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Message from the Chair

Intervention in our country by US imperialist forces is
widespread and blatant. It includes direct participation in
military operations like conducting patrols in the towns of
Pampanga and Zambales where the Clark Air Base and the
Subic Naval Base are located. The Central Intelligence Agen-
cy (CIA) is directly supporting and training vigilantes and
other rightist groups against the people. The US Information
Service (USIS), which is euphemistically called a library,
is responsible for the coordination of the fascist vigilantes
in Davao City.

The US military bases are now openly involved in the
counter-insurgency operations of the Aquino government.
According to former Defense Secretary Rafael Ileto, these
military bases guarantee ‘‘democracy” in our country. The
Philippines and US have formed a Joint Security Pool, a
Subic Naval Base Command and Clark Air Base Command.
These clearly show the connivance of the Armed Forces of
the Philippines (AFP) and the US Forces in the use of war
facilities against the revolutionary National Democratic
Front.

Recently, it has become more apparent that the role
these military facilities played during the US aggresion in
Vietnam in the ‘60s remains the potential model in the
Philippines.

As an indication of how the US looks at its
military bases in the country, we might recall the statement
of Daniel O. Donohue, former Deputy Assistant Secretary
of State in 1983, “We would see any attack on these basesan
attack against the United States.”

It is the responsibility of all workers and nationalists to
fight these anti-people actions of the US, dismantle these

bases and expel all rightist Americans from our land. Now is
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The US Bases
in the Philippines

Introduction

Nowadays, the issue of the US military bases is often
discussed in the newspapers and on radio and television
programs. The issue is becoming controversial not only
because of the question of direct participation of American
soldiers in patrols outside of the bases against alleged New
People’s Army presence but also for the following reasons:

a) 1988 is the year set for the review of the US-RP
Military Bases Agreement.

b) The US-RP Military Bases Agreement, which was
signed in 1946, will expire in 1991.

c) There is a section in the 1986 Constitution which
prohibits the presence of nuclear weapons and declares the
Philippines a nuclear weapons free zone.

d) Indonesia and Malaysia, member nations of the Assg-
ciation of South East Asian Nations (ASEAN), are also
calling for the removal of all nuclear weapons in the whole
region, which includes the Philippines. The Soviet Union
and China have already expressed their agreement with this
measure, although the ASEAN’s Manila Declaration of
1987 kept silent on this issue.

the time to heighten once again the workers’ and the people’s
movement against the US military bases and imperialist
control in the country.

Let us take advantage of debates in the media, among
academics, in the factories, and communities about US
military bases and US imperialism to lead the Filipino people
into militant struggle.

When different issues like the Association of South East
Asian Nations (ASEAN) Summit, the renegotiation of the
US military bases agreement, US intervention in the
country’s political life and coups d’etat are raised, let us
bring out our agenda on these issues: dismantling of the
bases, the struggle against imperialism and the advancement
of national freedom and democracy. ¢
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nd more Filipino people now oppose the existence
of tbllxigr;; military bases in the country. These bases only
protect foreign interests. Many people have rea'hzed that
these ‘pose a great threat to the peace and secgnty of the
South East Asian region. The posmbx}xty of. _gettmg mx{olved
with US instigated wars and attracting military retaliation
is quite high. The people can no longer tqlerate such blatant,
violations of national freedom and sovereignty .Of .t.he Philip.
pines and the continuous disregard for the dignity of our
peo}l)tl.eis for this reason that the workers and every Filipino
should know the real issues with regard to the US bases
in the Philippines so that we can make a strong stand on
this important issue. As a contribution to the current dis-
cussion on the military bases, the Public Information Bureau
and the International Department of the KMU has prepared
this primer. It is presented in question and answer format
and is designed to be used by workers, and for international
readers. Documents and articles used as references are cited
in parentheses.

1. What are the primary US military bases in the Philip-
pines?

Subic Naval Base. It has 15,000 hectares of land, 6,142
hectares of which are directly occupied by the US Naval
Base facilities. These facilities include the Camayan Point
Magazine (storage of arms and ammunition), the Cubi Point
Naval Air Station (accross Subic Bay), and the San Miguel
Naval Communications Station (in San Antonio, Zambales,
150 km. from Manila). Subic/Cubi has an area of 5,850
hectares while San Miguel is 300 hectares. Subic is located
in the province of Zambales and Bataan, beside Olongapo
City, with a population of 26,000 in 1984.

Clark Air Base. 1t has a total land area of 53,000 hectares,
3,700 of which are directly occupied by base facilities, The
US also uses the 18,600 hecture- Crow Valley Weapons
Range. The land area occupied by Clark air base is bigger
than the District of Columbia in the United States and
aln.iost the same size as the country of Singapore. The 2,700
buildings are part of this facility.

.T}.Ie value of buildings and land holdings of the US
facilities in the Philippines amounts to US$192 M. Clark
Air Base is located in the provinces of Pampanga and Tarlac,
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beside Angeles City (with a 1980 population of 189,000).

Other US facilities and military bases. Other US military
bases include: Camp John Hay (Rest and Recreation facili-
ties) in Baguio City with 369 hectares; Wallace Air Station
(Joint US-Philippine Air defense radar station, 157 hectares),
in La Union, 260 km. north of Manila; the San Antonio
Zambales Station with 1,060 hectares; the San Narciso
Zambales Station with 151 hectares; and the Bamban Radio
Beacon Annex in Mt. Sta. Rita with 924 hectares. (Roland
Simbulan, The Bases of Our Insecurity, Balai Fellowship,
Manila: 1985, p. 140).

2. What is the significance of these military facilities and
bases to the US?

Subic is used as the “primary port training area and the
base of support and logistics for the Seventh Fleet of the US,
which operates in the Western Pacific and Indian Ocean.”
This is a facility for ship repair, with equal capacity to the
shipyards of the US Navy. Sixty five per cent of the main-
tenance of the Seventh Fleet is done here. It also has a huge
naval magazine (arms storage).

Cubi Point serves as the primary land base for aircraft
carried in the strike force of the Seventh Fleet’s Aircraft
Carrier, the P-3C Orion used in anti-submarine patrols from
Cubi. San Miguel Communications Station is the communica-
tion center for the US Seventh Fleet. The Special Unit of
the US, the Special Operations Forces, and SEALS, which
are being used in counter-insurgency operations, covert
and sabotage operations, are from Subic Naval Base. Subic
is also the home port of the USS Sterret, a guided missile
cruiser. One part of the Subic Naval Base, Zambales Amphi-
bious Training Range, serves as a training ground for US
Marines war games. (US Bases in the Philippines: Assets or
Liabilities?”” The Defense Monitor, Washington D.C., Vol.
XV, No. 4, 1986, p. 3).

Clark is the headquarters of the 13th US Air Force (the
tactical branch for the Western Pacific and Indian Ocean); the
Third Tactical Fighter Wing which was previously based in
Vietnam (using aircraft fighter-bombers, the modified FA4E,
and other ‘“aggressor squadrons™ in training, and F-5 air-
planes); the 3rd Tactical Airlift Wing; and the 3rd Tactical
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Electronics Wing. The MC-130 Comba.t Talon Blackbirds,
which are used for night time low flight by the Specia]
Forces in their missions, normally in counter-insurgency
operations, are also based in Clark. (Ibid, p. 4).

3. Is it the Filipino people’s preference to have US military
bases in the country?

NO!
The presence of US military bases in the country is an

imposition of US imperialism. In spite of the initial opposi-
tion by the Philippine Legislature manifested in a resolution
passed on October 17, 1933, against any military reservation,
naval or other US military facility, the US managed, through
the use of force and deception, to install its military bases
in the country.

When the US “granted independence” to the Philippines
on July 4, 1946, through the treaty of “General Relations
between the Republic of the Philippines and the United
States of America,” it also strengthened the treaties which
guaranteed the presence of the US military bases in the
country. Simultaneously, the US forced on the Philippines
many other unequal treaties like the Mutual Defense Treaty,
the Military Assistance Pact, the Agricultural Commodities
Agreement, and the Bell Trade Act. The latter two pacts
virtually tied the country’s economy to the US imperialist’s
own system. (Simbulan, op.cit., p. 74).

Filipinos never wanted the presence of the US military
bases in the country. As the October 23, 1933 resolution
stated, “The military , naval and other US reservations in the
Philippines are against genuine freedom, trample on our
pational dignity, and are the root cause of misunderstand-
ings.” The US was ultimately able to get its bases only
pecause of ‘the use of force and the collusion of some traitors
In government, who sold the country’s sovereignty to the
US imperialist forces just to maintain power and continue
to acquire wealth through their position.

4. Who has the control and sovereignty over these bases?
Clearly the Philippines has no sovereignty over the

bases. It is the US government which has complete sovereign-
ty and power over them. The laws, culture, currency and
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commerce on the bases are exactly what prevail on the US
mainland. It is true that under the agreement signed in 1979,
there were changes in some terms; Clark and Subic were
called “Philippine military bases”, when in fact they harbour
only US facilities. But these were only cosmetic changes for
in essence the US retained its complete control over the
bases. And while a Filipino was named base commander (to
serve as the primary security guard), and the Philippine flag
was allowed to fly outside the bases, US control over the
territories continues. The US has the freedom to do what it
wishes inside the base territory without any control by
Filipinos. There is a provision under the bases agreement
for “unhampered access to facilities.” The storage of nuclear
arms is clear violation of the Philippine Constitution.

While Clark Air Base utilizes only 80% and Subic Naval
Base, 42% of the land area allowed for under the agreement,
Filipinos = cannot claim any right to the unused land, larger
than the city of Singapore and the city of Washington D.C.
The Philippines cannot even use the idle land, mountains or
seas, under the “possession” of the US, for economic projects
that would benefit the Filipino people. (‘“A Brief Guide to
Philippine Views on the US Bases,”” RP Views by ISIP, UP
Manila, CAS, TWMAEW, 1986, p. 2)

Now, US soldiers are conducting patrols outside the
perimeter of these military bases alleging a threat from the
NPA. This is a clear violation of Philippine sovereignty and
dignity, and a direct intervention in our internal affairs.

5. Don'’t the US bases contribute to the defense and security
of the Philippines?

This is an erroneous perception. On the contrary they
endanger the country and the people. The US bases in the
Philippines only serve as a magnet for attack from countries
hostile to the US.

There are many nuclear capable weapons stored in the
bases and strategic military communications systems are also
present. These alone imperil the Philippines should other
countries in conflict with the US strike at the base in the
event of a nuclear war. This is a big threat to peace, health
and even the lives of Filipinos.

Because of the size and importance of the bases in US
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military strategy, they will always be potential t,m-g_ets of 5.
megaton bombs. (The impact of each as devastating as 5
million tons of dynamite). :

A single explosion of a 5-megaton .bomb in an area with
a 4 million population equal to Manila and Quezon Cities
combined, could kill 1.7 million people. About 2.8 million
would suffer injuries caused by burning, crumbling buildings
and poisoning from the effect of radiation (Prof. Henry
Kendall, “Nuclear War in Europe”, Senate Cong. Record,
54926, May 12,1981).

These disasters can only be avoided if the US bases in
the Philippines are dismantled. It is necessary to assert a free
and independent foreign policy against US control and
influence through the collective national and democratic
struggle of Filipinos.

6. Are there nuclear weapons inside the US military bases
in the Philippines?

Yes!

In fact, there are two squadrons of F-4 Phantom fighter
bomber airplanes which use nuclear weapons in Clark Air
Base. Nuclear ships such as the carriers Midway and cruiser
USS Sterret usually dock at Subic Naval Base. Meanwhile,
an arsenal of nuclear weapons are concealed at Camayan
Point. At the coastal mountains of Zambales are atom-bomb
proof caves which shelter US nuclear submarines. (Jorge
Emmanuel, “The Immediate and Long-Term Consequences
of Nuclear War in the Philippines”, NAFJD reprint series,
No. 3, 1986, p. 1)

On June 28, 1983, US Navy Admiral Gene La Roque,
directer of the Center for Defense Information, testified
that “There are tactical nuclear arms hidden in the Philip-
pines . . . and these increase the possibility of confrontation
between the US and USSR.” The entry of US warships
carrying nuclear-tipped Tomahawk cruise missiles into Subic
base and the landing of B-52 H Bombers bearing nuclear
weapons from Guam to Clark Air Base worsen this possibility
(RP Views, Op cit, p. 19).

F:‘ven in 1975, the Center for Defense Information
fmnfxrmed the presence of 54 nuclear-capable fighter bombers
in th.e US bases in the Philippines. And in 1977, the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee reported that there are nuclear

weapons stored inside Clark and Subic, according to Reuters
News Agency. (Simbulan, Op cit., p. 220).

7. Do we need the US military bases here to maintain the
balance of power between the US and USSR in Asia?

Actually the so-called balance of power in Asia does not
exist in the first place, because of the predominance of US
military power in the region. The existence of US military
bases in the Philippines further shatters this myth.

In fact, the US has about 350 military bases in East
Asia including those countries around the Pacific Ocean
such as South Korea, and Japan. In addition to these are
the bases of its allies such as Great Britain which has 13
and Australia and New Zealand, which have 3 bases each.
(Owen Wilker, “Militarization of the Pacific: Strategic Hot
Spots,” Stockholm International Peace Research Institute,
NAJFD reprint, 1986, p. 4).

On the other hand, the Soviet Union has only 10 military
bases in the region, most of which are inside their territories
such as Vladivostok in Asia. Their access to Cam Ranh Bay
was permitted at the height of the Vietnam war, but based on
their limited use of the facilities in Vietnam, the Soviet
Union can not claim it as a base, according to the Stockholm
International Research Institute, a noted Sweden-based
independent research institute concerned with military
issues (Ibid ).

Meanwhile, in the different small mid-Pacific islands
including Hawaii, the US has 167 bases, France 15, Japan 1,
and Chile 1. The Soviet Union on the other hand has none.

Clearly, the US still has a great advantage even if their
bases are pulled out of the Philippines. They can still main-
tain their tremendous “balance of power” since the USSR
has practically no military bases in other countries. (Ibid).

8. Should we remove the US bases in the Philippines, will
other countries try to interfere and step into the coun-
try?

No.
Studies made by US-gov’t. agencies (including the

Department of Defense), indicate that there is no danger or

military threat to the Philippines or to other countries in
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Southeast Asia from the Soviet Union® or China. According
to former US Secretary of Defense Arthur Schle singer,
and to studies made by the US Library of Congress, the
military posturing of the Soviet Union is primarily for its
defense only (RP Views, Op. cit., p. 4).

This is different from the posture of the US government
which uses military power to protect its interests in Asia
and other parts of the world. This means the protection
of the economic interests of American transnational cor-
porations and their political interests over other nations.
The use of US military power, according to Filipino nationa-
lists, is building an empire which violates the sovereignty
of nations that wish to live independently, freely and in
peaceful co-existence with the community of nations.

According to the International Institute for Strategic
Studies in London, the Soviet Union has established a regular
military force only in the Indian Ocean where the US has
installed Poseidon missiles. These missiles can reach territo-
ries of the Soviet Union in Central Asia if fired from US
submarines based in the Indian Ocean. (Ibid).
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A former Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense and
Senior Associate of the US National Security Council has
stated: “There is no threat to the Philippines of outside
aggression” (Ibid) — unless, of course, we count the threat
from the US government once the Filipino people begin to
succeed in dismantling US dominanace and influence over the
country as in Vietnam and Nicaragua.

9. Will the Philippines become a communist country once
the US military forces are removed?

This imagined outcome is based on the US-propagandist
created ‘“‘domino theory”. This theory preaches that
countries in Asia will be influenced by the victories of Com-
munists in China and Indochina once the US bases are
removed. But history teaches us that it is not the presence
or absence of US bases which is decisive of the victories of
communists or liberation movements in Asia. Rather it is the
independent and-democratic decision of the people of each
country which determines the social system that they adopt,

Locations of major US Military Bases

USAF Wallace Air Station. 3
Sgn Fernando, La Union /( 3
{/j ) ¢\ )

{
)
= Camp John Hay Leave and Rocr/na ion'Center
~ ) " Baguio City
San Miguel Communiwtiqﬁi Center
\ ) in Zambales and Tarlac ./
N\ 6~ NP
SUBIC NAVAL BASE . oo - = oo
Olonwp()i City - o
S ~ CLARK AIR BASE
N @ Angoles City, Pampanga

~ |77 METROMANILA

\ { \ A \\x
\Po ) e )
2 . ~ g :/ N r l

10

11




based on their needs. Such was the experience of the people
of Vietnam, Laos and Kampuchea. Even the direct inter-
vention of the US which caused the deaths of many in these
countries did not derail their struggle for freedom and their
march towards socialism.

On the other hand, the removal of US military bases in
Thailand did not lead to their freedom from the world capi-
talist system. They cannot work towards socialism yet
because of the domination of their ruling class despite the
absence of US bases.

In addition, it is a right of any country or nation to
freely and independently determine its foreign policy and
the economic and social system that it wants. As long as
US control prevails in the Philippines, the Filipino people
are forced to follow its policies. US control and influence
have tied the Philippines to the world capitalist system which
they dominate. This enables the US to exploit the country’s
material resources and cheap labor to its advantage.

Once US dominance and control is removed along with
its military bases, Filipinos can be free to choose whether to
develop into capitalism or toward socialism.

This is similar to the experiences of the people of Nica-
ragua, Algeria, Indochina and other countries that are
liberated from imperialist control.

10. Do the US military bases provide livelihood to Filipinos
living inside and around them?

On the surface level they do. But deeper analysis would
show the more negative aspects of the presence of the bases.

Admittedly, many Filipinos are employed in the US
bases, but they are gravely exploited and oppressed.

The wages received by Filipino base workers are extreme-
ly low compared to their American counterparts. They are
even lower than those of Japanese and South Korean workers
in US bases in their respective countries. (Ibon, June 30.
1987 p. 2).

For instance, a Filipino foremen is paid only P20.00
(US$1.00) an hour while an American foreman gets $20 an
hour for the same job. Meanwhile, a Filipino mailman
receives only P9.00 per hour while an American with the
same work is paid $5.00. A Filipino teacher in the George
Dewey School is receiving about P14.00 per hour while her

American counterpart gets about $10.00 per hour for the
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same job.

At the same time, most of those living outside the bases
draw their income from decadent and anti-social activities.
The presence of the US bases has spawned a plague of pros-
titution, blackmarket, drug pushing, gambling and crimina-
lity in Olongapo and Angeles City. American servicemen
take advantage of widespread poverty in the country to lure
Filipinos to engage in activities to entertain them during
their ‘“Rest and Recreation” periods.

Today, the sex and entertainment industry around the
US bases has become institutionalized. Child prostitution
is proliferating and the number of victims of venereal diseases
and AIDS carried by American soldiers is increasing.

11. But what will happen to these people’s livelihood if the
military bases are removed?

Once the bases are dismantled, the lands that they
occupy will be developed as infrastructures like port facili-
ties, airports, shipyards and others. The large tract of land
can be developed for agriculture.

According to a survey conducted by the Philippine
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, the Filipino people
will benefit more if the US military bases are pulled out and
the area transform for livelihood projects. (Ma. Socorro I.
Diokno, US Bases and Philippine Economic Dévelopment,
NAJFD Monographs, Vol. 1II, No. 4, October 1986, p.8)

In place of the military base, Subic can be transformed
into a major dockyard, servicing yard and other maritime-
related industries. Camp John Hay can be made a tourist
center while Clark Air Base can be converted into an inter-
national airport. Part of the area can be changed into a com-
mercial and industrial center for Central Luzon. Arable land
can be used for corporate farming.

But all of this can be done only once the US military
bases are dismantled.

12. Do the Filipinos benefit from the base rentals?

Only the United States government benefits from this
arrangement.

In the 1984 Military Bases negotiations, the American
panel turned down paying ‘“rentals” for the use of the mili-
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tary facilities. Instead, they indicated thgi.r willipgness to
make ‘their best efforts” to increase mll!t,ary aid to the
Philippine government. This military aid, in tum, is now
being used by the Aquino government to suppress its cmz‘ens
and murder Filipinos who are continuing the struggle against
poverty and state repression. This so-t;alled aid does not in
any way help Filipinos’ industrialization and development
efforts. -

Even the total value that the Philippines receives from the
American government is still dismally small compared to
assistance granted to other countries that play host to US
Bases. Consider the following.

Korea $14.108 B
United Kingdom $10137B
Turkey $ 7.839B
Japan $ 7.434B
Italy $ 6.612 B
Greece $ 5.286 B
W. Germany $ 5.208 B
Philippines $ 3.399 B

It is also notable that many countries that do not have
US military bases on their territory and are considered
neutral receive far greater assistance from the US, eg.:
India receives $12.944 B, Pakistan $6.379 B, Yugoslavia
$3.649 B, (RP Views, Op. cit., p. 10.

13. Why do the Americans maintain their military bases in
the Philippines in spite of the Filipino people’s objection?

The United States needs to maintain its military bases in
the Philippines for use in intervening in internal conflicts
of sovereign nations and for the defense of its imperialist
interests. Primary targets of these bases are national libera-
tion movements against US imperialism. If intervention and
the use of forces from the bases are not enough for its
counter-revolutionary operations, the military complexes
maybe used as a springboard to directly invade the Philip-
pines, as American forces did in Vietnam.

On June 4, 1987, the Philippine-US Mutual Defense
Board announced that it would let US facilities in Clark
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and in Subic be used against the ing i

was carried in the document, “Joint g:?:zit; TP};l;l:t:tte Sm ::‘lt
Naval Base Command and Clark Air Base Comm udl’(E
(“Military can use US bases hardware,”” Manilq Chro?:? l'
June 5, 1987) Right after this announcement D f‘c .
Secretary Ileto said, “The US Bases are needed to (ia furs
democracy in our country.” (“US bases guarantee d?;:;e
cmcg‘hsayalsleto," Manila Chronicle) June 20,1987.) -

e may use these bases as an ex to di

attack the Philippines, if it perceives thec:eti-ti?ng;?:ltils};
movement strengthening and endangering the American
economic and political domination over the country. While
military facilities are playing a larger role in counte;-insur-
gency, base officials and personnel are becoming prime
mg;ts of NPA attacks. (US Defense Monitor, Op. cit.,
p.

It is noteworthy that the NPA has included in its Order
of Battle base personnel and officials actively involved in
counter-insurgency operations. As far back as 1974, a Navy
Seabee was ambushed by the insurgents. In 1984, two MC-
130 aircraft of the First Special Operations Squadrons
based at Clark Air Base were hit by rifle fire believed to be
from NPA regulars. Last October, the NPA claimed res-
ponsibility for the killing of 3 military personnel outside
the bases. These attacks may be used by American autho-
rities to justify an invasion of the Philippines like its
Grenada strike.

To summarize, the military bases are important com-
ponents of US imperialism in ensuring its domination of the
Philippines against nationalist and anti-imperalist forces,
and defending the economic interests of transnational cor-
porations and American investors here. These bases are also
used to protect US global domination of neo<olonial coun-
tires and against socialist nations and new democratic
countries resisting American imperialism.

14, What is the importance of the bases to Filipino?

None!

For Filipinos, these bases are like daggers deep in the
heart of our motherland. These bases trample upon our
national sovereignty and independence. In the middle
of our land are foreign-controlled estates where no Filipino
law is respected nor upheld.Worse, these bases endanger the
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lives of our people in the event of a nuclear war involving
the United States. These bases serve as targets for nuclear
strikes.

Another potential danger the bases pose is that of
nuclear-accidents. Even the mere presence in the Philippines
of nuclear-tipped arms and fueled vessels increases the
chances of an accidental Hiroshima or Chernobyl. Our
country may not recover if such an acccident or incident
happens.

These bases serve as a sword of Damocles’ against the
Filipino people’s struggle for national democracy. Political
observers believe that the US will not hesitate to use its
ground forces based in Clark and Subic in the event of victo-
ry of the people’s liberation movement. It may even justify
military involvement on the grounds of defending the bases.

It is also reasonable to believe that the US will use the
bases if similar scenarios occur in other nations.

15. How does the US use its bases to intervene in other
countries?

The United States uses the bases as a staging ground for
its imperialist aggression against national liberation move-
ments and newly established democracies.

The US used the bases in the following adventures,

1900 — The Philippines was used to assemble American
forces against the Boxer rebellion in China.

1918-1920 — The Philippines was used as a base to
launch attacks in Siberia against the newly
established USSR.

1927 — The Philippines was used to defend the Inter-
national Settlement in Shanghai, China.

1950-52 — Clark and Subic played a key role as a logis-
tical base for US forces in the Korean War.

1954 — It was in Clark Air Base that the US finalized
its plan to explode nuclear bombs on bases of
Viet Minh forces at Dienbienphu to support
France’s colonial war in Indochina. The plan
was not implemented.

1955-56 — Subic Naval Base was used by the Central
Intelligence Agency in its operations against
mainland China.

1958 — US Naval Forces from Subic were sent to

16

Qemoy-Matsu Islands during the China crisi
involving the “offshore islands” incid “roy

1962 — lek-based aircraft were used to show :;nts.
rican air n?ight and to support America(:
mercenaries inside Laos,

- 1965-75 — The two bases and the
played a key role in su
American forces in Vietn
puchea.

1971 — A Naval force was sent from Subic to the Ba
of Bengal when America intervened in the lndiay
Bangladesh-Pakistan war. -

1975 —Th? Amf;erican government launched military
actions from Subic agains i
the “Mayaguez” talks.g > e islen St

1978-80 — Subic was used as the staging ground for US
force?s going to the Indian Ocean and Arabian
Sea in connection with the war in North Yemen
Iran and Afghanistan. '

1980 — The Marcos government allowed the use of
Clark as an assembly point for Marines going
to the Arabian Sea and for Special Operations
Forces in their futile bid to free hostages at the
US Embassy in Iran,

Such incidents increase the chances of the Philippines
being dragged into international conflicts involving the US
government. The fact that the Philippines was used as an
instrument of US imperialist aggression violates the funda-
mental ideals of Filipinos of respecting the sovereignty of
other nations.

16. What is ASEAN’s position on the American bases?

ir satellite stations
Pplying logistics to
am, Laos and Kam-

Member nations of ASEAN, particularly Malaysia and
Indonesia, have stated their intention to implement the
principle of Zone of Peace, Freedom and Neutrality
(ZOPFAN), in Southeast Asia. This was based on the 19th
ASEAN Ministerial meeting held last June 23-24 in Manila
(*ASEAN split on nuke-free issues” Manila Chronicle, 17
dJune 1987). ’

China and the Soviet Union support the proposed South-
east Asia nuclear weapons-free zone, while the United States
and the United Kingdom oppose the ban. (USSR, China
support ASEAN nuke free zone” Malaya 19 July 1987).
ASEAN’s approval of the nuclear-free proposal is sure to
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weigh heavily against the US military bases in our country. It
is widely believed that if nuclear weapons and vessels were
banned, the bases would be rendered inutile.

Note: ZOPFAN was included in the Manila Declaration
of 1987 while the resolution to declare Southeast Asia
nuclear arms frce was neither approved nor rejected.

Documentation of
atrocities inside the bases

The following are documented cases of atrocities and
extreme prejudice committed by American servicemen
against Filipinos. These are embodied in a joint letter-petition
filed by the Committee on US Nationals of the Philippines
(CUSNAPHIL) and the League of Concerned Citizens of
Central Luzon (LCCCL) to the Philippine Senate and the
House of Representatives last August 21, 1987.

1. ATTEMPTED MASSACRE OF 7 FILIPINOS AT
CROW VALLEY, TARLAC, ON AUGUST 21, 1987. Seven
Filipinos, two of them children, were directly fired upon by
two U.S. helicopter gunships (HH3-798 and HHE-706) in a
clear area where there were no trees nor tall grasses to cover
them. The gunships made two low passes directly over the
victims who stood on a ridge and who could clearly see the
crew and waved at them. Several times the gunships circled
for firing position and fired directly at the victims with .60
caliber machine-guns while stationary. Isagani Caspe Pio-
quinto, 6, was grazed on the neck; Rowena C. Custodio,
18, was hit on the buttocks. Both were knocked down to the
ground, bleeding. All managed to escape by jumping in time
over the cliff.

At the time of this incident, the victims were not aware
of any ongoing target practice at Crow Valley because the
“Red Warning Flag” was not raised, the check-points(s)
leading to the entry of the target range was not manned, nor
were the inhabitants who had been officially permitted to
live in the area been warned about any target practice.

At the U.S.A.F. Regional Medical Clinic to which the
victims were brought, Rowena Custodio was asked to pay
$3,000 for hospitalization expenses and they described her
injury as minor though both wounded victims were confined
there for seven days during which they underwent surgical
operations.
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2. KARATE EXPERT SMASHES BOY, 13, AGAINST
THE PAVEMENT FOR NO PROVOCATION. Jonathan
R. Tiglao, 13, on July 19, 1987, was brutalized by American
serviceman Patrick Connors, a karate expert, who first
poured a bottle of coke on the boy’s breast, without any
provocation. The boy picked up a small pebble and threw
it at Connors and missed. Connors then caught the boy with
a paralyzing hold on the back and smashed him against the
pavement. As he lay still unconscious on the pavement, the
boy’s body turned blue and shook convulsively. He was
hospitalized for five days.

3. KILLER DOGS SET ON 19 FILIPINO SCAVEN-
GERS. Nineteen Filipinos scavenging on garbage heaps inside
the Clark Air Base perimeter were subjected to attack by
killer dogs on March 16-17, 1987. Ricky Sanchez suffered
deep, wide wounds in the right inner thigh; Edwin Mariano
suffered a deep, wide laceration in the head which required
seven stitches; and four other boys set loose on them by
American servicemen during that same period. “To U.S.
authorities at Clark Air Base, garbage was more important
than the lives of 19 Filipinos,” complained the CUSNAPHIL
and the LCCCL.

4. LOURDES N. RAMOS WAS KIDNAPPED, ROBBED,
FORCED TO UNDRESS AND SEXUALLY MOLESTED
BY 2 AMERICAN SERVICEMEN. Two American service-
men at Clark Air Base, Carl Ross and Tony Dowling, kid-
napped Lourdes N. Ramos and took her to'a warehouse
where she was forced to undress and sexually molested. The
servicemen forced her to perform “the most humiliating
sexual acts” at gun point. They also forcibly took her stain-
less steel ring from a finger and dumped her, totally naked,
in an isolated area from where she walked away alone in the
night. This was among the very few cases where the culprits
were punished by the courts, in this case a court-martial
finding of guilt and penalty of one year imprisonment and
fine of the equivalent of P220,000 for each of the two
servicemen, and compensation for damages in the amount of
P50,000 to Lourdes N. Ramos.

The point here is that this can happen to a Filipino
woman at the hands of American servicemen at Clark Air
Base when the Philippines and the United States are not at
war with each other but are supposed to have mutual security
relations and should be defending and protecting each other’s
citizens.
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5. DIANNE FAJARDO FORCED IN TO ABORTION.
Jeffrey Bowens, a U.S. servicemen, on June 4, 1987, tried to
convince Ms. Dianne Fajardo to submit to an illegal abortion
but the Filipino girl refused. Bowens practically drugged the
woman into submission and when she was about to fall into
a drug-induced sleep, made to sign several papers. Ms. Fajardo
woke up to find that she had undergone abortion while
asleep but could not find baby. She had been terrorized by
the American serviceman that she could not muster enough
guts to file a formal complain against him..

6. FILIPINO HUTS INSIDE CLARK AIR BASE SET TO
THE TORCH. The huts of some Filipino farmers who had
previously been allowed by base authorities to build huts
inside the perimeter of the base were burned last year for
reasons base authorities at Clark could not explain. Farmers
who planned to file formal complaint were threatened with
cancellation of their gate passes. Up to this date, this has
remained an unsettled case.

7. ELECTROCUTION OF ROLANDO FELICIANO.
A 69,000-volt cable negligently left hanging by a post at
Clark Air Base electrocuted Rolando Feleciano who acci-
dentally got into body contact with it. Instead of listening
to petitions of the victim’s family for death compensation,
base authorities charged the dead man with being a thief.

8. WANTON KILLINGS AND ARRESTS. The incidents
of hapless Filipinos mauled, humiliated, arrested or killed
inside the U.S. bases are too many to enumerate here. U.S.
base authorities say that since the early 1970s, more or less
150,000 Filipinos had been arrested inside Clark Air Base
alone. A Baluga, Glicerio Amor, was shot and killed by
American servicemen in Subic Base because “he looked liked
a wild boar.”
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