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We Had the Facts on Cuba

o the Herald Tribune:
As a naval reserve 1nte111gence officer, I cannot

et Mr. Roscoe Drummond’s analysis of the Stennis.

Subcommittee Report on our mtelhgence in the Cuban
crisis go unchaﬂenged

Mr. Drummyngd says “something needs to be done”
becau$é of the lnabﬂlty of Mr. John A. McCone and

- our other intelligence chiefs-to™*¢orvince” the sub-

committee that gl Soviet long-range mlssﬂes have

. been removed from Cuba.

Well, this report is a wondrous document you

" can prove either side of the question by it. I supposa

this comes from a desire for unanimity. But there
is a grave question, when as fundamenial an issue
as the integrity and competence of our mation’s in-

. telhgence services are concerned, whether the publia

interest is really served by an inquiry that stops short

of a clear-cut verdict just to keep everybody happy..

In any event, one thing is clear: all of the report’s

coriclusions which refute charges against our 1nte1111'

gence services are based on facts, while those which
give aid and comfort to the critics are either self-
contradictofy or rest on nothing more substantlal
than theoretical skepticism.

Take the matter of strategic missiles. The in-
telligence chiefs “to a man” conclude these missiles

~have.been removed. To oppose this impressive prp{i
fessional judgment the committee offers only “abso-
-lutes” and philosophical skepticism. Theoretically,

to be sure, anything is possible. But is this really any
way to run a railroad—or a country?
Likewise, the “substantial errors” the commit-
tee says resulted from a belief by some intelligence
ficials that the Soviets would never put missiles
n Cuba vanish in the face of facts appearing else-
where in the same document. For example, from
July 1962, on all rumors about such missiles——whether
contrary to “subjective” beliefs or not—were “scru-
pulously” checked out, we are told, with uniformly
negative results. Until the pictures came in from
that Oct. 14 U-2 flight nobody-—either in the Senate
or out—had any confirmation of any long-range mis-
sile rumors.

So what “substantial errors” were there" What
- more could intelligence have done, even had they

believed otherwise? Should” they have represented
as confirmed fact rumors for which no confirmation
could he found? Or was the subcommittee perhaps
mdulgmg some of the Administration’s more voca}

.critics in its midst by taklng the intelligence com-

munity to task’ , jlure to manifest psychic
powers prior to ()c‘h‘l L4

Whatever the ate answer to our trouble-
some problems in Cgb%l it can only be complicated
by an unw1111ngness on the part of those in possession
of the.facts to’ repudlate unequivocally unfounded

charges-against an intelhgence community’ that ac-

. tially turned in a magmflcent and highly successful

performance .last October.
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