











50 mm. A Tk gun on Mamifiano hill could fire on almost all the landing beach. Heavy camouflage consisted of netting and reeds



IN THE

would be given away by its flash.
[t is doubtful whether it would be
\ocated by air photography, although
he shadow of the muzzle of the
Anti-Tank Gun might give a clue to
ts location to a trained aerial photo
nterpreter.

As a matter of interest, the photo
bf the German 90 mm. gun emplace-
nent illustrates clearly the effective
thadow when the sun shines on
hets  properly  garnished. The
thadow of the net can be seen in
he centre of the gun emplacement.
M 1so illustrated is a concrete German
achine gun post hidden under a
hick camouflage of reeds.

Conclusion.
1t is hoped that the thoughts ex-
bressed in this article will stimulate
unior officers and all those con-
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cerned with the training of young
soldiers in Fieldcraft and Tactics to
keep before them the need for
camouflage, concealment and decep-
tion. Too often in peacetime the
tendency is to give time only to the
training of soldiers in tactics and
application of fire power, rather than
to the problems of concealment and
camouflage.

It is realised that a knowledge of
tactics and the use of infantry
weapons are prerequisites  for
ability to use correctly methods of
deception. However, the challenge
is ever present for all of us con-
cerned with the training of young
soldiers to give attention to camou-
flage and concealment training and
bring this subject out of the shadow
into the sunshine,

Checkerboard nets conceal a 30 mm, gun emplacement.
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SPAIN—

BASE OR REDOUBT

Professor von der Heydte, Lieutenant-Colonel
(Rtd) in the German Army.

ON 26th September, 1953,
three agreements between the United
States and Spain were signed in
Madrid. The first was a defence
pact of ten years’ duration which
could be automatically prolonged for
two further periods of five years
each if one of the two signatories
did not terminate the agreement.
This defence pact was supplemented
by an agreement, valid up to the
30th June, 1956, concerning econo-
mic aid which America undertook
to grant Spain and by a convention
providing for *“joint defence aid,”
some articles of which may be abro-
gated at any time. In spite of their
varying periods of validity the three
agreements together form one in-
dissoluble entity. Their aim is
stated to be the “ensuring of peace
and international security.” The
two pgovernments are mutually
bound ‘“to co-operate to promote
understanding and goodwill between
peoples and maintain world peace,”
to “employ all means, mutually
agreed to, to remove the causes of
international tension” and to “fulfil
all military obligations which they
have undertaken in other bilateral

—Translated from “Wehrkunde,” Ger-
many, by Thos. B, Dunne, Army HQ,
Eire, and reprinted in the “Irish Defence
Journal,” November, 1953,

or collective agreements to whicl
they are partners.”

The Spanish Government binds
itself “to contribute to the developd
ment and maintenance of its owr
defensive strength and that of thg
free world to the extent permitteq
by its human reserves, resources
institutions and the general econo-
mic position without allowing econo-
mic stability to be impaired” and “tdg
employ all reasonable means neces
sary to the development of Spain’J
defensive capacity.”

For the purpose of fulfilling thi
obligation the American arme
forces are granted the use of militar:
bases in Spain; the bases concerne
are to be named for the first tim
in a later supplementary agreement
Only rumour designates them as th
Mediterranean harbours of Carta
gena, Almeria, Valencia and Bar
celona and one Atlantic port—Cadi
or La Coruna—together with th
air bases of Madrid (Barajas) an
Seville. These bases are to remai
“under Spanish jurisdiction” an
“under the Spanish flag and com
mand”; they will be used jointly b;
the forces of both Powers. Th
United States is entitled to develo
the bases and to import the good
required for the maintenance o




American personnel attached to
those bases duty-free into Spain;
panish supplies and services
vailed of by the United States “for
oint defence purposes” will enjoy
large measure of freedom from
taxation.

On termination of the agreement
the United States may dismantle
installations built at its expense or
ell them to Spain. The security of
he bases is primarily the respon-
ibility of Spain; the United States
ay, however, “without restriction”
rovide protection for its own per-
onnel and installations. U.S. mili-
ary and economic commissions re-
maining in Spain, under the aegis
of the American Embassy and en-
joying diplomatic immunity, are
entitled to supervise, in “full free-
dom,” the execution and function-
ing of the agreements. In return
Spain is, first of all, permitted to
dispose of the “frozen” 226,000,000
dollars which were already promised,
in principte, under -the American
Mutual Security Act during the 1951-
53 period for allocation by the 30th
June, 1954, but which could not be
paid over until the negotiations pre-
ceding the pacts under discussion
were concluded. 141,000,000 dollars
of this amount are reserved for
purely military purposes. Further-
more, the United States undertakes
“to supply war material during a
period of several years in order to
contribute, insofar as is possible, in
co-operation with Spanish industry
to the building up of an effective air
defence of Spain and to improve the
material of the Spanish ground and
naval forces.”

The extent and nature of these
forthcoming measures of assistance
—which must also include the
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thorough modernization of the road
and rail network and signal com-
munications without which any
form of armaments assistance could
not produce the desired effect—must
always be determined in technical
discussions dictated by circumstan-
ces and be dependent on priorities
and limitations which the United
States has conceded to third coun-
tries in agreements as well as on
approval of the required amounts

*by the American Congress.

The conclusion of the American-
Spanish military alliance forced the
Iberian Peninsula on the attention
even of those people to whom Spain
had hitherto been both an unknown
and uninteresting country. The
agreements provide the American
forces on the Iberian Peninsula with
a unique rear base for military
operations in Europe. The Spanish
harbours as bases and supply-centres
permit the American fleet to con-
duct naval warfare in the Mediter-
ranean, no longer dependent on home
or British bases. Through its posi-
tion between the Atlantic and the
Mediterranean, Spain is a link be-
tween the American naval units in
the Mediterranean and the home-
land. The Spanish airfields on the
plains of Seville and Murcia, as well
as on the high plateau of Madrid
(which if properly developed would,
due to the terrain, be suitable for
all types of modern aircraft, and
due to the favourable southern
climate, be usable the whole year
round) would enable the American
forces to conduct air operations ex-
tending at least to the Congo, the
Suez Canal, over the Dardanelles
and up to the German North Sea
coast. Spain is for America a large
aircraft-carrier on the doorstep of
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the Old World of which the Mediter-
ranean is still the centre.

In a very different, but no less
important sense, the Mediterranean
is as significant to the American
military command as it is to the
British General Staff. To the Eng-
lish, the Mediterranean is the great
line of communications between
West and East—a line of communi-
cations controlled by the two
extremities which are in greatest
danger, the Straits of Gibraltar
and the Suez Canal, and the fort-
ress of Malta in the centre. To
the Americans, the Mediterranean is
a link between North and South,
between Europe and Africa, and
simultaneously the great anti-tank
ditch dividing Europe and Africa;
this North-South link—and this anti-
tank ditch—is effectively flanked by
the Spanish position,

Spain is a base for the conduct
of war in Europe and Africa, but it
is not a redoubt: Spain’s geographi-
cal strength, its “geographical omni-
potence” of which Donoso Cortes
spoke a hundred years ago, lies in
its relationship to Europe and
Africa and not in the barrier of the
Pyrenees which divides Spain from
the European continent.

In the age of parachutist and air-
borne operations there are not only
no islands, but no peninsulas. An
enemy who has penetrated across
the Rhine into the strategic heart of
Europe or encircled Europe from
the south in a gigantic pincers move-
ment, thrusting as far as Tripoli and
Tunis, is simply invited to under-
take large-scale parachutist and air-
borne operations in the Iberian
Peninsula. Spain (as in the north
of Europe, Denmark, and, with cer-
tain qualifications, Ireland) is one

of those countries particularly en:
dangered by parachutist and air
borne landings. The parachutist
finds in Spain everything he could
desire for a successful operation: g
thinly populated country in which
at least tactical surprise is possiblg
and the strength and intentions of
the airborne force can remain coni
cealed during the critical hours fol4
lowing the landing; terrain provid-
ing favourable cover and natural
positions facilitating the prepara-
tion of ground operations after the
landing; a few lines of communica+
tions which could easily be cut and—]
over great distances—a loose, rather
defective network of traffic arteries|
mostly narrow roads and one-trackl
railways which are simply an invita-
tion to the enemy to block them
and render rapid, effective defensive
operations against airborne troops
extremely difficult; and last but not
least, a land of wide spaces which
allows the attacking parachutist the
necessary freedom of movement and
facilitates the systematic operational
extension in all directions of the
terrain won after the first landing
while giving the defending ground
forces no opportunity to mount pre-
ventive defence action by the
adequate local protection of particu-
larly endangered areas and the
assembly of sufficient reserve divi-
sions; such preventive defensive
action against airborne forces re-
quires and would permanently tie
down such strong forces that the
remaining defence units—on the
coast and the front—would be
gravely endangered.

This sensitivity to airborne opera-
tions to a great extent offsets the
advantage which Spain derives from
the short distance covered by its
northern frontier. The entire length




this frontier is 677 kilometres,

at is, one-third of Italy’s Alpine
ontier; of this 677 kilometres there
only one sector, barely 200 kilo-
etres wide, favouring aggressive
ction. This is the area between
oncesvalles and Irun, the historic
ateway to Spain which has been
e scene of invasions and counter-
allies—a central chain of moun-
ins with no strong natural sectors
unning east to west—while the
igh mountain-chain of the Eastern
yrenees does not offer very prac-
icable terrain to modern armies and
carcely permits the execution of
rge-scale operations.

Spain’s sensitivity to airborne
perations also renders deceptive and
nfounded the hopes of many “isola-
ionist” Spaniards for an Iberian
edoubt behind the Pyrences in the
vent of war in Europe. It also
roves conclusively how doubtful—
ot to mention impossible—a peri-
heral defence of Europe would be.
pain is a base, not a redoubt. Even
he Pyrenees, because of their lack
depth, do not offer as suitable a
ite for a redoubt as, for instance,
he Alps.

Spain cannot be defended on the
yrenees; it must be defended on
Undoubtedly the Spanish
eneral Staff has recognized this
act as clearly as the American mili-
ary command; at any rate many
f the provisions in the agreements
just concluded, if their military
ignificance and their aims in the
vent of war are carefully examined,
ndicate that it was not the intention
f the contracting parties to create
n Iberian redoubt but an Iberian
ase to support a defence lying as
ar eastwards as possible in Europe.

The value of agreements such as
hose now concluded by Spain and
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the United States depends not so
much on the written text as on the
implementation of the individual pro-
visions. A study of the text suffices
to show the care taken by both
partners to the agreements; the
Spanish-American agreements of the
26th September, 1953, may serve as
a model for the elaboration of mutual
agreements. Nevertheless, the im-
plementation of these agreements
will produce many minor cases of
friction. Such a close alliance as
that entered into by the United
States and Spain could not rigidly
exclude friction in its operation in
view of the extreme differences in
the entire sociological and political
structure of the two countries. Such
friction will, of course, for the most
part, occur in the political and not
in the military field; the next few
years may bring many cases of tem-
porary differences of opinion and
discord arising out of the Spanish
Government’s obligation “to stabi-
lise the national currency, create
and maintain internal financial
stability and, in general, restore and
maintain confidence in Spanish cur-
rency,” or Spain’s undertaking to
suppress trade practices and trade
agreements encouraging the forma-
tion of monopolies and cartels in any
shape or form—an undertaking de-
signed to liberalize an economic
system which is strongly influenced
by tendencies towards a planned
economy—or finally arising out of
the Spanish Government’s duty to
grant the United States within
Spain, that is for consumption by
the Spanish people, “complete free-
dom of information” regarding the
purpose and progress of the Ameri-
can aid programme.

These trivial cases of friction
and differences of political opinion
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will, it is true, scarcely affect the
military sector. In the military
sphere the primary requirement will
be that the American soldier should
become aware, as soon as possible,
not only of the individuality, but
also of the value of the Spanish
soldier, that he should learn to
understand and appreciate the spirit
animating the Spanish soldier which
impelled him to such peerless actions
during the Civil War and in the
“Blue Division” in the Second World
War,

Following on the alliance with
America, Spain will be able to con-
tribute much to European defence.
Its most valuable contribution will
be the spirit of the Spanish soldier
which is embodied in leading mili-
tary personalities such as Franco,
Moscardé, Gerardo Caballero, Mufioz
Grande and Vigon, just as it is re-
flected in thousands and thousands

of unknown Spanish soldiers whe
voluntarily gave their lives in the
Civil War and in Russia in order
to halt the Red tide threatenin
Europe.

If the American soldier succeed
in meeting his new Spanish all
with the necessary tact, appreciatin
his qualities and his merits, thi
military alliance of two vastly dif
ferent peoples and states can give
birth to a unique synthesis of coo
calculation and concentrated pas
sion, highly developed technique an
chivalrous spirit, the most valuablg
achievements of modern times and
the no less valuable traditions of 3
glorious past—a synthesis which by
its strength will considerably influ
ence all future strategic planning
and help to free us from the night
mare necessity for a periphera
defence as the “ultima ratio” in 3
Europe which is militarily too weak




The
UNITED SERVICE
INSTITUTION

For the study and advancement of Naval,
Military and Air science, literature and art.

e Lending Library Service

An extensive range ot up-to-date

books on service subjects, inter-

national affairs, general literature
and fiction is available.

e Lectures and Discussions

Lectures and discussions are held
regularly to keep members informed
of the latest trends and developments
in service matters, international
affairs and subjects of interest to
officers of the fighting services.

e Social Functions

From time to time social functions
are held to further happy inter-ser-
vice relationships.

EVERY OFFICER SHOULD BE A MEMBER!






