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A European Defence Nucleus?

Lost s1ght of amid the recent ﬂurry ‘about 'the mark the franc and ‘the pound,_ and
about what exactly Mr Wilson said to the west German Ambassador, is the fact that at
last month’s Nato meeting in Brussels, Mr Denis Healey, the Minister of Defence, did
succeed in getting the idea of a European Defence Nucleus (EDN for short) airborne.
But it will need very careful nursmg 1f itistorisetoa thher altxtude and 1t could st111
crash to the ground ‘

" Effectively, it was, the Germans to vifhom Mr Healey had to sell the idea. Thelr fears
that EDN. would encourage the Amencans to w1thdraw ‘more troops from Europc, and
that collaboration in arms productlon would. get entangled with the question of oﬁ’set
payments to, the Amerlcans, had to be allayed For nearly a year now. Mr Healey has
been woomg the Germans. In the spring, Herr Schroeder, the German Defence
Minister, was dlstlnctly cool towards the 1dea, immediately after the invasion of
Czechoslovakia, he was slightly less cool. _Then in November, after some promptmg
from the Chancellor, Dr Klesmger, he responded fairly posmvely to Mr Healcys
suggestions. :

In wooing the Germans, Mr Healey also went out of hlS way to keep all the other Nato
allies in: the picture. The Americans blessed his: efforts, to. the point where Mr Dean
Rusk openly endorsed the EDN idea at the formal meeting of Nato ministers. - - . ,

None of the European ministers, least of all Mr Healey, wants to createanew European



defence organisation inside Nato, ] let alone outside it, The keynote in the approach will
be pragmatic mformahty At'the’ moment the plan is that the European rmmsters Wlll
meet at regular intervals (possrbly once every six months) and that in the 1ntemm the
ambassadors and permanent representatlves at. Nato;wxll.,glve ,the 1dea 1mpetus

. The first such meeting will be in_the rmddle of January, on ~the eve. of Presxdent
leon s inauguration. ¢ On this occasion, Mr Healey will bend ‘his eﬂ’orts to get Europe
to speak to the new An‘mncan admmlstratron w1th a common voxce The lines of tlus
“European approach” are already apparent. =~
1. The Europeans will try to dissuade President leon from reducmg the number of

American troops in Western Germany, in- response to domestlc pressures oL

,2 If President Nixon cannot see his way clear to make such a commitment — ‘he will

almost certamly want to reduce the number of conscripts in the Amencan army, if

_not to go the whole way to a purely: volunteer army - the Europeans will urge him to

* strengthen the credibility of the use of American ‘nuclear weapons in the defence of

_ Europe. They might insist, for example, that if there were 4 further thinning out of

" conventional forces, in face of a massed assault tactical nuclear weapons could be
fired after about two days (rather than the four days that is now  generally assumed).

They might therefore ask that in the chain of communications the gap between a

request by a field commander to use tactical nuclear weapons and thexr release -

should be shortened.
3. If the Americans do not respond positively to such proposals, the Europeans may
have to hint that the idea of a European nuclear deterrent (wh1ch appears to havc
. died a political death) might have to be revived. .
4. When the Americans come to talk to the Russians about nuclear arms control the
_ Europeans may be willing to accept that discussions about such matters as FOBS
(fractional orbital bombardment system, news of which emerged from moscow last
" yearand MIRV (multiple m% dently-ta.rgeted re—entry vehicles) are the business
of the two super-powers (though 'they ‘would expect t6 be *kept informed). But when it
., comes to such matters as the 7,000, tactical nuclear warheads deployed by the
. Amencans in Europe, and the 750 medmm—range mlssﬂes which the Russians have
" . trained on European targets -the Europeans would expect not merely to be informed
~ "about the discussions but to be consulted,

Unless the Germans and the British can draw closer together on pracncal defence
matters, however, EDN will be nothing more than a talking forum; it wouldn’t even
then rate as a cabal. There is, however, some evidence of a growmg collaboratlon on
these matters between the British and the Germans. For example ,

(i) Nuclear Guide-Lines: After the' vanous separate studies within Nato’s Nuclear
Planning Group, Mr Healey and Dr Schroeder havé the joint task of drawing up
general guide-lines for the use of tactical nuclear weapons in every sort of environment.
flfthey can agree, a common EurOPean pohcy on the use of these weapons will be laid

own.

(ii) The Mea’zterranean Over the last few months, reg-ular staﬁ' talks have taken placc
between the Germans and British to discuss the whole range of rmhtary problems in
Europe. It is significant that the Germans are showing greater interest in the Mediter-
ll?:;alcl éht:?esevch ll);ﬁz:n 'lfheY acknor:lledge, however, that naval powers such as the

e and Bri ave a special res
they emclos can do little fo. helg ponsibility in that area, and they admit that

(iii). Artillery Developments: The ‘Gerimans and the Bntxsh are workmg closely together
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on new artillery developments (though they aré’ gomg thelr OWn separate ways on the
use * of rockets as area deferice’ weapons) For example: ‘ ' ~

“(a)- Jomt development of a téwed 155 1 mm howitzer i is saulmg ahead P

(6) Britain and Germany dre discussing, with the Amencans, the development of a’
self= propelled 155 mm howitzer(the present American :155-mm SP gun, used by all'
three counties; lacks range ‘anid has no'special fac1hty for engagmg tanks by indirect’
fire). The Americans may onceivably drop out of this consortium; if so, theé British and
the Germans will still: go ahead {possibly with the: ‘ultimate aim of standardlsmg all
artxllery for*the central front in Europe on a. 155 mm. cahhre) ‘

- (iv)- A4 New Combat Am‘mﬂ - The joint feasxblhty studies now being conducted about
the' dwgn of ¢ a combat alrcraft‘ for the fhid 1970s will’ end in January: A-good deal 6f
horse. tradmg is'still” gomg ot but there aré sxgns that, with luck, the Germans and ‘the
British will-come'té a 'reasonablé compromise onlithis; plane $ operatlonal reqtnrements
Several techmcal points are beirg gradually hamtnered outs: - 0 e i B

(4) Both want the plane to have a short-take-off and landmg capab111ty on grass . The'
Gerinatis' iow" appear to be edgiiig a'little closerito the ‘British view that in this.and other
respects @’ swing-wing aireraft would be better than'a ﬁxed wmg one.t v il go

" (b)-The British have scaled down théir range requlrements Both' countries appear‘
now-to'be thinking'in terms of a combat Tadius of 250-300 miles. = 1o ?

(¢)The two coiintriés riow’ ‘appear to have agréed that the plane should be able both!
to cabry.but strike thissiotls agdinst airfields-and: to give close 'support to ground troops.

(d) There are still substantial differences. between. the two' countiies on'how much'
‘gubbins*’ (navigatiénal devices, radar equipmient, -etc.) the pline should:carry’= and
hiénce:about its:all-up weight; on'the’ required ‘engine performance; and on whether it
should be’asingle-seater or-a two-seatér. One possible compromise: is that they; will
agiee-on an‘airframe’(and the éngines'to:go with it) ‘that could be adopted to meet the’
more sophisticated. requn‘ements foi"plenty of gubbins ‘beloved by the Brltlsh air staff;
and the cheapér, simpler requlrements of the Germans.: - ! - R I

(¢) There are also some faint signs that at least the framework for the Jomt industrial
development and: production of the plane is-being established. Until the autumn, Herr
Schroeder, possibly because of his health and possibly:because of his political ambitions;:
had'seemed to be:content to let things slide on the combat aircraft project. Now-he has
taken a firmer grip and has been pointing out to thé: German aircraft industry-some. of
the beneﬁts that would' accrue from ‘a more cooperatlve attltude to. the Brmsh mdustry

LSRRI

.- . e
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In sum: there are slgns that the Germans and the Bntzsh are trymg hard to reconclle’
their differences about this aircraft. But the plan for joint development and préduction’
of the plane (with the Italians falling in with. them) could stlll eas1ly founder Ifi 1t does
it will carry the EDN down with i it

D1plomat1c R1pples 1n the Black Sea

The two. American destroyers. Dyess and Tumer have duly sailed into the Black Sea and
out again.without.provoking the confrontation with the Russians which some observers
feared. But this episode may yethave some curious repercussions. Specifically:: i

« (i) ‘Russo-Turkish relations. The prevalent feeling- among. Turkish d1plomats is that
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their. country’s relations.with Russia will not be seriously damaged by the: Americans”,
action, in which the Ankara government. acquiesced.; But.the. Turks. are. not.whelly,
sure; and left-wing relements in: Ankara and Istanbul have tried. to make: political
capital out of the affajr. The Turkish foreign ministry handled the. matter very coolly;
the only. official comment (made :was: the .statement .by" the foreign iminister, Mr
Gaglayangil, who said. that ‘Turkey is merely. implementing the stipulations.of the:
Treaty of Montreux’. The: Turkish reply to;the Russians’:Note of: protest:-was given:
drally by'a senior Turkish diplomat to a senior. official of the Soviet.embassy. - -, '
(ii) Repercussions on the Middle East and Gyprus: At the same, time, Turkish officials have
been'disturbed by recent Russian propagandajon-the Middle East and in particular by
a recent statement by Pravda to the effect that: Russia regards the:Middle East.as.a zone’
specially connected with its own security: Ankara’s first reaction was that in this context
the term ‘Middle East’ could not possibly include Turkey — and that the warning was:
aimed. at the Israelis, and indirectly the Americans. But again, Turkish officials are not
qufite.Sure._,u. e SR P T I A A T S Sl h

. One possibility — it is no- more than that — which some of them take into account is
that Moscow might show its irritation: with the Ankara:government by shifting its
ground once again on’ Cyprus. If one or two:Soviet warships could show the flag at
Cyprus ports (modest as: their facilities are) it would be a good piece of Russian, pro-
paganda. Recently Russian' media have-revived: the old line that Nato wants to
impose its own solution on the Cypriots, and that the British bases in the island are
beingused to plan ‘imperialistic aggression’.. - .. . o

;..For the past six months; negotjations have been going on quietly between Greek and
Turkish Cypriot leaders in search of a permanent solution to the Cyprus problem. At
one point these. talks were making fairly-good progress and there were hapes that a
settlement might even be reached by November ~ which was whispered to be the
‘target. date’. But this deadline proved unattainable. If these negotiations were to end
in failure, and tension were to rise again, how would the Russians react?- .

* In the light of their present activities in.the Middle East, they might be tempted to
try.to turn the situation to their advantage. This might conceivably mean reverting to
support of President Makarios, who.is closer to President Nasser than-he-is to the
Israelis. On the whole, this is improbable; but it is a’contingency which policy-makers
in Ankara have to takeintoaccount.* .. .. . . . .. . 0. .

. (iii) Possible revision of the Montreux.convention. Another possibility. is slightly worrying
Turkish officials — that, as a corollary to their present naval policy, the Russians might
seek to secure revision of the Montreux convention of 1936 in their favour. Some well-
informed Turkish pundits have forecast that in the foreseeable future Russia will pro-
pose the convening of a conference on the Straits (the Dardanelles and the Bosphorus),
with the aim of securing a new treaty which would virtually turn the Black Sea into a
Russian lake. In international law, the Russians can claim they are entitled to file such
a request. The Montreux convention was automatically extended in 1956 for an
indefinite period because none of the signatories requested revision or modification.

Again, this is no more than a possibility. If the Russians made such a move, the
Americans would probably want to have a say in any new conference; although as a
non-signatory, the United States’ right to intervene might be challengeable. Even if a

new conference on the Straits were convened :at Russian instigation, there is no cer-:
tainty that Moscow would get the kind of treaty that itwants, ., . ‘ ' '

[The parties to the Montreux convention, signed on 20 July 1936, were Turkey,
4
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Russia, Japan, Britain, France; Jugoslavia, Bulgaria,. Rumaniz and Greece. Under its
terms, the Soviet Union was given the right to send any mimber of: warships-of any size:
through the Straits in time of peace withaut. Turkish permission, while: the hon—litt,o'ral?
powers were permitted to send surface warships with limited armament .into the Black:
Sea. The United States was not a signatory. As rockets did not-exist in-1936; the treaty:
did not cover the possibility that modern missile-carrying destroyers like the: Dyess.and
the, Turner might be sent inito the Black Sea.} . . w0 - . cia 0
+(iv) Future American cruises inithe Black Sea. Turkish officials are sticking to the line that:
theivisit of the two American destroyers was not a violation of the Montreux cornivention j;
and there isno indication that the Ankara.government will try toveto.such visits in.thel
future. The official Ankara policy is that ‘as longas these visits are made in accordance.
with- the terms of thetreaty, the Turkish government ‘will let “American ships go
through’. But, privately, the Turks hope that the Americansiwill not:repeat the exercise
too often; perhaps twice a year, but not more often. In the present instance, the United-
States notified the Turkish government two weeks in advance of the passage of theships:
and, .in accordance with :the Montreux convention; the Turks'in turn notified the.
Russians; Significantly, Russia and Bulgaria protesteéd — but,Rumania did not.
‘In-sum: the Turkish government feels that last week’s ‘cold-water war! has blown:
over— and the more sanguine officials regard it all as astorm in a tea-cup. But at the:
same time the episode has left an undercurrent of uneasiness. The Turks cannot rule:
out the contingency that, through miscalculation rather than design, the naval policies
of the two superpowers might lead to a confrontation in waters close to Turkey.

LR I
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The Hawks on Top in Brazil

At first sight last wéek’s events in Brazil appear to be a serious setback to the hope that
the country might return to constitutional government. Another theory is that they also*
contain elements of accommodation designed to avert, or-defer, a more serious crisis,
The President’s assumption of special powers — which has meant the suspension of the
constitution, government by decree, and the round-up of Opposition leaders + is in.
some respects what the Brazilians call a ‘composicao’; namely a way out of a dangerous
mmpasse, - . ) . . . T : G
- The background to this affair is as follows: It had been evident for some time that a.
critical situation, for which much of the blame has been attributed to Marshal Costa e
Silva’s own ‘immobilismo’, was impending. The confrontation between the President
and Congress (who are in a sense the fronts for the military and civilian forces) was
dropped temporarily by mutual tacit consent during the visit of Queen Elizabeth. On
her. departure it reappeared in a more acute form, aggravated by the approach of the
long summer recess and the Government’s determination to resolve the affair of
Marcio Moreira Alves, the deputy for Guanabara.

- Moreira Alves had openly accused the military of torturing political prisoners. This
allegation, coupled with some other remarks he made, were regarded as an affront to
the honour of the armed forces. Under pressure from the army, the Minister of Justice
asked Congress to lift his parliamentary immunity so. that he could be brought before a
tribunal, A trial of strength ensued betweer the Government and the MDB (Brazilian
Democratic Movement) Opposition in Congress = who.were backed by some deputies
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from th Governmeit ity Arenit (e Natonl Rénovatih Alianc). Tho Aby
prompted by hard-liriers;insisted on the"éﬂspensi\‘pq of Alves s1mmumﬁy ,'gpd ‘ -QO#gtess» !
had gone into recess without giving way-on this point, the prestige Ofthe gOYf@@ent
would ‘have suffered adamaging blow.,th.wou'_ld have "W@@kén‘edzf@? hand 5°i:_,th¢ |
moderates in the regime -against the military” hawkg':who Y{%’vlt“to;.fc{ee'i}? an outnght x
military dictatorshipz. - 7l f 0 T St T ey

“Marshal Costa e- Silva ‘himself is more. modérate than-his recentactions ‘Suggest..
Essentially. paternalist in temperament,:he has too !ot_‘t‘et} :.ercx?ggﬁqated ;p-{hg’l}dh«t{g :
difficult - issues; :this ‘weaknhess+prompted-the ‘colonels \‘to“'"prfft:,‘l_‘i t}te moredynamlc
Marshal Castelo Bratico; junior to-him in'rank at the time; as leader of the move:: :

[

ment‘which overthréw the téftistregimeé of Président Goulart in 1964' R
 For the- past year ‘Costaic Silva: has’becn 'the- object -of continual criticism from |
several quarters:forexample; from:supporters of the 1964 ‘revolution® W{I;ﬂjlflli“;ar}d_wlth:’ |
out the arined-forces, from: membérs- of "the:rgof\‘remmentrpa;ityF(Arfirg_a:).v,:"gnd ot least
frofrizthe: press: His critics:have aceised: him-of inactionvon a Widé range of political |
issues which must beiresolved-before the presidential elections diie-in 1979. , '
Despite-last week’s: events,: majority opinion:iti the armed forces:was said to be
moderate, and to'favout:the seléction of a civilian: to succeed: Costa. &:Silva: But for this
to be:possible, it was essential that:thémilitary should withdraw from:the political arena:
in: good .order; with -their prestige:ifitact and:thein imag’é.;vuntargishéd by the kind:of
allegations made by Moreira Alves—whoin Gongress hasfelt duty-bound:to defend. The-
main obstacle:ifr the way of.a réturn tor full: constitutional governiment-has been the:
group of military hawks in the armed forces.
Sandwiched between the hard-liners and an intransigent Congress, the President
acted with unwonted toughness and ex(Rg:ditiop. Hisapologists claim he may have averted

-
.

a more serious clash at least for\gl}*e time being; gh.lg“re{nams to be seen. It is imperative
that he makes some conciliatory moves within thé next three months (when the public
are’ppreoccupied with. sumnier : holidays :and the :Carnival festivities) ;. otherwise the
country will slide into sterile; aiithoritarian military.rule: The longer:the military delay |
their return to barracks, the ‘greater:the danger of an explosion which. even the army
will find it hard to contain. There is some evidence of what may be termed Nasserism
among thejunior officers, - " ¢ oy s Fre o g L R ITa
-+But, . by. anid large, the army:'isfstiﬂwn;lore' unified.ithan - the other -great national
institution, the Catholic church, where the divisions between progressives and con-.
servatives: have.widened, partly ids & result 6f the. encyclicals on . social 'conditions
(particiilarly Pacem in Tertisin 1962):of PopeJoh, and the Vatican Council meetings. |
The Archbishop of Olinda, well known as. the. leadér of the progressive wing of the |
Church, isicommitted  to ‘non-violent révolution’; But in the middle ground between
him and: the ecclesiastical backwoodsmen in the rural:sees there is a large sector of thé
church- which follows the leadership of Dom Eugenio Salles, who was recently
appointed . to the See of Bahia and is now :primate of the world’s.largest Catholic |
country. L
“Despite the modérating influence of President Césta e Silva and Dom Eugenio Salles,
velations between the. Church: and the. Army, .formerly: close and harmonious, have
deteriorated appréciably.:Some militint progressive priests have. been. placed under
housé'arrest by the militaryhard-liners, i . ... ; .« ... I B T
‘Another factor thatis increasingly 'cbm‘p]icatiﬂg Brazili
women in politics. In the uncertaii no-man’s-land be

an politics is the emergence of
tween the political parties, women
6.




Ieft the bridge tables of Rio for the more exciting game of politics at the time of the 1964
xevolution’, Often-swayed by the-parish priests, they led.the: great demonstratiops for

‘God, Family and Democracy’ which gave the army invaluable moral support. Since
then, the government’s efforts to cut them down fo.size have met with.very little
success. Behind the inexperienced.figure of Senhor- Maicio.Moreira Alves is the more
formidable influence of his mother, Dona Branca, who wields wide influence in her
an'right and has close links with the Vatican, (She is 2 lay member of vafious_ Catholic
QFgARISAONS:). . | .. . . ..o . e o
" The essence of Brazil’s dilemma is the failure of the.army to complete the task it set
itself when it moved inta the political arena in 1964, and its.consequent failure to with-
draw in good time and in good-order, in line with Marshal Castelo Branco’s original
intention. Last ‘week’s’ events are ominous, but there is just a chance that the slide
towards "‘totailit'ar’ianism smay not be wholly irretrievable.- It is important for Latin
America that the army should disengage in Brazil ‘by 1970; and withdraw to the
barracks to resume its watchdog role. : : '

Mr Clifford’s Block-buster

‘There is little chance now that the peace talks on Vietnam will get down to serious
business before February. This is the thinking of diplomats close to the ‘Paris nego-
tiations. : R : o SR
It is not merely that the wrangle over'the shape of the table could drag on for some
e (although in the end some geometric formula will almost certainly be agreed on,
ipossibly a simple round table). The trouble is that the Saigon delegation’s faith in the
Americans has been shattered by Mr Clark Clifford’s television broadcast last Sun-
y, in which he gave the impression that he wanted to see American troops ‘(pre-
sumably all of them) out of Vietnam as quickly as possible, and did not disguise his
exasperation with the tactics adopted by the South Vietnamese government. ‘I’'m
becoming inordinately impatient with the continued deaths of American bdys in
ietnam’, was one of the key sentences in Mr Clifford’s statement. He -expressed the
ope that there would soon be a reduction in violence, and that this ‘will lead very
uickly to a withdrawal of the troops’. - : : ‘

During the involved and sometimes.acid discussions which took place in Saigon in
ctober between the South Vietnamese leaders and the US embassy (when details
fthe bombing halt and the expanded Paris peace conference were being'worked out),
fesident Thieu, on listening to Ambassador Bunker’s forceful insistence that peace
egotiations must be initiated as speedily as possible, quietly replied: ‘“Mr Ambassador,
m not quite sure which country you represent. Is it the United States —or North
ietnam?* . .
‘This somewhat uncharitable suspicion of Mr Bunker — who was only acting on his
overninent’s instructions — is directed even more at Mr Clifford, and indeed th.e
hole Johnson Administration. Vice-President Ky has already forcefully expressed his
iews on Mr Clifford — and may go on doing so. ) L
What is worse is that Mr Harriman is viewed with almost equal mistrust; his tactics
afe regarded by some observers as ‘too abrasive’ and, rightly or wrongly, the S?Uth
Vietnamese are convinced that his main objective has been to get a settlement as quickly
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-as possible, even if this means an unabashed sell-out. The net, result of the Clifford
eplsode is the very opposite of what no doubt Mr Clifford hoped. for: the South Viet-
namese are more determined than ever to stall until the Nixon Admxmstratlon takes

.over. The damage already done is enormous. , ., ..

.What Mr Nixon’s tactics-will be is the great 1mponderable, but it ismot mercly on

. Mr Nixon that the Saigon delegates are pinning-their expectations. | It is widely believed
(though by no means certain) that Mr Harriman will be replaced by Mr, Cabot
Lodge, the former American ambassador in Vietnam who is now America’s envoy in
Bonn. This would create an intriguing situation; for Mr Lodge was Mr Ky’s strongest
: SUPPOl’tCr during the phase in Vietnam two years ago when the war. seemed to, be turn-
ing, albeit slowly, in. America’s favour. Mr Lodge’s rlght-hand man_at this period was
Mr Philip Habib, a.senior American diplomat who is an acknowledged expert on
V1ctnamesc pohucs 5 Mr. Hablb is now the senior State Department officer at the Paris
ta.lks—and ‘will continue in this role under the Nixon:administration: = . .

Another key personality during this formative phase in- Saigon, two years ago was
Mr Nguyen Ngoc Linh, Air-Marshal Ky’s principal press adviser. Mr Linh is also
in Paris, as spokesman of the South Vietnamese delegation, and as adviser to Ky. In
i short, if Mr Lodge is chosen to head the American delegation, there w111 be in Paris a
i closely-knit coterie of American+and Vletnamese dlplomats ‘whor know each other
extremely well, and who — two years ago — were in full agreement on thc basm issue:
_that there must be no sell-out; to the communists. . ., AR
. Circumstances have changed; and after January the last word will be w1th Mr Nixon.
But the ideas this group exchanged with one another two years ago are far removed
from the sentunent§ expressed in the past week by Mr Clifford. b
.A more serious consequence of Mr Clifford’s statement is that it has shaken: the con-
ﬁdc,n_c.e2 not merely.of the South, Vietnamese, but of America’s other allies as well.

Many diplomats of theé countriés involved in the-war believe.that, in apparently trying
to railroad; a settlement-through, the Johnson administration is.bungling the whole
affair, and playing into the hands of the communists. One criticism ‘guardedly. ex-
Jpressed is.that Mr Johnson’s 'p’agé in the history books would be a more statesmanlike
one if he stuck to the policy of the last three years and handed the problem over to Mr
Nixon on a plate ~ instead of apparently trying to rush through a twelfth-hour solution.

It is widely believed that the shift in American policy in:recent weeks derives partly
from Mr Johnson’s lingering desire to go out in a blaze of diplomatic glory by meeting
Mr Kosygin at a summit ¢onference. An American peace gesture on Vietnam would
obviously be a prerequisite, if the-White House seriously ‘hoped. to lure Mr Kosygin
to Vienna -or some similar rendezvous. But the chances of such a summit are now
vn'tua]]y negligible; and in the process: the United States may have jeopardised the
meagre chance that exxsted of gammg a satlsfactory comprom1se settlcment in Vletnam

lere wzll be no issue qf FOREIGN REPORT next week, bemusé qf the C/zmtmas
Izalquy lee next issue wzll appear on T/mrsday, 2 ]anua(y, 1969.
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