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It goes vvithout saying that, ali through known history, 
peoples and nations cooperated in the face  of  common dangers. 
İt is stili common knovvledge that a great proportion of  coope-
ration in this regard had ceased to function  once the imminent 
danger is över. Who, but a few  historians, can remember the 
quiet disappearence of  a multitude of  alliances of  the 19th and 
early 20th centuries into complete obüvion, follovving  sometimes 
subtle but more often  drastic changes in the international system. 
Who could foresee  back in nineteenfifties  that the Balkan Alli-
ance among Yugoslavia, Greece and Turkey, would turn into 
a "dead" document a few  days after  its formation,  due to the 
differing  perceptions of  the signatories of  the Soviet challenge 
and to the discord betvveen Turkey and Greece on a completely 
nevv ground. But once common dangers become common prob-
lems, then cooperation among partners prove to be more las-
ting and common efforts  tovvard their solution foster  an ever-ins-
reasing understanding. 

İn the Mediterranean region, dangers  confronting  the peop-
les of  the Sea have turned, in the present day, into continuous 
and lethal problems  desparately in need of  solutions. These prob-
lems may vvell be put under tvvo broad and highly interdependent 
headings: (1) Grcat povver interference  in the region, that is the 
politico-military problem, and (2) economic and ecological prob-
lem (the intcrdepcndence betvveen the tvvo is self-evident.  Fleets 
of  the Mediterranean countries and especially of  the Great Po-
vvers add to the pollution of  the sea, If  a local or global war erupts 
-it does not really matter vvhether its in or outside the region-
natural resources of  the Mediterranean vvill be exploited to the 
full  and such an episode vvill prove to be detrimental to the vve-
alth of  the Mediterranean peoples). Leaving the ecology and 
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future  cooperation in this respect to natural scientist, 1 now 
intend to dwell on the politico-military problem. 

What I mean by this problem does not include political conf-
licts or disputes among the Mediterranean countries themsel-
ves, but the possible reflections  of  the presnt state of  East-West 
relations on the region. I think, we are badly in need of  an ove-
rall, objective and up to-the-point evaluation. It is hardly ne-
cessary to say that this small article is very far  from  being one. 
Nevertheless, I believe that truth evolves from  the criticism of 
disputable or mistaken viewpoints. 

The present day American foreign  policy has two highly 
interrelated aspects: (1) the strengtening of  the NATO defence, 
and (2) to attain flexibility  in the world arena after  the Vietnam 
straight-jacket and Watergate scandal and to eradicate the "ugly 
American" appearance. The Ford-Kissinger administration had 
placed a great deal of  emphasis on the process of  deterıte  both 
in Europe and vvith the Soviet Union. This fundamental  atti-
tude may succintly be expressed in the maxim "deterıte  or nuc-
lear war". With such an understanding, it was not considered 
vvorthvvhile to use such universal moral codes as the human rights 
against the Soviet bloc, simply because this actioıı vvould force 
us back into the Cold War vvith ali its undesirable consequences, 
in the course of  vvhich human rights vvould lose its attraction 
anyhovv. Thus, an accepted or legitimate stability, simply de-
tente,  became the cornerstone of  the American foreign  policy. 

Carter administrations foreign  policy, on the other hand, 
seem to carry certain dangers in thjs respect vvith important 
consequences for  the Mediterranean. According to the present 
administration deterıte  has turned into an end in itself  rather 
than a means, and thus had a limiting effect  on the overall ope-
ration of  the American foreign  policy. The maxim "deterıte  or 
nuclear vvar" is not correct, so they say, due to the fact  that 
a strengtened NATO defence  üne vvould deter aggression irres-
pective of  detente,  vvhich is now considered by the American ad-
ministration as somcthing not static and vvhich should be used to 
elicit certain changes in the overall Soviet conduct. 

These vievvs are based on two presiential declarations, 
PRM10  (Presideııtial Revievv Memorandum of  1977) and PD-18 



1977] PROBLEMS ıN THE MEDıTERRANEAN 23 

(Presidential Declaration of  1978), and other official  declarations. 
According to the former,  the Soviet Union has attained global 
strategic equi!ibrium and even superiority in the Europen the-
atre. The U.S.stili maintains, however, superiority in the fields 
of  economy, technology, political stability and political influ-
ence. The Carter administration seems determined to utilize its 
superiority in these fields  through certain moves as witnessed in 
the ban of  exports to the Soviet Union, missile impıovement 
and precision, the use of  human rights as a poliical weapon and 
the efforts  of  the U.S. to improve relations vvith certain Middle 
East and Mediterranean countries. Fuıthermore, according to 
the PD-18, the U.S. has important responsibilities in the Eastern 
Mediterraıean, the Horn of  Africa  and the Gulf  of  Basra, In 
order to live up with these responsib-lities, the following  courses 
must be taken: 

— The mobility of  the forses  in the region has to be ince-
ased. 

Traditional forces  confronting  the Soviet Union have 
to be strengthend. 

— Rapprochement with certain Mediterranean and Middle 
East countries ın the face  of  diminishing Soviet prestige in 
the area follovving  the invasion of  Afghanistan  has to be 
realized. 

Vievved from  the Soviet side, the most important problem 
is the conflict  with the P.R. of  China. In order to deal effectively 
vvith the Chinese from  a point of  strength, the Soviet Union 
should not be in a defensive  aııd weak position in Europe. Su-
periority in Europe would also strengthen the Soviet Union in 
dealing with future  developments in the Middle East, Eastern 
Mediterranean and the Gulf  of  Basra. In order to attain such a 
state of  affairs,  it would be to the Soviet advantage to augment 
her military position as witnesesd in the invasion of  Afghanistan. 
Such are the broadlines of  the conflict  between the global stra-
tegies of  the two great povvers. There is no need here to dwell on 
the justifications  of  the policy of  a certain power, but I like to 
stress the historical fact,  put forvvard  by. Mr. Kissinger, that 
every great povver is bound'to use military superiority in its fo-
reign policy. 
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Vievved from  this context, there seems to be, betvveen the 
two great powers, three areas of  contention whieh also include 
the Mediterranean regioıı. 1. The NATO area covering the nort-
hern Mediterranean. 2. The Southern and Eastern Mediterranean 
area. 3. The Horn of  Africa,  southern entrance of  the Red Sea 
and the Gulf  of  Basra. This particularly sensitive area would have 
tremendous impact on the Mediterranean region in time of  an 
acute crisis. 

Thus, it becomes self-evident  that the Mediterranean is the 
most important and strategic region in the world, and the inter-
cepting point in the previously stated aıeas of  contention betvveen 
the two powers. This danger along with the strategic importan-
ce of  the region does seem to be a prolonged one, ımless some 
undesirable catastrophe such as a global war occurs which wo-
uld radically alter the overall international system. Thus, the 
danger  of  foreign  invtervention in the Mediterranean has to be 
considered as being transformed  into a common and long term 
problem  which shculd be solved on a common platform  by rea-
listic, indigenous, patient and mutually accepted endeavours 
starting from  the most fundamtntal  issues. 

The aim of  the Mediterıaneam countries must be to try to 
liberate as much as possible the European detente  and regional 
politics from  the fluctuations  in the relations betvveen the Great 
Powers. I am well aevvare that this is easier said than done. But, 
if  a step-by-step approach is adopted and ansvvers to the follo-
wing interrelated questions, are sought, certain aspects of  the 
problem would be clarified  to a ccrtaiıı extent: What is to be done ? 
Why is it to be done ? How is it to be done ? With what mea-
suıes is it to be done? If  these questions are not ansvvered 
realistically, then Mediterranean peace, security and cooperation 
would only be a fabric  of  sentiment aııd a vague aspiration with 
a fevv  threads of  academic satisfaction  woven in. 

What Is To Be Done? 
1. The loııg-term goal of  the Mediterranean countries seems 

to be to safeguard  their regional interests vis-â-vis the global in-
terests of  the Great Povvers. 

2. İt is imperative for  the Mediterranean countries to co-
operate starting from  the most fundamental  and imminent com-
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mon problems such as ecology and enlarge their fields  of  coope-
ration so as to cover the highest political aspirations. 

3. The European detente  should be augmented and exten-
ded for  the purpose of  making it as immune as possible from  the 
nature of  relations betvveen the Great Powers. 

Why Is It To Be Done? 
Fırstly because European countries vvill be unable to main-

tain their present political stability and economic vvealth in the 
milieu of  contention and instability in other parts of  the globe. 
Thus, the future  of  detente  is closely linked to its extension. And 
secondly, the Soviet Union and the United States, global povvers 
as they are, cannot be expected to cooperate constructively in 
Europe vvhile contending in the Middle East, south Asia and 
Africa.  Thus, if  becomes evident that detente's  extension to the 
Mediterranean vvould both liberate it from  the monopoly of  the 
Great Povvers and strengthen it in its origin, that is in Europe. 

How Is It To Be Done? 
This is an open and gigantic question vvith no quick and 

easy ansvvers. Differing  vievvpoints and a multitude of  ansvvers 
should be takeıı into consideration in the Mediterranean con-
ferences.  Ali I vvant to pinpoint here are the prevalent differences 
in the Mediterranean region. 

Detente  is institutionalized in Europe. There are eight Hel-
sinki-participating and eight non-participating countries in the 
Mediterranean. Thus, half  of  the Mediterranean countries are 
outside the process and institution of  detente  in Europe. 

The second majör division is the fact  that most of  the count-
ries vvithin the process of  detente  are industrialized vvhile most 
non-participating are not, vvith ali the contradictions betvveen 
the tvvo sets of  countries. 

The third majör division is that detente  in Europe origina-
ted from  and stili rests on bloc politics. Thus, most of  the par-
ticipating countries are bloc countries, vvhereas the southern 
littoral countries are mostly non-aligned. Thus, vve have to ac-
cept the fact  that there are many racial, cultural, political and 
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economic divisions in the Mediterranean. I think this variety is 
only natural and it is even better to accept them as they are. 
Because richness in every field  of  life  stems from  variety and 
cooperation, by definition,  includes diversitv. 

Taking these observations into consideration, the proposed 
Mediterranean  Detente  has to have a different  content than that of 
the European one vvith certain parallels in prineiples. Further-
more, the Mediterranean Detente  has to accomodate itself  to 
non-alignment on the one hand and to the New International 
Economic Order on the other. In this respect, economic, techni-
cal and cultural cooperation among the Meaiterranean peoples 
should be the common aim. 

With What Measııres Is It To Be Done? 
Three possible courses of  action comes to mind:(l) Star-

ting the process of  a Mediterranean detente;  (2) to organize rnore 
frequent  meetings embıacing ali Mediterranean countries on 
the Valetta lin.e, and (3) to insist on the present course of  action: 
Observation of  the detente  process by the non-participating count-
ries. 

On the background of  present observation, the best course 
of  action is the first  one. This is to open the dooı to a future 
Mediterranean  Detente  parallel to but independent of  the Europe-
an one. 

It is desirable that the Mediterranean countries start from 
the most fundamental  and easily identified  fields  of  cooperation. 
The common and imminent problem, ecology seems to be a good 
starting - point. But, ecology is generally understood as pollu-
tion and considered as exclusive conceın of  the developed count-
ries, whereas it has three important aspects which highlv deser-
ve our diligent attention: (1) exces;ive consumption, (2) pollu-
tion of  the environment due to uncontrolled industrialization, 
and (3) population growth. To start cooperating in the field  of 
ecology with such an undercstanding could also be a good start-
ing in the field  of  ecology with such an understanding could 
also be a good starting-point in alleviating sharp contradictions 
between the indistrializecl and developing countries of  the Me-
diterranean and thus betvveen the exploitation and protection 
of  nature. With its rich natural resources and beautiful  nature, 
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Mediterranean should be the first  region for  this unpreceden-
ted and constructive and progressive experiment. 

Another fundamental  field  of  cooperatioıı is to cultivate 
fuıther  understanding among the Mediterranean peoples. The 
best course of  actioıı is to try to create a common conscioıısness 
about common problems confronting  the region. Establishment 
of  a Mediterranean  University  will be a most appropriate action 
tovvards this goal. As an initial step, the creation of  a Mediter-
ranean Summer Centre for  senior students of  international re-
lations, international law, public administration and economy 
would serve as a meeting ground for  the Mediterranean youth. 
Such a centre which. will eventually develop into a university, 
may be financed  by the iittoral countries and the meeting place 
may revolve annually among them. Togetner vvith. education, 
furthering  of  understanding among the Mediterranean peoples 
vvould be precipitated by a Mediterranean Nevvs Agency. 

In short, vvith a definite  conscioıısness of  the common poli-
tical, economic and ecological proolems confronting  the Medit-
terraen countries, step - by - step approach starting vvith coopera-
tion in the ecological and economic fıelds,  the establishment of 
a Mediterranean University, vvould help create a Mediterranean 
Detente  parallel to but independent of  the European one, is the 
best course of  action. 

In the second half  of  the 20 th centruy humanity as a vvhole 
face  serious and long -term problems and our region is no ex-
ception. Our high level of  knovvledge brought about by avaılab-
le scientific  data and the value systems of  our modern vvorld for-
ce us to cooperate in the solution of  these problems. Because it 
is much easier to find  solutions in a smaller scale, Mediterranean 
cooperation must be our first  aim. And, I risk repetitioı; in stres-
sing the pcint that national, religious, lingual andcultural dif-
ferences  among the peoples of  the Mediterranean who are pre-
sently organized vvithin various political entities, should in no 
way hinder the common search for  solutions to the problems 
vvhich vve are imminetly facing. 


