
One repercussion of the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan
was the abandonrnent of efforts to stabilize naval force levels
between the superpowers in the Indian Ocean. 3 3 The currerit
geopolitical situation in the Indian Ocean region suggests
that it is now appropriate to consider Naval Arms Limnitation
Talks <NALTS) again. The initial prernise of the NALTS
diSscsion was that it was in the interests of bpth super-
powers to reduce the potential for confrontation~ in a region
of relatively law strategic importance. This remlains the case
and, frorn the US and Soviet perspective, the kenefits for
reçazlsidering this approach are evident.

The n~aval deployxnents of both superpowers in the Indian
Ocean have long been a cause for concern for the littoral
states. Since 1l971, efforts have been mnade thrç»ugh the United
Nations to have the entire ocean declared a Zone of Peace.
When this proposai was f irst i.ntroduced, by Sri Lanka with
Indian support, it was takçen to apply to ail naval forces,
local and external. The concept has since corne to refer
purely ta the rnflitary presence of external p>owers~, for
obvious reasons of local self-interest. Althou4h the~ ultimnate
hope of the Zone of Peace proposai is the elimination of all
aspects of the suprpower presence in the Indian Oca this
is clearhy viewed as a long-terii prospect. Th superpowers,
anid other maritimea nations, have consistently rejected the
concp of a Zon>e o~f Peace arguing that it irnples sorne sort
of legal reqine whiçh would restrict the right fui pasag of
their vessels in international waters. However, this is
somet.hing of a red-herring designed to stall debate on the
concept.

33Naval Arrns Limitation Taîks, or NALTS, were part oi apackage of anus contrai measures, introduced eanly in theCarter administration, designed to saund out the possibilities
forcoopraio with the Soviet Union.


