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Amerikan 6, Filosu'na bagla indopendenc- adi bihklur iavag xe
gemisi ile bir muhryp, Pagartesi 6Zle ilzeri Istan imanina girdi,
Daha nce Istanbul'da bir hafta kalacaga bildirilen bu gemiler, Sala
sabahi yeniden Liibnan halkinin izerine bombalary,y#¢dirmak iizere, Istan=
bul*dan ayraldalar. |

Tam 5 bin Amerikan subay ve askeri nr$emilerde... Bu gemilepe
dén kalkan ugaklay, aylardir, glinlepdir L halkinan, Filistin hal-
kanan userine bombalar yaidiriyore. Kad:v cuk, geng, yasli askepr-

k

1yiyor. igste Dolmabahge “nle

Wh gemilerin igylizii budur,..
%&nbul'a gelen bu kaatil gemiler,

givil demeden binlerce LUhnaniz;:a
rine demir atan Amerikan 6. Fi?
Liibnan halkini bombapdimana tup

q,
~pimdd yine ayni masum 1nsa@n&m& kaymak icin Beyrut acaklarana
‘ & ;

doZru yola koyuldular. b

Q
Binlerce Lﬁhnanlé; ﬂ;atinliyi toplu kirma ugratan bu 5 bin
Amerikala kaatili, bu azily terbristlepri gilizelim Istanbul'da konuk etme

mek igin Bvren diktatarlﬁv Uzal getesi seferber oldu, 5 bin Amepikala

azili cani, iatanwl'da&irlerince eilensin, baglarina bir gey gel=-
mesin diye saikaytneti ankleri alarma gecgirildi, seferber edeldi.
Bu kaatil gemiler, bin ¢irkin Amerikali, Issanbul'a girerken,

sakiydnetim kom@;gmm Selimiye Kiglasi'ndan top atishariyla selem

landa, Valisi, a diye bagkani, garnigen komutani, Kuzey Deniz Saha
Komutani, hep'&bu canileri, bu kaatileri selemlemak, onlara kabul et=
digildilerp.

r diiglinliniizy Kimler top atiglarayla bizim topraklaramizda

aramizda selamlayordu Istambul Sakiytnetim Komutani Orgene-
ral Necdet Uztorun? Yilzbinlerce Filistinliyi yerinden, yurdundan, topra
gandan eden Siyonist Israil ytnetimine, tertrist Samir'lere kol kanat
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N :
g:ren Amerikaliy ke#$ileri,.. Binlepce Filistinliyi, Liibnanliyi barbarca
b¥diiren bu canavarlari selamlaiyopdu Istanbul Sakiybnetim Komutani ...

Ve ayni sikaytnetim komutanliina bajla askeri mahkemele
yisiz yurtsevere Ulim fermanlara kesiyor, halkimizin e

2=

Bur evletlarina igkenceyley hffir hapis cezalariyla o
Amerikan filosunu limanlarimizda konuk edenler, A |
top atiglar:.yla-. selamlayanlarla, cezaevlerinde tuklu yurtseverls ri
cdipd adrd yakanlar ayni kigilerdir, Kendi bz mizda kaatil Ameri-
kali eflensin diye orduyu seferber edenlcp, a orduyu kendi oz nrdu-‘
muizda yurtseverle rin iizerine sald@airtan ¥ine lardir. |

5bin Amerikali terbrist, 5 bin Amer 1 caninin bniinde selam du=
ranlarla, Metris'de Tlirkiye Barag Komit Uneticilérini 20 metrekared:
lik kojuga tikanlar, nru_uly%aekeeqiﬂsin Breitt DISK ySnetie
cilerini Ylim cezalaryla yarga nhmne buniapdar,

Halkamaizain en yigit ev)&a.r@ onbinlerce yurtseveri kendi osg
yurdunda tutsak edenlerh,:gi@ tertristlerin bniinde melam durll-

lapan igyligiini iyi tanzmak rov”.
' oy
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6 $ubat pazartesi giini iki Ameriksn gemisi Ist@'da Dolmabah-
ce onlealne demir attlyes Gemi, sms bildijimiz su?h gemilerdeny
301._7911 seg.;ierinden, yik gemilerinden deZil,.s N siBahlar da tae
giyan Ami’e riken saves gemileri bunlares. Li:bnan'?ltlm. Ustiine getiwe
rem, P;J.nl ‘rce Lubi.anll.n gocuk= kadin, yas;ll-@. gsker-givil demeden
01'3 fren ka#til ucek gemileri, bu gemilersee @i nin sda "Indepeudenco"
r";ni bajfins12lik.., Ame Amerikef dsn bi nl@e kilometre otede. ulkele-
‘rin be; S1ms1zliginy syskler eltina olan k@,z_l bir gemi bleee
Tem 324 metre vzunlug'unda..- 76 :::-'} genigliktesee Bu geminin

i YV

iginde tem 70 saveg ugsia var. A;_f‘ n edi, Cleude Riketts roket

muhribi... Bu gemiler, ulkelﬂgﬁy ﬁ arls, rokatlerle, bi&.yalz—ksse’b-
1i bowbzlsrls tikebasa dol ) iki gemide ﬁ}}’i suba v 5 bim Ame

riksn asqui V8lees

/

er 6 Subst paza*gi 5@ tzle lzere top sealpri yuksaliyordu
Iatanbwl Uzerinde +ee Once Ku%mkan gemilerindg)a blrbiri apdl smira 21
pamﬁr top atesi.es _:;"-_ SikiyGnetim Komutanl:.g:.nm buludduéu Se=
lliﬂ,iye kislesinden 21 &; top 8tisiess Birinei Opdu ve IlltanbUI Sika
ybmetim Komutiany OIWMND., bu Amerikan saves gemilprini se
"‘ulamllyordu. . bin A@kalz subay ve eoskeri se’iamllyendu toP N;:.glaﬁ
yla Istanbul Blkn%tim Komutani. A :

Kimd:l. bu _
Filiatinliyi c:. n—qoauk demeden bu ggmilerden kelkan uqaklai:la bomba=
layan dldurtst‘iller. terdrustlerdi bunlar.;{/()nbinlerce ﬁizbaan'm

Filistin?

-

“bin Anerikali subay ve arsteri? Binle"ce Izﬁ!\ﬂﬁ?l;n.

ﬁ‘&sa}mt birsken, yevinden yurdundzan eden kaatillqn, tert=-
ristlerd{h n{8reee ; ‘

| Bunlard "L Ameriksdon binlerce kilometré Stede Ref m'm &mriyle
korsanligs q_,a]d\w.“ gidip Liibnan'y bombelaysn... Gittiler, Be}ﬁft'un al
tina ustune ged rdiler..s Geldiler, Dolmsbahge &nlerine demjh-l@e&iler.
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BikiySnetim komutani, top stegleriyle selamladi bunlariees Vulisiy. be=-

lediye bagkani, bofaz komutani, gernizon komutani bunlari, bu en azaili

torSristleri selamlemsk ig¢in sira sirs dizildiler... S bu kaatil
gemiler, bu gemilerdeki 5 bin Amerikala terdrist, yo Liibnan'a
Filistinlileri, komsu Suriye birliklerini etese tut yeni cinayete
ler iglemek igin yola koyuldular. Ve Basbaksnlik ugunds oburan

Omal, dikki basin toplentisinds bu Amerikan terd leri icin, Oyle
tek tabanceli, tiifekli depil, tep-den tirnags alarla, toplu hrm
e@ilshlariyls donanmg bu terdristler ig¢in, "&rlerae yine limanlar:.Q
miza gelebilirler™ diyor. A\

Ve Selimiye kislssinden 21 pargs t%&tl$l¥la Anerikan ter@riste
lerini selamlayan sikiySnetim komutanlav:raeist cuntanin bu cellatlas
riy ohlarin engizisyon mshkemelA ke 8z yurdumuzda bizim insanleoprie
mize Olim fermanlarz kesiyor, vs cv¥rleri diri diri cayir cayir yakie
yor zindanlardse.es Ameriksla t rin, terdristlerin Oniinde selam
durenlerls, DisK yneticil @m cezo2siyla ysrgn.l'ayaalar ayny ki
gilerdire Tirkiye Barlsk te@ﬂn 18 ytneticisini Metris'te 20 nete
rekarelik kojuslarda ¢iliritmefe®Wunlerdir, Kanser teshisi konan 69 ya=-
gindeki emekli biiyiikelci wt Dikerdel'i barisi ssvunuyor diye 8 yil
hapisey fiilen 5lim ceza mehkin eden yine bunlardir.

Bu gemiler, yal bnen halkinin, yelniz Filistin helkinin kae
atilleri defildir, Blen 16 yi1l Snce eyny dev saves gemisi yine Dole
mabah¢e Cnlerine de@ atmigti, Ozamen 25 yasinda olan Hum Fikﬁlit’ﬁ#i
son sinif 6grencwedat Demircioglu, Ortadofu halklam.n:é;i baém:w-
liginma ayakler,*mz alan bu kaatil gemilere karga q1ktz.é:. iciri‘ pehit
odiluisti. Ysgdeeeydi, buglin 41 ysginds olacakty Demirciofluees

Yine @ Independence adli gemi, 1969'da yine Igia;nb] 1!a__d_-ea1:
atta, Bun@tam 15 y1l ancﬁ. 16 Subat 1969 ginii bu Laatil 2o erin
gelisind otastc; | é&;n 30 bin yurtseverin iizerine zemsnin hiiki ctiy
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/ﬁmslam duruyorlsr, Ve bugiin halkimizin erli, yigit avlatlam.na kerga
' ‘}‘_Eu;kencgylo, baskiyls, zullmle éll‘.’ lere Bunlarin iquzuuﬁ iyi

. flt_amahmli_ &v

ot T & . e ; > = = y T
\ 3 - / :
'
/ ! ; -" q %

flaistlor:l un:.me:... Tarihe "xanlz. Pazar™ diye gecen o gin ?urktyé
Isci Partisl Uyelsi Ali Turgut MI 1g¢i Duren Erdofan bsrbarce
olauruldg. Glzel bir haveda karasi Eflan'le ugbbémi k:l.an.sh
Eliftle juru;yb@e kstilmgta Ali Turgut Ayteg..e Sopa*a. 309151’1353‘
blc;akla‘-i@ Baldlrdllar Alil Turgut Aytag 'in ﬁzerine.we bﬁsﬁn 13 ya=
ginda E,eqp birp klz olan Elif Aytag'i yetim birak '

B g@mler, yalniz Liibnan halkini, -lithalkl i Loplt k1pie
ma ubra}ZImakla kaluedie Demircioslu'nun, Erdoé@n, Aytaqhn keatille=
iy ky{euk Elif Aytag '1 babasiz, oksuz—ymir@rakan y;m. bu kastil

gemi ,ierdir. Iste sikiydnetim komutsni, va&i, belediye bagkaniy ST

ni?mnu komutenl bu ksatillering bu 5 bin%rikalm tarﬁriltid tniinde
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DEVLET ELIYLE MUHABBET TELLALLIGI

Biliyorsunuz, kadin alip Satanlara kibarcasi "muhebbet tellala"
denir. Fuhugta aracilik yepan kigidir "muhabbet tell&li". Halk
dilinde Smuhabbet tellali"min adi bagka bir seydir,ema bu sdszil
kullenmaya ‘ffl '.’T;;Kuunn elvermiyor. ;

Iste gegen hafta lstacbul'a demir aten iki Ameriken gemisindeki
© bini agkin Amerikan subay ve erinin de "mthabbet tellallari" vardi.
Amerikan 6.Filolm bagli bu gemiler ﬂk plana gire bir hafta
hlacaklar;l Istanbul'da. Ah 19 saat ﬂ?muor. Regin'in emriyle,
Lilbnan'da igler daha da sdrl:;a &ﬁinco,npar topar,palas pandiras
;nnidoﬁ Beyrut kiyilarina dogru yolas giktilar. 1

Hiikiimet sdzciilerine bakafSanizy bu gemilerdeki Amerikan askerle=-
ri "moral tazelemek" igin fstenbul'a gelmig, Her asker ve subayin
cebinde bir hatunun adrefi ve hiefon numarasy varmig. 9oyle bir
dﬁqﬁnﬁnﬁs, 6 bini agkin Amerikan subay ve askerine Beyrut'ta igle~-
dikleri bunca cinayetten sonra "moral tazelemeleri" icin en az 6 bin
kadin gerek. Gekirge siiriilergi gibi delmiglar Ustanbul'a...Her biri

dnce telefon kuliibesine ya da ciizdaninda sakladil adresteki hatun

kigiyi bulmaya yola dilgmiig.

Bu hatun kigilé¥dén biri Komservatuar Sgrencisi Meral Yiksel.
Gazeteye verdifi demecte, "gok hfoyeclnh.yu" diyor bu Konservatuar
Sgrencisi. "Ameriken Filosunun geligine gok sevindim. Bdylece iig yal

 tnce Izmir'de tamidaPim Yiizbagy MacGregow’la yine birlikte olabile-

cegiz" diyor.

Bilmiyoruz, aceba Meral hamim dért gisle bekledifgi Amerikala
sevgilisi yiizbagiyla felekten bir gece galabildi mi ? Ams bildigimiz
bir géy varsa, o da, bu iki gemideki 6 bini agkin Amerikan askerinin
her birinin cebinde daha karaya inmeden en az birer kadinin adres ve
telefonunun oldufu. Demek ki, Filistin ve Liibnan halkinin kaatili bu

amerikalilarin cebinde dsha karaya gikmadan en 'az 6 bin Tirk kadini~
> : nin
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adresleri var. Az-buz deiil, adina hayat kadini deyin,ne derseniz
deyin, en az 6 bin Istanbullu kadinin adresleri bu Beyrut kasaba
conilerin cep defterlerinde yazili.

Eskiden oldugu gibi,karaya giktiktan sonra rasgele Beyoilu'nun
arka sokaklarina da dalmiyor adamlar. Onceden her gq_? planlanmig, kota~
rilmg. En az 6 bin kadimin telefonlar:, adresleri bek tek saiflanmig
Anerikan subaylarina,Amerikan askerlerine.

Demek ki,bu igte kendilerine yardimei olafi'dirileri var.Demek ki,
bu kedar kadinin adresini birilerinin Amerikéla dostlarins toplu olabak
vermesi gerekiyor. Ozel muhabbet tellallarinin bu igi tek baglarina
becermesi kolay olmadi¥ina gire.,kimler bumlar ?

Oyle ya. 6 bin kigilik Ameriken rﬂuﬁnm "moral tazeleme" iginde,
birilerinin bunlara araci olmasiy,birilerinin bunlara "muhabbet tellale-
111" yapmasi gerek. Hele is, h!:r].ulr;o dnceden planlanmig, Snceden
kotarilmig oldufuna gdre,dsha Anévikan subay ve erleri karaya gikmadan
Once, hepsinin cebinde a&ulor’ gok Onceden bulunduguna gire,kim :
Srglitleyebilir bu gapta bir muhabbet tellallifani ? Kim,Filo komutana
Amerikaliy generalle, onun kﬁi‘iqlwh bu "moral tazeleme" igini
bu capta toplu bir muhabbet tellallifini birlikte kotarabilir ? Ame-
rikan Filo Komutani, onun' kurmay heyeti Snceden Istanbul'un her biri
kendi gapinda muhabbet tellallariyla tek tek temasa gegecek degi¥ler ya

Demek ki, Amerikan amiralleriyle, Amerikan generalleriyle ,Filo
Komutanlariyla bu! im:bbot tellallapini tek elden kotaran biri,bifuori
olmali. & :

‘ Oyleyse kimdir bunlar ? Kim ki, Amerikali "miittefiki"yle kapali

kapiler ardinda gizli snlagmay: bagliyorsa, bu muhabbet tellali da
muhekkak odur, onlardar. Kim ki, Selimiye kiglasinden bu kastil
filoyu .té'?aatulu-uh uhnl:.yorla: “odur, onlardir, Kim ki, Amerikan
dolarx qﬁldi,hoggcldi diyorsa,odur,onlardir. Kim ki,dolar serbest, |
ticaret serbest diyorsa,odur,onlardir. 6 bin Amerikan askerinin muhab-
bet toii;a_lhgn.t da yapan, yaptiran igte bu Evren-Uzal qotuid:l.r;

/4 -] o/oeo
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Bir kez vatani Amerikaliyi satmaya gor, vatan topragini Ussiiyle,
tﬁsuiylo Amerikaliya satmaya gor. En kiiglik bir kutsal dogcrlori
kalmaysnlar, déviz diye, para diye daha ¢ok gey satarlar.XIGEEE......

kurallari adiyla sanmiyla bunlarin bu rezilligini lﬁﬂﬂoﬂ.n clvm!.f
yar, bdyleleri kibarca séylemek gerekirse, muhabbet tellallijy da

yaparlar, Kadm da satarlar,

Bir kez vermeye gir elini Amerikaliya. Kolumu-da kapar.Topragina
da, her yerine de el atar. Ve sama devlet eliylé muhabbet tellallipa
da yaptirirlar, .

B .-:“—ya
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IT’S WORTH REMEMBERING

A.Bovin, Izvestia Political correspondent

The Government of New Zealand is known to have ‘decided

quite a long time ago not to allow any US nuclear-acmed or

nuclear-powered warships into her ports. In Washington’s
opinid'n, ‘this ;iec-i?sio_fr:uns counter to New Zealand’s
commitments arising from her membership of the ANZUS ‘
military-political bloc.

After 18 months of what have proved te _be pointless
negotiations and persuasions, US Secretacy ©Of State George
Shultz, speaking in Manila, declared that, the U3 and New
Zealand were no lornger military allies and that the United
States would n'ol-',lconsider itsé.lf under obligation to defend
New Zealand. "We are parting /s friends, but we are parting™,
the Secretary of State addeds

Prime Minister David Lange of New Zealand is reported to
have taken that parting/rather ‘quietly. First, Lange said, it
is not the ANZUS Treaty, but tﬁ;.l US interests that determine
the US strategy in the Pacific (he must have said that to
reassure himself). And second, New Zealand is by no means
deserting the Western system of alliances (that must have been
intended to reassure Shultz).

Let us see, by the way, who threatens New Zeuland and
against what threat/ has the US ceased to be defending her? The
Secretary of Stateé passed over that circumstance of no mean
importance. Of course, he knew why but was not bold enough to
say it... After sall, he was in discharge of official
government duties.

Now, Mrs.Jeane Kirkpatrick, a former US Ambassador to the
UN and mugh more of a Reaganite than her former chief, is not

in discharge of such duties. So she has no reason to mince her
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words. The point is, she knows that for sure, that the Soviet
Union has insidious designs. Not so long ago, Mrs. Kirkpatrick
scared her Washington Post readers, the Kiribati Islands have
signed a fishing agreement with the Russians. Moreover, it has
been announced that dihlomutic relations have been established
between the Soviet Union and the island State of Vanuatu.
Furthermore, Vanuatu and Fiji have been reported to ﬁe
intending to conclude fishing agreements with the Russians,
too.

So that’s it. By refusing to defend New Zealand, the US is
leaving her face to face with the "Russians'’ who , of course,
are "getting more active™, "intensifying theipinfluence"”,

“penetrating and so on and so forth. For some reason,
Mrs.Kirkpatrick has not disclosed the actual timing of the
Soviet naval landing in New Zealand or, at least, in Vanuatu,
although she could have done that without any difficulty.

Now let us talk seriously. The,Soyiet Union is a Pacific
Power. So our involvement ,in Pacific affairs is natural to our
geopolitical position and Oour interests. I think that interest
will grow as further prograss ds made in the development of
Siberia and our entire Eastern coast. It will grow along with
the rising share the Asian ‘@and Pacific region has in world
economics and world politics.

All these are fairlygelementary things. But it is worth
remembering some elementary truths once in a while.

Much is being written and said about a Pacific Community.
If it means an alliance of some Pacific States under American
and Japanese control, one can hardly regard that initiative as
constructive. It ‘Will certainly exacerbate the major existing
contradictions /and difficlties. It would be more advisable to
plan the future of the Asian and Pacific region as a joint
project basgd on the equal participation of all the States

within this region as a factor conducive to their economic
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prosperity and assuring their mutual security. #
This is the approach that the Soviet Union, at any rate,
has been and will be advocating. :PQ
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DREAMS AND REALITY

A. Cherepanov

The USA is squeezing the ring of war around revolutionary
Nicaragua. Today, nearly 5,000 paratroopers from the American
82nd Cavalry Division which took part in the intervention in
Grenada aré at a dlstance of a short assault march from
Managua.

X X X

Not long ago the US Defense Department explained that the

headquarters of the American task forces would soon be

transferred from Ft. Gordon. Georgla, to Fort Clayton in the

Panama Canal zone. The lOngth support unlts have already
been moved théfe. Three thousand servicemen from the 193th
Infantry Brigade which also landed in Grenada are preparing to
be lifted there, too.

Jay Farrar, the Pentagon‘’s official spokesman, has stated
that the task forces are being lifﬁed to Panama to ensure
rapidity of their operations. /It is perfectly clear in what
country the Pentagon wants to see them as gquickly as possible.
American spy Sam Hall, who was recently caught red-handed in
Nicaragua, had to admit at & press conference held in Managua

the other day that he had been infiltrated into Nicaragua by

the Pentagon and CIA tofcollect secret information of a

military character.

After the provocative air attack of the Honduran air-force
on the Nicaraguan jppopulated areas which resulted in the
dramatic deterioration of relations between the US partner,
Honduras, on the one hand, and Nicaragua on the other, the
American troops in the area were put on red alert. This
concerne first of all the units deployed in the Panama Canal

zone. And, the US battleship Missouri, which carries missiles,
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may be, even equipped with nuclear warheads, is plying the

ocean along the Pacific coast of Central America.

Washington h;é lo;gipreﬁafgd#;'plan of-ﬁﬁféushing a. war
against Nicaragua. .udging by all indications, it assigns the
central role to Honduras which is to provoke an armed conflict
on the border with its neighbour. And then the Americans would
directly intervene under the pretext of '"defending"™ their ally
against an outer aggression.

After the raid from the territory of Honduras the
Sandinists have displayed reserve but Honduras is continuing
its provocations. It was officially stated /in Tegusigalpa that
the "operation” would be repeated if need be. 'Managua reacted
to this demarche with self-command characteristic of the
Sandinists. Furthermore, this week Nicaragua’s leaders asked
the United Nations to set up an{international commission which
would establish control over the Nicaraguan-Honduran border
with a view of preventing an/armed conflict between the two
countries. In the past, the Sandinists more than once
addressed Honduras with a/proposal to establish such a
commission consisting of representatives of both countries,
but Honduras refused each time.

The only country to benefit by the heightening of tension
in the area is the United States whose ruling quarters dream
of Nicaragua’s surrender. But reality differs greatly from
dreams. Though the Sandinists have done all possible to settle
the conflict in a peaceful way (and are supported in these
efforts by a sweeping majority of the members of the world
community), they are ready to defend their independence by

means of arms.

(Izvestia, December 24. In full.)
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UNTYING THE HANDS OF THE PENTAGON
S. Guk

The whole thing is as simple as ABC: the US is moving
its fleet from the Mediterranean and the Atiqg&ip Oéean into
the Persian Guif, while the resultant "gap" in NATO’s
military defences is to be filled by the Wd@®hGerman
Bundesmarine, which for the period of absééég of its senior
partner, will take ovég.its duties in protecting the sea
froniiers of the Western alliance. Details of this operation
were just now discussed in Washington between West German
Defence Minister Manfred Woerner and his US counterpart
Caspar Weinberger.

Bonn had refused to send its ‘ships directly into the
Persian Gulf to support,tbe.US: it was not worthwhile the
try and could besides crg:te quite a stir. The West German
constitution prohibits using the country’s armed forces for

e

any purposes except defensive ones. At any rate, they cannot
be dispatched to seats oﬁmpension. Besides, the Persian Gulf
is now a far from safe place.

But the senior partner in the bloc has no reasons to be
displeased either: Bomnn is leaving the US free to act in the
Persian Gulf. For Wé;éﬂGermany it is an additional occasion
to show to the whole world that it is not a minor member of
the NATO alliance byt almost military power No.2.

In Bonn itself, these plans have beén welcomed by far
from all.

Social-Democratic deputies demanded that the foreign
affairs com&igsion of the Bundestag meet in urgent session.
The government must explain the considerations it guided

itself by in taking the action, they think.

(Izvestia, August 5. Abridged.)
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USA: AN ISRAELI BACK-YARD?

Why Washington is so Benign About Israeli Espionnage \/
Victor Bashkin

The Israeli Embassy in Washington has become the centre of
espionage, with diplomats turned spies seeking in @ll'ways to
get classified information which the American govirnment has
refused to give Tel Aviv legally. Profiting by its friendly
attitudes, Mossad agents with diplomatic passports act in a
brazen and self-assured manner, travelling all over the
country and making numerous contacts.

0f course, occasionally Mossad gets 4in_a "quandary"”, but
always comes off unscathed. At worst, some much too “zealous™
Israeli "diplomats" would pack their things unobtrusively and
leave for Tel Aviv.

Yet, last November, like @ bolt out of the blue, there

came the arrest of Jonathan Pollurd a US naval mt.-.lhgence
e >

officer, who was taken outside t.he Israeli emb&say compound in
Washington with a briefcase conta#ining classified intelligence
documents.

The investigation revealed that for a few years he had
been passing to some embassy staff members highly sensitive
information concerning the US armed forces and their t.echmcul
intelligence installation®s in the Middle East. But what is
most important, Mossad had urged Pollard t.o geﬁtﬁ,”t,_l}e;uigc.!e_s of
tha 6th Fleet stationed in the Hediterrunean. %

—

The arrest of (the Israeli spy produced a mixed reaction in
the USA. On the,one hand, Tel Aviv’s brazen behaviour caused
indignation in the US public and among some Washington

officials. On_ the other, pressed by the Zionist lobby, many

e

high-ranking (members of the Administrutxon tried, if

unsuccessfully, to drop the matter. The ensuing row was too
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great. Pollard had to be taken to court. The 1fraeli
government had to tnpologize and r;turn part of the classified
documents. Rafael Ej.t‘an, the high-ranking intelligence o_fﬁﬂc_.er
he;criinéﬁ the "feséuﬁ:h" section at the Hinist.::y of Defense, was
rushed lntq_regz;eﬁgnt. An official scapegoat, he had‘
allegedly ;targedwﬁﬁe Pollard affair on his own without his
government’s knowldge.

But even this row has failed to darken the US-Israeli
cooperation in intelligence exchanges. The thing is that
Israel passes to the United States approximately the same
amount of classified information concerning the HMiddle East as
it gets from it. It is for this reason that Washington prefers
to be benign about “pranks” Mossad agents are commiting on

the shores of the Potomak.

(Sovetskaya Rossia, July 7. Abridged.)
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Scanning Periodicals

REVIEW OF THE JOURNAL USA: ECONOMICS,
POLITICS, IDEOLOGY NO.12, 1986

The issue opens with an article "Reykjavik and After' by
V.Berezhkov. Having considered the results of the Reykjavik
meeting, the Politburo of the CPSU Central Committee stressed
the need of continuing contacts and talks, specifically in
Geneva, on the whole complex of issues of nuclear and space
armaments on the basis of the package of proposals.submitted
by the Soviet side in the capital of Iceland, the author
writes.

The whole world is concerned over the fact that no accord
was reached in Reykjavik. This happened because the American
side stubbornly clang to the fantastic and extremely dangerous
idea of SDI, because influential guarters in the United States
have not yet given up the unrealizable dream of gaining
military superiority over the Soyviet Union.

The intensive propaganda activity of the US official
representatives after Reykjavik is directed at embellishing
Washington’s unseemly stand at ‘this meeting. Some members of
the Administration, among them its head, have gone to the
length of ascribing to themselves the main desert in the
drawing closer of the two powers’ stands on the crucial issues
of disarmament, though it is perfectly clear that exactly the
Soviet side created conditions for ending the deadlock by its
initiative, persistence and boldness.

There should be no return to the situation existing before
the meeting in the capital of Iceland, what the US
Administration .is clearly tending to, V. Berezhkov emphasizes.
It is necesary to preserve the positions reached in Reykjavik,

and to advance further from them.
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It is to be hoped that the nuclear danger now threatening
all mankind, including the people of the United States, will
eventually impel the leaders of that great power on which a
lot depends in the present-day world to display a realistic
approach. The struggle for settling the nuclear weapons
issues, for peace continues. It is waged by politicians, public
movements and multimillion masses of people. It must and will
certainly result in adoption of measures which will save
mankind from a nuclear catastrophe and ensure stable peace,
security, equal cooperation, and friendship of all peoples on
our planet. i

“Some Aspects of SDI Impact on U.S. Economy"™ is the title
of an article by A.Vasilyev and A.Konovalov. Even at its
current stage, the two authors write, the SDI program is
regarded as crucial to the interests ©f major arms
manufacturing corporations.

Big orders have been placed with the leading U.S5. arms
manufacturing corporations. Even so, the Pentagon has sought
to involve in the program smaller research companies,
laboratories and univergities: Money for SDI research has been
provided for over 600 universities and industrial laboratories
in the United States and Western Europe. In the 1985 fiscal
year the Pentagon’s outlays for university research have
reached 930 million dollars to double its allocations for the
purpose in the 1980 fiscal.

Evaluating the U.S. approach to SDI, A.Vasilyev and
A.Konovalov write, one ought to state that the U.S, ruling
quarters so stubbornly stick to the Star Wars plan because of
its alleged "political advantages"”. As for SDI’s economic
aspects, Washington pins its hopes not so much on acceleration
of science and technology progress as on Star Wars capability
to meet the ‘needs of the military and Big Business as well as

on a disastrous impact the program is likely to bear on the
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economies of U.S. chief rivals from among the Western
industrialized nations.

The United States also hopes that the Soviet Union, faced
with the need to devise a response to 5DI, will be unable to
cope with its social and economic priorities. Yet everybody
knows that attempts to undermine the Soviet economy by
military preparations have never succeeded and will certainly
prove futile again.

Washington’s bid to ensure its security to the detriment
of the other side betrays its outdated political thinking
which is inadmissible in the nuclear era. As was repeatedly
stated at the 27th Congreés of the Soviet Communist Party, the
continuing arms race on Earth, more so its projection into
outer space, as well as attempts to achieve a military
superiority will objectively fail to bear political fruit for
anybody. In contemplating SDI potential to weaken the
economies of other states, including both the rivaling allies
and ideological adversaries, the U.S. ruling quarters go
against the interests of the American people by gearing vast
material and intellectual resources to non-productive military
needs.

G. Sturua’s contribution is entitled "Sgpurity in th{

e N

Medlterraneun--Navy Issue™

Reduc1ngnavul presence in the Mediterranean is extremely
important for reducing the armed forces and conventional arms
in Europe. The documénts of the conference of the Political

Consultative Committee of Warsaw Treaty states of Jggewll,

1986, described the issue as especially topical for Europe

=

today and tomorrow, as two major mllitary group;ngs armed with

sophlstzcated wgaponry confront each other in that part of the
globe, with some of their conventional weapon systems coming
ever closer to mass destruction weapons in their combat

properties.
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The US military-political circles have lost former unity
of mind as far as the necessity goes to steadily uphold the
former levels of Mediterranean naval presence. But, most

regrettably, they don’t soberly realise the simple fact that,
however much the United States may wish it, it cannot turn the
sea back into an "American lake". In its striving te reach
naval superiority, £E;HL§“Admialstration is extremely unlikely
to recognise that it is desirable to reduce its naval presence
the Mediterranean and elsewhere. It is clear, nevertheless,
that improved European and world situations will encourage
trends that might help the US military-political circles to
accept the idea of regional restrictions on naval activities.
The Soviet programme for nuclear disarmament and reducing the
armed forces and conventional arms in Europe has its
positive effect on lMediterranean security prospects, the
author says.

The issue also carries contributions by S. Yershov,
“Current Labor Union Problems (100 qufgﬂqf AFL)*;
V. Kirichenko "U.S. Policy in Caﬁtral America: Past and
Future”; A. Cherkasov "Experience of Developing Canadian

North", and other materials.

(APN, December 22. In full.?

THE END

in
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MEDITERRANEAN: WHAT HAMPERS BUILDING OF
CONFIDENCE BRIDGES

E. Ryabtsev, APN political analyst

The tour of US Vice-President George Bush of (some Middle
East countries, which is to begin on Jﬁi} 25, draws attention
for two fundamental reascons. They ar;M;s follows: Is the US
Administration prepared to help establish confidence measures
in the Mediterranean and settle the Hiddle Eﬁst isgu;WWﬁt an
aarlieét daﬁ;?

Proceeding from the aims of Bush’s vigit to Israsl, Egypt
and Jqfdan. this is not on his plans. He intends ;ﬁly to
reaffirm the earlier American ogbligations with regard to Tel
Aviv and Cairo. The American approach to Middle East
settlement, aimed at ensuring notorious security of Israsl at
the expense of its Arab neighbours, remains virtually
unchanged. This is also .the goal ©f Bush’s visit to Amman. The
jdea behind the Washington efforts to draw Israsl and Jordan
closer together is to remove the PLO from the process of
Mideast settlement. In other words, we are witnessing the
attempts to replace the PLO by a group of persons recruited at
the Israeli-occupied territories, who are ready to give up the
jdea of setting up an ‘independent Palestinian state.

. This unrealistic policy explains also the reason why the
United States does not intend to withdraw its GthiFleet from
the Hégiterranean. Though the Washington Administfﬁgg;; keeps
statingﬁﬁhat the presence of the Fleet there ostensibly serves

to strengthen stability, it is really the demonstrative and
provocative :manoeuvres of the 6th Fleet that have resulted in
the escalation of tension in the whole Mediterranean in the
past few months. It is to blame for the outburst of
hostilities in the Gulf of Sidra in March. In April, using as
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a pretext Libya’s alleged "involvement"” in the terrorist
actions in West Berlin, the USA decided to teach that
non-aligned country a lesson by attacking it with the
air-force of the 6th Fleet and with the fighter-bombers based
in Britain.

This month the situation in the Central Mediterranean
gravely deteriorated for the umpteenth time because of the new
provocative manoeuvres of the 6th Fleet at Libya’s coast. The
Fleet again includes a thlrd aircraft-carrier, and the B-352
strataglc bombers were urgently 11fted to . the US buses in
Brltaln. Political observers deem this to be an’ 1ntent10n of
thé—United States to resort anew to force against Libya in
order to suppress the Government of Gaddafi by means of
non-nuclear missiles which the B-52 bombers can carry.
Aciﬁully, the American policy of_power pressure is blocking
both normalisation of tha whola&situation in the Mediterranean
and settlement of the c¢risis situation in the Middle East
area.

The Soviet Union, suggeésting to unblock the approaches to
Middle East settlement, has recently tabled a proposal to set
up a preparatory committee, consisting of five permanent
members of the UN Security Council, for holding an
international conference on the Middle East. This initiative
was positively appraised by Egypt, Jordan and many other
states which are sincerely interested in seeking realistic
ways to establish peace in the area.

The USSR’s/ proposals, which take into account the desire
of the non-aligned countries to turn the Mediterranean into a
zone of stable peace and cooperation, are also directed at
normalising the situation there. The Soviet Union’s striving
to put an end to the attempts to turn the Mediterranean into
an arena of military confrontation glutted with various

armaments, including nuclear ones, was expressed in the recent
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letter addressed by the Soviet Foreign Minister to the UN
Secretary General.

The Soviet leaders are convinced that establishment of
confidence measures in the Mediterranean is directly linked
with the reduction of armed forces, withdrawal of
nuclear-capable ships from the Mediterranean, renunciation of
deploying nuclear weapons on the territories of non-nuclear
countries and with non-using such weapons against states which
do not let nuclear weapons to be placed on their territories.
The confidence-building measures also include the Soviet
proposal on the withdrawal of Soviet and US military fleets
from the area.

But Washington has not introduced any constructive
proposals in reply to all these Soviet initiatives. In this
context, right are those who hold the view that the US
Administration is not at all interested in lessening tensions
in the Mediterranean. Evidence of this is its refusal to pull
out the US 6th Fleet which has, in effect, become a tool of US
state-sponsored terrorism.

As we see, Washington is clearly unwilling to help
building confidence bridges in the region, apparently because
this may prevent it from interfering in the home affairs of
other countries. Blocking the road to the normalisation of the
situation in the Mediterranean and settlement of the Middle
East issue, the United States is, in effect, openly ignoring

the vital interests of all the states in the area.

(APN, July 20. In full.)

THE END
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THE POLICEMAN FLEET
By Nikolai Miroshnik

Greece has filed in an official protest to the United
States, saying that during the recent NATO war games in the

East Mediterranean, which involvéd E._he 6th Fiaat, Ame!licun

e e — e e &

wurplnnes violated Gr.ek uxrspuce on 46 occas1ons.

The impudent bahuviour of American Eire—euters, against

which, as the Greek incident shows, no scvereign nation can be
guaranteed, draws public attention to provocative actions of

the Pant,ugcm s “floating gendarme”, tha U.S5. 6th Fleet.

Ev.rybody still remembers a recent aggression against Libya,
which was hardly a debute for the 6th Flest.

Its aircraft carriers and other warships have always been
advanced to the foreground of .dramatic events in the

Mediterranean. Perhaps, of all the conflicts that have erupt.ed

in the area dunng th- past Eew decndes none has been handlad

w1thout. the 1nvolvemenb of the Pentagon relying on its 6th

Fleest und a vuat, network of muitury busas in the littoral

countries.

These aggressive actions, which from time to time win
applause in far-away Washington, have triggered off a good
deal of outrage and protest among the people of the
Mediterranean countries. For even the U.5. Mediterransan
partners seem to have realized that the Pentagon’s bid to play
with fire is also amimed, if indirectly, against them. With its
gunboat diplomacy the United States also wants to remind
Western Europse Bow narrow the framework of its independence
is, which is nevertheless not to be kicked over, said the
Italian magazine, Rinascita. But the U.S. "reminder” was also
meant to curb Western Europe’s interest toward the Soviet
peace initiatives, including a proposal to withdraw both the

U.S. and Soviet navies from the Mediterranean simultaneously.
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Western Europe’s interest is only natural. To turn the
Mediterranean into a zone of peace, security and cooperation
is what the public in many countries of the region wants. It
is also to be noted here that the presence of the Soviet ships
in the Mediterranean is conditioned by the fact that the U.S.
6th Fleet has been deployed in the proximity of the Soviet
borders.

Clearly, it is not the build-up of the U.S5. militaristic
effort in the Mediterranean but rather a pullout of the
American naval armada that appears to be a major precondition
for the region to stop being a powder keg that poses a threat

to three continents at once.

(Pravda, May 30. In full.)
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PRAVDA INTERVIEWS ADMIRAL V.N.CHERNAVIN

The Soviet Navy, along with the other armed services of
the USSR, is developing within the limits necessary for the
country’s defence. It stands on guard for the nation’s
security, the peaceful labour effort of the Soviet people and
the peoples of the socialist countries.

The main strike force of the Navy 4% the nuclear powered
submarine missile carriers, to which there are no inaccessible
areas in the world ocean, and the naval aviation. Among the
surface ships are aircraft carrying cruisers, nuclear-poweraed
missile . cruisers, big anti-submarine ships and destroyers.
The Marines are equipped with landing ships, armoured
equipment and other combat vehicles. The units of the coastal
missile-artillery troops have effective weapons.

The Soviet Navy has a big firepower and is highly mobile.
It is capable of carrying out combat operations in various
parts of the World ocean against aggressor ships at sea and at
bases and of destroying its ground objectives.

I would like to stress that Soviet Naval ships have never
attacked either the ships, or the coasts of other countries or
threatened them. Yet the strategic force of the USSR Navy is
in permanent readiness for launching a retaliatory strike.

(Pravda, July 27. In full.)
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THE SITUATION 1S BEING AGGRAVATED
Yuri Vladimirov

Tension is escalating in the Hediterrunaun. the US Navy is

carrying out war games off the shores of Libya. GCarrier-
based aircraft are feeling out" the untli—uial::ruft. defence of
Libya. The Pentagon and the White House are talking about the
intention "to continue pressure” on that state whi‘cl.h has twice
been subjected to US aggression over the past few months.

Such provocative actions and statements were a new
reminder of the dangerous situation that_has taken shape in
the Mediterranean because of the continuing militarist efforts
of Washinton in that area. The _US has long since been trying
to ensure its control over the Hediterranean Sea, and keeping
the warships of its Sixth Fleet there. According to a

H decision passed recently. not one bu%ﬂﬂ? aircraft-carrier

’ groups will ‘_‘F’ permunently based in the MNediterranean.

U ﬁaburully, all this wcvz';x_es“_tﬁ; peoples of the coastal
states and not only them. They demand that tansmu:\;n the
Mediterranean, caused/through the fault of the United States,
be relaxed.

rf It is generally knownothat the trade routes linking the
"?owet. Black Sea pcart.s wit.h the World Gceurn pass through t.he

Hadlterranaun. The U3 Sutth Fleet also threatens our

- —— —

\ sec:umty, thus Eormmg the USqR keep its wnrshlps in tha area.

Th15 is a Eorcad nmeasure. Therefore, our Governmenb,
1ntarested in goodneighbourly relations with other states,

recently came out with a new initiative which provides for a

AR R R

slmultnneous withdrawal DE bhe US and the SOVJEt nnvul un.lts

from bhe Hedltarranean.

This step was recawed in the Mediterranean countries of

Europe, Africa and Asia with great interest and approval.
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However, the US Administration has not given a positive answer

to the Soviet proposal.

(Pravda, July 16. Abridged.)
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MEDITERRANEAN SECURITY

Letter to UN Secretary-General Javier Perez de Cuellar

Esteemed Mr.Secretary-General,

In the present-day complex and tense international
situation it is vital that practicql actions be urgently taken
to ensure by joint efforts of states a turn for the bqtter. to
start movement towards creating a dependable cemprehensive
system of international security to embracegal) regions of the
world. All foreign policy actions of the Spyiet Union, and its
appreoach to international preoblems including the matter of
ensuring security in the Hedlterranean are prompted by a
dészra to ;ccompl1sh thl: task in uccordunce with the
decisions of the 27th CP5SU Congress.

The Soviet Union has on more tham, one occasion called the
attention of the international community, and at the highest
political level, to the abpormalp&ituation that is taking
shape in that densely-populated Tegion. It has actually been
turned into an arena of military confrontation, and is '
overflowing with armaments, including the most destructive
ones - nuclear armaments.

The reasons for this are well-known: they directly proceed

from the US policy of nee-globalism, and its imperial

2 ———

ambitions to destabiligze obJectlonable governments and

suppr ————— —_—
suppress naéional lﬁ§i¥ati°n movements.

The unprecedent# fescalation in the US military presence,
the large-scale mllatarlstlc preparations, the endless

manoeuvres. off the shores of Lndependent countrzes of that

— — "3

region, the provocatlve actions agalnst Cyprus, the cumpaign

A — ey ——

— —=
of blackmull against Syrlu. tha threats of force against other

Hedltarranaan countries, tha aggress;ve}gg&igg; by Israel, a
US strategiecupartner, and finally. the recklasa unti Libyan

campaign /haye made the situation in that part of tha worid
.r"«'/é —— <
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white-hot.

Things deteriorated to a direct US urmed attack on Libya -

——— e e

a sovereign state and member of the Unlted Nat;ona

Organisation - which constitutes a flagrant violatieon of the
UN Charter and the universally accepted standards (@f

international law. Threats to deal new strikes against Libya
do not cease today either. This policy of state terrorism
could have grave consequences going far beyond the boundaries

of the Mediterranean region.

It is quite apparent that developments, im the

Mediterranean have a direct bearing on many countries,

A e

1nclud1ng the Soviet Union. \ Vitally 1nteroated in the

— — S

ensurance of the security of the area/the USSR resolutely

supports the propeosal of the npn- allgned countries to turn tho

g y A i —

Hedlterranean into a zone of :table peace and cooperatxon und

is prepured to make a welqhty contributlon te the

e ———

consolldutlon of peace and eooperatlcn in the Mediterranean

for whlch a resolution of #he 40th session of the United
Nations General Assembly ¥40/157) calls.
Still valid too are the Soviet proposals for extending

agreed upon confidence- bu;ldlng measures to the region, for

e
the reductxon of urmed forcee, w1thdrawal of nuclenr-armed

T R [ e e
of nuclear weapons on/the terrltorlee of non;nucleqr
———— e —— —— e —————— — —_—

Hed1terranean countriee and the adoption by nuclear powers of

—

a pledge not to use such weapons against any Mediterranean
i E R et ot Bt

country that keeps from deploying such weapons.
m

The Soviet Unieon recently advanced a new far-reaching

proposul to withdraw the nuv;es of the USA and the USSR from

——

the Hed;terraneun.

—— e ———

There is 1n principle no need for our country to keep its

naval forcesypin the Mediterranean on a permunent basis. The

Soviet Udion has to keep permanently its ships in the area for
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the sole reason that the US Sixth Fleat, equipped with nuclear

m1sslle weapons and threatening the securxty of the USSR und

1t5 allies and frlends is sailing close to our boundarlas. If

p
the USA -which is situated thousnnds upon thousands of \ mlles

away from the Hed;terraneun withdraw its fleat from the area,

the Soviet Union would simultaneously do the same. We are

e — —_— —— : =

prepared to enter into talks on this matter without delay.

We believe that further steps to consolidate security in
the area could be determined taking into consideration the
Soviet proposals contained in the Statement of January 15,
1986, for the elimination of weapons of mass destruction
(nuclear and chemical) by the end of the current century.

Enuctmentrg} fﬁose practical measures plus reductions in
the hrmad forces and conventional armaments in Europs would
undoubtedly bring improvement to the situation in the
Mediterranean and in the world as a whole and contribute to
stronger security and to the establishment of normal relations
among states.

Urgent steps capable ©of lessaening tension and normalizing
the situation in the Mediterranean are needed today more than
ever before. All interested parties have to make painstaking
efforts to achieve that goal.

The Soviet Union is convinced that the issue of security
in the Mediterranean must be resolved through the joint
efforts of states and in ‘this context it regards with
understanding the initiatives of the non- allgned Mediterranean

e

countries which are ~goeing to hold their second conference on
O | T e - i e e —

—

Malta this year.

We £;I;;ﬁ€5at a broader conference, similar to the
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, could play a
useful role. The United States and other interested countries
could attend such a conference in addition to the

Mediterransan states and other countries adjacent to that
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region. Participating states could sgres ot such a conference
on the elaboration of certpin recommesndations to build up a
regime of peace and security for the= lisditerranean.

The issue of the Hediterrane=an hos been under discussion
at the United Nations for a number of years and this
discussion shows how worried ths overwhelming majority of
states are by the dangerous developments in that region.
Generally useful decisions have bessn passed on that matter but
the present situation demands definits actions to strengthen
security in the MNediterran=sn, =nd the representative
conference on this mattexr propos==d by us could.contributa to
that goal.

* It is the Soviet Union’s b@lisf thst the United Nations
should use all its prestig? and every opportunity to
contribute in practice to the establishment of a region of
lasting peace, security and coopsrotion for all in the
Mediterransean.

E.Shevardnadze,
Hinister of Foreign Affairs
of ths USSR

(Pravda, July 9. In full.)
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MEDITERRANEAN TANGLE

N. Kovalshy

The extension of the Soviet moratorium on nuclear
explosions is a major step towards shaping an all- embracing
system of international security. This is a tangible gesture
of goodwill opening up wide opportunities for creating a :
climate of confidence and co-operation on a global as well as
regional scale. One of the regions concerned /s the
Mediterranean which is in dire need of a new policy -- of
raalism, peace and good-neighbourly relations.

The Soviet proposal to call a representative conference on
the Hediterranean, similar to the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Europe, continues to be discussed abroad. The
attempts initially made in the /West to hush up this Soviet
initiative have aborted. Now, some c¢laim the Soviet proposal
either "unrealistic™, or "essential only to Maoscow'. All this
brings to mind the svents bafore the Helsinki Conference and.
notably, the "arguments”™ that ‘had been produced to oppose it.

Yet, the Helsinki Conference did take place. The Helsinki
process, having stood quite.a few tests of strength, sndures.
The latest case in point has been the success of the Stockholm
Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures in
Europe.

Turning to the problem of the Mediterranean, howsver, one
has to note that the international significance of this region
has increased since Helsinki. And so has the political weight
of many Mediterranean countries in the world community. The
spirit of non-alignment and anti-imperialist orientation have
been increasingly typical of the foreign policies of a number
of the coastal States in this region.

Much has changed in the economic field as well. Industry



Tuesday, September 30, 1986 4

and trade have made notable headway. The increased traffic
across the MNediterranean requires a quiet and peacsful

situation. There is buzzing activity on trade and passenger
routes from Europe to Africa and back, and swelling transit
through the Gibraltar, the Suez Canal and the Dardanelles.

However, there is a rather alarming development! along with
all that! increased military tension through the fault of
American imperialism. The sea and coastal areas of a number of
countries have been crammed with arms., including nuclear
weapons, and dotted with military bases. The US has declared
the Mediterranean a zone of its interests, including the whole
region in the framework of its neo-globalist strategy.

The damage that is being do-r;évnﬁém:e_ to the c,;:use of peace
has been demonstrated by the aggressive US policy towards
Libya. It is not difficult to explain why this particular
country has been chosen as an object of blackmail to serve as
a scare lesson for all who would not bow to the imperialist
bidding. In the US, it is an open secret that the whole thing
is due, first and foremost, to Libya’s anti-imperialist
position and itse stand against imperialist policies in respect
of the Arab world and against the Hediterranean being turned
into an area of confrontation. In short, Libya has become one
of the obstacles in the way of expansionist plans.

With the doctrine of “neoglobalism™ and the reckless logic
of power politics behind :.t; most of the pressure brought to
bear on Libya is exercised by military means. Suffice it to
say that in the last five years, the U5 has staged over a

score of military exercises off Libyan shores, eight this year

alone. Pressure is mounting. The entire US Sixth Fleet, which

the President -has described as the "spear and ahi_ld of

American policy”, is in action. Yet another batch of F-111
— i
planes was stationed sarlier this month in Britain from where

the US Air, Force had carried out the April raid on Libya.
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Simultaneously the US is extending its network of military
bases in the Mediterranean, which have become a destabilising
factor in the region and a real source of military danger.
According to Western figures. a formidable strike foree is
concentrated there - 32,000 us servicemen. Seventeen of the
bases hu\_(i nuc-_l-eur weabons._ ) \ § i

kH.TLé-strivinq of the United States is to turn‘its numerous
bases and installations into a closed. self-contained and
autonomous svs&am with a short reaction time, uncontrolled by,
an—d‘z;c:ting éont.rury to tl?é interests of, states on whose sail
they are situated. In Jtaly, for example, they took note of
the use of NATO's Siéggallu base by the Americans during the
memorable incident involving the m/s Achille Lauro. As the
Italian magazine Rinascita noted, “the Americans do not mind
violating Italy’s national sovereignty, these violations being
part and parcel of a policy of involving NATO militarily in
Mediterranean developments, ifn the Hiddle East crisis, and now
in the Libyan crisis.”

The US, as it pursues this policy, seaks by every means to
consolidate its military bases and installations on the
territory of Mediterranean countries. Washington does not
conceal that it would not listen to the demands by the Spanish
people that American military bases be closed down in Spain.

What is the United States guided by in the buildup of its
military presence in the Hiditerrur_l__aun? First of all by its
new globalistic plans Eor_;orld domination, and confrontation
with the forces of social progress. In the eyes of the
Amarican militariste ‘the Hediterranean is =a convenient
springboard for possible Aggression against the USSR and other
countries of théa Warsaw Trauév Dréanisution. A nuclear missile
attack is planned to be struck from cruise missile bases in
Sicily, surfa¢e and submarine missile-carrying ships, and all

other forward-based systems,
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The American military presence in the Mediterranean is
also a means of pressure not only on the North African states

but =mlso on national liberation forces throughout the African

continent. It poses a nuclear missile threat to all African
peoples.' Another aim pursued by the buildup of American
military forces in the region is to solve political problems
of the Hiddle East solely in the interests of US imperialism
and its strategic ally - Israel, and to support militarily
this ally and its aggressive policy against the Arab nations.

The American military presence in the region is further an
attempt to influence socio-pelitical life in the Mediterranean
states which are U5 NATO allies. American ‘leaading circles have
often expressed displeasure when /Aeft forces in those
countries have made advances.

The military presence of the US in the Mediterranean is
also one of the means to putiinto aeffect American policy of
ousting from the southern pd‘rt':. of the region its West European
allies which have long had not only political, but also
economic, commercial and/ eother. interests here. It is no secret
that over the past few decades the US has increased the volume
of its trade dealings with a number of south Hediterransan
countries where American capital has launched a large-scale
offensive against its rivals from Western Europe.

In this situation, the peace forces legitimately ask
themselves if it is possible to do anything to lower the level
of military danger in the Hediterranean and ultimately to
eliminate it altogether. Responsible-minded political leaders
and statesmen arse looking for a constructive answer to that
question. It is being discussed at the United Nations. A
series of useful initiatives on the Mediterranean issue came

from a conference of Foreign MHinisters of the non-aligned

Mediterranean countries in September 1284. Peace in this area

was udvoc;ué,ed by the 8th Non-Aligned Summit in Harare.

) |
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Penceloving public opinion formulated a number of important
coneiderations on ways of converting the Mediterranesan into a
sma of peace at its conference in Athens in February of this
yvyear and in the Dalglu’ Declaration it adopted. Appropriate
ideas towards t.hit’srﬂ'-.joul woare expressed at various levels in a
number of Hediterranean countriss directly.

Necessary elements are thus already available for the
elaboration of a concept, acceptable to all, of turning the
Hediterranean into a zone of stable peace and ‘cooperation. The
solution of this question would eliminate the war danger both
in the region itself and emanating from it and would be a step
along the road to establishing a comprehensive system of
international security which the 27th Congress of the CPSU has
spoken for.

The Soviet Union has on many occasions declared that it is
interested in converting the Mediterranean into a sea of peace
and cooperation. Guided by the firm principles of its foreign
policy, our country sinceraly wants to see the seats of
tension in the Mediterranean eliminated by political means.
Together with the other Waraqw Treaty member states the USSR
advocates the extension of agreed confidence-building measures
to this region., the renunciation of stationing nuclear weapons
on the territories of HNediterranean non-nuclear countrias_ and
the assumption by nuclear powers of an obligation not to use
nuclear weapons against Mediterranean countries that do not
allow the stationing of such weapons on their territo-rles. it
is known that the Scﬁrlet Union has resolutely declared for the
withdrawal of nuclear-armed ships from the Hediterranean Sea.

The resolution of these problems would be a contribution
to the struggle for the termination of the arms race and the
ligquidation of nuclear weapons until the end of this century.

In prineciple. there is no need for the USSR to have its

navy permanently stationed in the Mediterranean. If the USA
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withdrew its fleet from here, the Soviet Union also would
simultaneously do so, being ready immediately to enter into
negotiations on this question. Horeover, no restrictions would
be introduced on the naval activity and naval armaments of
coastal Mediterranean states at the first stage. Further steps
to reinforce security in this area could., in the oginion of
the US5R, be determined with regard for the Sovietoproposals
contained in the Statement of January 15, 1986, As already
mentioned, a broad conference on the Hediterranean, similar to
the Conference on 3Security and Cooperation in Europe, also
would play a useful role. The USA and other interested
countries, apart from the MNediterranean states and the states
adjoining this area., could participate in it.

Voices have recently been ever louder in the Mediterranean
sktates that suggest considering the problem of relaxing
tension and lowering military activity in the region also at
the forthcoming Vienna meeting of representatives of the
states which participated/in the Conference on Security and
Cooperation in Europe. A whole series of Hediterranean
countries show an obvious interest in a constructive
discussion of this guestion at the forum in Vienna.

The issue of banning _chemical wempons has been assuming
ever greater urgenc; of lute: As =a ste; in this direction, the
idea of establishing a zone free from chemical weapons in
Central Europe is being discussed. The Soviet Union is for
thié idea tao be_thought out. also in regard to the
MNediterranean area, and then to the African continent as a
whole. 7

The USSR has worked out a specific programme for
eliminating tension that also applies to different parts of
the Mediterranean, including proposals on the principles for a
Cyprus settlement and the ways of achieving it.

-

The Hediterranean can and should become a sea of
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THE MEDITERRANEAN: THEATRE OF COOPERATION,
NOT OF CONFRONTATION

Since remote antiquity the Mediterranean--cradle of
many civilisations and the hub of three continemts--has
been a theatre of friendly relations and cooperation among
peoples, But, time and again, it has also been a theatre
of bloody collisions, vf armed cunflicts. Of late, the
gituatiun there, already tense, has been £urther aggravated.
This is understandably troubling peace gpinion, of the
littoral states in the first instance,

The following is a collective interview given by
eminent political and civic personalities from Mediterranean
countries on the situation injthe ®eégion and on what could
be dune to avert a dangeroug escelation of tension and
improve the internationalpclimate. They are Francis Xavier
Carvana, Central Committee member of the Maltese Communist
Party, Abdallah Layachi, £C Pelitical Bureau member of
the Party of Progress‘amd Socialism of Morocco, Rachid
Akhtarini, member off$¥he pegional leadership of the Arab
Socialist Renaissance Party (Syria), and Hassan S. Grew,
representative of the Omganisation of Progressive and
Socialist Parties of Mé@iterranean Nations.

Source of Danger

The threat to peece in the Mediterranean, it was noted by
all the participant&in the interview, is created by the mili-
tarist course pufsued by the most aggressive and adventurist
quarters of impemialism, chiefly of the USA. The role of strong-

~arm tactics/is"growing visibly in the Mediterranean policy



pursued by Washington, which sees this region mainly as NATO's

southern. flank and & likely theatre of hostilities. In{dit

the Pentegon has spun a dense network of military basedy includ-

ing nuclear-missile installations, that serve as bridgeheads

for interference in the affairs of littoral states and spring-

boards for acts of aggression. US militarist éctiVity is threat-

ening to turn the Mediterranean basin into a foeus of flash-

points. Libya has become an object of unending provocations

and direct armed aggression. The danger of é&nether attack is

materialising, this time against Syria. No end is seen t0 the
fuelled

bloodshed in Lebanon 7 i by continuedyIsraeli intervention

and internecine discord largely Prevokeds from without. Ill-in-

tentioned intrigues are not ceasing @gainst the sovereignty

end territorial integrity of/%he Républic of Cyprus.

At the back of all this is imperialism's aspiration to
subordinate independent na%iong to dictation and throttle the
struggles of their peoples for true national liberation and
social emancipation. The ppimé motivation of the piratical US

reid against Libyan cities, said Abdallah Iayachi, was to teach

the republic a "lesson"(Because of its anti—impe:ialist policy
and staunch support fomsthe just cause of the Arab peoples,
especially of the people of Palestine.

Equally, the,ferocious campaign of threats agéinst Syria
sterted by the USA in collusion with Isreel is, said Rachid

Akhtarini, a typical bellicose response to the policy of

determined opposition to the designs of imperialism and Zionism
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pursued under the leadership of Hafez al Assad, General Sec-
retary of the Arab Socialist Renaissance Party and President

uf the Syrian Arab Republic.

| True, this time around the pretext for acts of aggression
and militarist blackmail is the charge of terrorism or conniving
at terrorism. But this is a downright falsehood. These who

resort to the use or threat of force and thereby inflame tension

in the region, charged Francis Xavier Caruana, are far from

being guided by any desire to eradicate terwomism. In the case
of Libya, for example, the true reason for the long-standing
animosity uf the imperialists against that¥ country is that it
compelled the USA and Britain to“@ismantle their military bases
on its territory, nationalised the odil companies, and stead-
fastly opposes the Camp Daviddine“and the attempts to undercut
the anti~imperialist tendenpies inthe Arab world.

In this context RachidyAkhtarini drew attention to an

important point. One cannot, he said, bracket terrorists with
those who defend their countzy against invasion. The latter

are patriots upholding rights usurped from them and trampled
by the enemy. We side with such patriots, with partisans fight-
ing to liberate their ‘lends from Israeli occupation., But Syria
hes never had nor inteénds to have anything in common with
terrorists. The charges of involvement in their actions are
only a cover for the stratagems aimed at destabilising pregres-

sive Arab regimes.



The danger of becoming targets of imperialist attacks,

declared Abdalleh layachi, hangs not only over countrieg

steering a progressive course, The objective of the orchestra-
Jamahiriya

tors of the attack on the Libyan / was to escalate ten-

sion in the entire Mediterranean basin in order to sow conster-

nation and fear among the peoples, notably the Ara® peoples,

inhabiting this region, and compel them to resign.themselves

to imperialist blackmail and dictation, to impeérialism's policy

of trespassing upon the sovereignty end independence of other

countries, of undermining international peace.

This outbreak of imperialist aggfessiveness, said Abdallsh
Ieyachi, was in no way accidentals,batglyy the national-patriotir
forces in the Arab world have scored_,a Series of successes, while
the USA end its "strategic ally'" Israel have had to retreat in
some sectors, The Zionist plilitary fell short of their objec-
tives in Lebanon when they.,invaded that country in the summer
of 1982, Their attempt_to force upon Lebanon the odious agree-
ment of May 17, 1983 likewisefailed. Insuperable barriers for
them were the courage of the Lebanese patriotic resistance and
of the Palestinian unitgmSyria's staunchness, and the unwaver-
ing support given for (their just cause by the Soviet Union and
other socialist states /and by democratic world opinion.

Suffering a setback, the USA rushed into a counter-offensive,
This was a totel'reaction, .and no Mediterranean country can
feel secure whatever the orientation of its regime. There are

countries whose ruling circles are submissively follawing in the
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wake uf U3 policy. But even in these countries, as everywhere
else, the people are rejecting dimperialist domination and
supporting the just struggle of other peoples for their (im~—
alienable national rights, freedom, and independence, {T%
suppress and crush progressive, patriotic forces amd movements,
imperialism unhesitantly strikes out also at countFfies where

its flunkeys are in power.

adopted as state policy by Washington, is complemented and
reinforced with economic terrorism--sancti@fs, embargoes, and
trade blockades, One of its most dangerousiand destructive
features is the debt noose around the neeks of developing nations,
including Mediterranean countries.

The question of the peace-elouding sccio-economic conse-
quences of imperialist poliey ‘“wag expanded upon by Hassan S, Grew.
By generating a debt burdén, puverty, and instability in the
countries of the region, the actions taken by imperialism and
the internatinnal financial “dmstitutions contrulled by it, such
as the World Bank, are semidusly endangering the socio-economic
structures of these coumtzies. Some patriotic regimes are suc-
cunbing to pressure and@ beating a retreat. The must grasping
and adventurist elemefts are breaking through to levers of
power. Using the cover of slogans of the “"open door policy" type,
they are virtualdyyyielding to imperialist dictation. There is
growing. confusion in the popular movement, and this is opening
the door  to negative forceé that are offering no practical

solutions %o urgent problems,ﬁ"for instance, religious fanatics.
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This is unquestionably further shaking stability in the reginn,

Nur is the atmogphere being improved by factors suchgas
the increasing US interference in the policy uf the Eurppean
Economic Community and the rigid imposition of the US 1Ifie on
the Atlantic alliance. In parallel, the independencemof the
national policies of some of the biggest Mediterranean countries
is being debilitated. This is giving the green lighbt to a further
vitalisation of the Pentagon's militarist actiwities in the Me-
diterranean and increasing the threat to inteznational peace.

The Moroccan Communists, said Abdallshflayachi, are con-
vinced--and this is, they believe, the view of all the other
progressive forces in Morocco and,Other Arab states~-that the
USA's aggressive activities in the Mediterranean basin are part
and parcel of its global strategy «of smashing the national
liberation movement of the/peuples ©of Asia, Africa, and Latin
America. It must be bornefdin mind that the USA crushed Grenada's
sovereignty, is fighting an undeclared war against Nicaragua,
and Afghanistan, and conducting subversion against Angola,
Mozambique, Zimbabwe, and(other nations.

And another point:Hhe whipping up of militarist activity
and of the arms race in the Mediterranean is linked inseparably
to the implementation’ of the imperialist plans for breaking
the present military#strategic parity and attaining superiority
over the Soviet Union and the entire socialist community, to
material preparations for a war on land, at sea, in the skies,

and in outer{space. In hitting Libya, the Washington strategists
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counted on, among other things, diverting the attention of world
opinion from the far-reaching peace initiatives of the Saviel
Union and from the Washington administration's reactiongto

these initiatives. It was felt that the bombing of Libyan cities
would muffle the underground nuclear explosions at American

test sites and the hum of preparations for militarising outer
space, for turning the latter into a "star wars® theatre.

These plans harbour a deadly threat not only fo“any single
country or people, region or continent. The{emgire globe; the

whole of humanity is endangered.

Joint Action to Repulse @ugCommon Thregi

The keynote at the interview was that the overhanging
threat of war can be removed and peace and international secu-
rity sustained only if all the anmpi-imperialisi, peace férces
close ranks and are united on{the national, regional, and.giobal
levels,

Rachid Akhtarini accgnfuated the point that the solidity

of the Syrian domestic front and the people's unity around the
nation's party and state leadership are the source and mainstay
of the unshakable stainchness displayed by Syria, which is
prepared to 1csist any attack on its independence and sovereignty,
any foreign agguesgion. This unity is embodied by the Progressive
National Fronté which consists of several parties, inecluding

the Communigt FParty. it acts under the leadership of the Arab

Socialist ‘Renieissance Party. In parallel, an important role in



mobilising the people against the conspiracies of imperialiém
and Zionism is played by mass public organisations--workexs',
peasants', women's, youth, and students'.

The unity of the progressive-patriotic forces in each in-

dividual country, stressed Hassan S. Grew, is the condition and
foundation for concerted actions regionally and onapwider scale,
The Organisation of Socialist and Progressive Parties of
Mediterranean Nations is helping to institute gueh actions.

This organisation was formed in the 1960s wheén progressive-
~-patriotic forces, including some socialistfparties, of the
region felt the need for harmonising theiw/views and coordinating
their efforts in the face of NATQ's militarist policy and the
expanding imperialist presence, in the Mediterranean. The orga-
nisation +then set up a Standing Sgeéretariat and began conéne’-
ing periodic conferences gn@,meetings, which are attended by
both Socialists and Communists, This interaction is based on a
common platfurm, whose wide-ranging objectives provide for
uniting the peoples against the military threat created by
imperialism, turning the Mediterranean into a zone uf peace

and security, and fostefing productive cooperation to promote
economic development &nd social progress.

Much is being d¥ne to strengthen the links between the
public orgenisationsyin Mediterranean countries representing
different sectiensyof the population--workers, peasants, women,
young people,. and so on. There has been a constituent congress

of the region's Union of Progressive Journalists and it has been



decided to set up a Mediterrenean Information Agency. Relations
have been established and are mainteined with the World Peace

Council, the League of Arab States, the Orgenisation of

African Unity, and the Afro-Asian Peoples Solidarity Orga-

-nisation.

Abdellah Layachi pressed the point that thereHas to be

unity among the Arab peoples, who are being relemntlessly at-
tacked by imperielism, Zionism, and. .local reaction.‘The messes
can repulse the combined assaults of the adversary only if they
themselves close ranks under the leadershipfof progressive-
~patriotic organisations, notably the communist and workers'
parties, which are their revolutiensry,vahguard.

The Communists devote considerable attention to promoting
such unity. The issues arising from this have been considered,
in particular, at regional.meetingg and conferences of represen-
tatives of communist and werkers' parties of Arab countries
and also of countries of the FEastern Mediterranean, the Middle
East, and the Red Sea.

In the middle of last May, the journal Al-Nahj, published
collectively by Arab Communists, sponsored a scientific-poli-
tical conference in Dgmagcus on the subject "US aggression
against Libye and the fthreats against Syria, and their impact
on the situation in{the Middle East and the Mediterranean
bagin and their, adverse consequences to world peace and secu-
rity"., This conference was attended by representatives of 54

parties and pelitical and publie organisations of socialist,
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capitalist, end developing nations. The final document notes
that one nf the central tasks of the forces of freedom and
progress in the Mediterranean and the Middle East is %@ work
out and develop optimal forms of coordination and united action
in order to counter the common threat and the commen enemy, and
to prevent minor differences from pushing the badie, contradic-
tion with imperialism into the background.

The influence and potential of Arab coumtries are such,

noted Hassan S, Grew, that if they were to @emove the friction

and discord among themselves and achieve effective solidarity
this would have a very strong positive dmpact on the situation
in the Mediterranean. As a resulfjyrnot ‘only would the resistence
to the anti-Arab actions of impewmigldésm and Zionism become more
effective but the conditions, would ke created for closer and
more constructive relations bDetween the North and South of the
Mediterranean besin, There would» be a new situation character-
ised simultapeously by divergifty and unity. There would then
be not an inkling of confrontation and hostility. The conditions
would be on hand for espablishing a .climate of peace and con-
cord in the region, whePe today tension and instability are so
much in evidence,

The situationfdn the Mediterranean, said Francis Xavier
Caruana, is one mfythe most acute international problems giving
rise not only %o.local but also to global tension. The search

for weys of gasing this situation can and must be the business
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chiefly of the Mediterranean states and peoples themselvess
Such a settlement would gratify people throughout the wor 1a,
indeed every person who wants to live under a peaceful sky:
fearing neither for his or her own future nor for thefuture

of coming generations. Francis Xavier Caruana observed that in

organising Malta's population & for acticn againstS imperial-
ism's strategy in the ~ Mediterranean, the Maltes® Communists
ere focusing special attention on rebuffing the attempts of US
propagande to spread the ' myth that there ig a "Soviet threat"®
to the region.

Rachid Akhtérin; said that tHe Syrdans rely, in the first

place, on their own strength andwpetentialities to repulse
aggression by imperialism and {Zionigm.”But, in addition, they
rely on their allies and friends im_the Arab world and on the
-international solidarity mand cdfigistent support for its just
struggle from progressive world opinion and the peace-loving
nations, and in particular «from the non-aligned movement,
which is an immensely influential factor of present-day interna-
tional life. It atteches, special significance to promoting and
consolidating cooperatdon with the socialist countries, notably
the Soviet Union, whieh has byi}s deeds shown that it is a true
and dependable supperter of the Syrian and other Arab peoples.
This, notedsAbdallah Layachi, is precisely why Arab-Soviet

friendship is ¢éonsStantly under violent attack by the enemies
of the Arab pdational liberation movement, They would like to
subvert it,and weaken the anti-imperialist front. The USSR

is making %ireless efforts to block imperialism's dangerous
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military sallies, prevent a new spiral of the senseless arms
race, and restore a climate of detente in international affairs.
All this is facilitating the struggle of the region's pegples
for a free and peaceful life, for the right to decide) their

own destiny and to an unhindered advance along the road of
national and sociel progress. The patrivts and rewolutionaries
of the Arab world see their key task in étrengthening their
militant solidarity with their natural allieg=~sthe Soviet Union
and the vther socialist countries. Here, toe, matters should
not be confined to simple exhortation., Praetical action and
effective support for the multiple peacé efforts of the Soviet

Union are of undeniable pulitical significance,

A Concrete, Realistic Programme

In the interview attention swas focused on the Soviet
initiatives indicating the wayS,and means of converting the
Mediterranean from a theatre of ominous confrontation into
a zone of lasting peace and eooperation. |

The USSR, said Franeisy Xavier Caruana, had earlier pro-

posed spreading agreed ,confidence-building measures to cover
this region, reducing_the armed forces stationed there, and

pulling nuclear-armed warships out of the Mediterranean. Further,
it was proposed that/the non-nuclear Mediterranean states

should deny permission for the deployment of nuclear weapons
on their territory and that the nuclear powers should pledge

not t» use sueh weapons against these countries.
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As the close of last March the General Secretary of the
CPSU Central Committee Mikhail Gorbachov declared that thg
Soviet Union was prepared to go further--to withdraw all dts
naval vessels from the Mediterranean if the same step were
taken simultaneously by the USA. The people of Malta,™said

Francis Xavier Caruana, have welcomed this offer of the Soviet

leadership end its readiness to enter into negntdations with
the USA forthwith on this issue.

In the series of Soviet initiatives Hagsan S. Grew drew

attention to the point about it being expédient to convene

a meeting on the Mediterranean along thegpattern of the Con-
ference on Security and Cooperation in Europe. It could be
attended not only by nations situgted in this and adjoining
regions but also by the USA amd othervinterested states.

The presumption that the establishment of lasting peace in
the Mediterranean is closeély linked to ensuring European

gecurity and vice versa, Hagsan S. Grew said, is winning

increasingly active support,ammng the nations participating

in the Helsinki process. The initiative for convening a
representative conferenée’lon the Mediterranean, added Francis
Xavier Caruana, is in line with this year's second conference
of Mediterranean nen-aligned nations and with the Luanda
Appeal of the Non-‘Aligned Foreign Ministers Conference, As

had been done by these forums, it calls for turning the region

into a zone ofy'peace, security, and universal cooperation'.
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The view was stated that the practical implementation of
this idea, as cf the proposal for the simultaneous withdrawal
of Soviet and US naval fuorces from the Mediterranean, depends
largely on the overall state of Soviet-US relations, onithe
level of interaction between them in settling burning interna-
tional issues.

The postures of the Soviet Union and the USA.express in bold
relief two diametrically opposite lines in womldwpolitics, said

Abdalleh Layachi. Moscow advances more and more constructive

peace initiatives, while Washington rejects o blocks any step
aimed at reducing tensinns, ending, the afms race, and achieving
disarmament. The Soviet Union has a shére line along the Black
Sea, which is a continuation, as it were, of the Mediterranean.
The USA is meny thousands of (miles away from this region. The
Soviet Navy has never been uged as a weapon of aggression. The
US Navy has time and again invaded or shelled countries of the
region, The most recent examples are Lebanon and Libya. Yet it
is the Soviet Union that proposes-the withdrawal of the naval
forces of both powers from .the Mediterranean, while the USA
regponds negatively to this proposal, thereby showing the whole
world its dimperial ambitions once again.

Weshington's attitude to the peace efforts of other nations
is likewise negative., Following the American raid on Libya,

said Francis Xawvier Caruesna, the Maltese government instituted

steps to defuse the explosive situation. At first it offered to
mediate between Libya and the USA, but Washington flatly turned

dbwn this/ offer.
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The Maltese gevernment then addressed the governments of
Central Mediterranean states-~Algeria, Greeece, Egypt,: Italy,
Cyprus, Libya, Tunisia, France, and Yugoslavia--propoging the
convocation of a conferenee at the level of Prime Ministers to
consider the situation and coordinate practical steps to reach
a settlement. In perticular, it was proposed that the countries
concerned should pledge to avoid using armed force against each
other, disellow the uge for such purposes of their respective
territories and of the military bases and imstallations on
these territories, and deny assistance of any kind to terrorist
acts. This proposal took into aecount.the existence of US
military bases in Italy, Greece, and Cyprus over which the
governments of these countries have no control, the presence of
the US Sixth Fleet in the waters between Malta and Libya, and
other cigcumgfances of an analagous naturé.ﬂiﬂ;_iiﬁ§én govern-—
ment accepted this proposal, but the Washington administration

rejected even this limited initiative.

Rachid Akhterini and Hassan S. Grew spuke at length of how

Washington is torpedoing all efforts to secure a fair and all-
-embracing settlement of the Middle East conflict, and providing
Israel with diplomatic cover and massive military and economic
gid, in fact encéuraging its course towards aggression. Here,
too, the obstructionist, hegemonistic ponlicy of* the USA is
countered by the Soviet Union's constructive, purposeful line
towerds extinguishing this flashpoint in the Eastern Mediterra-
nean, The ways and means for doing this are set out in the Soviet

proposals for a Middle East settlement.
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In Syrie, said Rechid Akhterini, the people are closely

following and solidly supporting the Soviet peace initiatives,
for they ere aimed at ensuring freedom and peace, which are
the most precious and cherished aspirations of all of the
world's peoples. The struggle for peace and the gtruggle for

freedom and social progress, Rachid Akhtarini  continued, are

interrelated end mutually complementary. Those who do not enjoy
the blessing of freedom are incapable of making a tangible
contribution to safeguarding international peace. In fighting
and upholding independence and in striving for progress, the
peoples are seeking to have the opportunity to come forward

as sctive subjects of world development, above all of the battle
againgt the threat of war,

Expanding on this,. Abdallah Tayachi undersacored the follow-

ing. The Moroccan Communists are steadfastly pursuing their
course of closely coupling Morocco's national problems with
international issues, central to which is today the problem- .of
averting the nuclear threat hanging over humenity. In other
words, they regard the fulfilment of their internationalist
duty of countering US imperialism's militarist designs and
actions and supporting and explaining the Soviet foreign policy
of peace as a lofty patriotic task, They are dning everything to
get the people of Morocco to understand that their own indepen-
dent, free.existence, that their destiny and that of all Arab
peoples depends directly on the destiny of peace in the world.

Either peace triumphs and national independence will be assured,
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or the threat to international security will inevitably,turn
into a threat to the freedom of the peoples.

Speaking metaphorically, said Abdallach Layachi, the

Moroccan Communists are holding the banner of patriotism in

one hand and the banner of internationalism in the other. They
are combining what these banners symbolise--the struggle for
the country's progress with the struggle foria life free of the
fear of humanity's extinction., Patriotism'is inseparable from
internationalism, and the battle for indeépendence cannct be
fought in isolation from the battle for peace.

The interview showed thatwlerge sections of public opinion
in Mediterranean countries are more dinstinctly seeing the
causes and sources of the mar threat and increasingly inclined
to unite and conduct concerted actions to eliminate this threat.
To a large extent thisfis fostered by Soviet fcreign policy
moves that lay bare the antithesis between the Soviet Union's
course towards peace and the aggressive hegemonistic strategy
to which the Washington administration is clinging tenaciously.

The movement for peace and security in the region, however,
has its distinctions due to the modalities of the situation in
different Mediter¥anean countries, Some of these are industrial
capitalist statesy but most are developing nations. In the
former the agnti-war protest, based above all on the human
instinct forwsurvival in a fragile world, was almost from the
outset directed towards delivering humankind from the threat
of ennihilation in a thermonuclear holocaust. In the latter the

struggle against the threat of an all-consuming nuclear con-
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flagratien is linked mere elosely with oppositien te imperialist
encroaehments en the freedem and independenee of peoples, with
the efforts to promete the natienal and social progress of the
developing states. This distinetien in aeccents is by no means

a hindrance to joint aetions by the peace forces, The manner

in which the problem of war and peace is raised in dindividual
countries and regions presupposes an active quest for specific
ways of addressing it. There is here a wide field for action

by the most consistent protagonists of the cause of peace,

freedom, and progress, notably by the Communists.
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HELPING THE AGGRESSOR
" " Yuri Glukhov

American and Israeli experts in "strategic cooperation”
have wound up a round of talks in Israel after discussing
Israel’s possible status of the U.S. ally with special
privileges like the ones enjoyed by U.S. partners in NATO.

Once Israel is aﬁarded this status, it will be in a
position to push for consolidating its militaristic alliance
with the United States. Radio Tel Aviv has reperted that the
Israeli military, apart from huving outlays from their usual
sources, may well get an access to the Pentagon’s special fund
of 615 million dellars for the development ©of conventional
weapons. |

So the aggressive military and strategic alliance between
Washington and Tel Aviv is likely to grow even more sinister
than it is. American and Israeli political and military
experts meet on a regular basis, as do officials of both
countries’ secret services. Pilots of the U.S. 6th Fleet have

— E——— ——— e
tralnlng sessions in the Nagev Desart in Israell terrltory.
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6th Fleet shipa routinely call at the port of Haifa. In 1985
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alone Israel was v181ted by about 30, OOO American navy
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personnel.,

U.S5. annual aid to Israel amounts to an average of 4.5
billion dollars. According to the Middle East Times weekly,
while increasing direct subsidies to Israel, the United States
also funds the Jewish state’s military programs indirectly,
through all kinds of its agricultural, medical and research
departments and institutions whose budgets provide for
respective ocutlays. For example, tractors bought in 1982 on
donations from the U.S. Jewish community never reached Israeli
farmers, because they were used to level Lebanese villages

destroyed during air raids, thus clearing the way for Israeli
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tanks.
Israel’s involvement in the multibillion-dollar Star/ Wars
program opens up fresh vistas for pumping more money into the

Israeli military-industrial complex. Tel Aviv in November 1986
signed its first contract worth more than five million

dollars, according to which the Israelis will develop systems

for interception and destruction of short-range missiles.
Israel is increasingly seen by Washington as a strategic

bridgehead and a potential strike force of American

imperialism in the East Mediterranean. One fact mentioned by

U.S. Senator Rudy Boschwitz (Minn-R) and cerﬁainly taken into

—

account by the Pentagon’s strategists is that Israel can put

up a 400,000-strong army within 72 hours.

The continuing Israeli occupation of :Buthern Lebanon, Tel
Aviv’s anti-Syrian campaign, U.S. and Israeli attempts to
blackmail and intimidate certain other Arab states testify to
the growing bellicosity of the aggressive strategic and
military alliance between Washington and Tel Aviv, an alliance

posing a grave danger to peace and security in the Middle East.
Beirut.

(Pravda, December 30. In full.)
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AN INSTRUMENT OF BLACKMAIL

R e e L. & __LLh S XXTET X

Gennady Zafesov

NATO has launched large-scale military manoeuvres
code-named Dragon Hammer-87 in the Mediterranean, with units
from six member-countries of the bloc: the USA, Great Britain,
Italy, Turkey, the Netherlands and France, taking part.
France, igdugh it is not a member of the military setup of
NATO, is beginning to participate ever more actively in
military programmes of the Atlantic bloc.

The military exercises being held in the Mediterranean by
the USA and its allies have long gone beyond the framework of
war games. They have become some sort of instrument of
blackmail and political pressure. The Pentagon and its allies
pretend that Marine landing operations, the transfer of mobile
naval units and simulated naval and air battles help preserve
"stability" in the region. /In actual fact, however, the
situation in the Mediterranean is very far fronm tranguil. And
as soon as Washington strategists imagine that the smouldering
embers of contradictions and confrontation are beginning to go
out, they immediately start fanning them either by another
show of force or acts of undisguised aggression. Suffice it to
recall the history of Washington’s power politics against
Libya: in the last few years, the USA has staged military
manoeuvres off the shores of Libya more than 20 times.
Moreover, it did not limit itself to manoceuvres. The cities of
Tripoli and Benghazi fell victim to barbarous bombing raids.

Having proclaimed the Mediterranean a zone of its vital
interests, Washington continues building up its military
potential there. Both US and NATO bases, with
American-controlled nuclear weapons deployed at 17 of them,
are being used for the same purpose. The US 6th Fleet, which

is constantly plying the Mediterranean, has become a permanent
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THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT'S ANSWER

The Soviet government has received a statement by the
non-aligned Mediterranean participating states of the
conference, held in the Brioni Islands, Yugoslq:ig, over
June 3-4, 1987. The statement had been sent to.it, on behalf
of those states, by Raif Dizdarevic, Federal ‘Secretary for
Foreign Affairs of the Socialist Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia.

The other day, Eduard Shevardnadze, Minister of Foreign
Affairs of the USSR, sent Raif Dizdareviec an answer by the
Soviet government, which points out that the Soviet Union
treats with complete understanding the striving of the
non-aligned countries to reselutely promote the relaxation
of tension and to make their own ‘eontribution to lowering
the level of military confrontation and to strengthening
security in the Mediterranean. This is consonant with the
objectives of Soviet foreign policy, including its
Mediterranean aspect. The concrete measures proposed by the
non-aligned Mediterranean countries, which are aimed at
achieving a military detente in the region of major
importance to us, echo the Soviet initiatives in many
respects.

Just as the participating states of the Brioni
Conference, the Soviet Union is a convinced supporter of
spreading as fully as possible the positive processes
developing in Europe to the Mediterranean area. It supports
the proposal of Malta, Cyprus and Yugoslavia to convene a
meeting of the participating states of the Conference on
Security aqd‘Cooperation in Europe on questions of security
and cooperaﬁibn in the Mediterranean.

The Soviet Union thinks it important that all the
participating states of the Conference on Security and

Cooperation in Europe should take part in negotiations on
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CALLING A HALT TO THE NAVAL ARHS RACE
A. Sitnikov

To 'repldce the obsolete “gunboat diplomacy” with the

latest “flattop diplomacy" cseems to be one of the aims of
Washingto-;i at present. This is shown by many facts, and
corrobhorated by reports that continue to come in even now. A
new aggression is threateninag l:.ibyn in the Mediterranean where
US 6th fleet ships are on constant putrgl. The battleship New

Jarsey, capable of carrying nuclear Tomahawk missile=, has

—_— [ E— W

been sent to the Japanese port of Sasebo. This and other U3

warships are to hdid provocative manoauvres in the next few
days in the Seas of Japan und‘Okhobgk - in direct proximity to
the Soviet Far East coast, In the neﬁnﬁime Washington is
considering establishment/ of a new military command to control
special air, ground and naval/forces - a sort of mailed fist
ready to be brought down against any country whose policy
diepleases US ruling circles. All this only highlights the
topicality of Soviet proposals to curb the arms race on the
high seas.

In a recent statement on Soviet television, General
Sacretary of the CPSU Central Committee Mikhail Gorbachev not
only anounced extension of the unilateral Soviet moratorium on
nuclear explosions, but also dealt in detail with other
aspects of the foreign policy of our country, which has put
forward a comprehensive programme for the elimination of
nuclear and ‘other types of weapons. Much of this programme is
concerned with proposals to call a halt to the naval arms race
and to military activities in the seas and oceans.

Among the latest Soviet initiatives is a broad package of

measures to ensurs security and promote cooperation in the



Asia-Pacific region. With a view to limiting naval activities
in that area, the Soviet Union proposes that concrete talks be
started on the reduction of the activity of naval fleets in

the Pnacific, ubovelall nuclear-armed ships. Restriction of the
rivalry in the sphere of anti-submarine weapons, specifically
an arrangement by the =sides to keep from anti-submarine
activity . in certain zones of the Pacific, would help
strengthen strategic stability.

Life itself is insistently putting the limitation of the
arms race on the seas to the forefront of struggle against the
military threat. The USSR has proposed that the discussion of
confidence-building measures and non-use of force in the
Asia-Pacific region be switched to practical plane and that
start be made from the simpler measures, for instance,
measures for security of sea lanes. Besides, the Soviet Union

would be ready to reciprocate if the U5 gave \;p military

presence, say, in the FPhilippines.
wﬁ‘hub are the realit-ies_réf' tha situation on the high seas?
The armadas under the star and stripe flag are now one of
the major components of the US war machine. Hoping to acquire
a comprehensive superiority and a possibility of massive use
of force in the most remote areas of the planet, Washington
has started a new round of the naval arms race.

New ships with the most up-to-date weapons of destruction
are being built or launched, and the old ones re-equipped with
similar weapons. The US permanent naval presence in different
parts of the high seas is being reinforced, and the base
infrastructure for it expanded. Over recent years the US
Navy’s range of large warships has been greatly increased to
reach 546. The declared aim is to bring up their number to
600. Special emphasis is being laid on equipping surface
combat ships and submarines with long-range cruise missiles.

At the .start of the ’‘90s the USA plans to deploy no fewer than
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4,000 Tommhawk cruise missiles on the sea.

Washington ever moréiéEten ;;;aé fleets thousands of miles
from its shores to put pressure on sovereign states,
especially developing nations, to meddle in their domestic
affairs and to commit acts of armed aggression and
intervention.

The world well remembers how US battle ships “crushed"”
defenceless Grenada, and shelled peaceful Lebanese towns and
villages. Only recently with the employment of US warships
brought to the shores of Libya a naked act ©f aggression was
undertaken against this sovereign Arab country., threats
regarding which have not ceased to this day. By the canons of
political neoglobalism, the US Navy is baing used for "shows
of force" off the shores of Cuba and Nicaragua...

Our country has been consistently advocating the adoption
of concrete measures aimed at limiting and reducing naval
armaments and at winding down naval activity. Independently or
together with other socialist states, the Soviet Union has
offered for discussion a whole series of concrete measures
ralating to a mutual restriction of the activity of navies,
arms limitation and reduction and the taking of
confidence-building steps.

The Soviet-proposed programme for the liquidation of
weaapons of mass destruction till the year 2000 opens up an
opportunity radically and for ever to end the nuclear danger
threatening nations from the sea and from sea depths. Along
with a ban on spaceé attack weapons our country is also ready
to mgree on a 50 per cent cut in the strategic offensive arms
of the sides, a considerable part of which falls to atomic
submarines equipped with ballistic missiles. In order to
advance the talks in Geneva, the USSR has proposed an interim
solution whereby, simultaneously with an agreement on

nonwithdrawal from the ABM Treaty for 15 to 20 years, the
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sides’ strategic arms would be reduced by about 30 per cent
and limited to equal levels. Moreover. this would comprise
cuts both in strategic sea-based delivery vehicles and the
charges mounted on them.

The world community expresses serious concern over the
continuing saturation of sea expanses with armaments and the
growth of military confrontation on the seas. Resolutions
adopted by the last few sessions of the UN General Assembly
call for a start of negotiations to restrict naval activity,
to limit and reduce naval armaments and bo extend
confidence-building measures to the seas and oceans.

Our country has immediately responded to the UN appeal.
Expressing readiness to participate in the negotiations, it
has suggested a complex of practical measures covering all
major aspects of this matter. As ‘an urgent step, it has
proposad reaching agreemant on the nonexpansion of naval
activity by states in area&s of conflict or tension. The USSR
thinks it useful to look for ways to eliminate the situation
where large powers’ navies remain long stationed at a
considerable distance from their own shores, as well as to
consider such steps as the withdrawal of nuclear
wanpons-carrying ships from definite areas of the world’s
oceans and the setting of limits to the presence in them of
ships of different classes.

The Soviet Union is prepared to go even further. For
evamplae, to discuss the possibility of adopting such measures
as the limitation of the number of combat ships of the main
clasees, the introduction of restrictions on anti-submarine
forces and systems and measures regarding naval bases on
foreign territories. It is for the future consideration of
the question of reducing on a balanced basis the number of
ships which form the combat part of the navies of large

powers, with particular emphasis on such combat ships as



wednesday, August 27, 1986 a

aircraft carriers which have an especially destabilising
character. Agreeing on and implementing confidence-building
measures would be of great importance.

The USSR has agreed to conduct negotiations on naval
armaments and naval activity under the auspices of the
Confererice on Disarmament in Geneva or at a special forum with
participation by all major naval powers and other interested
states, in accordance with the principle of not impairing the
security of anyone, with due regard for all the factors
detarmining the balance of forces at sea.

In spite of the urgent calls of the United Nations, talks
on limiting naval activity and naval armaments still have not
begun. The reason for this is the stubborn unwillingness of
the USA and its closest NATO allies.

The Soviet Union is =ager to take practical steps to
resolve the problem in specific regicns and seas. It
consistently backs the @fforts ©f the non-aligned countries to
implement as soon as possible /the UN Declaration on making the
Indian Ocean a zone of peace and to hold an international
conference on this subject in 1388, At the July session of the
UN Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean the Soviet delegation
again called the attention of all states te the proposal made
by the USSR in 1982 that all countries whose ships use the
Indian Ocean should, without waiting for the conference,
refrain from any steps liable to complicate the situation in
the region. They Aare expected not to send large naval task
forces or hold military exercises there and not to extend or
modernise military bases in the non-littoral states having
such bases.

Still standing are Soviet proposals on extending agreed
confidence-building mansurés to the H_gditerraneun, reducing
armed £o;§vé-;5 there, withdrawing nuclear-capable ships from the

area, not deploying nuclear weapons on the territories of
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Mediterranean states, and for nuclear powers to pledge

-_— . -
themsaelves not to use such weapons against any Mediterranean
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country‘ that has not allowed such weapons to be sitgd on its

territory. The USSR thinks it is worthwhile to convene a

confarence on the Hedxterrannun to be attended by

Hed;terraneun countnes and ones adjoining the area. The US
and ot.her states concerned could take part 1n it. Its purpose
would be to agree about recommendatxons Ecrr _‘peace und security

in tha Hedltﬁrraneun rﬁglon. Our country expressed reudxness

ks

to pull the Soviet Elnet out of the Hediterraneun provxded the

i

Amnncun fleat was w1thdruwn at the samn t,une.

The condxtxona of the nucleur age urgently dictate the

necessity of preventxng the replacnment, of infamous gunboat
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diplomacy by a diplomacy of strlke air carrier groups. This is

the imperative of the times.

(Pravda, August 27. In full.?





