. 

On behalf of the Soviet leader­
ship and on my own behalf, I wish 
you great success in all your multifa­
ceted activities, for the good of the 
friendly Afghan people. I am confi­
dent that, in the current circumstan­
ces, the Afghan people will be able to 
defend the gains of the April revolu-

tion and the sovereignty, indepen­
dence and national dignity of the 
new Afghanistan. 

The Vatican 
In both his homily for New Year's 
Day and his speech before blessing a 
crowd in St. Peter's Square, Pope 
John Paul II noted that international 
tensions have dangerously worsened 
during recent days, "particularly on 
the Asian continent, " and asked the 
faithful to pray for peace, to prevent 
the "terrible nightmare" which 
would result from an international 
nuclear conflict. 

The Pope said he had received 
scientific information in a report de­
tailing the extent of damage to life 
and civilization that would result 
from such a conflict. In an apparent 
reference to the recent NATO deci­
sion to modernize its nuclear arsenal, 
he said, "topics that have impressed 
European public opinion during the 
last weeks of the year that has just 
ended require us to think with con­
cern about the future ... We are think­
ing of the cities in the West and also 
in the East that ... could be com­
pletely reduced to heaps of rubble." 

The principal findings of the re­
port mentioned by the Pope were 
that between 50 and 200 million peo­
ple would die from the immediate or 
indirect effects of nuclear explosions 
if even 200 of the existing 50,000 
nuclear bombs were detonated. 
Food resources would be drastically 
reduced due to radioactive contami­
nation of farmland; dangerous ge­
netic changes would occur in hu­
mans and in plant and animal life; 
and changes in the atmosphere 
would bring further, as yet unknown 
dangers. 

France 
In sharp contrast to his usually opti­
mistic year-end messages to the na­
tion, French President Giscard 
d' Estaing posed the question, .. Will 
1980 bring us peace or war?" While it 
can be assumed that good use is being 
made of the hot line between Paris and 
Moscow set up during Giscard's trip 
to the Soviet Union, there is no official 
public statement on Afghanistan. 

The danger of war exists. We are 
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living in one of those periods when 
the balance of the world hangs on the 
ability of a few men to be cool-head­
ed. I hope that the wisdom of leaders 
will prevail. 

France is working for peace. It is 
doing so immediately through its 
firm and realistic diplomacy which 
has -contributed to eliminating the 
threats of destabilization from the 
African continent; it is doing so for 
the future through initiatives such as 
the North-South dialogue in order to 
eliminate the causes of inequalities 
and tensions in the world. 

The crisis? It does indeed threat­
en us. 

We are going to feel a new shock, 
as a result of the oil price increases 
recently confirmed in Caracas ... But 
France is not the same as it was in 
1973 ... It is better armed to resist the 
shock. Of all the industrialized coun­
tries, ours is the one which has en­
dowed itself with the most complete 
energy policy. Our nuclear plants ... 
are progressively entering line. They 
have already permitted the creation 
of 100,000 jobs. In the ten years be­
tween 1975 and 1985 they will repre­
sent a capacity equivalent to 45 mil­
lion tons of oil per year. This is a 
little as though the French had built 
with their own hands an oil field 
capable of producing annually more 
than half of what our British neigh­
bors draw from the North Sea, and a 
field which will not run out. .. 

Great Britain 
In a 200-word note to President 
Brezhnev, the full contents of which 
were not disclosed, British Prime 
Minister Margaret Thatcher said she 
was "profoundly disturbed" by the 
Soviet Union's thrust into Afghani­
stan. Thatcher told Brezhnev that 
Britain was "frankly puzzled" by the 
assertion that the intervention had 
been at the invitation of the new 
Afghan government. She further 
criticized the Soviet Union for inter­
fering into the internal affairs of its 
neighbor. 

The Foreign Office issued a state­
ment, Dec. 28: "The British Govern­
ment condemns the Soviet action in 
Afghanistan. We believe the people 
in Afghanistan have a right to 
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choose their own government with­
out outside interference." 

Geoffrey Rippon, Tory back­
bencher, and Chairman of the Com­
mittee on Foreign Affairs, stated: 
"NATO powers must realize that 
their interests do not stop at an arbi­
trary line in the Atlantic." He urged 
an effective NATO presence in the 
region, adding that the Afghanistan 
events showed that Britain had with­
drawn prematurely from the Gulf in 
the late 1960s. 

Labour Member of Parliament 
Neville Sandelson stated: " Soviet ex­
pansionism is a major threat to West-
ern survival. Britain must wake up to 
the dangers. Moscow simply exploits 
detente to its own advantage. We 
should resolve in the new year to halt 
hypocrisy and stren/ gthen our own 
defenses. " 

West Germany 
Chancellor Helmut Schmidt's official 
spokesman, Klaus Boelling, issued the 
following statement Dec. 28: 

The Federal Government has 
noted the events in Afghanistan with 
great concern. It sees in the entry and 
engagement of foreign troops in Af­
ghanistan an exceptionally serious 
situation, which rais�s basic ques­
tions of international relations. The 
Federal Government will examine 
these questions with its allies and 
friends and also will contact coun­
tries from the region whose vital in­
terest are affected by the events. The 
consultations have begun. 

The Ambassador of the Soviet 
Union in the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Mr. Semyonov, this 
morning handed over a note from his 
government to the Federal Republic 
of Germany in which the Sovie ac­
tion is explained. On this occasion, 
the Ambassador was told that the 
note must be considered as exceed­
ingly momentous and grave. The So­
viet note will be carefully examined. 

Two days later, West German Foreign 
Minister Hans Dietrich Genscher 
gave a more strongly-worded state­
ment in an interview with the newspa­
per Welt am Sonntag. 

The Federal Government and its 
allies have watched with great con-

cern the dangers for the indepen­
dence of Afghanistan, which resulted 
from the coup in 1978 and the Soviet 
activities. The marching in and de­
ployment of Soviet troops into this 
country create an extremely serious 
problem, raising questions not only 
of the international order, but also of 
the principle of the indivisibility of 
detente and trust-building. . .. The 
recent imperialistic policy of inter­
ventionism and establishing of 
spheres of influence has no future. 
... It is profoundly reactionary. 

China 
The Chinese government delivered 
the following note to the Soviet am­
bassador in Peking on the Soviet 
action in Afghanistan: 

The Chinese government de­
mands that the Soviet authorities 
immediately stop their aggression 
and intervention in Afghanistan 
and withdraw all their armed forces 
from that country .... Afghanistan 
is China's neighbor and therefore 
the Soviet armed invasion of that 
country poses a threat to China's 
security. 

Iran 
The Iranian government issued the 
following statement on Soviet action 
in Afghanistan: 

We announce to the Soviet gov­
ernment that now that we are strug­
'gling against U.S. imperialism, the 
o ccupation of the neighboring 
country by the Soviet army is in fact 
weakening our struggle against the 
United States and is regarded as 
hostile action against the Iranian 
nation. 

This Islamic government of 
Iran cannot agree with military in­
tervention by any country in anoth­
er country, especially military inter­
vention by a superpower in a small 
country. 

Because Afghanistan is a Mus­
lim country and a neighbor of Iran, 
the military intervention of the gov­
ernment of the Soviet Union in the 
neighboring country of our coreli­
gionists is considered a hostile 
measure, not only against the peo­
ple of that country but against all 
the Muslims of the world. 
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