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Interview: Defense Minister Alberto Oliart

‘The NATO question: ‘We must have

command of our own territory’

Spanish Defense Minister Alberto Oliart granted this in-
terview to EIR in Madrid on June 23.

EIR: After the Malvinas crisis, does Spain plan to inte-
grate itself militarily into NATO, or to play a more
limited role like that of France?

Oliart: We plan integration into the military organiza-
tion of NATO in a way which of course must be worked
out with the actual components of the alliance; but we do
not intend to remain in a position like that of France.

EIR: [NATO Secretary-General] Joseph Luns in an in-
terview with the Madrid daily newspaper Ya on June 20
speaks of the possibility of interventions into the Third
World by NATO members as something perfectly natu-
ral in the future. What do you think?

Oliart: I have not read this interview with Luns. | imag-
ine that, given the special nature of the NATO alliance,
and the independence maintained by the countries within
the alliance, to determine their own foreign and military
policy, that Secretary-General Luns has probably simply
justified the fact that some countries within the alliance
have intervened, obviously, in the past and at certain
points, in various Third World areas like Africa.

[ insist that this corresponds to the sovereign decision
of each of the member countries of NATO to act in
matters of foreign policy or military policy as they think
opportune, without prejudice to the ultimate aim of the
alliance, which is the defense of territory vital in interest
to all the alliance members, which includes Spain today.
As members of the Atlantic alliance, we have committed
ourselves to the sphere geographically within the terms
of the treaty, not to any other. This does not affect our
decision to continue our foreign policy just as we consid-
er it should be carried forward, as a sovereign and
independent nation.

EIR: What do you think of the proposal that Gibraltar
could be a NATO base jointly governed by Spain and

Great Britain?
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Oliart: We have clearly put forward the fact thatitisa
priority, a vital strategic interest for our nation. I mean
that zone defined by the points of the Balearic Islands,
the Straits of Gibraltar, the Canaries. We have clearly
expressed the concept that in this zone, the Spanish
command is not subject to debate.

EIR: A debate is presently raging in NATO about the
future of armaments: Whether one should opt for con-
ventional forces, or else develop, as the Soviets are now
doing, new strategic arms based on space-age warfare—
laser beam weapons and so on. What do you think,
taking into account the very distinct implications of the
two alternatives in terms of world economic growth,
about this debate?

Oliart: In my country’s situation, at our industrial, eco-
nomic, and technological level, I believe we can develop
an army by land, by sea, by air, which in conventional
terms will be on a par with the others in the Atlantic
alliance. The other arms systems you refer to do not enter
the immediate horizon. I do not mean to say that we are
not paying careful attention to this advance, nor that we
are not gaining the means to handle these technologies
in the event we should possess them. However, the
present modernization project we have for the armed
forces’ materiel still does not include these levels of high
technology, for budget, economic, and technical reasons.

EIR: But on what side do you stand in the debate?

Oliart: It is hard to answer this, but I would say that
each country must do the utmost to attain the highest
possible defense level. The Atlantic alliance is a defensive
alliance, faced with what appeared to be a decisive Soviet
menace against Europe in 1945. This potential threat still
exists in spite of all the diplomatic, political, and cultural
relations between us. I do think therefore that anything
those countries in the alliance which can develop the
absolutely highest technologies can do to defend the free
world, should be done, because this helps to maintain the
character of a true shield, which the Atlantic alliance is
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supposed to be. These countries should develop the type
of technology you referred to.

EIR: What do you think about technological interde-
pendence in military terms?

Oliart: We have many of our own technologies, and we
are working on others. 1 think we should pursue this
path.

However, arms systems today are numerous, com-
plex, and varied. We do not have a national technology
for some of these systems, so we should acquire them. |
think a cost-efficiency analysis must be made. Efficiency
means not only yield from a certain system, but what you
gain in terms of national independence.

If you take the French example, they do have French
weapons systems, but many of these include other na-
tions’ technologies. Apart from the superpowers today,
almost no one else has the dimensions, be it in terms of
space, economics, etc., to entirely develop the technolo-
gies for themselves which they may require.

EIR: What do you think about the European Rapid
Deployment Force?

Oliart: This already exists. Each country in the alliance
has contributed to it. This force is necessary, and Spain is
disposed to contribute units, and to discuss the size of the
units. This Rapid Deployment Force of the Atlantic
alliance of course is not the same as the North American
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Rapid Deployment Force.

EIR: Could you elaborate a little more on the question
of out-of-area deployments?

Oliart: 1 cannot imagine under what conditions my
country could have an interest in intervening militarily in
countries which you have called Third World countries,
and which are not included in the geographically delim-
ited area of the North Atlantic treaty. For a great many
years now, my country has not had an expansionist
policy outside its own territory. Spain is concerned and
involved in defending and developing its own national
territory and population. I do not see reasons why at this
point we should find motivations to intervene in other
countries.

EIR: In your opinion must the NATO mandate for
Spain be under Spanish control or could you accept
integration of other commands?

Oliart: More detailed discussion will be required on this
topic. But, as you know, Spain is a country between
southern Europe and northern Africa. The Straits of
Gibraltar are not an abyss separating us from Africa, but
rather a means of communication.

Furthermore, we are a nation between the Mediter-
ranean and the Atlantic. This poses so many problems
that if you take the NATO commands as they presently
stand, you could come up with Naples, just as you could
come up with Norfolk. Perhaps the first priority from
which we move is a Spanish command, as now already
exists. This is justified precisely by the fact of our complex
situation, and by the enormous importance, in my eyes,
which my country has strategically for NATO as a
nation, and as a reserve territory, a last bastion. It is not
inconceivable that there must be a single command for
this territory which is so special.

EIR: You mean a single Spanish mandate?

Oliart: Yes, naturally. Dependent or integrated of
course, as is the English, as is any other mandate, on the
alliance as a whole. This is what we plan to discuss with
our allies. We wish to see whether this is possible or not.
We think that they too must work through the question
in depth, i.e., whether, given our complex situation, we
must fit into the pre-conceived schemes of NATO, which
has been around for 35 years. This alliance was constitut-
ed by agreement between the countries which composed
it at the time of its creation. But a new entity is entering
the alliance, which has its own peculiarities, unlike those
of any other European country.

EIR: But will this be a sine qua non condition?

Oliart: 1 would not go so far as to say that it is a sine qua
non condition, butitis a priority which we want examined
very thoroughly indeed.
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I nterview:,I nterior Minister
Juan Jose Roson

‘Drugs are spread
by a conspiracy’

Spain’s Interior Minister, Juan José Roson spoke to EIR
in Madrid on June 17.

EIR: We think that drugs are not a sociological phe-
nomenon, but something very well organized. What is
your viewpoint?

Rosén: There is no doubt whatsoever that there is a
nexus of economic interests manifesting the existence of
an organization which we confront on many different
levels. There is a macro-organization, which directs
movements in the drug economy on a worldwide level,
and after that come the micro-organizations, which may
be national in character. Consequently, one must speak
of a powertul, structured network, a network that in-
cludes economic interests of incalculable influence.

From a different standpoint, the drug phenomenon
is essentially one with deep social roots, where there are
cultural, medical, standard-of-living, and other consid-
erations. There is no doubt that drugs respond to a
society. Drugs peak in a society in which the scale of
spiritual values is undergoing a profound process of
change. Thereis also no doubt that drugs are the recourse
of human beings who wish to escape a world which is at
times hostile to them, or an environment which is nega-
tive.

Lastly, one should not exclude the possibility that
drugs may have been used or have in fact been used as
part of a political design or project conducted by circles
who rule over society.

EIR: One way drugs were sold to the U.S.A. was by
pushing the line that there is a difference between *‘soft”™

and ‘“‘hard” drugs. In our opinion there is no such
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distinction. What do you think?

Rosoén: 1 think it is very hard to make that distinction,
although, in fact, on a medical level as well as on the level
of the cultural analysis I referred to before, these distinc-
tions have been made. I think that the drugs in them-
selves, whatever their more profound effect may be, and
whatever the drug and its physical origin may be, must in
the final analysis be given a single, coherent treatment.

I think that society has been harmed in recent years
by this imposition of distinctions between drugs. They
are drugs, and thus produce stimuli or generate sensa-
tions which are not natural in human beings; they are
artificial. Faced with the entire array of drugs, one must
take a rational stand, including consideration of certain
drugs that have already been introduced into society or
certain stimulants that are habitually accepted socially,
such as alcohol, for example.

EIR: Our editorial board has been working for years on
the question of international networks. We are convinced
that at a very high level, there is a financial and political
organization very closely linked to the Opium Wars of
the 19th century. What is your conception of these
networks?

Rosoén: In the final analysis, in human society human
beings carry out actions, and when these actions are
cunningly worked out and have a coherent form of
organization—and this is precisely what we find in the
cultivation, traffic, sale, and organization of the con-
sumption of drugs—you cannot help but think that we
are confronting enormously powerful organizations.

I cannot back this up with concrete facts. But from
our perspective of what Spain represents—a country
where drug consumption is unfortunately taking off, and
which, due to its situation on the globe is bound to be a
point of passage for international drug routes—the most
we can hope for is an effort—a sizeable effort,
naturally—to collaborate with other countries to attempt
to really get behind the image which is presented for
show [by the drug lobby—ed.] for behind this image
must necessarily stand a cunningly planned and very
powerful organization.

EIR: The French press published information on pro-
tection rackets in the Basque country and on drug traffic
by ETA (the terrorist Basque separatist group). Many
people think ETA is dealing in drugs to finance its
activities. What do you think?

Roson: There does exist information which leads one to
think this is the case. Members of the ETA terrorist
group have undoubtedly participated in drug traffic,
and, especially, in pushing people to take drugs in the
Basque country. But though we do have data on specific
individuals, we are insufficiently weil-informed on the
way the whole complex is organized.
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