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NEW YORK TIMES
2 November 1973

Excgrpts From Transcr1pt of Ford’s Testlmony at’ Hearmg
" “on Vice-Presidential Nommatlon

ey
L 4and cripple the. Govemment\ ALl

-Special fo The New York Times ;‘;‘
WASHINGTON, Nov. J—
Following are -excerpts fromx
a transcript of testimony to-
day by Representative Gerald
R. Ford, Republican of Michi-
-gan who is President Nixon’s
- tnominee for. Vice Prestdent.i
‘before the Senate Committee |
jon Rules and Administration:

'OPEN ING STATEMENT |

. This is g new expernence
for me, I realize it is also a;
new experience for you, and’
for the American people. I

"feel that I_.am among friends!

however 1 ask you only to
-treat me as true friends treat
one another, with directness;
with’ ¢andor, wuhout favor
and without guile, in full and’
miutual awareness. of . the
solemn ,oath . we , have all
taken to.the Constltution and'
our. responsibility, to the peo-
ple of this great Repubhc i
‘1 am deeply conscious that;
today the Congress and the
citizens we represent are em-
barking upon a historic voy-
age into uncharted waters: I
come before -you as the
nominee of the President to:
fill a vacancy in the office of,
Vice President’ of the United'
States under the provisions,
‘of ‘the 25th Amendment to'
‘the Constitutién, for which-
65 Senators and 368 mem-’
bers of the House- voted in’
1965 -and which the Legisla-
tures of 48 states subSequent-
]y ‘ratified. e
1 know you are gomg to
have a lot of questions for
me, but.there are two. b'gl
ones perhaps I can answer
‘at the, start.’. |
First, what makes you,
Jerry Ford qualified to be
Vice President of the United

. ‘States? Second, what kind of

a. Vice. Presldent would you:
_hope to be?

, Let me take the -second
question first. How. do I re-‘
gard the office of the Vice-
Presidency.—. in .the climate.

_and context of ‘right now,

and in terms of the future,
. History .isn’t. ‘much elﬁ here,.
except recent history, through
.which. we have all lived. !

‘There ‘are only thrée living’
‘Americans .who have held:
this. high . office; and three
weeks .ago at-the White
House one; of them told me
he. -wanted -me ‘fo_take the.
job.

The - first - two telephone
calls. 1 got. after that' were
from the two_other former
Vice Presidents. And for their
generous. good wishes® I wrll
always be grateful,” ~

Events at home and abroad;
have moved so swiftly sincei
‘that night: that I have hot*
had much time for scholarly’
homework on .the duties of,
the Vice-Presidency, or even
to collect my own feelings at
the 'sudden change in my
own style of life. A

)

. My ‘thoughts have been
‘mixed<pride-in - the . confis
dence which President Nixon
has shown for me and deep
satisfaction. that . apparently
it is shared’ by. hundreds of
other old friends and col-,
leagues, in the Congress; andf
£hroughout | the country. ‘I’
have felt a.touch of sadness’
at the thought of leaving the’
‘House " of Representatives-
which has been my home’ for
nearly half my life,

I have also felt something
like awe and astonishment at”
the magnitude of the newt
responsibilities I have been
asked to assume, At the|
'same time I have a new and}
invigorating sense of " deter-
‘mination ‘and. purpdse to do:
.my best to meet them. i

Perhaps the worst misgiv-'

1 have about the Viced -
Jngs ave aoou h o . .of-a Vice President are few,, -

"Presidency ate that:such cont:
‘tacts with all kinds of people:
would be more difficult—and
-that my friends ‘mnght stop
calling me Jerry. -

Not only has m{ pubhc life
+been an open book but in the
‘last three weeks my private
life has been opened as well.
‘Once 1 told- the. President I'd
accept—I guess I told him as
much—1I made a firm deci-
-sion, I decided to make avail«
able to this committee and to
the House Committee on thé¢,
Judlcmry, without reservation’
except reliance on.their good'
{udgment every . record, re-:
ating to my pubhc service,’
my -personal finances, . my
jhealth and the health of my-
‘wife and children, and to re-,
:spond. as fully. and accurately
Aas possible to every' reason-
able inquiry, .

1 asked all pubhc offxcrals,,
Federal .state and local, and!
all persons or.agencies that;
‘have custody .of . normale
private.records regarding me
to make them fully and
speedily available,  including
all of my campaign finances,
-office and personal bank ac~
counts—even our_ children’s
savings accounts — my in-
come tax records and con-
“fidential. financial . disclosure
.reports required by House:
rules, all correspondence of.
my Congressional office and
the records of my, certified.
public ‘accountant” in Grand:
Rapids, including a statement
of my net worth. It has been
a monumental job, just locat-
ing.and digging out the rec-,
ords I ‘have, all in a ‘very
-short time. I have answered'
every“ request unreservedly
and I want to give such an-

. swers because of the great

importance of .the present
Jjinquiry.

1 believe you and the Con:’
'gress and the Ameérican peo-.
‘ple must become fully satis-
.fied that I am worthy of your,
“trust and that I amn fit to per-
form ‘the dutres of the Vlce~
Presidency. - , . .

; ‘ f
AppT UVWWWWM”W%Tv_e.e‘

-1 am not a saint, and I'm

sure I “have done things I
ight - have done' better or

'dlf erently: or not at all,
“have also left undone things
that I'should havé done. But'
'Thelieve and hope that Fhave:
been horest with myself and’
“With-others, that-I-hive been:
faithful to my friends and-
fair \to 'my- opponents,. and:
that.I have.tried my best to’
make this great. government
work. for the good of all}
Amerlcans

President Eisenhower had
A& véry simple’ rule—I have?
never heard of a_better one
for people in - public ofﬂce'
who have to make decisions:
‘Get all the facts and all. the!

. 'good counsel you can, and:

then do what's best for
Amenca )
The constitutional dutjes of

.and his statutory duties.
‘while humerous do not really’
“definé his roleé; 1¢I5 trité-and,
cynical to sum it all up by
-saying ' the *Vice Presxdent’
tdoes ‘whatever the President:
wants him to, and no more.
‘I have a different idea, I hope;
:a broader one. It is based on}
‘the uniqueness of my situa.:
;tion and, above all, on ‘th
greatest Smgle need of ou:}
country today.- -
' T realize, of course, that!
.almost exactly a year ago1
President Nixon' and Vice!
President Agnew were elected!
‘by majorities of .thé people in}
49 of the 50.states. Not only:
that but ‘the President. was.
runnmg on his record of four
iyears. He was re-elected by a’
massive - majority who  ap.:
Eroved -of his -program : and:!

is policies as they had been‘
‘tried and tested over that!
period. I fought hard for:
‘those programs in the Con'
‘gress as Republican leader’
in the House, I defended them
v1gorously all over the coun-!
try and on the campaign trail,’
-and for that I have no apolo-{_
gies: If being for.his Presi-}
dent and for his party and
for its candidates disqualified
;anyone from becomlng Vice
President, then we’ll never:
have another Truman, Nixon,
Johnson or Humphrey

But while I feel a strong,
obhgat,ron to recognize thej
{Presidential mandate of 1972,‘,
‘I am also very much mind-i
jful of the Congressional man-’
"date on the samé Election'
Day. The'very same Ameri-
icans who gave’ the Republi-
:can President a .margin .of
117,838,725 votes _ also gave .
the Senate a Democratrc ma-,
Jonty of 56 to 42,. w1th one,
iIndependent _and one . ‘Condi
iservatwe and the House ay
1‘Democratu; .majority of 243,
to 192.
' The Foundmg Fathers ‘in
1787 never mtended-—and the:
American peo in 1972
‘never intended-—to ‘paraiyze :

‘in “Washington, But respond,
¢sible -citizens and leaders in’
“both parties are beginning to'
\worry -about : our-: national,
Government ‘becoming: seri-
Lously weakened by pamsam
drvrsron N

: 1 have. served dn one: Re-)
‘pubhcan Conhgress - ad a’,
- dozen Democratic Congresses.:
1 have served’ during three'|
‘Dertocratic and ' two .Re-]
:publican " Presidencies, ~ In!
the course of 25 ‘years I've
:stood ‘with -the . Congress,
when it was right and tvith
,the President when he” wps.
‘right, in my judgment red,
-gardless of which con<’
trolled ‘the execut Ve tanch;
ior- the legislative branch ot’,
Government, .
1 know from first- hand ex-}
penence that almost wnthouté
exceptlon the people in their;
‘wisdom ‘send ‘to Congress:
men_and women who. are
‘reasonable, who prefer -ac-|
ition to 'inaction,” who: are}
cdpable of compromise, who
‘love their country and ‘who:
‘are concerned for the future’
of the ‘oldest representatwe»
repubhc -on:earth, o et s

* I know these men and wom-q
‘en can work togéther be-!
icause -1 -have worked - tos+
-gether with them the best‘
:years of my life. - . . i}
- 1So0 I come'back to the first
question: What makes you, ,
Jerry Ford, qualified to' bet
Vice President of .the Umted j
States? -
1 My answer is that I beheve,
€I can-be a ready conciliator;
and calm communicator be-!
tween thé White House and’
‘Capitol Hill, between the re-’
election mandate of the Re-;
publican’ President and the
“equally emphatic mandate of,
the Democratic 93d Congress.
‘1 believe I can do this—not/
because T know much about’
the Vice-Presidency-—but be-.
cause I 'know- both the Con-'
gress of the United States‘
rand the -President of the
.Umled States- as well and as'
fintimately as_anybody who
.has known both for a quar-é
‘ter century.

i, T count most of the ‘mem-
‘bers of the Senate and o
the House as my friends.t
They have been’ wonderfully!
kind and helpful® .during
}these hectic . days i volun~}
teering support and -encour-
agement to me, The Presi-
dent of the United States.
‘has been my friend from the
'time he was a second-termer)

‘from  Califordia  in - the,
‘House and took time to make
a freshman from Michigan
‘feel-welcome. He has alwaysu
been truthful to me, as have’
me good friends ' in the:
“Congress. 1 have never mis- -
led them even when -they.
'might have wanted to hear*
-§omething gentler than the'
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[tmth.*‘ And 1t 1 changé jobs’
that is the way 1 intend ;og
‘continue, -, * | - A
. Truth.'is’ the, Blue that’
’holds-. gbvernment together,’.
sand not -only’ government,’
{but civiligation itself. . ']
;" S0 " géntlemen, I . readily:
‘promise ¢ to ‘answer your,
.questions truthfully I knowi
‘you- will'not pull any punch:1
-es—the American people will<
never 'fqrgive any of us if,
ryou dd.cThrough my testi-*
¢morry it} is’ . my intention to’
treplace 3. misunderstandin J
iwith understanding and- to}
;Substitute truth, for untruths
§ 'SENATOR~ HOWARD W.

CANNON: It has been said

that essentially ylou are a.
| strict conservative, and thati
you, represent.a conservatives
i district - as, 3 legislator from’
.Grand Rapids. But the ques-!
-tion has come to mind, would!
«the éntire country vote for’
fyou: if they had. a ‘chance,'
4. No '76 Racé Planned .-
Now, I'm . thinking that on
:previous : otcasions the na<
‘tion rejected Senator Gold-

watér-because’ perhaps they.
_thought:lie"was too conserva-

ito " have ° some.’ provisiond]

swhereby' the people of the}
‘country would have the 6p-|
*portunity to vote some, way} -
1n-'connection with the 25t

:Amendment? |, o
% - Separation of Power - .
% A, Mr. Chairman, I' don't}
‘think that’s-practical. In my§
‘judgment, the procedure:set
‘up. under .the -25th Amend-.
:ment is a sound .one. It does
,provide’ for - immediate, or]
‘rélatively immediate filling of
.the office of:the Vice-Presi-
dency.” It does ‘give to the
‘spokesmen of the American:
.people in. the 100 members:
:0f the .Senate and the 435;
ymembers of the House, the}:
_opportunity -to . express the}
~people’s view -on the person]
jhominated. by . the -President:

'S~ An election; I think, is uns!
‘necéssary under the circum-}
.stances.. - - - . oo . |
i SENATOR  MARLOW . W.!
{COOK: Congressman, as youi
tknow, there has been a great)
deal of. controversy recently,
fon-the question of executive:
-privilege: and- separation of'
ipower, Can' you give the|
rcommittee some idea of what:

. 3 . ]
tive, “and . rejected..Senator -~ ¥oup-feelings are about pro-;

McGovern. because possibly.
they thought.he was too lib-'
‘dral. Even former Vice Presi-'
;dent Agnew did not become.
a”_strict conservative but
rather was a moderate, in his’
public image: preceding his
election at least, and I won-,
'der if you would care to com-.
iment-oh ‘the question of your.
Lelectability if you were to be:
‘confirmed, -not by this' com-!
mittee, but by the vote of the;
people, and also do you
‘think -that . some method
should be dévised for the
- people to vote on a vacancy,
{ in addition to the application!
;of the 25th Amendment? -}
/A, Mr. Chajrman 1 first
- should reiterate a comment;
.I've made many times since
Oct. 12, that I have no inten-
tion of seeking any public
,office in 1976, So my obser-|
‘vations" in response to your
.question must be taken in
‘that light. . : e
i{ I have been very success-
“ful, for which I'm happy and
proud, in my district, on 13!
occastons. I must differ withy
‘the interpretation as to the:
‘political  attitudes ‘of the
{Fifth Congressional District;
.in Mjchigan. - - ,I;
¥ It is in my opinion a mod-!

Perate electorate. And 'my own! -

.views are not as conservative:,
‘as might have- been. implied;
«in that regard. I consider my-;
self a moderate certainly oni
ydomestic affairs, conservative,
.on fiscal 4ffairs, but a very!
dyed-in-the-wool intemation;';
talist in foreign policy. - .-, 4
¢ Now I think those moder-:;
ate views, being an interna-;
.tionalist. in foreign. policy, a
conservative-in fiscal affairs! .
and a moderate in general,
domestic matters, . if 1. had;
,ever had my name submitted,’
‘'L might have done at- least®
‘fairly well, T wouldn't fore-g
‘cast any victory, however. ;
? You didn’t address your-}
.self to' the last part of the;
‘uiestion; A. Oh; the Jast ques-]
‘tion, I'm sorry. . ° S
#.,9. Do you thihk we'ought]

.

.

widing the Congtess or ‘the
-scourts - information® originat-i
wing in the executive branch!
iof government. . vl
£ A, Let'me make two' coms
‘ments: One, I don't think &'
tPresident has unlimited au:|
Tthority in the area’of exec;
jutive privilege. On the other
hand, which is just the oppo-
isite,”'T don’t think the Con-
: gress or the public generally,
‘have unlimited right 'to the!
ipersonal confidential conver-,
,sations beiwien a President]

tand his advisers or. any docu-i -

“President and his advisers. ',
I In other. words, between!
'the two extremes,"it seemsi
to me that we have to apply;
‘reasonable "rules so thati
'some confidentiality is’ main-{
‘tdined between the President’
‘(ﬂnd his advisers, "7 - 1
. .,0On the other hand, ,the
.Eongress and the'public have]
certain rights to have certain]
information. .. - w ook
. ‘There has been -an effort’
4n the House, and I suspect’
in the Senate as well. There,
have -been -some bills intro-
‘duced to get one or more
‘committees to draft -some’
:prescription or guidelines. -
:No action has been taken but
T think-it might be well—it
would . be a lot easier for
Presidents, for members of
‘the Congress, and' particu-
Aarly’ fot me if we had some
-definitive guidelines, but we’
‘don’t. : g
- -50°I'think you really have
‘to take each instance case<
,’by-case,” Senator,” and judge
what's actually in the best
Jinterest of the country. No. L;
'should - the . President ~'bend’
over ‘backwards 'to ‘cooper-
.ate, .to, make available docu-
.ments, and. if so, he ought
1t0 do it. On the other: hand,
df°{t’s In the best iiterests of:
Ale country - that -the..Con-
igress; shouldn’t <ask:.for. .cer-:
ttain. documents,’ then’ i
sthey shouldn’t-ask. w00~ - ¢
#:iAnd. there,, . afe. dertain .

itents that ' go " between a}

- Wociments involving - nation.*
where perhaps’ .

‘al ,security,
tthe.~Congress should _show:
jSome  reservation. 1 wigh 1.
Jhite answer, but’ the his-
itory' of this. country doesn't;
sglve .us any precedents : of.
;that “kind - and I' repeat R
f,ghinkvit depends on the indi-,
‘vidual circumstances; .~ ¢
,V.SENATOR . ROBERT ,, C:'
:BYRD: Now Mr.. Ford, ,d?;

:rbu feel that ‘executive pri

.{llege should. be-{nvoked ?; &;
ichief executlve, any chief exs
recutive,, ¢ven: though serious
iallefation$ ‘of ériminal” con-

ég_’uhtjf‘may, Have 'betn" made

“With . respect_to : the fPtesif"
Ydemtial ‘office itself?' " y
by " A, Tt seems to’me. in .this
jsituation’the judgment would’
shave to’ be " what's *in‘ the;
“best interest of the “dountry.,!
; We-certainly don’t want ‘any.
jperson’.who is a criminal: tor

go_ free ‘because of the.Te

Yfusal ‘of any doctiment to be

made,_available to-the proper
?authorities, -~ 0 ¢
§- Q: .Can' you"conceive 'of
any-“justification for- anyi
President to invoke the doé-
Mrine” of execitive ‘privilegel
“to prevent the surrender ofl
‘any documents, Presidentiall

* papers, etc., that do not deall
Uwith foreign relations or na-:
Rtional - security, but which’
“may have deep bearing upon’
‘the 'possible commission of.
{serious felonies and ' which’
thave - beén ' requested by’ a
“court through an order?; e
,-- A’ When, the question’{s:
;asked as I understand it, I!
,think there should. be, cqop-*
eration by the chief execu:
z,tlv_e. oo Lo
Q. In other words, in yout:
‘judgment the doctrine of ex-
tecutive privilege could .not.
Jlegitimately by invoked "un-
ider those. circumstances?
¥ A. Where you, have allega
ttions—serioqus allegations—of
seriminality, where those docs
ruments ‘have a material im-
‘pact on. the guilt or innos’
{cence of  an' individual, it
;stems to me that judgment;
ybearing in mind’the best in-
sterest of the country, would
*be that they should be made.
ravailable. o N
}Concealment of Information
Q.. Is it your opinion that.
concealment of- information
Which may go to the commis-
-sion of crimes is justified un-
der any circumstances’ when-

invoked by a President? - . -

{: A.Ican’t at this point fored

" WASHINGTON POST
/ 2 November 1973 ey

!Now the Russians %
‘Have a Word for It
i MOSCOW, Nov. 1 (UPI)
.~ The Soviet press coined | |
& -new Russian word today .
+ “impichmient”. — and
ftold its readers for the:.
first time' that' it could ‘;
happen to President:
‘Nixon. GOl
Diplomatic observ-
‘ers saw the reference to
‘possible ifnpeachment, in
#thé weekly New Times, as .
one more sign of Soviet !

% ldispleasure with Mr.

«could ‘give 'you -a ‘black - or; |

'see any. But that's a pretfy”

. /broad’ statement. But at the
‘moment I ¢: 't foresee any..
Q. Would not the conceal-
sment ‘of ..such information ;
.constitute: an obstruction .of |
L justice? . S B
© 3, A, As I would understand ¢
ithe question and the .deters
‘mination: You have to make

‘&n honest ‘determination as’:

sto what is actually obstruct-+
.ing justice. And that's not al-
ways a clear-cut question or )
1a set of. facts. But in the!
ihormal context I would say
vyes.. .. A
$'Q. You would say yes, that
sconcealment . of - information
“which may bear upon the-
;commission of crimes would :
constitute an obstruction of |
justice? A. Yes, I think under '

;my interpretation, Yo
by Q. Can you conceive of any'’
!,justificqtion_, :Mr. Ford, for:
sanyone, includirig a President '
,of the United ‘States, to dis-'
‘obey & final court order?. ’
. A T would strongly say*
~that any. ‘person, including
ithe President, where a deter,-;
‘mination has been made byl
! the highg% court of the land, |
~pu6ht to:obey the court order. !
i Q. Would youwMe. Ford, ifi
fthe high mantle of Presidens!’
itial authority were bestowed:
upon you, invoke executive;
wprivilege'to prevent the caurt's'§
#from seeing documents judisn
tcially ordered to be tumed:f
iover to the courts? . . §
i . The Proper Thing . ¢
i -A: Well I.publicly: stated.
«several weeks ‘or months ago.
ithat- certain documents- that,
shave been widely publicized:
jshould be turned over to the,
«courts- or to a court. as well,
‘as to a committee of the;
rUnited States Senate. I said’
;that would .have been the
iproper. thing politically to doy
¢1 have qualified it by saying,
)that -'in’ my -opinion- there,
;were serious legal and con-,

stitutional questions involved.,
3~ But if I had to weigh those
Awo, the political. public im=)
,pact.on the one hand and the
(legal or constitutional issues:
<on the other I think my judg-
i ment would be to make them,
.available and therefore T was’
,pleased that the President.has’
/made available those tapes to.
'the District Court here in the
District of Columbia. That's,
‘the way I felt’on the basis’
vof the facts, it should have,
\been handied, = Lol
.~ Q. You think:they 'should:
_have bheen turned ‘6ver? 'Ax
\Right. That is correct, yes sie.{

ixon, whith erupted last}
Lweek when the President?
:alerted U.S. troops. =
i The New Times recalled !
%the firing of Watergate!
special prosecutor Archi-}
bald Cox and the. resigna-'
tion. of Attorney General}
Elliott Richardson.and’
said that - Democrats in}
Congress were considering ;'
the possibility of ‘“im-.
pichmient,” a word "not
in any standard Russian.
jdictionary.
+ The article avoided any
‘direct criticism of ‘the
LPresident., = ]
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NEW YORK TIMES
13 November 1973
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sw(';hl {i “The New York Times :
. WASHINGTON, Nov. 12—
Following! is the text of,
President ! Nixon’s statement
issued by: the White House
today onithe status of the:
evidence in the Watergate
case: -+ .

As a consequence of the
public disclosure, two weeks
ago, that' two conversations
of the President were not re-
corded on the White House
recording system, doubts
have arisen,about just what
happened to these conversa-
tions and why they were not

" recorded. The, purpose of

this statement is to help dis-
pel those doubts and to spell
out certain steps I will take
to offer information to the
court that will help deter-
mine the substance of all
nine = conversations  sub-
poenaed by the court. . -
_ First, there are no missing
tapes. There are two conver--
sations requested by the
courts which were not re-
corded. The first is a four-
minute conversation with the
former Attorney General,
John' Mitchell, on June 20,
'1972. The second is a meet-
ing of 55 minutes with John
Dean, late in the evening of:
Sunday, April 15, 1973. K
There is no question in,
my mind but that the open’
court. hearing, now being.
conducted, will demonstrate:
to the court's satisfaction the.
truth of our statements that,
these two conversations were;
'never- recorded. In fact there
is no affirmative evidence to.
the contrary. I believe t!!at
‘when the court concludes its
evaluation of the testimony
and documentary evidence,
public doubt on this issue
will be completely and satis-:
factorily removed. ... % |
In the meantime, I believe-
it important to make a state--
ment about this proceeding
50 that misconceptions about
this matter do not persist.
simply because’ tertain basic:
facts are not presented to
the American public. ~ -
Prosecutor and Court

First, the Senate select,
committee did not subpoena”
the substance of- the two un-
recorded conversations. That
material was requested only
by . the special prosecutor,
and the court, who believed
the substance of nine Presi-
dential conversations was
necessary for completion of
the Watergate investigation.

We are complying fully
with the Federal court deci-
sion. In seven of nine in-

stances, the actual recording

of the ‘conversation is being-
-submitted; this includes’ 5'
conversations in which John'
Dedn g)articipated—Scptem-"
ber 15, 1972, March 13,
‘1973, two on March 21, 1973,
one on March 22, 1973. For:
“all nine 'conversations cov--
“ered by the subpoena, such’
.contemporaneous notes and’

“:memoranda as were made of
.the conversations are being

,provided in accordance with
.the court order. .. ‘
 Before discussing these
'matters, the issue of when
and why the recorded con-
versations were listened to
by me, and by others on my
behalf, should be placed in
chronological perspective.

{ On June 4, 1973, I listened
to the tape recordings of a’
‘number of conversations I.
had with John Dean in order
to refresh my memory of
those discussions. All of ‘the
conversations to which I
listened that day had taken'
place prior to March 21,
-1973. My purpose in review-
ing the recordings of my

conversations with Mr. Dean -

,was to confirm my recollec-
:tion that he had not reported .
-certain facts to me prior to
March 21, 1973. In late April,
1973, 1 .asked H. R. Halde-

:man to listen and report on"

.the conversation of March-
;21, :1973, in which he had
“been present fot, a substantial
portion of time. My primary
purpose in having Mr. Halde-
.man listen to this tape was
to confirm my recollection:
~that March 21,1973, was the’
‘date on which John Dean
had first reported certain
facts to me. .

'“ - The Precise. Truth

. There had been rumors and
reports to the contrary—one
of them suggesting that John,
{Dean and I had met 30 or 40
;times to discuss Watergate—_
and I wanted to refresh my
.recollection as to what was
the precise and entire truth.
On September 29, 1973, I
began a review of the tape
recordings subpoenaed by the
special prosecutor for the
‘grand jury and by the Senate
select committee. The reason
was it had been my deliberate
intention to litigate the mat-
ter up to the Supreme Court,
if necessary, to protect the
right of confidentiality and
the related principle of sepa-
ration of powers. By late
September, -however, 1 had
come. to the conclusion that
the national interest would
‘be better served by a reason-
able compromise. S
" .Thus, in late September, T
began to consider wvarious
-approaches which led to what

has come to be known as the
“Stennis Compromise” . . .
turning over to both the
Senate committee and the
.court the full substance of
‘the relevant recorded conver-
‘satioiis, leaving the verifica-
‘tion of the precision and ac-
curacy of that substance to
Senate, Stennis. That com--
promise offer, accepted by
the Senate committee chair-
man and vice chairman,
proved unacceptable to the
special prosecutor.

It was during this process
-that 1 first became aware of
the possibility that two of
the 10 conversations in ques-

‘- sations

ié‘of PreSiderit Nixon’s Statement on Stat

tion had not been recorded.
A Search Was Ordered

in Watergate

I proceeded with a review
of the eight recorded conver-
and subsequentl
ordered a further search.for-
recordings of the two con-
versations in question and’
an investigation into the
circumstances which caused
.the conversations not to be.
.recorded. The search and in- -
‘vestigation were not finally '
completed until Oct. 27.

One of the conversations
for which no recording could .
be found was a four-minute-
(telephone call I made to John -
‘Mitchell on the evening of,
June 20, 1972. The only tele-,
phone calls which were re-
corded in the residence of
the White House were those.
made in the Lincoln Sitting
Room which I use as an of-
fice. Telephone conversations
in the family quarters have
never been recorded during
‘this  Administration. The.
telephone call with John
Mitchell was one that I'made!
on the telephone in the fami-;
ly quarters just before going'
in to dinner and consequent-:
Iy it was not recorded.

My conversation with John
Dean on Sunday evening,
April 15, 1973, was not re-
corded because the tape on
the recording machine for my
Executive Office Building
office was used up and ran
-out earlier in the day. The
tape which was on the oper-.
ating recorder on Sunday,
April 15, 1973, contains re-
cordings of the conversations-
in my Executive Office Build-
ing office on Saturday, April

14, 1973. It also contains a,
portion of the first conversa-
tion I had in that office on,
Sunday, April 15, 1973, which
‘was with Attorney General'
‘Kleindienst. During that-con-;
versation the tape ran out. ..

Normally, 1 see very' few’
people in my Executive Of-
fice Building office on the
weekends. However, on the’
weekend of April 14 and 15,
the activity in my Executive’
Office Building office was;
unusual and unanticipated..
Certain reports made to.me
by my staff early' in the
morning of April 14, 1973, led’
me to have lengthy discus-

‘sions  with staff members

during the day in my office
in the Executive Office Build-
ing. In addition, internationat-
developments required a
lengthy meeting with my
assistant for national secu-
rity affairs late that moming.

On Sunday, April 15, 1973,
I began another series. of
meetings in my Executive Of-{
fice Building office at about
one o'clock, P.M, The first
meeting was with Attorney.
General Kleindienst, There-
after the meetings continued:
until fate in the evening with,
the exception of a break of’
about two hours for dinner.
1 did not meet with John
Dean until approximately

n!né o'clock that evening.
Singe the tape on the record-
er Tor my Executive Office

Building office. had “run . out

during my afternoon meeting:
wifh Attomey General Klein.
‘dienst, the Dean meeting was
Mnot recorded. . .. - . ..
. It should be pointed out
that the coutt ortler calls! for
evidéntiary materials such as
notes and memoranda in ad<
dition to recordings of speci-
fied conversations. The court
order spells out a - detailed
procedure for . turning - ma-
terials 6ver for Judge Sirica's
‘private - review. - In - recent
days, in an effort to locate
materials for the court, A
(diligent search has been made
for materials that might shed
further light on the substance
tion including the unrecord-’
ed conversations 'with, Johri.
‘Mitchell on June 20, 1972,
;and with John Dean, on the
Jevening of April' 15, "~ |}
Personal Didry File. |
Since I have been in office/
1 have maintained a personal
-diary file which consists of
notes which I have personally .
‘taken during meetings and of
record recollections. The dic-
‘tation belts and notes'. are:
placed in my personal diary
file by my “secretary. They"
are sealed under specific in-!
structions that they may not
be transcribed.
- .In the course of searching’
;my personal. diary files:. I
thave located a dictation beit!
that. I dictated. at 8:30 P.M.
on June 20, '1972; on which,)
among other.activities of 'the".
day, I referred to a telephone
call with John' Mitchell.. The '
portion of the belt relating to-
the conversation with John'

‘Mitchell will be submitted to:
‘the . court. .
"We have also located the:
dictation belt of my recollec-
tions of the conversations in!
' question: for March 21, 1973;
and the relevant portions of
these recollections together
with the actual recordings of
the conversations, of course,:
will also be ‘submitted to the’
“court in compliance with its!
order, ~ : !
. Over the weekend of Nov.”
4 and 5, 1973, upon checking’
by personal diary file for.
April 15, 1973, to locate in-
formation to be produced in:
Jaccordance with the court’s
order, I found that my file for
that day consists of personal’
notes of the conversation
held with John Dean the eve-i
{ning of April 15, 1973, but!
not a dictation belt. My origi--
nal handwritten notes, made .
:during my meeting with John
Dean on the evening of April .

us of Evideng

&
ase

b oef o e
et e

{

15, 1973, will be -submitted’

‘to the court.

¢t 'On- June- Il,'1973; the
special prosecutor .requested
a tape of a conversation I
had with John Dean on April *
15, 1973, (which I had previa
ously offered to let Assistant
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Attorney * Géneral Petersen”
hear),. . o
.. ,As-has’ been .pointed out,.
‘iny péfsonal- di%? file con-
sists of notes conversa-
tions gnd dictation belts of
'recollections, and I believed
in June that I had dictated
‘my recollections of April 15,
1973, of conversations which
occuited on that day. The
response to the special prose-
cutor made on June 16, 1973,
referred ‘to such a-dictation,
belt. At that, time, however,,
I did not review my file to
'ﬁg{afirm that it contained the
t. 2y

I have’ made a diligent
search for other evidentiary:
materjals that might. shed:

. light on the substance of my,
conversation with. John Dean
on_the evening of April 15,
:1973, Other than my coritem.
poraneous notes of that meet-
ng mentioned above, I have:
found no such evidence,)
However, 1 did meet . with
John Dean.on Monday, April
f16, 1973, on two occasions.!

NEW YORK TIMES
. 8 November 1973,

‘The first was in the morning)
in the Oval Office; the sec-
ond was in the afternoon in’
the Executive Office Buildjng:
office,.  This .was- my final,
.meeting with' Mr. Dean be--
fore he left the White House.
;staff. Both of these conversa-$
tions were ‘recorded on the:
;White House recording sys
‘tem. I recently reviewed the.
recordings of these conversa-
tions. A" comparison of my:

'notes of the April 15, 1973,"
‘meeting and the recording of
the conversation with Mr,
,Dean. on the . morning of}
April |16, 1973, .shows both i
iconversations covered much ;
-the - same . subject . matter., .,
‘There are references through-¢
;out the -conversation on the:
morning of . April 16 to the’
‘conversation' held the eve-.
‘ning before. o
1; I shall voluntarily submit
1o the"court, under the pro-i
cedures applicable to record-;
Angs:of- conversations already.
‘¢overed :by the court order,,
thése, recordings of my. two-

odhvérsatiéns™ - with

L\ Materials Listed

s “ Johnt'
Deah on April April 16, 1973,

g
kY

tdpe recotdings~to be pro-t
Vided are (a) the full reel of !

2

¢ 'In addition, as stated above’ gi"géthe period of June 20,

and consistent with the court’
urt. will be pro-;

order, the coi
vided with:

ji. with Mn Mitchell..
(2) The portion

i :ition helt: ‘containing . my.
i -.recollection of the June:
' 20, 1972 . conversation,

of the dicta-'

197
‘of ta
‘recor

it th

i-. tion belt of my recollec:] -vided to the court, and thus'

tions of the meetings! further demonstrate that the!

A with.Mr. Dean on_Match_,* Mitchell and Dean conversas

w21, 1973,

© (3) Contemporaneous notes]
i ¥rom :the. April. 15, 1973 H
‘. ‘Ylth""'er.“ ‘

{4) All ‘other' materials cov--
Coe the' court order,
- T'have also authorized my/
make available to -
he court certain tape record-;
ngs not covered by the court.
Order. to assist the court in’
Yerifying .that the ‘two con-j
Wersations _in’ question were|
'Rot recorded. The additional,

‘- ‘conversation.

red by

counsel to

¢ ‘ne all tapes in question

tions in question’ were not
.recorded. . :

I have also agreed that a:

dependent experts emplog'i ’
the ;most - advanced tec
logical ‘methods: shall exam.

. 1any -evidence- of " alterationg
‘to. thg tapes, R
{rlt-is my hope that thess
'steps, will clear ‘ip thig ,88s

pect.of the Watergate matter

\once and for all; .5 . .7

Excerpts From the Statement by Aiken

i Sp!cln; to The New York Times .
WASHINGTON, Nov.’ 7!
:Following are excerpts from:
.a statement made in the Sen-,
ate today by Senator George
"D. Aiken; Republican of Ver-
mont:, o o
. Ever since last March,
yWhen the.. series of events,.
real and imagined,. wrapped
.up in the word “Watergate”
began to dominate our public.
life, I have issued no prepared ,
.statements on this subject.” ,
- I have not spoken out be-.
~cause, in companiy" with mil-+¢
lions of others, I haven’t dis- :
covered an easy way of :
.escaping our present predica-
‘ment. 1 don’t want to con-.
tribute in any way to the-
destruction of the third Presi-
_dency in a row.
Poisoning the Wells
. At the same time, the White”
‘House has handled its domes-
;tic troubles with such relent-
“less incompetence that those .
of us who would like to help :
have been like swimmers,
“searching for a.way out of.,
.the water only to run into.
“one smooth and slippery rock
.after another.. . - . -
.- 1 am speaking out now be--
“cause the developing hue and -
.cry for the President’s resig-'
natfon suggests -to -me a:
_veritable . epidemic -of emo-:
tonalism. Tt suggests that.
many prominent- Americans,’
who ought to know better,
'g;led the task of holding the’
‘President accountable as just:

.y

Tfoo difficult,

. Those who call for the:
President’s resignation on the:
ground. that he has lost their!
confidence risk poisoning the -
wells of politics for years to*
come. - - . - I«
A ‘Ridiculous Position’ - ;
> Within,_ less than 10 years,.
we have seen one Presidency,
destroyed by an assassin’s,
‘bullet; another by a bitter -
and devisive war. To destroy,
the third. in a row- through'
the politics of righteous in-
dignation cannot possibly re-;
store confidence either at.
home ‘or abroad. . . -
"The. men who wrote our,
Constitution were fully aware®
how waves .of .emotionalism,":
if given an easy electoral out-
fet, could reduce any politi-

;. cal system to-anarchy. That's:

why in & nation governed by
its ylaws they pr%vided that,
Presidents should. rule forg
four years. e

They laid down that that.
‘period of rule could be inter--
rupted only after .Congress,
~had framed a.charge of high.
crimes and misdemeanors and |
had .conducted a trial itself
based on ‘those charges. To.
jask the President now to re-,
.sign and thus relieve the Cons,
gress of :its clear Congres-.
sional duty amounts to &:
declaration -of - incompetence
on the part of the Congress. .
I If.I read correctly the sig-{
nals sent out by ‘the judicial.

= - 'is the place where this crisig:

must be resolved. : 3
-The desperate search for a
ispecial prosecutor, with the;
‘virtues of Caesar’s wife and;
;the unfettered authority ofi
‘Her husband, only represents;
another effort to escape re.}
sponsibility. ' 3
. It makes no sense to me to'j
ask ‘the President to prose.’
cute himself, yet any special }
prosecutor in the Justice De-.;
Jpartment will find himself in.]
ithat ridiculous position. i
4. Nor does it make sense to}
[me for the Congress to ask|
the judicial branch to create
.a special prosecutor. . .
{ . Of course, if the President
Tesigns, we will be relieved of.
‘our duty.” But I fail to see
‘any great act of patriotism in
such a drama. On the con-:
Jtrary, it is the President’s,
‘duty to his country not to,
‘resign, .’ S T
/. The President’s public ex='
“planations of the Watergate.
mess have been astonishingly
.inept. But this is. not of it~
self an impeachable offense,’
“"nor does it suggest that the
. President be scolded, publics.
-ly, in the presence of g Con-.
gressional committee.” L
1t fis the clear duty - of the;
:House,  through whatever;
- procedures it chooses, to:
frame a .charge of impeach-,
ment and to set itself a dead-j
7line for ‘the task, If b charge’
iis framed and voted, the’
{:Senate’s clear duty is to pro#

* erate speed. 5
Since I would be a juror in-
1such a trial, I intend to say.
nothing in advance about/
‘any possible indictment or
' any possible verdict. %
A Righteous Indignation ]

i "Politicians 1 have known!
‘are no greater or less sinners
-than the average person list-
ed in the telephone book.i
. What bothers me much more
are those who now would{:
have us believe that Presi-}
dent Nixon and his associates}

. alone are the ones who cor-f

| rupted America, 3
L If the politics of righteousj

’.indignation -succeeds in per-;

! suading the President to re-,

..sign and relieving the Con-
.gress of its clear duty, how,

“long will it be before our’
" politics is corrupted by coms!

I.petitive self-righteousness? -

3 I have spoken before of

‘the dangers of moral aggres«;
“sion in foreign policy. That!
danger is clear and present,
now that the feuding families!
of the Middle East are at war,
"again, p

Only a fool would preach]
the politics of righteous in-j
dignation in the face of this.-

.grave tragedy. ) A
‘- Moral aggression here at,
home is hardly less danger.!
-oUs than moral aggression ins
‘the Middle East, o4
- May'I now pass on to thisi
Congress advice which I re-4
ceived. from a fellow Veivf
‘monter — . “Either impeachi

are aito Ziy%ﬁé°{€aT?8$agi‘;§¥_, seeed in u trial with all delib-i i or get off his back.” |

4
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telephone recordings cover.*

» and (b)-the two reels’
e which were on the
| O S

g e % Ice  Building office on:
A1) The portion of the dicta.] JApril 15,1873, This wil per-/
it the court to check the,
sequence of the. conversa-,
! Hons' against my daily logs'
" iof meetings and telephone
‘conversations already pro-;

group of court-approved in.'
nos
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 NIXON SEES PERIL

. Presiflent Nixon,
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TONATIONINGALL
FORAS REHOVAL

Sald to Gaution 75 in House
' Country Will Lose ‘if You-
b Cut Legs Off President’” |

' By JAMES M. NAUGHTON -
o Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, ‘Nov. 14 —
n, cautioning
Against demands. for his resign-
ation or impeachment reported-
ly told Republican members of
Congress today, “If you cut the
legs off the President, America
is going to lose.” ¢ ¢ -
In & new round of White
House meetings intended to
help to restore his. public ac-
rceptance—which a new Gallup
Yoll reported had leveled off
at 27 per cent, approval " of
his offirial conduct—Mr. Nixon
was said to have warrfed that
United States allies might con-
sider “leaning toward” the So-
viet Union if domestic issues
diminshed the authority of the
Presidengy. = . e
Mr. Nixon told 75 House Re-
publicans. this morning that he
would nut block any attempts
by Leon Jaworski, the new Wa-
tergate special prosecutor, to
go .to court to obtain White
House evidence. But he said
that court action wquld be un-
likely, hecause Mr. Jaworski
“shoul!! bave everything, and
Iwhen he asks for it, he will
get it.” = :
Charges Are Disputed |
Mr. ‘Nixon specifically dis-
puted charges that his Ad-
ministration had abandoned
antitrust - action -against the
International Telephone . and
Telegraph Corporation and that
the had raised milk price sup-
‘ports in exchange for 1972
Presidential-campaign contribu.
tions. . | L ’
‘. Moreover, he reportedly
‘challenged suggestions that his
‘estates In. Key Biscayne; Fla,
.and San Clemente, Calif., had
ibe¢h improperly financed, and
‘that he had'secretly assembled
la $l-million fund. According
[to . Representative Alphonzo
\Bell- of California, the Presi-
dent said:- . o
£ “If 1 wanted to make money,
f would not be jn this busi-
‘ness. If 1 wanted to cheat, 1
wouldn't do it here:.”

+ Mr. Nixon, who began a se-
ties of meetings with members
of "Congres$ last Friday, met
with 75 - House. Republicans

this morning over corned’ beef

wagh, and eggs in the State

Dining’ Room. Later today, he
held a second meeting with
Republican members of the
Senate. The sessions are sched-
uled to continue' ‘tomorrow,
when . some ‘50 ' conservative
House Democrats will be asked
o participate.
. The White' House also an-
noynced that the Président
would ‘address thé¢ National
Association of - Real Estate’
Boards here tomorrow, and
Gov. Winfield Dunn, Republis
ican of Tennessee, said that Mr.
Nixon would meet privately
with members. of the Republi-
can Governors Conference next
Tuesday in Memphis. B
According - to Republicans
who met with Mr. Nixen today
~some of whom took notes on
the dialogue — the President
also made the following points:
GThe White Housé tape re-
cordings of Mt, Nixon’s Water-
gate conversations are being
examined by officials of the
National Security' Agency to
wverify that they have not been
altered, and the agency’s re-
port will be submitted to Unit-
ed States District Judge John J.
Sirica.. . .
. gMr. Nixon is confident that
‘documents and recordings will
jprove that John W. Dean 3d,
.the former White House legal
‘counsel, erred in testifying to
the Senate Watergate commit-,
tee that the President was
aware of the Watergate cover-
‘up well before March 21.
* “I'm not saying John Dean
is a Har,” Mr. Nixon was quoted
as saying, “I'm just saying he's
mistaken,” *, . .
qThe President is seriously
considering submitting to. a
televised interrogation by three
senior network .newsmen and;|
while ruling out even an’in-
formal meeting with the Senate
Watergate committee because
of the “predisposition” of some
of its members.to disbelieve
Kim,” he may meet soon with
the Democratic chairman, Sena-
tor Sam J. Ervin Jr. of North
Carolina, and the Republican
vice chairman, Senator Howard
H. Baker Jr. of Tennessee. \

Suggestion Is Rejected

" "Mr. Nixon was said to have
rejected this morning.a sugges-
tion from one House member
that he offer an explanation for
the Watergate-related scandals
to a joint session of: Congress.

Mr. Bell and Representative
Marvin L. Esch of Michigan re-

ported that .the President hadj

explained jokingly, “The Demo-
crats would probably say ‘The
son of a bitch is lying,’ and
the Republicans would probab-
ly say, .‘Well, he's lying, but
he's our son of a bitch.’ *

The earthy, occasionally hu-

morous -and direct manner of}

Mi>-Nixon at his meeting. this
morning was cited by some of
the House Republicans ‘as an
indication that the President
had overcome the worst of the
Watergate crisis, :

Représentative Albert H. Quie
of Minnesota said that Mr.
Nixon’s -answers were ‘‘satis-
factory,” - and Representative
Hamilton Fish Jr. of upstate
New York said that the House

jmembeérs.had cheered when Mr.

President Nixon's.
Popularity as Measured
|| by the Gailup Poll ,
Question: Do you approve of

the way Nixon Is handling hls
job as President?

i

Jan. 121510
Nov. 2-5

4973
(18 Poll Periods)

The New York Times/Nov. 15, 1973

'Nixon said that he would not
resign. , .- ) i
L, “If he’s besieged, he surely
didn’t look like it,”” said Rep-
resentative John M. .As!hbrook

of Ohio. . .
* But Mr. Ashbrook and a num-
ber. of his colleagues said that
they. were still not prepared to
'hail the President’s -decision to
‘make a full disclosure of White
House conduct in The Whter-
gate affair. :

“The content of the méeting
boiled down to ‘Believe us or
believe them,’” Mr, Ashbrook
said, “Some of us don’t ‘be-
lieve that's a good posture to
go to the public with.” -

"Conte of Masachusetts summed!
up his attitude this way: -
“The President said he ‘was,
going to make chapter and
verse public.- I'm reserving
judgment until I find' out what
the chapter and verse are.”
. At least one House Repub-
lican, John Dellenback of Ore-
gon, said that he had not been
dissuaded from seeking a swift
decision by the House Judici-
ary Committee on whether
there were grounds for im-
Ipeaching Mr.. Nixon.: He said
that the meeting ‘he attended
this morning had “heightened”;
his impression that there was
a “clear conflict” between the
charges made against Mr. Nixs
on and the President’s expla-
‘nations. . ’ '
Although Mr. Nixon took
only about a dozen questions
during  the breakfast with
ouse members “this morning,

he was said to have gone into
considerably more detail in his:
answers than he did at the
first such meeting, with Senate
Republicans, last night.
Representative Mark Andrews
of - North Dakota asked the
President why he had waited
until now to provide a White
House rebuttal to  charges
against -him, and why he had
not 'volunteered all his informa-
tion to Archibald Cox, thé Spe-
cial prosecutor dismissed last
month at Mr. Nixon's direction,

fi

.« Mr. Nixon reportedly replied| « I3 '
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! ‘that he had turned over a good|

deal of material to Mr. Cox
but that the former special
prosecutor had appeared in:
tent on “a fishing expedition”
into matters beyond his juris-
diction. : )

. The President also explained
his decision last year to. raise,
Federat milk price supports by
saying that Democrats in Con-;
gress had “put the gun to my:
head” to do so. He said that
he-had been warned by Repre-
sentative Wilbur D. .Mills,
Democrat “of Arkansas, ' angﬂ
others that Congréss wante
the support levels increased,]
so he had sought to avoid an
even larger increase by,taking
attion himself,

Mr. Nixon was quoted -as
saying that his action had had
nothing to do with a pledge by|
‘milk producers to contribute
$2-million " to his re-electjon
Campaign, .. - . -

" According to several, ac-
counts of Mt. Nixon’s morning
meeting, he-said that he had
been unaware of a pledge by,
officials of LT.T. to provide up
to” $400,000 to underwrite the
11972 Republican National Con-
vention when he intervened in,
:a- Justice Department antitrust
action against the conglomerate,
~He said that he -had tele-
phoned Richard G. Kléindienst,
then the Deputy” Attorney Gen-
eral, to complain angrily about
a_Government appeal in the
LT.T. case because he had dis-
cussed with the Cabinet only a
few -days earlier his decision'
on a general basis not to op-
pose bigness per se in American
torporations. -« .| o
. Mr. Nixon said that he had
‘believed United States busi-
‘,nesses .would suffer if giant
competitors in other nations—
particularly Japan, the Soviet
Union ‘and nations of Western
Europe in:which . governments
subsidized some . industry-—
‘were given an edge. :
* He said that former Attorney

|General John N. Mitchell had:
warned that it might appear
Jimproper to- block the action’
against L.T.T., so Mr. Nixon had.
relented and permitted the ap-!
peal to be filed. L
- In. response to questions:
about his personal finances,
Mr. Nixon said that his net
worth’ was about $46,000 in
1960, when he lost his first
bid for the Presidency, and
that after he had .earned more
than $300,000 yearly as a law-
yer in New York, his net worth
in 1968 was roughly $800,000.

Survey on Credibility

The Gallup Poll ‘reports is
sued today appeared to certify
that Mr. Nixon’s credibility had
fallen-to 27 per cent of the
public. The Gallup organization
said that a survey of 1,550
adults from Nov. 2 to 5 showed
that 63 per cent disapproved of|
Mr. Nixon’s conduct in office,
and 10 per cent had no opinion.
The figures were nearly the
same as in a survey taken from|
Oct. 19 to 22. .
In the latest ‘opinion sample,
the - Gallup pollsters asked|

lvoters how strongly they: ap-

N
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' WASHINGTEN FOST
16 November 1973
proved or disapproved of M’ *

Nixon's

expressed strong appmval an

12 per cent “mild” ap
An’ineong! the 63 per cent wh ’
took ‘issue with .Mr. Nixon'
their disapproval was “mild ;
and 44 perpﬁent dxaraqtgﬂzie
i drn . L
\THE LONDON TIMES ™ -
© 1 Nov 1973 .

conduct, 19 per cent said thy

it as “strong. IR .
| S P .
1Legal action

i

|censorship -
by CIA i

“{ From Peter Strafford . fended his Watergate‘ro1e.
New York, Qct 31 - + ‘He was \frequently inter-
'}y, he8al action has been taken pypteq by applause from the
in New York against an attempt heti ience that
to censor a forthcoming book Sympathetic audience tha
. {.about the Central Intelligence packed -a ballroom at the
nge(?Cg (Cr{’/}). 3‘}12 su;'(t hai_ bile"_ ‘Sheraton Park Hotel.
iled by re ., Knopf," the | :
publishers, and claims that the The speech was the first
censorship constitutes prior

restraint on the freedom of v . f
speech and of the press. '+ daysin the wake of a week-

Knopf's -lawyers .draw 3 long series of meetings with
parallel with the case of the all House and Senate Re-
Pentagon * Papers, when  the publicans and with selected .
Federal Government tried and Democrats to answer Water- .
i} failed to prevent press publica: gate questions,
if tioi of the documents, which While he had been ex- .
4 i Victnam, s thar- ment pected to deal more explic. |
i} Knopf is trying to overtugln a Ltlgrglel; o!;lsscasrf:aelmhew:ltg;
| i ion against publica _ , he de-;
i f&‘:,’tt."?wnm.on & p. = voted only about a minute
i§ ~ The book, which has ‘been to the issue in his half-hour

this year.

{ given the title of The CIA and address and broke no new
{ the Cult of Iniclligence, was ground, ; . _ .
{] written by Mr Victor Marchetti, Mr. Nixon has scheduled a .
Ha former emplovee of the televised question-and-an- .
i ghency, ‘g}gcx{ Jighnth}g“gtsét: .Swer session with Associated
\ 15’;7211‘tmcnt. Last March, in a Press managing editors in .
i court order, Mr Marchetti was, ‘Orlando, Fia., Saturday eve- .
forbidden to disclose any classi. hing when he will have an
Yfied information not in . the .opportunity to produce evi.
1 public domain, and to submit all dence in his defense. The

information on the CIA to theexact time has not been an-
| agency before publication. ' ‘nounced. )

- Since then, he has complied: He will speak Sunday in,

with that order, and the CIA. Macon, Ga., at observances

'2'32 msse'g:fgn: § cf?e trlf«'enovl?gocﬂ%f"f the 100th anniversary of

! bout 10 per cent the Walter F. George_School
: :lfnolltl: u:fmteon?s. It is pto this -of Law at Mercer University .
| demand by the CIA that Knopf and the 90th birthday of for-
is objecting. . s mer Rep. Carl M. Vinson, :
- “By their act of censorshiD “Jonetime chairman of the
according  to .the suit filed. Hoyse Armed Services Com. ,
yesterday, “defendants have mittee. 1
tsubstantially  impaired = and o0 Tuesday, the President -

Ji ight of plaintiffs Y d

;gv?v?.l%({isll?ethlgglmokt The CIA- Will meet with Republican-
and the Cult of Intelligence, and governors in  Memphis, ,
have deprived the public of the Tenn., then return to Wash-

ight cceive vital informa. ington for the remainder of
‘ {J‘g:t rt:ognl;ding the conduct of the Thanksgiving week. - At
the Government.” . *. In his speech, the Presi-
{ Mr Robert Bernstein, the'gent  announced that he’
4 president of Random HI:".‘;‘." of would sign the trans-Alaska
| which !\n;?f is ];l Sl&_as; 'a‘;-‘,’; oil pipeline bill even though.
f:g;‘éfl’)‘]‘g thing to receive front it contains provisions he
ithe Government a censored Will ask Congress to change
manuscript with the decleted later. The bill signing is to:
ortions actually cut out of the take place today. . i
ook with scissors. - .. -4, Later in the day, Mr.:
S Nixon will fly to.Key Bis-;

"By Carroll Kilpatrick
Washington Post Staff Writer © .

i ~ .2 | President Nixon told a cheering audience of realtors.
t@ St@p " . " ,yesterday that he has “not violated his. trust” and-is;
‘proud of many accomplishments at home and abroad

 Some 3,000 members of the National Assbciatiqn,'bf;':
Realtors gave him a standing ovation when he de..

‘of four the President has
scheduled in the next few ;

:gate ‘afd other campaigrf

r o ’ 7 o : j"“?-“'a’:ﬂ’.‘v\
szaini: Nixon Hailed
Realtors

N

2%
g
N

1

'

cayne, Fla,, to prepare foff
his three public meetings.

The White House said E
that the President’s plare,
which normally flies at-525:
miles per hour, will reduce;
speed to 475 miles per hour.!
This will cut fuel consump-i
tion from 2,200 gallons per:
hour to 2,000 gallons, deputy}
press secretary ‘Gerald L.:
Warren said. The flight td7
Key Biscayne takes about’
two hours. . 4

Warren said that the fuel3
the President saves by fly-i
ing slower will be like a “tea-;
spoon out of Lake Michigan.”;

However, “if everyone re-
duces speeds and takes con-1
servation seriously it won’t'
go dry,” Warren said. . -
‘ Because the White House;
had said the President .in-|
tended to meet Watergate',
charges “head-on” ‘and be-§
cause he apparently has con-,
vinced many congressmen )
that he is on the offensive, :
there had been much specu-,
lation about what the Presi-
‘dent would tell the realtors.

However, it was mainly a’.

f’campaign-type' Teview of ;il‘ej
'year’s events, with little atg_-?
tention to charges of scan.
‘dal,’and an emphasis on the
-energy crisis. The Preside'nf
;repeated.his earlier declara-
.tion that he has no intentior
jof resigning. R
Em{)hasizing his devotion
'to working for peace, build-

Ang a strong economy and
‘fighting Inflation, he said: *¥ -

am not ‘going to walk away

juntil I get that job done.” ..

In his reference to Wateré

6

A

3

{abuses,” “the " President
tblamed the mistakes on'

“overzealous” associates. !

They made “mistakes that
‘I never approved of, mis.!
‘takes that 1 would never]
thave tolerated, but mistakes:
.for which I wiil have to take!
-responstbility,” he said. j
% However, he sald that he'

" .would not resign regardless;

.0f what “some of my good-!
«intentioned friends”—an ap.}
.parent reference to Republi!
"¢l eritics—and “honest op-!
ponents”—apparently Demo-,
crats—might say. {
¢ In a referenee to criti-
«cisms’ about his persdnal fi-
‘nances, Mr: Nixon said, “A]I’
‘I own in the world is in reali
‘estate.” In 1968, he said, he’
1Sold what stocks he -owned"
.ahd his New York apart.;
‘ment and bought the homes
le now owns-in Californid!
and Florida. - - -4
The President emphasized;
;his _reluctance. to. impose!
;gasoline rationing when he'
‘urged “cooperation volun%
tarily” in conserving energy.
If “everybody sacrifices ai
Iittle . . . no one then will;
.have«tc}"suffefr at all,” he;y
said. o ' Y
! Ticking off what he ¢alled |
;“major accomplishments” of '
‘the year, the President saidy
ithe. Middle East .cease-fire |

{has laid the basis for négotf.

‘ations to build a perm-
‘nent peace “in this troubld-
iSpot of the world” . &%
{\f He said that Secretary, oF
“State Henry A. Kissinger’s
visit this week to Peking
.was more successful . thin’

searlier ones and “went yer¥
well considering the state-
‘our relationships.” - ’

On the ddmestic fron
'Mr. Nixon claimed the low-
‘est level ‘of unemploymen
in peacetime in 18 yeary”,

The energy shortage, how-
‘ever, was serious before the,
Arab cutoff that followed
last month’s *fighting,. .hé
Sald, and now it has reachép-
a crisis as a result of the
‘Mideast.” A

Even should the crtaff b
ended, “we have alre..dy lost
‘six weeks of oil from ' th
‘Mideast,” he said. e

The nation must' find 5
way to make coal a cleatiéf
-fuel and it must de-regulaty
‘the price of naural gas in or-
‘der to encourage more prg-
duction, the President ay-
-gued. : Y kA
' “It doesn’t make any sc i1
‘to keep the gas in the ground
‘at a time that people in LNeg
‘England are going arouiid

jcold,” he sald., | . 5. s
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" Lebn Jaworski was sworn
in an‘,Watergate special pros-
ecutor yesterday, moving
from 42 years’ experience in
the board rooms of some of
the nation’s most, powerful
corporations into a $33,000-a-
year job that he described
as the most important in his
life. .

* In Texas business and po-
litics, long frlendships and

old boys” are enduring qual-
ities, so it was not surpris-
ing that the man Jaworski
i selected to administer the
loath of office was U.S.
| Court of Claims Judge By-
fon G. Skelton,

Jaworskl and Skelton at- -
tended Baylor University in
the 1920s and grew up to-
gether in the Texas Demo-
cratic politics of Lyndon B.
Johnson &nd John B. Con-.
nally. . :
- In a erowded ceremonial
courtroom of the Court of
Claims yesterday, Jaworski
held a tattered Bible loaned .
by the judge, and said, “I
‘have a feeling .that in the
i'days to come I will need it
! more than I've ever needed
a Bible before.!

. Jaworski vowed to con- .
duct his investigation inde-
pendently -of the

courfroom to meet with the
investigating staff- left over
by fired Watergate Special
Prosecutor Archibald Cox.
He sald he planned to meet
with Cox as soon as it could
be arranged.
i Jaworskl

reached after the staff meet-
ing, but James Doyle,

prosecutor’s office, said last
hight that Jaworski told the
investigators “he was not
precluded from taking any
actlon against the President
he deems necessary, and
that he had the rizht to
move immediately if he
chose.”

© Jaworskl,

according  to*

 {o make staff changes, and
“asked their help in an
‘ "awesome and  gigantic
- task.” - .

‘the fierce loyalty of “good .

White ;
House and then left the °

could not be -

spokesman for the special ~

- (Watergate)

e st
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New Prosecutor

¢ By William Claiborne
i Washington Post §blll Writer |

“Legal and business associ-
ates of Jaworski in Houston,
Austin and Dallas described
Jaworski in telephone inter- :

views as a brilliant and ag-
" gressive {rial lawyer

who
has an intense reverence for
the rule of lIaw.

But the same associates
also pictured the new prose-
cutor as a loyalist of the cor- -

. porate -establishment whose

consummaie skill is in
smoothing antagonisms and
settling controversies out of
court in an unsensational,
businesslike manner.

If there is a conflict be-
tween  Jaworski's back-
ground and his new duties
of prosecuting any. misdeeds
of the Nixon administration,
the associates sald, it will be
a highly - personal one,
based, for the most part, on
his long association with.the

" fraternity of wealthy busi-

nessmen and powerful poli-
ticians.
“For his part, Jaworski
has taken what he regards
as the first step in divorcing
himself from associations
that could give the appear-
ance.of conflict. . ..:
He has resigned iis_
of the Houston law firm of
Fulbright, Crooker and. Ja.
worski, which with 180 atior-
neys is the fourth bhiggest
law flrm in the nation. ;
He has also resigned as a"
director of the Bank of the
Southwest, an institution
'with assets of more than $1
billion; Anderson Clayton &
Co., a food processing firm;
Gulf Publishing Co. of
Houston; Houston Intercon.
tinental National Bank; Vil-
lage National Bank of Hous-
(t:on, and Coastal States Gas
0.

In announcing the resig-
nations on Thursday, Jawor- .
ski said, “There actually is
very little chance of conflict
of interest because of the
nerrow  scope of the
matter
Nothing involves any of our

Doyle, said he had no plans “elients or could possibly in-

volve any of our clients.”

Coastal States Gas Co., .
however, was a defendant in
an antitrust suit brought by

7

head

the goyernmeunt Jast Juiie, "

" charging that the firm en-
tered into

wally restrained the sale of

. gasoline to independent dis-

tributors.

The civil .suit filed by the -

Antitrust Division of the
Justice Department was the
first federal action against

an oil company resulting .
from the gasoline supply

controversy of the energy
crisis. Still pending, it asks
that contracts between the
two firms be set aside.

~Jaworskl was a board
member of Coastal States
and he owns 200 shares of
the firm'’s stock, which he
said he plans to sell. The

firm of Fulbright, Crooker -
and Jaworski is listed as one °
of the defense counsels of ;

Coastal States.

It was learned yesterday
that Jaworski also was the

trustee of a Houston founda. -
tion with close ties to the °

business community, and

that in that capacity he ap- -

proved in 1958 the usec of
the foundation as a conduit

for about $700,000 in covert °

Central Intelligence Agency
contributions to a New York
Cily legal foundation.

As lrustee of the M.D. An- -
. derson IFoundation, Jawor-

ski approved a CIA request
that the money be passed
along to the American Fund
for Free Jurists, Inc., appar.:
ently without that organiza-
tion’s knowledge.

The president of the An-
derson Foundation, John H.

Freeman, a partner in Ja- -

worski's Jaw firm, yesterday
‘confirmed fhe link between
the CTA and the foundation,
saying that he briefed Ja-
worski and other trustees on
/the_arranacmcnt in a meet-
ing in 1658, .

“This man from the. CIA,
whose credentials we exam- .
ined, said that what we were .

doing was approved by the
government, ~ \Where
money originaled
don’t know for sure, but I've
got my idea’ that it came
somewhcere from the govern-
ment,” Freemen said.

an agreemcnt.’
with Texaco, Inc., that ille-

the ..
from, 1 ;

Jaworski Takes
‘Qath of Office as

The trustees 6I'the Ander-
son  Foundatiun, which
owned major hlotks of stock
in the Bank of the South-
west and Ander-un Clayvton

. & Co., regarded the jurists’

organization as “a patriotic
organization headed by men
known to us,” Freeman gaid.
The main function of the.
jurists’ organization was to
raise money for the Interna. .

. tional Commission of Jurists

of Geneva, a group of 31 le-
gal scholars from non-Com-
mumist countries. The latter
group pronmulgated the be-
lief “that Ilawyers and ju-
vists In the TFree World
should he as independent as
they could of government
influence;” Freeman said.

It was disclosed in 1967
that the Anderson Founda-
{ion and a number of other
organizations—-including the
National Students Associa-
tion—received covert CIA
funds or were used as con-
duits to funnel money to

- othen groups.

Freeman said the money
his - organization received
did not come directly from
the CIA, but was sent |
through a number of otherA’

foundations.

He said Jaworski wag in-

. formed of the CIA arrange-'
" ment, but added, “I doubt if

he knew too many of the de-
- tails. The contacts with the .
CIA and the ji.ists were
with me.”
Jaworski said last night
that he remembers contrib-
utions  Dbeing funneled

- through the foundation to

the jurists’ group, but does
not recall any CIA involve-
nment, )

He said that he “hever
acted directly or indirectly
as a conduit for CIA funds
used for any purposes.” and :
added thal he plans toire-
main as a director of the
Anderson Foundation,
“which is a charitable trust
used to support medical re-
scarch at Baylor Unilversi-

"ty.ﬂ
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Special to The New York Times

- WASHINGTON, ., Nov.. -11—|
Federal court hearings on the
ecret White House tapes have
aised  serious doubt among
Yfegal -authorities that many- of
the tapes will ever be. usable as
evidence' in - Watergate criminal
trials. " Y
The ‘fact-finding sessions be-
¢ore Judge John J. Sirica, which
'go’into their third week tomor-
irow, have failed thus :far -to
‘establish whether two_convers
| lsations between President. Nix-
fon and aides went iriadvertently|
junrecorded, as the White House
insists, or' were -conveniently,
mislaid, as the Watergate prose-
cutors have suggested but not
openly charged. R
What the hearings have es:

. By WARREN WEAVER Ir.. .

system under which the’ tapes
were kept, both by the Secret
Service and the President’s top
deputies, was so haphazard-and
the custody records so uncer-
tain that the 'recordings - may
have lost much of their: poten-
tial evidential value.

‘Opportunity tp Edit’f.

tablished” is that the security!

;. “No-judge is'going to, let one
of those tapes 'go’.into evi-

WASHINGTON FOST
13 November 1973

e

dence,” one lawyer familiar:
with the case predicted, “when-

P,

tunity over the past few months:
1to edit them into very different
kinds of .conversations.” .

If thihs analysis: of the legal
situation proves -correct, -the
principal beneficiaries are likely|
to be former White House and’
administration officials charged,
with involvement in the Water-
gate ' cover-up and related
events. . - R
i” To the extent that the tapes;
ultimately are found to contain
incriminating . conversations,

{there has been so muth oppor--

Lawyers Cast Doubt on Admissibility of the

the tapes to the judge, who will
screen them for relevant evi-;
dence and pass it on to the:
grand jury, ' : T
..When White House lawyers,
irevealed for the first time two,
‘weeks ago that they could not;
produce two of these conver-
sations. 'because they had .al-
legedly never been  recorded,
Judge Sirica ordered. fact-find-
ing hearings on the matter.
" Throughout the hearings, the
judge has-maintained that one

prosecutors in the resulting]
criminal trials may not be able}
.to introduce them into evidence
because: sworn testimony ~ be-
fore Judge Sirica during the:
Ela.qt two. weeks had last serious!
{doubt ‘on their reliability. . ;
| This, does ‘not mean, how-,
rever, that the Watergate grand,
qjury cannot’base -crimihal “in]
‘dictments on information in' the;
‘tapes. The jury, guided by the:
‘special ‘Witergate prosecution;
force, can issue formal accusa-
,tions that rely on evidence too
isketchy to meet the formal ad-
miissibility requirements of a
grial. -+ - .

}. . White House Action, =
" Under an. order originally is-
'sued. by Judge -Sirica and af:,
ifirmed with some modifications'
by the United States Court of
JAppeals, the White Housé wast

"

of the court’s’ major purposes
was " the -establishing of a
*'chain of custody” for each of
the tapes that are legally under
the court’s jurisdiction,

though they have not yet been
delivered by the White House.
= On the basis of testimony so
far, that chain is_going, to be
Hifficult to forge. For example,
H. R. Haldeman, the former
White House. chief of staff, tes.:
tified last week that he -had
‘withdrawn some tapes from the
[Executive Office Building: valut
dast July 10 and .more the fol-

Jowing day,’ . .

All these tapes were. left in

required to surrender nine of & & -

a briefcase in the study closet
of Mr. Haldeman’s
Georgetown home for one o,
two nights, otherwise un-
guarded. The house:was empty;
except for' Mr. Haldemah ﬂe{
cause the family to which he
had rented it after his. resignay

‘_‘~ Jaweorski Makes Ist Argument

Do v "

TUnited Press International
. Leon’ A. Jaworski, in his:
first major legal argument.
‘since taking office as Water-:
Bate special prosecutor, said :
Jyesterday that “not even
the highest office in the’
Jand” has the authority to-
bresk the law in the name’
:0f national security. .
¢ “In the recent past, na-:
;tional “security has become .
.2 kind of talisman, invoked
by officials at widely dis.:
‘parate levels of government
‘gervice to justify a wide:
‘range of apparently {llegal
;activities,” Jaworski said. . ..

His views were contained
n a lengthy brief filed at
U.S. District Court opposing
a motion by Egil Krogh Jr..
for dismissal of a two-count
:indictment on charges of
lying to the Watergate
-grand jury.

Krogh, former co-director:
-of the White House “plumb--
.ers’ unit, had argued in’
.8eeking dismissal of the:
charges that he was not
rcompletely truthful in his
testimony because proper'
:answers would have dis--
jejosed information that had,

National Security Claim H Lt

been classified by President. -
-Nixon himself. .
~ “Most frequently the]
claim has been made that’
‘the national security justl-!
‘{ies warrantless wiretapping
;of domestic subversives, a
‘claim that the Stpreme.
Court has decisively re-
.Jected,” Jaworski said.- - ¢
“Recently, however, .the'
"debate over what may beE
done in the name of ‘na-
tional security’ has taken a’
more ambitious turn. It has'
‘been advanced by low-level
‘personnel to justify an il-
legal break-in for the instal-,
:lation of microphones in the,

loffices of the Democratic,
!National Committee.” O
+' And, he said, former key,
:Nixon:aide John D. Ehrlich-;
!manr~advanced the claim in.
1Senate testimony as a “legal,
jumbrella” for, the burglary,
'of Daniel Ellsberg’s psychia-

.’t’rist's,ofﬁce. . s

". “Nowit seems that defend-!
‘ant, [Kroghl will claim that,
‘national security justifies,
Jying' under oath in a judis
jclal proceeding,” Jaworski’
said. .« . )

% *While the-claim of nation-:

REEIE R

‘of legalized burglary and_
‘perjury a deceptively com-
‘pelling ring, utlimately they:
rest on a wholesale rejection
of the rule of law and es-
pouse a doctrine that gov-
ernment officials may ignore;
the requirements of positive.
.eriminal statutes when they
-feel. the circumstances die:’
‘tate ... ) ‘.,
». “No. government office,
:not.-even the highest office
+in the land, carries with it,
Lhe right to ignore the law's ;
reommand, -any more thun.
.the orders of a superior can,
be uised by government offi-
icers to justify illegal be-
-havior.” . . .
‘ He suggested that in
Krogh’s case, “political and
‘personal - self-preservation,
-rather than the national se-
-eurity, may ‘have motivated
-his perjury.”

{ Oral arguments on Krogh's
‘moétions were scheduled for
this* afternoon before Judge
Gerhard A. Gesell. The case
Ts expected to go to trial late’
this month.

.~ Krogh was indicted Oct.

8

"al security gives these claims.

former’ f

S|tion from the
‘lout of town."

cured

filing cabinets in a secret,.
Office Building, with an autg+

ord ‘of who withdrew them an
when. ™ i ot
But that record indicated only};

tial . assistant, and made , 10|
mention of Mr. Halderhan,. ob-]
viously -leaving open thie possi-.
bility that an unknown' number!
of other\persons had access to
them. . foe e
The Secret Service log shows’
that three tapes withdrawn ‘oi
July 10 were returned on July
'12, but the notes on which that:

log was based show noretutf
‘date at-all. The notes, intros}
.duced in evidence at the heat-:
ng, consist pf writing on scraps$
/of appear, including .one ‘that:
appears to have been part of a
brown paper lunch-bag. - {
- 'Mt. Haldeman_testified " that’

e . returned on April 27 ,ans=:
other batch of 22 tapes he had,
withdrawn the day before, But:
the - Secret Service log " shows'
that the- récordings did not- go:
back intothe vallt' until’ May’
22, and’ thére is no evidetice
Wheére they were in-the interim.:

11 on two counts of making’
false declarations to the’
-grand jury-—charges similar
to perjury — for ‘'saying he;
knew nothing of travels
‘made by E. Howard Hunt Jr.
and G. Gordon Liddy 'to Cal-
Jfornia, .
; Both Hunt and Liddy were
-members of the “plumbers”
‘operation and planned the
‘break-in at the Los An-
-geles office of Ellsherg’s
ibsychiatrist on the Labor
:Day weekend of 1971. They'
were subsequently convicted
din the Watergate bugging.

¥ Krogh's: sworn testimony
iwas taken privately by pros-
iccutors Aug. 28, 1972, and
itead to the grand jury two
:weeks later. Last May 4, af-
Xer the doctor’s office bur-
:glary had been revealed at
iEllsberg’s trial, Krogh sub-
:mitted an affidavit to a fed-
eral court in Los Angeles
detailing his knowledge of
Hunt's and Liddy's travels. -
& Jaworski, who was sworn
dn last week to succeed:
the fired Archibald Cox,
3aid Krogh had no le-
;gal “excuse for lying initi-
gﬂnjﬂ .o

]
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. this same period, i

locked room in the Executive ,

matic alarm system and a rec.]’

that the two sets of: tapes, went/|;
to Stephen V. Bull, a Presiden-|*

Wétﬁgaté;;
— Tapes

‘ — g

Nizon staff was*#
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6 Get Watergate Terms; -

. " By LESLEY
WASHINGTON, Nov. 9 -~
E. Howard Hunt Jr., the former
spy who was hired by the
'White House to carry out clan-
destine .operations, was sen-
tenced today to two and a-half
to eight years in prison and
fined $10,000 for his role in
planning the Watergate

The five men who carried
out the plan—only to be caught
and arrested on the spot—were
sentericed by Federal Judge

James W, McCord Jr., the|
former security coordinator for,
the Republican National Com-i
mittee and the Committee for.
the Re-election of the President,
was sentenced to a one-to-five-;
year term.

. Frank A, Sturgis, Eugenio

R. Martinez and Virgilio R.|*

Gonzalez received terms of one
to four years. :

© Bernard L, Barker, a Florida,
businessman who hired the
three others, got 18 months to
six years. . :
- Sturgis,. Martinez and .Gon-
zalez, having already spent
nearly a year in jail pending
the outcome of the case; will.
be eligible for parole before
Christmas. .

' The six men were, with G.
Gordon Liddy, the original Wa-
tergate defendants, the first to
be accused in the crime that
shocked the country and jolted
the Government. )

!" They could each have been
imprisoned for decades. Liddy,
in fact, has already been sen-
tenced to a maximum of 20
years, in part because of his
refusal to cooperate with the
prosecution, Hunt could have
got 50 years, by Judge Sirica’s
count, and the others, between
60 and 65.

But they were also under-
lings, in the Watergate break-in
itself and even more so in the
cover-up that followed. And so,
with a minimum of emotion
and fuss, Judge Sirica sen-
tenced them accordingly.

“I've given you the lowest
minimum I thought is justified
under the circumstances of this
-~ case,” he said simply, after an-
+ nouncing the sentence of one-
, to-four years he was imposing

on Martinez, ‘Sturgis and Gon-

Zales. .

Judge Sirica—who has been
dubbed “Maximum John” by
some local lawyers, as a result

- of what they consider his tough
sentencing policy — did not;
even give that much of an exs}

‘ing the person who has his-

John J. Sirica to lesser terms.|

+ Hunt Given 2% to8 Years

OELSNER

Special to The New York Times

planation in imposing his penal-|
ties on the other defendants.
But if the judge was low-
keyed and unemotional, many:
of the others in his crowded.
courtroom were not. - !
The proceeding started off
with-a long plea.for mercy by,
Daniel F. Schultz, lawyer for
the four Floridians. He spoke
of each of his clients in turn,
describing Sturgis, for instance,
as “that type of man represent-

torically made- this country
good.” ., -

Gonzales, he told the -court,
is “one of the nicest,. most
pleasant” persons one could
meet. Martinez, the lawyer
-said, is the “victim\of a cruel
fraud.” And Barkex}, he con-
‘tinued, has been turned by the
‘Watergate conspiracy from a
.man who risked his life for his
.country to “the pathetic bum-
bling burglar.”

Mr. Schultz repeated his con-
‘tention that the four believed
they were involved in a legiti-
.mate - national security opera-
tion ‘rather than in a crime,
saying that his clients were
“men convicted of a crime whd
are-not criminals.” Then, not-
ing that the four had already
,been in jail for nearly a year,
he made the plea that set the.

WASHINGTON FOST
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By Timothy S. Robinson
Washington Post Btatf Writer
Federal Judge John J. Sir-:
:» fca sentenced six of the orig-

inal Watergate burglary de-
fendants yesterday to prison
terms ranging from a minif
mum of 2% years for former.
{ White House aide E. How-.
-ard Hunt to a minimum of’
.one year for several others:
“including  former ' Nixon’
'campaign  security  chief,
James W. McCord. b
L For five of the defend-;
"ants, including Hunt, the’
:sentences were substantial;
, reductions from earlier 35-3
. to40-year prison terms -
-¥provisionally” imposed on -
‘them by Judge Sirica until -
" they cooperated with the on-
going Watergate investiga:'
tions. . o o
Several of them told Sir.
ica yesterday, however, that -
despite their cooperation
they still do not believe the
.whole truth about the Wa.

e s S e

'tune for the reést of the pro?}
ceedings: R

“How much more punish-
ment do you mete out to the

soldiers when the architects of |

‘the plan, the generals, haven’t
spent ‘a day in jail and may
never do so?” , S

“How much . longer,” he
asked, “is this Government =~

its' anger and its frustrations
against these four little men
from Miami?” '

Pleas by the Defendants |

Martinez followed his lawyer
to the 'podium with his own
statement, telling Judge Sirica,,
in his heavily accented voice,
that he was “confused,” unsure
of what was going on, unsure
what had happened to him.

Next came Barker, who said
he had recruited the three men,
who had long been involved in
activities against Cuban Premier
Fidel Castro, for patriotic rather
than criminal reasons.

And then came the prosecu-
tion. The four men, according
‘to Philip Locovara, of the
special Watergate prosecution
force, had acted out of “mis-,
guided loyalty.” And, he said,,
“their position in this enter-:
prise was at the bottom of this’
totem pole.” [
i "McCord also spoke for hirh-:
self. . .

. “My participation in Water-
'gate was in error and wrong,”

. {he said. “I offer no excuse.”

He joined the enterprise, he
said, because “I believed then
as I believe now” that the
President authorized it.

[ Hunt tet his Jawyer, Sidneyl

‘Watergatéfbéﬁnaﬁms §éntenced !
To Serve at Least 1 to 2% Years

. . ¢
“!tergate affair has yet come Watergae grand jury.

out. :
‘' Yesterday's sentencing
‘was the first for McCord
who originally aided in ex-
panding the  Watergate in-
‘vestigation with ‘a letter to
-Judge Sirica last March, in
.which. McCord declared that
“witnesses at the Watergate
-trial in January had per-
Jured themselves,
. The final sentences given
the six men by Sirica yester-
pay also were considerably
‘lighter than the final sen
tence he imposed in March
on the seventh original
Watergate defendant, for+
mer White House aide. G.
Gordon Liddy. 1
Liddy, who was" stead.,
fastly refused to cooperate.
with any Watergate investi.’
gation, must serve a term of.
at least six years and eight
-months in prison. He also -
was fined $40,000. He is cur-
rently serving a contempt of
‘court term that coinsides:
with the life of the first;

whether the special. prosecutor
or this court—going to vent

nio Martinez
|Sturgis, , three Miami resi-
Idents who were found inside
the Democrats’

Sachs, speak for him. As Mr.l
Sachs told it, Hunt, like the
others, committed his offenses
for “patriotic reasons.” - &

Hunt and the four Floridian
all pleaded guilty to the charge:
against them—charges rangin
from burglary to conspiracy!
McCord, like Liddy, went ta
:t’gal and was convicted on Jan.{.

Letter Brings Change '

For months after their arrest
the defendants kept silent, re-
fusing to tell the story behind
the break-in. But on March 23,
the situation changed.

On that day Judge Siriga
read to those inhis courtroom
here a letter he had just re-
ceived from McCord in which
McCord said that “others™ had
escaped capture and that wit-
nesses had perjured themselves
‘at his and Liddy's trial. .

Judge Sirica .ntenced Liddy
-that day, too, to a term of
from six years "and eight
_months to 20 years. He sen-
jtenced the five who had plead-
3d guilty to very long “pro-|

isional” terms, telling them
that he would take into ac.
count, at- the final sentencing
day, any cooperation they gave| -
to the authorities investigating
the Watergate affair.

‘I am making no promise of
leniency,” he said then, “but
‘the sentence I will impose.will
depend primarily on whether or
not you cooperate” with - the|
Senate Watergate committea, |
He also recommended coopera-|
tion with the grand jury.- B

The sentences announced, to-:
day indicated he was satisfied
;with their cooperation: -, 3/

)
W

The. sentences

yesterday by Sirica were:

imposej%

® Virgilio Gonzalez, Eug
and Frank

Watergate,

headquarters at 2 am. ons
June 17, 1972, received!
matching termp of one year:
to four years in jail, 1

Judge Sirica made it clear:
to the three men that they:
would be eligible for parole:
-in about one month. But he'
pointed out that he would
not be able to influence the
parole board’s decision. N

® Bernard L. Barker, &
Miami resident who re-
.cruited the three others for
the surreptitious entry into
:the Watergate and who. alsd
‘had pleaded guilty to seven.
counts, will serve a term of
18 months to six years. |, . :
. Barker . has also sgerved
-about 11 months in jail, 8¢
‘he would be eligibile - for
parole next summer. . 3
L. .2 McCord, who also wasl

80001-6.
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Yound inside the Democras
C e heidguarters .at  the
Watergafe], was sentenced;
© to serve’a term of from one’
Year to five years in priso
i McCord, the only defen-;
-dant who was free on bond’
" pending’ “sentencing, - was:
‘givén another 15 days of;
ifreedom to get his affairs!
Jdn order before going to}
fprison, . However, in that!
: gﬂme he could take legal;
i isteps that, if approved by:
ithe judge, would allow him.
,t0 remain free pending ap-|
i tpeal. . !
« { ° Hunt, a former member’
of the White House special;
. investigative unit known as’
‘the plumbers who recruited;
Barker for the Watergate
* .mission, was ordered tg:
Serve a prison term of 30}
months to eight years and
. ihay a $10,000 fine, y
{f» Hunt, who already hagv
yoeen in Jail for seven and!
‘one-half months, will ber
ieligible for parole in the;
fall of 1975. + [
*  Sirica’s courtroom on the’
-second floor of the U.S. . Dis.’
.trict Courthouse was packed;
iwhen the jailed defendants;
‘were brought from the cells
+block for their final sentenc-’
{ing. McCord had waited in;
‘the publie corridor, appar-
‘ently unnoticed by ‘about:
1100 spectators who also were!
waiting while the court4
iroom’s doors were opened.
! Barker ' smiled broadly?
(and waved at his wife and.
.daughter in the front row as
‘he walked from the cell-
‘block to6 the defense table.!
He and his three Miami
friends were the first per-
‘sons called to the front of
{the courtroom by Judge Sir-
fea. .
Their * attorney, Daniel
Schultz, made an impas-
‘sioned, 40-minute plea fort
\mercy for his clients.! He]
‘told Sirica, as he has often.
in past hearings, that his
clients were duped by their
friend, E. Howard Hunt,;
‘who came cloaked in the
‘robes of a White House aide
speaking of an intelligence
operation bigger than the
FBI and the CIA combined.
. He described the four Mi-
-amians as “unwitting tools!
in illegal political espio-y
f’nage" who are “still con-;
fused . . . (and who) still
idon’t know whether _the;
%whole truth will come out.”
i~ Schultz said -his clients?
did not take 'part . in «the§
break-in for money but for;
patriotic reasons outlined to’
ltheni‘,by Hunt. " “Prison isy

"hot ‘the” place “for  patriotic
‘men.” Schultz said. o
. “How long will the gov-!
rnment vent its anger at]
sthese four little men from{
‘Miami . . . these soldiers , . .,3
.when architects and gener!
‘als of this plot haven’t]
served' a day in jail?";
:Schultz asked. 4
i . Martinez spoke with a;
.heavy Spanish accent wheén
:the judge asked him if he
:wished to say anything. “I'm
‘here because I'm a Cuban
. .". that's’why I have been,
8o useful to this country in!

Infiltrating other,countries,’:‘ '

Martinez said.

" Martinez provoked - the;
only laughter of the other-;
wise somber session and;
drew a smile from the judge’{

hen he said, “I don’t be-:
lieve you have all the facts
Yet. I read the paper and see’
where you're still looking:
for two tapes.” He was re-
Aerring to Sirica's continu.;
{ing hearing into White House '
itapes .of the President'si
;claims that two subpoenaed
{ White House: conversations;
about Watergate never ex-!
uisted, . ; t
¢ Martinez spoke bitterly of
+his stay in the D.C. Jail,:
§where he said he was given;
only ene mousetrap to put’
;under his bed each night, a:
Irestriction  that allowed
tother mice to run through,
{his cell and steal his food. 3
. Barker also spoke briefly
‘to the judge, saying, “I can’
vouch-that when I recruited'
:these three men (the other,
Miami defendants) I did not;
recruit them for any erimi. -
.nal purpose.” o
I Both McCord and Bernard;
:Fensterwald Jr., his attor-;
.ney, spoke before McCord's’
‘fentencing. Fensterwald:
‘said what McCord did was
in a “gray area of strict le-
gality and illegality.” }
' McCord also sald he did;
inot believe the whole truth!
about Watergate has come:
out, and added he participat.;
Ig'ed‘ in the breaking “because;
‘I believed the Presidént:
authorized it and set it in
motion” o
| . Sidney Sachs, the attorney
;for Hunt, spoke of Hunt's
(i1 health and the death of
{Hunt’s wife in a plane crash
imany months ago. Sachs al
;50 pointed to Hunt's past
:8ervice to the country in the
“CIA. Coad
¢ “If this is a crime, it'is
& crime of patriotism,’ Sachs,

ssald. Hunt did not speak. ;;

NEW YORK TIMES |
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Justified Leniency -

i

o
N

! m fixing the final sentences for ‘the Watergaie'i:

.conspirators, Chief District

‘put the’ actual break-in into

dge John J. Sirica has
he Democratic campaign

f,headquarters in its proper perspective against a back-,
.ground of far more serious -crimes committed at- higher
‘echelons. Only E. Howard Hunt, the former White House i
xonsultant and C.LA. operative, faces long-term impris- !
Jonment of at least two. and a. half years for his party
#n planning the burglary. None of the five other defend.- |

ants:is:likely to serve more than one year, and thres ;
]

-of them may soon’be eligible for parofe,

. The qov:emmentfs recommendation for leniency seemed }
eminently justified. James W. McCord was the first of.|
all those invblvie;i.ifr_the Watergate scandals to cooperate 3
With the inves;igatipn;'the four Cuban exiles’ concept™
;.of patriotic lpyalties. had made them easy. prey toy
:exploitation . by. the . plotters -at’ higher echelons ot‘{

‘power, -

When Judge Sirica, in answer to the defendants’ origi-'%

nal silence,

imposed harsh sentences, he

was widely}

icriticized for. using the v'threat of long incarceration as au
jmeans of " extracting testimony. *.Subsequent develop-"f

‘ments and the eventual reduction of the penalties, how-1
.ever, suggest that the judge wanted to prevent low-level':
hirelings from being unnecessarily and unfairly penalized'
by f‘their;,misguided‘-feelings of loyalty to uriscrlipulousgi

‘superiors.

To assess the process of justice it must be }écalled;
‘that the Government prosecutors had. maintained during

i

-the original trial that the political espionage in the case?
reached, no higher than the defendants.” Nine rhonths}'

later, before final sentencing,

the .same .defendants as.“at

the prosecution described’f
the bottom ‘of . the ‘totem |

pole” of the conspiracy. At the very least, Judge Sirica's";
gskepticism'hassaved.‘the prosecutors from being’ party,
‘however unwittingly, to a cover-up that would have ;
‘made the Watergate hirelings the scapegoats of al

.conspiracy that extended
‘ptehension,: . - -

- Sunday, Noo. 11, 1978 THE WASHINGTON. POST N’i

beyond their. view and coms-;
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Agency, died yesterday at

IMontgomery General Hospital
‘lafter a stroke. He lived at

19000 Coltfield Ct, Gaithers-

1burg.

Mr.. Ortman was born in
Mount Vernon, N.Y., and

graduated -from Occidental

' Robert A. Ortman,

[,

?

’ y ® ® ’ }
‘Retired CIA Officer—
T Roﬁert A, brtman, 58, a re

tired operations officer with
the Centra 1 Intelligence

College in Los Angeles. Dur:,’
ing World War II he served
as a leutenant in the Navy, !

He joined the CIA in 1951
and retired this years, after,
service both in Washington
and overseas. _—

Survivo_rs include his wife;
Judith W,, and_two, children,

John B. and Susan, of the
home, =~ K
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Misusing the CIA: A Final Report

. \ 4 . : .
Along with the confusion over the Presidential -tapes

last week came some clarificqtion on another aspect of -
.the Watergate- imbroglio. The House Armed Services - ..
tittee on Intelligence —
composed of four Democrats and three Republicans.—
‘ probing into the CIA’s role in Watergate and the Ellsherg
‘case, concluded unanimously
‘the Agency had allowed itself to be used for.“improper. ', .
‘purposes” for which there was “no support-in law or
"reason. " Following are excerpts from its report:

;‘ @ . I T
} .

i Early on in his employment as a consultant, :Mr.-
[E. Howard] Hunt [ex-CIA ‘officer] requested through
Mr, [Charles] Colson [former White House Counsel] that
‘arrangements be made for certain alias ‘and disguise -
gear in connection with an interview. . . . General [Rob--
rert] Cushman . [former’ Deputy. Director .of -the CIA]
rapproved the request.. . . [Hunt then made] added .
:demands on the Agency. for technical assistance includ-:
iing disguise and alias mdterial for Mr. George Gordon
‘Liddy [former Counsel for the Committee for the Re-
Election of-the President]. On Aug. 27, 1971 ; . . General -
‘Cushman . . . advised. [Mr. -John Ehrlichman, former

"White House staff member] that, assistance to' Mr, Hunt -

‘reaching the original agreement. . ‘ . $
i As future events graphically illustrated, the deed had:
ithen "been ‘done, and ‘Mr. - Helms {former CIA Direc-

‘would have to end, since Hunt obviously was over-

‘unwitting. dupes for purely- domestic. Whité House staff
‘endeavors that were beyond:- the realm ‘of CIA du-
oy, e o 6

i

Lo el e

" Former CIA Directdr’ Richard Helms testified that .
,often the Executive Office of the President made requests
of the CIA for assistance and advice. , .., Witnesses. -
assoclated with the CIA’ were unanimous in their views
that requests from top level White House aides in the
present Administration weére, almost without exception, .’
taken as orders. from people who were speaking for the
President. .. . . In that setting, ‘then, we have the request
from the White House staff for the cooperation of the

CIA with Howard Hunt. . . . General Cushman concluded *

that Hunt was hired to work on the. security leaks prob- -
lem, and “the CIA wi

.(emphasis added). .. . _ . .
- In “hindsight,” said Ambassador Helms, . “mayb‘g‘ we -

should have asked (Hunt) a lot more que.stiqns.”_

LOS ANGELES TIMES:
5 November 1973

' CIA Agent .|

nades. He: subsequently

WATERLOO, Ont.i’ admitted that he had heen

as being ordered 'to assist him”
! : - strengthened to assure that the ‘CIA not

s

“+ « . While E. Howard Hunt was making demandsf
upon the CIA for additional technical ‘material, he was,
doing it not for purposes of [an] interview, but rather for-
use in connection with the Room 16 Group's [Plumbers’j:

: Plan for the. surreptitious entry into the office of . , ,
Dr. Henry Fielding [Dr. Daniel Elisberg’s psychiatrist]. . , .~
that, however: reluctantly, . ' j '

Hunt asked CIA fof a camera-concealing device for'
indoor photography, ... . ‘Ampng other services, CIA§

-t provided Mr. ‘Liddy. ‘with: technical. instructions for the;
" use of camera and developing sefvices when the job N
1+ was completed. . . . In.all fairness, it must be [said} .

- that the CIA was not aware of the true purpose for
. which the camera and equipment was to be used, !

P}
.

and :

the complex “CIA-FBI-Mexican connection” and. cons;
cluded that there was no direct CIA involvement:] . . A
© Efforts were made by Messrs. Haldeman, Ehrlich-}

man and Dean of the White. House staff to deflect the;
FBI investigation of the Watergate break-in by invoking
nonexisting conflicts with CIA operations, a s
@ Substantial efforts were made by Mr.- John Dean;.
then White Housé. Counsel, to involve CIA in-the Water~
gate break-in. without any foundation in fact-...v, oy
‘@Substantial evidence . . . leads: to’ the ‘Inescapable
conclusion that Mr. H. R, Haldeman, former White House'}

. P coat
[The panel delved into the .Watergate scandal

! er CL -, Chief of Staff, and Mr. John Ehrlichman . ,, were thet
tor], General Cushman, and the CIA had" become c - thomte, o

sources of enormous executive authority. and’ were,' coft }
-sidered by, the Acting Director of the FBI ands CIA -offls
“cials to be speaking for the President. ' i o
. i - RS S

i

_The investigation has illustrated clearly that . ;<"

@

', there existed in the White House staff a propensity for)

using the CIA for purposes not intended by the Congress..
..+ It is not only that the deeds were in fact done, buti
but also the propensity of certain White House aides!
to dip directly into the CIA for improper. purposes, leav-/

..ing in doubt the serious questions of whether this was+

done with authorization. However, we. are convinced that.
the CIA did not know of the improper purposes for which
the - technical materials provided ‘were to be used andj
resisted later efforts to involve the agency. ;

It is clear, then, that the National Security Act must bel
engage in any-
activity [not specified in its charter] 'except -as is' per-i
sonally approved by the President, R A !

Newfoundland  that Lip-
- pert wonld be freed if.
i there were a request from

soned in Cuba as a ClA
agent for 10 years, re-
{urned home Sunday.

Toronto abpard a char-
tered aircraft and was tak-

his sisler's home here,
Lippert, a native of
Kitchener, Ont., was ar-

H

rested hy the Cubans in
1962 when a xcarch of his

{light plane al Havana Air.

(GP—Ronald P. Lippert, .
a Canadian citizen® impri- .

f

Lippert, 41, arrived in .

en by family members to.

! port uncovered hand gre- _

waorking for the U.S. Cen-.
tral Intellicence: Agency,
He was cntenced to 30
years in (§ison.

The Canadian govern-

ment had repeatedly
asked Cuba to release Lip-
‘hert and last month the

House of Commons passed -

a unanimous.resolution to
this effect. .
Cuban  DPremier
Castro had  said
~during a  brief

Iidel
carlier
stop in

the Canadian -parliament,

He told newsmen he
didn't want to talk about -
his ordeal for two or three
dayshnt then attempted
to make a statement,

"I don't know what to
say. 1 just want to thank
all the newspapers and ev-
erybody," he said, then
broke down in tears.

Lippert was met by two
sisters and his 18-year-old
daughter, Ruth Ann. :

11
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Helms Meino on Watergate Disclosed|

——

L4

Thet passage -contdins ih-F\‘e'had«resisteaﬁ‘rés,ﬁur_éio stop

WASHINGTON POST
4 Wednesday, Nov. 7, 1973 o
coa -
'CIA Asked”
-CIA Asked
i To Clarify -
K1) ar y { © " specal to Tue New ork T ... S1rUCtiONS from ‘Mr. Helms tofyhe investigation, the Michigan
Lo : : . WASHINGTON, Nov. ‘2’ —-3f"}"§}"‘:}‘°",}° request that|heryoerat replied, “Not .so far
k, ﬁ E N % Richard Helms, former Director|}, f.B.I. “confine themselves/ ", concerned” i .. .
- LRECLITS Ote’ rested or under suspicion.” ‘ _
; ] twemorandum 11 days after the : further 3 ar {leased a report’ Tuesday thatf!
. Watergate. burglary that could|,, Mr. Helms further asked Mr. concluded that the C.IA. and]!
.be’ construed as :showing that alters to.see that ‘the bureau its top ofticials had béé;’l the
clarify a June 28, 1972, memo-| e oS L expa v
“randum from its former diree- ‘-Bu_realu' of Investigation’s. in- :ve‘:“;u :ﬁeaf“ ;Vfr fChl"";ay‘ well House aides Involved in -thell -
‘tor, Richard M. Helms, sug:! quiry into-the burglary. erations,) | & oul of OUF OD-\yyatergate - biirglary, but. that] -
: - However, one Representative/erations. ; . .. [the - agency withstood . pres-
;;\,tas _vgatergate inquiries in' ;that..such an -interpretation possession of the Senate Armed cover-up of the burglary. . - = " [l
exico. . o would ‘not ‘be accurate. . .. [Services Committee, ‘a. House Mr. Nedzi nterpreted ' thél
Sen, Sthart Symington (D, * In his public testimony before' Armed Services subcommittee passage-from the Helms memo-|"
,member of the Senate Armed, tee-and in closed ‘testimony to{the C.LA. in the Watergate af-lor - diractor: was  comcerns
sService Committee, made the, Jfour other ‘Congressional pan- gir._»and: fhd_Senqge_'Watergate Ove"r apossible “'fr. ee-wheelind
request because- of apparent] iels, Mr. Helms_said that: hefcommittée, " ~ - . " ‘|kind of operation” - in - whic
.Helms memo and public testis House pressure to réstrict the|day to'release the full memo-|to investigate C.LA.“personnel
.Tony by Helms and other CIA: PO S dnvestigation. . |randum. . But - Reptesentative|Mr. Helms. was not trying to
“witnesses. * The 'full- memorandum that|Lucien N. Nedzi, chairman of curb.'the,‘bureau's'inqu]ry,' ._onli;
: Lieut, Gen. Vernon A. Walters,{that to, interpret the passage . of
“Helms was being contacted in’ on June 28, 1972, has not been{to mean: thagp» Mr. H, eh“’“. hgd proper ghgqﬁg},s,'_ M t;.dz
«Tehran, where he is serving as' “nade public.. But. a " passage Mr. Helms,, who s ow Am:,
; U.S. ambassador, for a clarifs it ‘appe Watergate investigation would|bassador. to.Iran; could nof.
“ranscript of Senate hearings|be “not accurate.” : \
 :been recalled twice from his -ast July on.the ‘confirmation| - Asked ‘it he.felt that Mr. C.LA..and General Walters fes
ipost in Iran to testify on CIA.
iinvolvement-in the Watergate}
€
In the June 28 memo to his.
deputy, Gen. Vernon Walters,
‘Helms left instructions for a;
vacting FBI Director L. Patrick.
Gray IIL H
“ Helms advised Waltets that;
-ordinates in the agency, who'
Wwere unnamed, that the CIA is
.“attempting to ‘distance itself"
‘that . . . I wanted no free:
,wheeling exposition of hy-
“potheses or any effort made to,
‘ity or likely objectives of the
"Watergate intrusion. o
*  “In short,” the memo contin+
.some cards on the table. Oth-
‘erwise we are unable to be o
help. .
to the request that they con~
‘fine themselves to the person-
alities already arrested.or di-
‘that they desist from expand-
‘ing this 1nvestiéation into
‘other areas which may well,
-operations.” . N
. It was the last sentence of
the "Helms memo that ap-
fliet with previously publig‘
:testimony by Helms and Wali
ters staunchly denying that
:issues in Mexico would expose
‘or jeopardize CIA operations. ;
; White House officials;
gate break-in, succeeded in ob-
‘taining ‘a delay "of more than’
.two weeks in the FBI’s investi-
{funds “laundered” through a
.Mexican bank—and traced ul,
.timately to the Nixon re-clec

' By bAv‘mxt,.mosstAuh_ ],
of Central Intelligence, wrote a2 the personalities already ar. Mr. Nedzi's subcommittee re.
' The CIA has been asked t0 he tried to limit the Federal|"desist from .expanding . thisfiiS ‘P © o dupess or Wi
fgesting that the FBI “confine’) Afamiliar with the matter said ’Ihe'.memorariéuhm‘"is(\m “tﬁe sure to bécome involved in th
:Mo.), ranking = Democratic: ‘the ‘Senate. Watergadte commit.{that investigated "the - role . of fandust to mean.that. the for.
‘discrepancies between . the had. . resisted .. heavy . White| All thiee panels refused to- F.B.I'agents would be set loose
"Xt was understood lfhat% Mr. Helms wrote to-his deputy, the House subcommittee, saidlto insure that it -went throug
from - It ‘appedrs It ah editod| Wareraate: et nge o the ol
{yng explanation. Helms has: reached . today,  and both -the
‘affair. : .
tprospective meeting with then
he had instructed two key sub-
‘from this investigation and’
-conjecture about responsibils
Tued, “it is up to the FBI to lay*
“In addition, we still adhere’
:rectly under suspicion and
eventually, run afoul of our'
‘peared, particularly, to con-
FBI inquiries into Watergate
'within a week of the Water:
‘gation of Watergate break-in
ition commiitee... = . . -

! to be unfounded, that ,fhe'FBI‘s

* inquirfes q
"~ jeopardize covert CIA opera-;
;&thns there. '

of the present
gleliam E. Colby. -

NEW YORK TIMES
14 November 1973

iMcCord Appeals Conviction
{For Break-in at Watergate

WASHINGTON, Nov. 13 (AP)
—James W. McCord Jr. ap-
pealed his conviction today for
conspiracy, burglary and wire-
tapping in the Watergate break-
in, and asked to be released
until a Federal appellate court
acts. . :
McCord was sentenced last

C.LA. director,

Friday to serve one to five years
in prison for his part in the
June 17, 1972, break-in at the
Democratic party headquarters
in the Watergate apartment and
office complex. He is free on a
$50,000 appearance bond.

made Similar requests for re-
lease pending appeals, but were
turned down yesterday by Chief

District Court,

In sentencing McCord, Judgeé
Sirica allowed him 15 days to
file an appeal. - -

f: The delay was octasioned by’
! President Nixon's concern,’
‘which he later acknowledged

s

in Mexico coul

i e

Five other Watergate con-
spirators, also sentenced Friday,

Judge John J. Sirica of Federal

Helms .had lied when he told

IMr,-Nedzi's subcommittee that

fused': to . commént, on- the
matter. . .. . y

BALTIMORE NEWS AMERICAN

8 November 1973

i”ﬂehns Misled Probers |
‘On CIA Rele—Weicker

By PATRICK J. SLOYAN

News American
- Washington Bureau

WASHINGTON — A Repub-

- lican member of the Senate
Watergate Commiltee says
former CIA Director Richard

Helms “misled” the panel’

“about his role in efforts to lim-

it the FBI investigation of the .

Watergate burglary.

Sen. Lowell Weicker, R-
Conn., mnde the comment aft-
er the Senate Armed Services
Committee made public a pre-
viously classified memo writ-
fen by Helms shortly after the
June 17, 1972, break-in of
Democratic National Head-
quarters.

- According to former Speciat

Prosecutor Archibald Cox, the -

‘controversial memo is ‘‘at
odds” with sworn testimony
Helms gave Congress and the
Watergate Grand Jury.

“I think that the memo
shows that Helms tried to ac-
_commodate the White House
- request to use the CIA to
‘cover up the Watergate break-
in,” Weicker said.
“I think that is the real big
.story we've seen in our ihves-

12

tigation — the way the White
House used all these govern-
ment agencies. The CIA in-"
volvement is a case in peint.”

The Helms memo was de-
classified and released by
chairman Stuart Symington,
D-Mo., who has repeatedly -
praised Helms for blunting
« White House efforts to use the
CIA to mask the Watergate
scandal, : .

“The senator has requested
appropriate officials to clarify.
the Helms memo,” a spokes-
man for Symington said. :

The Symington spokesman
would not say whether the
- chairman had-asked for de- .
tails from the CIA or Helms, .
now.U.S. Ambassador to Iran,

Symington and Chairman
Lucicn Nedzi, of the House
Armed Services Intelligence
Subcommittee, have insisted:
that the CIA resisted efforts
‘by White House aides John
Ehrlichman and H. R. Halde-
man to involve the CIA in the
‘Watergate cover up.

Nedzi last week refused to
make public the memo but
said It related directly to
Helms' request to the FBI not
to interview two individual
TCIA agents, :
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FB“I Leaksf

i
? By Laurente Stem
. Washington Poat Staff Writer

I ¥ears that sensitive CIA
jdperations might be compro-!
(mised by “leakage in the~
‘J;‘BI" led Richard M. Helms,
the -agency’s former dn"ec-
gtor, to propose sharply de-
. dined limits.on the Water-
‘gute investigation in Mexico.’
Helms was also concerned:
about an FBI “fishing expe-,
¢dition into CIA operations”
iwhen he laid down guide-
,,lmes 11 days after the
,Watergate break-in designed
,,:o confine the FBI's inquir<
jles to “personalities already,
arrested or directly under
susptcion »
© This was:the gist of four-
;page memorandum submit-,
E’ced yesterday by CIA Direc
tor William E. Colby to Sen.
Stuart Symington (D-Mo),‘
adéting chairman of the Sen-!
ate” Armed Service{
aCommittee. i
Colby’s memo was. in-:
tended to clear up what he’

ation in the press and else-
where” over an apparent
onflict between a June 28,:
11972, miemo from Helms to

Eesmbed as “recent specu-:

‘h1s deputy, Gen. Vernon:
EWalters and testimony by!
Helms to five congressional
ommittees and federal
Watérgate prosecutors. .
< This conflict was first]
mentioned—although . ‘with-
tout any specifie reference to’
zHelms—by former Water-
gate Special Prosecutor Ar--
chibald Cox in an appear-:
ance last week before the,
enate Judiciary Commit-
ee. Cox said he had evi-
énce that a major witness
n -the Watergate. inquiry,
had sharply contradicted hls‘
estimony in a memorandum’
that had come to the atten-
fon of the prosecuting staff.,
The newly surfaced 1972'
emo instructed Walters,
hat “we (the CIA) still adé
ere to the request that-
ithey (the FBI) confine them-"
selves to the personalmes
@lready arrested or directlyt
under suspicion and t.hat.!
they desist from expending,;
this investigation into other
areas which may well, even-_
tually, run afoul of our oper-;
ations.”
But Helms and -Walters’
have repeatedly testified.
that they told White House.

‘officials and formef FB].‘"
Acting Director L. Patrick,
Gray III that the Watergate
investigation in  Mexico;
would  not jeopardize any
CIA activities. ‘

Colby’s memo to Symmg-v
ton alluded to a strong
serise of suspicion withm‘
the CIA over the prospéc
tive FBI investigation of the,
‘Watergate scandal’s Mex1-.
.can connection. - "

He cited as one mgredlent
of the CIA’s concern Gray’s
persmtence — despite repeat-;
.€d .denials by Helms.— “m{
querying the Agency about!
possible CIA involvement in
the Watergate incident.” 3‘

.He also recalled that the‘.

'FBI refused to inform the!

CIA on June 22, 1972, of the'-
status of it3 investigatxon
into the activities of Jamey
MecCord, a former CIA ems)
ployee, who was one of the;
convicted Watergate con-j
splrators

.*In light of these develop-
ments, and particularly be
‘cause of the additional fact.
that there had been recenti
leaks of sensitive informa-
‘tion provided by CIA to the,
FBI, Mr. Helms felt it neces-!
.sary to give specific guid-
.ance for Agency officialsi!
‘acting during his forthcom-:
ing absence to discourage]
FBI  investigation =~ into:
7Agency operations unless'
specific reason or justifica-,
tion therefor was offered,”
,said Celby.

However, the FBI investi-
.gation that White House of-
ficials sought to shut off
was not -directed as the CIA:
but.at the establishment of
3 link between Watergate'
funds and the Nixon re-elecs
tion committee. /

% White House officials, act-;
fng on instructions from the:

President, first raised the_
Prospect that the FBI pur
Buit of the Watergate funds’
ihrough a Mexkico City bank;
‘account could Jeopardlze co-.
Vert CIA operations in Mex-;

fco. Helms and Walters had

testified that they repeat- '

edly assured White House,
bficials that no ‘agency op-
‘erations would be so imper-
fled. .
* The Helms mlemo to Wal-
fers, however, - tended to
ive legitimacy to the con-
.cern originally expressed by:
he White House and which:
resident Nixon, in his Augn
22 statement, said proved 10,
be unfounded.
! Coby's memo yesterdayr
o Symington failed to clear.
‘ip what is still a central con-:
radiction in the record of.
'Hlle CIA’s involvement in
- e Watergate cover-up . i

AN e
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Chnrles W. Yost

- Security Cloak Has Wa

 of Dee ewmo* the Decewer

It would really scem to bc
an elementary principle that
in a democracy the people
have a right to know what
their government is up to.
They may at timnes be too

apathetic, too cynical or too

absorbed-in private affairs to '

act on what they know, but .

at least. they should not be -

denied the knowledge which
would enable them to act.

f

The practitioners of every

profession have a congenital
tendency to belicve that they

are wiser than the layman, .

that he lacks the training”

and insight on which sound
Judgments ‘must be based
and that he should therefore
not be confuscd by awkward
facts which might upset him.

This line of argument is of
course’ a rationalization.
What - the expert really
means-is that, 'by virtue of
his “superior undemtandmg
and exclusive sburces of in-
formation he knows best, not
only for himself but for
everyone else; and.that he
does..not want the ill-in-
formed complaining,. criticiz-
ing, perhaps even upsetting
the applecart he has, with
great pains put on the road.

For such a state of mind—
and most of us share it when
we are inside rather than
oulside—‘national security”
is a godsend. It cnables a
government official to justify -
keeping his actions and in-

_tentions secret even when

they "might lead the natmn
into war.

Genuine considerations’ of
national security may -re-
quire secrecy in regard to .
the character ‘and deploy-

~ment of certain weapons. In
. my thirty-five years in for-

eign affairs, however, 1 al-
most never found that the
public disclosure of political
measures or plans could be
lrulhxully said to jeopardize
national security or be more
than temporanly inconven-
ient.

Leaks frequenﬂy evoked

enormous excitement and in-

. dignation, but almost always

because they were embar-
rassing to presidents or sec-
retaries of state endeavoring
to pursue courses not frankly
revealed to Congress and the
electorate. The reductio ad
absurdum is reached when
military or ‘political actions
fully known to the adversary

- from somebody,

-are conccaled from or mis-
represented to one's own
,pcuplc. )

- Among the most sinister
sme effects of the Cold War
is that the United States has
-over a period of years come

.to imitate many of the worst
- malpractices of the Soviet
system-secrecy, deceplion,
subversion and ° “dirty
tricks”~which are  bad
enough in"a totalitarian so-
‘ciety but are absolutely inex-
cusable in a democracy. Pro-
gressively over the past two
decades American political
life has been more and more
poisoned by these vices.

Once “national sccurity™
has come to be accepted as
a cloak for the conduct of
foreign alfairs, it is all too
likely that public officials
will find it irresistibly con-
venient for cloaking also
some of their more far-out
domestic activities.” In fact,
once they slip into the na-
tional . security: psychosis,
they easily begin to,equate,

.as we have so often seen, the

nation’s security with their
own political power or their
own partisan aims.

One of the most frighten-
ing aspects of . this syndrome
is that it eventually becomes
an addiction, and that those-
addicted are unaware what
is happening to them. Con-
cealment and misrepresen-
tation, originally intended to
avoid ill-informed or partisan
interference, eventually come
to deceive even, or most of
all, their authors.’

Jerome Doolittle, a former
U.S. Information Service offi-
cer who was in Laos during
the recent war, wrote in the
New York Times of the con-
cealment of our bo1 ing of
villages: ‘“That secrecy was
never so much a way to
keep the facts about our
bombing from leaking out of
the cxecutive branch as it
was to keep those facts from
leaking in. After all, the lies
did serve to keep something
and the
somcbody was us.” The
credibility gap was some-
times so broad that it de-
tached the right from the left
hand of the same individual.

President Nixon once said:
“In our public discussions
we. sorely need a kind of
honesty that has too often
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been lacking: the honesty of :
.straight talk; a doing-away:
; with  hyperbole; a careful!
‘concernt with the gradations |
“of truth.” What wise advice |
for his\own and every other |
adminiglration. ~ ~ ° . |
{+ The ' nation would be well |
I served by the application of |
fone very simple rule to the |
‘conduct of foreign affairs—
.indced, to all aspects of gov-
ernment: - :

Aside from the above mei-

tioned exception about the -
gconstructign and location of
| a few very special weapons,
l'and from confidences explic- -
itly imposed upon us for
good’ reasons by other gov-
ernments, it will be in the
j national interest of a democ- :
‘racy such as the United

abroad, current or contem-
{'plated, be fully explained to
Congress and people and
 their approval sought.

. Activities in regard to
which this is -not feasible
should not be undertaken.

. This rule should be applied |

“as strictly by the White

. House, the Pentagon and the :
CIA as by the State Depart-

ment.

~ The "national unity,
sense of  participation - and
common  purpose,
would be achieved -by the .
application.of this simple rule
would do far more to pre-

‘recy which has been so un-
inecessarily and ‘perniciously
[used and misused.

States that all its activities -

the -

which -

Iserve nalional security than |
}-all the vast panoply of sec-

THE LONDON TIMES
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blame for Watergat

-From Patrick Brogan . .., .-
. General  agrzed at once and

+A Congressional subcommittee . Mever asked Mr Hunt what

has concluded that the White :

Washington, Oct30- .- .~

_House had' -been -using the

improper

the CIA. R
'" The subcommittee said it was
puzzled by ‘a flagrant contra-

diction betwecn the account of .
one episode offered by President

Nixon and . that offered by
_witnesses in testimony. .

~ The House of Representatives’

armed services committee’s sub-
committee on intclligence has

the duty of keeping an eye on .

the CIA. The Senate Watergate

committee heard the same wit-.

nesses on the same problems
and may yct report in the same
sense ; but its work is far from
complete while the House sub-
committee, with a much smaller
field to plough, has got in first.
Its chairman is Representative
Lucien Nedzi, a Democrat from
Michigan. o

The sub-committce’s report
states that the White House
‘made frequent requests to the
. CIA for assistance and that these
trequests were treated as orders
by the agency. When Mr. John
Ehrlichman telephoned ~ the
_agency’s deputy *  director,
General Robert Cushman, ask-
ing him to provide assistance

Congressmen accuse
of trying to place =~ =
> on CIA°

White House

for Mr E. Howard Hunt, thd

th
assistance was needed for, -
Mr Hunt was a member of

: A © the White House '“plumbers’
Central Intelligence Agency for.
political-  purposes "
before the Watergate affair, and -
that it attemped to;, put the.

blame for Watergate itself on . to be given a.wig, a voice-alter. -

" ing device, identity papers and’
“other equipment to conduct a.
* Mr Ehrlichman, Mr H. R. Halde-

group ”, and in July, 1971, told

.the General that he was engaged

In a matter of the gravest
importance to national security. -
The General arranged for him-

confidential interview.®

In fact the interview was part
of the White House attempt to
find out anything discreditable
it could about Senator Edward

-Kennedy. Mr Hunt-wanted to
‘see someone who claimed to.

have some damaging .informa-
tion on the Kennedys.

Later, the agency was asked
to provide more equipment, for
Mr Gordon Liddy (another
* pluniber ) and cameras. All
this was used in the burglary of
the office of ‘the - psychiatrist

. treating Dr Daniel Ellsberg, the

Pentagon Papers case defend-

ant, without its knowledge. The -

CIA was thus involved by the
White House in one illegal and.
one extremely sordid affair, :

agency is forbidden by its
statute to act as a 'secret police
organization, it agreed to try to
produce a “ psychiatric”’ pro-.
file of Dr Ellsberg. '
A first version was produced
in July, 1971. It was found to
be inadequate, and the Ellsberg

burglary followed in Septcmber..

‘in_an- attempt - to  get more
material. A second version of
the profile (to which the buri

. glary had contributed nothing)

was produced in November. "/
After the Watergate break-in
came the. cover-up, and”-the

- House subcommittee report goes

carefully through. the conflict.
+ing testimony of the variojs
B E

- people involved.” ..

- Its conclusion.” is that the
White House, in the persons of -
-the Presidential staff members,

'man, and Mr Johh Dean, triced
to persuade the CIA to accept
‘the responsibility for an essen.
tia] part of the' cover-up and
even for the burglary itself. .
The CIA, in the person of its
new deputy director, General

. Vernon Walters, was persuaded

to drop heavy hints to the
Federal Bureau of Investigation
that it should not putsue too
closely the source of the money
found in the burglars’ posses-
sion, which, in fact. came from
the committee to reelect the
President. . :
The report notes that Genera)
Walters acquiesced. in the pro-
posal and was most cooperative,

© at least to begin with, The CIA
Furthermore, even though the .

kept on the right side of the -
White House, but when things
got difficult it backed out of
the cover-up which the FBI and
the Justice Department were
floundering into. Co
The report notes contradic.
tions in General Walters’s testi
‘mony and does not scem to
belicve him.on some matters.

Publisher's Weekly
5 NOV 1973

MARCHETTI TAKES HIS CASE

TO U.S. DISTRICT COURT

Victor L. Marchetti has taken his long+
struggle to publish a book on CIA and:
other U. S. intelligence policies to court.
A suit was filed on October 30 in the
| U. S. District court by Marchetti, his
co-author John D. Marks and publisher
Alfred A. Knopf against William Colby,
‘as director of the CIA, and Henry
Kissinger, as Secretary of State. The
suit charged that the CIA’s order to
delete sections in Marchetti's manu-
.script is in violation of lhe, First
. Amendment. -
'ms., ordered 339 specified deletions,
stating they were “classified material”
F and could not be published. Subsequent-:
ly Marchetti and his attorney conferred

The CIA, after reviewing Marchetti's

with the Acting General Counsel of the
CIA and pointed out that some of the

‘material tensored was acquired by Mar-.
‘chetti after his employment with . the

CIA, and/or was already in the public_
domain, CIA Counsel later agreed to
release 114 of the original 339 deletions.
Marchetti, Marks and Knopf argued
in their suit that the CIA’s order to
delete these 225 parts of the manu-.
script, ‘now - classified as “Top Secretz;

" Sensitive,” violated the First Amend-

‘ment guarantee of freedom of the press;
because publication of the censored:

. portions *“will not surely result in direct,:

immediate and irreparable injury to the’
Nation and its people.” o
. Speaking at a press conference held in;
the executive offices of Knopf, Marchetti.
said that if he had convincing prodf that

' any’information in his book would be:

A141

harmful to the country’s national in-
terest he would consider changing it. He:
strongly upheld the public’s right to]
know about government actions. ’
The suit also states that the secrecy.
agrecments Marchetti and Marks signed;
. when they were CIA and State Depart-{
 ment employees are invalid because they
.are unconstitutional, Marchetti's' at-}
;torney said that if these kinds of oaths:
had legal weight then other government
-agencies could also usc oaths to enjoin’
‘citizens from writing books about
government. .
t - Marchetli said that this was the;
second time in this nation's history (the
Pentagon Papcrs was the first) that the;,
government has gone to courl to enjoin
by restraint material written by one of .

its citizens on government actions. -, .;
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"'_ v However gross one sees Watergate it is not ’necessary
Rn be.an habityal pro-underdog type to feel pain and anger
at what has hapFened to E. Howard Hunt. ;

' For thls man o endlessly described as “that convrcted
Watergate conspirator” had also for- three decades -served,
the United Stateg in both open armed comibat and in the-
“even moré dapgerous, business of a "spy," or in less’ prej-!
. udlcxal terms as an lntelhgence agent in the eold war

When he accented orders to. particlpate in the break—ln
‘-of Democratic headquarters he did so believing that he was
_only doirig what all his adult life he.had done. . He ‘thought
" he wag serving the national gecurity interests of the United:
States as these had been lawfully determined by the then
attorney general o( the Unlted States, John Mltchell

. For "Howard Hunt had been told by orie of his trusred
supenors. Gordon Liddy, that there ‘was reason to suspect
.that Castro Communist money, and perhaps Hanol money,
‘was reaching the Democrauc .campaign.. It Is easy to
-ridicule* such suspiclons "as..feverish melodrama. But:
Howard Hunt did think it not Inconceivable that two Com-
munist countries deeply hostile to the United States might
_indeed "have. contributed clandestinely and without: his'
:knowledge.. or consent,; o . 8 presidential candldate like
‘.George McGovem. ‘ i ,

n simple fact; and'in hunorable but naive'trust, Gebrge
McGovérn had publicly pledged an Americancapitulation”

iy bni . gige a,.w

MORNING GLOBE, Boston

in Vietnam and had publicly ol‘lered to,“beg" North Viet-
namese for the release of our. war prisoners. v i

One must remember that for'many years Howard unt
had been living in a world of murderous intrigue that was
all too real — and a ‘world that ‘most of us have no smallest’
‘ability to appreciate, even as men who have never knownf
combat can neve( know war. I o vy .f

" At any rate; Hunt the soldler, Hunt the "spy # follows
hls directives in full faith in their Integrity. He goes along-
‘with a disastrous Watérgate eptry—after trying in vain-to-

-,wr

- abort it when it became plainito him that the' whole-affalr-

.was Incredibly ham-handed,’ almost as® hough it: were’
.deslgned to be discovered and faid’ bare.. "o v ;

1 1‘!
Then Howard Hunt goes before : Judge "Maxlmum
John" Sirica and pleads guilty., He is handed a provrsional
»sentence of 35 — repeat 35 — years, at least twice that
normally given in. Washington for murder and five times’
that for-rape. The “‘provisional” part. of it is that if Hunt:
‘will be a 'good boy before the Ervin Senate. Commlttees
.maybe | the 35.yeats will be reduced. . TR

~ Inthe meanume Hunt's wife has beer Killed In-an air
crash and his four childfen deprived of both a mother and,
“(for all practical purposes) of a father, For six months in
prison-he is chained as. though he were some mass mur-
derer. He is physically-assaulted in- prison. He suffers a’
Stroke In prison. A sick and broken man, he is pitilessly,
interrogated 25 times before at Jast he appears for his 25th
ordeal before the Ervin Senate ,Committee,

RIRA T E I S eI

) ,,.). h

. From his testxmnny it is plam to the end he tried to”
procect‘“rhe,om_.Company, the-Central ~1ritelligefice }
Agency, at the certain cost of his liberty and at the possible -
“cost of ending his life, a decorated war hero, behind stone..
‘walls, What of “The Old Company”?. Well, the CIA has
‘distinguished itself, from former Director, Richard Helms
‘down, with a careful ne(xtrahty on the subject of one E.’
‘Howard Hunt. PEEE

,:,::*’ e v

20 am’ crushed " he says in'the exhausted voice of a'

. Spent man, “by the failure of my government to protect me -

+and my family as in the
‘clandestme agents."
e

¥ Ttle'a self—epitaph that shnuld cnn'sh a good many othes!
peopla as well, . e

past it has always dorie ;for lts"

.'{.L wd ~ “h f m -
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(IA is bigger than Nixon, says Dick Greg@ry

By Joe Pilati
Globe Staff
“The biggest threat to

¢ America is not Dick Nixon,

. and
.social commentator Dick

its not Watergate,”

Gregory told a capacity
icrowd at last night's Ford
'Hall Forum. “The biggest
ithreat is the CIA.”

- Gregory said he is con-
'vinced that the Central In-
.telligence Agency was im-
plicated in the assassina-
"tions of John and Robert

-Kennedy and in the shool-~_all

dng of Alabama Gov.
George Wallace.

He described the agency
as “a sccret organization
"set up after World War 11

with a bunch of slick Ger-

mans.” He said Amerrcans
“were told about the Ger-
man scientists we got, but
when did you ever hear
about the intelligence
agents?”

Most of the 1100 persons
in Gregory’s audience ap- '
plauded and cheered his
barbed references to the
Nixon ‘Administration and/
the Watergate scandal.

“Nixon has never-lied to
us,” he said. “In 1968 his
first promise was to take
the crime off the
streets. It's your own fault
if you didn't ask . him
where he was going to put
it."

- Gregory - added: “You

have to have one of two

things” to work for Mr.
Nixon — “lots of unem-
ployment insurance, or a
good bail bondsman.”

Then: “But I don’t blame
Nixon for firing Archibald
Cox,” he said. ‘He wanted
someone more objective

and d‘etach_ed, like Bebe, -

Rebozo.”

Gregory said he moved
from Chicago {o Massa-
cause in Eeptember be-
cause- the state opposed
Mr. Nixon last year, but he
had sharp words for two
prominent Bay Staters.

He . said Sen. Edward
Kennedy “pulled one of
the most lowdown tricks
ever” when he appeared
with Wallace at a July 4

‘15

~Alabama Democrat,

rally, but -he praised the
And
former Attorney General
Elliot Richardson “had the
nerve to talk about the in-
tegrity of (Mississippi
Sen.) John Stennis, one of
the most blatant racists on
earth.” :
" “We've got a Congress,

that in less than 10 days

could pass a bill banning
football - blackouts on TV, .
but it took them five years’
to pass a bill stopping the

bombs from dropping on

Vietnam,” Gregory said.

“That should show you,
young people what a big:
job is ahead ¢f you. . . to.
give America "her sanity
back.” .-

- . . p—
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""" By Jeremiah O’Leary - i~

The Secrecy Lid Is

- Star'{lews Staff Writer '

In the deven weeks that
Dr. Henlry A. Kissinge? has,
been Secretary of State, a:
curious role-reversal has
taken place between the’
‘White House and the State
Department. - K

The secrecy that once’
prevailed| at - the White.
-House has been easing, in:
recent days,- but the Staté
.Department, a usually opeén:
-society with a paucity - of
secrets, has, buttoned up'
tightly since the advent of
Kissinger, O S

; Country desk officers and'
the press spokesmen at
State haye».tradit_ioﬁally,
been accessible. for back-
ground information - on’
‘foreign affairs and they still'
"are: The trouble is that Kis-.
singer confides in only a
few of his aides. about the
highest level of foreign poli-
cy. Playing his cards close
to.the chest, Kissinger has-
dried up the traditional
sburces of information. -

It may be true that Kis-
singer’s short tenure .as.

secretary.has not Yeen a
fairtest of how open he will
be once he is more comfort-
:able and léss busy. He has

crisis: the Middle East war,;
the U.S. military alert and:
the defection of NATO,.
-almost from the moment he
dssumed the mantle of of-i
fice. . .-../“{
« ON THE SURFACE, his’
‘record does not look bad.
He has held one reception’
-and two press conferences,’
plus one quick: visif to the:
‘State Department press:
Toom and one short appear-!
ance at the briefing room’
when he won the Nobet;
‘Peace Prize. - s
. -But the reality is that the;
tone and modus operandi of.
‘Kissinger is developing irto’
one of secretiveness, not'
only from the diplomatic
.correspondents but from'
most of the people who now:
work directly for Kissinger.

When he was nominated.
Kissinger promised to be as:
open as. he could and to,
make the State Department
more accessible to congres-.
sional and public scrutiny.:
This does not gibe with Kis-,
singer's refusal to tell a*
press conference ori Oct. 25
why the armed forces of the:
United States had goheon a
worldwide military alert.

" He said he might reveal

WASHINGTON STAR-NEWS

Washington, D. C., Wednesday, November 7, 1973

o

‘ Ray S. Cline, veteran
director of the State Depart-
‘ment’s Bureau of Intellj-:
gence and Research, hag’
resigned effective Nov. 4,
largely because of what he
said was “frustration” with’
the difficulties created by
the political climate in
Washington, ,
.- Cline, who has had 31,
years of service in the intel-
ligence community, said in
an interview today that he:
did not hand in his resigna-
.tion because of the Water-i
gate, as had been reported.
He also denied that his
‘motive had to do with any
planned cutbacks in the in-
telligence arm of the State
Department. Co

- “I FIND,” Cline said,
“that the political climate
in Washington is not condu-

cive to effective bureau-

cratic function and this is
partly because of tensions
that exist between the exec-

utive branch and the Con-
.gress. Watergate was only a
peripheral cause of this.
‘climate. I also wanted an
increase of 90 personnel in I-
& R because of the increas-
-ing complexity of world af-"
‘fairs and I was not going to’
‘get it because of budgetary
reasons. -
i “When a man has 30.
‘years of service behind him,"
he has. to speak his mind.
-and do what he must do.”
For Cline, that will mean,
-shifting to special research:
and writing projects for the
Georgetown University
Center for Strategic and'
‘International Studies. Cline
said ~he was first ap-!
proached by Dr. David;
Abshire, director of the cen-,
ter, more than six months'
ago. Co i
[ - . N
“I HAVE no problems
with Secretary ‘of State:
(Henry  A.) Kissinger,’™
Cline 'said. “I have known
TR el

v

\

the réason in about a week;
Now nearly three weeks
have passed and the Ameri-
can public still does not
know why the U.S. armed;
forces ‘were alérted for &
. confrontation with  the " $od
viet Union, - ~ - . ) o
_ Some.senators, notably J;!
William Fulbright, D-Ark.}
'and Henry Jackson, D-
Wash., were given_sum.
maries of a mysterious)
Soviet note that evidently'
DPrecipitated. the alert but
they have not seen the note, ¢
:If there had-been no;
Watergate case, it might:
‘have been accepted on Faith!
that Kissinger has good and
sufficient reason to with-,
hold the information. But in
thé credibility crisis until'
Kissinger or the Presideng,
£peak, no American .can be,
sure whether .we stood on
* the brink of nuclear con4
frontation or whether thq’
governinent was knocking'
‘down a straw man." . .

%

- “KISSINGER, who is affa-
ble and good at small talk:
‘when' exposed ‘o .it . with
Newsmen, has hardly’ had;
time yet for anything like
the Scotch-and-water ses-
sions_Dean_Rusk used_tg

have with reporters. Weats]

sor at Harvard and be de-
pended heavily on the I & R
bureau since the Middle.
East- crisis. began. I'm not’
mad at anyone and I don’t
feel heroic.” ) i
- Cline said Kissinger and,
he had discussed the future.
‘of I & R since the new sec-
retary of State assumed.

.charge and termed the talks;

inconclusive. But he denied
that Kissinger had any plan,
to eliminate I & R or to,

MK TS IO AL U T AT OCT S IO |
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Tig

been leaping’ from crisis to e’ i - ¢ - E g ﬁ ’ ‘&j B

ite

'

'ing two hats as both secre-. *
tary of state and head of
‘the National Security Couns
«cil, he has adopted a regi
:men of spending the morns,
ings at the White House and.
the afternoons and eveningg’
‘at State. T }
: 'But his office has been in’
his suitcase much of the:
time. And when Kissinger is{
.on the road, the office back
in Washington is given ‘ver}f%
little leeway to confir L7
‘deny or explain anything, . 3
;.. Some veteran reporters:
‘believe Kissinger will looss -

<en up the one-man-show asdt
‘pects of his office once he'is!
.more comfortable with the;
‘bureaircracy he used to ig«
‘nore. He has, in a sense,)
'%:me public by accepting’
the secretaryship ot statej
He can continue to function;
like a latterday Metternich
:in his new role but he is also]
-answerable to Congress as}
:he.never was when the NSC;
‘was his only portfolio.

.And the press will be near}
him always at State as if}
‘could never be when he was]
.hidden :away in the White.
:House. He is going to have
to come to some terms with
‘this'new environment when!

dhieMiddie East cools 0ffemd

State Departmenﬁtl Officer Quits Over
| ‘Political Climate

him since he was a profes- ~ -

. £ e . ‘I'L
phase its work into his pep. ' - ‘==t
sonal staff or the National,
‘,Security_Council apparatus., .

pt

He said he did not have an’
opportunity to tell Kissinger,
personally of his decision to'
retire Monday, the day Kis-;
‘singer left for the Middle.
East. Word was relayed to:
the secretary, Cline sald,
and he has since sent Kis-,
‘singer a message giving h“,,’

reasons. - N
! —JEREMIAH O'LEARY

i
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= that tire clever rebels had found an
,obscure” red-haired tribe, starved. its
jnfantsﬁj and puf them on display. ;.

. The: mission’s zeal was not alyays
S0 ovcrt. Sources that served inthe
iLagos : embassy during the- carly
months of the war rccall a pervasive
suspicion in the form of official
restrictions on the contacts of junior
officers lest they acquire rebel sym-
‘pathies. Officials -tcll of recurrent
attempts to alter or altogether sup-
press reports to Washington unfjvor-
able to Nigeria, including eyewitness

i

' by Roger Morris

“Tell Madamn Ghandhi how lucky
'she is,” Lyndon Johnson called after a
‘startled Indian ambassador as he left a
White House meeting in 1968. “She’s
got fwo ambassadors workin® for
‘her...you here and Bowles out
there.”

* Not that the President doubted the-
national loyalty of Chester Bowles or
the U.S. embassy in India. But the
Johnson sarcasm, an epitaph on years
of bureaucratic battles, struck at a

P

CSrvIiCe
. ,accounts of ~ Nigerian atrocitics.
The Red-Headed Leasue (Dissent, according i many accounts,
= .was severcly punishehy unfavorable

In the summer of 1967, after ﬂfperfonnancc rnﬁngs. : )

sequence of political intrigues and."  Therc was visible irrtution with
tribal massacres, civil war broke out the embassy back in Washington.
between Nigeria and its secessionist,where Nigerian policy™ was™ided by
Eastern Region, which became Biafra. carecr officers who had serve) in the
When Biafra collapsed more than two country earlier. Letters, then x\{ﬁcial
years later, hundreds of thousandsivisitors, were sent to urge more "\ m-
were dcad, the vast majority from.plete reporting. One source reciy:
starvation caused when Nigeria block- that the CIA even sent an-investigat™
aded rebel-held territory. The war was;to Lagos to discover why the cm-
essentially a battle for'power bétween . passy’s intelligence was so different
post-colonial elites. Neither side from all accounts of the war in the

or

complex problem in the burcaucratic:
politics of foreign policy. ]

Charged to understand and inter-’
pret the views of other governments,
-U. S. diplomats are sometimes drawn
on by carcer or conviction-bv the
peculiarly insular culture of their
burcaucracy—to defend or at least.,
acquicsce in those views. Ensnared in
a parochial view of the national inter-.
est, some officials come to resist
almost instinctively any policy that
threatens to rub the client regimes
they dcal with the wrong way. The
results of this “cliency,” which makes
diplomats align their interests with
those of their hosts, are sometimes
absurd, sometimes tragic.

Cliency has become a major
occupational discase of modern Amer-
ican diplomacy. Although many
American diplomats rcfusc to yicld to
its impulsc, even at the cxpense of
their “careers, clicncy influences much
of what the United States docs or,
does not do in the world—from its
failurc to spcak out against genocide
in- Africa to the multiple tragedies of:
Vietnam. And it has taken a heavy toll
on government—in honcsty and objcc-
tivity, in time and cnergy sapped by
bureaucratic conflict, in idealism, in
enormous human costs abtoad that
might-have been lessened, and in the
further erosion of public trust in
forcign policy. . ‘

Roger Morris, who las worked in the State .

cpartment and National Secenrity Council
taff and is a legislative assistant in the
enate, is writing a book about humanitarian -
roblems in foreign policy,
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would subordinate its political

military. goals to relieve the enormous

human cost.
Under both
and Nixon, United States policy
toward the conflict was a combination
of political ncutrality, including an
arms embargo, and a major commit-
ment, over S100 million, to the intcr-
national relief efforts operating on

both sides. Behind the relief policy;

was an extraordinary outpouring of
public concern and bipartisan
congressional support across the poli-
tical spectrum. All the major Amcri-
can rcligious relief’ agencies were
involved in "aiding Biaflra. along with
the International Comimittce of the
Red Cross and several private Euro-
pecan rclicl groups. '

There were disputes in Washington
over whether the U. S. should play an
intermediary role in trying to end the

conflict, but no apparent question’

that the United States should make

Presidents Johnson:

-media and from other governments.
But thosc cfforts soon gave way to aj
weary resignation and State’s own!
growing reluctance to offend victor-;
ious, Nigeria as Biafra’s collapse be-
came imminent. i

To thc end, the Lagos mission;
resisted the awful reality of Biafra’s|
starvation, refusing to support the
‘prescntation by Nigerian rclicf?
authoritics of vital scientific data on,
the famine developed by U. S. publict
health, experts. Convinced that the!
public, Congress, the White House. |
and the State Department were cither
duped by Biafran propaganda or elsc!
were conspiring. to dismember an im-|
portant client, the Lagos cmbassy/
largely followed its'own foreign policy
for the duration of the war. g

‘Our Friends the Enemy

Cliency is seldom so® bizarre or!
concentrated as the Lagos example.

- numberless Biafran children, dying of attache talking to a visitor to'P

some  humanitarian response to  the More ‘often, missions inflict ‘their bias’
starving children of the Nigerian civil through long battles of bureaucratic |
war. Or so it scemed. In the United attrition. And nowhere have the cam-
States embassy jin Lagos, ardently paigns been longer than on the South
committed to ‘its Nigerian clients, itiAsian subcontinent, where India and
was a different world. lPakistan--ﬂand the United States em--
. Only weeks after the outbreak of passies: in: cach country—are - histori¢
the war, the wife of an American rivals. - C .
embassy official in Lagos startled her  “We need a modern tank here. You
Nigerian dinner guests with a toast toknow what the cnemy has.” The'
“the destruction of Biafra.” When speaker was a United- States military
) : ¢ ) ‘ akistani
protein deficiency, their hair turnedin  1967. It wasn't the American.,
rust color, became symbols to the embassy ;that nceded modern armor,,
world of the war’s wanton suffering, but the Pakistani Army; the “ehemy,”
United States embassy officers inof course, was India. Some monthsf'
Lagos somberly explained to visitorslater, an equally eamcst Air Forcg'

I3
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attache -used home leave in Washing-
ton to warn a White [House aide

“unofficially” that he believed the Washington, he might have been tak
“encmy”; was ‘“‘up to -something”

around Kashmir. This, time
14 1] 0
‘enemy” was Pakistan.

Frequently, the United States mis-

sions in both countrics scem t
believed there were also “‘enemies’ in
Washington—the New Delhi mission
when the United States began to arm
Pakistan : in the ecarly fifties, a

sure forced a United States arms
embargo! against Pakistan during the
1965 war with India, and more per-
manently in 1967. Almost as soon as
the 1967 decision was made, the
United States embassy in Pakistan
urged our government to circumvent
the embargo by selling the Pakistanis
United States-made tanks' from some
third country. This device, predict
enough, was anathema to- the Aj
can embassy in India. - .
But the same mission in New Delhi
Which saw the wisdom of denying
Pakistani - generals their weapons in
1967 found no reason at afl to recom-
mend withholding food aid as a mecans
b{ persuading a venal*Indian bureau-
racy to sustain long-overdue agri-
ultural reforms. This and other dis-
putes belween the mission and Wash-
ngton, Icaving President. Johnson to
oubt if he had an ambassador to
ndia, illustrate the pernicious char-
cter of elicncey.
Chester Bowles was then on his
econd tour as ambassador in Delhi.
n carly casyalty of -the Washington
ureaucracy - under President Ken-
hedy, he was to prove the most:
humane policy-maker of the. glittering:
lot. i~ his carlier experience in Con-
eress  and  the " executive branch,
Bowles had observed the anti-Indian
prejudice . that dominated parts . of
the government. To his New Delhi
appointment, s several sources,
Bowles brought-an abiding determina-
tion ‘to shicld U. S.-Indian relations
from the. biascs experienced. Former
aides say Bowles. was often privately
frustrated with the Indians but usually
concealed his criticism in reporting to
ashington in the belicfithat long-run
United States interests.in India were
more important than any single clash
that might resurrect old hostilities. ..
Unlike his  Lagos countcrparts,
Bowles was not imagining antagonism
in Washington. Congressional distaste
for India’s ncutrality “was cleir. LBJ
and Dcan Rusk fell into.annual rages
when Madame Gandhi sent birthday
cables to Ho Chi Minh. *How long can
you kick a' cow in the uddcrs and still:
cxpect it to give milk?” Rusk once]
asked with Georgian carthiness in an
“eyes only” telegram to Bowics. '
Bowles must have felt the same
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way himsell at times, and if onl

had poscd that same question

cables from Delhi and he
person Bowles’ spirited defen
Indians, LBJ seems to have become

Vi | and -convinced that if /ie didn’t insist on being mid
Rawalpindi when congressional pres- Indian reforms, his embassy never thousand|
hatever the merits of gence of

would. And w
the issue, he was probably right.

Y he due). The
tolinitiatgd 2 ;
N ment from
.more seriously by - other policy- diplon¥gti

the makers. As 'it- was, his beleaguered,
sclf-righteous cliency tended to pro-
voke the very.forces in Washington he
0 have hoped to disarm. ' After rcading thefthe letter|as “tactful
aring in real respo '
s¢ of the! :

»
R

U. S, embassy in Burundi
oint letter to the govern-
several- members of] the
Lcorps. “It was a lowekey

thing,” ex laincd one witness, “sqying
twe were concerned with their diffi-
jculties.””" Another official rememUered
. ... and it gat no

ie'" # .
bpn May 25, amid evidgnce
women, and children Were
dered at the rate ¢f a
day, in what onc imfelli-

er called. Burundi’s “?'Qnul
Thomas Melady rout;ilply
mtry for a new assignment

Thén
1that men
I

f
solution,’]
“left the cp

The Melady Lingers On

as ambasgdor to~Uganda. He was never.

The reluctance of an American
diplomat to break-with his client can
be less a matter of the size and
importance of the country. than of the

ably official’s personal investment. In 1969
neri- Thomas Melady, a non-carcer ambas-i silently t|

sador but an author of books on
Africa, was appointed ambassador to
Burundi, a tiny and obscurc Cen'tral
African state with a history of savage
tribal disputes between the Tutsi, the

dominant minority, and the Hutu,
who made up 85 per cent of -the

country’s population but had been
cffectively denicd political and eco-
noniic., power. The Tutsi’s chronic
woiry 'was that the United States
would’ take sides with the suppressed

Hutu. “Painfully aware of what. had

brought down his predecessors.”” ‘as

-one of his collcagues put it, Melady

sct about cnergetically to overcome
lis client’s-fears. ‘ C

'+ “He told them cvery chance he
got,” remembered an bfficial ‘who

- read “Melady’s telegrams, “that. the

‘United States was absolutely impartial

as between Tutsi and Hutu, that their

relations were their own affair, and he
apparently-got through te them.”. -
United States-Burundi  relations
were never better. Then suddenly in
May, 1972, the country was plunged
into a frenzy of killing, with the Tutsi

3

der.of as many as a quarter million
Hutu. ,th(

ammunition they used hammers and

nails to cantinuce thesslaughter. Offi- jp, this,” said a policy-maker, *

n army units ran out of

but on the horror h¢f had,
‘access” to his Burundian
sumably still intact. I the
nd internal division; that
in the Stale Department
U. S. government stood by,
roughout the carnage. there
rences over some individual
but little doubt about
“He wouldn’t sucrifice the
we'd built up,”. COIICIlidCl{

to “spcaki
seen, his|
clients p
remorse
followed.
when thg

C
q

swere difl
“'molives, ]
Melady’s;
relations L
scveral sqyrees.* . ‘
Meclady, it turned out. neced not
"have worried so much that the State]
Department would rcact against the
“genocide. The Department’s African
‘burcau scems to have been cqually

|
-worricd about client - this time their {
own, among the other African states.
The Organization of African Unity
(OAU) rcfused to take actiony on
Burundi, all its members hauntdd by
their own problems of tribalism and
‘sensitive to any precedent for outside
interference in the continent. The'
OAU Council of Ministers, in fact,
isent the Burundian regime a message
in June, 1972, which amounted to
support of the repression. Once the
Africans had reacted, the U. S. State
Department had its policy.

Though the United States pur-
chased the bulk of Burundi’s coffec,
which accounts for 65 per cent of the
country’s export earnings, American

-regime presiding over systematic mur- bureaucrats dismissed out of hand a

proposal to suspend the coffee trade,
if only to dissociate the U. S. from the’
murders. “If we’d involved ourscives
we’d be

cials rente Ul)Cr trucks 'l()ﬂ(lcd with creamecd by every country in Africa

corpses passing the U. S. embassy in
the night, 1FQLmd for bull-dozed graves
outsidc the|capital. .
Those officials at the samc time
recall Melpdy late at night. in his
embassy office temporizing in-sending
the - first | feports of genocide to
Washingto, afraid that the State
Departmentﬁ would somehow “over-
react” and ‘destroy his carefully nur-
tured relationship. Melady impréssed
upon the fBurundian regime ‘“‘the
necessity o
shed” (as

l
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f -avoiding undue blood-
distinct from . bloodshed!

for butting into an African state’s
internal affairs. We don’t have an
interest in Burundi that justifics tak-
ing that kind of flack.” By thc same
reasoning, officials ignored an internal’
Department legal memorandum point-
ing out that the U. S. had obligations
- under international law and treaties in
the face of human rights abuses,
(These were “a reality, not just thege
‘retical language,” the memo said.)
*

The Burdndi policy is documented i 3
recent Comigic Endowment study direpfed
by-ithe aullor, Passing By: The U. S, pnd;
Genocide i flurundi, 973 8
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“The DAU didn’t sce it that way,”/much clse, is obviously Victnam. In a |reform of that burcaucracy.

said an official.

“If the African;

sense, it was a return to the medicval

It flourishes, like other dubjous

.countrjes don’t want to get involved, | practice of clicncy. A country can do [practiées, in the guild mentality of th

where do we get off putting our nose:
in,”" demanded another U.S. diplo-:
mat., “The U. S. simply has no real
intcrest in Burundi other than moral
indignation and that’s not cnough.”
Looking back on the
tragedy, a ranking State Department
officer made a similar judgment: “My
regret is that there was such emotion
‘generaled in this country. . . today we

have sttained relations with one fifth.

of Africa because of the focus on
reliel....” For that official
others in the State Department’s
regional burcaus, refations smooth or
- strained with an entire region can be

_the daily reality of work, much as onc.
"client government can absorb the

allegiance of an embassy abroad. The
hungry children come and go from
public sight: the clients are always
there. Staffed predominantly

Department often sces its role as
protecting its clients from the special
perils that American democracy holds
for traditional diplomacy—public
naivete (“cmotion” over Biafra), a
meddling press, an
‘partisan Congress.
Do Biafra and Burundi mean that
cliency has kept us from intervening
as often as we should? Not nccessar-
ily, for cliency distorts the way we

make decisions more than it imposes,

any clear direction on our foreign
policy. We may ~ disagree about
whether or how the U. S. should cver
Jdntervene in cases of starvation,
slaughter, or rebellion, but we should

be able to agree to make those policy:

choices with all the logic and clear-
hecadedness we can muster.

The State Department is not alone
in steering our foreign relations
around obstacles to clear thought. The
Pentagon, CIA, AID, Commerce,
_Treasury, Agriculture all crowd upon
‘the scene in Washington and abroad
with programs, bureaucratic preroga-
tives, various clear-cut views of the
national interest, and, of course,
foreign clients. Added to the personal
stake and convictions of carecr offi-
cers there is a host of other concerns
(domestic clients) that may put a
premium on access with foreign
regimes—from thc munitions industry
to lowa farmers to ITT and Wall
Strcet. To business or burcaucracy
trail lines of intcrest from necarly cvery
corner of the world, at once an index

of our colossal power yet a mass of”

polential inhibitions on the indepen-
dent and principled usc of that power.
. The extreme -cxample of the inter-
iplay of burcaucracy and cliency, as of

Biafran

and ;;

by,
Forcign Service officers bearing carcer’
pressures and marked by a parochial-
ism similar to that felt abroad, the

uninformed or

.no more for its clicnt states, after all,
than fight their wars for them. But to
the burcaucracies in Washington and
their proconsuls in Saigon, the war
was often only another arena for the
jousting of power and interests. “They
could accept more casily a complete
reversal of objectives or grand strate-
gic design than a revision of their own
roles,” reflected a veteran of the
burcaucratic battles both in Washing-
ton and Saigon.

Behind the lines and sometimes on
them were the endless jurisdictional
“disputes—CIA  operatives,
deputy ambassadors, AlD adminis-
trators, each with Victnamese clicnts
on whom he was somehow dependent
for success, cach suspicious that his
colleagues would expand their domain
and advance their clients at his cx-
pense. The war, to be sure, was more
complex than this single dimension.
But the dishonesly, the zeal, the
secrecy, the ambitions and fears that
‘drove us on belong in large measure to
such bureaucratic politics.

Cliency-in-Waiting

The most dependable clients for all
" these purposes are not always actually
in power. But subtie intervention, .a
kind of cliency-in-waiting, can help
put them there. Indonesia and Chile
are cases in point. Economic pressure
on left-wing regimes, coupled with a
steady relationship with the coloncls
in the wings, helped to produce less
troublesome clicnt regimes in” both
countries, albeit again at a cost in
human rights enormous in Indonesia
and yet to be counted in Chile. _

Idcology certainly plays a role in
these decisions, which are customarily
made in the White House. But
bureaucrats may also find anti-Marxist
dictators, especially the efficient
martial varicty, casicr to deal with as
clicnts than unruly democrats like the
Indians. :

Ideology has also explained onc of
the few consistent exceptions to
clicncy~our rcl
U. S. diplomats in Moscow and on the

Sovict desk in  Foggy. Bottom ar¢

expected to be habitually aloof from
their clients. In this they are unlike all
their collcagucs except. perhaps, those
in South Africa. The Russian attitude
may all be changing, however, with
the latest detente. One wonders what
ncw clients we may acquire when
Chasc Manhattan invests in Siberia.
Clicncy seems both a cause and
“cffect of the larger malaise enveloping

the Statc Department and Forcign promotion’ system ol
Scrvice. Controlling its abuses prob- Service follows: bure

ably begins with the long-nceded

19
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generals,

“to be a

.ally frown on such conceri

State Department, in an claborat
career, system that rewards cautfon
‘compliance, and evasion while
‘punishing dissent or “mistakes.” R an
envirgnment where advance depehds

on conforming to habil, it is perhaps

the most common habit of all.

Clicncy seems almost inherent i
the, psychology and sociolog){ o]
‘diplomaljc. work,-abroad. The Bfitis!
jused to mourn the victims off this
parochialisni as being.*‘too long in th
'East.” State Départmont.desko(ficery
‘now call it “localitis,” certaih ‘that if
afflicts only their collecagues in thd
“field.” - o,

The malady probably begins witl
the need to rationalize against thd
‘realities of foreign' service, whatcver
the venue. While Henry Kissinger flits
dramatically from Georgetown t
Pcking, most American diploimats in ¢
hundred other capitals are locked i
tedious, obscure, and rarcly mcaning
ful work.”And people who spend most
of their adult lives-déaling with othel
burcaucrals in remote places tend t
persuade | themselves, sooner or later
that dealing with other burcaucrats i
remote places s pretty importait
From-there it’s a short step to 'thg
added conviction that good relationg
with a particular regime, are, or oughy

0 nyway, urgent national busi
ness. :
. In any cvent,

to be without liv
clients, right or left, in or ncar power,
is often to be burcaucraticully im
potent either in a mission abroad or in

Washington. American officials
assigned to forgotten arenas like the
UN are seldom a bureaucratic match
[for their colleagues whose clients are
actual governments with the real
power. Special State Department
offices responsible for international
law, environmental matters, refugees,
or population control may create an
organizational illusion of authority,
but none acts without the veto'of the
regional bureaus, whose clicnts gener-
1S, :
The assistant . legal advisor who

ations with the USSR. wrote thic unheeded memorandum on

human rights during ‘the murders in
Burundi personally carried a copy to|
-each, policy-ntaker in the African!
burcau, skcpti&ﬂ‘thnt it would cver
reach them by regular staff’ channels. |
At the time, however, the legal ad-!
visor's office. was unever asked to pre-
pare an opinion on whether events in|
Burundi constituted 4 violation of]
human rights. Morcover, cui’(‘pr-:bl’l"u-
cers who are assigned to clientless
dutics like [egal alTairs know that the
the - Foreign
wieritic. power,
.and _that it rarcly rewards such *“may-|

-
[t
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ginal" avork. “Did you cver know any major burdens of career for'cign ser- some -gf Uae, elbg»’prditics and dile}'-
official,”- _asked a young diplomat,“vice is to protect U. 8. relations with: tions okState’s cfforts to protect Q)c_;r
“whose cafer has been advanded be- other regimes _from-* the CReTsLe chc‘nls !‘!avc-bccn_l furlhpr conﬁrméd in}
cause lie spoke ot for human rights?” ; Washington. * That perspective.  too, thcgr accumulation of power in the

Bureaucratic and carcer intercsts ;can be personal us'wcll as burcau- White Housc. ‘
reinforce  this sense of prioritics. If]gratic. Who mclecd‘ is thc expert .on T!lc answer to the many problc:g‘ns
there ids? direct official involveiient’ the sccnc?. Who, alter all, spends his pf clicncey surely starts with the open- |
with . the. country,. such as an aid lifc dcfend;_ng .lhe‘ national interest'on ing o(,a’ the forcign policy process—
progratii'or arms ‘sales, thcre may these I'x'.onue_rs.? The view of Washirig- much g5 the habits of government ire
naturally’ develop close working rela- ton as'ignorint and distracted, as !he under challenge domesticallv. Andiof
tionships with ‘the recipicnts.” Some source of perhaps dungerous meddling the many rcforms that would mean
individual ‘careers and *bureauctatic for transient rcasons, can give tle| for the Toreign Service, the most yxtal
‘prestige becomc inevitably linked to'scareer officialdom of a U. S. embassy are genuine provision for internal

the “success” of programs which, in‘a common zeal, sometimes a. fervid
turn, may ‘depénd on U. S. influence sense of mission, in representing the
with 'the: forcign' regime. For thq position of anothcr government.
Amepicax%
pro grams"‘ircprcsc nt
ment of time and reputation, a call on explains~jan
}Vashington’s resources, and I

urther proof of* the' mfssion’simpor- rcgion' a atching of personauﬁes and
fance—all’ bureaucratici assets 0 be vicws that may leave an Amecrican
furfured and protected, and all official fj’cling more comfortable with

a tangible invest* ments no -institutional factor quite
intense loyalty, some

-assuming continuing cooperation from z payistas i general than with many of
the clicnts.”, .. . _.ihis own
. Even without major programs t0'emo tions|released by being witness. to
dispense and ‘husband, American mis-.qramatic gvents such as civil wars.
sions in most countrics are likely 0~ Any off these influcnces may. blur
acquire a strong collective tendency that -critichl boundary between the
toward agrecable relations with the s patibhal interest, or simply what
host government. U. S. diplomats of js' ront dnd the bureaucratic or pri-
every rank depend on the regime and yate intefests of American officials
the clites around it for much of the sp0.9. {1 R . T
information and influence by which — Tpep |itoo, thg Department of
their performance is measured. It iS State and its officers are still
what the Forcign Service prizes as peculiarly |isolated among. the great
“access,” the ability to hear and to be agencies of govérnment. The problem
heard, - which ‘many carcer officers is not only that diplomats spend years
regard - as the essence of their profes- out of thie| country. Even in Washing-
‘sion. . ‘ : S ton they s¢ldom encounter the people
" To that end, American diplomats’ they are supposed to represent. Nearly
may cultivate their contacts literally every otl ¢r burcaucracy must face
ddy and night. In many countries their gome public constituency—welfare
universe is.peopled largely by distinct mothers lalt HEW, rent strikers at
groups—politicians who are sensitive HUD, trugkers at Transportation. And
to slight or interference, landowners nearly ev
wlho abhor economic reform, police fejt recer
who see conspiracy, and not the least, exposurc '
the ubiquitous celonels who exude research.
authority and .grow impatient with' ern by in
democracics. Over a desk or at a. unaccoun|
dinner party, the U. S. diplomat feels” seif-interc
the importance of these citizens (a  Yet, in
reflection of his own), their ardor,.the burei
their wrath or approval at first hand— potential |
realities which may bescarcely appre- jnterest. |
ciated in distant Washington, though.f‘rcc of th
they loom large from Athens to'domestic jrjterests that so often frecze
Jakarta, from Rio to Lagos. ‘ thcil‘collc%lgucs in other agencies.

That distance from Washington [t js ironic too that cliency, as a
gives a U. S. mission abroad its strong- product qfl this isolation, has only
est single impulse toward identifying served tofdecpen the eclipse of the
with the interests of.its hosts. Among State Department in the making of
diplomats who escort junketing con- foreign  pplicy. Presidents .watching
gressmen and watch the steady'shrinks
age of their aid appropriations. who
see departments recurrently  placed
under the dircction of a new sct of
“amateurs” and cver hostage to poli
tics - or-fickle - public moods, there

| grows the conviction that one of the : 20

tly the .cleansing light of
nln the era of public interest
But State continues to gov-
sitia and default, in camera,
Jble except to bureaucratic
50,
o‘t’nically,\State may also be

cracy - with the greatest
61 responding to the public
foreign Scrvice officers are
tthuge programs and special

4 f

! mission as a whole, thesq®  There| are also human commit--

thus diplomatd cultivate tor a country or-

c‘Qlleagues, the prejudices and-

ery other bureaucracy has

disscnt and a wider exposure of
diplomats to their éown
3

Amecrican
socigty. )
iplomacy can bc a career sruly
open to talent, its ranks refreshied at
all levels by the infusion of short-term
officers from outside government,
men and women chosen precisely for
their independence anid unorthodox
and critical views of policy. Those
who represent’ America in the. world
_could usefully spend at least half their
careers in the country that pays their
salaries, in more than token positions
on congressional staffs, on news-
papers, in what State Départment
burcaucrats call with nervous sarcasm
“the real world” of people and per-
spectives beyond the encapsulated]
worlds of embassies and bureaus:

- But none of this is new. These
steps are cndlessly discussed, and the
outlook for real change is still bleak.
Foreign Service officers know that
their pseudo-elitism, their parochial-
ism, their penchant for cliency are all
a malignant waste of individual talent
and of the Department’s potential
role. Their reaction is too often a
weary cynicism. Foreign Service
reform may resemble nothing so much
as the reforms of tsarist Russia—
agreed necessary for survival, much
heralded, never quite taken before it
was too late.

They know more than any critic
that an honest and sophisticated
cliency—as a sensitive appreciation of
other societies—is the heart of diplo-
macy. No government, however will-
ful, can rationally dispense with that
observation and intcrpretaion, least of
all in this incendiary age.

But only the carcer service can
perform that ecssential ‘role with
integrity, unafraid of carcer or burcau-
cratic loss. Only they can ensure that
the real clients of American forcign
policy arc the pcople beyond govern-
ments—people at home and abroad
who must pay the flesh-and-blood
costs of our decisions. a
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Tvacing U.S.-Allied Clash:
_Attitudes Trailed Events

S R
«Basic: Divergence on

- and Kissinger’s ‘Way‘of Doing Business'
i Among Factors Alienating Europeans

Middle East Crisis

. WASHINGTON, Nov. 11 —
-Misunderstandings, lack of in-
formation and a basic diver-
‘gence in perceptions of the fia-
arre of the Middle East crisis led:
to the recent sharp public riftl
.between europe and the. Uhited‘
"States, according to American
.and allied diplomats. -+ "~

. A series of interviews on
what caused the United States
"to riticize the allies publicly for
the 'position they took .during
the crisis has disclosed that the
personality of Secretary. of
State Kissinger and the diplo-
matic history of the past two
years wer important factors._

. There were also underlying
changes in- circumstance. that
‘developed in recent years that
iwere not adequately wei%hedor
‘even noticed, the diplomats
said. .

These include heavy Eu-
ropean dependence on Arab oil
supplies, the quantity and so-

phistication of ' weapons- sup-
plied to the Arabs by the Rus-
sians and the Arabs’ une-

ected ability to mount an ef-
\¥ective joint diplomatic cam-

paign.

- “They knew exactly where to
go and where to put the pres-
sure in each capital,” an Ameri-
can official said of the Arabs.

A Matter of Method

" The serious new strains on
Atlantic relations also flowed
from. factors not directly con-
cerned with the war and the
arabs’ oil weapon, stemming
more directly from the way the
United States and Europe have
‘been conducting .their dip-
Jomatic exchanges.

i The officials said that a few
days after the war began on
Oct. .6 the United States, as-
sessment shifted from viewing
\it as an Arab-Israeli confront-
ation to discerning evidence of
a Soviet attempt to changg the
trategic balance in the Middle
East. European officials, how-
evar, continued to see it as a
local war.

' American ' sources concede
that the United States made
fittle effort to explain its view
to its allies, Mr. Kissinger was
said to have felt that the allies
ghould have understood the im-
port of the Soviet effort. When
they did not independently
teach the same conclusion as

- ByFLORALEWIS

Special to TheNew, York Times

- then only sketchily.

2

: .. Y
washington, he was said to
have been angered and frus-
trated. R

The Secretary was particu-
larly - irritated, according to
American officials, that Britain
and .France did not support
the United States in opposing
the Soviet Union’s attempt to
include American and Russian
troops in the ~ international
emergency force created to help,
keep the cease-fire. oo

"A message from the Soviet!
Communist leader, Leonid I
Brezhnev, on Oct. 24 suggested
that the United States and the
Soviet ‘Union send troops and
that the ‘Russians would act
alone if Washington  refused.
That message and reported in-
telligence that-the Russians had
taken preparatory measures for,
a quick airlift of troops were
the: reason given the world-
wide American military alert
on Oct. 25. o i
-~ Alert Explained Belatedly

It was only after the alert
had been put into effect and
Washington was sure Moscow
knew about it that a rejection
of the Soviet proposal was sent
to Mr. Brezhnev (high-ranking
State Department officials do
not know whether the hot line
was used). The allies were not
informed until afterward, and

“Things were moving too fast,
there wasn't time to give them
all the details,” an official ex-
plained. He conceded -that the
State Department had facilities
to reach allied heads of govern-
ment in time of crisis that could
easily have been utilized. But
it was a one-man show, accord-
ing to the officials at the State
Department, so that could not
be done. .

The allies were bewildered
and angered by the lack of in-
formation at the time-of the
alert because they felt directly
invglved in the crisis.” They
said “the United States never,
made it clear to them just what
the Moscow-Washington argu-
ment on troops was really
labout. .- - .
" Inevitably, any period- of in-
tense American-Soviet' diplo-
macy fans European suspicions.
Moreover, there has been a
widespread tendency in”~ the
wake of the two meetings be-

tween Mr, Brezhnev and Presi-
Adent Nixon to suppose that So<

Viet-American agreements ‘at
.deeper and broader than the
_specific points announced.

Perceptions of Détente

; .
.. The theme of American dip-
omats’ comments about the
‘European allies could be put
this way; “We've told them it
isn’t so, and they should know,
better, but it's true that our
;rhetoric and style created an
jaura of something bigger which
may have led to assumption.”
- In hindsight some Americans|
now believe those assumptions
could have been the ‘basis for|
the difference between . thef
American and European per-|
ceptions ‘of what was going on
in the Middle East. The Euro-
peans could have suppased that
some eleemnts underlying dé-|
tente meant that the Russinas
would not really try to upset
the strategic balance, as
‘Washington came - to ~believe
they were doing. .

In any event, when Wwiewed
from Washington, Mr. Kissin-
‘ger's annoyance seems to

ave been aroused more by
this difference in viewpoint
than by the reaction of various
allies to the United States
crash program of military sup-
ply to Israel. .

. He was already short-tem-
pered about allied behavior,]
State Department officials say,]
because of the difficulties in
{ﬁettingvan agreed response to
‘his -proposal for a ‘New At-
lantic charter” last April. That
proposal, made without prior;
consultation, serprised and up-:

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR

.15 NOVEMBER 1973
Dr. Ashraf Ghorbal, -
‘Egyptambassador to U.S.

Dr. Ashraf Ghorbal brings' to
his post as ambassador of Egypt
to Washington the sophistication
.of an old, well-fo-do, upper class’
Egyptian family, the erudition of
a Harvard professor, a lively’
liking for things American, and a
dauntless persistence in pursuit:
of his diplomatic objectives. }

He was ambassador here be-
fore Egypt broke relations dur-.
‘ing the Six-Day 1967 war, and
stayed on as head of the “Egyp-
tian Interests Section,” which’
‘was technically part of the In-
dian Embassy, until the summer
of 1972. !
" He and his beautiful wife will.
be in a sense coming home to
their, many diplomatic and
American friends. Their daugh-*
ter Nahed is expected back as,
student at the Georgetown Uni-
versity School of Foreign Service
where she was enrolied in 1972.

. Dr. Ghorbal, who got his mas-
ters -and doctors degrees from
Harvard in 1948 and ’49, is very.
Western in his approach fo his
job. Unlike some of his Arab
colleagues, he dees not walit for
the world to come to him.
'~ His small, elegant, quick-mov-.
ing figure was a familiar sight on
Capitol Hill and on the campuses -
of universities to which he read-
ily made himself available as a
" Jecturer. . o

-
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Set the allies, '~ 2w
o Reportedlgf Mr. Kissinger, on
the basis of his contacts with
foreign envoys and leaders in
the previous six months, had
;expected a quick favorable re-
sponse. . '

Embassies Were: Hampered

Officials at the State De-J
partment felt that - this was
another example of how dif-
ficulties had resulted frétr the;
decline in the department’s tra-
ditional ' role_in, important - di-
plomacy and - the consequent}
deterioration in the ability of
‘embassies to- inform, Washiigs
ton effectively.” = ~© - . vl

One phrase. in Mr. Xissins:
ger’s April speech that particu~
larly piqued the allies, especialy
Jy President Pompidou, was &
reference to Europe’s :“regional
;interests” in’ contrast to the
“global™ responsibilities .of :the] .
United States.. - = - =

The phrase “régional inter-
ests,” included in - the State
Department’s rebuke of the Eu-
ropean allies: last week, was
taken to mean that Mr. Kis:
singer resented’ the way the
Europeans. had chided him
about this and wanted them to
know he felt that events had
proved him right. i’

“One of Kissinger's basic
precepts,” a source said, “is
that the United States must not
be taken for granted and must
show that it will‘réact to what
it considers lack of understand-
jing of its interests. He wanted
to make sure that'was known
publicly.” .

i

"Hermann Frederick Eilts, ]

U.S. ambassador to Egypt

A big man who usually wears!
syspenders and has a Teutonte, -
air about him, the new Amerl-,;
.can ambassador-designate ‘to:
Cairo combines the qualities of,{
_scholar and diplomat. s

- German-born Hermann Freéd.
erick Eilts is thorough, serlous,:
and extremely consclenticus; he
'is a foreign service officer with a1
sharp eye for detail. B
“A* professional’'s - profes-i
:slonal,” comments one State De-?

‘partment official. . L

. Almost all his life has been'
devofed to a study of the Arab,
world. He speaks fluent Arabic
‘and French and is the author of,
‘many articles on such scholarly:
subjects as the first Omani mls_:j
sion to the United States in’the.
early 19th century. - A

Mr. Eilts has spent the bulk of?
his diplomatic career in thej
Middle East, serving in Tehran,;
-Jidda, Aden, Baghdad, and Tri-
“poli. From 1965 to 1971 he was]
ambassador to Saudi Arabia. 4

. A co-worker who served witly
him in Riyahd says he is nof.
afraid to talk frankly but {a:
always polite. He is also paticng:
in dealing with complex projs:
‘lems — a trait that should stagg.
him In good stead in.a se:u:uw;,3

- post., . R
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3-NATO DISPUTE'
L UNRESOLVED

Européﬁns Feel Rift Over
.+ Mideast' .Underscores
" Chronic Differences

By CRAIG R. WHITNEY |
Spectal fo The New York Times b
{BONN, Nov. 10-Despite a!

week of soothing.by American|

officials _ehger to heal’ the

_|wounds opened in the Atlantic

alliance by ‘the- Middlé. East

‘war, Eitopean -and; American

'views .of  'what . their_ relatio
should’be remain far apart.

! 'Many European ' diplomats

jate privately surprised at the

Nixon Administration for: say-

ing publicly that it was dis-

appointed in its partners in,
the North Atlantic Treaty Or-

ganization for not taking a

common stand with the United:

States when the Middle East

ctisis was at its peak. : They!

ate surprised, the diplomats;
say, because they were ne_vax}?

asked to do'that.” I
: Criticism of members of the]

alliance for not’ 'acceding to.

siiggestions made 'in the North

Aflantic” Council was’ irksome,

NATO diplomats say, -because.

NATO is a. defensive alliance’

designed ‘to..protect all ‘of “its

members: ‘against the threat of,
armed.”attack’ by the: Soviet

Union‘and its -allies in Europé:

or North ‘America. Y
.Mideast Not.in the Picture .

/Thé Middle East, the Euro-

peatis ‘argue, was never meant

fo be included. . . - L

! Europe’ vs. Superpowers -
| "Of. what use would be a

confrontation .between NATO

and thé Warsaw Pact over the

Middle East?” a German source

said; | i : ,
¢ “THhé alliance,” said another,
“is riot /just an instrument. of
*Americ’zlfn foreign policy.”

i . European .diplomats and of-]
icials in Bonn, Paris, Brussels,

fore, that :.the Middle ‘East
trisis, ‘rather than creating a
{new ' rift. between ‘the United;

of this an another was agree-
ment between the nine foreign
ministers of the European
Economic Community for a
Common Market summit meet
ing Dec. 14 and 15. i

During the Middle East crisis
each party to the disagreement,
complained about lack of coop-
eration on the part of ‘the
other. Here in Europe, officials
feel that if they overreacted,
so did Washington. Europeans
oint to the fact that, in some
nstances, what Nixon Admin-.
istration officials said in public,
about European allies contra:,
dicted what they said in pri-
vate. : '

The Nixon Letter to Brandt

* In Bonn, West German offi-
cials point out that on Nov. 2
President Nixon sent aletter to
Chancellor Willy Brandt that,
they say, recognized the basit
problem very . clearly.. This
leaves the Germans wondering
why, earlier, they were.excori-
ated publicly by Mr. Nixon and

and The Hague insist, thére-|

States and Europe, merely un-;
tovered an old ‘and ' chronic
rifs. RN

The crisis confirmed Euro-
pean. views that, in ;2 pinch,;
they still do not'.count. for
much against the two’ supey:
'powers. It also caused some]
stirrings toward greater Euro-
‘pean unity, independent of the
United States, The declaration
fast Tuesday in Brussels of &
‘common European position on
the Middie East was a sign

Secretary of State Kissinger, *

In his letter to Mr. Brandt,
classified “secret,’ Mr, Nixon
says that the President recog-
nized that there was no
obligation to reach a common

alliance position’ on the Middle
East, since the Europeans have
different interests from, the
American interests there. *
| Simply put—and Mr.- Nixon
went on to make this explicit—
Europe gets most of .its oil
from the Middle East, the
United States does not, and the
Europeans cannot be expected
to alienate their supplers by
joining a United States position
backing Israel. :

Mr, Nixon noted, however,
that “the interests of the alli-
ance as a whole” wereiinvolved.
He said, “I do not believe we
can draw such a fine line when
the U.S.S.R. was and is so deep-
ly involved” in the Middle East.
“If the U.S.S.R, learns that it
can exploit the Middle East to
separate the United States from
its European allies,” he said, the
consequences can be disastrous
and not only in Europe.

“The alliance,” the . letter]
said, -“cannot operate on a
double standard” with Europe
pursuing its own separate pol-
icy toward the Soviet Uni\an
and the United States another.
But he conceded that there had
been a “lack of adequate and
timely coordination, produced
by the rush of events,” and
promised “to move substantive-
ly in this direction.” -

The Worldwide U. S. Alert -
. From the European point of
view, the United States raised
a number of false issues in
public criticisms that preceded
this secret letter designed, as
Mr, Nixon ;}alut it, “to put this
incident behind us.”, For in-

stance:

AMERICAN COMPLAINT —
The United States got luke-
warm backing from its Euro-

n allies when it put its
orces on worldwide alert Oct.
25 against the threat of Soviet
intervention in the Middle East.

EUROPEAN VIEW -~ The

- |peans who were present recog-

-Europe.” S

United States put its forces on
alert fitst and didn’t inform

its . allies until .at least three

{hours~~longer, some say—later|
about the decision and the rea-|
sons. for it. Now American offi-
cials seem to have more under-
standing about European irrita-
tion about not being consulted
first. Secretary of Defense
James  R. Schlesinger, . at “\
NATO meeting at The Hague
fast week, made a° “formal
commitment” to better consul.
tation in the future, according
to his Dutch opposite number,
Henk Vredeling,
Most allies* told the United
States that it could not use
European bases for transfers
'of supplies to Israel.
made it known that she would
not answer “yes” if asked for|
such permission. West Ger-
many, -where the bulk of the
American armed forces in
-Europe is stationed, knew that
transfers were being made
from ‘bases on its territory,
German officials say, and let
it ‘pass in silence .until after
the Oct. 22 cease-fire. Then
West Germany became angry
—only, it says, because it was
not kept informed of further|
'arms shipments that used less-
than-discreet methods, such as
loading Israeli freighters with
arms -at Bremerhaven. :
The Americans never asked

lthe French for permission to
‘fly over France and also in the
case of -Italy, officially, the
uestion of United Statesover-

l%ht was never raised, Italy
helped, however, by providin,
oil for the Sixth Fleet, whic
‘is based there. And Washing-
ton could hardly have been
surprised by the refusals of
‘Greece and Spain to let the
Americans use bases and ports
for. support ‘to Israel since
they had long followed a pol-
icy of staying out of Middle
East conflict. Both Greece and
Spain, nevertheless, appeared
to have tolerated American
operations’ . from. the bases,
which were, in fact, part of
ithe support operation to Israel.
' All this may sound disin-
genuous and self-serving to,
American ears, In Brussels
Tuesday the Common Market
ministers took a stand that
could not have pleased the
United States at all: It called
for Israelli withdrawal to the
1967 borders and foil a recog-
nition of the rights of Pales-
tinians, two concessions to
'Arab’demands that most Euro-

nized for what they were.
Dutch Reversed Stand

Bonn’s acceptance of the
‘Brussels declaration has been
privately criticized by some
members of the Brandt Govern-
ment as a shameful retreat
from West Germany’s special
relationship with Israel. Mr.
Brandt, apparently reacting,
said in a speech .yesterday that
West Germany and Israel still
thave special ties resulting from
the Nazi persecution of the
Jews and he denied that West
Germany- was “hiding behind

As a Dutch journalist in The
‘Hague noted,: the 'Dutch, by
joining in the declaration, re-
versed the position that had
icost them their ofl. Two weeks
learlier they had, called for the

"22
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'Arabg to - withdraw to " their
'1967 cease-fire positions, which
are a long way from the bor-
ders, and had been rewarded
by a total Arab oil-supply boy-
gott, . '
? Europeans do not like to be
d to' but many admit to a
gertain cravenness in their be-
avior toward the entire Mid-
dle East war. This is/reflected
also in . domestic itics dn
Britain and West Germany,
where Oppositlon' parties ars
critizing the governments for '
letting the United States down'
inapinch: -~ . " B
. The West German-United :
States . disagreement was thé
most public ' and sPectacular.'~ '
but the Germans, at least, seem |
determined now to discount its
significance. Much of it, on
both sides, appears in- hind-
sight to signify mostly nothing
but the chronic - European-
American problem of too little
consultation from the Ameri-
can problem of too little con-
sultation from the American
side on critical decisions.

How Bonn-U.S. Rift Grew

According to -well-informed
German and American officials
here, much” of the problem
erose from & combination of the
pace of events in Washington
and the Middle East ang over-
'reaction by Bonn and \'ash-
ington to one another’s act.« ns,

These officials sag that 1t
was not until Oct.- 23, a d»’
after the United Nations’ ceasc -
fire- resolution was to have
taken effect, that West Ger-
many asked the United States
not to ship arms from depots
Jhere or deny American over-
flight to the Middle East.-A
week earlier, at an Oct. 16 meet-
ing between Foreign Minister
‘Walter Scheel and Martin J.
Hillenbrand, the United States
Ambassador, called at Mr. Hil-
lenbrand’s request, West Ger-
many is said to have raised no
objections to what were then
incomplete reports about Amer-
ica:ln supply movements to Is-
rael,

But between the 16th and the
23d, after the cease-fire reso-
lution, “the Arabs began to put
heavy pressure on the Germans
with oil,” as one source puts
it. The Bonn Government has
not confirmed that that was the
teason. .

After the cease-fire on Oct.
23, Paul Frank, a high For-
eign Ministry official, called in
Ambassador Aillenbrand to ask
for clarification of unofficial
reports that American arms
were still being shipped to
Israel from United States Army
piers as Bremerhaven and to
request that this stop. Mr. Hil-
lenbrand said his information
was incomplete and he would
have to seek guidance from
Washington, . '

The next day, Mr. Hillen-!
brand was out of town. When
a newspaper in Bremerhaven

eported that shipments were
still- ‘going on, and in Israeli
ships, Mr. Frank called in the
Ambassador’s deputy, Frank E.
Cash, and ;reiterated the de-
man. Mr. Cash still had no
answer from Washington.

- Then — through what the
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Bonn Government says was a
“mistake”’—~the Foreign ‘Minis-
try issued/to the press a strong
statement publicizing the whole
business{ and demanding a
stop to;it. Friday, Oct. 26,
Washington ' blem up: There
were strong ' words about the|
Germans!and the other Euro-
peans by. Dr. Schlesinger, the
State Department spokesman,
Robert *J. McCloskey, and
President? Nixon.

What particularly baffled the
Germans and other NATO al-
lies was iDr. Schlesinger’s im-|
lied threat to-withdraw. Amer-

T ——

ican troops - unilaterally from
‘Europe, on the eve of force-
reduction talks with the Soviet
Union. They opened in Vienna
on Oct. 30. “What is wrong

* with this man Schlesinger?” a

German official asked the other
day. “Is it that he's new in hig
job and doesn’t know what he’s
doing?” } |
' Schlesinger Sees NATO Aldes ,

" Dr. Schlesinger; who' became
Secretary of Defense this year,
went to The Hague last week
and apparently sought to soothe;
the hard feelings of fellow de-
fense ministers who were there
for.a meeting on nuclear -plan-
ning. . ol
' Mr. Schlesinger said.later in
Washington . that " “a:common
4indérstanding”  _had . been
reached with the West Gérman
Defense Minister, Georg Lebe.
1t apparently. provided that Is-
raeli ships would not be used
to transfer arms to Israel in
a crisis. ;

: What is clear now in Europe,
is that only a settlement be-
‘tween the warring parties in
{the Mideast will serve European
iinterests. If -there. is no settle-
ment, and Europeans start
“freezing to death,” they most
probably will blame the Arabs
or .the Istealis—not the Ameri-
cans. If there is a settlement,
achieved through American
mediation, the recent flap in the,
alliance may be hard to remem-

'ber a few months from now.

. that they
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' Is NATO é‘@mgﬁﬁg

!
' "*Has the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization grown
rmoribund, sapped of its vi-
tality by “‘detente’ and the
diverging national interests
of its members?

That question took on dis-
quieting importance during
the recent Arab-Israeli war-
fare when West European
leaders seemed to leave
President Nixon alone to
‘twist in the winds of con-
frontation. .

It was clear in-his press
conference last week that
Mr. Nixon was almost as
angry at his NATO allies as
he was at the press. He vol-
unteered the acid comment
that Western Europeans
“‘would have frozen to death
this winter’” had he not
pressured the Soviet Union
“into joining in the promotion
;of a cease-fire. i
¢ Mr. Nixon was angered
by the fact that European
allies would not grant land-
ing or overflight rights for
- U.S. aircraft carrying arms
to Israel. And when it ap-
peared ' that the United
States and the Soviet Union

‘were going eyeball-to-eye-

ball again, leaders of most
NATO countries struck tim-
id “We’re not in that mess"
postures.

i There are important les-
sons in this, and the United
States would do well to dis-
cern them lest we go on for
another quarter of a ‘centu-
Ty putting troops and other
vital resources into Western
Europe on the assumption
e the cement for
.a powerful anti-Soviet al-
liance.

' The receanestem Euro-

pean cop-out simply illus- .

trates anew that each of the
NATO countries is going to
look after its own vital in.
terest first and foremost.

Only in a grave crisis (if
then) will there be any auto-
matic solidarity ‘where all
will say, “We conquer to-
gether, or we die together.”’

Western European lead-
ers probably figured it was
not in their interest to in-
cur the wrath and retribu-
tion of the Arab countries
by helping the United States
to rearm Israel. That, our
NATO friends probably
assumed, would be the sur-
est way to freeze to death —
this winter, or next, or the
year after. )

If you think that Arab oil
is important to the United
States, with our growing
energy crisis, think of what
it means to Western Eu-
rope. The United States got

360 million barrels of oil )

from the Arab countries in
1972, or 5.8 percent of the
total U.S. consumption.
Western Europe got 2.75 bil-
lion barrels of Araboil in
1972, or eight times as much
as the United States. Half of
the 5.5 billion barrels ex-
ported by the Arabs went to
Western Europe.
Obviously, then, our
NATO allies are more care-
ful about making enemies of
the Arabs than Mr. Nixon
feels he needs to be
(although it is estimated
that by 1980 half the oil we
consume will come from the
Middle East). -
Not that our NATO allies
are necessarily naive about
what the Soviet Union.is up
to. Euggne V. Rostow, ster-
ling professor of law at Yale
University and former un-
dersecretary of State for
political affairs, put it this
way recently: :
‘‘Utilizing the Arab sense
of grievance against the
existence of Israel as a cat~
alyst, the Soviets have
trained and supplied the,

23
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Apart? .
¢ : 2
Arab forces to initiate a war’
which, they hope, would
draw the United States into
conflict with all the Arab
nations, and thus transform
the Middle East and the
Near East into a Soviet.
camp, outflanking NATO,
and controlling space andi
oil supplies vital to the.
economies and the defense:
of Europe, the United States;
andJapan. o q

If our NATO allies believe'
this to be the Soviet strate-!
gy,.whey did the¥ not rally

.~ behind Mr. Nixon when he'
‘put U.S. forces on alert by:

way of warning the Rus-
sians not to intervene mili-,
tarily? Surely they don’t; -
want the Soviets to ‘control’
this oil by virtue of a mili-,
tary strike! - o3
Did the Eurcpeans be.
lieve that the brinksman-'
ship employed by Mr. Nixon
was far in excess of what
was needed to restrain the;
Russians? Did they have
some doubts about “‘the ra-
tionality’! of the U.S. action
and fear that the United
States might really start
throwing nuclear bombs.
around? : ;
" Whatever they thought,,
Mr. Nixon now hasg the
hard-to-refute argument.
that his strategy wot‘ked.;
Western Europe can scércé-g,
ly argue with any certainty
that milder action would
have worked as well. - ’
The diplomats are out,
now with their baling wirei‘
and Band-aids, trying to!
heal this rift in the North;
Atlanti¢ alliance. But that
may not be so easy. We just
may have seen the first tru-
ly meaningful evidence that
finally NATO, like SEATO"
and CENTO, is merely the]
bureauctatic shell of a’
great idea that is now well:

pastits time. N o
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. By George Shermhan ‘ ‘

"Star-News Staff Writer T

.. “We certainly made a
-God-awful mess of it” — so
‘said ope insider,.in. an un-.
guarded moment, about
.American handlmg of
NATO allibs during the re-
:cent Middle East war.-

He and others speak of
‘the U.S. government’s emo-;
tional accusations against
its European partners for
%eparating themselves from:
American peace eiforts.:
Whether Secretary of State
‘Henry A. Kissinger actually
'used “‘disgust’’ to describe
,his disenchantment with
:NATO at a closed-door.
,bnefmg on Capitol Hill 10
days ago, that word aptly
;sums up the Nixon adnums-
lftranon s reaction -at. the
‘height of the crisis. B
So serious is the concern
“over the consequences now
that Defense Secretary.
James 'R. Schlesmger and
‘Kissinger have, set up a
:special high-level working
.group to sort out what went:
wrong and which “proce-
dures must be corrected.

" ;Today the public words!
'have become much softer.,
\Rallying of transAtlantic
.ranks has become the order,
of the-day. Embarrassed’
diplomats and American
pfflcxals speak of ‘“‘misun-
derstanding’ now over-
‘come. Schlesinger returned,
last night from a NATO
meetirig at The Hague,
Netherlands, with assur¢
ances that there now ap-
pears to be *““an understand-,
-ing among the allies of U.S.
objectives in the Middle
East.” Schlesmger empha-
sized that his meetings “un-
derscored the need for clos-
.er consultations” between
the allies.

But behind the scenes 13
‘the realization that the
-Middle East crisis produced
;the biggest rift in the 24-
,year history of the alliance,
‘By the time President Nix-'
‘on suddenly ordered the
-worldwide alert of Ameri-'
‘can.forces the night of Oct.
24-25, a virtual communica-}
:tions breakdown existed
between Washington and its
chief European allies. -

. To be sure, events had
" moved swiftly — too swiftly
'jfor consultation — since the

outbreak of the war on Oct.”

|

: OFFICIALS and forexgn
diplomats here, looking.
back over the debris of.
.almost three weeks of cri-
sis, acknowledge that ‘a*
“perception’ gap’’ grew:
:within the -alliance about'|
‘what was happenirng m the-
‘Middle East.

At first, we handled it
.realtively calmly as the!
fourth round in the Israeli-;
. Arab feud,” said one Amen-l
-can offxc:al “Certainly it :
. was seen as a test of Sovxet-

i'Amencan detente, but that! !
{meant testing whether Mos- L

cow and Washington could
swiftly bring an end to the
fighting.

“At that early point, the
European position was not
of great concern to the Umt-
_ed States.

“How could we be upset
with many European decla-
rations of neutrality, or the
British embargo on arms:
shipments to the area,””
contmued the ofhc:al

“when we ourselves were
holding off on arms resup-
ply to Isreal and pressuring’
the Russians to do the same.
with the Arabs.” In short,.,
he said, the common accept- .
ance of Israeli invincibility ,
since 1967 supporte the lux-!
ury of Western division over
tactics to follow i in this Iat- '
‘est war.

THE EUROPEANS made’
full use of that luxury.:
From the outset they made
no secret that the oil weap-
on of the Arabs had great
power. Since Western Eu-
. rope depends upon the Med-.
iterranean and Persian Gulf,
oil fields for between 70 and
80 percent of its fuel, gov-’
ernments quickly used neu-
trality in the ‘‘local con-
flict’” to preserve that ﬂow
of oil.

But the initial estimate on
: both sides of the Atlantlc
" about what would happen in:
the war soon proved false.’
Not only did Egypt and Syr-
. ia show unexpected prowess
on the battlefield, straining
Israeli sources to the hilt,
sbut- the Russians also
- showed by Oct. 10 that they
were moving to replenish
Egyptian and Syrian weap-

* - ons in an emergency air and

sea lift.

© By the end of the war's}
first week, American offi-
cials say, the United States
‘was convinced that the
Russnans were out to upset’
\the military balance in the,

2

Middle East.

Here is where that per-.

‘ception_gap first became]
‘evident. Persuasion having\
failed, Nixon responded in
.kind to the Russians. On.
Oct. 14, he began the Ameri-}
.can resupply of Israel. !
. BUT THE West Europe-;
“ans. were still left with the:
first assessment. Two days:

‘later the American repre- .

sentative to NATO, Donald;
Rumsfeld, went into the;

NATO council in Brussels"

with a whole new analys:s*
,of the East-West stakes in'

‘what had previously been a§
‘local war.

© ¢TIt was.a tough state-~
‘meit,” said one offu:x.al1
faxmliar with the American;
“message. “We told our -al-i
lies that we wanted to show |
‘the. Soviet Union detente is
a two-way street. We told’
‘them that the whole of.
Western security was now:
‘invalved, since the Soviet;
“Urniion was aiming for a’
strategic victory m theA
.Middle East.” i

The European govern-}
‘ments were taken abackié
*“They had no preparatlon‘
for. this assessment,”
the official. And Rumsfeld s’
: suggestion that Europe Jom
with the United States in’
;coolmg relations with the:
! Soviet Union, its Eastern;
' European alhes and Yugo-
i slavia — which had permit-,
ted Soviet overflights to the
Middle East — [el} on deaf
ears.

But at this stage dxfferent
European governments had .
-different reactions toward.
quietly helping the Ameri-,
,can airlift to Israel. The.
'Western Germans, for in-'
:stance, agreed ‘‘to close
- their eyes” to the airlifting’
of M60 tanks, aboard giant
C5A air transports from
among the 2,000-tank stock-/
pile the Amencans keep in
Germany. :

! THE PORTUGUESE also'
agreed to the use of the
,American air base in the'
Azores as a staging area.;
"'That guaranteed the smooth’
" air transport of Phantom F4
‘fighter-bombers from the.
.United States to Israel with'
refueling in the air and hops’
from the aircraft carriers:
,John F. Kennedy and
: Franklin D. Roosevelt near-
Gibraltar and farther east
in ' the Mediterranean.
- Greece also made no move
-to ‘curtail American 6th
Fleet operations out of Ath-,

l)
.
e

E
:
§
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MISUNDERSTANDING Bl.:dMED Tm

oo

But the British, accordmg
to informed sources, re-:
fused to allow any Ameri-]
.can use of their sovereign
‘base at Akrotiri on Cyprus.)
In the past, this base has
been used for refueling the
,secret Mach3 SR71 high-
'flying reconnaissance
plane, the successor for the
‘U2, used to photograph bat-
tle lines and weapons de¢
‘ployment in the Sinai and;
along the Suez Canal.

Furthermore, Spain !
which does not recogmze‘
'Israel — refused any Amer-3
ican use of the $500 million’
{American air bases there. |
‘Spain, Italy and Britain also-
‘refused to allow any overf-1
Hight to and from Israel. |

"I France, which left the!
'7 mtegrated NATO structure
{ seven years ago and has a

. well-established pro-Arab
.tradition, was written off,
: from the outset, say offi-!
* cials. In the other cases, the,
United States made no for-,
.mal requests or protests,

~because Washington was

! given to understand in ad-

,vance there would be no

i cooperation.

- ON THE diplematic {ront,

’ Britain — previcusly the:

- closest U.S. a. y — upset:
- Washington during the first;
¢ 10 days of hostilities. Kissin-}

{ ger “approached British'
. Ambassador Lord Cromer!

!; to have Britain present,a~
', cease-fire resolution.in the
{ U.N. Security Council. Kis-!

‘smger .assured the British:
' that the proposal had Sovxet,

} support.

;— But the British govern-!

! ment, according to in-

{ formed sources, .checked!

* with Egypt and Syria at the’

._1 U.N. only to discover at that.

“time of Arab triumph that

! they were in no mood for a'

. cease-fire. Therefore, the'

{ British, according to these

* sources, spurned the Kissin-;

; ger request. ‘Today Ameri—:

! can officials say that wasi

vprobab]y “a sound tactic’"
* not to be labeled an "Ameri-‘
.. can fall guy.”

; All of these European
, disagreements were kept:
: carefully quiet. But they*
festered beneath the sur-,
“face. The perception gap,
grew broader. To Kissinger,'
' Schlesinger and other:

i American principals, say,
: officials, the Europeans

\ seemed to be acting out the
* somber . pxcture drawn in-
.Kissinger's *Year of Eu-,

t
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¥ rope” speech last April 23.
° In Washington the crisis.
" seemed to threaten to
« achieve -Soviet strategic.
« gains in an area vital to the
. security of the Western alli-
- 1 ance. Oil and the “soft un-.
; derbelly’” of Europe were at’
i stake. ‘Yet Europe was.
; pursuing “narrow regional’
¥ interests.” . ;
In his April 23 speech,
; Kissinger had warned that
" the alliance *‘‘cannot hold.
. togethen, if each country or:
region asserts its autonomy,
- whenever it is to its bene-:
fit.” . )
BUT IN EUROPE, say;
_ diplomats here, the percep-
.tion was quite different. The
, Nixon administration ap-
'peared to never treat its:
Western European allies as’
.more than a footnote to the,
ymain diplomacy with the
‘Russians. Kissinger spent
all his time hammering out’
,a deal with Moscow, they!
,say. For example, his sud-'
‘den and unexplained visit to'
+the Soviet capital Oct. 20 to-
work out a cease-fire reso-,
,lution, :

Not until Nov. 2 — well
“after the climax of the crisis
,— did the secretary of State-
:meet here with European:
‘ambassadors to analyze
‘what bad happened and.
.explain American unhappi-
{ness with the allies.

“We simply were not giv-'
'en information earlier to’
judge the seriousness of the®
Soviet threat,” said one sen--
Jdor diplomat.

" *“Itis true that the Kissin-,
ger style is to keep his
cards close to the vest,”
acknowledged an American
official. For instance, depu-
ty Secretary of State Ken-
.neth Rush, former ambas-
{sador to Germany and for-

! BALTIMORE SUN

mer deputy Defense Secre-:

;tary, was not delegated the'

‘authority to inform allied’

‘ambassadors here about’

.what was happening in the'

‘spectrum of American di-
plomacy. .

. NEXT CAME the shock of
the worldwide alert of
American forces the night
of Oct. 24-25 in response to a

'still-secret letter of -Soviet

‘leader Leonid I. Brezhnev:

-allegedly threatening to in-:
tervene in the Middle East.

j European diplomats agree

‘that the action Nixon felt:

"was imperative allowed no:

i.time for consultation across,

* thh Atlantic. .

{ But they maintained the

' President failed to use the

! time he did have in the ear-.

* 1y hours of Thursday to give

' personal explanations to
key European leaders about
what he had done and why. :

 Telephone calls to British

:Prime Minister Edward

'Heath, West German Chan-.

.cellor Willy Brandt and
.French President Georges
Pompidou would have made:
a great difference, said one'
observer. “It would have:
-enabled those leaders to tell;
their cabinets and parlia-
.ments that they knew exact-;
ly what the President was.
.doing and why. As it was,:

-the alert came out of no--

‘where when the United.

States and the Soviet Union’

had seemed to be working

‘matters out in the Middle,

‘East.”

.- UNFLATTERING com-‘}

parisons are being drawn
with the way President-
Kennedy handled the Cuban-
missile cris by sending spe-,
cial envoys to allies in Eu-
rope. While the Cuban crisis.

.5 November 1973

'Russia shifts toward a cooler detente

. ! By MICHAEL PARKS

" Moscow Bureau of The, Sun

\

This probably will Weéken

Ywas an actual confronta-'
‘tion, and one where Kenne-
-dy bad more time to act and "
prepare later moves, critics
‘nevertheless maintain that
in the Mideast case, too, the
President could have
gained understanding by
simply telling his allies
what he was up to. )
" To this day the exact tim-
ing of the decision for the
alert is a matter of some
‘confusion in Washington.
. Officials explain that a.
‘worldwide alert is a compli-
cated affair. It is in fact a
series of orders to various
‘American units, and in this
case the putting together of
the whole package took
place over a three-hour pe-
'riod from midnight to 3 a.m.
‘But no U.S..official has yet
.explained why the Presi-
‘dent — who first approved-
‘the idea of warning the-
‘Russians and later ap-
.proved the whole alert
‘package — could not have’
-telephoned his allies during
,this three-hour petiod.
IRONICALLY, when the
-administration’s simmering
frustration with Europe
came into the open, the
Germans were the target.
‘At first they had quietly
caoperated in the airlift,
But when a German news-
‘paper in Bremerhaven, the
Nordsee Zeitung, discov-
ered that American tanks
-were being loaded in the
port there aboard an Israeli
freighter a day: after the
first cease-fire on Oct. 22,
-the German foreign minis-
try called on the United
States to halt this violation
of German “neutrality.”
" Later it turnéd out, that
the public statement was a
‘bureaucratic mistake. Ac-

v,

The' Soviet Union now takes [while the 'position of his eritics
a -more_cynical—and undoubt-thas grown stronger. ' ;

]

cording to diplomatic!
sources, the spokesman of
the German Foreign Minis-
try had been handed a
“guidance” paper on how to
answer the flood of inquir-, ,
.es about the loading in

. Brefmerhaven. By Accident,.

however, this guidance'’
paper was stamped as a'
press release and its frank®
language released for publi- 3 -
cation. By that time thej
loaded Israeli ship had)-
,sailed — s one had before it
‘— but a third freighter wag'"
.denied entry to Bremerhav-{
-en. {
;. On Friday, Oct. 26, the|’
immediate crisis with Mos-
cow passed but the spliti
‘with Germany was now out!
in the open. The President,i
the State Department and|
Schlesinger publicly cha:".‘1
tized Europe for its lack fi
support. To the dismay of;
the Germans, Schlesinger!
openly suggested that he'
United States might have to'
“review" whether the Unit-!
ed States and West Germa-
ny still have identical views!
about American forces and!
supplies kept in'Germany. -

Today that implied threat
to the American commits
ment in Europe is seen
more as a measure of irrita-i
tion with the perfection of(

. the alliance than as a prac-]

tical alternative for the fu—,
ture. Schlesinger and Kis-
singer have said privately1
.and publicly that NATO
remains-a cornerstone of
American foreign policy.!
But the Mideast war has!
shown that unity between{
the two sides of the Atlantic
can no longer be_taken Iot}i
granted in the age of supers;
power detente." £%

.

the Nixon administration’s bar-, .

Moscow—Despite the con-|gaining position with the Soviet edly more realistic—view of[ Those - who. have , warned
frontation * with' the United|leadership.’ o - the Tole of domestic politics-in; against going too far too fast
States brought - on. by the| Moscow also apparently has{the formulation of foreign pol- | with’ the United States now
i Arab-Israeli war,” the Sdviet!dectded to broaden the base of Jcy in the West. =~ : !mosf. probably will renew their
Union appears 10 remain| detente with more extensive| 'This. is likely to lead' todeclarations that “peaceful co-
strongly committed to detente | dealings with Western Europe, | gredter " Soviet involvement in'existence does not end the im-
as the basis for its relations not' only on regional matters the domestic affairs of the placable confroniation between
with the West. but on questions, involving United Siates and other West- the two systems.”. .

But Moscow is serving notice| other areas, such as the Mid-jern countries, for example by | The basic direction of Soviet
that its implementation of that|dle East. . : lobbying among politicians and foreign policy will remain the
policy is changing because of| Moscow hopes that Western!legislators for trade conces- 'same, MoscoWw is saying, .but
its experiences with Washing-| Europe then would serve as a sions, rather than relying only fthere will ‘be - changes in the
ton In the Jast month. ~ - |check on its American ally and|upon'. agreements with the way it:is put into practice. -

The -Kremlit already has|become a guarantor of East- leadership. - . " There have been some signs
begun divorcing itself from the! West detente. Until now, Mos-| -Within the Kremlin, Leonid L|of .those changes ‘already—a
Nixon administration, now pub-| cow has preferred to deal with{Brezhnev,” the Soviet Commu-{few policy declarations und nu-
litly described here as oppor- | West European istates individu-{nist party leader .who'.has|merous smaller ‘indicators of
tunistic, corrupt and perfi-| ally and has prized its special | linked his political fortunes to jthe new trend. © - o
dious, and. is sceking broader relationship - with Washinglon:detente, probably now finds!  For example, & top Soviet
contacis Inthe US., - |above all else... " |himself under new restraints, .

. B . ,2‘5 B .
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‘thus putting not ‘only the cledi-|grounded, they continue, ‘on| opéning of the negotiations’ o}
bility of Moscow but ajso of} “the broadly based desires of tro@b reductions in Central Eu-
- Mr. Brezhnev himself in doubt.| the American and Soviet peo- [rope. e . .

“It does not augur well for{ple to-live in peace and-friend-| Whether these adjustments
relations between our countries|ship” and on a series of for-|will satisfy Mr. Brezhnev's do-
or between'the two leaders,” a|mal agreements, noti just in|mektic critics, whose opposi-

Toreigh affairs- specialist, com-|
itenting on Mosgow television
last night, said that the Ameri-
can military alert during, the

\;:{i;tp;;’igi:]'z ‘;r)ar:eg?ii ;t;?;lli,tzssl well-placed Soviet' citizen told political.  understandings ~be-|tiogf had grown fairly strong
problems. 1t was the first time | an American last week. “We tweex]_ leaders. e {even before ‘the Middle Eé\s}r
anv Sovict official had even .Must be able to.believe and| This rengwed distrust of {war, l§ an open‘que.s.tlon.
hinted at this. ' ' rely on each other and in tu,-",Westem pqhtical leaders has|{ . During the fighting, thela'b«
" \The alert, the commentator- be believed by the world as aibeen underscored by the large rugt.cha.nggs in the Krcmhq S
r\iOeratéd R “completely whole.” | oLt * volume of-' reports and com-|position indicated to many dip-
:wgiﬁb ut *foundation.” Pravda,| 12vestia, the Soviet:govern. mentaries in the Soviet press lomats and other observers
the' Communist pat:ty liewspa: ment newspaper, auta..ca the i [the last week onl Mr. Nix-| here that t‘hehlveadersh(;;}fg:oallli-~
:per, described it earlier yester-| Nixon administration, accusing) 00 Poltical problems, on tion _was having - diffculty;
'day“"as having “led to an artifi. it of blackmail in-its decisiom“’hat. was . descril ed‘, as t. e yvorkm_g out a policy. )
day as he to agk Congress-not to consider:S¢amy corruption in his admin-|' At first Moscow held aloof

‘eial - fanfling of emotions with [ | der ot Ao i
the spreading of fantastic alle- reduced. tarifs for the Soviet] "7t BT, o e Bebspect fom, the fghting, then, pushed
ations about the Soviet Un- | nibus.trade bill shortly:. | Friday, that he might be im-|it became involved in a heavy’
‘ion’s . intentions in the Middle omnibus.trade bill shortly. . eached.” resupply operation, reserved its
East. < i Soviet leaders had accepted'PE3CPeC: . .~ pply operation, i
, ) "this maneuver, knowing that if| ThiS has-come as'a shock to|self dramaticaily to search for’
+ “But. as it should have been, euver, ing that if} <t Soviet citizens who only,a ceasefire when the battle
expected,” Pravda continued, | trade concessions t? the Sovuat[four months ago saw Mr | turned against the Arabs, and
“the attempt to scare the:Union had been taken up, C°"'; Brezhnev walking arm in arm | then switched *once -again to
Soviet Union has’been-a com- gress either would. have e with Mr. Nixon. rdeliver Israel an ultimatum
Pletefiasco.” o ore. sioed to approve such CONCES (i the,visit here last week Warning of “grave conse-
- ¢ These commentaries repre..sllons or would I.ave‘ condi- of  Walter' Scheel. the west’quences" and send Washington
‘Sent a complete: public mas.itloned them on.free em)gratiomGerman foreign m'inister Mos-|an even starker messapé
sessment of the relations be.| from the Soviet Union. But : . ; ! about the danger of prolonged!
t . apparently they were angered.COW inaugurated its policy of | abou 8! pi g
itween Moscow and Washing- }l:gn theyWhig:a House ﬁnked;counlerbalancing the United fighting. ) i
fon. - t‘{: to the Middle EastjSiales With Western Europe,| The Soviet Unjon very early -
3 Soviet offictals and commen. “1¢ move o (16 Mlddle i |insuring that the ‘gyrations of | had chardcterized the war as a!
tators continue to speak of the| War, making 1t appear tha one will not upset its policy of [test of detente—that.i§ a test
$“special responsibility” and|Such concessions depended on: g o , , of the foreign policy that Mr.
the “tremendous possibilities”|Soviet compromises there. Yevgeny Primakov, deputy |Brezhnev has identified him
the two supcrpowers have for| - «pjfterent guestions” ' |director of the important Insti-|self with—and the Kremlin
. . q 7] N e 4
finsuring world peace, but there| . ) o tute of ‘World Economy and |saw that policy failing. q
{is a more modest appraisal off “There¢ is no connection be-| International Relations, told a | * Moscow apparentiy feels that,
«what the two can do and the | tween these two different ques-| Moscow television audience | this policy was saved and will
. relationship that has been de- (tions,” Izvestia said in a com-ilast night that America’s Euro-|survive—but with changes.”
‘veloped between them. mentary. “Calculations, if they| pean allies had played an im-| Its version of detente most
i 'Soviet officials have shown|reaily exist in official Washing-| portant role in checking the | likely will be even more’ com- }
particular alarm about the ton, to' use’ the question of United States’ actions during petitive now that it has cons;
-failure of the Nixon adminis-|foreign ' trade relations for'the Middle East crisis. . |cluded that Washingtgm can'nol\
‘tration. to keep its promises,|some- unseemly political pur-/ Weekend commentaries in. be expected to act with ration-]
ifirst on Israeli observance of af poses are fully inconsistent.” Pravda suggest that the Krem-'ality or even in lclos.e tandemj
jcéase-fire and later on secur-| ‘But- Soviet .commentators, tin now is willing to deal with |with it on crisis situations.
{ing congressional approval for |following the line adopted by Western "Europe as a group, _Detente, in the Soviet v1ew,£:
itrade concessions. "~ * - Mr. Brezhnev 10 days ago,jsomething it' previously - hadlives, but Moscow now has &'
k. Mr. Brezhnev indicated that |continue to 'emphasize ; Mos-|feared and refused- to do, in clearer, -more modest appre-
the felt President ‘Nixon had|cow’s desire for better rela-lorder to keep detente on an ciation of what it can 'ar{dv'
failed to fulfill his part of the|tions with the United States|even keel. This view also was ¢annot do, and the Kremlin isd..
cease-fire agreement by ob-jand other Western countries. expressed in Vienna last week | adjusting 'its practice of . de-
taining  Israeli ' compliante, '],The‘ ﬂj;relaa(tionsl,g should - be|by . Soviet: diplomats .at " thejtente lo strengthen its position. |
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1 e TrreT Yy
i U.S. Alert I
t The Soviet Union and @
i+ Australia both criticized the § ¥
[ United States for placing its’:

* armed forces on worldwide
alert during the Middle East
crisis. " B

- A Washington dispatch *
by the official /Soviet news .

i agency, Tass, suggested that

{ thé House decilséon to over-

I ride President Nixon’s veto

[ of the war-powers bill had ;

i been influenced by the

! alert. The Soviet press has:

¢t previously published reports;

I that the alert was called to';

y divert attention from Mr!

I Nixon’s domestic difficulo’

{ ties. .

¢ In Canberra, Auétralian;

i Primie Minister Gough Whi.{

!tlam said he believed that:

i President Nixon had called

i the alert “for domestic Amer- !

jican consumption.” 4 26
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““A SHOCK FOR
- THE ALLIANCE

THE M%léDLE EAST crisis has brought some severe: shiocks:
gides of the Atlantic. They suggest that;..evema\ﬁterf

pn both's
25 years! experience, the.nature of the Western: nucléar
alliance is still not fully understood, even by its:leading:
members. They underline the serious need to~ rethink:
Nato’s purposes and methods, ,unavailingly proposedieartior:
this year by Dr Kissinger. . RSN

The United States Goverfment has complaiﬁedrﬁﬁit’ténﬁ‘q
about the’ refusal of some? European countriés;. ch'ieﬂﬁ\
Britain afd West Germany,: to co-operate ' inn the> armsy
airlift to Israel and in other military operations:conmected?
with the\recent Middle Eastern war.' Washingtom:is: al3e®
upset by the general European reluctance to share:scarces
oil supplies and to risk any ektension of the Arabroil.boys-
cott. The Americans have: discovered, apparently-to> theirr
surprise, that they cannot move: into a. Middié:East: crigiss
and count on automatic Nato support. N

The European members. of Nato, for their:part;: haved

- been angered because the US$ expected loyal support:fberani
American policy in the Middle East which affécts: vigal:
European interests adversely, but about which" Europezhad:
not been consulted. The anger was sharpened: biy: whate
secemed an irresponsible - usé by President Nixon:of:ithe:
nuclear alert. There was astonishment, espeeially~ im
Britain, that the US could pfoclaim such analértj. inevits
ably involving the whole alliance and British basesywithous:
prior consultation. ‘

If there is any surprise abdut Europe’s differifigzviéws ot
the Middle East, it is Jargely because of European‘restraist’
in not bringing the dispute ifito the.open before:rowy Forr
it has long been obvious that ‘.leading. European ¢Ourtfiéss-
though not all fully united in their views—have been watehs
ing the evolution of Washingtdi’s Middle East poli¢ies: with"
growing anxiety, because of tHeir possibly disasttoussifiipact?
on Western oil supplies. In hindsight, it would’ ptobablyr
have' been better if these différences had been mi'érfdﬁeﬁlgf’j"
discussed before the crisis bur'st. But, like otherrdifféresrees:
between the US and Europe~tover trade.and US-fortess itr:
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Nato—which have added bitterness to the: presemts]
recriminations, their settlemeht has been repeatéd ¥ poste
poned because of other majo@'matters, such as: the: Vistnam:
war, the American rapprochdment with Russia amd’ Chifa;.
and more recently the Watergate affair. .

. But if the US needs to coffsult her Europeanialligssmotes
closely, the Europeans on their side are bound:td atcepts
certain inevitable consequencps of belonging té¢ ai muclearr
alliance. The vastly expensivé American nuclear' detetrenst
is still the vital element in:the Atlantic alliaht®;j. a: fhtg®
that is recognised, grudgingly} even by Gaullist Fraptal

Mr Nixon’s use'of the'nucléar alert, allegedly 1o blotkthip?
dispatch of Soviet troops to Egypt, was unwise. Bup'Eurdopzams:
who accept the American nuclear protection mustiexpett'that’
in a genuine war crisis the US would inevitably have:to act®
with a .speed which precludes real consultation! with" othidte
Nato members. A nuclear deterrent controlled by atr:iftefs-
national committee would scartely be credible. - Y

The alternative to accepting last-resort An'\ritam decii-
sion:makirig is for the Europeans tg renounce \meblcai
nuclear protection, either by adopting an entii\'v" nom-
nuclear neutrality or by relying on their owi ‘‘icleay
weapons. Of course, the latter! choice would involve: o\ et
the same problems of committee decisions amon cthies N\ von-
peans themselves and would be even less crediblet.

This question of America’s paramount nuclediTrespon.'
bility has naturally aroused déeper anxieties be'cauw-of? th 5
present shaky situation of thie American Presidenyy, whoss
finger alone can press the nuclear button. ’

The disastrous impact of Mr Nixon’s comductt om
Arilerica’s domestic affairs is obviously a mattey for: the:
American people to deal with; But the rest of the> worltl iss
entitled to judge whether or not the conduct off Americai:
foreign policy would now benefit from Mr N{xon’s=d'§partu\'vi-
The continuous decline in Mr Nixon’s authority atrHomfe:mustt

)

Mr Ni: il t
inevitably weaken his influence abroad. On the dthel': lialﬂl,:'
even a weakened Nixon, working with the g‘ap’a_blé’ D
Kissinger, might well be able to sustain a more vxgm‘ous=al‘ldi

imaginative foreign policy than any likely successult-

Even if Dr Kissinger were kept in oflice, any new ottu-
pant of the White House would probably try to a‘void‘qnvol\re%;
ment in major internationall initiatives, such as a¥ nnw;
urgently required to make and to guarantee peate: i the
Middle East. But, whatever the consequences, tiit" sigis:are”
growing that Mr Nixon’s Presidency can no IonngB¥sa\r€d‘l-

s

o erm e e
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By Marilyn Berger
» » Washington Post Staff Writer |

NEW YORK, Nov. 12—So-
‘vlet Ambassador Anatoliy F,
{Dobrynin sald today that the
[relaxation of tensions between
Moscow and Washington had
‘prevented the Middle East cri-
8is from developing “in a very
dangerous direction.”

- " Taking up the same theme
sounded by President Nixon a
week ago, he said that the
agreement signed Sunday by
Israel and Egypt “in no small
degree depended on Soviet-
American understanding and
eooperation.” .

" He said nothing about the
‘alert of U.S. forces called by
Mr. Nixon when it appeared to

- s riegne

‘Washington that the Soviet]

.Union -might directly inter-
vene in Egypt. '

! While praising detente as
. “irreversible in character” and
'as “the only reasonable proc-
‘ess,” Dobrynin told 1,200 rep-
‘resentatives at the Natjonal
.Foreign Trade Convention
‘that “political detente cannot

. . .
go along without a real eco-
nomic detente.” Dobrynin told
his listeners that one prerequi-
site for improved economic
relations was the approval of
most-favored-nation treatment
for the Soviet Union to end
tariff discrimination against
Soviet products. He cited the
expansion of trade and eco-
nomic relations as “essential”
to consolidating political de-
tente. : '

At the same time, Dobrynin
rejected what he . called
“economic blackmail.” ‘Any at-
tempt to link MFN with
“other things ... damaging to
our social system” would be
rejected, he said, In a clear
reference to the mood in Con-
gress to deny MFN to Moscow
runless it liberalizes its emigra-
tion policies. * .

“Economic blackmail,” Do-
brynin ' declared, “should be
part of disarmament. too.”
There were those in the
United States, he said, who
“strive for the subversion of
detente,” but detente had al-
ready “proven its practical ef-
i ; . i

27

But he said these “emotional

. ' N ’
fectiveness” in the Middle
East!

Dobrynin recalled that when
President Franklin Delano

Roosevelt established diplo-
matic relations with the Soviet
Union in 1933 he made a spe-
cial point of saying that Mos-
cow should not interfere' in
the internal affairs of the
United States. It is a “peculiar
historical irdny,” Dobrynin
said, that people in the United
States are now trying to
change Soviet internal affairs.

isues” are “being solved in
practice,” a reference fto in-
creased emigration of Soviet
Jews.

Just after Dobrynin was in-
troduced four youths, appar-
ently from the Jewish Defense
League, started shouting:
“Russian pig. go home,” Let
my people go now,” and an as-
sortment of curse words. The
youths were roundly booed by
the luncheon guests.

In his only acknowledge-
ment of the disruption, Dobry-

nin remarked that “it is some-,
times difficult to be -ambassa-
dqr in your country.” ; ;

-Dobrynin used the platform;

of the National Foreign Trade,
Convention to answer com-y
plaints that the Soviet Union
had “snookered” :the United,
States in last year's massive
grain purchases. “Last year'’s-
grain deal,” he said, was a
“purely commercial transac-
tion” which is now being used
“for rather unfriendly anti-So-
viet purposes . .. to blame my
country for the jump in food
prices.”

He said “everything was
done strictly in accordance
with American 1. and prac
tice.” Moreover, he said it was
in line with American tradi-
tion, “to get the best possible
prices.” He then suggested
that if the Soviet Uhion were
ever to enter the international
grain market again it would
look for “wheat without politi-
cal weeds.” He said: “We need
an unpolluted atmosphere in
our deals.” i
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Spain Cuts
- Effect of |

US. Bases|

! 3 .
¢ By Richard Scott Mowrer
: Special to The Star-News -
. MADR]D — A casualty of
.the Middle East war.could
turn out 4o be the American
bases inggjain. o
' For although they are 2,-
000 miles from the area ‘of
‘conflict the air and naval
installations here have
come under the cross-fire of
.conflicting Spanish-Ameri-
can interests. This has im-
‘paired their usefulness, a
-fact certain to be weighed
. when the time comes to de-
-cide whether to extend be-
.yond 1975, or terminate,
“America’s 20-year-old mili-
tary partnership with
‘Spain. . '
Uncertainty about the
Spanish bases stems from®
_these contradictions: :
® Spain wholeheartedly’
supports the Arab cause!
.against Israel whereas the’
United States is committed’
_to Israel's survival. Spain
‘has never recognized the
.Jewish state, the only coun-
try. in Western Europe not
to do so. .
® Shortly after the latest
outbreak of Arab-Israelij
hostilities Gen. Francisco,
Franco let it be knowne.that"

he would not permit’ the

Aimerican-manned bases
here to be used in connec-:
tion with the Middle East
war “at any time, in any
way, directly or indirectly.”
‘@ The prohibition is hard to
reconcile with the fact that
the operational scope of the
American military presernce
in Spain extends the full
length of the Mediterra-
nean. r,

* Torrejon, 14 miles from
Madrid, is the headquarters
of the U.S. 16th Air Force
.which commands units in
Turkey, Greece and Italy as
_well as Spain. Apart from

serving as an overseas base|

for American nuclear sub-
marines Rota, near Cadiz,
is an important logistics
and communications relay
point between the United
States and the eastern Med-
iterranean. One of its func-
.tions is to replenish the U.S.
6th Fleet at sea wherever it
may be, including the Mid-

“rushed to Lebanon the in-

; used in the evacuation of

dle East area.

- IN OTHER MOMENTS of
crisis the four American air
bases and the big naval
‘complex in Spain played
- useful back-up roles. In 1958
,when U.S. Marines were

&

stallations here served as
staging areas for the move-
ment of supplies eastward.
Spanish official sources
recall that “‘more than 1,000
U.S. aircraft crossed over
Spain in 24 hours.”

At the time of the six-day|
‘war in 1967 the bases were

American families -from
hostile Arab lands.
According to the American
embassy here the United
-States did not request per-
mission to use the bases in
‘connection with' the airlift-
.ing of supplies to Israel so
‘the question never arose.
‘Presumably ' the Spain-
‘based USAF tankers for in-
flight refuelling played no
'part in the air-lift. '

‘. THE FACT REMAINS
‘that Franco has drawn a
gradually tightening noose
-of restrictions around the
-$400 million naval installa-
tion and air bases the Amer-}
icans. built as part of the
aid-for-bases deal signed in|

“1953.

At first they were defined
as *‘joint'’ bases although
as far as operations were
concerned the bases were
almost entirely American.
Later they became “facili-
ties’” which the U.S. Navy
-and Air Force were allowed

_-to use subject to Spanish

consent. )

In 1970 the bases agree-
‘ments were renegotiated.
The then minister of For-

. eign Affairs, Gregorio Lo-j.
:pez Bravo, was able to say

‘afterwards that the new
‘accords “‘have ended the
understanding whereby
U.S. forces could utilize
areas and installations on
Spanish soil with no other
obligation than to communi-
cate their intentions with
the maximum urgency.”

RECENTLY THE Span-
ish government stressed
that the “sole” function of
the bases deal with America
is to counter threats or at-
tacks against the security of

‘the West. Whether Soviet-
American confrontations in
the Middle East constitute a
threat to Western security
so far has not been fully put
to the test. .

Behind Spain’s expanding
curtailment of American
utilization of the bases are
these motives:

@ A-very keen wish to stay
on good terms with the Ar-
abs. One reason for this is
oil. Another is the need to
fend off Arab pressures on
Spain to give up its African,
possessions.

@ Discontent with the Amer-:
ican relationship, which is
vegarded as too one-sided.

NEW YORK TIMES
11 November 1973

SOUTHERN EUROPE

Mediterranean Holds 300
Warships, Causing Anxiefy
About Nuclear Arms

By PAUL HOFMANN
Speclal to The New York Tines
ATHENS, Nov. 10—At least
300 warships ‘are concentrated
in the  Mediterranean these
days, and .the people living
around the crowded sea—and
their governments—ate in-
creasingly anguished by all this
display of naval power. = -
The gray. vessels with -their|
gun turret§, missile "launchers,
aircraft and electronics. masts
belong to “the United Stated
Sixth Fleet, the growing Soviet
Mediterranein : fleet’ ‘and thé
navies of the coastal nations, |
On' any given day some 2,000
merchant . ships ‘are also be-
tween Gibraltar .and the Bos-
porus. Since the outbreak of
the fourth Arab-Israeli war last
month, * they - are mavigating
;with particular. caution be-
.cause of the many warships.
The nuclear warheads that
are presumed to be aboard
some of the United States and
Soviet craft make the situation
even more ominous for the Med-
iterranean région, which has
seen the rise and gruin of civili-
zation since 'the dawn of*his-
.tory. It is hardly surpirsing,
therefore, that proposals to bar
extraneous ‘. warships- and,
above all, nuclear weapons are
being: discussed from Spain to
Turkey and from Algeria to
Yugoslavia.

* Neutralization Subggested

“Whet a Greek Government
gpokesman - was asked at a
resg briefing about the feel-
ings in official quarters about
the armadas just outside.ter-

ritorial waters, he mentionedy’

netitralization of the Mediter-
- ganean. -

The . spokesman,” Under
Secretary Spyros Zournatzis,
recalling that a former Spanish
Foreign  Minister, Gregorio
Lépez Bravo, had made a pro-
.posal to neutralize this sea,
observed that this clearly re-
guired international and bilat-
eral accords. '

He did not sound convinced

that Washington and Moscow}

would agree iri the foreseeable
future to withdraw their naval
forces from the Mediterranean.
The governments of the other
coastal states are known to
_assume that they have to. live
with the superpowers’ navies
_within aircraft and missile
range for a long time.

:Experts here and in Romeé
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" veven predict & further Increase

NAVAL FORGES IRK | -

' n- haval strenpth in the Medi-

“ * terranean nex® year, when the

i to

bl

g ance favors the Sixth Fleet,]

“first Soviet alrcraft carrier is
ass - through ° the' Dar-|
. danelles. S
i, - At present’ the power baly|

‘ although it has fewer ships—
about 60 — than the Soviet]
fleet, which has about 90. Thej '
three American carriers in the
‘Mediterranean make all the dif-
fetence; the Soviet Navy has
:none, and it lost its shore-based
‘air cover when Egypt asked th
,Russians to leave last year.

»  Resistance About Bases ° :

."-Resigned though the coastal
‘states may be to the situatiom,
.they have been unready to
‘concede bases. . )
The Greek Premier, Spyros
Markezinis, for one, came out
‘publicly -against an accord thaty
granted the Sixth Fleet home-}
port rights at Eleusis, neat
"Athens, early this year, before
he became Rremier. He does not
-appear to have changed. his
mind about the adviscbility of
an American naval pres:ace in
\Greek waters, and there i talk
here that he may -propos. to
shift the United States bases ‘.
remote spots. oY
_ Other members of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization,
among them Italy, have also
become cagey about providing
facilities to the Sixth Fleet. The
' Arabs’ oll. diplomacy ‘has eon-
.tributed to making the Medi-
terranean a less. hospitable
place for American naval
power than it used to be. '
- Theoretically, the Sixth Fleet
‘=like the Soviet fleet—is self-
sustaining, but it makes. a
‘Freat difference if a fleet has
ocal supply support. The Sixth
Fleet has far more friendly
_seaports than do the Soviet
- warships. : !

‘*Those Poor Guys’

- TThose vef
K poor . guys ovef
.there,” an officer aboard an
. American aircraft carrier said,
pointing to a Soviet destroyer
"a féw miles away. "Our sailors
‘do get shore. leave.” .
. "“The Soviet sailors . and
naval infantry 1.ust live very
- ascetic lives,” he added. “Their
_vessels are crammed with elec-
,tronic gear to listen in on us,
“and they hardly ever have a
chance of feeling firm soil under
theéir feet before they get home.
Egypt and Syria let Soviet war-
ships into their seaports only
gparingly.” - ~

. .Shore leave may be impor-
tant, but fleet commanders
worry even more about logistic
suppott and resupply. With the
posture of the United States
allies in the Mediterranean
stiffening, the Sixth Fleet may
‘be confronted with new prob-
lems.

One is fuel. The fleet is
‘gobbling up 10,000 barrels a
day, most of it supplied by re-
fineries in Italy and Greece.
Arab pressure on the two
‘countries and the general
‘shortage may reduce the flow,
«quiring supply by tanker

from the East Coast.. . ]
: ; o

'
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Atlantic ‘Partnership’

‘The crisis in the Western alliance:set off by the Mideast
war throws an ironic light on the draft text of the new.,
“Atlantic Charter” submitted by the United States to its.
Eurpgean allies on Sept. 29, and published in The Times
on Eriday. S ) :
The{ charter, a declaration of agreed ptinciples for’
adop‘_t{on at a proposed Western summit meeting this
wintegzg is sought by President Nixon and Secretary Kis«:
singer-as part of an effort to revitalize the trans-Atlantic,
partnership. It is supposed to cap the wide-ranging dis-;

cussiofs set in motion for that purpose in this so-called; .

“Year of Europe.”
" Europe’s initial draft declaration was criticized
‘“very thin” by a State Department note which accompa-)
nied the American version of September 29. The essence
of the American revisions was summed up in that note’s
insistence that the charter must “reflect better the reali-
ties of our common concerns and our ‘intention to deal
meaningfully with them on a common basis.” ) o
One week later, when the Mideast burst into flames,-
this solemn American recommitment to the alliance was
virtually ignored by Washington, Without significant cons'
sultation, the United States plunged ‘into a unilateral
effort to deal with this overriding “common concern,”:
the Mideast, as if it were a. purely American—and
American-Soviet—problem, S
Yet despite long-standing differences with some Euro-'
" pean governments over Mideast tactics, there was noth-
ing the United States did during the 18-day war, from the
. decision to re-supply Israel to the Kissinger-Brezhnev
cease-fire formula, that need have been impeded by fully
informing and even “consulting” the NATO allies. Con-
sultation in an emergency does not mean that action.
must be delayed until agreed decisions are reached. .
During last month’s Mideast war President Nixon put
Eurbpe at risk by an escalatory move that placed Ameri-
can nuclear and conventional forces in Europe as welt
as the United States on an alert, without informing
the NATO allies beforehand to enable them, if they agreed.
on the danger, to alert their forces as well. : 3
All blame for the angry quarrel in October between the
United States and its NATO allies does not, of course, rest
on Washington’s shoulder’s, But the United States cannot
expect West Europe to accept the risks of an oil cut-off
unless it makes realistic energy-sharing proposals. The
United States with less than 6 per cent of the. world’s
population consumes almost one-third of its oil. It con-.
sumes more than twice as much energy per capita as its
richest NATO allies. Unless Washington proposes to cut
back consumption and share supplies for essential needs,
equitably with its allies (including Japan) in the event of
a serious crisis, it is unrealistic to attempt to achieve-a.

common Mideast policy.

What applies to the Mideast applies even more to all
the issues of trade, money, defense and arms control in

Europe that have strained the Atlantic partnership in<:

creasingly in recent years. Common action by the Atlan-
tic allies in the common interest is essential in all these
fields and it could be advanced by a strongly-word

“Atlantic Declaration of Principles.” . _—

But if the increasingly 'powerful Common Market

countries are to agree to consult Washington before

‘taking decisions that can damage the United States,
Washington must demonstrate in action as well as wdrds
that consultation is a two-way street. .

Approved For Release 2001/08/07 : CIA-RDP77-00432R00010028 400'1-5 e

i
asy

LONDON TIMES .
7 November 1973

Personal

TR

view by Richard Cros

R

- WhyAtabists
in the Foreign Office -

are well

Three weeks ago I roused quite
& flurry by ascribing the behavi;
-our of the Government in the
Arab-Israeli war to the control
of British Middle Eastern policy
by ‘a tight little group. of
Arabists in the Foreign Office.
To judge by some of the letters
-I got there is a solid phalanx of
Times readers who welcome this
state of affairs. They feel that
we just cannot afford to get
mixed up in anything which
would incur the emmity of the
oi] shaikhs of the Persian Gulf:
instead we should follow the
‘French example and deliber-
ately cultivate the friendship of
the Arab states. '
No one can accuse Sir Alec
Douglas-Home of not doing_his
leve% best to put this policy into
effect. But is it proving success-
ful ? To answer this question we
must recall the events of the past
month, In retrospect we can see-
that Sir Alec’s decision to deny
the Israelis the spares and
aemmunition for their Centurion
tanks came at the height of the
‘military crisis caused by the
Arab preemptive strike. It was
touch and go whether the Syrian
Army would pour down from the
Golan Heights into Galilee and
the Egyptians achieve a break-
through to the Mitla Pass. The
Israclis were already short qf
ammunition and if the Ameri-
cans had not begun their
immense airlift at once they
would have been in serious peril.
Since Sir Alec has assured us'
that the preservation of Israel:
is one of his main concerts, we
must assume that he decided to
rely on Mr Nixon to supply arms
to Israel while himself currying
favour with the Arabs, by deny-
ing his Nato ally the use of the
huge British base in Cyprus for
transit purposes. When he
treated the Americans in this
way he was in quite good com-
pany. M Pompidou and Herr
Brandt did the same for the
same reasons ; and they all then
procecded to complain bitterly
that they were not consulted
when Mr Nixon ordered the
nuclear alert in order to deter
the Russians from flying troops
into Egypt. Since then, there has
been an exchange of insults be-
tween the western capitals and
at the time when our strength -
most depended on our unity,
Nato has been in total disarray.
Nevertheless, the Arabists at
the Foreign Office feel well con-
tent. A breach of faith with -
Israel and a split in Nato is_ in
their eyes a price well worth pay.
ing in order to seize an oppor-
tunity to improve British rela-

2
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applied by a motley collection

content

tions with the Arabs. Indeed,
they can now claim that the
neutrality.- Sir Alec announced:
at the beginning of the war hay
by now been transformed:
through their active diplo-'
macy, into a positive pro-;
Arab posture. Mr Peter Walken)
was able on Monday to reaffirm
to the House of Commons that.
‘Britain—which is now classed as-
a friendly nation by Arab,
spokesmen — “has  received’
assurances to which we attach
great value from certain of thes
Arab oil producers that our
supplies will be maintained . ;

Meanwhile, however, the:
Arabs observing the disorder
into which Nato has fallen, have
decided to pick off its members
one by one, The Dutch were
‘selected as the first victims, and:
the Dutch Government -was:
compelled as a first measure to’
forbid all motoring last Sunday.,
Next day the Foreign Minister’
appealed to his colleagues in the:
EEC to act in the spirit of the!
Community and organize collec-!
tive resistance to this economic’
blockade. After six hours’ talks.

the Foreign Ministers decided:
to disregard him, and Sir Alect
led the way in emphasizing that
there could be no question of
Britain, which is relatively very
well placed, diverting any sup-
plies to Holland. Instead, the
EEC ‘Ministers would concern
themselves with ~ pecace settle-
ment in the Middi. East—though
what on earth they were going
to do about it was not made
clear. T
Here again our Arabists ¢can, 1
suppose, be content. At the cost
of deepening the disunity in the
west and bringing the whole idea
of a European Community intg
contempt, we Hhave given the
ﬁlrabs_still further evidence of
e price we are prepared to pa.
for their friéndsgi p P '3{
Remembering Sir Alec’s past,
some friends of Israel are talk-
ing about appeasement and com-
paring his surrender to that of
Munich. But, there is no com-
parison between the two situa-
tions. Then we faced a real
threat ¢f war by a powerful
nation, Now we face the crudest:
form of economic blackmail

of weak, divided and corrupt
governments. Rather than call
the Arab bluff at the risk of
suffering a period of acute oil
shortage, we are prepared to
split Nato and disintegrate the
Eurdpean Community., Appease-
ment is far too complimentary a
word with which to describe
such a policy. ' .
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] PARIS—The fallure of Western Bu-,
rope inithe latest Mideast crisis is par-
Ucularly striking to me In view of a
visit 1 have just made to Calro. For the’
Europeans paid oll blackmalil in a visl-:
‘ble way bound to Inspire further Arab
demands. L
;" They also* excluded themselves en-:
stirely from the diplomacy of ceasefire’
and .- possible settlement. So the Mid-
-east crisis provides  a case study In’
‘how not to bring Europe back into the’
“world arena,t b . .y
' The paylng ‘of oll blackmail was es-'
peclally evident in the resolutlon put
6ut by the nine European Common
-Market countrles a week ago. Among
other thihgs, the niné gave the wet
mitten to Holland which, for the same
noble reasons that inspired the Dutch
| wartime resistance. to the Nazis, had

t refused.to pay ofl blackmail. In .a,
gharp break with the community spirit’
of the. Common Market,. the other
elght refused to make bits of thelr own'
oll stocks available to compensate for.
Arab retribution against the Dut¢h; |

" Before that the Europeans- had .di-
vorced themselves, entirely ‘from the.
American effort to match Soviet sup-
plies to.the Arab states with assistance’
to Israel. Except for Portugal, all the

NATO countries denied - overflight,;
rights.to.the planes of the American
alrlift. Britain even refused to allow

Américan réconnaissance planes to use.
Bér Mediterranean bases. "~ %

The Arabs, not surprisingly, inters

Europe to P

pression of total weakness. It was even’
‘reported in Calfo—quite. falsely I
-found out here In’ Parls where the
_weather has been fine—that Europe’
‘was in’ the grip of a cold spell The
" Common Market resqlution was seen
*as a-mere apple-polishing device. “The)
. Europeans,’; one officlal close to Presi.;
“dent Anwar Sadat of Egypt told ‘me;’
“are.running around. trying to collect’
good conduct -certificates from us'.
Given that attitude it is hard to be-:
lleve .the ofl weapon will not be used
to extract still further cohcesslons..” .
Since -the Europeéans had played nb.
‘part in contalning the Russian push,’
moreover, there was no opening for.
them n the diplomatic follow-through..
-President Sadat and Secretary of State.
Henry Kissinger tied up their deal on
‘a teasefire apd future peace confer-
.ence without even keeping the Europe-
‘ans informed. About the only conces-
‘sion to form |was a dinner invitation
extended to fdur leading European am-
- bassadors for the final banquet offered
-to Dr: Kissinger in Cairo, '
. since the'Eyropeans were totally in-
‘nocent of what was going on they
‘could barely éven make eonverSation.
‘As-one of th }European ambassadors
gaid of the occasion: “The company in-
‘cluded 10 Egyptians, five Americahs
.and four Eurdpean imbeciles.”. )
. The absencq bf the Europeans from
the Mideast dcené i perhaps not 8o
tragle. But getting the Buropeans to

a
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ask what went wrong in the Mideast.
. The answer, I belleve, is that Europe
is belatedly paying-the prite of Gen-
eral de Gaulle. At the general's insist
\ence progress toward joining political

" '{nstitutions was arrested In favor of a

‘Europe of individual states. Inevitably,
these states now - jockey for posi’
,tlon one against ahother—whether in’
deallng with the Mideast or the Soviet,
Union. - | . + co
Moreover, the fight -to get by the
French veto exhausted British Interest
in the European community. .Prime
Minister Edward Heath has te ek im-
mediate dividends from Europe. To’
have as a first cqnsequence of the new,
assoclation an oil shortage and ration-
ing would have made joining Europe
100k like a total failure. So Mr. Heath
has been under the strongest pressure
to pay any price for oil the Arabs der
manded. s - o {
What all this suggests s that it does
no good simply to lecture the Europe-
ans on theit responsibilities. The right
American tactic i8'to begin ‘anew the
slow painful and dull work of fostering
FEuropean unity. That “responsibility,
should -be felt "with particular kéen-
ness by Secretary of State Henry Kis-
singer. For after all he playéd no small
part In lending respectability to the
Gaullist ‘follies which have done so:
much to reduce Eurdpe to'its present

pitiable -condition, -1 i "

"Blackimail ..

NN
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play a more responsible role in othez . 0197, Field Entornrises/gas; ;.

Matters 18 important. Sb it is uteful to

e

preted the European reaction as an ex’
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The Arabs
against peace

FROM OUR LEVANT CORRESPONDENT

In most of the Arab capitals he is visiting
this week Mr (;issinger has been to some -
“extent talking to the converted. It is
- unfortunate }Jat his formidable per-
“suasive powers are not being used to
convert. thosg Arab leaders who reject
the ceasefire, {who reject peace negotia-
‘tions and who are convinced that the:
 Israelis understiand only the language of
i the gun. Thes¢ Een are not the moderates

get Israel to go back to the old ceasefire
line. Exactly the same thing, the Arabs
argue, happened after October 22nd,
with the result that the Arabs, especially
the military men, once again feel the
dangerous frustration of not having
been defeated in a fair fight. The -hard-
liners know that on this particular issue
they can make a strong appeal to the
Egyptian army over President Sadat’s
head. )

A third reason for the unpopularity
of Egypt’s conciliatory line is the general
feeling that President Sadat has gone too
far in making up to the United States.!
For him to say that his army was, in
effect, defeated by America but to add
that American diplomacy is being con-
structive, and then to go on to restore
diplomatic relations with Washington,
seems a betrayal of the Arab dignity
regained on the field of battle. It is not:
difficult to understand why Mr Sadat
should not want to go to an Arab
summit. He knows that one of the
reasons why President Boumedienne of
“Algeria is calling for a meeting is to
stiffen his backbone. And he realises
that most of his colleagues, who did.
_their bit in the struggle, will be in a
reproachful or even critical mood. Even
if Mr Kissinger delivers the goods and
‘gets the ceasefire to stick, this strong,
uncompromising, Arab block against
negotiations is going to make its weight
felt during the talking. !

and diplomats joining in a big Arab
-shove aimed not at talking with Israel
but at defeating it.

The ceasefire is unpopular because it'
left both sides in a mutually unsatis-
factory political and military situation.-
The Israclis mind losing territory but
don’t really want to acquire any more in"
Egypt and Syria, which is what
happened. Although the Arabs don’t
mind losing territory they do want to'
regain what they lost in 1967, which did*
not happen. What, they ask, are the
long-term advantages Israel could gain
if, after a breakdown of the ceasefire,
it went on and captured Damascus,
Homs and Hama and was advancing on
Aleppo? Or if it captured Mansura and
Tanta and was driving -on Cairo? So
much the worse for thie Israelis if they
did get themselves into such a situation,
they say. A peace emerging from such
an Israeli victory would be a disaster for
Israel. This Arab attitude recalls the
saying of the American general in the
second world war: “They’ve got us
surrounded, the poor bastards.” - :
. A second reason why the ceasefire
is unpopular is the belief that Israel
cheated after a previous ceasefire in
1948 when it seized Eilat during a truce
over the protests of Glubb Pasha but
with the connivance of the United
Nations mediator, Ralph Bunche. And
the United Nations was never able to

30
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in command {in Morocco, Tunisia,
and Jordan :biit the leaders of Iraq,
Libya, South: Yemen and maybe,
although theit stand is less intransigent,
of Algeria, Kuwait and Saudi Arabia..

. The no-nepptiation block has been
'concentrating|its efforts on stiffening the
resolve of Pjesident Assad of Syria,
who reluctan}ly accepted the ceasefire
only because Egypt already had. (The
meeting between him and President.
Sadat of Egypt, which had to be held "
on the neutral ground of far-distant
Kuwait, was a distinctly frosty en-
counter.) In rejecting a ceasefire and
negotiations these leaders areresponding
to the majority sentiment in Arab public
opinion and the- surge -of Arab unity-
which has found Arab-soldiers, oilmen
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! ;Umil Tuesday, there existed
i ‘nothing like a concerted Euro-
i *pean policy on the Middle East,
-gnd the absence of such a policy
was a source of worry to pro-
Furopeansiin Britain and of gibes
from the dnti-Europeans. Here
; iwe were (the latter could say)
. drifting fuyther apart from the
American Zconnexion, both in’
-policy formulation in respect of
the Middle East and, more
.broadly and dangerously, over
.defence policy generally. The
Euro-American defence concert
,appeared dangerously strained—
and yet the Europeans them-
selves had no unified policy with
‘which to compensate,

This argument, even before
this week, produced some
eurious illogicalities. Mr Harold
'Wilson, for example, has re-
peatedly and bitterly charged
the British Government with
following a policy which was in.
sufficiently pro-Israel and was
‘motivated by our closer con-.
nexion with the French in the’
EEC context. At the same time,
he has castigated the British
Government for having Jet
Britain become vulnerable to the
US military alert which was itself
the consequence of America’s
committed pro-Israel policy.

Yet, if Britain had pgone
along step-by-step in support of
this policy, as Mr Wilson wanted,
there would have been little
chance of disengaging from any
military gestures the Americans
chose to make—or, indeed, of
‘establishing, as the Brussels
declaration has done, that there
does exist a respectable position
on Middle East policy which is
not committed totally to one
‘side, as the American, or to the
other, as the Russian.

‘. Now that the Europeans have,
if belatedly, established some.
thing like a concerted policy,
_this in turn is bitterly attacked
‘by those whose opinion, which
often seems to border on fanatic-
Adsm, is that only those who are
totally in support of Isracl's
every demand and every policy
position are to escape the deadly
charge of heing against her, In
some of those who have attacked
‘Tuesday’s declaration by the
‘Foreign Ministers, there does, of
course, lurk the prejudice of
Jhostility in princi?!e (to which
they are perfectly entitled—
though the fact nught to be made
clear) to British membership of
‘the EEC and to any first step’
towards Community policy-
making. '

The main burden of complaint
is, however, twofold. First, there
is the charge that the rest of
the Community is said to have
leaned on Holland and therefore
(the logic of this is curious) to
have failed to exhibit Commun-
ity solidarity. This is easily
answercd. When the Dutch felil
foul of the Arab oil states, thera
existed no common Furopean

licy such as hds since been
mmuht'ed. Is it therefore sug-.

““Ronald Butt .
- Europe
- ' ploughs its furrow,

for peace

gested that when that common
policy was eventually devised, it
should have been dictated by the
temporary position of difficulty
in which one member state had
got itself beforehand ? The idea
that European unitf/ is to be
measured by the willingness of
seven or eight members to
adjust their policy to the acci-
dental position already previ-
ously arrived at by one or two
has only to be stated for its
absurdity to be obvious.

Of course, if the Arab coun-
tries were to persist in putting
pressure on Holland now that
the Europeans have stated their
policy, and if oil sanctions were
turned against other members
of the Community who then

“aided Holland with supplies,
- Holland would have to be sup-

ported by the entire EEC; come
what might. But there is no
evidence that the Arabs will
adopt any such line. Bchind the
scenes, there is now intense acti-
vity to change the Arab attitude
to Holland and there are no
‘grounds for -supposing it will
fail. Would it really have been
greferred for the Kuropea
ommunity to make a gesture ol
defiance against the Arab states
which did nothing practical to
‘help Holland but merely risked
the rest of Europe’s oil ? "
The second charge is that the
'Europeans have yiclded to
blackmail and that the Arabs
will now apply pressure niore
firmly cach time they feel it
pays. But this assumes that
the Arab states are going to be-
have much more irrationally
than they show any signs of
doing, and that they are going
gratuitously to offend their
European customers—who now
offer them the only hope of a
middle way which falls short of
total reliance on Russia, Those
who push this point have to
answer the question: do they
really want to see European in-
dustry (and specifically British
industry at this crucial moment)
broyght to a halt for the sake of-
:a gesture ? Perhaps some do.
but surely most would only take’
the risk 1f the need were really
great.
. Tt is not. Analogies with
Munich are misleading for two
reasons. First, there is no ques-
tion of weakening on the com
mitment to safeguard Israel’s
vital inteiests. The only ques-
tion is whether the Europeans
and the rest of the world are re.
quired indefinitely and pas-
sively to accept every policy
that the Isracli Government, in
its own wisdom, seeks to estab-
lish as vital to its interest—even.

such policies as the acquisition. -

of territories which, far from
safeguarding  Israel’s peace,
have actually provoked another
war. -

What happend in Brussels is
that the Europeans have adopted
a policy which Britain has long’

.

the oil danger, real though that
is. It is a policy based on UN
Resolution 242—for instance, in
respect of the territories
acquired by Israel in the Six-
Day War—and on the elabora-
tion of that policy in the Foreign
Secretary’s Harrogate speech of
November, 1970, which acknow-
ledged the legitimate rights ef
the Palestinians, Yet this last
point is one feature of Tuesdayfs
declaration which has annoyed
Israel. Another is the call for
a return to the ceasefire lines of
October 22. ° . .
Adherence to such a long.
standing policy is hardly surren.
der to blackmail, and it would
be odd to abandon it just be-
cause it now brings the added'
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Cahinet Ride Asserts ‘Brutal’
‘Mideast Crisis Puts Ability.
to Keep the Peace in Doubt |

'BY NAN ROBERTSON

. Spectal to The New York Times .
| PARIS, Nov.. 12—In the
strongest official denunciation
of Soyiet-American accords yet
heard. ih Western Europe,
France’s. Foreign Minister said,
loday that the “brutal crises”,
in the Middle East confirmed)
his Government’s doubts about
the superpowers’ capacities to
keep peace. :

The minister,” Michel Jobert,
told Parliament in a major for:
eign-policy speechthat under-|
standing between the United
States and the Soviet Union
had not prevented war.. 1

[The chief American nego-
tiator will resume discussiong }
in Brissels Tuesday. with’
Atlantic alliance representa- 3
tives on declarations designed.
to strengthen relations be-
' tween the United States and -
- Western Europé. Further ne-
gotiations will follow " in
. Copenhagen with the Euro-
pean Common Market.] |
}~The French Foreign Minjster| .
said. the Americans and the
Russians could reach results
only by using" “pressures and
threats” aimed not just at Israel’
‘and the Arab statés but at.each
other, '

§ Mr. Jobert described West- '
: ern Europe meantime as being
j“treated like a nonperson,
humiliated all along the line,”
while the Soviet Union and the

United States delivered vast
‘arms supplies to their warring

clients and then pursued sécret

negotiations - toward a ‘cease-

fire. . T
The consequences of this

advocated and which pre-dated. " Veritable. condominium” _ren-

“‘under cover of détente, and

{the Atlantic alliance’s military

:benefit of avolding moré troiblé
over oil,

The European declaration this
;week has probably facilitated Dr
Kissinger’s task, not only in
Cairo but even in Israel, where
it is now understood what can)
and cannot be expected fiom|
Europé in future, The war has|
given the opportunity of work.)
ing for a pr ‘e that lasts. ‘In
these circumstances, it cannot|
be in Israel’s real interest for its}
well-wishers in the West to giva

,the Impression that they will
support the more extreme Israell
‘demands, éven at a risk of ai
future conflict which rthly}
could endanger Israel’s egists
ence, and perhaps the peace of;
the world, . : }
Res————

e

“deréd Europe . helpless ‘duting
the crisis, the Foreign Minister,
declared. He added that it had
‘ also made Israel and the Arabs
“directly dependent. on their,
 protectors.” . ‘
) The Foreign Minister called
the  cease-fire  precarious,
’sketching out a situation in
‘which ‘both the Israelis and the|
'Egyptiats had the “illusion”
that each was obtaiting satis- }i
i factory results. R
* Mr. Jobert warned the United
! States that it was ignoring the
fact, that Europe was in the|
.yery center of the “second
battle” of the Middle East
-war—the struggle for Arab -oil,
*upoft which the Continent de?~
rperately depends. i
., Faced with the superpower
‘understandings, he said; Eurqpé
,should * “‘untiringly  pursue”
‘European union. But he con-
.ceded . that it was nowhere
‘close to political union, which
he said was, a conditiori for a
.common defenge, o
' Consequeritly, he went on,
ithat defense must include the
‘United States as a continuing
‘partner in the Atlantic alliance.
He specifically referred to the
American military rolé when he
‘called for “the presence and
the' engagement of the United
'States in Europe.” ) :
< In-the coming disarmament
'and East-West round of talks,
the Foreign Minister said,}|
agreements must not be con-
_cluded between the great pow-
ers that would leave Europe
junprotected—a way of saying,
rat the mercy of the Soviet
. Union. He declared himself: op«
posed to any atfitude that,

disarmament,” would in reality
“sacrifice Europe's autonomy
-and mortgage its future”” /-
; Mr. Jobert's speech was con-
tradictory on occasion. - He
began by scolding the United
‘States in the harskest terms
ryet for- leaving France arid}
Europe. out- in the cold during}:
,the Middle East ecrisis. Hej
; continued by pleading eloquent-
‘ly for continued :American
‘military involvement in Europe,
‘tespite the fact that France is
i still technically independent of
- structure, ’

" Finally, be added plaintively]
tthat France should remember
to deepen her cooperation—in

V'the". economic field—with the
Sovfet Union.

NI
g
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[srael Escalated Rmd Targets o

By George C. Wilson o :
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§

Washington Post Staff Writer

LATAKIA, Syria, Nov. 12,
,-—An ion-the-spot examman
‘tion ofst.he bombing damage"
in th;s port city and else::
‘where ip Syria shows that!
JIsrael sharply escalated Mid:'
east warfare {his time and:
put- her own: industries in.
dine for bomblng if fighting.
Is ever rencwed. . A

+ Ol stbrnrze tanks blasted:
apart by ombs and shells; a
demolishﬁd wood factory,’
and a bombed-out refinery’
and power plant all testify,
‘to the new dimension Israel
added to the warfare be-,
itween Arabs and Jews in
‘the Mideast. - 5
' Given the action-reaction
:hature of modern warfare, it
ds virtually certain that
.Arab countries will séek the-
.weapons to respond in kind-
in the future. The only real\
‘question in- this regard is
whether the Soviet Union:
will continue its restraint in-
-not supplying Arab nation§’
;with offensive weapons. 1
{ So far, to the distress of:
some Arab leaders, Russia:
‘has stressed defense rather:
‘than offense in deciding’
what arms shall go to Syria
and Egypt. The Soviet an-,
swer to the American F4
.Phantom fighter bomber,
for example, was not other
.offensive bombers, but a
strengthened and mobile air
‘defense. A
i And while thére have.
ibeen {hreats from Egypt.
that surface-to-surface mis.-
‘siles will wing into Israeli
cities, the evidence suggests
Moscow has held a tight
rein on such weapons. .

Even so, Israeli ports like"
:Haifa and industries like
"Aerospace. Works in Tel
Aviv are indeed in hostage -
to Arab and Soviet military
strategy from now on as a

result of this “first strike”'
at Syria’s industrial base. In|
the 1967 war, Israel concen-
Atrated its bombing on Syr-
ian air fields and made no
.comparable effort to knock,
apart the industrial base.

. Mohamed Imadi, Syria's
rurban minister of economy
and chief architect of the
nation’s economic develop-
ment plan, contended in an
‘interview that Israel’s Octo-
, ber bombing campaign was
‘a premeditated effort to
keep Syria from closing its
technological gap with ls~-
rael.

“They.wanted to destroy
our cconomy completely,”
Imadi charged. “Unfortu-
nately, they copied every-
thing you did in Vietnam.”
He estimated that Israelf
bombers inflicted $500 mil-
lion worth of damage on
.Syria’s fledgling economlc
base in the short war. . |,

“All our efforts have been
to raise our standard of liv-
ing,” Imadi said, “toward
building up the ‘economy.
“It’s very sad to see what,
you've been building for 10
years blown up like this.” -

Continued Imadi: “Any
military force has to have;
an economic base. Israel,
' tried to ‘destroy our’ prod-}
uction machinery so we can<

army.”

With the cdoperatlon of

the Syrian . government,’
~which of course had a.

'vested interest, this corre-,
spondent  examined the’
bomb damage at the ports of
Latakia and Tartus; at the'
plywood factory outside La.,
takia, and at the refmery|
and power plant at Homs.'
“"Imadi cited those as founda-
tion stones in Syria’s eco—
nomic base.

I came away from the sur-
vey with these conclusions:
e The Israeli bombing dls~,

ruptéd but did not paralyze'

the Syrian economy. * .

® The bombing was fairly
Aaccurate and aimed against

industrial targets * rather
than centers of population.

® Enough bombs missed.
their targets to kill a limited

number of civilians, proba-
bly ‘uniting rather than dis-®
piriting the Syrian pubhc
against Israel.

. Starting in Latakia in. the,
north, Seria’s biggest port, I
saw petroleum tanks at the’
water’s edge which had been"
blown up by bombs and-
punctured by shells ﬂr'edi
from ships at sea. The Syr-;
‘fan ‘'manager of the tank’
farm said 10 out of the 24¢
storage tanks had been de-:
-stroyed. That appeared to be
an accurate count. He esti-,
mated damage at $35 mil-
lion. - \f

The bomb craters among

the storage tanks were big,,

-looking as if they were cre-;
.ated by 750-pound or 10004

lpoum-l bombs. The manager
said most of the 100 workers:
lat the storage complex hnd‘

1left before the bombs fell,’
¢ declaring one workm?n was

ywounded in the raids. .

{  Adjacent to the tank farm,
{is'a huge masonry building.
that manufactured soap, ac-
icording to Abdel Kader Sal,

. chief of commerce for Syr
ia’s Baath Party in Latakia.

‘But the plant, surrounded
by high barbed wire, could
well have been a stordge
area for military equipment’
the Soviet Union delivered
‘to Syria by séa. The Build-
ing had been hit but not de
molished, ’

About a hale ml]e ﬁ'om

the petroleum storage farm,

.8, private home was demok;

not afford to back our!'

ished. Sai "asserted th¥
bombing of the home had
been ‘deliberate- as part of’
Israel's terror campaign, It
Iooked to me like an oven,
shoot of the target. There
‘was no area-wide bomb ng.
'sln that residential section.::

¢ Azig Shahood, a Baath’
;Party chairman in Latakia;
;said four .persons werél
ikilled and 80 wounded in
the October raids This nuiny
ber could not be verified.:
But his figures indicate that
Israel concentrated its fite,

on ‘the oil storage center -

and associated facihties, no’o
on clvilian'areas.

Baath Party executives in
|Latakia argued that the port!
storage tanks hold refined
.fuels for, Syria's . civilian
‘economy and thus did not
‘constitute a legitimate mili-
tary target. But that polnt is
'of course arguable. "

They said Israed helicop~
jters fired at targets in thé '
iharbor during the war. A
Greek, and a Japanese ship!
were damaged in the Israeli
raids, according to the- party,
leaders. They said no Sovxet}
ships were in the port of La
takia during the war.

Two roads run south from:
{,Latakxa toward the Golan?
fighting front where arms;
Handed at the port would be:
itaker. The parallel roads
;cross the big North River,
‘about three miles outsidea.
iLatakla One of the bridges;
fover that river had been hit|
*by bombs, but the bridge
«parallel to it was intact.
,Bomb craters " dotted the.
rrlver bank by the missed
, bridge, indicating that Is-
vraeh pilots had tried to
knock out the link.

.~ The U.S. Air. Force and
;Navy dropped thousands of
,tons of bombs on North Vi:
.etnamese. bridges in an at-
;tempt to break transportad
tion links, or what the milis
tary calls lines of communi-
! cation. This could have been
"Israel’s intention as well, al-,
though it appears the at
‘tempt to break the bridge
links failed. ‘

On the south'side of the

';Latakla bridges is the ply+

iwood factory Sai manages.
\Its  manufacturing sheds
have indeed been obliter-
ated, with the iron beams
{that used to support the
roof twisted out of shape.
*- “They know this is a civil-
'Yan wood factory,” Sai said
-as he pulled up in front of
‘the undamaged executive of-
fice adjacent to it. He said’
‘there were 200 working in
‘tHe factory at the time of,
the raids but -they fled to
safety.
¢« Sai put the civilian casual-
.ties as one person killed on
the bridge, four killed on a
bus near the bridge during.
"the raid and 18 wounded on,
the bus and in nearby fields.
Declaring he was basing.

2 his information on_ eyewit.’

néts aceounts “from factory;
employes, Sai said two Is-
fraeli planes fired rockets at;
‘the factory and raked the
street  with ‘machmegun
fire. An Egyptian, who said.
he, saw two rockets’ fired’
.tho the factory machlnef
SBop, claimed that the Isd
;raeli planes dropped anti’
personnel bombs in the field,
«next to the. factory “to klll
the workers.” "

{ The same witness sald the
factory was demolished by
‘those two rockets. But the'
damage looked too massive
:to come from just two rock-'
.ets, Also, the holes in tha.
‘roof and metal pxpmg w::rei
‘of various sizes.
v A possibility whlch could
‘hot be verified was that the
1Syrian military had turned'
‘the big sheds of thé Arab-
:Company for Wood Industry!
‘into a storage area for mili-.
Aary equipment moving to-
ward the front. It would
have made sense to store
'such arms south 'of the,
‘bridges. The extensive dam-
-4ige thus could have come in.
-part from Soviet explosives.
Fblowlng up ingide the sheds,?
¢ Having said that, it will be
recalled that the American,
‘military contended that Ha‘
moi stored arms in civilian,
facilities and thus were le-i
gltlmatd bombing targets‘
\This rationale was severely%
criticized. Israel, by bom-
bing the plywood factory, is,
‘fhus vulnerable to the samee
type of criticism. '
,l‘ The Syrian port of Tartus.
éouth of Latakia in a pictur-
‘esque Mediterranean set-}
ting, was raided Oct. 7 by 12,
‘Israeli planes, a few helicop-#
‘ters and some. ships, accord-{
!lng to Ahmed Hassan, chairi
tmad of the Ba ath Pax‘ty,
‘there.
" He said 12 of the 28 oi‘l
Istorage tanks in Bamyas)
\and eight ‘of the 12 tanks in;
"Tartus were destroyed byé
‘the’ air and sea raids. Bani-!
"yas is the, terminus. for the

'30-inch pipeline that ‘takes:
{oil out of naqs Kirkuk olt
Hields.

{- That’ ‘oil, 48 "well - as thafﬁ
sstored in Tartus, is for ex-
port and. thus not a legitid
mate military target - in’
"Syria, according to Syrian-
‘economic minister Imadi!
‘and other officials. “Theyl
‘cut the oil supply_that was
Jgomg to Europe,” Tmadi sai
of the bombing of Bamyas
*and Tartus.:

Hassan said the civilian}
‘bombing casualties totaled‘
thrce wounded at the Bani.’
“yas storage field and three’
fkilled-and 12 wounded at’
Tartus. He said the Israeli
‘helicopters concentrated
‘their fire against Baniyas,
Just north o Tartus N
. Again, the government of-!
-ficial’s estimate of the dam3
age was in line with the visi-
.ble evidence. His casﬁalty;
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Higures also’ indicated thaf!
;the bombing and shooting:
3were directed against the;
.petrolgum facilities, not eci-:
;vilian areas in the crowded
‘port town of Tartus. ;
! Wheh asked how much.
the Lombing and shelling in-,
, terfe’;;ed with port, activity,.
Hassansaid, “not at all.” He
“said Synfan forces drove off Is-
raeli ships before they could
tinflict. major damage, add.
iing that a Soviet cargo ship
+was hitiin Tartus during the’
‘raids, - : §
i Homs is the site of Eco-)
nomic  Mimster = Imadis
ypride and joy — a refinery'
~and electrical generating:
+plant that he counted on to,
ipull Syria up to a new pla-;
teau of prosperity. His;
‘,dream is for a petrochemi-;
_cal industry which, starting,
‘with the Homs refinery,’
,would be an economic tonic;
.for all of Syria. 5
; +Already, he said, through;;
-such. modern facilities as:
;those. at Homs,  Syria in-;
.creased- its national income;
:by record amounts in ‘they
{last few years — an 11.3 perg
.cent raise between 1970 and;
1971 and 13.3 per cent be-,
‘tween 1971 and 1972. -This;
;growth, Imadi added, has,
:pushed up per'capita
iln Syria by 9 per cent. - - !
' Today, however, a good®
!part of this dream at Homs.
‘lies in rubble. Supervisors
*at the Homs refinery said 40°
per cent of the connected.
‘tefinery and power plant
were  destroyed in Israeli.
bombing raids of Oct. 9. i
* The ghattered buildings;
twisted piping; . collapsed
storage tanks and general,
ruin at, the Homs complex’
makes that estimate credi-
ble. Bath Party officials i
-Homs estimated damage at
$35 million for the refinery
‘and $15 million for the
power plant. ‘Both facilities
are only one year old. A
The civilian casualtied’
from the raids, they said,’
“were 12 people killed at the'
refinery ‘and four at the
clectrical 'plant. Another 50
people at both sites were'
wounded, they said. vk
A Czechoslovak company;
built the Homs complex’
.covering 10,000 square yards,
and will now work to re:)
‘pair it. Mallouk estimated:
’the repair job will take one,
year, : o
. In front the ‘entrance’
gate to the "Homs refinery
there is an iron bomb casing
'on display. Plant executives’
“sald eight 500 pound bombs
‘fell on the complex in the
first day’s raid and 15 in the-
‘second. They added that 20°
,of the 80 storage tanks were
.destroyed. The fire burned.
for cight days, they sald.
Imadi said richer Arab na-.
,tlons — he did not disclos
‘which ones — will pay g
{fraction” of the $500 miilion,

incdme‘;‘ ,

WASHINGTON STAR
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" An important side-effect of Ameri-
€an involvement in the Middle East
crisis is the acute embarrassment of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-,
tion. The problem needs top-level at-
‘tention to avoid a severe wrenching of .
the 24-year-old alliance.

‘" The United States has pretty well -
‘gone it alone in its policy of supplying
JIsrael to maintain a military balance

between that country and its Soviet.
supported Arab opponents, both to

ensure Israel’s survivaland to promote

an eventual settlement. The crunch -
icame when, in the latest Arab-Israeli -
war, thé Russians meunted a resupply
,effort for the Arab side and Washing-
ton decided it must do the same for
Israel. ; o

" This produced ‘a public scramble by
‘most of our European allies to avoid -
identification with .the American ac-
‘tion and even, in the view of some U.s.
;officials, to hinder it. Only Portugal”
Ppermitted overflight and landing by
Israel-bound supply planes and fight- -
ers. West Germany made a public fuss

over the discovery of American tanks -

‘being loaded aboard Israeli ships -at
Bremerhaven. Turkey and Greece;
-among the couyntries warning our

-planes off, reportedly permitted Soviet -

overflights (which Greece: denied in

its case). . .

" The spectacle of our NATO allies
‘treating us like lepers caused deep
‘hurt in Washington, even after giving
due weight to the European desire to
avoid. giving offense to the Arabs and
jeopardizing the major part of their oil
supplies. Defense Secretary. Schlesin-
.ger and-State Department spokesman

MecCloskey voiced unprecedented crit- -
.icism of our NATO partners, and the

President: commented, bitterly at his

v

* " ding surely belongs on both sides, with {

"Cdst to repalr Syrfa’s indGs?
trial damages from the war.:
‘Thus, .in yet another 1rony‘:=
of the Mideast. American
«dollars which buy oit from
‘the Arabs will be used in:
-part to rebuild butldings
‘that American hombs have-
.knocked down. . v

the Mg;%deast

" generally bitter news conference Fri- !
day night. ‘Mr. Nixon turned the oil ;
argument around, saying Europe 1
- “would have frozen to death this win- «
ter”” without the Mideast settlement  :

1that American policy seeks to pro- 4!

- mote.
. The rift has pointed up the disparity f‘“
. between European and American atti- i
" tudes toward the Mideast conflict, It °
- also reveals some basic -disagree-*
ments on the loyalty to be expected
among NATO allies and on American
freedom to shift Europe-based equip-
ment and forces to trouble spots else-
where, even to such a contiguous zone }
as the Mideast. Russia’s role there as !
-Arab sponsor and would-be oil broker 3'
can hardly be of no consequence to ‘j
NATO. . 3
J

Blame in the current. misunderstan-’

" Washington still subject to reproach
for failure to communicate and con- .
-sult, especially on the near-confronta- |
tion with Moscow that provoked our?
- military alert last Thursday. But the }
seeming desertion by our European "3
partners could produce enough Ameri- |
can resentment to hasten the with-.
drawal of substantial American forces
from Europe. There is important con-
gressional sentiment for doing this, :
and the administration now is restudy- k
ing our NATO deployment especially
with a view to our flexibility in using
men and equipment wherever needed. -
The NATO alliance obviously needs
- intense medication, and it is too bad |
' the necessity has been shown this |
painfully as an unwanted highlight of ;
Mr. Nixon's “Year of Europe.” It is -
worth taking a moment to reflect that
the Atlantic partnership still is vital to ©
_the security of all of us. Ry T
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Reportmg the Mldeast War

Bﬁmard D. Nossiter *

% Esrael Tlght
Censm ship -

2 ere Is singular frustration ln cov-’
v crmg a war in progress. Nothing and
" no one is worthy of much belief and .
! 'a yeporter’s own senses—sight, smell

" ited use. Three weeks of reporting °
"‘from the Israeli side left me more con-

- much like firing a mortar. To get any-
W * where near the target, you must first .
-1’ overshoot, then undershoot and hope-
fully come close on the third round.
There were two ways of Going the’
7 ‘job Either sit in Tel Aviv to get the
‘;- “big picture” or move out by press bus’
> or rented car for a limited glimpse of a
fighting front. Both were splendidly-
A unsatisfactory.
- T stay in Tel Aviv meant digesting:
¢ the Israeli press, reading Israeli mili-
%' tary communiques, listening to the ra-
3 dio, interviewing ‘harassed officials a A
) reporter or his friends had known in °
: " the past and, above all, attending the
; “nightly briefing by an Israeli officer—
‘i a superb exercise in controlled commu-
‘ynication. Out of this, something resem-
bling a coherent account of what was
2 supposed to have happened that day °
L could be written. But coherence . may
" * have been its only virtue. It was neces-
g sarily partisan to an enormous degree
; and reflected neither more nor less
4 than a nation at war wanted its friends
\g i and enemies to know. “
The careful reporter heavily laced
i his copy . with “according to Israeli.
\ sources” and “the military claimed”
# and “a spokesman asserted.” Even so,
_- he knew he was dispatching a one-
; sided version of events that may or
may not have happened, afforded by-
", people with the deepest vested interest
* —survival—in confusing the other side
“ and enlisting maximum American sup-
l ;port. - .
3:‘ In the war's opening days, the mili-
", tary briefer spoke- glowingly - each
' night of Egyptian bridges across the
-‘,’ Suez Canal that Israeli planes were de-
- stroying relentlessly. The number
" seemed and was incredible. Not until
" the fourth day did the authorities con-
*"cede that the Russian pontoon bridges
;_ "could be rebuilt in an hour or less. The
" suggestion that all Egyptian forces on '
U - the Israeli side of the canal had been
¢ cut off was patently misleading. As a
i "result the top branches of Israeli mili-
»{. tary informatxon were given a thor-
) -ough shaking.
i Toward the end of the war, a crucial
{‘v point was and is how far Israeli forces
.onthe Egyptian side of the canal had
f
i

improved their positions between the .
first cease-fire on Oct. 22 and the sec-
. ond on Oct. 24. At the briefing of Oct. "
23, the spokesman gleefully hoasted of
gains—a sweep south below Suez, pen-
etration inside the town of Suez and.
the like. But in & day or uo, when thia‘

.. o o

-u.a,... i

. -and instinct—are of remarkably lim-'~

vinced than ever that journalism is = =

<

The News Busméss

Tilustrations by David Gundoruon

became politically sensitive material,

the briefing became much less precise. .
It was suddenly impossible to deter-:

- mine the Oct. 22 line and censors
would not permit mention of Israeli”
‘troops beyond the perimeter of “the
-town of Suez.

Going to the front was just as frus- .

trating for different reasons. The mili-
. ‘tary acted like a combined Jewish

- mother-father toward foreign corre-.-

spondents and threw up a series of ob-

stacles in ‘depth to keep reporters from -
the point of contact. A few carefully .
selected “pool” reporters were given

access, but they were exceptions. The
‘least comfortable but most believable
way to look at a front is to attach your-,
self to a company or battalion in the
line. Repeated requests for such per-

_ mission were steadily turned down for -
- non-Israeli correspondents. :

So, one did the next best thing and

" traveled by private car or Israeli-or-

ganized bus to points a few miles be-
hind the front, within artillery and
strafing range of Arab arms, but no
closer. In other words, correspondents

. took risks they thought were necessary
to perform their craft for only the
~most limited returns.

In the absence of fact and sense,
some colleagues inevitably drew on

. ‘thelr imaginations. My favorite comes
from the Egyptian side of the line, .

where a newsmagazine man, writing
for an issue that closed three days af-

ter the second cease-fire, delivered a

graphic account of his hair raising es-
cape from death on “the road to El Ar-
ish.”

By chance, El Arish, a scruffy Arab.

.town in the Sinai, is a place I know at
- first hand. I spent much of the sixth
‘\day of the war driving in and out of
that cheerless village, trying to evade
Israeli checkpoints and get closer to

" the action. El Arish, in fact, is 96 miles

from the Suez Canal and, with some
luck, we finally suceeded in getting a
long way past it. We- drove down the
El Arish road 81 miles before we were
finally halted, just behind the Israeli
artillery, in range of the Egyptians,
but a good 10 miles from the &ontmost
iEgyptian armor.

Recall that this was Day Six, a point
of maximum Arab advance. If my news-

magazine colleague writing after the .

end of hosﬂnuen had reached the very

j: ent in
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Mr. No ter, The Post’s correspond-
ondon, leed this story from,.
outside Israeli censorship.” °

lead Egyptian position, he could not
" have been closer than 91 miles from El-;

Arish. I could have datelined my dis-]

" patch “On The Road To Cairo” with as
+ 'much justice as his “On The Road To§
_El Arish.”

Among the most potent barriers bn;
truth is Israeli censorship. All copy |

* must be scrutinized and what is passed )

through is often capricious\. One corre-t
spondent was allowed to give an unofs

. " ficlal estimate of Israeli casualties at
_ the start of the third week; another us-}

ing the same numbers was not. Some '
correspondents were permitted to quoto
the briefer who said Israeli troops webe |
in Suez Town; others were not. [

Israel, of course, is a country in: as

. perpetual state of war and its unwill-:

ingness to help the enemy is perfectly ;
understandable. No one: could-quarrel
with the Israeli refusal to identify'
unit strengths and miilitary objectives.

.But some of the censor’s reasoning was *

strange. On the canal front, a pleasant | i
young commander of an amllery bat-.
tery told me that he would have to
move his 1558 soon, that the Egyptians !
were finding the range. He pointed to’
a crater 50 yards away and said three !

- of his men had been wounded there,. .

The story seemed innocent enough and |
I made a paragraph of it. But the cen-

. sor wiped it out. “We mustn’t let the

enemy know how effective their guns
are,” he told me sternly.

The censorship is supposed to be:;

. purely military and all political com- |
. ment should, in principle, pass. But in !

a garrison state the two are hopelessly :
intertwined and the censor serves the ;
state’s interest. For days after Gen. Ar-

< jel- Sharon was known both in Israel !

and abroad as the leader of the daling
Israeli assault on the West Bank, his :

- name could not be mentioned in dis- ;

patches from Tel Aviv. Finally, the<
censors permitted reporters to say that .
Sharon was “one of tlie commanders.” ».’
Sharon, of course, happens to be the i
leader of Likud, the chief coalition op- ,
posing Mrs. Meir’s government and- a '
stern critic of the government’s: con-
duct of the war. The Israeli regime |
had no interest in building him up. - !
Again, I wanted to make the point in !
a dispatch five days after the second !
cease-fire that Israeli distaste for'
Washington’s restraints must be tem-:
pered by the country’s dependence on
the United States for arms. This, I
wrote, would serve as a check on any
fresh adventures. To underline the
point, I wrote of a remark Moshe

Dayan had made to the Israeli cabinet. '

The defense minister reportedly told
his colleagues, “If we get ammunition
from them in the morning and shoot it
off in the afternoon, we can’t very well
afford to quarrel.”

But the censor wasn't ' having any
and the anecdote was killed. The lame
excuse was, “We must not let the en, '
amy 'know we are short of ammun;

on

SO T &34‘ . N

Approved For Release 2001/08/07 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100280001-6 -

"x




Approved For Release 2001/08/07 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100280001-6

:
3

NEW YORK TIMES
28 October 1973

lhdla

A Need for
Help, butIs
It Wanted?

4 EW DELHI—This is the festive
Diwali season, when the Goddess Lak-
- shmi is suppOSed to slip into homes in
northern and western India and magi-
:cally bestow prosperity for the new
year. It is traditional to gamble-—
" trusting in Lakshmi's good luck—and
to close one’s accounts and books in

; order to_start anew after the holiday.
{ The Indian government has not.

!'quite decided to gamble on new poli-

! cies and start anew. But it is appropri-

s ate that the holiday festival is coming
Vat a moment when Prime Minister In-
‘dira Gandhi and an array of socialist
advisers, businessmen, commentators
‘and politicians are discussing funda-
mental shifts in the nation’s economic
"and development policies.

The focus of the debate rests essen-
tially on how to get India out of her
financial rut. Mrs. Gandhi, herself, has
conceded that 1973 is the most diffi-
‘cult year in India’s twenty-six year
history. “We need a financial wizard,”
she has said: “We do need an entirely
‘new approach.” .

Within the past two weeks, Mrs.
Gandhi has talked with her advisers
about the possibility of seeking out
foreign investment and easing the cur-
rent policy of controls and licenses.
Numerous' critics have said that the
squeeze on foreign companies and
major industries here, coupled with
labor indiscipline, poor planning, a
grinding bureaucracy and “ideological
rigidities,” have soured the Indian
economy.

The nation’s economic growth rate
is near zero. Wholesale prices have
climbed more than 20 per cent in the
past year, and production declined in

the first quarter of 1973. The popula-.

tion is increasing on an average of 13
million people a year, In the 1961-71
decade, the percentage increase in the
‘population was 24.6, and by the end
iof the century there will probably be
‘one billion Indians. Despite huge in-
vestments in agriculture, food produc-
tion ha¢ not increased as much as
was hoped, and still depends heavily
A . . ¥

‘taxation and licensing,

‘on the vagaries of the ‘mohsoons. ©

Nearly 40 per cent of the population,
220 million people, live below the pov-
erty level, earning less than forty
dollars a year.

Mrs. Gandhi’s stated aim jis “garibi
hatao”—abglishing poverty. At India’s
current stage of development, Mrs.
Gandhi and her advisers have decided
that the path to social revolution with-
in a democratic framework lies in a
- modified form of socialism that seeks
to increase state control over the econ- -
omy and to decrease dependence on
foreign capital. -

“We shall evolve our own type of .
socialism,” Mrs, Gandhi has said. “We
do not want to be the carhon copy of
another country.”

" This restrictive policy has negated
foreign investment through controls,
and most
‘Western embassies pnvately discour- - .
age businessmen from -opening com-

* panies here. Though American private

investment in India has reached about
$300-million, most of it involves com-
panies who moved in about ten years
ago.

gOne -American businessman with &
ma;or company, asked to describe his"
experience here, repeated one word:
“kafkaesque.” He told a rambling saga
of license delays, bribery attempts by

_officials, mismanagement and labor °

harrassment. “There’s a skilled labor .~
force and there's talent here,” he said,
“but it’s a nightmare.”

Total private foreign investment in .
India is about $2-billion dollars, and -
has declined in recent, years.. American
investment in India follows that ‘of

. Britain, whose businessmen have more

than $800-million dollars invested
here. Other nations with major private
investment are West Germany, Japan
and Italy.

Ground rules for foreign investment
are somewhat fuzzy. India has opened
her doors to high technology industry,
such as electronics, as well as to busi-
nesses who want to ship goods to
India that could be used for exports.
This may include textile piece goods
for clothing exports, or spare parts
for making radios here and then' ship-
ping them abroad. India usually de-
mands a 40 per cent “equity limita-
tion” or ceiling on foreign ownership, /
-and does not welcome investment on
consumer goods, -such as toothpaste.
" What some economists here are
urging is that India loosen her policy
on foreign investment and cut red
tape, especially in the technology in-
dustrles that have be[en reluctant to

O A S R
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. try, to estimate the resources available

PRSP

T

open,ofﬁces' here because of ﬁigﬂ

"taxes and Government disinterest and -

because of their uncertainty over the:
possibilities of nationalization. .
The adva:} ages that some Indmns'f
see in incregsed investment is that,*
with shared profits and controls, out-
siders can assist the nation with capi-
tal, technology and expertise. To mod- j
erate economists here, the expenencel
of West Germany and especially Japan;
is especially embarrassing. West Ger—‘
many and -Japan, shattered after the’
war, welcomed foreign investment and !
aid, and are now economically powers;
ful. India, on the other hand, flounders !
twenty- six years after Independence

. and is still immersed in ideological de-,

bates about whether or not to hbet-i
alize licensing laws. \ A
To some of Mrs. Gandhi’s mlhtantY
advisers and supporters, an influx of }
foreign investment would clearly open. i
the gates to “exploitation,” primarily '
by American companies. The fact that !
the Soviet Union has sought out Amer-.;
ican investment is either 1gnored and
brushed aside, Also ignored is the fact ;

. that General Motors and other multx~‘

national giants are not pleading to
come to India.

The bluntest, and most wudelyi
shared, criticism of the form of Mrs.
Ghandhi’s struggle to uplift the nation,
is that the Government is simply fear-, 3
ful of taking the steps necessary to.
distribute land, to bring trade uniom}
discipline and to end corruption.

Prof. V. M. Dandekar, a prominent
economist and author, says that India®

* has “socialist slogans without socialist’

discipline,

“If the pt)wer of the poor masses
are to be attended to, the power base:
of the government must change.”

And Era Sezhiyan, a widely respected 1
legislative leader of the regional party !
from the southern state of Tamil Nadu,
Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (D.M.K.:
or Dravidian Progressive Federatxon),d
has said: . “There has so far been no
earnest attempt to identify the causes ]
of poverty, to assess the extent and:
enormity of the problem in the coun-*

to meet the challenges, to chalk out a~
detailed program with realizable tar-:
gets in terms of time and benefits.” %
to the slogan of ‘Garibi hatao.”” 4
Mrs. Indira’ Gandhi, he said, .“has:
the strength and the popular support
in ample measure . . . It is not tooj
late, even now to redeem the pledges’
given to the people, to give a meaningy -
to the slogan of ‘garibi hatao.’” 3
; ~BERNARD WE!NRAUB 4

,
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‘ . “ chLa trh e .

' Approved For Release 2001/08/07 CIA- RDP77-00432R000100280001 6




ApprO\}ed For Release 2001/08/07 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100281)901-6

f é.S,lern'Hemisphere

WASHINGTON POST
21 October 1973

- ! imprisonments in Chile because a civil

-t war there remains “a real possibility.”

s :»'Yel, even Colby warned that the junta.

may “overdo” repression.
Colby’s and Davis’ testimony, in parts
unclear and contradictory, offered a
pictureé of the CIA's activities in Chile

between Allende’s election in 1970 and’

" the Sept. 11 coup ranging from the
“penetration” of all the major Chilean
political parties, support for anti-regime

» ° .+ demonstrations and financing -of the op-

former foreign correspondent. His lwt-
est book is “Compulsive Spy: The Strange
~ Career of E. Howard Hunt.” :

. ln Chlle last Sept.. 11"

has been round.ly demed by the Nixon
admmlsn ation and the CIA in particular,

. mala, the .Bay of. P:gs, Laos and so on
-——deep suspicions “have pemsted that
; the " agenty, operating under. White
" House direetives, has been much more

scene since Allende s election in 1970,

_cions. It did so in secret testimony on

. rector, WillianE, Colby, and Frederick

‘agency’s Office of Cuirent Intelligence.
The  transcript. of the testimony was
made available to this writer by sources
in the intelligence community..

This extensive testimony touches
principally on the CIA’s own and very
extensive covert role in Chilean poli-
ties, but it also helps in understanding
and reconstluctmg the administration’s
basic “policy of bringing about Allendes
_fall one way or another.. " : -

. We are apprised not only that the
CIA’s estimate of the number of vic--
tims of . the military. goverriment's. re--
“pression s four times the offieial San. -

i tiago figires but that the United States, -

* {a effect, condones mass executions and

.

..Szule- is a Washington writer and a ,'

or otherwise," directly involved in the
-~'events that led to the bloody coup d’état Ny

Actual mvo]vement in the mxhtary .
revoluhon that ousted the late President
Salvador Allende Gossens; 3. ‘Socialist,’

“But given the CIA's track record in .
¢ overthrowing. " or attemptmg to over--i
" throw foreign governments—lran Guate- b

' ‘than an innocent observer of the Chilean |

Oct. 11 before the House Subcommittee i
‘on Inter-American Affairs by its di- }!

Dixon Davis; a senior official in the

. position press and other groups to here-
tofore unsuspected Agency involvement
in financial negotiations betwéen Wash-

" ington and Santiago in last 1972 and

carly 1973 when the Chileans were des-
-.i! perately seeking an accommodation,

There are indications that the CIA,

o acting on the basis of its own reports
i on the “deterioration” of the Chilean
!, economic situation, was among the agen-

cies counseling the White House to re-

. settlement on the compensations to be

i1 paid for naionalized American property- 4
" i-and a renegotiation of Chile’s $17 bil-

AS THE Umted States, through_

the Central Intelligence Agency . i

' l\on debt to the United States. S

s A No-Help Policy .
CTUALLY, the hasic U.S. posture
toward Allende was’ set-forth by

Henry A. Kissinger,

House special assistant for national se-

. curity affairs, at™a background briefing

for the press in Chicago on Sept. 16, 1970,

12 days after Allende won a pluralily in-

-, the elections and’ awaited a run-off vote
 in Congress Kissinger said then that if

regime would emerge in Chile and that
Argentina, Bolivia and Peru might fol-
low thls example.

For the next three years, the US. .
policy developed along two principal
; lines. One was the denial of all credits-
ii to the "Allende ‘government—Washing. r
. Ten days ago, the CIA rather sur- |
pnsmgly if most reluctantly, went quite ;i
a way to confirm many of these suspi-°

ton even blocked loans by international
i institutions—to aggravate Chile’s eco-

! nomic situation when Allende himself

was bogging down ‘in vast mismanage-
. ment of his own. The other line was’
the supportive CIA actmty to accelerate

. the economie crisis and thereby encour-
" age domestic - opposition to Allende’s

.. Marxist - Popular Unity, govcrnment
coalition.

I
| - The “only ‘exception’ ‘26 ke bah "6
'f 'ctedlu was the sale of miilitary equm-l

ment to the Chilean’ armed forced— .

- cludlng 'the -decision - last June 5 to"
ﬁaeu Chile F-5E jet: fighter planes — .

‘ presumably to signal United States sup- ..
] port for the military. Colby’s tesumony
l 15 vas well as other, informaiion showe

that the United States' had maintained R

1 heloéo contacts with the Chilean mﬂluu'y
! ;ufter Allende’s election.’

The Nixon admimistration’s firm" rc5
“$usal to_help cnne, éven on' humani. "
.g,hrlan mmds, was, emphasized lumir

- buff Allende’s attempts to work out a

Yhen the White

Allende ‘were conﬁrmed, a Communist -

ia week befpre the military coup when']
it turned down 'Santiago's request Ior
'};credlts to buy 300,000 tons of wheat |
&hero at a time when the Chileans had’)
.run out of foreign. currency, and bread
fshortages were dédveloping, B
; On Oct. 5, however, the new mﬂltary';
Junta was granted ' $24.5 ' million ng
. wheat credits after the White Houso

{ overruled State Department ob:ections‘
“I‘he department’s Bureau of . Inter-
American Affairs reportedly believed
ithat such a gesture was premature and"
lcould be politically embarrasslng. \{

iAn “Unfortunate” Coup
ADOXICALLY, Washington had

not hoped for the kind of bloody ' ?
emilltary takeover that occurred on Sept. §

11. For political reasons, it preferred .
,n gradual destruction from within of
‘the Chilean ecomomy so that the Al
glende regime would collapse of its own, 5
Welght The CIA’s role, it appeared, ‘4
awas to help quicken this process.:

Under, questioning. by Rep. Mlchaell
{J Harrington (D-Mass.), Colby thus{
| testified that the CIA's “appreciation"/l

of ‘the Chilean economy was that “it i
jwas on a declining plane on the eco-1?
' nomie ground in terms of internal eco-. z
l, nomlc problems — inflation, with 3204
‘ r cent iriflation in one year, the closs |

of the copper mines, and so forth, !
.x ‘your total foreign deficit was morev(

than the need for it. They couldn’t im-

port the food because their deficit was |
uuch that over the long term they had

; 'no base for it.” Elsewhere in his testi-

mony, Colby said that the CIA reported | L
" “accurately an overall assessment of i

. deterioration” ‘and that with the Chilean

navy pushing for a coup; it was only a
’questmn of time before it came. i

" But Colby also told the subcommittee
that -“our assessment was it might ba |
‘ﬁnfortuﬂate if a coup took place. The.
; National Security, Council policy was
” that it is consistent with the feeling lt‘
I8 not in the United States interest to g
" promote it” He made this comment
« after Rep. Charles W. Whalen (R-Ohio) 4
- asked Colby whether he agreed .with }

earler testimony by Jack Kubisch, the {

"‘assistant secretary of state for Inter- ¢
x American affairs, that the admimstru--g

"tion, believed that “it would be adverse *

* to our own United States interest if the §
4 government of Chile were overthrown. "?

This theme was further developed in
',a letter on Oct. 8 from Richard A, Fagen, !
.-professor of political gcience at Stan-l

ford University, to Sen. J. William Ful- .
“bright, chairman of the Senate Foreign
"Relations - Committee, repotting on a
“ meeting between Kubisch end a group

" of scholars representing the Latin Amer-

+  lcan Studies’ Association. (
" Fagen said that Kubisch took the view :
. that “it was not in our interest to have *
" the military take over in Chile, It
_would have been better had Allende
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f sefved his entire term taking the na-’

tion and the Chilean people into com-
‘pletq and total ruin. Only then would
¢ the'full discrediting of socialism have

§

fha
ccppfused this lesson.”
; “No Indication” of Support

i COLBY'STTESTIMONY on the CIAs"
i activities in Chile supplied a con-

i~siderable amount of, new information,

ysome of it contradictory, under vigor- -

#: Ous questioning by the subcommittee, '
. >

‘ ‘Thps af one point Colby said that “I.

‘can make a clear statement that cer-
, tainly CIA had no connection with the

coup itself, with the military coup, We
‘didn't support it, we didn’t- stimulate !
it, we didn’t bring it about in any way.. -

*
» We obviously had some “intelligence
+ coverage over the various moves being
i made but we wére quite meticulous in
¢ making sure there was no indication of
§ encouragement from our 'side.”

> Colby also insisted that the CIA was
i not involved with the prolonged ‘strike
[:by Chilean truckers that preceded the
. coup. '

( But pressed by Rep. Harrington, Colby
. acknowledged that the CIA may have
{mssisted certain’ anti-Allende’ demon.
*-gtrations, “The - following discussion
* ensued: :

¢. HARRINGTON: Did the CIA, directly
ior indirectly, assist these demonstra-
""tions through the use of subsidiaries of
! United States corporations in Brazil or
i‘other Latin American countries? .

i COLBY:'I think I have sald that the
¢ CIA did not assist the trucking strike.

¥ ) :
¢ HARRINGTON: I think it's a broader,

v and more intentionally broader, ques-

tion—any of the demonstrations that - Corporate Cooperation

3 arq referred.to in the course of this
O questioning.. . ’

" COLBY: I am not quite sure of the
. scope of that question.

! HARRINGTON: T make specific ref. -

‘erence to two, one in.the October pe-
.riod of 1972 and one in March of 1?73.

¢ COLBY: I would rather not answer the
{‘question than give you an assurance and
" be wrong, frankly. I would rather not.
"It we did, I don’t want to be in a posi-
‘tion of saying we didn't. But if ‘we

didn’t, I really don’t mind saying I

“won't reply because it doesn’t hurt. But '

‘I don’t want to be in a position of giv-
.ing you a false answer. Therefore, T
think I better just not answer that, al-
though I frankly don’t know the an-
:.swer to that quesion right here as I
‘ git here. - . ]

"“A Covert Operation” ' ..

_FPHOUGH COLBY consistently . re-
) fused to tell the subcommittee
‘whether the CIA's operations in Chile
. had been authorized by the “40 Com-
"mittee,” the top secret.group headed
“by Kissinger in the National Security
Council that approves clandestine in-
- telligence operations, he admitted that
.'we have had . , . various relationships

taken place. Only then would people’
gotten the message that socialism '
dogsn’t work. What has happened has

" whether this effort was subsequehtly

over the years in Chile with various'w"

. groups. In some cases this was appréved
by the National Security Council and it
has ‘meant . some- assistance to them.

* That has_ not fallen into the category
we are falking about here — the turbu-
lence or the miliary coup.” )

In previous testimony befors a Sen- )

' ale subcommittee, former CIA Director
Richard Helms disclosed that the CIA

; had earmarked $400,000 to support anti-~ " erations in Chile, Colby said he, “would ;

Allende news media shortly before. his - .

+, election. This was authorized by the.

, “40 Committee” at a meeting in June,
, 1970.  Colby, however, refused to say,

: maintained, claiming that the secrecy -

i

'

:
i

L port . ..

* exactly into what makes

h

. change with Harrington:. .

of CIA eperations had to be protected.
He then became engaged in this e:/:-
" COLBY: That does go ‘precisely on
to what we were operating and what
our operations were. I would prefer to
leave that out of this particular re- .

HARRINGTON: I think we have run .
g this a purpose- -
less kind of exercise ... °

COLBY: If I might comment, the pre. -

i sumption under which we conduct this

type of operation is that it is a covert-.
operation and that the United Statesy|

hand ‘is not to show. For that reason . -

we in the executive branch restrict any.
knowledge of this type of " operation

» very severely and conduct procedures |

so that very few people learn of any
type of operation of this nature.-

HARRINGTON: And we end up with .

- a situation such as at Sept. 11 because |

you have a cozy arrangement.

A

N THE QUESTION of support to
O anti-Allende forces by United.:
States or Brazilian corporations, Colby | '
and Davis gave equivocal answers tg -
the subcommittee. Colby said, “I am’;
not sure.” Davis said, “I have no evi- .

‘dence as to that,” but Colby interrupted :

him to remark that “I wouldn’t exclude
it. Frankly, I don’t know of any. How- i
ever, I could not say it didn’t happen.”

Subcommittee members pursted at’’
some - length the possible invo[ver’nent‘
by American corporatiohs ih the Chilean b
coup because of previous diselosures'[ H

‘that the International Telephone and " -

Telegraph Corp. had offered the CIA . ;
$1 million in 1970 to. prevent Allende’s ; -
election and subsequently proposed a
detailed plan to plulf/xge‘ Chile into eco- o
nomic chaos. Sy
Rep. Dante B. Fascell (D-Fla.), the
subcommittee chairman, raised the ques- y
tion of involvement. by Brazilian or
other Latin' .American ' corporations; '
many of them “subsidiaries of United '
States firms, because of ‘reports that the o

anti-Allende moves ‘were . widely coor- *® -

dinated. Speaking for the -CIA, Davis ‘q
replied: )

“There is some evidence of cooperi- '
tion between business groups in Brazil
and Chile. However, this is a small share
of the financial support. Most of the

. Maintained such contacts in soclal con-'

* assurance he will not be revealed, which |
' could have been very ddngerous for, )
" those in Chile . .. the pmt'et;tlon.pl‘
» . that relationship, fiduciary relationshlp,
*+ with ‘the iIndividual, requires that I b

i mation.” '

'. oped:

. ing procedure?

, Hime worrying about . penetrating the

. The Economic Role o
. GNE OF THE MOST intriguing 'djs- |

‘here, but Colby told the subcommittes"

¢.(a) negotiating team.”

dem . .. We follow the day-to-day prog- |

i
1

funding aﬁdic,ooperaﬁdh among groups”.
with similar outlooks in other Latin |
American ‘couritries. This is true with ‘

- regard to most of those governments
P { w’gs not thinking so muach of

companiesfor firms so much as gtoups,";’
organizations of businessmen, ‘chamberd §
of commerce, and’that kind ‘of thing |
in a country such as Braztl” . '

Discussing the CIA's intelligence op-

assume” that the Agency had contacts']
with Chileans opposed to 'Allende, !
Asked by Harrington whether the CIA ;-

texts, Colby said: ) o S
“If a gentleman talks to us under. the ;

tan be dangerous in some countrie§, lt}‘

very restrictive of that kind of infor-‘

Then the following -dialogue devel-:
Lo .

FASCELL: Is it reasonable to assume'

that the Ageficy has penetrated all oi‘q

the political parties in Chile? |, DR

COLBY: I wish I'could say yes.' I,
cannot assure you all, because we ‘get
into some splinters, ' ' o

FASCELL: Major? o

COLBY: I think we have an intelll-
gence coverage of most of 'them. Let'sd
put it that way. . . 0

- f &
FASCELL: Is that standard operat-«"
|

.

!
LY

COLBY: It depends on the éountry.‘u
For a country of the importance of Chile
to the United States’ decision-making, ,
we would try to get an inside picture of .
what is,going on- there. I can think of
a lot of countries where we really don’t’
spend much time worrying about their -
political parties. I spend much of my'

Communist Party of the Soviet Union.}-'

closures made by Colby in his tes. |
timony was that the CIA is actively en- -
gaged.in econdmic negotiations between
the United States and foreign coun-(
tries. This has not been generally known }'

that “we would normally contribute to

He said that “we would try to pro.
vide them intelligenée as backdrop for
their negotiations and sometimes help"
them with appreciation of the prob-.;

ress in. negotiations. If it's an import- J .
ant economic negotiation, like (Treas-

.ury) Secretary Shultz over in Nairobl,;j.
. and places like that, we would be in- :

formed of what they are doing and try i

to help them.” . .
In the context of the Chﬂean-Amerl-;i

can negotiations before the coup, the !

support was internal, There is som"‘gigcm's Davis - said. that."we, did . have;
e ‘
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} A
£ sorqe quite” reiiable reporting” at ihe’]
{ {im¢ indicating that the Russmns were"
ad sing Allende to put his rélationsi
\ \\nga the United States in order,rif tot &
',to gettle compensation, at least tojreach ! 3
P sorpe sort of accommodation. whicha
iwqyld ease the strain between the two '
l countries, There were reports iniiicat-i
w{; at, unlike the Cubans, they were/
n'ieffect ttying to move Allendes to-

ward a compromise agreement ... It, |
§:' 'was* our judgment that the [Chileans) g

! 'wepg interested in working out some
% kind of modus vivendi without; however, i
; retry atmg substantially from their po—'
& sitigy K ]

.Di vis added that “our. intelligence‘
reqqgrement in the negotiations be-i:

" twegn the United .States and Chile -
.«wo Id be to try to find out, through E:

'x our sources, what their reactions to a_
| negotiating. session were, . what thele i
4 .feading of our position was, what thetr -

1 assessment of the state of neeotla nl .

Tgm :

¥ .

f’, In his narration of the events leadinl
to the coup, Colby said that “under the’

+ general deterioration, it was only a*

: matter of getiing the Army, the Navy . ;.

t-and the Air Force to cover it. Eventu.

! ally they did get them all in” Colby i

- then compared the Chilean coup to the.
! 1667 Indonesian revolution, reputedly-
"assisted by the CIA, when the army-
. ousted President Sukarno. He said the:
, CIA shared the suspicions of the Chil-
* ean military that Allende was plm-‘
"'ning a coup of his own on Sept. 19 ts|
neuitalize the armeéd forces, but’ uul(l3
“the CIA had no firm informatwn con—*
ﬂrmmg these suspxcions . 4
“Concern Over Security”
ROUGHOUT /his testimony, Colby
drew a grim picture of the junta's;
repressmn and, m effect, predicted that -
.1t would worsen even more because of |

"the continued strength of the Chilean ' !

left. His estimates of the death toll
. were roughly four times the ﬁgure-

announced by the junta ard he told the

subcommittee that the Chilean military®

+had a list of the “most wanted” Allende '

- followers whom they hoped to find and .
| NEW YORK TIMES
. 5 November 1973

. possibly execute. S ¢
“valan 1s being or will be tried for
“treason. He may well be sentenced to
‘death regardless of the effect on inter

" national opinton,” Colby sald. This in- ",

} formation led to this exchange:, '

" WHALEN: 'You mentioned those’
;being accused of treason. Did these al-
legedly treasonable activities occur aitor
the takeover by the military? '

; was the head of the Communist Party
; who would probably be tried !or
i / treason.

. He would probably trled for
treason. He would probably bs tried:
, for activities prior to the takeover. You :
“can have some question as to how valid
that is in a constitutional legal sense.
There have been some who have been ,
accused of it since the takeover. " '

,r[he] supported, I cannot understand
. that. B I
COLBY You are right.. . -
-This was Colby’s assessment of tho

! present situation:

 “Armed opposition now. appears to:

; be confined to sporadic, isolated at-

+ tacks on security forces, but the regime

i believes that the left is regrouping for

. coordinated sabotage and guerrilla -

: activity. The government probably is

! right in believing that its opponents.
. have not been fully neutralized. Qur .

!, reports indicate that the extremist
t movement of the Ravolutlonary Left

i believes its assets have not been ;"

¢ damaged beyond repair. It wants to.

. launch anti-government activity .as

- soon ‘as practical and 'is working to
form a united front of leftist opposition

+ parties. Other leftist groups, including -

' .the Communist and Socialist partles,

| are in disarray, but they have not been i

. destroyed Exiled supporters of the oust-
. ed government are organizing abroad.
! namely in Rome.”

i Colby told the subcomnuttee that

[ “concern over security undoubtedly 1s /

: what accounts forlths ‘junta’s contin-
_ued use of harsh measures to deal with
"the dissidents. The military leaders ap-
parently are willing to alienate some

i
» ., Communist Party chief Luls Cor-

COLBY: I think what. I re:!erred to

* .WHALEN: That confuses me. If hb s -
“ tried for treason. against a government

~* ! , you went to a clty morgue you would

L a result of this coup," Colby said.

.
o

sy

L;:

» support lt home and endure' a Bad" -
press ab:?ogd in order to consolidate '
"\ their hold, on the country and finish'
the job of rooting out Marxist inﬂua
ence. ” . Tyt M

Chance of “Civil War”

ESCRIBING - the present lltuntlon,.
Colby said:
“Armed resisters continue o’ bo
- executed where they are found, and‘a
" humber of prisoners have been shot,

- i supposgdly " while ‘trying to escape.’
\ Such ﬁaaths probably number 200 or |

" more ... Several thousand people' re-;

. main under arrest, including high-rank.

*lng ofﬁclals of the Allende gOVern-ﬁ

. ment.”

. Answering questions, Colby agreed
that the CIA’s figure of more than 200 ;
executions was higher than the junta's
official estimate, He added that "thm?
, were a couple thousand, at least, kill-

: "ed during the fighting which surround—"‘
© ed the coup. It is quite possible that if

byt ‘

fmd that number. The official figure of 3

" total killed is 476 civilians and 37 troop: i

“to a total of 513. We would guess, we

- would estimate, it is between 2,000 and:

3,000 killed durmg the struggles, That
* would not be in my classification as:
/' execution .'. . Some of those were shot:
“down., There is no question about that.
They aré not just.bystanders ...” - .

Colby disagreed, however, with Rep. |
Robert H. Steele(R-Conn.) that the.
junta kilhngs have “done no one any
good » .

“I think our appremation ls that it
dobs them .some good . . . The junta,’
their concern is whether. they could IX
take this action of taking over the’
- government and not generate a real
civil war,  which was the. real chance
.because the Allende. suppotters were.

fairly activist. There were armies in :
1 ‘the country. There was at least a good

“‘chance of a real civil war occurring as;.

Asked whethet ‘civil war remained a.
possibility, Colby replied that, “It waa.“.
It’s obviously declining, but it was a’
‘real possibility. Yes, I think it 1s a real
" possibility. Whether it’s a certainty of‘
not is not at all sure.”

Way Out for Chile

Chile’s military rulers have finally ordered an end to
summary executions, though military courts are still
nflicting death penalties. The junta has also transferred
the last group of foreign prisoners from the-Santiago
stadium to the care of refugee agencies. These overdue

- actions in themselves will not advance national recon-
tiliation very far, ror halt the storm of criticism from
abroad of the junta’s excesses.

« When they overthrew President Allende last month
_the armed forces crushed organized resistance with an

¢ ease that astonished even themselves. That having been -

[ the case, the world simply could not accept' the necessity
‘for the subsequent campaign of indiscrintinate killing

and persecution. In portraying the worldwide condemna- :

tion of these ‘excesses as Communist propaganda, Gen-

The fact that Chile’s armed forces kept to“their ¢on-
stitutional role for decades left them ill-equipped for
/government. All the more reason why they should now .

‘concentrate on national reconciliation while bringing in

qualified civilians to run ministries and overhaul the
ailing economy., There are’ signs that the officers- are °

: now at least recognizing their inadequacies and seeking
“talented help from civilian ranks.

They will find such'assistance more readily if they -

" halt their talk about “extirpating” the Marxist idea by
. arms or decree and their suggestions that Chile’s future. |

should be that of a corporate state: with a permanent i
legislative role for the military services. The excesses
of Dr, Allende’s Marxist-dominated coalition polarized -
Chile and paved the way- for the coup. The junta must
realize that its own excesses in time will prepare the .
3

¢ eral Pinochet and his colleagues deceive no one. | 381 way. for violent counter-revolution and civil»war
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8 hu;enee Bims .

Yt wxll take years to assess all the

changes that President Allende was

" able to make .before he died, midway
.through his six-year term. That he had’
+ done much for Chile is beyond ques.’

: tion. His predecessor, Eduardo Frei,

onlyu, began substantial reforms after- .

' the first half of his presidency. What
:‘wxll now happen to these changes: is
4 still ap .open question, It is likely that
m the "repression which we are now

w:tnessmg they may be washed away.’

Before I describe the - beneﬁts and’

. some of the costs of the Allende years,

Ly must- discuss the nature and policies

kof the ruling military junta and the
\golpe that it staged on the eleventh of

{Sep(embeg. We had heard that Chile’s-

s armed forces were institutionally loyal;
* that they had accepted their place in’
_the life of the npation. and were
v:gorous supporters of civilian suprem-
“acy and the rule of the-constitution.’
"This was certainly true . since the.
- civil war of 1891 in which the presi-.
. dent, José Manuel Balmaceda, was’
ovcrthrown That struggle, in whlcl'i
. segments of the armed forces were.
- pitted - against each other, cost the
. nation 10,000 lives out of what .was

, then a population of under two mil---

vengeance squads. The socual sciences’
‘are prosctibed as morally pnisonous
.and will be replaced by such
disciplines 3s science and leuhnolcgy.

For the moment ‘the- nation is en-:
tirely «in the hands of the- mxhtary
People are summarily dismissed from”
jobs because of their alleged political®

lschefs Peremplory searches of. nelgh-‘

.horhoods are- made at will, und |he|r
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“former commander-m—chxef of the Chnl-—.'
ean army, ‘who loyally served Allende’

“safe”! as he would have served ‘any other’

const:tuhonal president. When he re-*
signed stmultzmeously from the armcd!
forces and from the president’s cabmet‘
- in August he was trying to preserve the
government and placate his colleagues. A
Respected by all and feared by mzmy_11
“of them for his philosophy of mlhtary*

mhabltants are marched off to se‘.ret? obedxcnce to civilian authority, he was,!

_destinations. Those radio and television’

_stations dnd newspapers that are per-'

« mitted to operate do so under the:
threat of. censorship; dissident books,
journals, and magazines are burned or’
. destroyed; the intellectual hfe of Clule
.is in hiding. Rather than a coup, what™
we have -here is a putsch--the junta did
not want merely to take over the-*
. government but to impose by terror d
. new system based “on physical and
psychological fear.

But its problems are just beginning.
Obvmusly admiring of their military -
* colleagues . who rule in Brazilia, the
junta officers must avoid too close a
relation with them if they are not to

offend the other Pacific Coast coun-

- tries that are members of the Andean -
Pact. If Chile aligns itself with Brazil it .
cwill find itself estranged from the
Hispanic nations,’ Ied by its traditional -

“lion. The landed aristocracy and ‘he‘renemy Argentina, who fear the grow-

" pitrate” barons - were - temporarﬂy ‘sucs

ccssful against an apostle of middle-

class reforms, but their victory was
short-lxved since the middle class was’
Yable to win representation in national’
fbfe through electoral means. During
: the following decatles (and then only’
. . in the depression years following World~

- War I) the military rarely acted. When*

L.it did, it did so with self-restraint. Now _
. the vnolence, the systematic terror, and’

. the well-planned barbarism of the mili- -

! ‘tary have astonished students of Chil:
:‘ean history and sociology and made :

" obsolete the data and assumptlons with _

{ which they were working,

Frhe full force of the repression is’
* hard to appreciate because statistics are '
- concealed as' military secrets and few,
" foreign reporters are able to recon-
“ struct them. It is only clear that the

_ killings, beatings, and arrests go on as.

- if Chile needs a new atiocity every day
to remind it that it is now under the
: jackboot. We hear mainly of dramatxc
examples ‘Victor Jara, the Pele“Seeget
*of Chile, was coolly. killed in the
‘ National Stadium because his protest
“ songs’ angered the mlhtary mind. The
{ universities, once among’ Latii Amer-
~ ica’s greatest, have been taken over by
‘ the mimary, their prmuple of.. auton-’
;omy now_ g joke, their dissident facul—
,,lies and students pruned according_ to’
rmaster lists compiled by a-variety ‘of'

* ing power of Brazil. Furthermore, the
_generals can take little comfoit from
recent Argentine history. For while

disposing of civilian rule has been easy.

for the Argentine generals, they have
never been able to govern in its stead.
Throughout - last year Argentine. trade
unions were in turmoil in Cbérdoba.
and in Chile similar trouble could well
take place in an industrial city such’ as
Concepcidn. Last year the Argentine
military caused grave shock and re-
sentment when it massacred political
prisoners in the town of Trelew;

.: equal ferocity , each day of its short
‘period in office. By outlawing the
Peronist movement, Argentine officers
“only caused it to reappear in other
* forms.

R :
Argentina was ungovernable after its
military overthrew the constitutional

government in 1968. How long can

Chile’s armed forces remain in power?
And if the military dictators in Buenos
"Aires had to deliver power to Peron
" because ‘of their own political inept-
ness, to whom could the Chilean gen-
erals turn over their power when then‘
situation becomes equally desperate, as '
- it may well do? None of the likely possi-
.bilities can offer them much comfort,.
Two of the potential leaders are now
out of the country and a third is about
‘to_leave. The first is Carlos Prats, the
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the -
Chilean junta has been acting  with

in a rare act of kindness, spared by the‘
military when he was in its hands.}
"Now in Argentina, he may some day,
in a symbolic if not literal sense—like |
Onggms a century and a half ago—
cross the Andes to libérate his nation.?
- Another choice is Gabriel® Valdés,’
“now in New York-as the director for,l
Latin America of the United Nations?
Development Program. Although he
“has persistently disclaimed any politigal‘]
ambitions, he has many*  admirers’

 among the left wing of his parly. Al

Christian Democrat with fierce loyal-.
‘(xes to democratic principles and the
R rule of law, he is respected throughout |

Soulh America for his advocacy of‘

regional autonomy and national self-”

development. When he was forcngni
mmnter under Frei he insisted at the!

" Vifia del Mar conference in 1969 that®

Latin America declare cconomic mde-"’

pendence from the US; and he con-
tinuously nettled Edward Korry, then

the US ambassador, because he resisted

Korrys meddling in . Chilean affairs.
(Korry has now resurfaced in New

York, amazingly :enough, as the presi- '
"dent of the United Nations Associa- .

tion. His part in hclping to create the |

-conditions for Allende’s downfall :
should be one of the main tasks of the
research that is now commencing on

. the Allende years.)-

A third candidate for restormg tradi--
tllonal democratic rulé in Chile is
Radomiro Tomic, the Christian Demo- .
cratic Party’s (PDC) candidate in 1970, *
An outspoken man who espouses both
socialist economics and Christian hu-
manism, he is loathed by many of the
middle class who feel that he helped to
‘soften the clectorate for Allende’s .
vfctory when he ran on a platform
similar to Allende’s, including national-
‘ization of the- major industries and
confiscation of the copper mines. But:
“he is also widely admired as a man of ¢
probity and intellectual consistency, |

!
4
H

‘

« There is little doubt that he is now in *

personal danger, and cfforts are being”
made to secure a university post for -
‘him in the US (he is onc of Chile’s ]
Jleading social scientists and hest- known,‘
-university professors). - %

. : %
But the military junta is not likely
to transfer its new authority to.any-!
one. If it intends to stay "in power, -




where is its support?

The generals no longer lead a na-
tional army as they did just a few.
wqe)zs ago, but have now become the '
for%; of the oligarquia, the coalition of
‘bigi‘business and big landowners that
opposed not only Allende bul the

-reforms of Frei as well. 1 suspect that

at least 40 percent of the population

‘despises them, a proportion that will

grow as members of the middle class
and the professions come more and
more to resent the new arrogance of
the military and the policies that it is
bound to pursue. What_will the mili-
tary junta do? It cannot return to its
barracks after handing back the govern-
ment to the regular political parties
and parliament. It has nothing but

!scorn for them. And then there is ail
“the blood that has been spilled, the
-executions by firing squads, and the -
torture that have “taken place. After
‘such terror the junta cannot summon’’

"that would have kept the political

normality as it would a class to school.
‘But can the junta continué to rule,’
-supported Only by dnsuplme and weap- °
ons?

It is now clear that the right wing of :
the Christian Democrats, led by Frei, :
thought a military solution was the ;
only one feasible. They refused to:
work out compromises with Allende

system intact. But they were thinking
.of the 1920s when the military acted
more gently and cleared the way for a.’

“resumption. of normal political life,

“They seem to have forgotten. the
“army’s

motto, “By reason or by’
force.” At the beginning of the sum-
.mer, General Pinochet, the leader of
the junta, had proclalmed that if the"
military ‘‘came. out” it would. “kill.”"
One cannot blame the middle class for
misjudging its army; practically all
"Chilean experts did so too. What one
¢an condemn them for is seeking a
military solution in “the first place.‘
Why did they turn to the military? .
Was it because the mlhlary had guns’
and sezmed to be apolitical? Why
“should Frei and his followers ‘in the
PD( have expected the military to be .
2 more patriotic  custodian of the
nationil traditions than they were
themrelves? ’ ‘

»

’Exe mitary has taken an irrevocable.
step. They came out and they *killed.”
In a récent story on the *“Slaughter-
* house in Santiago,” ’\eusweeks Chil-
ean. correspondent  estimated that be-
tween two and three thousand pcople
‘had been killed or_wounded in Santi-
‘ago alone. My colleagues and 1, using
information secretly coming out of:
:Santiago. cstimate that from seven
‘thousand to ten thousand people may.
‘have been killed throughout Chile, a-
figure that takes into sccount reports

40/
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- state.
‘reported
‘printed in the European and Latin’

‘Renan

. than now exists.

of the repression that has been gomg
on in the villages of the south.:

Iy
g

Most of the urban casualties were in -
the neighborhoods of the poor and '

were under-reported. Foreign newsmen

could not get to see these poblaciones .

and they were therefore temporarily
invisible. But in fact the rotos, the.
broken ones,
regime,
invisibility. * Having:
power that

lost the habit of accepting
tasted the
. their government

had, during ‘Allende’s -

real
gave

them, they can’t be expected to return.

to their former. degradation. They too.
can kill. At the-very least they can.
produce a Northern Ireland. They can-

bomb, they cani kidnap, and they can .
assassinate. No military force is large .

enough to prevent this,
But the politics of counterviolence is

not all that the military faces. It is.

unreasonable to expect that an. inf-
-portant faction of the PDC—aSsoclates
of Tomi¢ and Valdés—will play the

trained creatures of a military master.

They are political men whose reformist
party stood for due process and -a.
democratic life. According to those .
who have been in touch with them, ,
they, ‘'and many.other members of the
middle class, are appalled by the,
cruelty of the junta and its bold
advocacy “of a centurion corporate
. Already, in a statement un-,
in . the US or - Chile, but,

American press, Bernardo Leighlon and’
Fuentealba, joined by other'
left-wing PDC congressmen, attacked’

‘their own party for supporting the

junta. This group will doubtless grow.

-as the numbness wears off and thcy"

learn to live with, and master, fear.,
Even the editor of a right-wing news- -
paper recently declared thal there was:
more press freedom under Allende
The military’s fate,
will partly depend on the degree of
terror that it is prepared to maintain.
It may gain time by resorting to a
pollcy of mctlculous extermination of

<all opposxhon. But its. fate will always:

be perilous.

In assessing the Allende years, one
must recognize what he restrained his
government from doing, as well as
acknowledge the misdirection of some

" of his economic and social policies.

Allende preserved the -integrity of po-
litical institutions although

-who will bring Chile’s economy back’

they were,; %ev‘e free to give their often?
hysterical sversuons of events from all
political ppints of view. "Political hfei'
was almost entirely free of secret
police survell!ance Under Allende, poli-3
tics werq"f difficult, frustrating, sec-’
tarian, b&'t most of ali they were‘
dangerous. ‘1t was this last element that‘
pronounced the final sentence on the
president, the constitution, and. the:
self-regulating apparatus of pohtlcal,
< life.

Why dangerous? Because Allende] -
attempted to use politics to bring| -
social justice to a nation that was
lacking in it. Faced with a smug
middle class that cared as little for its)
poor as we do for ours, Allende?
attempted to undo a system in which
"5 percent of the families c'ontrolled]
some 35 percent of the agricultura'l;
land, in which the banks worked only;
for the established rich and indus'tries;f
underproduced products that were;
overpriced. He attempted, and wnth‘z
significant success, to bring health, !
housing, a better diet, and edu-;
cation to the poor, and a sense ot\
dignity and of national participation to
those for wliom Chile’s ¢:onstitutiorml'g
system had previously been unreal nnd?
fraudulent. %

Now the military junta acts as if the
old script can be replayed. The new,
regime’s economic commissar, Raii]
Saez, has recently been touted by the
Wall Street  Journal correspondent,
Everett Martin, as a no-nonsense man

to normalcy. What Martin doesn’t men-
tion is that Saez, the son of a general
who himself attempted a coup agamst
President Ibaiiez, was artfully dismissed
by Frei from his position of minister
of the - treasury after only twenty #
days because of his harsh and inhumane ;
_policies. When the junta’s new forexgn

minister recently arrived in New York1
he was accompanied by Ricardo Claro,’
one of the leading members of the old
group of unregenerate capitalists who;
were called las pirafias during the Frei,
regime. Claro had left Chile when;
Allende came to power. Now he and’
the rest of the ancien régime are back¢
in business. Their first customers—andx
they are good prospects—are leon
and Kissinger and their corporate allies.
Already the US business community,i
as represented by the Council of the

i

The Was '\ americas, which has been mute aboutJ
thwarted by a highly political court . the

suppression , of human rights in’

and legislature, and in turn tried t0 (s pac been told of the mvestment)

outflank their power. There was far
less intentional police brutality under
Allende _than existed under the pre-
vious Christian Democratit regime. .
There were hardly any cases of im-
prisonment on political grounds, The

some facultics became heavily politi- -

cized. The radio and press, wretched &5 g, ;i 59 overthrown, perhaps 1,000

opportunities in the “new” Chile at a |
New York meeting addressed by the‘
foreign minister. K

A Brazilian exile, an expert on hig”"
own country’s mlhtary dxciéloréhip', }

l

‘ universities were entirely free although stated in early October that since '

‘1964, when the legal government of
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"dissenters lost their lives, In Chile, that”

figurg was easily reached in a day, This

- Wwas 'not a typical Latin American '
coup, It cannot be compared to' what .

took’ place in Argentina in 1968 or
Bragil in 1964. It was more in the

_ tuthless move that destroyed national
’ ins{‘itutions in a far more sweeping

manner than has ever before been

" Latin America.

It will be interesting to hear the

" comments of those who insisted that

" Allende didn’t have a sufficient popu-
. lar mandate to bring about the changes.
- which he attempted. For the military, -
.. without any mandate whatsoever, has. .

" -accomplished changes more severe than
. any ever dared-by Allende and has
- wiped out any pretense at pluralism in
- the Chilean social system. The Church
., ’and the military class, for example,
. were upset by Allende’s plans to unify

¢ the educational system, cutting back’

_ the role of private schools, and intro-

- carried out and were undergoing modi-
_ fication when he fell. Now Chile has
. attempted in the modern history of ..

’ tematic policy of economic strangula-
. .tion created a momentum which led to *

curriculuri. Although the American’ -

press barely reported them, these plans
_heavily contributed to the concentra-
tion of military and middle-class op-
position against “Allende. In fact his

a3 . proposals grew out of discussions on
Iragi or Indonesian style. It was a -

education that have been going on for’
decades in' Chile; they were never

school “reforms” far more drastic than
anything the Allende government ever

. contemplated.. .5 .
" The US bears"'ﬁmaior- responsibility ¥ -

for what happened in Chile. Its sys-

the death of constitutional democracy.
This policy reflected the demands of ;| °

-the American corporations that had .

been nationalized or -controlled in°

. Chile. It was conceived in 1971 by - -

John Connally when he was Secretary
of the Treasury, was carried out by his .

. assistant, John Hennessy (a man with .

solid Wall Street connections), and.

. the wind. The Nixon government ex-

_ portant: foans from the World Bank

. ‘Bank. Chile has classically needed for- §

‘unable to supply the nation’s middle'.
" class with the luxuries and essentials to *
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we now. might say, was sentenced 0%
hang from its neck and turn slowly in_

erted pressure to block Chile’s custom-
ary sources of private financing and,’
by ‘using the threat of a US veto, it ’
stopped’ Allende ‘ from getting _im- ]

and the Inter-American Devclopment

eign exchange to buy the food and
other consumer goods that it has not ‘l;
been able to produce for itself. Cut off"
from the funds on which it had’]
counted, the Allende government was

which it was accustomed. C

High inflation and economic short-!
ages were not inaugurated by Allende's ;
regime. Inflation has been character- ",
istic of Chile’s economy in this century
and it soared during the last years of |}
the Frei government. Although it is:;
true that Allende’s attempts at nation- i
alization and land and income redistri- .

. ‘ducing themes of national reform and
{-the value of manual labor into_the i

| NATIONAL GUAKDIAH
_s1ocT9i3
NEV/ TESTINVIONY

I

fiy BARRY RUBIN ) .
Secrel testimony by William Colby. director of the Central
. Intelligence Agency (CIA), has confirmed a number of charges,
‘made by Chileans who support the overthrown government of
President Salvador Allende. I K
; .Colby had discussed the U.S. relationship to the military coup in.
‘¢hile in Oct. 11 testimony. before,the House of Representatives’
Subcommittee on Inler-American” ~Affairs. Washington Post
_correspondent Ted Szule was given artranscript of the testimony hy|
“sources in the intelligence community.” BERE !
Although denying direct CIA involvement in the coup, .Cfolby'
contradicted public government statements that the U.S. did not{
know ahead of time aboukthe military’s plans. He also said that the;
"CIA had’ closely followed economic developments in Chile.!
‘resulting from on ‘“invisible blockade”. against Chile. This
blockade came from U.S. efforts to prevent Chile {rom obtaining
sgoods Tnd credits abroad, from exporting copper to Western
Furope and from re-negotiating Chile's external debts. US.aid anq-r

openly stated by President Nixon ‘in
January, 1972. The Chilean egonomy,

bution were often ~disorganized and
inefficient, it is also true that the ,
shortages that, were so- irritating to,

exports to Chile were drastically cut aithough they have now
resumer for the fascist junta. - ~ '

The Chilean Temporary lesistance Bureau in Paris announced
in mid-October that it had documents. soon tq be released. showing
that the plan of economic blockade was adopted by the National

- Security Council after Allende’s election in November.1970. An

alternate plan for overthrowing the government—rejected at that

‘time—was kep! in readiness and put into effect for the September!

coup. . - )
. Although denying CIA involvement in the coup and the precedipg
truck-vwners lock-out, Colby conceded the CIA had assisted
various anti-Allende demonstrations. He refused to ansyer
questions aboul CIA involvement in the rightist offensive in
October 1972 and an abortive coup attempt in March 1973 because
1 don’t. want to be in a position of giving you a t‘a!ﬁe_ answer."”

SVARIOUS RELATIONSHIPS” LT ST :

“We have had’: Colby told the closed session, *various
velationships over the years in Chile with various groups. In some,
cases this was approved by the National Security Couneil””’
vesulling in assistance to rightists. Calby’s predecessor. Richard
Helms, had earlier disclosed in testimony that the CIA had sent
about $400,000 to. Chile to support anti-Allende newspapers and
radio stations before the 1970 elections, This had been authorized by

- high-Tevel meeting of the “Commitice of 40," a special ‘irisis

management” team headed by Henry Kissinger. Colby refused to’
say if these subsidies were continued to the present. L
Several Congress members al the hearings said
money had heen sent into Chile via Latin American subsidiaries of
L1.S. corporations. particularly from Brazil. - - N

Dante Fascell. a Florida representative, asked Colby if it “‘is.

reasonable to assume that the (CIAY has penetrated all af the
political parties in Chile.” Colby replied. **1 wish 1 ould say yes. ]
cannot assure you all. because we get into some splinters. T think
we have an intelligence coverage of most of them. Let's put it that
way.” Colby continued that this is standard operating pracedure
for the CTA in many countries.

.. Colby also said that UIA representatives were often included- on

‘11.S. leams engaged in cconomic negotiations with other coun-
Atries—a point particularly relevant to the U1.8.'s economic offepgive
against Chile. - ’ ’

__The C'IA direcfor was alse asked whal he thought of the post-coup
situation. He compired it with the Indonesia ‘coup of 1963 ip which
_hundreds of thousands of people were massacred by the military.
_Repression in Chile, he said. would become worse than af [resent

f

5

" Approved For Release 2001/08/07 : C|AQRDP17-0043’2-R000100280061-6'

some US. -




berause “of the strength of the Chilean left. Colby gave CIA
estimatgs of the number of people killed and imprisoned by the
military which. while still Tow. are four times the number admitted
hy the guling junta. Colby condoned the repression hécause civil;
war rejhains “a real possibility.” !

“Arnied opposition.” Colby said. ““now appears lo be confined to,
sporadjc. isolated attacks on security forces. but the regime.
helieves that the left is regrouping for coordinated sabotage and
guerrilla activily. The government probably is right in believing

_ihat its! opponents- have .not heen fully neulralized. Our reports
‘indicate thal the ‘extremist’ Movement of the Itevolutionary' Left
*MIR) Lelieves its assels have not heen damaged hevond repair. It
.Wantg to launch anti-gavernment activity as soon ax practical and

is working to form a united front of leftist upposition parties. Other
leftist groups. including the Communist and Socialist parties. are in

disarray. but they have not heen destroyed.”
Colby also notegt: “Armed resisters continue to be executed

]
}\\-here .Ihey are found. and o number of priseners-have been shot.
isuppnsedly while *irving to escape.’ ™ : :

Other reports indicate that, in addition 1o these killin'gs‘. death

squads arc now in operation against supporters of the Allende: .

! wovernment. Col. Jorge Ispinesa, commander of the soccer -
! stadium concentration camp in Santiago. said that about 50 people
Ireleased from the stadium (where there are still about 3700 -

i prisoners) have' either disappeared or turned up dead. before . .

rreaching home. The UL.S. has organized rightist death squads in’
several countries. including Gualemala and the Dominican,’
! Republic, to torture and kill dissenters. o ety
On the economic front. the junta is continuing ifs pro-imperialist’*
| policies. The vasbunajority of ULS. companies taken aver by the.
Allende government will be returned. according to junta leader
Gen. Augusto Pinochet Ugarte. These include about 40 of the over
300 Chilean and foreign companies nationalized during the three
vears of Allende’s Popular Unily (UP) government. Most of these
_will also be returned to their former owners. The U.S. companies™
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;m‘rangements with junta authorities.

include subsidiaries of 1TT and Dow Chemical Company. with Dow
technicians alréady preparing their factory for production. Other:
1'.S. companies are dispatching cxeculives o Chile lo make -

%,

The junta‘has said that while:11.S. copper investments will notthe .

‘returned, the military will negotiate with the companies over the

amount of compensation to be paid. Allende refused to pay for the”
nationalizations because of lhg excess profits’the companies hgd '
drained out of Chile. Farlier junta statements- tended to indicgle
thal U.S. investments would be readmitted in‘partnership with &v
government. : o R Lo

While favoring U.S. companies and wealthy Chileans, the juntagis
vontinuing to cul into the living standards of the country's workers
and peasanls. Prices on necessities have been rajsed from 200 to
1800 percent for bread. sugar. oil, tea, pastas. shoes. clothes and 70
other ilems. Sugar has gone up 500 percent and bread and milk are
three limes as expensive as hefore the coup. The junta has *
climinated the popular program initiated by Allende of providing
hall a liter of milk free to all children. Tea. a heavily consumed
drink in Chile. has increased in price from 16 to 300 escudos per -
kilo. These are the greatest price increases in Chilean history.

Al the same time, the junta cancelled a wage increase scheduled
by the 1P for Oct. 1. While the dictatorship is promising ahonus for
_the last three months of the year, it will amount to only about one-
lifth of the price hikes. = g .

A massive currency devaluation announced recently by the junta
«hould send prices even higher. .

Meanwhile, o rigid labor discipline has been imposed on workers.
tirganizing strikes or engaging in other labor mevement activities
have becorive grounds for immediate fiving and tue work week has .«
heen increased lo 48 hours—with no pay for the last four hours..
! SUill, reliable sources within Chile report that the failure of the,
{junta to set up a pseuda-democratic facade lias not enabled it to
- gain any important base of support among former Ul supporters -
-nd the resistance is organizing for the long struggle abhtad. , -
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Allendes’ widow charges
U.S. firms control press

| By Jerome H. Walker i

Defending the late Salvador Allendes

erusade to improve the plight of his peo-
ple in Chile, his widow made an emotional
appeal at EDICON in Mexico City (Octo-
ber 8) to the press of North America to
stop “manipulating” information to serve
the .interests of imperialistic international
corporations.

Mrs. Hortensia Bussi De Allende, who
has taken political asylum in Mexico-since
the Junta seized the government of Chile,
was given the privilege of addressing an
audience of about 400 newspaper editors
and. publishers and their guests from the
United States and Latin America.

After being introduced by UPI foreign
news editors Wilbur G. Landry, Mrs. Al-
lende read the text of her remarks in
Spanish. They were translated simultane-
ously into English. At the outset she

thanked UPI president Roderick W.-Bea-.
ton for giving her the opportunity to

speak at the session. Earlier, UPI execu-
tives arranged for a rebuttal speaker from
‘Chile on the following day’s program. -

_Fears North American press Y.

9T will be frank with you,” Mrs. Al-
fende began, “I would be unable to hide
the fact that deep down I am indignant

'and fearful of a certain North American
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press.”

This segment of the press, she asserted,
serves the multinational corporations
which “do not hesitate to trample the

rights of other peoples.” At a later point’

she referred to the “strange marriage of
ITT and the CIA” in an attempt to over-
throw the “victorious people” who had
placed her. husband in the presidency of
Chile.

. Mrs. Allende also alluded to the Water-
gate case as an indication of how the
“cancer of the power of money” of the
giant corporations can be used to exploit
the common people. . .

Mildly, the former First Lady of Chile
remarked that “you journalists are wit-~
nesses to the degree of freedom of the
press that prevailed in Chile, and how it
was misused by the opposition.”

Mrs. Allende detailed the many ways in
which her husband had sought in his so-
¢ialistic ideals to help the workers and
farmers with a program of social emanci-
piatlion. His death, she said, was sacrifi-
cial, :

“Villainy rules’

“Those who hide the truth,” Mrs Al-
fende declarcd, “are accessories to crimes
against humanity. Therefore, I appeal to
your conscience. Let it' be known to. uni-
versal public opinion that villainy rules

b2

¥
today in my Fatherland.

“I do not ask your help to reinstate tlie
liberties in Chile. That is a task for
Chileans. 1 only ask you to help end the
‘unfair and cruel punishment that my
countrymen are suffering. I ask you to.
!demand from the North American imperi-
alist corporations, to which many of you
bélong. That they order their local ser-
vants to terminate the reprisals against
‘workers, peasants, students and the peo-
‘ple of my Fatherland.

Although Landry had announced that
‘Mrs. Allende would answer questions at
the close of her talk, she declined because
it had been an emotional ordeal for her.
But just before taking leave, she stepped
again to the speakers platform and
offered a batch of photographs which, she
said, showed many burial and funeral
scenes in Chile, soldiers destroying the
home of the country’s beloved poet, Neru-
da, and views of his burial with people in

deep morning.
Neruda, she said, had died because med-
jcine was not allowed to reach him “in
good time.” . .
Mrs. Allende told ‘reporters later that
the pictures had been smuggled out of
Chile but she would not identify the pho-
tographer. UPI moved several of the pho-
tos to its clients around the country. *

A second section of the EDICON pro.
gram concerned the issues of the Panamg
Canal Treaty of 1903. Mexico City pub-
lisher Romulo Ofarrill Jr. introduced the
speakers,.Dr. Carlos -Lopez Guevara,
cial ambassador to the US., and Rep.
Robert L. Leggett, Chairman of the Hoyse
Committee on the Panama Canal. .

— e




