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INTRODUCTION

This study of the domestic press has found that examination of host press coverage of Soviet
naval visits’ reveals information often not available from other sources about host-country and
Soviet treatment of visits.

I
Four countries within the Islamic world — Algeria, Morocco, Iraq and Somalia — were

selected as the principal host countries of the investigation. They offer differing governmental
forms, international alignments and orientations, and levels of development . This provides a basis
for a cross-national comparison of the data collected, in order to identify differences and similar-
ities in occurrence of coverage, or in type and length of coverage, between Soviet client and
non-client states.2 Further, in each country selected for this study, Soviet desire to expand naval
presence was either known or suspected. Finally, the Mediterranean and Indian Ocean regions
account for the bulk of Soviet port visits.

Some information concerning Soviet naval visits to Tunisia and Syria i. also included. Though
insufficient material exists to enable these countries to be included as primary cases, the limited
information available supports and adds depth to the findings for the principal countries.3

The six-year period 1968-1973 was selected because of the availability of data and the
intensification of Soviet naval visits to the four countries in the period.

In all, 11 newspapers from the six countries were examined (see table 1). A brief discussion
of each is to be found in appendix A. Five factors were considered in selecting newspapers for
examination: political orientation, degree of government control, city of publication, circulation,
and language. Every effort was made to choose the most widely influential newspaper which was
representative of the society (the ruling elite if not the general population). Because they failed to
meet these criteria, no communist party newspapers were included. In several cases, circulation
figures appear low for a main , capital city daily (particularly in Somalia). This is a result of, and
reflects, the economic conditions and literacy levels of the country in question. It is also true,
however, that a single newspaper is read by several individuals and in many cases is read aloud in
coffee houses and on street corners.

Somali newspapers for 1973 and Iraqi newspapers for May 1968 and December 1973 are not
available. For visits during these periods, information from the Foreign Broadcast Information
Service (FBIS) and the BBC Summaiy of World Broadcasts has been used.

1* vIsit Is defined broadly as the entrance of an unspecified number of warships sImultaneously or In close
succession Into one or more ports of a ghen country for a brief period (usually four to sewn days).

2~~~ term “Soviet client” means (1) that the third world nation In question depends on Soviet aid for all or most of Its
mlllta,y strength, and (2) that Its general foreign policy positions coincide In most, though not all, essentials with
those of the USSR. Most Importantly, client states are those third world states that are most likely to iscelve Soviet
support (Including mthtazy support) hi times of crisis. However, client states ate to be distthgidsbsd from communist
states not only by the nature of their regimes, but also by the lesser degree to which they irs (If at all) militarily allied
with the U.S.S.R. through mutual defense treaties.

3The first Soviet naval combatant vhit to Tunisia did not tak. place until May 1974. The first visit to Syria occurred is
September 1957, and by 1968 the Soviets ó~~yed routine access to Syrian ports.

. 1 .  
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TAILE I

NEW~~b?fR$ c00 )LTID

Country Nr~ss~~ r’ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~ L u n

Algeria if.Mou AI~u,
AIghn

Morocco L’4aiaiea
Li ~ rIr 1b’u~~, ~~~~~~~IL. *Irht if w

1971)
Tunisia L AcWon Tunis ‘~~~ 

—.~~~~~

aMnW Tunis Ai~~
Iraq if~*~~~s*s

~~~flj,j if~ Sa iJsd Ao~~e 7O.~~, )
Syria

Somalia 1 909
~~P4~wS~~ M~~ iPu ’o Isi~~~~ Rn.

*1._I ~~~~~ “o,.al.c’o ~ *lc
)

Mr _ . ... . .Nusd su. 11us.
belies. dty vs~Ns ,.*....J s~~i b v .
CO,~~ sien f1 .vs e sass Oem 0. -J no - ~ ss i....._.J s.* ~~l.MMntty~s A~us t~ a~~~M su asumv.

In each country considered by this study there exists a syssew of coa~~ah’nslva ~~ves. ms
control of the media.’ This i. espedafly true ii Iraq, Algeria and Syria d sow~~st less tave he
Morocco, Tunisia and Som~Ii~~ Except for the Moroccan LVpà~ow ad the So mM O*tub.r Sts,
each newspaper is an, if not the, official government organ.

For each port visit, the domestic daily press was i~~lewad for the peslod one wusk psior so
the first day of the visit through one week following the lest ~ y of the vlelt. When c~~ar~~ sues
found, it was ew.tnined in terms of length of coverage in cohe~~ ‘~~~si inclusion of phosoge~~Ps, )
and type of coverage (i.e., editorial, news release, feature astide, etc.). The sexta of the assidis

1~~yi.~~ B. Mao., in Ids study of freedom is di. worid press, raIse the ~~~~~~ ~~‘4  hers — ~~~~~6; Mo naco, 5; Tunisia, 5; Iraq, 7; Syria , 7; Soadla, 6; whers 9 MI.i-i a cenIru~~4 pease ayN.,~~ no l.
ad 1 in~cs~s a frss ayno., no ~~~~~ lIoes. Is Raymond L Mane, MPrssdmu in ~~ Wald s gus: A
Appraisal with Niw ~~ta,” Jo~ n~~ai Øi.tu(p. winter 1965, pp. 3.14 ned 119419. lay ad G~~ nose ~~ 3
cn1mtMs as follows: Algeria, 6; Morocco, 4; Tialia, 5; Iraq,?; SomuRa, 6; whess 7 In~~~es a oaeU~L1 ~~s,no
4p liELlsInss. ad 1 indicates a fre, peas aystam, no qumf1eVI~i r.a, Is. Raymund ~~~I, “I~ Ni, Cdss,in ifPesdos,” hsdons of Ian., Jan Peb 1973, pp. 24. T into account ~~ diffi enos in r~~~s, ~~u’—~~~ remain Mudhe. Morocco is relatively moss ups. then the other atsiss in both s.d... Iraq ad Syria see
relatively le open than di. other stats is basis amiss. Algeria and Sonsis are in het~,.. although dci, to Iraq ad P
Syrin,uo both scahs.
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were translated no that the he1oe~~iion ~~‘udrd c~~~ be mod dise pspsw.1 Fsr~~rs. ~~esr~mr
possible, official U.S. ~ip1n—..r~~ repoitag ~~ s mod to peo~~~ nq,~ aeasasy ~~ a to
the objectivity .1 she newspaper e ” t

• The dates of vats, ad the total ~~ ± v  by c~~~ery (r.~~h is ~~ i, k1o~4. ~~ v takan fees
• CNA’. assoaneed Soviet port vat file.

Tets ~ if I
______ 

,si vs.se 1 7 3  T~~~ ~~ 
-

S I
14 Ii

S — - —

ms ~~~~ tW

1P—~-- ad hu Sk wares, t~~~~~~ued — ~~y most ~ — -- .ly : in ~~
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FINDINGS AND CO$lQ.L~~~ td
1

FINDINGS

• etween the periods 1165.70 ad 1971-73 the ntunbrt of ~ais increased by over
90 percent while the peopornon covered b~ ~~~~ pin e dr uchned lies abou t 40
percent to under 10 percent (we table 2).

• All oWicW vtsrs t have been wu.red by the pre~. whereas osiy 10 parc~ans ofother types of visits have been (see table 3).

• Eaceps foe official vints, when a vhs rspoetsd b~ the local p~~~, co~erage is

morally liwited to the dates of the vhs, ad advance noirce or feloanup co~~~ nu
are rare.

• Soviet port vats to a country follow a conelteni psuero. B~ersneve and unofficial
visits2 of warship. have not been mode befOre the first omcial vat. Flee vhts
usually include a ashes (Iraq, b ank Morocco and Syria) ad often in~&.A.
submarines (Morocco ad Algeria). Shç. hager than dnuuym are seldom used for
subeespient visits, and when they we, the vht may coincide with other political
events.

• In.port activities are highly formalized and we wüfonn ano’~ all coun tries
examined client and iron-diem alike. In thin resp ect, the chief dafr,rna I that
the Soviets interact more with the local population of client states.

• In each country examined Soviet targets appear to be local governmental d u e
groups (particularly in Iraq ad Somalia). Among these groupa, Soviet interaction
with police, military and naval grorsp. a prbo y f ocno.

- • During port ~‘hlts to client states Soviet activities are more politically pointed.
Policy statements are made Which Ite sore openly supportive of the Arab cases in
the Arab-leach conflict, and more opeu1~ ti.West. In non.dient stases, state.
ments empha.’e cooperation and frie,t S4slp between the Soviet Union ad the
host nation.

• In Iraq and Somek.~ the tone of the coverage is ar more enthunia.tk ad favorable
than it is in Algeria and Morocco.

_ _ _ _ _  

3

~~ official (puodudl) ‘Mt (imoly to the m*. part or M dIp)is~ ~~ k, in~Jve.l ....d piutoad
ad pr*llclty, and serves to .ppoil ~~ md Soviat fosuip polcy ~~sc1Ives.2A bs~~w.. ‘Mt is puts.ily ops..IIoaM. ~~~~~~ ~~ ~~~~~~, — in~~~~~ 

• ~~~~~~unofficial (frlssily or co.rtaay) vint is diploa.die Ma the offtcinl ‘Mt. but more lore.kay. 30,551 casa~~ with tIre
host country’s pdlltlcal ad ~~~~ y elites see at ~~ sty or loal lord.. The Soviets em these vinta, at has in 3part , to provide lo tlc support for ~~ ~~p.
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TABLE 2

TRENDS IN VISITS AND COVERAGE,
FOUR-COUNTRY AGGREGATION

S
5 Vms No. of visits No. covered P.1csnt covsred

ieee e 3
ieee 13 6 46
1970 12 4 33

P 1968.70 33 13 36

1971 15 0 0
1972 20 3 15
1973 39 2 7

1971.73 63 5 8

TABLE 3

PRESS COVERAGE OF VISITS, BY TYPE OF VISIT

No. of VISItS5 P,,c..,t covered

OfficIal 2 2
Otherb 40 5

OffIcial 3 3
Other 8 1

I raq
OfficIal 3 3
Other 11 3

SornsHs
Official 4c 4

• Other 32 0

OffIcial 12 ‘2(100%)
Other 69 9 (10%)

lndvdN flvs p’s-INS ituhu u.
b.011 ,.. Imdu~~s ~euffi~W and buulnss ~~~~ and ~~sdul opsr.dorl vistas oths, than thou. r.port.d offlcii .

• Thvss ~~~~~~~~~ ISIS ~WIi u.s ouunusd hur~~~ ons.

.5.
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CONCLUSIONS )
While timing of the visits may be largely the choke of the Soviets, or a shared decIskm~ of

host and visitor, host nationi retain significant control -ver the event itself ad, in ill probability.
shape it to their own purposes rather that to Soviet preferences.1 h’4r,ed. It appeax that client
states, moreso even than non-client states, may be exploiting the Soviet naval visits for ~~~ own 3
purposes an much as the Soviets are auaapthtg to pin advattage with the host c~~ tey. In iraq 3
and So,n~li~. it appears that at certain tiuws, the host governments cnewrage wide ~±~~hy of a
port visit, and popular contact. Yet, in the greaser ‘i ~ ber of c s , vhita p ~&uaupostst
Furthermore, in Morocco and Algeria, noticeably greater coseia5e given Western nasal vidte, a
observed in Morocco, and lack of coverage afforded apecW operiidonst visits, such an the Soviet

• transport of Moroccan troops so Syria via Algeria, suggest at least selective g~~ rnmaami ~4’~~ c
rather than general indifference on the part of the press. Of course, the scat ~~versge may $
indicate, however, that, over the years, naval visits become so routine that the Soviet nail presence
is not perceived as newsworthy.

The country’s receptivity to Soviet naval visit, may not depend solely on whether the I
country is a Soviet client. Its attitude toward the presence of foreign navies in its region ad its
geographic location and level of economic development ad political sophistication may also
influence its treatment of Soviet port visits.

3

- $
S

3

3

• tOne •“ i4~t of &~ ~ ~~ prim ~ ens afforded first Soviet codiatant ,Wts. In Aipria, Morocco ad Talia, ~~~SS
visits lane bee. p~~sd donn hr the pans. First visits to Iraq, Somali. ad Syria, on the other bead, bays bee.
ilrtied hr tae pies. 5

2A special o,svstlma vWt is usodated with a psrtkviar dWomatic event or political iehlMu,s.
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$ AL(WP ’4

Algeria has been the most frequently visited of the four primary countries under study. As
judged by number of press ar ticle., the.e visits have re ed the widest ount of coverage of the

* four natiosar studIed. During 1966.751 the Soviet navy made 42 port visits to Algeria . Source material
• 

was available for ezamnadon of all vidts. Only seven viiets received coverage in the pies ex ’ined
(see tab le 4). All sever, occur red before 1971.

TAIL! 4
$ INCIDENCE OF VISITS AND PRE COVERAGE - ALO!~ IA
S 

_______No. oI viiu No. aaVsd No. .naed
1996 2 2 2
1967 3 3 3

S 1_ 6 S 0
199S 4 4 I
1970 7 7 I
1971 $ S 0

6 S 0
1973 7 7 0
Total 42 43 7
1974 1 (ewou 3D*srl I I

PRESS COVERAGE OF FIRST OFFK~AL NAVAL VISIT, APRIL 1966

The first official Soviet naval visit to Algeria was made dining 25-29 April 1966 to the port of
Oran (see table 5). The squadron consisted of a asbasine tender (ø~~~~~i~~~), a du oticyit, two
submarines and one support vessel. The visit was not followed in d~Jkss*hid. but did ieceive
one-day coverage (26 AprIl) in ar.SAasb and four-day cu~eragc in an ~~~~ Pseack4~~~ age daly, La
R.psibliqsse.2 According to ae.Slsasb, Algerlais naval arm commander less Mows. a~cio.paled the
Soviets in a formal call at second military region headquarters on 25 April. Import mt~kle. an
reported in the press included a reception on boeed the ~~ attended by ~~~il ad local
FLN officials , a visit to the North Africa glaa works, aid a l”c~eou given by the second military
region. The theme of the visit, — reflected ii statements made by Soviet omcen, was Soviet-
Algeria solidarity ad frisi’dddp. Soviet seamen went whose on iwo di1. for shopping ad

• igbsaee*ng. but otherwise Soviet-local interaction appwed ..hi~~.L No national level wthositles
were involved. In view of this low.ksyed reception, ad conalda,iog the ame ~~~Itamous visit of a

• Soviet-Algerian goodwill mission,3 It appears that the government of Algeria watad to downplay

1fhe psilod 1966.67 was hrduded to slow study of ~~ ~ st omclai Soviet mi viii. Of the ~ ar oouaUIas ader
only Alpavia was vied by the Soviet nay befose 196$.

• 2j,  Rqsiblqise carried aollcss on 25,26(2), 27 ad *2) ApiS.
3Ths ,~~~~~~~~~~~~~ whida .IIIsI4hrA~~ Iia floe. Tunia on IS A L moslvsd yoat bdaf ... ”~. hr ~~ pnm pier hr 26

• Apr$l,when lt di1aasL

• .7 .
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TAILE S
3

NUMSER AND LENGTH OP ARTICLES ON ViSITS COVEN ID — ALGERIA

Vie cousrud No. ol ~~~~~ To~~ arbinv ~
20.29 *, 1196b ~~c
10l4 Nov IllS 2 66.1
1415 Au, IlS7 I 3
I4IR Ssp u S ?  I 3
1421 Nov 1917 1 4
13.1SArINS 2 10
S.13 Noy 1$7 2 1$ $

1l-2l Apr l$7# 2 20

N.,sli. nud 55~ JflU~ ~L1~~ ~~~ fl. JJ  i~~~ •* Per 1171.73, ~~~~
~ss .a~Und. ~~~~~ pslsd mo • am ~~

SI! ~I *1 ~ • ~~~ N, anbl*~.. L.Ni~~l... 5~sm ...serjtls , amrn

the visit’s import This is aruppoeted by the paicity of media cuverlge aid the choice of Orari
rather than the capital city, Algiers, for the first offi cil ~~~j&~ 1

ly compad.on it is inse ru .ilug to note that the visit, of three bydwgeapbic ships to Algiers
(12-16 May 1966) for wha appws to have been a business cal, recâ~.d wider press coverage thai
bid the first official viuIt. ’ A long (24 coinass-inch) article in eI.Moedj.kód on IS May outlines the
ships’ vital statistics ned informs the reader that the character of their “ uion “is far more
scientific thai military.”5 It is reported that a d~Iepi1oss of the Algerian navy visited the ships aid
that the Soviet crews visited Algiers and its environs.

I
PRFSS COVERAGE OF SUISEQUENT PORT visris

10-14 Noeem4.r 1966. The second Soviet warship visit to Algeria received more aid
higisev-kvel attention. In November of 1966 a squadron composed of a pIded-~~~le destroyer,
two submarines, aid two nippon vrm’ls, under the command of a rear admiral, visited the port of

1A itL .s~~g buhaU.J ~o..r4oa le to be found hr tIn 20-25 March 1966 viii of flu. Soviet ~.I vssssle to Port
Said, 1~ pt. in ~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ the port vtited was not the mths port , Alexandrie, but Port Said. Reception was hept
Iow.kay, ad prE&lty am “~~as.t” and local.” It ba been u~~ ssed tint ~~ pattern hrdlcsled the leh1.lloui Of
the E~ iptl ~~e.,~me.1 to “padrially accustom Its people to tepid such vita — ,outhrs.” Sue Gsorp S. Drepkis.
~1In Soviet liati.’. Quest for Mouse to Naval Paihdss hr l~ pt FTIOI to the ma War of I967~” OIA Fiofeat~’ua1
Pap er 127,p. 31. )

~TIIIS ie the only one of the nine vita of Soviet oceanopaphic and apsce ius.rth vs.eit to Alpasin dmhrg 1966.73
to red ly cowespa hr the doati c pren.

~fldi assertion It especially hrtsrssthig shice one does not aormsly assodits vita of hy&opa,klc uldps with a ..St~.iyfunction. ft uny hidicate a concern of the Alp.da~ pau.rnm t tint Soviet naval vita not be co.sUud e.
Indication of Alpadan coocesiomne to tine U.S.S.R.

I
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Algiers. £I-Aloudj.Aid reported the visit in three news wicks conátuig mainly of photogeiples of
the ships.1 The visit wan characterized as a “courtesy visit ” by ei~M.n~ sAid. While this vint
received wider attention, the quality of the coverage is quite ~~~~ to the first combatant viusi so
Oran. In neither case wan the visit the subject of feature or editorial oomme’nt

1419 August 1967. The foflowing August, four Soviet ships visited the post of Algiers on
what, according to Radio Algiers, the Soviets labeled a “technic al aid p Isi”niag caL”2
E1-Moiqslsid carried a solitary three-cok .indi announcement of she Soviet sailors’ shore las.5
Their activities consisted of purchadng souvenirs and “mixing with the pop”Lstion.”4 No other
information concern ing the visit or its purposes was inchided.

1419 September 1967. One month later sax Soviet ships wived in Algiers for a flve~day
visit. This visit received a slight two.column.inch notice of arr ival which incLided the ruw- ’rr and
types of ships rnvo lved.5 No information concerning type or purpose of visit was green in the psem.

- 
0 1421 November 1967. On 15 November d-Movdjslüd cwied one article amo’.ncixg the
c arrival of five Soviet ships to Algiers for a one-week visit, described a courtesy caB. There w no

additional coverage.

13-18 April 1969. In April of 1969 the Soviets paid their first warship visit to the ateni
o Algerian port of Annaba (Bone). This visit received two notices in ei~Mov4jeAit It w reported

that the squadron , under the command of Rear Admiral Golata , w on a “friendly” ~islt. Further,
the article reported the 15th April meeting of Golata and officers of his staff with high rviking
military personnel of the fifth region, at which time there was an exck-igp of token gifts. On 16
April the chief of the military region, Cdi. Mohanned Abdeighani, accompanied by a number of his
staff officers, visited the Soviet squadron and toured the cruiser Mvrmansk and thr ee other ships.
There is no mention of meetings between Soviet naval officers and Algerian political or mllitary
elites at the national leveL Upon departure, Commander Abdelghani received a I 7-gun enlists.6

8-13 May 1970. In May 1970 the Soviets paid their first official visit to Algiers. On 8 May
eI-Moiadj.hid announced the arrival of four ships under the command of Vice Admiral Leonenkov.
In a nearly identical notice published 9 May, ei-Mo’adj.Isi d announced in-post activities, including a
reception by civil and military aithorities and the customary wreath-laying ceremony at El-Aba

O cemetery. Thus, it was not until four years after the initial combatant visit to Algeria that the
U.&&R. conducted its first official visit to the Algerian capitaL 7

1EIMos 4~~~, 10 Nov 1966, p. 10; 13-14 Nov 1966, p. 3; and IS Nor 1966, p. 3.
2Ramlo Al ers hr French, 2200 CMI, 15 Aug 1967, hi RDC &.-=.~j, of World badt~~~ p1. IV, 1$ Aug 1967, p.
A4.

3m.vose *i, 16 Aug 1967, p. 3.
4Thid

( 5Ibld., 168sp 1967,p. 3.
6Ibid., 16 Apr 1969,p . 3; 19 Apr l969,p. 4.
~~ ccmpsriaoo , hr E~tpt the time iag was bm than one year from a fdsndly sit to Port Said (Sspss..b& 1965) to an
oMcinl sit to Aleundrls (August 1966).

.9 .
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Given the grand scale of Soviet press ~easaent of maneuver Ohoan, is us i n s ._ i  to nose
that ,i-Mo.s~~Aj d made no mention that these ships were part of the m~~~uvers.

16-21 April 1974. On 16 April 1974 vJ.Mo. Aód mewiimced offidul friendly ruse of a
Soviet warship squadron to Algiers. The nest day, s~Meu ód wiled a foIc~ -up atosy w~~ a
standa rd description of tecieptiosis of aid for high-ranking ~~ fta.y aid local Algislan dipitasles
But in addition, this wide Incksdsd a short dicv~~os of the ships’ epacilI~~tloa.: ~~~~~~~~~~~~~
complement of men, epeed, and home fleet of waseL This is the ~~st obiuvsd iwislkal
account of vi.ltimg Soviet cosbatai ts. The diplomatic ilpor tenci of ~~~~~~~, the ~ st off icial naval
visit to Algiers in four years, is underscored by the fact that the three 5ovMedTh units involeed
were commanded by a rear admiral, V. L Akostw.1 )

CXWICLUSION

The lack of press co#ezige of visits since 1969 that were not official coincides with the
escalation in Algerian support for mutual superpower naval wlthdaawals from the Medl’m ,..airsn,2
as well as with the routislitlon of Soviet navel visits to Algerian port.. Of the five vilts co~ernd in )
the Algerian press that were not official, all occurred before 1970. Four of these visits were to the
port of Algiers and the fifth w the ~~st Soviet warship silt to the port of Aunsis. Soviet
warships, inchiding submarines, have regularly silted Annabn, site of the former French naval bane
of Mers-el-Kebir, since 1971. (None of these visits has received press mention.) Visits of ~~ .hlps so
Algiers and Oran are comparatively less frequent. Since the Algerian guvemment is outepobm on
the issue of a mutual superpower naval atanddowu in the Mediterranean, It I logical that their
policy would be to play down dose cooperation with the U.S.S.R. on port utiliz.tion.

$
I

)

_______________ 

)
Jjj~~~~~ TASS hr Fn .lt, 1852 GMT , 14 Apr 1974.
2The author It bndsbted to her colsague Mr. Gecep S. Drsgv~kh for prusl~~~ dr ta on essctloan ci M.~Iteu ensan co~~states to esperpower naval actMty hr the rs os. Algeria first .zpllcIII y celed for the wKhdr anal 01.8 fc*p ssal
forces from the isdltiresinesa In Dsos~~er 1969.

)
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The Soviet navy peld nine cosabsiant vilse to Moroccan poise èuing 1961.73 (see table 6).
Between 1971 sand 1973 there w a sigulficest Increase in weMip visits - from none in 1971 to

C three each in 1972 and 1973. Pr eowe fur ii nine silts were ~~~~ ‘~ t Only four
c visits - three to Casablanca and one to SiR - ~~~e covered by the Moroccan press e~~~~~d- These

four included the first visit (15.20 October 196$), the 6-11 May 1970 silt, the 20.23 April 1972
• viIt, aid the t5 Sepsember to 1 October l972 vilt to Sd. As seeu in table 7, three oi the four

visits covered were official visits, and lb. fourth (M.y 1970) was a spedil operation, visit held in
cort~inction with maneuver Oke~ n. The May 1970 vIsit w the sole visit riposted by the Moroccan
press that was not officiaL The e r.1.duig fivi vilts, to Sail and Tangier, were not reported in the

C press ezamiuiwd.1 None of these five w an official vilt.

TA~~.I$

C INCIDENCE OP VISITS AND PRUS COVERAGE —
$ van No~sl visits No. asiuthnud No. ~~~ .d

I I
1 1 0

• 1970 1 1 1
1971 0 — —

C 1972 3 3 2
1973
Tosi 9 9 4

TABLE 7

NUMBER AND LENGTH OF ARTICLES ON V1$111 COVERED — MOROCCO

VMse osm.ud_ No. ii nctL.. Total cohram-kdnss
C 1130 Oct 1N n.e.0 fl$

.11 No~ 1970 2 30.5
33

2S$~~se1Oct 1972b

~ 5N *ISUIA unhe. ~*...Ms .uesd siei rust.

( Iui.~iriean irisi an site. frem a us.a*.~ r~~s,t if
- 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

~TI.. Savists paid these ~~i*1, IMts to Mo,ocoo In 1973. None 01 ~~ee ma is,wiM hr ~~ pies ~~~~~~ 1~~dearth of pidtldty I lelusessleg hr slew of the Sosfot navy seNt of Noroansa ~oopa to lyrk prior to the October() War. fl1~L . ~du~~~, 22 Apr 1973 p. Al.
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PRESS COVERAGE OF FIRST OFFICIAL NAVAL VISIT, OCTOBER 196$

The first official Soviet combatant visit to Morocco was made during 15.20 October 1968 to
the port of Casablanca (see table 7),1 Domestic press sources for this visit were unavailable, but
other sources indicate that the visit received routine coverage2 hi La Petit Maocán and the
Casablanca daily La Vigne.3

The squadron of five .hlp. — a guided-missile cruiser, a guided-missile destroyer, two nab-
marines and an oiler — was co.nm~nded by Vice Mm. Both Petrov. In-post activities included
courtesy calls on Moroccan defense minister General Mezian and deputy chief of general staff of
the armed forces General Drissa. There was a wreath-laying ceremony at the mausoleum of King )
Mohammed V. A reception given by Admiral Petrov on board the cruiser Grozrsyy was attended by
provincial authorities including ranking representatives of the Casablanca mun ipal council id
foreign diplomatic representatives. ft is significant that neither the port governor nor the governor
of Casablanca prefecture attended the principal Soviet reception, which suaests that the Moroccan
government sought to downplay the visit. The ships were open to the public, but local authorities
discouraged visits. Soviet requests for an cpen.á downtown band concert, a program of .hlp visits
by local school children, and other activities which appeased of potential ptop.r1ul~ value were
rejected. Further, port authorities, through procedural red tape, prevented most Moroccma fros
visiting the Soviet ships. This indicates that the government took a correct but decidely cool
approach to the visit, which received far lem ballyhoo than the Soviets desired.

PRESS COVERAGE OF SUBSEQUENT PORT VISITS

6.11 May 1970. In 1970, the Soviets paida single naval visit to Casablarica. On 7 May Le
Petit Marocam reported the “technical” (presumably business) visit of three Soviet naval vessels - a
guided-missile destroyer, a destroyer and an oiler. In total, the visit received only two notices in
this newspaper, totaling 30.5 column-inches, including a 10-column-inch photograph. 3

The commending officer of the Soviet squadron was Capt V. Zoub. The main in-port
activities consisted of receptions given by city and local authorities and officials of the military
district. During one of the receptions Captain Zoub exchanged gifts with the governor of the
maritime administration. Maritime and city officials and members of the admiralty visited the
destroyer, but the ships were not open to the general public. The press noted that the ships had
participated in major maneuvers of the Soviet fleet in the Atlantic Ocean prior to the port visit.4

was the first Soviet combetsint visit of any type.
2”Routhne coverage” Is besic news reporting (dates, places, persons Involved, etc.), with no editorial comments or• feature articles.
3Moecow TASS IntemstIo~~ ServIce In Fi~~~~ , 0831 GMT, 15 Oct 1961, In Fosaips Brosdon t laformustlon Service
(FBIS) 1)ifJ~y Report, Mlddk £avt & AfrIca , 15 Oct 1965, p. Tl. LYJpIrk.r noted ca 22 October that port authorities
had refused to allow Moroccans to boerd the Rn~~n thipe. The Moroccan government had scheduled the Soviet visit
to end two days before the vInt of the king and queen of ~ and two days befpre the vIsit 01* B.lØn nasal
unit . These upcon*ig visits dominated the local press while the Soviets wets hi port.

4LehtltMeroc.M, 7 May 1970,p. S.
)
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In repo rt ing the Okean maneuvers , in conjunc tion with a port visit, Morocco was unique among the
countries studied. Moscow, announcing the “Soviet sailors’ friendly visit” to Morocco , commented
that the visit occurred following the completion of the ocean [OkeanJ naval maneuvers in the

• Mediterranean.1

20.25 April 1972. The second official Soviet naval visit was practically identical in format to
the first one four years earlier. In April 1972, four Soviet vessels visited Casablanca. This visit ,
listed by the Soviets as an “official, friendly ” visit, received coverage in L ‘O~nbrion, in an article of

• 33 column-inche s, 18 of which were in the form of a photograph. The text reports the squadron as
includin g a guided-mi ssile destroyer , a submarine , an escort, and an oiler. Ship pendant numbers
were included in the article. The squadron was commanded by Capt. (let Rank) I. M. Kap itanet s.
The captain is reported to have described the purpose of the visit as consolidation of “the amicable
relations between the two countr ies.”2

In-port activities included a luncheon given by the Soviet ambassador to Morocco and a
C reception given by the Moroccan navy. The captain heJd a reception on board the destroyer for
r national dignitaries. Guests included Mohammad Aziz, deputy commander of the Morocc an navy

and of the general staff of the Moroccan armed forces , and national defense minister Gen.
Moha mmad Qu fkir. The ships were opened to the public and the local Soviet community for a
five-hour period. A TASS report set the turnout at 4,500 persons3 (the Moroccan press did not
comment on atte ndance).

C 25 September to 1 October 1972. The first visit of a Soviet combat ant to Sail — 25
September to 1 October 1972 -. was reported in Le Matin but not LVpinion La Matiss reported
the “courtesy visit ” of a solitary guided-missile destroyer in a one-paragraph article. In-port
activities included a short period of shore leave and a reception held in honor of the ship’s captain

ç and officers by the provincial governor.

COMPARATIVE COVERAGE OF NON-SOVIET VISITS

The May 1970 visit received two notices totaling 30.5 column-inches. The April 1972 visit
received one notice of 33 column-inches.

0
c These statistics gain significance when compared with the depth of coverage of naval visits by

other countries. The April 1971 visit of the French helicopter carrier Jeanne D ’i4rc received wide
coverage (23 1 column-inches , 90.25 column-inches of photographs) over 13 days. The March 1971

• operational visit of the U.S.S. Springfield with ComSixthF lt Adm. Isaac Kidd aboard received a
total of 87 column-inches , includ ing 34 column-inches of photograp hs. The April 1971 visit of the
Italian destroyer escort La Cavabiniere received a total of 112 column-inches (35.5 column-inches

‘Moscow In Arabic to the Arab world, 1700 GMT , 12 May 1970, In FBIS L) 4(Y Report, Soviet Union, 13 May 1970. p.
A34.

2L’I)piyij~,,J, 25 Apr 1972, p. 6.
3Moecow TASS Inter~ donsl Setslos In English, 1208 GMT, 25 Apr 1972.

13-
C

- — ____________________________________

.‘

~ 

~~~~~~~~~.~~~r—  — -
~~

-
~~~~~~~



-

.
)

of photograp hs). The May 1971 visit of the Iranian destroyer LI.S. Artemiz received 46 column-
inches of coverage (18 column-inches of photographs). Even the August 1971 visit of the Argentine
cruiser La Argentina received 43 column-inches of coverage (including 25 column-inches of photo-
graphs). Both the May 1970 and the April 1972 Soviet visits received less coverage than did any of
these other naval visits during the same period. Table 8 shows the comparative coverage of the
French, U.S~, Italian, Iranian, Argentine, and Soviet visits

TABL E S

COMPARATIVE COVERAGE OF SOVIET AND NON-SOVIET VISITS
(As raØortid In La Petit Marocai n)

Length of visit No. of notices Total
Visit (days~ ~dsys) column-Inches

Soviet navy vesssls (41 5 2 30.5
May 1970

U.S.S. SprIngfield 6 5 87
Mar 1971 )

French helicopter carrIer 7 10 231
ksvin DAre
Apr 1911

Italian escort Ls Cwabi’nlwa 4 4 112
Apr 1971

Iranian destroyer L.I.S. Astamlz 6 1 46
May 1971

Argsntlns crulssr La Aspant!n. 3 1 43
Aug 1971

Soviet navy vessels (41 1 1 33
Apr 1972

CONCLUSION

A trend in Moroccan official views on foreign naval activities in the Mediterranean is not
easily discernible. While Rabat has on occasion called for mutual U.S and U.S.S.R. naval )
withdrawals from the Mediterranean, it has not mounted a steady campaign as Algeria has. This
may be due to geographical location; Morocco more properly belongs to the Atlantic than to the
Mediterranean, given her coastline and location of major ports. Thus, Morocco’s low-key approach
to Soviet naval visits probably does not reflect special concern for great power naval rivalry in the
Mediterranean but rather a need to express solidarity with her neighbors. It would seem from the
greater press welcome accorded the Western navies that Morocco ii signaling a one-sided policy
favoring a Western naval presence in pioximity to its shoves. )
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IRAQ

During 1968-73 , the Soviet navy paid 14 warships visits to Iraq i ports. The Iraqi press
covered six of these visits (see table 9). of the three visits covered which were not official, aft
occurred before 1971 (see tab le 10). Pr eu sources for the 11-19 May 1968, 8-10 December and
18-24 December 1973 visits were not obtainable; the firs t and last mention ed visits are known to
have been reported. Certa in information concerning 1968 and 1973 visits was available through
other , including Iraqi, sources, and this information was used.

TABLE 9
(-I

INCIDENCE OF VISITS AND PRESS COVERAG E — IRAQ

Year No. of visits No. examined No. covered
1958 1 0 a

3 3 2
1970 1 1 1

C 1971 1 1 0
1972 2 2 1
1973
Total 14 11 6

‘me Soviet ~isis In ~~~~~ ISIS end is-as Dsoutu~s. 1973 ncre ..poilsd In ths &m..tic press, butC this p, ~~~ not ts~ lIiJi* for sxainlnotlon. Non, of liii other fly. visits In 1973 cowisd.

C TABLE 1O

NUMBER AND LENGTH OF ARTICLES ON VISITS COVERED — IRAQ

Visits covered No. of notices Total column-Inches
11.l9 May 1968’ ~~~ ‘l.a.

C 15-18 Feb 1969 1 8.75
c 14.l9 Jun 1989 1 5

27.31 May 1970 2 18
l1.lS Apr 1973’ 2 12.5
18.24 Dec 1973’ n.a.b

I )  ‘Offidel VWtL
( • a,. not ~~~lthIe for .gsmln.t$on. lnfo,msslon uisd ~~ ~~n born .11~1JIJIr f Ng~SS5

isssl’s~~.

PRESS COVERAGE OF FIRST OFFICIAL NAVAL VISFr , MAY 1968

The Soviets first official naval visit to Iraq came in May 1968 (see table 10). The Iraqi
newspaper al-Mini, announced the upcoming visit on 21 April, sayIng that the Soviet squadron

.15-
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would include “rocket-launch ing destr oyers.”1 The squadron of two warships (a sIded.nc~slk
destroyer and a cruiser) and one support vessel arrived in Umm Qair 11 May for an eight-day visit.
(This was part of the same squadron that visited Somalia in April 1968, and these visits were p t
of the first Soviet goodwill combatant cruise in the Indian Ocean.) The comman’4~’tg officer, Rear
Admiral Khovvin,2 and his senior officers met with minister of state and acting defense minister
Maj. Gen. Hammudi Mahdi and army chief of staff M~j. Gin. Ibrahim Faysal al-Ansari . The admiral
was received by President Abd-ar .Rahman Arif. The ships were visited by the commander of the
Iraqi naval forces, the governor of Basra and the director general of Iraqi ports and were open to
the public for a short period. There was no report of the number of visitors to the ships.3

In his reported statements Admiral Khovrin pledged Soviet support for the just struggle
against Zionism. lie further stated that the Soviet Union is working for world pesce and seeks
sincere friendship with no ambitions attached.4

Sources indicate the press afforded the visit continuing and favorable coverage. In an editori al
statement , ath-Thaw,uh (official organ of the roling Arab Socialist Union) reported that the visit
“represents a political action of extreme importance on the domestic , Arab, and international
levels.” The editorial attributes special significance to the visit “in view of the British decision to
withdraw militarily from the Arab Gulf before the end of 1971.”~ The domestic press furt her
compared the Soviet visits with U.S. warship visits, which were described as “carrying out
espionage, instigating aggression, and suppressing peoples fighting against imperialism.” The press
editoria lly expressed the hope that comprehensive Soviet-Arab cooperation would continue.6 )

PRESS COVERAGE OF SUBSEQUENT POR T VISfl’S

1969. In 1969, the Soviets paid three warship visits to Iraq. Two of these were reported in
the local press. The Febru ary 1969 unofficial visit of a guided-missile cruiser and a destroyer
received one news article 8.75 column-inches long. Al.Jumkunya reported that the fleet was
welcomed by the provincial governor , the director general of the Iraqi port authority, and the
commandi ng general of the Iraqi naval forces.7 The ships were visited by provincial officials , labor
representatives and representatives of the National Student Union . At one point during on-board
ceremonies, the squadron commander , Lt. CoL (sic) Igor Astilov, asserted that the Soviet Union
sided with the Arab countries in their just position on the question of Palestine.

‘Moscow TASS Internadonal Service In Pngftih, 2146 GMT , 12 May 1968.
2’p~~ deputy coeiaiaider , Soviet Pacific fleet; now commander In chief. Black Sea fleet .
3A TASS report published In Kmmi~u zvezal,, 19 May 1968, IndIcated that hundieds of Irsqi workers, peasants and
students visited the ships daly.

4Th1 t.nor of these stat ements Is consistent with th. observed pattern In the statements node durIng the Soviet naval

— vWts. In client ~a$s the stni~~e aplnst Zionism is a n*In them..S 1fr~1 R1~ In ArabIc, 1600 GMT, 17 May 1968.
6Mo.oow TASS International Service hi Russian, 1722 GMT, 20 May 1968.
7AMauukII,Os, 17P sb 1969,p. 4.
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c The second 1969 visit reported by the press occurred in June and was made by a
guided-missile destroyer and an ocesasoge ihic research vesseL AI.J umhnny. carried one, five.
column-inch artic le describing the visit as “friendly .”1 Those present at a reception he the port kaB
included the commander of Iraqi naval forces and the director general of the iraqi port autho rity.
it was reported.

27.31 May 1970. The sole Soviet naval visit to Iraq in 1970 (27.31 May) was covered by the
domestic press. AI./uml.unya carried news articles on 20 and 30 May (of six and 12 column-inches,
respectively). The commander of the naval units, Capt. Igor Voronokov, met with local dignitaries
and high-ranking Iraqi naval officers. On at least two occasion., the captain stated that the people

• of the Soviet Union supported the Arab people’s stru ggle agnin.t Israel and imperialism. Statements
• made by Iraqi officials asserted the Iraqi government’s inten tions of strengthening relations between

the two countries. The governor of Basra, the director general of the iraqi port authori ty, and
other officials visited the ships. Interestingly, the Iraqi press did not report that this visit was pert
of maneuver Okean.

11-16 April 1972. In 1972, two Soviet warship visits occurred. One, 11-16 April, was
reported in al.Junshsinya.2 This visit, described as “friendly” by ai.Js~mhieñya and as official by the
Soviet Union,3 followed by one day the departure from Iraq of Prem ier Meaty Kosypi and a
high-ranking delegation of economic and military specialists. Their visit, at the invitation of
President Ahmed Hasan al-Bakr, coincided with the initiation of direct national oil production from

C the northern, ar.Rumahlah fields,4 which Soviet aid helped to develop, and also with the 25th
anniversary of the socialist Ba’th party. On 9 Apr11, a Soviet-Iraqi treaty of friendship and
cooperation was signed. It w in this environment that on 11 April the Soviet naval units entered
the port of Umm Qair.

As in the earlier visits, the in-port activities began with a welcoming c~!ewony - here
at tended by the commander of Iraqi naval forces, representatives of the Ba’th party of Bairn, ando the Soviet military attadie in Baghdad and consul in Basra. In remarks following a meeting with
the governor of Basra, the Soviet commander confirmed “the profound friendship between the
people of Iraq and the Soviets, and its development in remrkabie form since the 17 July
revolution.” The Soviet officer praised the revoluntionary government’s efforts to exploit the Iraqi
natural resources.5

The port visit, while receiving favorable notice, was not )iighkgI~ted ii the press. This I
particularly interesting in view of the fact that other Middle Eastern newspapers published
comments on the visit’s import. L ‘Opinion published a front-page notice of the visit on 22 April.

1AI.J ui,sf aafy., 15 Jun 1969,p. 4.
20n 11 April dJamn~u,W published a fow.coluxrta.Inth article (p. 2) announcIng the Soviet anival. 1~~ folosihig d~ ?
It earded a ahis.colunm4nth article (p.3) r.pottln$ In.pcrt activities.

3TeiIth.ssn, I., Ccl. of limos, and Oem.sov, Captain (lit R.*)~ “Naval R.prsssntativss of the Soviet Union,” table
U,MorekoI~ om*, no. 7, 1974.

4Th. ka~ povsramsnt natlonaifrad the oil industry one month before this visit.
SAM ,thlfys, l2 Apr l9l2,p. 3. 
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The article ohuv,u American dimatisi action with the visit, which is reported to be the first
of Soviet warships in the Persian Gulf since the witladeawal of British faeces the

on~a Dece...b.er.1

15.24 ~~cavusbev 1973. Of the aix comba’~nt visit. Ms 1973 ,2 only one was pd~hthrt
IL.~sver, pines sources were not available for this visit, which occurred 15.24 December. Some

formarioss concerning the visit was available from Soviet sources. The threeveael squadron,
co anded by Capt. V. Aaeyev. entered the port of Umm Q. on what lASS labeled an official
fncnJy viest.3 The visit could also be seen as a counter to the ~sat completed annual CENTO naval
exercise which took place in the Persian Gulf and Arabian Sea.

)
)

3

_________________________ ‘I
acconet It, of course, Inaccurate . Soviet n. thl,.s visited Ira q kdtinl y In 196$. 1~~ isport would appear to be

moss an .xp ealon of Moroccan perceptions of US. attitudes than an actual U.S. positio, on the Itet.
2Th. 3-12 Apr il 1973 m t  of four Soviet naval sssssla to linen Q.ss wont unawp~o4.d in ni ~.sIta(N. lionavar, It w
noted in at least one other Middle Eastern country. The Dsisvt daly, ai.M,he, ispoited on 6 April ~~te of ~Wte by
four Soviet ships In Iraq. The visit coincided with the 2.11 Apr11 mt of Ada. Sstpy Go,*kov, ~oc~~~dst.in.thlef
of the Soviet navy, and a h*gli.rwklng salUtary dsls don to Baghdad dahig the lrag.Zuwald border d~~uk.
Adndrai GorthU om s visit, she coincidental with ~~ Seat a1s...L.~...iy of the SoiIst.lraqi treaty of ~~~~~~~~ d )
ooopsratlon, reosked burner hendlon and sxtsndvs c,w~~~~ ossv a 10.dsy period (al.h.,.inwO~ 2, 4, 5.10, 12 Apr
1973). 1~~ lash of press reference to the visiting Soviet drip. It particularly jung ~~oe Gos~~ ov milled ~~ porte of
Sara and (Jam Qier (Bajs44 Domestic Service in ArabIc, 1900 GMT, 7 Apr 1973) in at lest am of whith Soviet
naval units wore present dining his vilt.

½ioscow TASS International Service hr Rnj l~~, 1134 GIlT, 1$ Doc 1973. )
.
~
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SOMALIA

From 1968 through 1973 , the Soviets made 36 naval visits to Somali ports. Sources were
examined for all visits throug h 1972 , a total of 24 visits. Of these, onLy five received coverage in

C the domestic press (see table 11) . There were no press sources available for the 12 visits of 1973.
C However, it is probabk that only one of these , 15 20 March , received any domestic press notice. 1

TABLE 11

INCIDENCE OF VISITS AND PRESS COVERAGE — SOMALIA

No. of visits No. etamlnsd No. covered
1 1 1

1969 5~ 5 3
1970 3 3 1
1971 6 6 0
lan a 9 0
1973 12 0
Total 36 24 5

71w s of dues 15w vdsfts ~~~ .mdsresksn by i srn e k~5st squu&~n mowsap ~st~~sn dyes
lenuri peru in Desunts.. Th~ t~~ other Ds .....tj .. vatu ~~re not o~ o,sd Wi dis 4o.....Iic
pm. ~~~~~~~~~L b..oo.~tev esurcus l1 LSculs thu this ~~muIi pm. dd c~~~ ot Isust on. Scutot co...&iuam
viult hi 1973; Pi~~~wr. die 1973 press ~~~ not ~~~Iabis for suundnsdon.

During 1971.73 a total of 27 warship visits were made (largely resulting from the Soviet
acquisition of naval port facilities at Be~bera during this period). Only the March 1973 visit to
Mogadiscio, an official visit, receivec mention. Indeed, as seen in table 3, during the whole period
from 1968 through 1973, visits that were not official received no press coverage, while every
official visit did.

C PRESS COVERAGE OF FIRST OFFICIAL NAVAL VISIT, APRIL 1968
C 

The first Soviet warship visit to Somalia began on 17 April 1968 (see table 12). The
three-unit squadron of the Soviet Pacific Fleet entered the port of Mogadiacio on an eight-day
official goodwill visit. (This was past of the same squadron that visited Iraq in May 1968, and these
visits were part of the first Soviet goodwill combatant cruise in the Indian Ocean.) This visit

l~~~ probthBty of the is sepported by the absence of any domestic press comsra during the preceding two years.
More Importandy, hr every “~~~‘~~~ prior to 1973, when a port visit received dcmssdc covsrqs - press or
bw~~ss - the P818 ~~~

y Rqrwt made not, of It. SInce 11 of the 12 1973 visIts r.celvsd no FBIS notice, It It
unMi,Iy that y of ths 11 receIved Somali press cowrs . P118 ~~~ Rqcwt, Soviet Urdoe ~ on 14, 16 and 20 March
printed Somali radio reports of the March 1973 port visit.

U
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TABLE 12

NUMBE R AND LENGTh OF ARTiCL ES ON VISITS COV ERED — SOMALIA

visits covsrsd No. of ncthm’ Toed oolumn-inalrss
17.2I Apr lOSIb 6 163
1.12° D.c 19%b t~~.25

17 Apr to6M.y l97~~ 1 26.5
l5.2O Mar ll73b ,~~d

Nodc. m d  coiwnn4nch sussisdus enre s.~~ 4Usd fm. ~ se —~~~~ a~~~~r ~~ v. SM

— ~~~S s e r  lie d ied).

°TIirss ~~~ mter 1515 visits ire s&.Jdysd hues us isis visit
not .u I*u for uSMn.Uosi. lJo ...4d4. . iSM 

__ • 
*~~ _ j .~~~,i

sour ces (us d u d ) .

received wide coverage in Sswt ag-Soues.I (163 cokean-inches) over a nine-day period.1 The Soviet
squadron, decorated with the Order of the Red Banner, and under the co~~~~nd of Rear Mm.
Nikolay Khovnn, fired a 21-gun salute as it entered port. The squadron was welcomed by a Somali
delegation composed of the vice president of the General Assembly, the ministers of defense ,
transportaion and communication, justice, and religious affairs, the commander of the police force
and numerous senior government officials. The p t y  toured the cruiser.2

During the on-board reception, Admiral Khovsin emphasised the deep friendship betwviu the
two countries, saying that the warships had ccme 9,000 miles to undertake a friendiy visit to the
Republic of Somalia. He also spoke briefly of the operational ability of the cruiser - asserting its
self-contained capacity to operate in any weather with great success.

In-port activities included shore leave for the crew. The warm reception they apparently 3
received was the subject of several remarks by Admiral Khovrin. In an interview with the Somali
News Agency he stated that the crew was delighted by the manner in which they had been re~e~vad
and the genuine spirit of affection from the Somali people. In an editorial article on 23 April, Smut
as-Somal reports, “We witnessed the Soviet sailors and their commanding officers to be a special )
coup — and what characterized their visit to the city w propriety, decorum, and respect for the
citizens.” The crew also attended National Theater performances, and participated in two soccer
games and other sporting events with police and army te~~~ The ships ~~~e open to the public on
20 April and Sawt as-Somal reports that over 1,000 people appwet This visit was, at least on the
surface, a model Soviet port visit, enthusiastically reported by the public peels.

1&wtaa..SonssL 18 Apr 1968,p. 4;2l Apr 1968,pp. I , 3;24 Apr 1%$,p. 1;25 Apr l961,p.2;26 Apr 1969,p. 1.
2~~4., 21 Apr 1968, p.1 .
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PRESS COVERAGE OF SUBSEQUENT PORT VISITS

1.12 December 1969. The second warship visit to receive domestic press coverall occurred in
December 1969, less than two months after a coup d’etat which replaced a pro-U.S. government
with leaders from the Soviet-trained national army. On 1 December, four ships entered the port of
Berbera for a period of two days. It is interesting to note that in the initial announcement of the
visit, it was stated that the visit was in accordance with “previous agreements,” which indicates that
the Soviets were quick to seize upon the opportunities of the recent ‘*~lsge of government.

Then on 7 December, after being joined by an oder, the units moved to Mopdiscio and to
Otisimao. Once again, Admiral Khovrin commanded the squadron, which included a guided-missile
cruiser and a guided-missile destroyer.

Oktvber Star followed the visit closely, although no mention is made of the destroyer ’s visit
to Qsisimao.1

On 7 December, the day of his ar rival in Mogadiscio, Admiral Kbovrin, accompanied by the
Soviet ambas,~dnr, paid a courtesy call on the president of the Supreme Revolutionary Council,
Maj. Gen. Muham mad Slid Bane, and token gifts were exchanged. On 8 December Oktuber Star
carried a front-page editorial welcoming the Soviets and expressing the belief that the visit would
contribute to further consolidation of friend ly ties between the two countries. A 10 December
editorial recalls Soviet assistance for “national liberation from racialist and colonialist regimes and
for the struggle pinit Israel.” On 10 December the newspaper also carried an article announcing
the arrival of a large Soviet delegation to begin negotiations for an agreemen t on economic.
technical cooperation.2

In-port activities included a football game, a wreath-laying ceremony attended by the
highest-ranking national officers, and a farewell reception attended by the vice president of the
Supreme Revolutionary Council, Maj. Gen. Jama’ Ali Khorshet This visit was undoubtedly a
pointed display of support for the new, radical Somali leaders.

17 April to 6 May 1970. Four months later, when the Soviet navy returned (17 April 1970),
the visit received one article in Najmat Oktuber.3 Two warships, commanded by Capt. V.
Korostelov, arrive~l in Mogadlscio on what was described in the press as a “friendly” visit. It should
be noted that this visit coincided with Somali charges that they were shout to be invaded by
Ethiopia. In fact, the government was threatened by internal dissidents, attempting a coup.4 The
Soviet navy probably remained in port to bolster the Slid Bane regime and forestall Its overthrow.

Once again, in-port activities included a sporting event between the crew and an my team.
The Soviet ambassador accompanied the ships’ crews to a reception given by M~ or General

l(~~.g~~P5~~ 2 Dec 1969,p. l;4 D.c,p. 4;8 Dec p. 1; lO Dec, pp. 34; 13 Dsc,pp. 24; 14 Dsc, p.4.
2Ibld., 10 D.c 1969, p.4.
3N~iast Okiuber , 17 Apr 1970, p.4.
~~ Jams. II. bI~~onasll, ‘Th Soviet Navy is the In~m Ocean,” CNA Pw*iiv”~ Pipst 77, Ang 1971, p.11.
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KhorsheL The crew also nset with the president of the Supreme Revohetienmy Council and
r numerous other high-r.’~~’g national officials. The level of contact indicate. that this visit was of

more import than a “frien dly visit.” Diplomatic contact at the national level is “Miafly reserved for
official visits, and the crisis enviroTiment in Mogadiselo at the time also suw.ts that more than a
routine visit was occurr ing.1 .

15-20 March 1973. After 1970, the only visit that is believed to have been covered in the
Somali press was the 15-20- March 1973 visit of a cruiser and mlnuwsepsr to Mopdiecio.2 sue
squadron, on an “official friendly visit ”3 was under the coi’.au..’i4 of Rear A~~~~aJ Kzvgtyakov.
Activities included an on-board reception for h I.rlliklTlg officials and all foreign ambassadors in
Sont~i’~ This was the first time that the Western diplomatic corps had attended recaptions aboard )a Soviet ship visiting the countries examined In this paper.

DEPTh OF SOMALI PRFJ SS COVERAGE OF SOVIET NAVAL VISTFS

Of tho.e visits reported since 1968, intensity of coverage has decreased as well as occurrence
(see table 12). The first vuet, in April 1968, receIved coverage on six days over a nlne’day period, )
totaling 163 column-inches. The second group4 of post.ccup visits, recek~ed coverage on sin days
over a 12.day period , totalI ng 125 cohamn-lnches. This rather intense coverage for a subsequent
visit is perhaps the result of the Somali government’s desire to take advantage of Soviet support
and Soviet-Somali frlen.hhip following the government shakeup. A second visit in a stable period
would probably have been less publicized, as In other countries ev””’l”ed. The 16 April to 6 May
1970 visit received a single notice of 26.5 coluran-hu hes. This visit may have been treated in such
low-key fashion because of the crisis atmosphere prevailing In Mcpdisclo at the time. Too open a
reliance on foreign support might have hurt the Siad Bane regime more than It would have helped
at that point.5 lt would be aurprismg if the 15-20 March l973 visit to Mogadisclo, for whicb
source data is unavailable, received more than nominil domestic prew coverage.

3

)

Ilijie ~ I~,rth aippoiled by the fact that the 25 April to 6 May 1970 ~Mt ci two Soviet wuthip. to
Beth.1. - concarrsnt with the naval vist to Mo~ diedo - raceksd no pram cmeaga.

2Mogadlsclo Domestic Service hr SwahilI, 1500 GMT, 16 Mn~ 1973. and Mc~~~c1o DuassiIc Service is Sounll, 1400
GUT, liMas 1973.

3T~~~~-vv ad O,~~~~~ op. alt
lbse ,~ ts dirbig 1-12 Decsudier 1969 at. conddsced ha. as cue sUt.

5 Thie any also account foe the fact tint the 25 April to 6 ~~~ 1970 naval skit to Bathers us~iIvsd no pr.Mcly.

)
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L COMPARISON OF CLIENT AND NON-CLIENT PRESS COVERAGE

PRESS COVERAGE

One way to compare press coverage of Soviet port visits by client and non-client states is to
- examine the total number of visits covered in the press as a percentage of the total number of visits

which occurred. One might assume that client states would cover more visits and give greater depth
of coverage per visit covered, than would non-client states. However, when the comparison is made,
this assumption is not borne out (see figure 1). In each countiy coverage drops off sharply after
the first few visits. In total, all states appear to cover port visits at about the same rate, regardless
of respective client/non-client relationship to the Soviet Union.

100 -
C

~~~ao Iraq 

SomalIa

I Algeria

~~~~6 0 -

C,
o

C 
... .......

p 1 0 -

( I I I I I I I I I I
1 I 10 1, 20 21 30 30 40 41 50

Total number of visits

0
(p FIG. 1: SOVIET POR T VISITS COVERED IN DOMESTiC PRESS
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TREATMENT OF FIRST VISITS

Non-Uleuts
Examination of initial combatan t port visits to Algeria and Morocco shows that In both cases

the visits were played down in the national press, receiving almost no nitional publicity In Algeria
and only routine coverage in port city newspaper. In Morocco. Further, the Soviets’ reception was
decidedly cool and lacked the participation of national level leaders. In short, coverage of initial
visits reflect. a government desire to play down the Import of Soviet visits.1

In further support of this, it is Interesting to note that an May 1966, less that one month
after the first Soviet naval combatant visit to Algeria, three Soviet oceanographic iuu1~ch vessels )
visited Algiers. This visit was accorded sympathetic coverage in el.Moudjshid ~ Coverage Induded
discussion of ship.’ specifications, mission, and capabilities and notice of receptions and crews’
shore leave.

Similarly, in July 1968, two months prior to the first Soviet warship visas to Morocco, a
Soviet merchant marine training vessel, Toav,sck, made a visit to the port of Tangier. The local
press attended a press conference given by the ship’s captain. Then, on 12 August 1968, a Soviet
vessel, desc ribed in the local pre ss as a scientific research vessel of the Moscow Academy of
Sciences, arrived in Casablanca for a 10 to 14 day visit. These two visits together could be
interpreted to represent an orchestrated effort to prepare to Moroccan population for the first
combatant visit, which occurred in October. In any event, there is a strong contrast in press
reaction between Soviet combatant and non-combatant visits to Morocco and Algeria.

aients
Initial combatant visits in Iraq and Somalia stand in sharp contrast2 In Iraq, press coverage

of the first visit was continuous and favorable. The presence of numerous national aethorities,
including the president, was noted~ This was also true an Somalia, where the initial Soviet visit was
greeted with enthusiastic, continuous press reportage and the Soviet visitors were met aid enter-
tained at the highest levels of government. Soviet interaction with the populace differed widely
from that in Algeria and Morocco. In Iraq, activities during the Soviets’ first visit included large
public receptions on board the ships, and in Somili., they included sports events, newspaper
interviews, and ship tours.3 In general, it can be said the official visits receive pester and more
favorable treatment in client states.

1As In the cases of Algeria aid Morocco, official reaction to the Initial Soviet corubstait skit so Tunkli (27.31 M~1974) was lowlcsysd. Press covarap k ~.pou.d to has. bssn “modest but co~~i1eIs.” The i s i  ee.d~~ c~~occurred, the Soviet ~~1oas were panted shore lease, $ T’.”’~~~ nasy soccer tam defeated the skip’. is.., ad
reospilcue were held aboard ddp ad at the Soviet am’~~~dor’. asaldace. Official skito,. to the sh~r ~J 4,d
Fc~~~ MumWee Oistt A Soviet rs~ ssst to amoge a psesde *rou~~ downtown Trials wu ~~~~ an a sisal ci
oppoitlos by the T”'’—~~~ ~~ taiy.

2Th1s contmot Is also okuensbls hr Syrian pu ss trietaint of th Initia l Soviet combatant skit (21.30 f:, _ ~er 1%?).
ThIs suit  was accorded continuIng eym~athetk cowuap hr the Syrian press. 1~~ Aleppo ~ .., qar av~~~~ misled
articles on 21 September (Mx ccle Inabes), 23 3.pte~.bs. (1$ coluum-Inchss), 26 Sept.mb.r (12 oc~ M~~s),
27 September (aWn ci±~~~bishss), ad 30 $s~ bir (2$ cchaam hrdus). Press coamep of the skit iceded 72
cohrnm~1ncbss o u r  the nbie.diy —.

31n Syria, In .port activities doileg the beaki combatant slit (21-30 $apt~~.1 1957) k’che~ d bssksibsl ad soccer
cantata, In addition to ~..qda. ad kiarh.nus 5.. av~~~~. 23 Isp, p. 1; 26 Sip, p. 2; 27 Sip, p.4; ad 30559,p.
2. -24-
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I t

POLTI1ZATION OF VISITS
I

The Soviets were more open In Iraqi aid Somali ports, Interacted moae widely with the
population and made policy statements an support of specific, rather than general , foreign policy
objectives. In Somalia and Iraq , Soviet naval officers talked about “national 1~ eratioen” and the

I Arab-Israeli dispute, while statements made In Morocco and Algeria dealt In terms of “friend ship,
understanding, cooperation,” etc.’

CONCLUSION

These differences may not just reflect political orientation vis.a-vis the U.S.S.R. and varying
- attitudes toward a Soviet naval presence. They may also reflect the relatively greater political
• C sophistication and level of economic development of the two Mediter ranean countries . At the same
• time, Iraq and Somalia may have had a pester need to broadcast the appearance of solidarity and

friendship with the U.S.S.R., reflecting the pester reliance of these two countries on Soviet aid and
coopentson.

The key here may be Algeria. If it were only a matter of varying degrees of political
orientation ~~~~~ the U.S.&L, one could reasonably expect that Somalia and Iraq would afford
Soviet visits comparatively equal aid the most favorab le press coverage, that Moroccan press
coverage would be relatively neutral, and Algerian press coverage would fall somewhere in between.
In reality, two distinct groups formed. The Algerian press, like that of Morocco, afforded , at best,

- - neutral and limited coverage to Soviet naval visits, despite the fact that, of the four countries,
Algeria ranks first in number of known port visits by the Soviet Navy. This would indicate that
factori other than international political alignment played an important role in determining
publicity accorded the Soviet naval visits.

k

‘Soviet hr-port stalemate hr Tunisia ad Syria followed thIs clsntjnon.clent pattern. In Syria, smphath was plead on
Western lmpsrlslfwr; hi Tw~~s, on fr=~’-~~ and mutual understandIng.
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DESCRIPTION OF NATIONAL PRESS

The Algerian government owns and operates, directly or hidimcdy, all ccsnmamlcstlon. media. New. material
Is gathered and distributed by the Algeria Press Service, the national news agency. The leading daily Is the
French-language el-Mou*I,Jd , the official government organ, published by the Ministry of Information and Culture.
As-SMeb, an Arabic aiguage daily, Is published by the Front 4. LIberation National. (FLN). It Is the oldest
Independent daily. The Library of Cosi ,ss retaIns both newspapers on a continuing basis.

Government control of the press In Morocco Is significant. L ‘Op*slon, the Frenth.’.nguag~ daily, published by
C the opposition Istiglal party, is often the target of government action. I.e Petit Mwo~~i, with a circulation of

43,000 In 1965, was en important Ca.sM va daily during the protectorate. The g~~~umant suspended Its
publishIng license hi Nuvembsr 1971. The M.glulb Arab Prsa, the official national news agency, provides the bulk
of domestic and foreign news to the vari ous media. The Library of Congress retains LY)plnlon on a continuing
basis.

Thai
Both the Fiench.h.~ iaS. daily L Actic., and the Arablc anguage daily a1~AmeI are regarded as official

newspapers of the ruling Destowlen Sot*list Party (PSD). Government control of the news Is strong. The official
news agency, Twais-AMque Preuse, receives, edits, and diusenthiates international news. All journalists are licensed by
the government. France ’s Agence France-Press. Is the largest foreign news service, and others Include Reuters, UPI,
and TASt The Libr ary of Congress retains both newspapers.

- L  ksq
AMsmh,uly (The Republic) Is one of fly. dailies published In Iraq by the Organization of Press and Printing

under the Ministry of Culture and Guidance, and Is the only Iraqi newspaper retained by the Library of Congress on
a continuing basis. Although It has a daily circulation of only 25,000 (ath- Thmøvh, the organ of the Arab Socialist
Union has a circulation of 70,000), aMsnthw~ya Is regarded as the government’s spokesman and Is considered the
most Important paper. Further, nearly 90 percent of the material appearing In any one of the five main dailies
originates with the Iraqi News Agency daily bulletin of domestic and foreign news. The agency derives Its domestic
material from government departments. International coverage Is provided by Reuters , Middle East News Agency,
A?, TASS, and the New China News Agency. A shortage of new’s1irlnt causes most papers to be limIted to eight
pages, with 25 to 33 percent of available space used for advertisement. Al4umMøyi usually consists of 12 pages.

L Through 1969, S.wt a.-Sonwl, the Arablc angoage daily, was owned by th. governing political party, the
Somali Youth League. At that time It could be described as nationalist, neutralist, and moderate. N mat O*tubar Is
an Arablc anguape daily published since the 1969 coup. There are no accurate circulation figures, although It is
extremely unlikely that daily circulation exceeds 1,500. Oktubar St.’, an £ngll&m~gouy newspaper, was published
sporadically and ceased publication after the 1969 coup, according to moat sources.

Al~.Bxih (The Renaissance), cIrculation 26,000, Is one of the two largest Demascus dailies (the other being
atlr-ThswreI,, *culat*on 20,000) and the only n.w.pap.~ retained by the Library of Congress on a continuing basis.
Since the Bsate~ party takeover hi 1963, newspapers have been published under the auspices of that party , affi liated
o ganlsadons end various government ministries. Strict government control is the rule. There are indication. that
censorship regal. dons were eased somewfiat after the takeover of LI. Gsa. Hails Aa’d ha November 1970.
IM’oru.~ Ios pror.s~.d h .  co.pSpd from 4,or N.,4h.oa. for th. ~dMdusI osaMr$ss, peporad by the fors~~ es .t.dts. JMsto. of
the A oriss. U~~ashy, W.thl~~to., D.C. taavI~~& yolsais csasnalsd s as fsa.ws: Ateute (1573), Morocco (1573), Tsahi
(5570), h~~ (1511 ~, Icenlis ($510), sad Syrl. (*57*).
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