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AFF-11?

LONDON - STATEMENT OF MR. BROVN (2)

... Mr. Brown has severely criticized U Thant's decision

to withdraw hastily the "Blue Helmets" from the Sinai, stating

tVat this initiative constitutes one of the most serious

factors of the last events and that it had made easier the

measures intenued by President Nasser to reduce navigation.

The "respite period" ought equally to allow the UN to

have the interested parties accept proposals toward the

assurance of freedom of navigation. In this connexion the

Secretary to the Foreign Office suggested that the UN

Secretary-General should send a personal representative to

the Middle East. Mr. Brown also made the following remarks:

1) The tripartite statement of 1950 is out of

date. Great Britain considers that it is

for the UN and the Security Council to

look after the maintenance of peace in the

world.

2) A war in the Middle East would seriously

entail the risk of extending beyond the

region.

3) President Nasser's nolicy is fraught with

danger, not only for his country and for

himself, but also for world peace....



PRESS-RELEASE

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
MISSION TO THE UNITED NATIONS June 5, 1967

136 EAST 67th STREET. NEW YORK 21, N. Y. . # 34

SOVIET GOVERNMENT'S STATEMENT

"On June 5, 1967 Israel started military actions against the United
Arab Republic, thus committing an aggression. The armed forces of the UAR are
w aging battles against Israeli troops which have invaded the territory of that state.

Taking part in hostilities on both sides are tanks, artillery and
aviation.

The Arab Republic of Syria has taken the side of the UAR and is
giving it armed assitance in repelling aggression. Jordan declared that it is in
a state of war with Israel and that it will give military support to the United Arab
Republic. Iraq , Algeria and other Arab States have also stated about their support

of the UAR with their armed forces and resources.

Thus, a military conflict has flared up in the Middle East because
of the adventurism of the rulers of one country — Israel which was encouraged
by covert and overt actions of certain imperialist circles.

The ̂ country was pushed to such dangerous actions by leaders who
keep saying that they waging struggle for the existence of Israel as a state. But if
there is anything that can undermine most of all the foundations of development and
the very existence of the state of Israel it is the course of recklessness and
adventurism in policy which was chosen by Israeli ruling quarters today.

By lunching aggression against neighbouring Arab States the Israeli - -
government has trampled underfoot the United Nations Charter and elementary stan-
dards of international law.

The Israeli government cannot say that it was not aware of what
course it was taking. Nor can it say u was not clear to it what position peaceloving
states would take in the vent it launched a war of aggression.

The Israeli government knew that war could be avioded. This is
what it was called to do by the Soviet Union and other peaceloving states. But it
chose the road of war. There can be no doubt that the venture undertaken by Israel
will rebound first of all upon Israel itself.
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The Soviet UnJPn' i°yal as it is to its policy of helping peoples —
victims of aggression, helping states newly liberated from colonial oppression,
declares its resolute support for the governments and peoples of the United Arab
Republic, Syria, Iraq, Algeria, Jordan and other Arab States and expresses confidence
of the success of their just struggle for their independence and sovereign rights.

Condemning Israeli aggression, the Soviet Government demands that
the Israeli government should — as the first urgent step to end the military conflict
— stop immediately and unconditionally its military actions against the United
Arab Republic , Syria, Jordan and other Arab countries and pull back its troops beyond,
the truce line.

The Government of the USSR expresses the hope that the governments
of other states, including the great powers, will do for their part everything in their
power to extinguish the military conflagration in the Middle East and restore peace.

The United Nations must discharge its direct duty — condemn Israeli
actions and promptly take steps to restore peace in the Middle East.

The Soviet Government reserves the right to take all the steps
that may be necessitated by the situation."

*****



MISSION TO THE UNITED NATIONS
MISIDN ANTE LAS NACIDNES UNIDAS

6 EAST S7TH ST. —NEW YDRK, N. Y. lOdZI S

TELEPHONE: UNIVERSITY 1-525D-51 fyl/'

PRESS RELEASE
CDMUNICADD DE PRENSA

STATEMENT OF THE CUBAN REVOLUTIONARY GOVERNMENT WITH REGARD TO

THE WAR IN THE MIDDLE EAST

The analysis of all the news, data and facts related to the -

initiation and the development of the dramatic events in the Mid-

dle East prove, without doubt, that the United Arab Republic and-

the other Arab peoples have been victims of treacherous and sorpre_

ssive aggression by the Israeli armed forces which, instigated

and supported by the imperialism have perpetrated this aggression

that threatens the freedom and integrity of the Arab nations.

The Arab peoples are today one more victim of the global stra

tegy of the imperialistic policy in the world. These events, that

at this moment touch the indignant conscience of the peoples eve-

rywhere, are but part of a series of unending aggressions by the-

imperialists, created in different parts of the world. It is the-

same policy and strategy of global piracy and crime that is being

imposed on the peoples of Viet-Nam and Laos; it is the same hypo-

crital and criminal policy that resulted yesterday in the milita-

ry intervention in Santo Domingo and that carries on provocations

against the Popular Democratic Republic of Korea, and that makes-

the "green berets" participate and support militarily the milita-

ry "gorila" dictatorial Governments of America in an effort to

arrest the advance of the liberating movement in our continent.

The Central Committee of our Party, in a declaration of May -

IS, 1967, warned the world against the dangers that this imperia-

listic policy represented for all the peoples; no country can

feel secure because Yankee imperialism can tomorrow unleash new -

aggressions in Korea again or in Cambodia, Syria, UAR, Algeria or

Cuba, to mention only a few examples. The prediction made by the-
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Central Committee of our Party has been proved right today in the

Middle East. For this reason, the Cuban Revolutionary Government,

fully aware of the principles formulated in the said declaration-

of our Party, reiterates its strongest solidarity with the Arab ~

peoples that today face the imperialist aggression, and condemns-

this aggression.

The Cuban Revolutionary Government states its support to the-

re jection made by the Delegation of the UAR of the Security's Coun

oil Agreement that limits itself to order a cease-fire without

condemning the aggressor and demands responsabilities of the irnpe.

rialism that armed and instigated it, which is tantamount, as

stated by said Delegation, to impose a surrender in the face of -

the imperialist aggression. The Cuban Government will support the

Government of the UAR in any attitude of resistance that may

adopt in the face of that shamefull and halting agreement of the-

United Nations' Security Council.

It is very painful for the peoples that the Government of the

United States demonstrates its joy for what it considers, no

doubt, a political, diplomatic and military victory of the impe -

rialism.

Havana, June ?th, 196?

"YEAR OF THE HEROIC VIETNAM"

CUBAN REVOLUTIONARY GOVERNMENT



PRESS-RELEASE

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
MISSION TO THE UNITED NATIONS

136 EAST 67th STREET, NEW YORK 21, N. Y. . #38
20 June 1967

INTERVIEW BY N.S.PATOLICHEV, USSR MINISTER FOR FOREIGN TRADE

Q. In recent days Western press has carried reports to the effect that
the Soviet Union is allegedly trying to take the place of the Arab countries on
oil markets following their decision to stop oil deliveries to Western countries
who render support to Israel. It is reported, in particular, that the Soviet Union
proposed to deliver oil and oil products to Great Britain . Will you kindly
comment on this ?

A. First of all, I would like to say that these reports are a pure
invention which, like many other insinuations of this kind, is designed to arouse
doubts among the Arab peoples in regard to the position of their sincere friend,
the Soviet Union, There were no proposals to deliver oil or oil products to Great
Britain.

Q. An American newspaper carried a report that an Israeli tanker is
allegedly making regular cruises between ports in the Soviet Union and Israel.
What could you say on that ?

A. This report is from beginning to end a gross fabrication and is clearly
provocative in nature. The Soviet Union does not sell oil or oil products to
Israel in general.

*****



UNITED STATES MISSION
TO THE UNITED NATIONS

STATEMENT BY PRESIDENT LYNDON B. JOHNSON
ISSUED IN WASHINGTON, D. C. JUNE 27,1967

MIDDLE EAST EMEBGENCY ASSISfAJJCE

The recent hostilities in the Middle East took their inevitable
toll in human suffering. While we are urgently searching for a
lasting settlement of the Middle East problem., we must bear in
mind that the first humanitarian task and the first task of
reconstruction is to bind up the wounds of conflict — to begin
to find homes for the homeless, food for the hungry and medical
care for the sick and wounded.

The American people have always responded generously to human
suffering anywhere in the world. In this humanitarian tradition,
the United States will join with other nations in a special
effort to provide emergency assistance in the Middle East now.
I have directed the establishment of a reserve of $5,000,000
from contingency funds3 to meet urgent relief needs
in the period immediately ahead. We will allocate these funds
through a number of channels., in whatever ways best help the war
victims and encourage contributions from others, including the
countries within the area.

As a first step, I have directed that our Government participate
in the appropriate United Nations emergency programs of food and
medical relief. In addition, we are offering $100,000 to
the American Red Cross for immediate use by the International
Red Cross to assist all victims of the conflict.

The Secretary of State will keep emergency needs under constant
review and will cooperate fully with the intergovernmental and
private organizations now at work.

I must emphasize that this is an emergency relief program.
Even while we are Joining in this effort to meet urgent needs,
we must look toward a permanent and equitable solution for those
who have been displaced by this and previous wars. It will not
be enough simply to fall back on the relief arrangements of the
past. There will be no peace for any party in the Middle East
unless this problem is attacked with new energy by all, and
certainly, primarily, by those who are immediately concerned.



PRESS-RELEASE

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
MISSION TO THE UNITED NATIONS UY '

136 EAST 67th STREET, NEW YORK 21, N. Y..

CHECK AGAINST DELIVERY UNOFFICIAL TRANSLATION

S T A T E M E N T

by A.A.GROMYKO, Minister of Foreign Affairs of
the U.S.S.R., at the meeting of the U.N. General

Assembly

21 July 1967

Mr. President,

Fellow Delegates,

It would be in order now to ask ourselves—what are the
results of the past period of the work of the Emergency Session of the U.N.
General Assembly?

In our opinion, there are ample grounds for expressing
satisfaction over the course of the discussion on the question of Israel's
aggression against the Arab countries.

On behalf of their States the overwhelming majority of
delegations in this or that form condemned the aggressor and the territorial
conquests made by it, condemned the use of force in international relations
and spoke in favour of the prompt liberation of the occupied Arab territories
from the invaders.

Though the delegations of some States were not firm enough
in voicing their opinion, casting, as it were, wary glances around them-
selves but they also condemned the Israeli policy of aggression and together
with it those who are backing Israel.

Let us look at the results of the voting on the concrete
proposals considered at this session.

The Soviet draft resolution received the votes of 45 States.
As you see, it is an impressive number.
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The draft resolution of the group of non-aligned countries
actively supported by the Soviet Union and other socialist States received
the votes of 53 countries with 46 voting against. Thus, this proposal which
together with ours contained the demand for the immediate withdrawal of
Israeli forces from the occupied territories was favoured by the majority of
States who participated in the voting.

side
Moreover, is it not evident on whose really are those twenty or

so States whose delegations abstained during the voting? Their hands were
held back only because they did not have enough determination to demonstrate
clearly the support for the Arab States and the disapproval of the aggressor's
actions, to dissociate themselves from the imperialist forces which encourage
Israel. Those are the facts and we are well aware of them.

True, according to the regulations governing voting in the
Assembly these resolutions failed to receive the necessary two thirds majority.
But besides this formal sum total there is also a political sum total and it
shows unequivocally that the aggressor has been branded.

The discussion and the voting in the Assembly show that the
majority of U.N. Member States are for the immediate withdrawal of the
Israeli forces from the territories temporarily occupied by them. The
resolutions on Jerusalem adopted by the General Assembly amount not only
to the condemnation of Israel's actions in this city, but also to the rejection
of all its other attempts to entrench itself in the occupied land of the Arab
countries.

The Soviet delegation expresses its confidence that the Security
Council will in an appropriate manner take into account these opinions of the
overwhelming majority of U.N. Member States when it resumes its
consideration of questions relating to the situation in the Middle East.

What hindered the General Assembly from adopting a decision
on the main question, that of the immediate withdrawal of the Israeli forces
from the occupied territories? The reason lies in the stubborn resistance of
the imperialist forces who stand behind Israel. It was the aggressor and
its patrons, above all the United States of America, who voted against the
decisions based on the principles of the U.N. Charter.

The Government of the U.S.A. bears the principal responsibility
for all actions imbued with the spirit of hostility towards the Arab States.
In this it was supported by the majority of the members of the NATO military
bloc, as well as by some other countries which, as a rule, are situated
thousands of miles from the Middle East area.



A few words about the latter group which is mainly comprised
of the countries of Latin America.

The Soviet people harbour profound respect for the peoples of
the Latin American countries. The Soviet Union strives to maintain good
relations with them. It was depressing for us, and we are sure for others
too, to witness the picture that took place almost before everybody's eyes—
a picture of rude pressure brought to bear by the United States upon, the
Governments of the Latin American countries where all levers of coercion
were used.

We told these countries and we tell them now—we understand
your position and your difficulties. But we must and we do tell them also
that in questions of war and peace it is inadmissible to renounce the
principles disregard for which is tantamount to the partial or complete loss
of independence, tantamount to a travesty of the principles of the U.N.
Charter under which there are your signatures too.

All countries irrespective of where they are situated which gave
in to the pressure and took the position favourable for Washington cannot but
know that this can undermine their own interests in the future. History does
not end today.

The States whose representatives said "no" to the proposal on
the immediate withdrawal of the aggressor's forces from the occupied territo-
ries quite possibly will themselves more than once need a kind word and
support from the Arab States.

There are attempts now to slight the peoples of the Arab
countries, attempts to whitewash and laud the aggressor. This can only
arouse a feeling of indignation. The Arabs gave to the world great scientists
and writers and made an invaluable contribution to the development of human
society and its culture. The Arab peoples who shook off the yoke of colonial-
ism are now passing through the era of their renaissance. Nothing can
stop them from securing their right for freedom, for social and economic
progress against which the Israeli aggression was to a considerable extent
spearheaded.

Are the countries whose representatives said "no" to the proposal
on the immediate withdrawal of Israeli forces, on the condemnation of the
aggressor, on the restitution of the material losses that it inflicted on the
Arab States really sure that they will not find themselves in the position
when they will have to hopefully look, as they did on several occasions in the
past, towards the Moscow Kremlin waiting for support if not for rescue?
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Now about Israel and its policy. The people who stand at
the helm of Israel's policy today are obviously intoxicated with their success
in the military sphere. But the Hitlerites were also intoxicated in the initial
period of World War II. True, this comparison from the point of view of
magnitude or scale may seem not very convincing. However, no one can deny
that some analogy exists here.

Would it not be better, for the Israeli leaders, whose names
are highly publicised in the United States, to live not for today alone, but at
least to think about the next day as well. Time will show whether they are
capable of doing that or not.

Everyone understands that Israel would not have dared to move
a finger if his patrons did not desire his emarking on the path of aggression.
Look at the behaviour of Israel today at the meetings of the General Assembly.
Encouraged by its patrons, near and far, primarily by the United States, it
flagrantly ignores the view of the majority of States as expressed from the
Assembly rostrum. Even the resolutions on Jerusalem, where the one-sided
actions of Israel are condemned, are not implemented by it.

We would like to stress in the most determined manner that
if the United States strives for peace in the Middle East, as it is sometimes
declared by the U.S. Government, this can be achieved without great
difficulty. To do this it is necessary first of all to withdraw Israeli forces
from the occupied territories, to eliminate the consequences of the Israeli
aggression and to make Israel respect the rights of other peoples. The future
will provide the answer to the question whether the U.S. Government wants
to seek peace in the Middle East or whether it is determined to impel the events
towards a new war.

Irrespective of where the situation in the Middle East is
considered—in the General Assembly or in the Security Council—the tasks
confronting the United Nations are one and the same—first of all, to bring
about the immediate withdrawal of the aggressor's forces from the territories
of the Arab States. Each U.N. Member State must make its contribution to
the solution of this task.

The continued presence of Israeli forces on the territories
of the Arab States occupied by them is fraught with serious dangers for the
cause of peace in the Middle East and for universal peace. The provocations
carried out by Israel in the zone of direct confrontation between its forces
and the forces of the U.A.R. along the Suez Canal testify to the fact that the
aggressor is still nourishing new plans of conquest.

The continued occupation by Israel of the territory of the Arab
countries is and will remain the principal reason impedeing the solution of a
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number of pressing problems, including such problems as the resumption of
navigation through the Suez Canal and rehabilitation of refugees.

All these goes to emphasize that the peace-loving States are
confronted with a burning problem of a future struggle for the liquidation of the
consequences of the Israeli aggression and first and foremost of expelling the
aggressor's troops from the territories that they have seized.

Nobody could afford to forget how World War II crept up upon
the peoples. The peoples divest of their confidence those governments that
presume to solve questions of war and peace forgetting about the past and
caring but little for the future.

The Soviet delegation avails itself of the opportunity to
express on behalf of the Soviet Government its appreciation to the Governments
of all States who supported our initiative to convene this session of the General
Assembly and supported our proposals at the session. We are gratified that the
decision was adopted to the effect that the session of the General Assembly
continues in being. That means that if circumstances so require its meetings
can be immediately resumed.

We shall regard the dangerous situation prevailing in the Middle
East with full awareness of the responsibility borne by the Soviet Union in the
sphere of international policy. The Soviet Union together with other States who
come out for peace and security of the peoples for the just cause of the Arab
countries who suffered from aggression will continue to render those countries
all-round help and assistance of a political and economic nature and also in
regard to strengthening their defensive capability.

The Soviet Union, as well as other socialist States, pursues
a foreign policy based on observance of the principles of peaceful co-existence,
respect for rights of peoples, big or small, and of repelling an aggressor.
This is the Leninist policy and the Soviet Union is fully determined to continue
following it.

***
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Yugoslav bulletin
Published by the Yugoslav Permanent Mission

ission to the United Nations *854 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10021

Vol. V No. 405 August 12., 1967

TITO MEETS-NASSER IN CAIRO

Cairo,, August 11 /TANJUG/

President Tito arrived in Cairo yesterday on a visit to the United
Arab Republic, at the invitation of President Nasser.

The Yugoslav President was accompanied by Edvard Kardelj and Vladimir
Popovic, members of the Federal Council, Kiro Gligorov, Vice-Premier, and
Miso Pavicevic, Deputy Secretary for Foreign Affairs.

Talks between Presidents Tito and Nasser began here this morning. It
is reported that the Middle East situation and the crisis resulting from
aggression against the Arab countries were summarized during the first
session today. In his expose, President Tito presented the Yugoslav stand-
point on these developments. President Nasser spoke about the origin of
the crisis, the events preceding the aggression and the present situation
in the Middle East. •

Both sides point out that the exchange of views took place in an
atmosphere of close friendship, sincerity!and mutual understanding.

The present Tito-Nasser. :meeting
 :eomes at a time of increasing aware-

ness that the present serious situation in the world requires all countries
to combine their efforts to preserve peace. Yugoslavia and the U.A.R. are
most active in this regard.

President Tito's visit to Cairo follows his significant meetings with
the leaders of the Socialist countries in Moscow and recently in Budapest.
President Nasser has also had important talks with the leaders of Algeria,
Iraq, Syria;, and some other Arab countries.

This .concurrent activity, with ;;al«common goal, shows how .realistic were
President Tito's assessments when, a;t his.-; last'meet ing with President Nasser
in Alexandria, last May, he stated that it was now not a question of actions
and activities between the non-aligned countries, but that the matter
should be laid down more widely - that all Socialist and other progressive
forces in the world should act with greater unity and take appropriate
steps to help the countries which are today threatened with the loss of
their independence.
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It has been stated on a great many occasions that peace is indivisible.
For this reason, efforts to eliminate all dangers facing the world of
tomorrow should not be shunned.

The non-aligned countries are deeply engaged to this end: their
entire activity in the United Nations and elsewhere is aimed at improving
the world situation.

It is true that the paths of the non-aligned have not been always the
same. There have been actions on several different lines- but, with the
common aim. Some have called it the crisis of the policy of non-alignment.

However, it is not the non-aligned countries that are in crisis, but
the world in general. This should be the starting point for large-scale
actions - both through the United Nations and through other international
forums. A contribution to these aspirations is also the policy of good
bilateral or multilateral cooperation of nations. Yugoslavia and the
United Arab Republic offer a good example in this respect.

The first meeting of Tito and Nasser after Israel's aggression on the
Arab world also has .a wider significance for the present-day' international
situation. Like all former accords of the two statesmen, it will be a
major contribution to.strengthening the policy:of nOn-alignment and
cooperation of all progressive forces in the world. '

•, •. . }

JOIMT COMMUNIQUE OH TITO-HAILE SELASSIE MEETING

Brioni, August 5 /TANJUG/

' : . ••

After the talks between.the President of the Socialist Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia, Josip Broz Tito, and the Emperor of Ethiopia, Haile
Selassie I, at Brioni yesterday the following communique has 'been made
public: . :

At the invitation of the President of the Socialist Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia, Josip Broz Tito, His Imperial Majesty Haile Selassie I, the
Emperor of Ethiopia, spent August 4 and 5 of this year "at Brioni.

. ! - • • • • .

On that occasion the two heads of state and their aides carried out a :
friendly exchange of vieve on certain current international problems such
as the situation in the Near East and the war in Vietnam, and noted jointly
that the situation in.the world is being -alarmingly aggravated because of
the increasingly frequent application! o-f the policy of force and aggression.
They consider that this situation calls for the -utmost efforts of all those
responsible for the preservation:of peace. ' .

President Josip Broz Tito and His1 Imperial Majesty Haile Selassie I
also exchanged views on the current development of bilateral relations..and
stated that they are developing favourably in the spirit of friendship and
in the mutual interest, and expressed the desire and readiness for their
further expansion.



-3-

TITO'S TOAST TO EMPEROR HAILE SELASSIE

Brioni, August 5 /TANJUG/

At a dinner party given last night by the President of the Republic,
Josip Broz Tito, and his wife at the White Villa in Brioni in honor of the
Emperor of Ethiopia, Haile Selassie, President Tito proposed the following
toast.

Your Imperial Majesty, dear guests, allow me to express my sincere
pleasure at the opportunity to be able, .once again, to welcome to
Yugoslavia the Sovereign of friendly Ethiopia. On .behalf of the peoples
of Yugoslavia, on behalf of my wife, and in my own name I wish Your
Imperial Majesty and •$our distinguished aides welcome.

We are delighted that we can once again avail ourselves of the
opportunity 6f having a direct and friendly exchange of views, especially
because, since our last meeting, many major events have occurred in the
world. This is why we must examine them carefully and, in the interest of
the cause of peace and independence of nations as well as in the interest
of our own countries, exercise an active influence for the suppression of
the policy of force and aggression which has been so seriously threatening
mankind.

In this connection we especially refer to the, latest developments in
the Near East. 'As you know, Yugoslavia has resolutely .sided with the Arab
countries because, from the very beginning, it was obvious to us who the
real aggressor was and what his intentions were, as was later confirmed
despite attempts to obscure and conceal the truth. On this occasion, my
only intention is to emphasize that our determination was prompted not only
by our friendship toward the Arab countries and nations. Our intention
above all was to condemn and avert attempts to deal a blow to the independ-
ent and progressive development of Arab countries and consequently, to the
policy of non-alignment itself by taking advantage of the existing contra-
dictions and unsettled problems in the Near East. It was therefore fully
consistent with the spirit, of our entire policy so far to condemn the
aggressor resolutely, and the solutions imposed by the force of arms, and
to take an active part in offering &sxf support and assistance to the vicr
tims of'aggression. In fact, the unhindered spread of the policy: of force
and aggression is a'direct threat to the freedom and independence of all
nations and to world peace. Only in this way can our steps and our activity
from the beginning of this crisis be interpreted. ••.'•.

Our particular concern today is that the consequences of this aggression
have not yet been removed. Consequently, a constant danger of the renewal
of armed conflicts and a further threat to peace in the Near East and the
world has been created. It has become increasingly obvious that durable
solutions cannot be achieved by terms dictated from the positions of force,
by humiliation of the Arab nations, and by violation of their basic rights
and vital interests. Equitable and constructive solutions can be sought
only by taking into account the dignity, the interests, and the security, o.f
the nations of that area.
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To pave the way-for successful progress in that direction, in our
opinion, it is essential above all to remove the consequences of the
aggression, that is, to see that the Israeli armed forces withdraw to the
positions they occupied before the conflict as soon as possible. I think
that the positions of Arab statesmen, despite serious casualties and in-
justice suffered by their countries, show sufficient realism and good will
in the search for a peaceful political solution. This cannot be said for
Israel which has not come to its senses and which, by its own actions, is
increasingly revealing the real nature of its policy of conquest.

In addition to the Near East problem, the dangerous escalation of the
war in Vietnam, instability and the hotbeds of conflict in other parts of:
the world, other major international problems continue to accumulate and to
be aggravated. I particularly refer to the further broadening of the gap
in the level of development of individual countries and to major problems
facing the developing countries. All this imposes great responsibility and
obligations on all countries and statesmen concerned with the safeguarding
of peace and equal" international cooperation. Peace-loving and particular-
ly non-aligned countries must not and cannot allow the aggressor to be
rewarded, they cannot tolerate local wars, and the policy of force and
interference.

Your Imperial Majesty,

Yugoslavia and Ethiopia have a long tradition of fruitful and
successful cooperation within the framework of the policy of non-alignment.
I am convinced that they will also in the future defend the principles
which we jointly laid down at the conferences in Belgrade and in Cairo,
principles which, as even the developments in the world show, are still of
current interest representing the road' on which mankind can secure for
itself & peaceful development, along with stable and equal international
relations. In this light we highly appreciate your current visit and
today's open and friendly exchange of views, which will, I believe, be
useful for the future activity of our countries on the world scene.

In conclusion, permit me to propose this toast to the long life and
good health of Your Imperial Majesty, to the new success of your noble
efforts for the well-being of the people' of Ethiopia, the cause of the unity
and solidarity of African nations and countries and the cause of peace in
the wo-rld, to the further strengthening of friendship and cooperation
between'the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and the Empire of
Ethiopia.

'YUGOSLAV DENIAL
• •• ' J ' \ J

Rome, August 9 /TANJUG/

'The Yugoslav Embassy in Rome has issued a denial of a report, published
in the1 Italian newspaper "II Mesisaggero," that Yugoslavia had informed the
Western press of a so-called secret agreement between the U.S.S.R. and the
U.S.A. 'concerning the situation in the Middle East. The Embassy states
that this report is a complete invention by the newspaper.
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TITQ RECEIVES U.S. AMBASSADOR

Brioni, July 29 /TANJUG/

In Brioni this morning, the President of the Republic, Josip Broz
Tito, received the U.S. Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary to
Yugoslavia, Burke Elbrick, who delivered to him a personal message from
the President of the United States, Lyndon B. Johnson.

The reception was attended by the Secretary General to the President
of the Republic, Vladimir Popovic.

PRESIDENT TITO RECEIVES KATHARINE GRAHAM AND CURTIS PEPPER

Brioni, August 5 /TANJUG/

This morning on the island of Vanga, the President of the Republic,
Josip Broz Tito, received the president of the paper, Washington Post,
Katharine Graham, and the Chief of the Rome Office of Newsweek, Curtis
Pepper, and spent some time in cordial conversation with them.
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TITO - NASSER TALKS

Cairo, August 12 /TANJUG/

Presidents Tito and Nasser and members of their

delegations held a meeting lasting two /ours in Cairo today.

The talks will "be resumed after President Tito returns from

his visit to Syria and Iraq.

The Yugoslav President will visit Damascus tomorrow

morning. After a one-day visit to Syria, he will be in Baghdad

on Monday.

The following three questions- the present situation

in the Middle Eastt the world situation and the policy of non-

alignment — were discussed during the morning talks.

It is believed that the situation in the Middle East

was examined from several aspects in the course of the meet-

ing today. It will be noted that the exchange of views

between the two Presidents covered the outbreak, the development

and the possibilities for peaceful and political settlement

of the crisis.

The trends in international relations wore-considered

in the light of the situation created by the aggression on

Arab countries.

Presidents Tito and Nasser also discussed questions

relating to the policy of non-alignment. it is understood

that they had examined the principles and substance of the

policy of non-alignment, on the one hand, and the need
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for greater activity of the non-aligned countries, on the

other. According to informed sources, they doalth in parti-

cular with the action of non-aligned countries undertaken

with a view to exploring the ways and means to resolve the

present crisis and their activity in the United Nations.

Besides the two Presidents, their associates also

took part in the discussions held today. The discussions

were a continuation of informal talks held between President

Tito and President Nasser yesterday. A plenary meeting

of the two delegations examined at length the Middle East

crisis.

The exchange of views was also resumed last night.

First at exhaustive informal talks during and after a dinner

at which Tito was entertained by Nasser at his residence.

The Nasser-Tito exchange of views is to be completed

by the middle of next week, on Tito's return to Cairo from

Baghdad.

BORBA EDITORIAL ON TITO'S VISIT TO CAIRO

Belgrade, August 11 /BORBA/

BORBA termed the Tito-Nasser meeting as a very sig-

nificant encounter of the two tested friends and champions

of the cause of non-alignment and peace.

The editorial in tomorrow's issue states that the meet-

ing of the two statesmen has aroused exceptional interest in

the world. This meeting, however, is also being used as a

source of speculation on an alleged Yugoslav plan for the

settlement of the Mideast crisis.

"Such speculation, the Belgrade daily writes,

is either tendentious, or else based on ignorance".

In this context BORBA recalls that Yugoslavia and

President Tito have been and remain on the side of the

Arab victims of the aggression. They have pledged them-
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selves to stop the aggression and to remove its consequences.
BORBA adds that the majority of countries now favours

the withdrawal of the aggressor and that the wish of almost

all the world factors to have the settlement of the Mideast

crisis viewed more realistically, calmly and comprehensively

— has gained in strength.

Under these circumstances, the paper states,

Yugoslavia establishes contacts and often finds common lan-

guage with many countries of diverse political orientations.

Most frequent and fruitful are contacts with socialist

countries, the paper continues. Contacts have also continued

with non-aligned countries, namely, Algeria, India and

Ethiopia, with countries that will contiue to play an active

part in international affairs, in particular,, in strengthening

peace and security.

There were also contacts with the USA after the

receipt of President Johnson's message, states BORBA,

As much as it was learned here, the Tito-Johnson

message exchange held out hope of helpfulness in their dialo-

gue for the cause of further calming down in the Middle

East, the paper adds.


