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) gain sympathy and support in the third world,
|persistent1y portrays the US: nuclear presence as a
Ibig power: ‘chauvinism and US disregard for non-
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. airudelivered weapons, 'on the other hand, could be used not
S R onlyuinlthe vicinity ‘of the battlefield but‘onjmilitary and
\industrialiinstrlﬁatiﬂns thﬁoughout Tre Norfh.’ .
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‘I 1‘ lm PyonLyang will probably view the withdrawal of ! ;gi,ﬁ-;j}
‘ground weapone as;a logicalrand perhaps necessary corollary | .: |
to the withdrawaléof ‘US ground forces.  However, the with- .,
‘drawal | of allnair delivered weapons as wellkwill probably SR B B
A ‘lead the North to, question whether the US would reintroduce L |
A1 1 ! any nuélear, weapons in the event of conflict. Pyongyang is | 1 TR
RV unlikely to»arrivelatlan easy answer - 1 ‘ 1 |

i
1y {i

TR 1R BERRER 0
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; | step in’ thelright direction from the North's point " . . | .-l
il i) -ofiview. and! might lead thelus to avoidusing them ' - | |}l
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L,On the other hand;'the North fully recognizes that
1 US nuclear: weapons will remain in;the general area , B A it
|| 'following their’ withdrawal from Korea, (and is also ... i .||}l
| aware| of US statements of intent to use them if 4 R
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N S iin 1950)'Pyongyang‘iswlikely to weigh the withdrawal of
IR "nuclear weaponelwith some residual caution.| On balance, it
Lo wil) probably,iiew|the|issue of US nuclear intentions as ‘
morelaﬂniguone, but: wi%l be unable tﬂ dismiss the qguestion. :
h)" vl bl TR
| 6.HiPollowing|a nuclear weapons yithdrawal, perceptions
L Jof Washington s[broader resolve will figure importantly in
|0l the: North'e|oa1cu1ations of the possible use of US nuclear , ; ‘
'weapons | aelwelllas 0f | the overall US deterrent.’ In this AR
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fii ) rjits part, the ‘South strongly desires the
qretention‘oﬂla US nuclear presence in: Koreaﬁ More clearly
than,Piongyang. ‘Seoul|will read the total withdrawal of
4nuc1ear weapons aa[evidence of US intent to /forego their use
. utureé;c onfliothlIn ‘an obvious effortlto head off a :

L )| \clear withdrawal. the South Korean press has T 1t
foo ‘[euggest thatnthe A government would be justified in ! S
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the pdssibleﬂgains of, resuming a weapons program against the

'}‘risks}of losing the considerable support it still needs from

| the, US{|4A,sharp rupture.in US-South: Korean relations over
theu olear‘issue,could jeopardize Seoul's jaccess to credits:
: for military“sales. .sour bilateral economic relations, and
Iperhaps stimulate\sentimentlin the US for increasing the
pace oﬁ troop withdr?rals.” ’ M
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f t“ b “1 lmLking ‘these calculations Seoul
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‘f- S ”H. ul| undertook’ sueh a program in | 1974 because of '
i doubts”about the reliability of the overall US security
R commitment)ﬁrather than the narrower issue of the US nuclear |
'-} presence.HHIt suspended the program late last year for both '
I fQChniC°1W1n? politiefl reasons: ,E‘ ! 5 | J "
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1@} VLF"~'Seou1's ‘technical prospects were seriously diminished
R by its decision--under heavy US pressure--to o
e ’.’y*.!fpanoel a oontrsct for a French-designed reprocess-ig,
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‘“f SRt Eubquuently, President Pak probably saw some i
I .ﬁh ; political value in suspending the program in order !
I Tﬁi lito, set a positive tore in relations with the new
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I L A I
s R Sl ;Whelkey Llement in Seoul 8 thiLkino about its
~|nutlear weapons option will continue’ to be its overall
relstionshipiwith ‘the/US. . It will want tohweigh carefully

will be influenoed:

s
iby securityl conditions on the Korean! peninsula.{ The timing !
" and modalitiesiof the| US. ground force withdrawal obviously '
iwill“haveua majorlimpact on Seoul's peroeptions. A reduction
| inlthe}credibility of|/the US alliance as seen from Seoul or . ! o
" a renewal”of”North Korean aggressive tactics could lead ey A B
‘Presidentipak to :resume the weapons program. In any - event, S
; the withdrawal of'alllvs ‘nuclear weapons will clearly i SR
1strengthen‘,Pak's .determination to move toward military self- !
reliance;f course he| has been following since the early | i
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