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‘THE NEW YORK TIMES, WEDNESDAY, MARCH 15, 1975

C.LA. Ship Brought Up

Part of Soviet Sub

Tt e

~ Lost in 1968 but Failed to Raise Missiles

HUGHES BUILT SHIP

Bodies of 70 Russians
Were Found in Craft
and Buried at Sea

By SEYMOUR HERSH
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, March 18—
The Central Intelligence Agency,
financed the construction of a
multimillion-dollar deep-sea sal-
vage vessel and used it in an
unsuccessful effort last sum-
mer to recover hydrogen-
warhead missiles and codes
from a sunken Soviet nuclear
submarine in the Pacific Ocean,
according to high Government
officials.

The salvage vessel, construc-
ted under disguise for the C.LA.
by Howard R. Hughes, the ec-
ceirtric billionaire industrialist,
did successfully recover about
one-third of the submarine, the
officials said, but the portion
raised from the ocean bottom
did not include either the
ship’s missiles or its code
room. . . )

Instead, the Government of-
ficials said, the C.I1.A.-led expe-
dition recovered the forward
section of the ship containing
the bodies of more than 70 So-
viet seamen and officers who
went down with the vessel
when it mysteriously exploded
in 1968 and sank in more than
three miles of water. The So-
viet submariners were buried
at sea in military ceremonies

that were filmed ‘and recorded

by C.I.A. technicians.

Although thousands of scien~
tists and workmen had security
clearance for the program,
known as Project Jennifer, the
submaring salvage operation
remained one of the Nixon and
Ford Administrations’ closest
_secrets.

Debate on Project

The Jennifer operation had
provoked extended debate in-
side the United States intelli-
gence community since ‘the
C.LA. proposal to build the sal-
vage vessel, with the coopera-’
tion of Mr. Hughes, first under-
went high-level evaluation in
the early ninetecn-seventies.
Critics of the program have

said that the value of émlégveq'fﬁr Weléagé 266’?)6376& :

formation that coukl be

from what they depict as out-
moded code books and out-
moded missiles did not justify
either the high cost of the
operation or its potential for
jeopardizing the United States-
Soviet détente.

The program’s defenders, who
include William E. Colby, Direc-

-tor of Central Intelligence, have

said that the successful recovery
of the whole submarine would
have been the biggest single
intelligence coup in history.

They argue that even a 1968
code book would give the -
Govermnent’s signal experts a
chance to evaluate all of thé
Soviet submerine communica-
tions that were in existencs
then and perhaps for yeawp
before the ship sank. Recovery
of the missiles also would help
provide standards for judging
the existing analysis of such
weapons as compiled from ths
precise scrutiny of aerial photo-
graphs taken by satellites,
Government experts have main-
tained.

In recent weeks, Mr. Colby
has formally requested Secreta-
ry of State Kissinger for per-
mission to stage another at-
tempt next summer to salvage
the rest of the submarine,
which reportedly is lying in
nearly 17,000 feet of water
about 750 miles northwest of
Oahu, Hawaii.

Mr. Kissinger, who serves
as head of the 40 Commitiee,
the secret Government panel
‘that reviews and finances all
lintelligence operations, sup-
ported the efforts of the C.LA.
‘to keep the salvage program
.secret until a decision could
ibe.made on continuing it. Pri-
vately, however, he is known
to have dismissed the Jennifer
‘program as not being of suffi-
cient immediacy to Trequire
much of his personal attention.

It was the 40 Committee
that agreed to secretly author-i
ize funds to the Hughes organi-
zation to subsidize construc-
tion of what was to be publicly
described as the werld's largest
decp-sea mining ship, the Glo-
mar Explorer, The vessel took
its name from the first three
letters in the first two words
of thc title of the company
that operated it forHughes—
Global Marine, Inc.

A New Times reporter initial-
Iy learned some details of the
salvage overation in late 1973,
when the Glomar Explorer was
conducting tests in the Atlantic
Ocean. He stopped his research
on the matter after a request,

its subsidized airline,

CiA-RDRFH-00482R08018036000

7 e funds authorized at more

Following the publication of!
some information about thel
operation by the Los Angeles
Times last month, The New
York Times investigated the|
matter further. The New York
Times was informed by thel
C.LA., in the course of the
investigation, that publication!
would endanger the national,
security because the agency.
was considering an effert this:
summer to retrieve the remain-
der of the sunken suhmarine
and publicity would thwart any
such effort.

The Times decided at that
time to withhold publicition
until the C.LA. either made.
another effort to retrieve the
submarine or decided not to
so ahead with the project.
Some other publications and
broadcasters also decided to
delay. . o ;
“The Times also informed the!
C.LA. that it would publish
a2 comprehensive article on thei
operation if it became knewn
that others were about -to dis-
close details publicly. J

Tonight the story of the So-i
viet submarine and the salvage:
effort was circulating widely,
in journalistic and Goverqr{\entj
circles in Washington. Publica-
tion by one or more COrrespon-’
dents appeared imminent, de-
spite the efforts of the C.LA.
to convince the news media
that its secret should be Ak{:pt,
for the time being. -~ -

High ~Government officials
said M r.Hughes was selected
to provide the cover needed
to shield the true purpose of
{he vessel because of his widely
publicized penchant for secre-
cv, his known interest in deep-
sea mining and the fact that
his wholly owned company—
the Summa Corporation—had
experience in large-scale con-
struction projects. .

In addition, the Hughes Air-

craft Company also has long
peen involved in the construc-
tion and development of space
cateliites for heavily classified
intelligence purposes and now
eraploys a nuQber of former
high-ranking C.I.A. and military’
men.
Another factor behind the
seLection of Mr. Hughes, the
officials said, was his patrio-
tism. The officials insisted that
Mr. Hughes make very iittle
money .in the construction of
the Glomar Explorer. '

They also said Mr. Hughes
was maintaining -title on the.
vessel only under a series of
complex trust agreements with
the C.LA. and the Government
similar to those utilized for

_other proprietary “assets” of

the C.I.A.. such as Air America,

Government  officials  ack-
nowledne that much more than
£250-million has becen spent
thus far on the Glomar Explo-
rer and Proiect Jennifer, with

than $350-million. :

Senior members of the House
and Senate were briefed on
the program, the officials said.:
although it could not be learned!
which  legislators were in-
formed. !

1958-3odel Craft

Operation Jennifer was ini-
tiated shortly after the Soviet!
submarine, a 1938 model of!
the ‘“Hetel” class that was;
‘beljeved to have sailed from,
the Soviet port of Viadivostok.
sustained a series of on-board
explosions and sank whilel
cruising in the Pacific.

American intelligence offi-
cials emphasized that the So-
viet craft was found, after she.
sank, through what was de-’
scribed as “passive” means —
that is, not from signal or
other communications inter-
cepts —and there was no’
chance for the United States
Navy to rescue any crew mems-
bers. . . .

Other sources said the Navy's
sonar underwater listening de-
vices apparently were able to
datect the sounds of underwa-
ter explosions at depths far
deeper than the Soviet Union
could intercept and thus knew
the specific location of the sub-
marine on the ocean floor.

During the recovery attempt
last August, the official sources
said, American techniclans
vere successful in grabbing and
lifting the submarine from the

ocean floor and taising it about

halfway to the surface—rough-
ly 8,000 feet- when there was
a failure in the lifting devices
and part of the ship fell. One.
official talked of “overpres-
sure” in connection with the |
failure of the lifting devices.
The salvage vessel was oper-
ated under subcontract for the
Hughes corporation by Global
Marine, Inc., of Los Angeles,
a firm known for its expertise
in deep-sea operations.
Government intelligence offi--
cials noted that Global Marine;
has cooperated with the Soviet|
Union in a series of underwater,
research and experimental drill-|
ing operations and suggested;
that public knowledge (of its
involvement in the submarine]
recovery operation would not
only embarrass the firm but
said it might limit its future
joint research ventures with
the Soviet Union. ,
A Bitter Dispute
_Complicating the issue is a
Ibitter dispute- between officials
of the Navy, whose Research
and Development Branch was
invelved in the original plan-
ning to salvage the submarine,
and the C.LA., whose scieHcel
and technology office deve-
loped the concept of construct-
ing the Glomar Explorer under
cover. .
fé. officials insisted that
aBon with the Navy
was smooth, but a number of

|
!
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vy officials have bitterly cri-
cized the salvage operation
in interviews. : .
At one point, Government!
officials acknowledged, the
Navy expressed some reserva-
tionic whout the lesality of at-
tempting ta interfere with an-
sher country’s sunken. vessel,
bat it ultimately was decided
% high levels in the Nixon
.Administration that there were
Ino legal bars to the operation.
1 QOne retired Navy admiral
{who was aware of the Jennifer
toperation while cn active duty
!complained that the “only real
.intelligence [to- be obtained
‘srom the Jennifer operation}
is the metallurgical stuff” re-
suiting from an analysis of
ithe submarine’s hull and vari-
'cus internal sections. '
“The codes wouldn't mean
ithat much today,” the retired
rofficer  said in an interview,
“aven if vou recovered their|
code machine. They [such ma-
Ichines] have a tremendous
number of discs and circuits
and you wouldn'tk now what
combination was used.”
i The admiral added that even
lif the codes could be broken,
{¢hey would be made intelligible
only .for a limited period be-
cause of what he depicted as
a random restructuring cf the
various circuits and codes that'
was completed by the Soviet
submarine communicators eve-
ry 24 hours. ‘

Burglary Revelation

The submarine project was
first publicly mentioned by The
Los Angeles Times on Feb. §,
in a report stemming from a
police inguiry in bizarre
burglary last June 5 at the
offices of the Summa Corpora-
{tion, the Hughes holding com-
ipany that—in the public's eyes
i-——owned the Glomar Explorer.
| Documents said to have been
ltaken from a Hughes office
safe in the burglary disclosed,
that the C.I.LA. had contracted!
with the corporation to raise:
|the sunken nuclear:powered'
{submarine, the newspaper said.
{The report was denied at the
‘time by Paul Reeves, general
manager of the ocean mining
division of Mr. Hughes’s com-

pany. .

At least four well-informed:
sources have said in recent
interviews that in their opinion
he initial justification for with-
holding publication of the story
no longer existed because of
the disclosures made in The
Los Angeles Times. Until then.
a number of past and present
high-level intelligence officials
said, the Russians did not know
that the United States had
found and attempted to salvage,
the submarine. |

“What that story’s done is
blown the iperation,” one offi-
cial said. “We can’t use it
tagain.” ,
i High-ranking American intel-
‘ligence officials acknowledzed
i a recent discussion that they
zssumed “the Russians. picked
up the [Los Angeles Angeles
Times] story. The question is
what are they [the Russians]
going to do about it.”

The intelligence offigials ar-
gued that further public discus-
sio of the Jennifer operations
would amount “to rubbing the
Russians’ noscs in it"” and could

_ithe remaining two-thirds of the

lead to adverse diplomMippreove
* ®

e mree e famn

sequences. - WY .
" They also suggested that, de-
spite the published accounts,
the Soviet - Union still 'might
not realize that the Glomar
Explorer’'s next voyage this
summer, should it be approved,
would be -aimed at recovering

sunken submarine. One high
official said that ‘“‘there’s .not
<ai Iot they [the Russians} can
o oo

“We have the legal -right]:
to pick something up off the
bottom.” he said.

Some Success Seen

One high-level member of
the Ford Administration took
exception to the description
of the operation as a failure
and said he had secn reports.
which he acknowledged could
have. been based, describing
the adventure as 50 per cent
successful. o

“If the project was sold on
the basis of what we're going

to get” the official added,
however, “0.K.,, we didn:t get
it.” .
Another Informed-intelligence
official said, “In terms of the
initial objective of the project”
-— the rec .

—the recovery of Soviet mis-
siles with hydrogen warheads,
the submarine:s nuclear power
plant and its code books—*"it
was a failure’

Another source said the pre-
liminary review of the mater)
jals salvaged last summer indi-|
cated that the Russians had
significantly altered the struc-
ture and design of the 1858
cubmarine, initially configurat-|
ed to carry three itercontinen-
tal missiles, and noted that
such information could prove
invaluable in disarmament

stalks. .

Even if only partly successful,
one high-ranking -American
said, “It was a fantastic opera-
tion.” .

The official was referring to
the fact that the C.LA. was
able to finance the construction
of the Glomas Explorer and
to successfully initiate salvage
‘operations without any public
linkling of the true intent of
lthe mission. A number of offi-
icials who were interviewed
ipraised repeatedly the C.LA's
“cover” for the mission.

One former high-level C‘I_.A.i
man noted that by financing:
the Glomar Explorer. pubiicly
ldepicted as the most anax1c¢d
deep-sea mining vessel in exis-i
\tence, the C.1.A. may have been
‘responsible for the creation of
a new industry-—deep-sea min-
ing of mineral deposits. !

When completed in mid-1973.,
the '36.000 ton vessel was 618!
feet long and more than 115"
feet wide, and iis six motors
were capable of providing 12,
000 horsepower to drive the
ship at speeds up to 12 knots.;
In addition, the Glomar Explo-~
rer was equipped with a 209-
lfoot derrick capable of lifting
{800 tons and at ‘least- three;
other lifts nearly as powerful.|

Throughout its -construction,
at the Chester, Pa., yards of
{he Sun Shipbuilding. and Dry
Dock Company, there were
newspaper reports about the
eventual deep-sea mining mis-

o s adasibbide:

seerecy—a . traditfon of the!
Hughes empire—that marked.:
her construction. : !

“If all sails smoothly,” The
Philadelphia Inquirer reported:
on May 13, 1973, as the Glomar‘t
Explorer neared completion,;
“the mystery ship may be at
work next year scooping such
metals as titauium, manganese,
uranium, copper and nickel up
out of the depths to add to
the fortune  of the worldis
'wealthiest recluse.” .

The Government sources ack-!
nowledged that the CJILA.
turned to deep-sea mining as
a possible cover early in 1970
because the Soviet submarine
happened to sink in an area
of the Pacific noted for its
extremely large deposits of va-
luable manganese nodules. A
1973 study of the National
Science Foundation concluded’
that the deposits off the Ha-
-waiian plateau were the most
.abundant within the North Pa-
cific and contained the highest,
values of copper and nickel..

This fact, coupled with the,
heavy publicity over the Glo-!
mar Explorer's alleged deep-sea’
mining mission, provided the
“cover” needed by the CLA..
to attempt the salvage opera-
tion without Soviet knowledge:
and, thus, without possible So-
viet interference, the sources
said. :
They added that a key con-'
cern throughout the history of
the secret operation was the
possibility of violent interfer-
ence—angd possible military ac-
tion—by the Russians if they
happenad to learn the true pur-
pose of the Glomar Explorer’s
mission. The ship .could not
operate with any military es-
cort or protection, for obvious
reasons, the sources noted.

No Suspicions Raised

~ The refusal of the Hughes
corporation to provide any de-
tailed data on the workings
of the Glomar Explorer and
the company’s order to all sub-
contractors that nothing be
made public during construc-
tion of the vessel did not raise
suspicions because of Mr. Hug-
hes’s known excentricism.

In recent interviews, a num-.
ber of senior officials of the
Summa Corporation still denied
knowledge of the Jennifer oper-
ation and insisted the secrecy
was needed to protect the in-
dustrial techniques that they
'said were inherent in the ship’s
‘construction and mode of oper-
ation. .

In addition fo the Glomar
Explorer, the salvage operation
required a deep-diving barge
that was constructed in 1971
and 1972 by the National Steel
and Shipbuilding Company, in
San Diego and designed by
the Lockheed aircraft Corpora-,
tion's Ocean Systems Division.;
The 108-foot-wide barge, which
reportedly has 15 - foot - thick
walls to help provide ballast,
was not directly utilized in
the submarine salvage opera-
tion, Government officials said,
although there were numerous;
newspaper. accounts in 1973:
and 1974 saying that the barge
played a direct role in the
|deep-sea mining operations.

[ As explained by intelligence

ﬁiféf-l 1 sole. func-

'

he. baxﬁi‘s
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[s}xbmarine once it was brought
Iup’ from the bottom. As such,
lit was built to be sunk, towed
‘and then retrieved. This capabi-
Jity was built into the barge
ito help bhide the salvage subma-
i irine from - the possibility of
! 'inadverten‘t detection by Soviet
| [satellites. :
‘| Precisely how the Glomar

‘gIExplorer was outfitted to at-

itempt the recovery of the

‘ldowned submarine could not

be learned; nor- could any ac-

jcurate cost, estimate be made

'for the vessel. One official of

the Summa Corporation said

in an interview that the Glomar

:Explover alone cost more than

53100-mil1i0n. Some newspaper
iaccounts have put the price

itag for the ship at $250-million.
' 1t also could not be learned
whether either of those esti-
mates included the expensivs
. dredging and derrick equipment
utilized in the salvage opera-
tion.

I
|
|
I
|
i

New Technology ;

In recent interviews. high-.
level American intelligence offi-{
‘cials seemed vague about the;
{Glomar Explorer’s potential for
actually conducting deep-sea
mining operations. One official;
said it would “take some
doing” for the Glomar Explorer
to be “rejiggered” into s a
deep-sea mining vessel.

Other officials have boasted
‘in interviews, however, that
the C.I.A. technology involved
in the construction of the ship
had led to breakthroughs in
the feasibility of such mining.

Officials also noted that the
Government was retaining the
patent rights stemming from
any technical breakthroughs in
deep-sea mining techniques
that resulted from the construc-
tion of the Glomar Explorer
and from its attempted subma-
rine recovery., L
It could not be learned how—
and from what Treasury ac-
counts—funds for the construc-
tion "of "the vessel and other
costs were apprepriated by the
C.I.A. and distributed to the
Summa Corporations. The intel-
ligence agency has long hed
contractual arrangements with
the Hughes- Aircraft Company
and Lockheed’s space and mis-
sile division for satellite work:
funded through the National
Reconnaissance Office, This is
the highly secret set up during
the Kennedy Administration
that——operating under cover in-
side the Air Force—is respon-
sible for all of the research,
ydevelopment, procurement and
Jtargeting of America’s satellites
iand other aerial intelligence
iprograms.

i The N.R.O. programs are di-
rected by an executive commit-
tee, informally known at times
as the Ex-Comm, whose official
standing members include Mr.
Colby, as Director of Central
Intelligence, and Dr. Albert C.
Hall, now the Assistant Secre-
tary of Defense for intelligence.
Other officials also participate
in Ex-Comm meetings on a
regular but ad hoc basis, in-,
cluding a representative of the:
National Security Council and!
James W, Plummer, the current
Under Secretary of the Air

IForce. who also serves under:

cover as the director of the

National Reconnaissance Of-

5
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! A number of sources said
that, in addition to the N.R.O’s
'responsibility for aerial intel-
ligence, the intelligence
bureaucracy also maintains a
secret office in” the -Navy for
underwater intelligence recon-
‘naissance programs..’ -

1t was this office, some sour-
.ces said, that initially was re-
sponsible for financing the re-
search into ‘the -problem the
Navy suddenly found itself fac-
ing in 1968: how to recover
a .submarine in nearly 17,000
feet of water.

No Competitive Bidding

Because of the secrecy and
the need for cover. none of
the various contracts awarded
to, the Summa Corporation and
its subcontractors involved
competitive bidding, Govern-
ment sources indicated. One
official said- the Government;
“paid the minimal overhead
fee” for construction of the
ship, suggesting that work was
done on what is known as
a *“cost plus” contract, with
the Summa Corporation getting
a fixed percentage of the total
construction costs.

The Glomar Explorer is now
undergoing repair in anticipa-
tion of a second recovery effort;
this July in the Pacific.

Officials would not say with
whom in- the Hughes .organiza-
tion the C.I.A. initiated discus-
sions about the secret project,
but they specifically said-that
Mr., Hughes, now living in
se-
lusion in ‘the Bahamas, was
not directly gotten in touch
with. The officials also said
no contact was initiated with
A. D. Wheelon, the president
of the Hughes Aircraft Compa-
nv, who once was involved
in the C.ILA’s satellite recon-
naissance programs.

As recounted by a number
of intelligence sources, the
United States initiated the sub-]
marine recovery program only
upon realizing that the Soviet
Union apparently had not been

able to fix the locatibn of its)

sunken submarine. .

After the sinking was con-
firmed and the location deter-
mined, Navy and intelligenca

_the problem to the C.LA.'s di-!

ne:
in the wrong area of the Paci-
fic.

At some point, apparently
still in 1968, the Russians with-
drew  their trawlers and
stopped the patrols, which indi-}
cated thatthe had no idea
where the submarine had. gone,
down. ’ o

“If the Russians knew where
the sub had gone down,” one|
former intelligence official said,’
“they would have stayed therg
all the time [on patrol.].” {

. Ship Photographed i

Although the C.LA is known"
to have taken extensive under-|

ship, there is apparently some!
dispute .over its classification.’
It has been established, howev-
er, that the vessel, which car-
ries three missile launchers, is
in the ballistic missile class.

According to the 1973-74 edi-:

ition of “Jane's Fighting Ships,”

a standard naval reference:
work, it could contain missiles:
with ranges of between 3350
and 650 miles. Some sources!
said, however, that modifica-
tions to the vessel apparengly
had blurred the Navy's ability
to determine its specific classi-’
fication. R :
The Government sources said
that Navy engineers initially,
'sought means of mereiy pere-.
ltrating into the ship—and not
jsalvaging .it——in an effort to.
obtain access to its code room
and equipment, but were unab-
ie to develop a feasible concept
because it it was in such deep
twater. L
The Navy eventually brought|

{

rectorate of science and techno-
logy, headed by Carl Duckett,
Pentagon had become con-
because senior officials in the
vinced, one source said, that
.the military *‘had gotten no
place” in solving the technical
problems that prevented re-
covery of the submarine’s codes
and equipment, :
The concept of building a
deep-sea salvage vessel undet
cover of the Hughes oraggani-
zation reportedly caused sharp
arguments inside the Nixon Ad-
ministration throughout 1970

sea photographs of the sunken)

and 1971. At one point in 1971,

officials watched infApproved hondelease 2001/

the Russians conducted a widel]:

deep: trouble

because tﬂegf

were all kinds of technical
problems,” one source said. In-
later months, there were seri-;
lous cost overruns that led toi
‘even more controversy. :

There were other kinds of!
problems, another source re-
called. many of them revolving
around - official concern about
the potential impact that public
revelation of the secret project
could have on the highly So-
viet - United -States detente,
which was beginning to flou-
rish in the early days of the
Nixon Administration.

Legal Discussions

And, although Government
attorneys knew of 'no interna-
tional law barring such salvage
attempts, there was extended
debate about whether the Rus-
sians legally would be justified
in attempting to sink the Explo-;
rer if they happened to stumble!
onto or otherwise uncover the;
operation. , »

There also was some discus-
sion, one source recalled, of
what to do with the bodies
of Soviet seamen if any were
found aboard the sunken sub-
marine. -

Because of that, high officials
noted, the C.ILA. made elabor-
ate plans for protecting the
rights, under the Geneva Con-
vention, of any dead officers
and men found aboard the ship.

The Glomar Explorer was
equipped with refrigeration ca-
pacity for up to 100 bodies,
and copies of the relevant So-
viet and American burial man-
uals were taken along. The
burial ceremony, when it did
take place, sources said, was
conducted in both Russian and
English and recorded in colo
by C.ILA. cameraman. .

One C.I.A. official said that
four of the agency's decp-sea
specialists who had returned
to Washington after the failure
to recover the whole submarine
’insisted on flying back to the
tGlomar Explorer for the burial
ceremonies. Despite the failure,
the four men are designated
to receive special  intelligence
awards from the Ford Adminis-
tration, the official said. .

Prior to the actual recovery
operation, other objections
were posed on more practical

as. it worth the hundreds

GlAUREPTT=00452R000£0036 0018
S

The New York Times/March 19, 1575

tof millions of dollars involved
to learn what kind of equip-
ment was being utilized bwi
the Soviets? Was there arfy
linformation  available  that;
would have justified the operaf'
ition? o . . g
! All these points were consi-|
dered, one source said, and:
it still was determined " thaty
Operation Jennifer was worth-!
while, even if its chances forf
complete success were slim.}

One former Whitc House aide,
revealed the surprise inside the]
Johnson Administration after.
the Israelis captured some So-
viet weapons after the 1967
Arab-Israeli war.

“We'd spent a lot of time!
making estimates [on the capa-,
bilities of the Soviet weaponry}
that turned out not to be very
,agcurate," the former aide noi-’
jed.

: The c¢apture indicated thay
itoo much reliance 'was bei gi
‘placed on the practice of com-
‘piling such estimatés - by the:
intelligence  community,  heg
isaid. Because of this, the offi-
icial added, he‘ believed that]
jthe sub -salvaging operationg
{“would have been a real coup,}
ia gold miné.” i
i “It was an operation I perso-!
nally would have endorsed if}
‘the cost was right,” he added.!

‘Navy Was Hot on it’ ;
i A former White ‘House aide:
;recalled that in the early nined
iteen - seventies Jennifer alsef
was considered vital for the;
5thep pending United States’ ne
igotiations with the Sovieli
Union on strategic arms limita-§
tions taiks (SALT). .

“We thought that if we could}
get hold of it [the submarine}s
and dissect il,” the former aide:
isaid, “we’d have something tei
luse as leverage in the negotia~
tions. The Navy was really hot!
on it.” :

Mr. Kissinger and: his aides,
however, were reliably reported
to have been less enthusiastic
about the project, although as
President - Nixon's national se-
curity adviser Mr. Kissinger
theoretically had the authority.
to cut it’ off immediately i
he chose to do so. !

A former Kissinger aide re<
called that ‘“when we firsi
heard of it, we said, ‘So what®
" the aide added, ‘8¢
Lthink we cared that muck,
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abput it o T e e
By late 1971 .the internal
disputes inside the Nixon Admi-
nistration had been quicted and
centracts were authorized for
the construction of the Glomar
Explorer and the barge.

There is some evidence that
the various ship builders and
subcontractors were not told
the ultimate mission of the
vessels, and believed that they
‘were solely involved in a deep-
sea mining project for the se-
cretive Howard Hughes. .

Engineers who served aboard-
‘the Glomar Explorer on its first
itest run in July, 1973, later
':reported that major renovation
projects were begun by Summa
Corporation workmen on ghe
hydraulic lifts and the derrick
shortly after the ship left port.t

¢777de Bodson, a Los Angeles
crganizer for the Marino En-
gineers Benevolent Assopxanoh,
which sought to organize the
engineers aboard the Glomar
Explorer, said in a recent tele-
phone interview that the en-
gineers “didn’t know what they
[summer corp workmen] were
doing, but we had the opinion
that whatever it was, they
didn’t want the people at Sunj
({shipbuilding yards in Chester,
ia] to know how they were
wiring the ship.”

N.L.R.B. Case Over Ship

The union eventually accused
Global Marine of violating the
National Labor Relations Act;
by discharging at least 10 mem-:
bers of th-. engineering crew
allegedly because they signed

cards zuthorizing h the union

to represent them. They men
were dismissed as soon as the
Glosar Explorer completed its
initial test run at Long Beach,
Calif., on Oct. 1, 1973. The
issue is still pending before
the N.L.R.B.,.although a tenta-
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tive finding ‘against Global Ma-
rine was made last June.

© One clear sign that high offi-
cials of Global Marine did know
of the Glomar -Explorer’s true
mission lcame when the compa-
ny refused to put any of its
senior_ officers on the witness
stand during the N.L.R.B. hear-
ings, which-were held in Los
Angeles in early 1974, The com-
pany refused to permit -such
testimony apparently in fear
that attorneys for the union
would ask guestions -about the
ship’s mission. )

In 1973 there also were
numerous newspapér accounts
of the Glomar Explorer that
emphasized both its mystery
and its potential for revolution-
izing deep-sea mining. One
such account, published by The
Observer in London in October,
1973, told how the Glomar Ex-
plorer was beginning to mine
minerals on the ocean floor
near the coast of Nicaragua.

The article linked that ven-,
ture to the fact that Mr. Hughes
and his entourage had taken'
up residence for some months}
in 1972 in a hotel at Managua,
Nicaragua. .

‘A dispatch in the Washington
Post in August, 1973, said that
Mr. Hughes had invested $250-
million in the project, which
was expected to such up to
5,000 tons of minerals daily
from the ocean floor. The ar-;
ticle ghich quoted high officials
of the- Summa Corporation not-
ed that some of Mr. Hughes's
luctance to invest heavily ‘in
deep-sea mining venture s ven-
tures, unless the Government
‘provided assurances of finanh-
cial protection in case the Unit-
ed States agreed to an interna-
tional treaty—now being debat-
jed—that would limit or har
ifree exploitation of the ocean

bottom, ‘A~ United” Nations €6,
'ference on the law of the :
sea resumed- deliberations on?
that issue’ -and .others
17 at Geneva. .

In July, 1974, Hughes Corpor-
ation officials were quoted-in.
The Philadelphia Inguirer as
saying that the Glomar Explo-:
rer was ‘“systems testing” in’
the Pacific Ocean. The tests
were scheduled to be completed
by the end of the vear, officials,
said. .- - L

In fact; - the :salvage vessel:
had began its. submarine sal-
vage efforts in the Pacific
Ocean in June, the Government
sources said.'The precise date.
of the operation’s failure could
not be learned, but on Aug.
17, 1974, the Honolulu Adverti-
ser reported the Glomar Explo-
‘rer’s surprise visit to Honolulu,
* The Hawaiian newspaper.ac-
counts emphasized the secrecy
that surrounded the vessel, de-
‘scribing it as a “mystery ship.”
The Glomar Explorer remained
in port near Honrolulu for about
two wecks, disappeared for a
week, reappeared for four days
and then left in early Septem-
ber, according to the newspa-

per. -
Ironically, its visit prompted
an official investigation by
state officials into the owner-
ship of mineral rights in off-
'shore Hawaiian waters. :
According to one member
of the crew, the Glomar Explo-

rer did accomplish some mining

-of minerals in the waters off
Hawaii during its Pacific cruise.
The crew member, who was
reluctant to permit his name
to be used, also insisted during
a brief telephone interview that

- :he -and his colleagues knew

‘nothing of an attempted sub-
|marine salvage effort. -
- Since its failure Jast summer,

March!
g

the Glomar-Explorer his bein
anchored near Long Beach. Her
ldelay in resuming mining oper-
..ations has added to the vessePs
public mystery, since’ many
shipping "experts " have found:
it extremely unusual that such
a costly shi p wouldnotb e

immediately put to work:
Questions Raised

-A number of the Government
sources said they believed: that
the role of the Hughes Corpora-
tion in the Jennifer operation
as well as the company’s unu-
sual involvement in ‘many of
the Government’s most sensi-
tive intelligence missions raised
fundamenta! questions. -

Throughout. the Watergate
inquiry, these sources noted,
the so-called Hughes connec-
tion—revolving around the fact”
that E. Howard Hunt, convicted
in the Watergate burglary, was
working for a public relations
firm doing work for Mr, Hughes
at the time -of the Watergate
break-in in 1972—was never
publicly explored.

Similariy, questions -~were
.raised about the burglary last
June at the Hughes headquar-
ters in Los Angeles. There were
reliable reports that the thieves
sought to blackmail the Hughes
organization and, apparently,
the C.LA. and other Govern-
ment agencies, by offering to

.return the stolen documents
1detailing the submarine :and
other secret operations:in- re-
turn for $1-million. oo

Intelligence officials, in inter-
| views here, confirmed that pay-
off discussions were seriously
nitiated. :
| A county grand jury began
hearings evidence into_the bur-
glary and alleged blackmail at-
tempt on Feb. 13, in a proceed-

ing marked by extremely tight
security, acocnc o : .

Project Jennifer

The -Central Intelligehce Agency’s assignment is to

further the security of the United States by learning’

as much as it can about the capabilities and intentions
of potential foreign foes, the most powerful of which
is the Soviet Union. It has been common.knowledge.
for many years now—at least since an’ American U-2
plane was shot down over Siberia fifteen years ago—that
both sides use the latest technological achievements to
spy on each other.

Soviet and American intelligence satellites course
through the skies daily taking incredibly sharp pictures:
of earth 100 miles or more below. The late Premier
Khrushchev once even publicly offered to exchange.
Soviet spy satellite pictures for corresponding American
photographs taken from space. The most effective mod-
ern intelligence agents are much more likely to be elec-
tronic enpineers than Mata Haris, .

It is spainst this background that the tale of the
Glomar Explorer—the C.LA. ship that masqueraded as
the property of Howard Hughes—must be judged. The
basic idea behind Project Jennifer—the code name used
~—was certainly imaginative: to locate and raise from
the ocean bottom three miles deep a Soviet submarine
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that had sunk in 1968. After much behind-the-scenes
debate, the decision to go ahead was taken; the Glomar
Explorer was built and a specialized new technology
was created; and then last year the attempt was made,

. * " L ’

This really brilliant effort unfortunately fell short of
full success, though it is still 2 major technological feat
that a substantial portion of the sunken Soviet submarine
was brought to the surface. If the full submarine could
have been recovered (and it still may he), it would have
been a master intelligence accomplishment.

This complex and fascinating technological adventure
demonstrates that, once again, American technology
has brought a hitherto inaccessible environment inte the
ambit of man’s future activity. It also underlines the
need for a body of apprapriate international law, so that
economic activity—such as the deep sea mining the
Glomar Explorer was allegedly engaged in—can be car-.
ried out in this new environment and future clashes of
rival national interesis and power can be avoided.

The story is, furthermore, 2 useful reminder of how
‘essential good intelligence is for the national security in
‘a world of nuclear weapons, nuclear submarines and
hydrogen bomb-tipped intercontinental missiles. The C.1.A,
.is only to be commended for this extraordinary, effort
1o carry out its essential mission, ’ ' '
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Soviet sub salvage
disclosure pits CIA

against news ciggers
‘Security agency'’s indignation questioned;
nuclear sub importance put in spotlight

By Dana Adams Schmidt
and Guy Halverson
Staff correspondents of
The Christian Science Monitor/

Washington
Chief among the questions raised
here by public discloesure of the

Central Intelligence Agency's work"

with a Howard Hughes Corporation to
‘salvage part of a Russian submarine
is this:

Do newspapers have the right to
overrule CIA requests that informa-
tion be keptsecret?

After accounts of the CIA in-
volvement were spread across front
pages of the New York Times, the
Washington Post, and the Los Angeles
Times, despite repeated CIA requests

that no publication be made, one CIA:

man commented:

“Of course we are outraged. How
outraged can you get? Does this mean
that in the final analysis the news-
papers will publish anything they can
get their hands on, no matter how
secret orimportant we say it is?”’

At the same time, the entire episode

throws a new spotlight on what .

analysts see as the vital long-range
importance of the nuclear submarine
to both American and Russian mili-
tary strategy.

The salvage was performed by the
Glomar Explorer, ostensibly a deep-

- sea mining ship, constructed by the
Summa Corporation, controlled by
industrialist Hughes. After the Navy,
with super-sensitive sonar. devices,
had located the Russian sub, sunk in
1968, the Americans raised the ship

, from 17,000 feet of water in July, 1974.
-At 8,000 feet however, it broke and the
Navy and CIA gotonly one-third of the
sub, but without missiles or code
machines. N

According to the New York Times,
a Times reporter first learned of the
operation in late 1973, but ceased
research after a request by CIA
director William Colby in early 1974.
Some information was then published
by the Los Angeles Times last month;
the New York Times resumed Its
research.

The CIA said, accordmg to the New
York Times Wednesday, that publica-
tion would endanger national secu-
rity, since the agency was considering
an effort this summer to raise the rest
of the submarine. The New York
Times held up publication until the
CIA made a final decision on the
salvage. So did other news media.
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CIA it would publish if it felt others

were about to publish.
According to the Los Angeles

Times, it published Wednesday be- -

cause the New York Times was
publishing. Columnist Jack Anderson
gave details on a Tuesday evening
radio broadcast. The story was being
widely circulated in Washington
Tuesday night, even as the CIA was
still asking that it be withheld.

After publication of the first Penta-
gon papers stories in June, 1671, the
government tried to prevent further
publication also on the grounds of
national security. The Supreme Court.
ruled against the government and
permitted publication to continue.

While the salvage operation might
be called in some ways a failure,
intelligence souces point out that
important information might none-
theless be gathered by studying the
metallurgy, method of welding, and
other features of construction.

The facts that this salvage ship
could be built in total secrecy, that
U.S. technicians were able to find the
sunken submarine, and that at least
part of it could be raised was, how-
ever, in itself such a remarkable
achievement that some observers

wondered how indignant the CIA
really is about disclosure.
At a time when the agency is under

WASHINGTON POST
21 March 1975
- Nixon Had Refused

Tr) Christen Vessel

i SAN DIEGO, March 20 (AP)
—Former President Nixon in-
‘spected a giant barge without
knowing the vessel was des-
tined to salvage part of a
sunken Soviet submarine, The |
San Dicgo Umon uponed to-
day.

Nixon inspected the 324
foot submersible barge in 1972
while on a tour of the Na-
tional Steel & Shipbuilding
Co. yards, where it was built,
the Union said. '

But - he refused an invita-
tion to christen. the auditor-
ium-sized vessel because no
one at NASSCO would tell
him what it was or what it
was intended for, said
NASSCO president JJohn Mur-
Jphy. .

5

'

severe criticism for quite differenf -
kinds of operations, this feat might
stir admiration among most Amer-
icans and serve as a reminder of the -
agency’s wide-ranging services.

It is being said by supporters of the
CIA that construction of the Explorer,
which cost $250 million, might even
open up new economic horizons in
underwater mining. Some deep-sea -
mining sources, however, doubt this
claim, saying that other systems have
been shown capable of dredging min-
erals at great depths.

International Iaw ,

The Russians are believed not to
have known the location of their
submarine from which 70 bodies were
removed by members of the Glomar
Explorer operation.

While the Russians would presum-
ably be annoyed at the American feat
in raising part of a Russian vessel,
international law experts say that
once a ship is lost at sea it is fair game
for whoever can find it. In other
words, there would not be a legal
basis for a Russian protest.

For this reason the affair is not
expected to damage U.S.-Soviet rela-

‘tions or to affect detente.

The U.S. relies heavily on a tripar-
tite nuclear defense strategy of nu-
clear-equipped submarines, land-
based intercontinental missiles, and
nuclear carrying B-52 and F-111 air-
craft. T1 his recent annual report,
Defense Secretary James R. Schiesin-
ger called the Folaris U.8. nuciear
Poseidon submarine fleet the ‘‘least

' vulnerable element of our strategic

triad.”

Though the Soviets are ahead of the
U.S. in overall numbers of subma-
rines (315 for the Soviets vs. 115 for
the U.S.), the two superpowers are-
roughly equal in the numbers of
nuclear-powered subs (115 for the

Soviets, compared with 101 for the

Us,).
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Wilson Vows Inguiryon C.I;A. '
I It Is Linked to Britain

LONDON, March 18 (Reuters)
—Prime Minister Wilson said
today he would set up an inqui-
Iy into activity by the Central
Intelligence Agency in Britain
if there was evidence that its
agents were operating in the
country.

He was being questioned in
Parliamenf about C.LA. men
szid to be operating from the
American Embassy in London
‘with diplomatic immunity.

One member of Parliament
from the ruling Labor paity
had drawn 2 comparison with
1971 when Britain demanded
the recall of 105 Soviet diplo-
mats said to be involved in
espionage, and asked “if
be here would you demand
their recall?”

Mr. Wilson said that if any
evidence on this came from
the United States investigation
into the agency, or in other

to set up an independent British
inquiry.
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The Submarme Story

{ PITTSBURGH — ‘More remarkable .

than the raising of the sunken Russian
submarine is the reaction of the
American press to the efforts of ‘the
Central Intclligence Agency to suppress
the story. Coming on the heels of
what is widely supposed to -be the
press’s “triumph” in the Watergate
matter, the submarine case suggests
how inadequate it is to curse or bless
the newspapers and television in easy
generalities.

The extraordinary fact is that,
despite all the revelations of recent
years as to how Government officials
_routinely erect the screen of “national
security’” to shield themselves from
political embarrassment, the C.LA.
was able to use that pretext to pre-
vent publication of the submarine
story in virtually a complete roster of
what is usually referred to as the
“Eastern press establishment.”

So is the press, as frequently
charged, so swollen with self-impor-
tance by the Watergate case that it
is now a more aggressive power center
than the Government? On the other
hand, as also alleged, is the press
really more aware than ever before
of its function of -disclosure, its role
as a check and balance on Govern-

ment? Is The Washington Post after .

all a bolder organ of “investigative
journalism” than The New York Times?
And when even the inimitable Jack
Anderson—who forced disclosure of
the submarine story——concedes that
he has “withheld other stories at the
behest of the C.LA,” can it be said
that to do so is in every case a derelics
tion of journalistic duty? Or that to
.“publish and be damned” should be
the-unvarying rule? :
Several points seem worth making.
All the news organizations involved
appear to have made their own deci-
sions to withhold what they knew of
the story. That is, none seems auto-

NEW YORK TIMES
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By Tom Wicker.

matically to have acceded to the
wishes of the CIA., and in some
cases, William E. Colby, the agency’s
director, apparently had to work hard
to gain his objective. In the end, like:
the boy at the dike, he did not have
enough fingers to plug all the leaks,
and the story could not be contained.

Yet, all these major news organiza-
tions for a time took the same atti-

tude. They accepted the contention °

that national security was involved in
the raising of an obsolete Soviet sub-
marine, and they agreed to withhold

_ publication of the story until the oper-

ation either was completed or aban-
doned. The unanimity of the response
seems to lend support to those who
suggest that the press “establish-
ment,” if it is not really a conspiracy,
still is so consistently of one general

‘attitude that it is a monolith, But the
nature of the response does-not sup-

port those who claim that this mono-

lithic press is anti-Government, anti- *

security,
leftist.”
‘Reports suggest, moreover, that
most of the news organizations were
determined to publish the story if

anti-conservative or ‘‘pro-

anyone else did. This is a variation of .

the old mewspaper rule-of-thumb that
if something is known “off the rec-
ord” it can’t be published; but if some-
one' else publishes the same informa-
tion, it is no longer “off the record.”
Can this be appliéd to “national secur-
ity”? If a newspaper is withholding
information in genuine fear of damag-
ing the national security, is it then
justified in publishing the information
just because someone else does so?

- Pd
Does publication damage the national
security less, in such an event? And.
in fact, major elements of the sub- .
marine story had been published, in
The Los Angeles Times of Feb. 8.

Mr. Anderson suggesteéd that one
reason the story.had been withheld
was that the press itself was “shaken”
by the fact that it had been instru- .
mental in forcing the resignation of

Richard Nixon, and that editors were .

trying hard, as a resuit, “to prove how
patriotic and responsible we are, that
we're not against the establishment,
the Govemment that we're not all
gadflies.”

That is plausible, even hkely So is
the concern of an editor who is weigh-
ing journalistic duty and the public’s:
right to know against a high claim of
national security interest. Such deci-
sions are not- easily made and no
responsible person should wish to
abandon them to abstract rules.

Still—here was more money ($350
million) being spent on a project of
dubious value than President Ford now
says would “save” Cambodia. Here
was an exploit that could have been—
and might yet prove-—a provocation
to the Soviets, without necessarily
yielding vital -intelligence information.
Here was a linkage between the shad-
owy C.LA, and the shadowy Howard
Hughes, with the C.ILA. going to ex-
traordinary lengths to suppress the
story. Here, too, at a time of inter-
national dispute on the law of the sea,
was a clandestine enterprise that
potentially could give the United States
an enormous, if not exactly proper,
advantage in undersea mining tech-
niques. As is almost always the case
with “national security” stcries, in
retrospect it is hard to see how a news
organization—let alone so many-—
could have thought such a ;tory ought,
to be withheld.

[C 1A s Clandestine Work Assailed at Meeting H ere

By DIANE HINRY.
Covert political activities of
the Central Intelligence Agency
in foreign countries have been
largely unsuccessful and should
be abolished, according to
many of the participants at a
conference here yesterday on
ithe role of clandestine opera-
tions in a democratic foreign
policy.

Among the 28 participants,
including political scientists,
historians, professors and pee-
'ple with experience in intel-
ligence, a few advocated that
laws be wriilten to prohibit the
CIA from any covert activities
to intelligence gathering.

Arthur J, Goldharg, the for-

former United States Repre-
sentative at the United Na-
itions, found many supporters
in the group when he said that
only in cases where there was
a “real and genuine threat to
the security of the  United
States,” should the CIA be per-
mitted to conduct covert opera-
tions.

Mr. Goldberg suggested that
high administration officials
should be made to “set forth
sworn testimony,” on the nec-
essity of any covert operation
and he recommended that the
President should appiy his sig-
nature to any orders for covert
operations.

Scnator

James  Abourzk,

[mer Supreme Court Justice and

3

author of an amendment to
abolish covert C.I.A. aclivity
that was defeated last year,
maintained that such opera-
tions “violate our promises of
nonintervention into the inter-
nal affairs of other countries.”
In addition, he said, they ‘“vio-
late the constitution of this
country.”

Senator Abourezk said that.

often ‘‘undeclared wars,” and
thus illegal and unconsti-
tutional.

The corferens,e which took
place at the ﬁty University
Graduate School, is a yearly
event held by Arthur M.

who holds.the Albert Sc,hwex-
tzer chair at the university.
Zygmunt Nagorski Jr, a
member of the Council on For-
eign Relations, defended the
C.LA. saying,
eliminate the covert activity of
the C.I.A. you would be taking
away one of its arms.”
“The fact is covert activities
.. must be maintained in or-
der for the C IA to work,”
said Mr. Nagorski, who like
several other participants, z2i2
it was ditficult to differentiate
between intelligence gathering
and covert operations, which
are often meshed in CILA.
activities.

Schlesinger Jr., the historian,

“If you would:

Democrat of South Dakota, thei
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CThe CLA -

- And Free
Speech

By Tom Wicker

Victor Marchetti and John D. Marks
have asked the Supreme Court to over-
turn an Appeals Court ruling that
permitted stringent Government' cen-
sorship of their book, “The C.I1A. and
the Cult of Intelligence.” If the} Court
refuses to intervene;, or sustains the .
Appeals Court, one of ) the. most
.extraofdinary prior restraints in his-
tory will have been allowed to stand, )
and the ability of the Government to
classify and withhold information from
-the public will have been greatly
enhanced.

" The case arose when Mr. Marchet!;i :
“Jeft the employ of the Central Intelli-
‘gence Agency in 1969—after 14 years
“—and began to write a book gbout it.
C.LA. officials learned of his plans
-and went into court, citing an employ-
‘ment contract he had signed pledging
himself to secrecy about what he
Jearned while working for the C.IA.
A temporary injunction against Mr.
Marchetti was confirmed by the
Fourth Circuit Court qf Appeali on
grounds that he planned an unautnor-
ized disclosure of classified informa-
tion. The Government's ‘“need for
secrecy in this area,” tl:xe Appe::lls )
Court said, justified this prior restraint
on publication.

" The result was that Mr. Marchetti
and his co-author, Mr, Marks, had to
submit their manuscripts for clearance
‘to the C.L.A., which deleted 339 por-
tions of it. Subsequent negotxa'gwns
reduced this number to 168 d'elenon;
but the authors nevertheless filed suit
to have the injunction—hence the de-
letions—set aside.

In hearings before Federal District
Judge Albert V. Bryan Jr..in Alex-
andria, Va., the CLA. failed to sustain
its delétions, despite testimony by fo.ur
deputy directors, except in 26 in-
stances and parts of two others.
Meanwhile, however, the book had ap-
peared with all 168 deletions repre--
ented by blank spaces. Then, on Feb. 7,
the Fourth Circuit overruled Judg,e
Bryan and upheld thc'Gm{emm'ean
right to make the 168 deletions. That

[
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decision is the one now being appéaled .
to the Supreme Court.

1f upheld, it would vastly expa.nd,‘
the Government’s' power to classify:
information, Appeals Court Judge
Clement F. Haynsworth Jr., for. ex-
ample, based thgx‘majoritj['s dgcxsxor_x
on what he called “a presumnption of
regularity in the performance by a
public official of his public duty.
Thus, he was able to rule that material

' £lever and justifiable?’

e
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”.Céﬁg and the sub

Was it stupid and wasteful? O

The CIA’s salvage of a part of a
sunken Soviet submarine provides
the stuff of movie drama. It has
pushed Cambodia and the econ-
omy out of the banner headlines
and will undoubtedly be talked
about as a mystery-story relief
from the gloomy news of the day.

Only intelligence experts can
fully answer the above questions.
But, on the face of it, the CIA was
carrying out an operation well
within its mandate.

This is a far cry from over-
-throwing legitimate governments
or assassinating people. It was
what many voices now demand
the CIA confine itself to — gather-
ing intelligence. Although Project
Jennifer was unsuccessful, its
avowed purpose was to obtain
information about the Soviet
Union's missiles and code sys-
tems. If the Russians had a chance
to lay hands on an American
nuclear ship, can it be doubted

‘they would jump at it?

Detente, Americans should be
reminded, does not end an adver-

Both nations_engage in vigerous
clandestine intelligence and coun-
terintelligence activities. It would
be negligent in the extreme if the
U.8. failed to use every sensible
means possible to determine So-
viet strengths and intentions.
Moreover, the CIA’s foresight in
developing such a technologically
advanced vessel for intelligence
purposes will be admired by
many. For a long time the Glomar
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Explorer, as a deep-sea. miniry
vessel, roamed the seas lookizz
for mineral nodules and no oz,
including the Russians, suspected
its other mission.

Whether or not the Jennife.
Project itself was worth the higs
cost is controversial and is bounf
to be studled by the congressionzi
panels now scrutinizing the CIA. &
is possible the judgment was 2
mistaken one. But surely the shjy
is not a total loss. Although thw
cover has been blown and it canrs
longer be used for intelligenss
gathering, it is said to hawe
enormous spin-off value for t
development of resources.

Of greater concern to many &
the role of industrialist Howar:
Hughes, whose name has croppef
up repeatedly in connection wifk
Watergate-related activitiez.
Have his various CIA ties pro-
tected him from government iz
vestigation of his mysterious bust
ness activities? Has the CIA beem
financing a bonanza for him?

A broader concern is that the

" current furor over the CIA wiF

totally discredit the agency. It it

now fashionable o publicize the

CIA’s uglier sides and question-
able judgments — usually made
with’ presidential approval — bu¢
it should not be forgotten that the
CIA has successes to its credi
also. The nation needs a strong
intelligence community — and &
would be a disservice to the U.§
not to keep a balanced perspective
on the CIA as current investi
gations of the organization gi
forward. )

sified, whether or not it had been spe-
“cifically stamped with a classification.
This effectively overrode Judge Bryan’s
finding that in numerous instances
C.I.A. officials had officially classified
information only when *they found it
in" the Marchetti-Marks manuscript,
not before; and it meant that certain
general assertions—something like “the
C.I.A. was active in Greece”—would .
be considered classified information,
even though not specifically contained
in any classified documents.
B

In several other instances, more-
over, Judge Bryan had ‘accepted Mr.
Marchetti’s testimony that he had ob-
tained certain information only after

“he left the C.LA's cmploy. But the

Appeals Court ruled that if the C.I.A.°
had possessed and classified this in-
formation while Mr. Marchetti worked
for the agency, whether or not he
was then in possession of it, he still
was barred from disclosing it when
he learned of it later on.

The Appeals Court ruling apparently

classified information. Rather, it up-
held an injunction against unauthor-
ized disclosure of such information,
maintaining that the Government's
need for secrecy and the contract Mr.
Marchetti had signed overrode his
First Amendment rights. In effect, the
court held that there was a lifetime
restraint on his ability to disclose
material that fell under the court’s .
exceptionally broad definition of classi-
fied information. If that applics across
the board to all the numercus Federal
agencies that require such contracts
of their employes—or those that may
in the future—it will prove to be a
major new restraint on the flow of
Government information to the public.
Yet it remains a singular fact that
the practice of classifying information
rests on no statutory authorization
whatever—only upon a series of execu-
tive orders. Morcover, when the C.LA.

‘was- obliged to prove its case for

secrecy before Judge Bryan, its best
witnesses were in most instances

Government was obliged to prove to.
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Federal District Judge Murray Gurfein, :
in 1971, that publication of the Penta- -

gan Papers would damage the national
security, impressive official witnesses
were unable to do that either.

In both cases, an appeals court, -
hearing no witnesses at all, neverthe-

less overruled the lower court and

opted for Government secrecy and :

prior restraint. Once again, therefore,
the Supreme Court will have to decide

wghser the First Amendment may be -

S0 _cavalierly overriépuen.

‘NEW YORK TIMES
20 March 1975

Submarine Project
| Affects Big Powers,
| AtSeq-Lawlfeeting

Special to The New York Times

GENEVA, March 19—The se-
cret American attempt to raise
a sunken Soviet nuclear subma-
rine will undercut the major
powers’ demand at the United
Nations Law of the Sea Confer-
ence for the unfettered right
to conduct scientific research
in the oceans, a leading spokes-
man for the developing coun-
tries said today. '
“The developing countries
have been arguing on the basis
that espionage is the real rea-
son why the major powers seek
complete freedom for scientific
research,” Christopher W. Pinto
of Sri Lanka said. “Now that
this ig confirmed, they can be,
more forceful.”
Mr, Pinto has been playing
a major role at the 137-nation'
conference, which resumed!
Monday. He -said that the suc-
cess of the conference, which
is attempting to draft a world
charter to govern use of the
seas and the exploitation of
their resources would depend
trade-off.” The major power
on achieving “a collection of
trade-off.” The major pOwers
reject such demands of the
developing countries as prior
natification research activities
and participation of their na-
tionals, he added.

The poorer countries suspect,
Mr. Pinto explained, that the
great powers argue that there
must be no hindering of scienti-

fic progress “simply to cover
espionage aclivities to be car-
ried out at will.”

Intelligence Agency's attempt
to salf salvage the Soviet sul-
marine in the mid;Pacific -is
“hound to complicaté the nego-
tiations,” he said, “but I do
not think it is disastrous.”

The disclosure of the Central

NEW YORK TIMES
16 March 1975

By James Reston

. \WASHINGTON—The main hope for
‘the survival of an effective Central
Intelligence Agency in the United
.States now lies in a clean sweep of its
present leadership and the creation of

.a powerful new joint committee of the .
Allende in Santiago, Castro in Cuba,-

Congress to oversee its future activities,
. ‘The first rule of the spy business is
that spies. are expendable. If they
‘embarrass the government, they are
disowned. It is a hard, sometimes un-

fair, but often necessary rule,- and -

there is no reason why it should be
applied only to the spies and not to
the men who give them their orders.
" The C.LA, has not failed, but it has
been caught fiddling with the liberties
of private citizens and has been an
embarrassment to the Government.
The best way to aggravate the embar-
rassment now and weaken the C.LA.
even more, is to proleng the current

WASHINGTON

‘investigations, retain the present lead-

ers, and. publicize all the crimes of the
past. :

Foreign espionage is an essentlal
put illegal activity, not to be confused
with the political espionage and sabo-

‘tage of the Watergate scandals. It is

a form of undercover war, and the

Communisis are waging it with & ven-
geance now in Portugal, while the

-C.LA., is virtually helpless in its pres~
‘ent condition to prevent the subver-

'sion of that strategically important
country. - : )
- President Ford has handled “the

‘problem as if it were a common case

of government corruption. He has all

the evidence he needs to change the

leadership of the C.I.A. which has been
less than candid, and overhaul the
whole sprawling intelligence apparatus
of the Government, and he is now in
favor of a strong joint committee of
Congress to supervise all intelligence
activities, but he has not yet acted,
and for some mysterious reason Wil-
liam E. Colby, the head of the C.LA,
has not had the grace to resign.

Mr. Ford, when he was in Congress,
was a member of the committee that
was supposed to oversee the C.IA,
and was startled to discover, when he
became President, that the agency had
participated in espionage at home and

“in plots to assassinate political leaders

abroad. Now he says he never suspect~

.ed this sort of thing was going on and

would not have approved if he had.
*Jt" is easy to say that now. But

“during the savage confiicts of the
.early cold war period, it was not so
-easy. The internal struggles for polit-
ical control in key strategic countries
;such as West Germany, Italy, the
‘Middle Fast, and even in.Cuba often
“depended on providing money for

guns, newspaper presses, clandestine
radio stations, propaganda periodicals,

.

{

.!

lean Sweep at C. L A2

and many other things which were .
essential to the struggle, but could:

. mot be disclosed to the general public

without disclosing them to our adver-
saries and threatening the sources and -
even the lives of our agents. - )
All this is coming out now: the.
efforts out of Washington to overturn:
the governments of Diem in Saigon,.

and even the involvement of the C.LA,
in Watergate and other scandals,..
jncluding the opening of the mail of
members of Congress. :

The President says this sort of
thing has now been stopped, but the
underground war goes on, not only
in Portugal, but all over the world.
Moscow has been comparatively quiet.
about the economic disarray in Western
Europe, but it has been particularly
active within the Communist appara-
tus in Spain, ltaly, Greece, Yugoslavia
and the Middle East.

This is not the sort of struggle that’
can be countered or publicized, but
it also cannot be left to the C.LA.
alone or controlled by the weak
Congressional committees that have
failed to supervise it effectively in
the past. )

" It was the fear of exposing the
covert operations of the- CLA. that
led President Ford to appoint a “safe”
committee under Vice President
Rocke.eller to investigate the domestic
activities of the agency, but this had
so little credibility in the country aid
the Congress that both the House and
the Senate are now launching investi-

. gations of the whole U.S. intelligence
_community on their own,

In the confusion, there have even

" been cries to abolish the C.LA., which

make racy reading but no sense. The
agency needs precise new rules limit-’
ing its domestic activities. It needs
close supervision by responsible and
discreet legislators who know in
advance of any covert operation by
any intelligence agents of the Govern~
ment, and it needs new leadership:

On the question of the future
direction of the agency, the recent
habit of appointing directors from the
ranks of the CILA. itself probably
ought to be reconsidered. Men like
Richard Helms, and William Colby,
who have spent most of their lives
in the service and atmosphere of the
ClA., may know more about what
the C.LA. should be doing than
outsiders, but they are not likely to
be the best men at knowing what
it should not be doing.

The C.ILA. has served the nation
well throughout the cold war years,
and this fatt has undoubtedly been
obscured because its successes can
never be publicized while many of its
failures are. Thus it will always be
the object of suspicion, and should be,
but with a new charter, a new director, |
and careful Congressional superyision,
it can undoubtedly regain the confi-
dence of the country and be allowed
to get on with its essential work.
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WASHINGTON STAR
© 20 March 1975

O and A

mfﬁm Hits

@E Sources,

Colby Says

" William Colby, director of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency, was interview-
ed by Washington Star Staff Writer Je-
remich O'Leary.

Question: Clark Clifford, who as
counsel to President Truman partici-
pated in writing the law which estab-
lished the CIA, said recently that the
ground rules need to be updated, to
be renovated. Do you concur with
that view?

Colby: Well, I've made certain
recommendations for changing our
act already. A year and a half ago
when I was confirmed, 1 suggested
that we add the word ‘‘foreign’’ to the
word “‘intelligence” wherever it ap-
pears in our act, so it’s clear it’s for-
eign intelligence that’s the job of this
agency and not domestic. I recom-
mended other things to clarify
exactly what the CIA ought to be able
to do in the United States and what it
should not be able to do in the United
States.

Q: That requires an act of Con-
gress?

A: Yes. It hasn't been passed, but
there was legislation last year — I
supported it — and I'm sure these
{congressional investigating) com-
mittees wil} get into a rather funda-
mental look at some of these ques-
tions.

Q: Would you ever go out of the
business of operating in terms of
your own security within the United
States, in places like New York
where the U.N. is located, or in
places like Miami, where there are
many Cubans?

A: Well, I think, in the first place,
that we ought to be able to collect for-
cign intelligence in America. I think
we ought to collect it voluntarily
from Americans, and we ought to be
able to collect it from foreigners.

V Q: Interviewing returned travel-
ers?

A: That sort of thing, yes. We do a
great deal of that, and there are an
awful lot of Americans who very
kindly help us and support us on this.
We do make commitments that we
wan't expose them as our sources.
That's going to be one of the things
I'm insisting on — that we not expose
them in the course of these investiga-
tions. And I think I've received a,
very sympathetic résponse from Sen.
Church on this. If there’s a reasona-
ble basis for cur withholding-an iden-
tity or something, he certainly has
given every indication that he will
give full considcration to that.

Q: Given the

R, Sive: wm,i&ﬁﬁl’g&%HfﬁﬁReleds%t 2604J0B0B> CHRRIDP77- oogazméﬂ?ﬁ}ﬁ;{eﬁ@ﬂ%-

_subjected  to

‘committees of Congress, by the press

= can the CIA operate effectively as

-a clandestine service under these

conditions?

A: Well, it’s having a hard time.
We have -a number of individual
agents abroad who have told us that

they really don’t want to work for us
‘anymore.

Q: Agéms?

A: Foreigners, working foreigners.
We have had a number of Americans
who have indicated that they don’t
want to work with us anymore - not
employes, but Americans who have
helped us in various ways.

We have a number of for-
eign intelligence services:
that have indicated great

.concern about collaboration

with us ~— whether this will
be exposed, and they will be
intense
criticism in their country. I
think this is a very serious
problem for our country.
We are in the process of los-,

_ing some of the information .

that otherwise we would be
getting.

Q: You mean that some of
these other services and
other individuals are no.
longer confident?

A: They’re beginning to
pull back, or some of them
have j-ist stopped working
with us. And, of course,

more sericus and vet not
more sericus ang yet not

measurable is the number
who would have agreed to
work with us, but now won’t
agree to work with us. I
have seen a couple of cases
where individuals had indi-
cated they thought they
would work with us, and
then came around here very
recently and said, ‘I know I
did agree, but I don’t think I
will.”

Q: Have your actual
operations overseas been
affected by the cux rent
furor?

A: Oh, yes, I think the
current furor has laid a par-
ticular problem on us in
that people exaggerate CIA."
I see that in Mexico there
was an accusation this
week that we organized the
excitement at the universi-,
ty; which, of courze, we had
nothing to do with. We also
have the problem that CIA
is used as a shibboleth to
shout about in various coun-
tries around the world. And
I think we have a more seri-
ous problem: We have to
consider carefully whether
we want to help somebody
and take a risk of destroy-
ing him in the process of
helping him. Because if it
leaks that we helped him at
this stage, we may destroy
his political position entire-
ly. .

What has been the of-

|

Philip Agee which give.
names and a great number
of 1denutzes ? o

A: Well 1 think that’s
absolutely unconscionable
and reprehensible for an
officer who served with us;
accepted our discipline,
-agreed with our activities,
_signed a very warm and
friendly letter on his resig-
nation indicating that he
valued highly his associa-
tion with us, and that he .
would forever maintain the
relationship as one of pride
and trust, that if he could
ever do anything for us he
would be happy to . . I've
got an idea or so as to what.
he might do. He has named
every name he could think
of that was anyhow associ-
ated with us. There is at
least one family who has
been put under consider-
able pressure as a result of
this. A girl hounded out of
school because her father’s
name appears in it. We
have had to make rather
massive changes in our’
situation in that area to pre-
vent people being subjected
to hardships because of this
revelation. And the danger
is that this kind of thing can
go into the whole actionsof
various terrorist move-
ments. Mr. Mitrione, as you
know, was murdered in

‘Latin America. There is a
:school of thought that says
that was a patriotic act be-
cause he was alleged tobe a
CIA officer. He was not a
CIA officer. And’ I contend
that that kind of a murder is
. totally unjustifiable. But
Mr. Agee has put a number’
of people under direct’
threat of exactly that thing
happening to them.

Q: A couple of years ago,
there was a similar furor
‘and public investigation in-
volving the agency and ITT
in Chile. What is the truth'
about the agencys role in
Chile?

A: Well, the fact is, as
T’ve said many times — I
don’t want to talk about the
details of our activity there
— CIA had nothing to do.
with the coup that over-
threw Mr. Allende. It had
nothing to do with the mili-
tary at that time. We had a
program of trving to sup-
port and assist some of the
democratic forces looking
to the elections of 1976,
which we hoped they would
win against Mr. Allende.
The fact was, however, his
policies were such that he
generated so much confu-
sion in the country — not
created by CIA — that the
-military did move against
him. If you ask whether
that was a CIA success or
y it was a
the pro-;
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gram we had in mind did
not take place, which was
that the democratic forces
would succeed eventually
ghrough elections in Chile.

Q: Was the agency aware
that the Chilean armed
forces intended to move
‘when they did?

A: We had certain intelli-
gence coverage of it and we
had a series of alerts indi-
cating that it ‘was about to
happen. They key to it was
whether several different
forces would get together to
do it, and we had several in-
dications that they would on
a certain date and then they
didn’t. And then they would
on another date, and then
they didn’t. And then that
they would in September
and they did.

Q: Did the junta ask the
United Staies or the CIA
whether the new regime
would be recognized?

- A: They certainly did not
ask the CIA, and I don’t
know of any other requests.

Q: There have been a
number of reporis that you
gave a verbal addendum to
President Ford after sub-
mitting your 50-page report
involving the word “‘assas-
sination.’” Did you make
such a report?

A: I think I'll let the
Pregident speak for himeelf
on that. He has spokenonit,
and Ithink it’s appropriate.
Otherwise, I frankly think
*that this is a subject that 1
would like to just stay in a
total no comment position. ..

"Q: Well, there have been
a number of allegations that
the agency either had
knowledge or discussions
involving assassinations,
the ones thar took place in-
volving  Trujillo and
Lumumba, and plans or
plots involving Castro and
Duvalier. What’s your re-
sponse fothat?

A: Well, again, I really
don't want to comment
about that subject. it will be
reported fully to the select
committees. This is not a
subject that I think we
would do any good to the
United States by talking
about.

Q: Can you say flatly that
the CIA has never planned:
-the assassination of any for-
{eign leader? .
5 ) .
_ A: Again, I just don't
want to comment at all on
if. - ) .
‘Q: You’ve discounted re-
ports of sweeping CIA
domestic activity but the
issue remains very much
alive. What's likely to be
the upshot of that?

rather clearly show that'
I'm right, that the program
that we undertook to identi-
fy foreign links with Ameri-
can dissident movements
was not a massive one, in
the numbers involved; was
not a domestic one, because
it was basically foreign;
and it wasn’t illegal be-
cause it was under our
charter and our National
Security Act. So it was nei-
ther massive, illegal nor
domestic. It was an intelli-
gence operation. . :

Q: -A great deal of the
controversy focuses on files'
with the names of U.S. citi-
zens. What steps have been
taken, if any, to cleanse
these files? .

A: Well, some time ago —
for the last three years —
we have been cleansing
some of these records.
Some of our security files,
some of the other things
that had material in it that
really should not have been
in it. We obviously cannot
do that now, because the

investigations are under

way and we cannot be in the
position of destroying
potential evidence for these
investigations. But I have
directed that this kind of
material still be segregat-
ed. And I look forward to
the day after the investiga-
ticns when we have one
jarge bonfire and destroy it
all. Because I don’t think

that we ought to have it and -

I think that the best disposi-’
tion is to get rid of it.

Q: Under the Organiza-
tion Act of 1947, is mail
cover in the United States
illegal? oo

A: In my view, we should
not do it. And that is why I
recommended its termina~
tion in 1973 and it was
terrninated by Dr. Schles-
inger.

Q: But that’s not quite re-
sponsive. Is it illegal under
the mandate?

A: Opening mail is, I be-

lieve, illegal. Reading the
addresses off mail I think
would depend on the author-
ity of the organization in

. question. We're not doing it

— but I could imagine that
it would be legitimate to
look at the addresses of peo-
ple in contact with known
foreign intelligence serv-
ices or something of that
nature. )

Q: But is,a mail cover a
possible subject for crimi-
_nal prosecution? .

. A: I do not believe so.
And I do not believe that the
people who are involved
even in the opening will be
prosecuted. .

A: 1 think that the Aganeved For Release 2001/03/08

of the investigation will

files containing the names

of Americans illegal tndei
the mandate?

A: No, it’s not. It depends

on why. As 1 told Mrs. °

Abzug, if we were watching
a foreign organization over-
scas and she ran into con-
tact with-it and it was re-
ported, 1 would probably
.have her name in the files.
And we so did. We had her
name for that reason. We
‘have coverage of foreign
meetings, things like that
abroad. A certain number
of Russians, a certain num-
ber of Frenchmen, a certain
number of something else —
and maybe five Americans
will go and the names of all
will come back and be card-
ed and be recorded. We
would not do anything with’
them. But in any indication
of any security problem, we
would pass them to the FBI.
At that time, as a counter-
intelligence program, we

_ were vigorously looking to

see whether any foreign
countries had support or
manipulation of our andwar
and various other dissident
movements. We concluded
after our investigations that .
they did not. There wasn’t
any substantial foreign
assistance coming to this.
But we did look into it to see
whether that was so or not,

Q: Has moraie been dam-;
aged by the controversies? |

A: Well, I think there's a’
feeling of  high public
criticism of a few missteps
by the CIA, that if you got
.similar missteps by the
Fish and Wildlife Service,
nobody would notice it at
all. But if it’s the CIA, it’s
‘big news. The low point in
my mind came the other
day when there was a story
about the D.C. police re-
porting its activities during
the antiwar movement, dur-
ing the disturbances here.

The lead paragraph is very
clear that that was a story
about the police. About half-
way down the page it men-
tioned that the CIA had
loaned the police five auto-
mobiles. And on the follow-
on page it menticned that
the CIA had trained about
10 or 12 people. And the twe-

‘column scare headline was
“CIA Aid to Police,” which
was a tiny part of the total
story. But that was the
headline. The problem
about our morale, really is
you get some people in CIA
who feel that they tried to
do their duty, they followed
their instructions from the;
government, they did what|
was expected at the time,|
and people now say it was

wrong. On the other hand,

vou have people in CIAwho

don’t want the CIA to do!
anything wrong, and are!
quite shaken by the fact’
that anything improper was

done over the past 20 years.:
So, you have really the twe

extremes, both of whom feel
somewhat shaken by this
exposure and the attacks.

Q: Have you encountered
any cases in which it was
necessary to discharge or
.seek the retirement of any
employes for violating the
legislative mandate?

! A: No. The ones I think
you’re thinking of is a group
that retired at the end of
December. The facts of that
case were that Mr. Angle-
ton and I had discussions
‘about various things about
his work. I have the highest
respect for the contribution
hic has madc to counter-
.intelligence. I think he is an
iextremely fine public ser-
vant. We did have some dif-
fering views about different
‘details of ‘the matter. I
determined that it was, I
thought, desirable to make
some changes, and I offered
him another activity but
said I thought it was time te
put seme successive leader-
-ship into his responsibility.
'He had the option of retir-
ing, he tock the opticn. He
has agreed to stay around
here a few montns, he's stil}
‘here now, helping us on the
transiticn to the ncw man-
agement. The two officers
who worked with him — 1
said I did not think they
would succéed him as the
chief, and they chose to re-
tire. The fourth officer an-
nounced his plan 1o retire
several weeks vefore the
event.

U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT, April 7, 1975

S-Y/hile the Central Intelligence Agency
is under the spotlight of critical expo-
sure in the U.S., its counterparts in
Con_mnmist countries—particularly the
Soviet KGB--are still very busy.
Known to the CIA, for example, are
attemp:s by the Commuanist secret ser-
vices to recruit about 400 Americans
as spies in the last four years.
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- What's Wrong

With the CIA?

Power, arrogance, and the “inside-outside” syndrome

are what's wrong, says a former CIA executive who

is worried about the challenge to the traditions of
representative government.

by Tom Braden -

Washington, D.C.

e are gathered, four of us CIA

division chiefs and deputies, in the

office of our agency’s director, an urbane

and charming man. He is seated at his

desk, puffing nervously on his pipe and
asking us questions.

Allen W. Dulles is fretting on this
morning in the early Fifties, as, indeed,
he has fretted most mornings. You can’t
be in the middle of building an enormous
spy house, running agents into Russia
and elsewhere, worrying about Joseph
McCarthy, planning to overthrow a gov-
ernment in Guatemala, and helping to
elect another in Italy, without fretting.

But on this particular morning, Dulles
is due for an appearance before Sen.
Richard B. Russell's Armed Services
Committee, and the question he is pon-
dering as he puffs on his pipe is whether
to tell the senators what is making him
fret. He has just spent a lot of money
on buying an intelligence network, and
the network has turned out to be worth-
less. In fact, it’s a little worse than worth-
less. All that money, Dulles now sus-
pects, went to the KGB.

Therefore, the questions are somber,
and so are the answers. At last, Dulles
rises. “Well,” he says, “I guess I'll have
to fudge the truth a little.”

His eyes twinkle at the word fudge,
then suddenly turn serious. He twists his
slightly stooped shoulders into the old
tweed topcoat and heads for the .door.
But he turns back, “I'll tell the truth to
Dick [Russell],” he says. “I always do.”
Then the twinkle returns, and he adds,
with a chuckle, “That is, if Dick wants
to know.”

THE REASON 1 RECALL the above s¢ene im
detail is that lately I have been asking’

myself what's wrong with'the CIA. Two
committees of Congress and onec from
the executive branch are asking the ques-
tion, too. But they are asking out of a
concern for national policy. I am asking
for a different reason. I once worked for
the CIA. I regard the time I spent there
as worthwhile duty. I look back upon the
men with whom I worked as able and

Tom Braden, who knows the CIA firsthand,
is a columnist for the Los Angeles Times
and co-author of Sub Rosa: The OSS and
American Espijonage.
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honorable. So for me, the question

“What's wrong with the CIA?” is both

personal and poignant. '
Old friends of mine have been caught’

‘in evasions or worse. People 1 worked

with have violated the law. Men whose
ability I respected have planned opera-
tions that ended in embarrassment or
disaster. What’s wrong with these
people? What’s wrong with the CIA?

Ask yourself a question often enough,
and sometimes the mind will respond
with a memory. The memory my mind
reported back is that scene in Allen
Dulles’s office. It seemed, at first blush,
a commonplace, inconsequential epi-
sode. But the more it fixed itself in my
mind, the more it seemed to me that it
helped to answer my question about
what’s wrong with the agency. Let me
explain.

The first thing this scene reveals is the

sheer power that Dulles and his agency

had. Only a man with extraordinary

~ power could make a mistake involving a

great inany of the taxpayers’ dollars and
not have to explain it. Allen Dulles had
extraordinary power.

Power flowed to him and, through him,
to the CIA, partly because his brother
was Secretary of State, partly because
his reputation as the master spy of World
War II hung over him like a mysterious
halo, partly because his senior partner:
ship in the prestigious New York law
firm of Sullivan and Cromwell impressed
the small-town lawyers of Congress.

Moreover, events helped keep power
flowing. The country was fighting a
shooting war in Korea and a Cold War
in Western Europe, and the CIA was
sole authority on the plans and potential
of the real enemy. To argue against the
CIA was to argue against knowledge.

. Only Joseph McCarthy would run such a

risk, )

" Indeed, McCarthy unwittingly added
to the power of the CIA. He attacked
the agency and when, in the showdown,
Dulics won, his victory vastiy increased
the respectability of what people then
called “the cause” of anti-communism.
“Don't join the book burners,” Eisen-
hower had said. That was the bad way
to fight communismi:The good way was
the CIA.

POWER WAS THE FIRST THING that went
wrong with the CIA. There was tod
much of it, and it was too easy to bring

CIA-RDP_77-00432R0001 00360_00652 i

ito bear—on the State Departroent, on
; other government agencies, on the patri-
-otic businessmen of New York, and on

.- ithe foundations whose directorships
- they occupied. The agency's power over-

-whelmed the Congress, the press, and
‘therefore the people.

I'm not saying that this power didn't
help to win the Cold War, and I believe
the Cold War was a good war to win.
But the power enabled the CIA to con-

. tinue Cold War operations 10 and 13

years after the Cold War was won.
Under Allen Dupes_ the power was up-
questioned, and after he left, the habit
of not questioning remained.

I remember the time I walked over to
the State Department to get formal ap- -
proval for some CIA project involving
a few hundred thousand dollars and a
publication in Europe. The desk man at
the State Department balked. Imagine.

. He balked—and at an operation de-

signed to combat what I knew for cer-
tain was a similar Soviet operation. I was
astonished. But I didn't argue. I knew
what would happen. I would report to
the director, who would” get his brother
on the phone: “Foster, one of your peo-

_ ple seems to be a little less than coopera-

tive.” That is power.

THE SECOND THING that's wrong with
the CIA is arrogance, and the scene I've
mentioned above ‘shows that, too. Allen
Dulles’s private joke about “fudging”
was arrogant, and so was the suggestion
that “Dick” might not want to know. An
organization that does not have to answer
for mistakes is certain to become arrc-
gant. :

It is not a cardinal sin; this fault; and
sometimes it squints toward virtue. It
might be argued, for example, that only

_ arrogant men would insist on. building

the U-2 spy plane within a time frame
which ‘military experts said could not
be met. Yet in the days before satellite
surveillance, the U-2 spy plane was the
most useful means of keeping the peace.
It assured this country’s leaders that Rus-
sia was not planning an attack. But if .
arrogance built the plane quickly, it also
destroyed it. For surely it was arrogant
to keep it flying through Soviet airspace
after it was stispected that the Russians
were literally zeroing in on overflying
U-2s. : .

I wonder whether the.arrogance of the
CIA may not have been battleficid-re-
lated—a holdover from World War II
machismo and derring-do. The leaders of
the agency were, almost to a man, vet-
erans of OSS, the CIA’s wartime prede-
cessor. Take, for example, the men
whose faces I now recall, standing there
in the director’s office.

One had run a spy-and-operations
network into Germany from German-
occupied territory. Another had volun-
teered to parachute into Field Marshall
Kesselring's headquarters grounds with
terms for his surrender. A third had
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anevertheless,

s R ten wers
ho rad voluntesred to
PRI Pt rlers and 1o take
3 "u’s~<~ Moreover, iney were im-
<, mors tan most soldiers can be
ressed, with the absolute necessity
ascrecy and the certain penalty that
wirziied the breach of it
But they =4 anotter quality that set
i apart. For some reason that psy-
. oir‘nzs.s conid parkaps zxplain, 2 man
volun'eors t0 go on an extremely
:ZETous mission, alone or with one or
ve hzooers,. is likely to be not only
412 2Rt vesomceiul but also somewhat
Relatively few men volunteered to
en or Japanese territory
Wer 1. Those who did
L were c@nscioms that they were,
, CdiTerent.”
©nee hese men had landed behind the
rizs, the cifference took on outward
symbols. Toney were alone, Americans in
% country fuil of French or Greeks or
italians or Chinese. Often they were
treated with great respect. Sometimes, as
mere lieutenants, they commanded thou-
sands of men. At a word from them,
Awmerican or British planes came over to
drop supplies to these men. They earned
%e love znd respect that conquered
aeople felt for the great democracy
called .".merica. Inevitably, they began
o think of themsezlves individually and
o'wcuve}'f as J-epresemmg the national
acnor
Is it not possible that men who have
vaed to do everyihing in secrecy, who
ace accustomed to strange assignments,
and who think of themselves as embody-
ing their country, are peculiarly suscepti-
Gle io imperial Presidencies such as those
of Lyndon Johnson and Richard Nixon?
Have they not in fact trained themselves
0 behave as a power elite?

7O POWER AND TO ARRGGANCE add the
.nys.igue of the inside-outside syndrome.
That scene in the director’s office defines
the problera. Dulles was leveling with
his assistants, and they were leveling with
him. An agent or a station chief or an
official of the CIA who didn’t level-who
departed in the slightest degree from a
faithiu! account of what he kmew or
what he had done—was a danger to op-
erations and to lives. Such a man coulda’t
tzs¢ 2 day in the CIA. :

But truth was reserved for the inside.
To the outsider, CIA men learned to lie,
5 lie ennsciously and deliberately with-
out ihte slightest iwinge of the guilt that
most men feel when they tell z deliberate
lie.

The inside-outside syndiome is un-
avoidable in a secret iateliigence agency.
You bring a group of people together,
bind ti:em with an oath, iest their loyalty
nerieCically with raachines, spy on them
to make suie they're not meeling secretly
with somzone froin tie Czech Embassy,
. rest of ihe world

custdoa thoe froy

v

jie because lying is in the national inter-

est, and they do not behave like other
. me. T e

They do not come home from work
and answer truthfully the question,
“YWhat did you do today, darling?” When
they chat with their neighbors, they lie
abaout their jobs. In their compartment-
alized, need-to-know jobs, it is perfectly
excusable for one CIA man to lie to
another if the other doesn’t need to
know. '

Thus it was ritual for Allen Dulles to
“fudge,” and often he didn’t have to.
Senator Russell might say, “The chair-
man has conferred with the director
about this question, which touches a very
sensitive matter.” The question would be
withdrawn.

Another technique for dealing with an
outsider was the truthful non-response.
Consider the following exchange be-
tween Sen. Claiborne Pell (Dem., R.I.)
and Richard Helms. (The exchange was
concerned with spying on Americans,
an illegal act under the terms of the law
that created the CIA.)

Senator Pell (referring to spying on
-anti-war demonstrations) : “But these all
occurred within the’continental shores of
the United States and for that reason you
had the justifiable reason to decline [to]
move in there because the events were
outside your ambit.” :

Mr. Helms: “Absolutely, and I have
never been lacking in clarity in my mind
since I have been director, that this is
simply not acceptable not only to Con-
gress but to the people of the United
States.”

- No doubt that answer was truthful. No

doubt Helms did think that domestic’

spying was not acceptable. But he was
doing it, and he didn’t say he wasn’t.

Finally, of course, there is the direct
lie. Here is anothef excerpt from 1973
testimony by Helms:

Senator Symington (Dem., Mo.):
“Did you try, im the Central Intelli-
gence Agency, to overthrow the govern-
ment of Chile?” .

Helms: “No, Sir.”

Symington: “Did you have any moaey
passed to the opponents of Allende?”

Helms: “No, Sir.”

Helms was under oath. Therefore, he
must have considered his answer care-
fully. Obviously, he came to the insider’s
conclusion: that his duty to protect the
inside outweighed his outsider’s oath.
Or to put it another way, the law of the
inside comes first.

ALLEN DULLEsS oncé remarked that if
necessary, he would lie to anybody about
the CIA except the President. 1 never
had the slightest qualms about lying to
an outsider,” a CIA veteran remarked
rccently *Why does an outsider need to
know?”

So much for the lessons of memory.
Power, arrogance, and the inside-outside
syndrome are what's wrong with the
OIA, and to some extent, the faults are

12

for the job.

But the events of the Cold War and the
coincidence of Allen Dulles’s - having
such enormous disczetionary powers er-
farged occupational risks until they be-
came faults, and the faults created a
monstrosity. Power built a vast bureaue.

‘racy and a ridiculous monument in
Langley, Va. Arrogance fostered the ke
fief that a few hundred exiles could land
on a beach and hold off Castro’s army.

The inside-cutside syndrome withheis
the truth from Adlai Stevenson so that %z
was forced to make a spectacie of hime
self on the floor of the United Natiowe
by denying that the United States haJ
anything to do with the invasion of Cub:
The same syndrome has made a sad an¢

‘worried man of Richard Helms.

- It’s a shame what happened to thz
CIA. It could have consisted of a few
hundred scholars to analyze intelligence,
a few hundred spies in key positions,
and a few hundred operators ready
carry out rare tasks of derring-do.

Instead, it became a gargantuan ma:.
ster, owning property all over the world,
running airplanes and newspapers and
radio stations and banks and armies and
navies, offering temptation to successive
Secretaries of State, and giving at lesst
one President a brilliant idea: Since the
machinery -for deceit existed, why pot
use it? B -

Richard Helms should have sald 1%
to Richard Nixon. But as a victim of tkx
inside-outside syndrome, Helms could:
only ask Watergate’s most plaintive ques-
tion: “Who would have thought that &
would someday be judged a crime fg
carry out the orders of the President o€
the United States?” :

A shame-—and a peculiarly American
shame. For this is the only country ix
the world which doesn’t recognize the
fact that some things are better if they
are small.

We'll need intelligence in the future.
And once in a while, once in a grem:
while, we may need covert action, teo.
But, at the moment, we have nothing.
The revelations of Watergate and ithe
investigations that have followed hawe
done their work. The CIA's power &
gone. Its arrogance has turned to fear.
The- inside-outside syndrome has been
broken. Former agents write books nars-
ing other agents. Director William Colby
goes to the Justice Department with evi-
dence that his predecessor violated the
law. The house that Allen Dulles buil,
is divided and torn.

THE END IS NOT IN SIGHT. Various com
fittees now investigating the agency will
doubtless find error. They will recom-
mend change, they will reshuffie. they
will adjust. But they will leave the mos
ster intact, and .aven if the monater nevir
makes another mistake, never
overreaches itself-—even, indeed, if «
some other government agencies, it nes e
does anytiing at all—it will, by enieorny
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go right on creating and perpetuating the
myths that always accompanied the
“presence of the monster.

We know the myths. They circulate
throughout the land wherever there are
bars and bowling alleys: that the CIA
killed John Kennedy; that the CIA crip-
pled George Wallace; that an unex-
plained airplane crash, a big gold heist,
werc all the work of the CIA.

These myths are ridiculous, but they
will exist as long as the monster exists.
The fact that millions believe the myths
raises once again the old question which
OSS men used to argue after the war:
Can a free and open society engage in
covert operations?

After nearly 30 years of trial, the evi-
dence ought to be in. The evidence dem-
onstrates, it seems to me, that a free and
open sociéty cannot engage in covert
operations—not, at any rate, in the kind
of large, intricate covert operations of
which the CIA has been capable.

I don’t argue solely from the box
score. But let’s look at the box score. It
reveals many famous failures. Too eas-
ily, they prove the point. Consider what
the CIA deems its known successes: Does
anybody remember Arbenz in Guate-
mala? What good was achieved by the
overthrow of Arbenz? Would it really
have made any difference torthis country
if we hadn't overthrown Arbenz?

And Allende? How much good did it
do the American people to overthrow
Allende? How much bad?

Was it essential—even granted the
sticky question of succession—to keep
those Greek colonels in power for so
long?

We used to think that it was a great
triumph that the CIA kept the Shah of
Iran on his throne against the onslaught
of Mossadegh. Are we grateful still?

The uprisings during the last phase of
the Cold War, and those dead bodies in
the streets of Poland, East Germany, and
Hungary: to what avail?

But the box score does not tell the
whole story. We paid a high price for
that box score. Shame and embarrass-
ment is a high price. Doubt, mistrust,
and fear is a high price. The public
myths are a high price, and so is the
guilty knowledge that we own an estab-
lishment devoted to opposing the ideals
we profess.

IN OUR MIDST, we have maintained a
secret instrument erected in contradiction
to James Madison's injunction: “A popu-
lar government without the means to
popular information is a farce or 2
tragedy, perhaps both.”

As I say, the investigating committees
will prop the monster up. I would suggest
more radical action. I would shut it
down. I would turn the overt intelligence
function over to the State Departiment.
Scholars and scientists and people who
understand how the railroads run in Sri
Lanka don’t need to belong to the CIA

“in order to do their valuable work well.

I would turn the paratroopers over to .
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o ‘The Wild Ramo

Washington.

Recipe for how to make
things worse than they are:
Start with a large order of

ranoia, stir in with ground-

. less rumors and wild charges,
bake with a strong infusion of
CIA flavoring. .

In this charged atmosphere
all the old suspicions about
the assassinations of Presi-
dent John F. Kennedy and his
brother, Senator Robert F.
Kennedy, are being revived.
This can be put down partly to
what is little better than

cheap publicity-seeking by
those who think it is a sure
way to garner a headline.

But reports from around
the country show that the
wildest of the rumors are tak-
en seriously by those, who,
given even a little rational
thought, should know better:
The CIA planned the assassi-
nation of the two Kennedy
brothers. This has taken hold
not only with the crazies but
among the young willing to
believe anything evil about
the “establishment.”

The commission that inves-

tigated President Kennedy’s

. assassination was headed by

the late Chief Justice Earl
Warren who accepted the as-
signment reluctantly after
arm-twisting by President
Lyndon B. Johnson. Gerald R.
Tord, then Republican leader
in the House of Representa-
tives, was a member of the
commission. After sifting with
a capable staff every scrap of
evidence, rumor and report,
including the charge that a
conspiracy was involved, the
commission found that Lee
Harvey Oswald, the loner,
was the killer who had fired
on the President a5 he passed

{

by in the motorcade in Dallas.

As for Robert Kenncdy,
witnesses saw Sirhan B. Sir-
han fire the fatal shot as the
young senator passed through
the antercom of a hotel kitch-
en in Los Angeles. After a
lengthy trial, Sirhan was
found guilty and sentenced to
death. Since his conviction he
has waited on death row in
San Quentin pending judicial
decision on the legality of the
death penalty. Naturally,
members of his family are ea-
ger to exploit the agitation to
reopen the case. .

There seems at tlmes a
competition to see who can
swallow the biggest myth,
with the Central Intelligence
Agency the prime bait. In a
suburb of Los Angeles, the Or-
ange County Bar Association
heard at a lunchecn meeting
Philip (Dave) Thomas de-
scribe hiow he had carried out
22 assassinations in the Soviet
Unlon as a CIA agent. One
newspaper headline said “C1A
Assassin Tells Lawyers of Ex-
ploits.” The speaker went on
to say that to escape the KGB
after his latest killing he had
seized a Pan American 747,
using his American Express
Card, to fly him to safety.

Even though the story is
wildly improbable, the CIA
searched its files. No such
pame nor anything resem-
bling it came to light.

No matter what s eventa-
ally proved to have been
wrongdoing by the CIA, the
rumor-mongering is contrio:
uting to the erosion of the

agency’s status. Many critical -
of

the covert side — the dirty
tricks department of the CIA
— believe that its overt oper-
ations, intelligence-gathering

i

rs About the CIA

and intelligence estimales,
are invaluable and its deszae-
tion would be a severe lez=.
An organization mex £z
tive in promoting the cezire
acy theory of the CIA & the
Mational Caucus of Ezbor.
Comimittees, a militant 3izzz-
ist organization that litds the
CIA with the KGB in a gant
brainwashing opereiom
Members believe in a “r=sier
plot” they must do eversing
possible to frustrate. ¥im &
story appeared in the Tash-
ington Post on the cancrs say-

_ ing the CIA had declinedonm-

ment, Director Willia E.
Colby said that whiz he
thought It was a domestic
matter and the inquiry Ssuld
have been directed to thz=FBI,
he was replying to szy that
while the caucus charges
were “only twisted fatasy
your circulation of them
forces ClA to deny thzm as
flatly false.”

Once before in a ¥=> of
trial and tribulation the wame
witches’ brew of fear &rlsus-!
picicn haunted a trovtis! ma-§
tion. Aftér Presidemt _ora-k
ham Lincoln's assassinz=1 iy
1865 just at the end of £=Civ-1
il War, the rumor pesssted:
that his Secretary of Wi, Ed-
win M. Stanton, had pizped a;
part in a plot to murdz the

Dunaidand athinm woesegsan
LTSI sWOwasug Wea Wi

proved beyond the fast siat
the abrasive Stanton hefclisa
been at odds with Liscla
over thé conduct of thz war,
Latter-day scholars hawz dis-
missed the rumor as vaiande

ed.
Hopefully we will resver

from the present zhrTie,
which is more virulest iar
that of a century ago. B sen-
sation-mongering is no gerv.
ice in our time of troublz.

essential to our survival to mount a secret
attack upon a foe, the army is capable
of doing it, and, with some changes in
command structure in order to bypass
bureaucracy, the army could do it as
swiftly and secretly as the CIA. Under
the command structure of the Depart-
ment of Defense, congressional over-
sight would be possible. Then, if the army
got caught fielding a secret division in
Laos, and if the American people did
not want a secret division in Laos, the
American people would know where to
turn.

I would turn the psychological war-
riors and propagandists over to the Voice
of America. Psychological warriors and
propagandists probably never did belong
in a secret agency.

And, last, I would. choose a very few
men to run spies and such covert op-
erations as the passage of money to those
in other lands who cannot afford to ac-
cept American support openly. But I
would limit covert operations to passing
money to “friendlies.” .

I would house these spy masters and

and I would forbid, by law, any of
them from ever calling himself “di-
rector.” They would not work for the
CIA. Because I would abolish the name
CIA.

As their chief, the President should
choose for a term of six ycars some °
civilian who has demonstrated staunch-
ness of character and independence of
mind. T would make him responsible to
a joint committee of Congress, as well as
to the President, and 1 would not permif
him to serve more than one term.

THUS, WE MIGHT get rid of power. With-
out power, arrogance would not be
dangerous. Thus, too, we could prevent
the inside-outside syndrome, so essential
to secrecy, from making a mockery of
represcntative government.

As for the housc that Allen Dulles
built at Langley, we might leave it stand-
ing empty, our only national monumest
to the value that democracy places upoa
the recognition and correction of a mis-
take.

the army. If, at some Aigigr U BEF PBT Relewsey 306°HO 8108 °CIAURDIPTI?156432R000100360006-2
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‘The chief of Latin Ameri-
c€an operations for the CIA
is leaving the agency effec-
give May 9 to organize for-

mer American intelligence
officers in an effort to de-

fend the the organization -

against those who attack it.

He is David A. Phillips,
52, who has been in charge
of the Western Hemisphere
Division for two years and
is a veteran who has been
CIA station chief in the Do-
minican Republic, Brazil
and Venezuela. Phillips re-
cently informed CIA Direc-
tor William E. Coiby of his
decision to take early re-
tirement and that he
intends to organize an as-
sociation of retired
intelligence officers from
all American services.

The Washington Star
féarned that Colby told
Phillips ne would rather he
rernzin in his present job
but accepted Phillips’ deci-
sion with gocd wishes when
the official made clear his
decision was final.

Phillips tcld the Star he
was particularly’ déter-
mined to defend the agency
as a private citizen, as he
could not do while on the
agency payroll, because
much of the recent
¢riticism of the CIA has fo-
cused on his area of respon-
sibility in Latin America.

THE CIA has been linked
with operations against the
Marxist regime of the late
President Salvador Allende
in Chile and ailegations of
assassination plots against
Prime Minister Fidel Cas-
tro of Cuba, the late Presi-
dent Rafael Trujillo of the
Dominican Republic and

the late President Francois,

Duvalier of Haiti.

The association of retired
intelligence officers does
not yet exist, but Phillips
has sent an open
under that heading to 250
former CIA officers with
whom he is acquainted. The
letter says in part:

“As chief of Latin Ameri-
can-operations, I have been
deeply concerned about the
decline of morale at Lang-
ley (CIA headquartcrs) and
abroad. Snowballing innu-

letter -
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endo, egregious stories and
charges, and even honest
concerns have presented us
with the basic dilemma of
issuing either a general

statement which reassures
few but preserves security,
or a comprehénsive ac-
counting which satisfies
some but at the expense of

- gperations and agents.

““Under the circum-
stances, there is little doubt
that a thorough congres-
sional review is the best, if
not the only solution even
though some leakage of
sensitive details on foreign:
operations seems almost
inevitable.
older documents from the
Cold War period will make:
for pretty heady reading
today. As for our present
activities, I am convinced
we have no problem.

*“IN THE meantime, our
capabilities. abrocad are
being damaged. More and
more of our agents and
friends — many of them

fine people who cooperate-|

on the basis of ideology —
are saying thanks but no
thanks. Friendly liaison’
services are beginning to
back away from- us. The:
Marchettis and the Agees
have the stage and only a
few challenge them.”

Victor Marchetti
Philip Agee are former CIA
agents who have written
critical exposes of the
agency. :

Phillips said he is leaving
the C1A because he wants to
fill the gap and intends to
challenge Marchetti to a
series of college campus
debates. He also will go on
a lecture tour and do some
writing to explain why the
United States needs an
intelligence service,

Phillips said he was con-
cerned that people might
think he was still working
for the agency when he gets
started with the associa-
tion's efforts. He said, *“I
wish to make it absolutely
clear that the CIA manage-
ment has not had, and will |
not have, a hand officially,.!
unofficially or otherwise in
this organization and its ef- I

forts."”

Phillips said he will re-
ceive §15,000 a year as a re-!

A few of our -

and .
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Moscow Bureau ol Tha Suwn

Moscow—=The Soviet Union
'sariously suggested last night
that the U.S. Centrz! Intelli-
gence Agency had plotted the
assassination of King Faisal of
Saudi Arabia because of grow-

ing friction between the moa.
-arch and Washington over the
price of oil ard terms of a
Middle East settlement.

The government newspaper

" Izvestin stopped short, how-

ever, of an open accusation,

- but it left no doubt that 1t

believes the CIA planned and

probably helped carry out
Tuesday’s assassination,

In . a short article headlined

*Who Fired?” Izvestia cites

Arab papers in Beirut, Cairo
end Rabat, Morocco, to impli-
cate the United States in the
assassination, Tass, the official
government news agency, also
has carried stories in the last
two days suggesting that the
Central Intelligence Agency
iwas Involved.

Radio Riyadh in Saudi Ara-
bia has said the assassin, a
nephew of th: King, wes
mentally deranged and acted
alone,

But Izvestiz and Tass quote
the Beirut newspaper Al Liwa
as saying that the United
States had concluded that a
reduction in oil prices was “im-
possible to achieve during
Faisal’s lifetime” and thus de-
cided to assassinate the mon-
arch, who is characterized as

increaslingly “‘disappointed

with American policies.”

The Moroccan newspaper
L'Opinion is quoted as saving
-that the basic American deci-
sion to remove the King came
after the 1973 oil embargo.
“There Is no need to Indicate

. who did it. . . . The events in

U.S5. NEWS &

Chile and in Cyprus give suf
ficient ideas as to who master-
rminded the crime.”

The American inteligence
agency 'is blamed here boik
for the cot: 0 d'etat that over
tarew- the Chilean administra.
tion of President Salvador Ak
lende in 1973 and ihe ouster
last summer of President Mz
karios from Cyprus.

Izvestia pointedly  recalk
that Henry H. Kissinger, the
United States Sseretary  of
State, had wamad in Januarr
that the U.S. mizht find i
necessary in “extreme cireuss-
stances,” as Izvestia puls it, iz
intervene militarily in oil-proe
ducing couniries. Saudi Arabia,
the paper indicates, would be a
principal targat.

“At the end of last year™
Izvestia wrote last nwnt “the
Ainerican magazine Newswﬁex
published an “ominous cartoea
—leaders of oil-producing cous-
tries; being shot at frem around
a corner. Are these threats rgt
becoming a reality?”

Earlier, Tass had suggested
that the new King and crows
prince in Saudi Arabia wers
even more pro-American thap
King Faisal had ever beenm,
leaving the implication that
the United States had gainad
greatly from the assassinatioz.

Tass also suzgested that the
Arabian-American Oil Com-
pany, known as Aramco, may
have been involved in the puta-
tive plot to assassinate Kinz
Faisal because of his recens
actions to nationalize the firm.

These charges were in gres®
contrast, however, to the gen-
erally mild Soviet comment oz
the collapse of Mr. Kissinger's
efforts to mediate a new s
raell withdrawsl from the

Sinal Peninsula. - ~ .

WORLD REPORT
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I spite of the torrene of unfavorable .
publicity about thé Central Intelli-

gence Age

ency, recruiting is booming.

CiA job applications jumped from a
normal 300 weekly to 800 in January
and the rend is continuing.

tired employe compared |
with his present- salary of |
$35,000. The association, he |
said, will be financed by $10
a year dues to be used for
stamps, paper and similar
expenses but not for sal-t
aries. He expects to provide
for his own income through
lecture fees.

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100360006-2

)

s




* Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100360006-2

“FHE ECONOMIST MARCH 29, 1975
Glomar Explorer

Went fishing
Washington, DC

Plenty of people blame the press, the
bearer of bad tidings, for the long string-
of embarrassing disclosures that has put
the Central Intelligence Agency - in a
corner fighting for its bureaucratic life.
The manner in which the true mission
of that celebrated deep-sea mining
ship, the Hughes Glomar Explorer, was
[ cisclosed last week puts the newspaper
editors in a different light. Successive
disclosures in the pasi year showed the
CIA in an equivocal relationship to
some of the ‘illegalities of the Nixon
4. dministration, meddling in the politics
»f Chile, indulging in domestic espion--
age, and under suspicion of complicity
in real or attempted foreign political
assassinations. .. .. e
The Glomar Explorer is a different
~ase entirely. When a Soviet submarine
exploded and sank in the Pacific in
1968, the American under-sea tracking
system established where the wreck
occurred, while the Soviet system failed
10 do so. Eventually the Nixon Adminis-
tration approved the building of a
special ship, with a huge covered satel-
iite barge, which arrived on the spot
Zast year and picked up the Soviet sub-
marine from its position on the sea
bed, three miles down. The operation
was bizarre and financially prodigal,

its legality gave risé to lively argument’

among the government lawyers, it in-
volved deception of the public, and it
involved a covert association ‘with a
financier, Mr Howard Hughes;. whose
relations with the Nixon Administra-
gion were of arguable propriety in
other ways. Still, as a genuine effort to
gather foreign . military intelligence

the operation did fall within the proper

function of the CIA. :

The press handled it quite differently.-

from the agency’s alleged trespasses
and indiscretions. After the Glomar

Explorer sailed in 1973 from the Atlan--

dc port where it was built, one or two
seporters picked up hints that its
mission might be something other than
scraping up mineral nodules from the
- pcean floor, but the CIA was able to
persuade their editors, as a matter of
public interest, not to pursue the ques-
tion. A labour dispute that broke out

NEWSWEEK

over the manning of the ship had some
features not easily explicable in a2 normal
commercial vessel; that drew some
attention.. Last summer the offices of
Mr Howard Hughes’s holding company
in Los. Angeles were broken into and
quantities of its files removed, including
files to do with the Glomar Explorer and
the company’s relations with the CIA.
An attempt at what is described as
blackmail followed, Mr Hughes refused
to pay, and last month a grand jury
in Los Angeles began an investigation.
By now the hints and rumours were
fairly thick, and indeed the Los Angeles
Times published on February 8th a
version that had the Glomar Explorer
searching for a sunken submarine,
though in the wrong ocean. A quick
intervention by the CIA got the report
curtailed and moved to an inside page.
Mr William Colby, the director of the
CIA, got busy briefing editors, usually
telling them more than they knew,
explaining that the ship had not finished
its job but had to return next summer to
collect some more pieces of submarine,
and appealing to their public spirit not
to spoil the game. The New York Times,
the Washington Post, the Washington
Star, Time, Newsweek -and at least
two, radio and television networks had
heard about it and all agreed to hold
their hands, with the reservation that if
others published it, they would have
to. The dam broke on March 18th.
On that evening the New York Times
got word from Mr Jack Anderson, who
continues . the muck-raking column of
thg laic- Drew Pearson, thai Mr Ander-
son:was going to-use the story not in
his column but in his regular radio talk,
and it decided that.it had to go ahead
and publish. S -l
Against publishing the story was the
argument that the Russians did not
know what those two weird vessels
were doing in that spot in the Pacific;
Mr Melvin Laird, who was Secretary
of Defence at the time the costly project

" was launched, has said he would guaran-

tee that they did know. Even so, it is
possible to argue that knowing some-
thing is, for the- Soviet- government,
a different. matter from having to take
cognisance of it officially. The lessons
of the U-2 affair in 1960 have not been
forgotten, and hence the Administra-
tion was careful not to say a word.

One thing that is clear is that the
Glomar Explorer will not be returning

24 MARCH 1975

©

to the spot to look for more bits of
submarine. A rather valuable  ship,
equipped to recover objects from ike
deep sea-bed, looks like coming on the
market, unless the circumspect Mr
Hughes took the precaution of getting
a first option on it. Estimates of the
cost of the whole Glomar Explorer
operation are in the range of $350m.
Senator Frank Church of Idahg,
the liberal chairman of the Senate’s
select committee on intelligence activi-.
ties, lost no time in saying that the
expense was too much: “No wonder

-we are broke,” he said. Few others are
willing .to join .him publicly.in his

judgment.. There. are reports that the
lost Russian submarine had a strange
profile,. which might indicate a secret
modernisation, making ships of its type
subject to the strategic arms limitation
pact, and other reports that one ar-

“more of its torpedoes, which may

have been nuclear-tipped, were re-
covered. Where, if not with the CIA,
can such reports originate? Yet the C14
is also assiduously circulating the ver-
sion that the submarine’s missiles and
its coding apparatus were not, definitely
not, among the articles recovered whea
a part of the wrecked ship fell back inte
the ocean depths. This is something the
agency could be expected to say if it
were true, and also if it were not.
 Intriguing, in a counury that is so
widely said to have succumbed to seif
doubt, become disillusioned with power,
and ‘lost the feel for greatness; is the
generosity of the praise that- is being
heaped on the, In other respecis
harassed, CIA for the boldness and
technical excellence of tnis exercise is
science fiction. What other country
would think of such a project, would
find the money for it and would carry
it out so flawlessly? Where else are the
technological resources for such azn
adventure to be found? Which naval
power lost the submarine from view
(the Soviet Union), and which' powex
tracked.it to its grave in the deep ocean?
Good intelligence work as a guarantee
of national security and a preconditioz:
of effective arms control are celebratest
by the New York Times and the Wash-
ington Post, with expressions of thankfub-
ness that the CIA has, after 2%,
demonstrated its -pre-eminence in the
work which it was legitimately calleid
into existencetodo, - . . . - .

U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT

24 MARCH 1975

con_a\; COMES IN FROM THE COLD

The Central Intelligence Agency is
known to feel thar its secrets will be
szfe with only two of the three groups
thar are now investigating its activi-
ties—the Rockefeller Commission and
the Senate probers. CIA officials worry
about possible leaks of setisitive mare-
rial from the House panel.

Congressional investigators looking into the CIA may :
get more than they expected from their demand that

spymaster William Colby turn over the report he

delivered to President Ford last Christmas in Vail,
Colo., on his agency’s domestic operations. Colby has
told Sen. Frank Church, head of the Senate probe, that;
various in-house CIA task forces have from time to time!
reviewed the agency’s internal workings. He volun-
teered to tum over a list of these studies to the
Congressional investigators. -

: 15
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gadgelry, these agents kill the enemy
on order. They have even "aliminated”
U.S. civilians!

By Roy

Mr. G. was certainly not thinking of
his own death as he hurried down the
convidor to his hotel room in Guatemala.
His mind swarmed with the details of
smuggling rifles and machine guns to a
band of Communist-backed re-
volutionaries in Mexico. They bhad
money to pay for weapons and wanted
delivery at a secret point on Mexico's
eastem coast. A fishing boat captain
from Grand Isle, La., was to make the
delivery. )

Mr. G. was thinking of the sizable
profits he would make from the deal
and barely noticed a thin, well-dressed
young man step out of a room down the
hallway. The young man coughed,
covering his face with a handkerchief.

The two men drew abreast.

“Are you. an American?” the young
man asked. :

Mr. G. turned and his eyes widened
with fright. He starec into the barrel of a
eight-inch long aluminum tube. Click! A
strange vapor spurted from the metal
device, surrounding Mr. G.'s face.

“What the hell--" he stammered,
breathing the sour fumes into his lungs.
He crumpled lo the floor, his face
turning purple. The young man placed
the aluminum tube in his pocket and
casually walked down the hall and
stairway to the lobby. .

1t took exactly 72 seconds for Mr. G.
to die. He died just as the young man
walked out into the strest. Several
minutes later, a hotel maid found the
body and screamed her alarm. It was

. another 20 minutes befcre an ambu-
lance arrived. That evening, a death
certificate was prepared.

Heart attack was the verdict.

The examining docters knew nothing
of a colorless, odorless poison carefully
sealed in a thin capsule and shot out of
a hermetically sealed aluminum tube.
Bizarre poisons are seldom discussed
at medical meetings. Few coroners
know that such a capsule. firad no more
than 24 inches fremn the victin's face,

16
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will produce almost instant death.

The deadly vapors are breathed into
the lungs. Arteries that carry blood to
the brain are paralyzed instantly. Within
seconds, the victim begins to die.
Within minutes, all traces of the
poisonous vapor disappear, long before
an autupsy can be performed.

The poison was developed in 2
Russian laboratory in the late 1550s
and brought to the U.S. Central
Intelligence Agency. in 1961 when
Bogdam Stashinskiy defected to the
West. Stashinskiy, a trained assassin
for the KGB (Kommissariat
Gosudarstevnnoi Bezopasnosti  or
Soviet Committee for State Security),
knew the vapor was an effective murder
weapon. He had eliminated two .anti-
Soviet exile agents in West Germany
before surrendering to U.S. coun-
terspies.

Mr. G. was just one of many victims
of the poison since then. A member of
the shadowy world of international
manipulators, he was a clever soldier of
fortune who specialized in gunrunning,
dope smuggling, and political intrigue.
Like his fellow entrepreneurs, he fed on
revolt and revolution, hurrying to the
world's hottest trouble spois in order to
fatten his bank baiance.

. The assassin  wilth the cd=sadly
aluminum tube was an iileczai, or
“black” agent in the "Plans” sacticn cf
the U.S. Central intelligence Agency.
He is atiached to "Stai D,” an obscure
department known inside the agency as
the “Kill Squad.” Equipped with the
latest in weapenry and gadgstry, these
agents kill the enemy on ofcer. Thair
victims are those persons considered a
threat to the national secunty of the
U.S. In the example above, a
Communist-inspired revolution south of
the border would be a threattothe U.S.,
hence it was necessary to “eliminate”
Mr. G.

Memkters of the “Kill Squad” are the
glamour boys of the ClA's 17,0C0-man
spy organization. They are the true

. Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R00010036?006-2 :

professicnals in the back alley battles ¢’
Cold War espionzge. Cold-bloodedty,
.they cah murder a double agent is
Berlin, fiquidate a_ person who may
jeopardize U.S. security, or arrange fc.
_an assassination squad to kil tne
. political lzader of an unfriendly country.
* Naturally, many of these projects are
.surrounced by the highest secrecy
There are stiff psnaltes to prever':u
present, ‘'or former, agents of the Cli
from discussing their exgeriences. "I'v2
‘been out of the ‘Company’ for tan
years,” ramarked an ex-agent. “Houe
ever, if they knew | was talking, | cou'd
be taken into custody without a warrar:,
hald incefinitely, and brought fo u
secret i12l. More thzan one perzon bzs
been whisked out to the ‘Mansion’ for
interrogztion after they talkad in pustic.”

The “Mansion” is the CIA's top secezt
65-acre private estate located a faw
miles {rom Oxford, Md., along thz
Chaptank  River. The Mansicn ard
grounds are protected by hignh, elsc
triified fences, armad guards and z
patrol of vicious German shepherd
dogs. B -

However, despite ail this official
secrecy, many persons in and out of 2
‘agency have bscome disenchantad .
with the CIA.

At this very moment in Washington,
D.C., a btlue ribbon panel, heaced by
Vice President Rockefeiier, is inves-
tigating ihe organization and is prepar
ing a report for President Ferd. In light
of the fact that much has been exposad
conceming the CIA's aciivities in cur
own country and the operation iu
unseat Saivadore Allencde in Chiiz,
there ar2 tnose who feel that tha ds
and frightening resulis of the
Squacds” should also be revaaiad to the
pubiic. :

Otrars seex power through offics
politics. Like any cther bursaucraic
group. iners are cliguss insids tha Cid
strugzing ior supremacy cver the vas?
spy rsiwc k. Some informanis w
recruitad. trained. sent inio the et
and qu-ckiy became disiilus.cned oy 2
realiies of espionage. “it looks good
only in the movies,” remarked or2
sourca. ’ )

From interviews developed aver 1
span of many months, considerabla
data on the CIA was obtained. Despit
the secrecy, the agency constanty
bubbles with wild stories and fantas..
rumors; separating the fact from i
fantasic was no easy task. Since tki.
information cannot be verified oficialis.

every effort has been made to insurs
accuracy within these limitations.
My inforration includes:
© An aborted assassination pxf
against Fidel Castro during his visit &
New York for an appearance before tha
United Nations;
© The' formation and training @
para-military  assassination squads,
stafied by Cubans;

© “Kill to protect” orders on the {1 ¥
spy plane; ;

©® Persistent rumors concerning &%
possible murder of several U.S. oi-
zens; and .

® Details on the latest weaponry a3
gadgetry.

Get Castro:

2
5
G

Like some anciast
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bearded demon, Fidel Castro is a
satanic figure to CIA agents. "He is
satan incarmnate, a living reminder of the
agency's failures in Cuba, the Bay of
Pigs, and other fiascoes,” reported a

former agent. “They've tfied everything.

1o get Castro. Nothing has worked.”

Originally, the agency was lax in
determining Castro's political beliefs. A
CIA briefing to Presicent Eisenhower's
Board of Consultants on Fereign
Intelligence Activities in late 1960
reported Castro as being a “political
enigma.” A stili secret repart declared
that Castro did not become a Com-
munist until after the Bay of Pigs. "Prior
to that time, his public statements did
not reflect Marxist directions,” the
report stated. s R

Nevertheless, there were those in the
ClA who did not trust Castro, even in
4980, “If he walks, talks, and acts like a
Communist } say he is one,” a crusty
ClA official declared. Others agreed
and, when Castro announced his
intentions to visit the United Nations, an
assassination plot was formed.

“A visit to the U.S. by a foreign leader
is a good opportunity to obtain
information,” explained a former agent.
“The CIA almost always maintains a
hospitality suite for the American
palicemen assigned to guard a visiting
dignitary. When the officers go off duty,
they drop in for free food and drinks.
We debrief them through casual
questioning. Surprisingly, we often pick
up important intelligence data.

“Whnen Khruschev visited the U.S,,
the police reported he was hitting the
bottle,” he said. “He was also abrupt
and he treated his associates in a
demeaning manner. This indicated a
possible . power struggle that ended
when the old boy was ousted.”
 Castro came to New York in 1980
and the CIA opened a hosgitality suite
at the Waldort-Astoria Hotel. Oif duty
policemen assigned to guard Castro
were offered the finest in food and
drink, served and poured by CIA
agents. :

But the assassinalion plot was
aborted. Why? . )

One agent said, “there were just too
many complications.”, :

Shortly after Castro's visit to New
York, the CIA selected several Cuban
exiles to staff ClA-financed assassina-
tion squads..”The idea was that a
four-man team would return to Cuba,
set up posts near Castro’s headquar-
ters, and kill him in a cross fire from
high-powered sniper rifies equippad

" with builets that exploded on-impact.
Another team was assembled to ‘hit
Castro when and if he made a public
appearance. Still ‘another team was
trained to blow up his office, using
powerful explosives.” )

The assassination squads were
trained in the Florida Everglades, under

the direction of a graduate of a WW I -

0SS assassination school. Marine
_officers, assigned to the CIA, assisted
in the training. “Several squads were
trained, but Castro's inteliigence.men
learned of our intentions,” an ex-agent
said. "There are rumors of at least two
attempts made on Castro's life. Bath
failed. | don't know if this was our CIA

squads or séma. ordinary Cuban

citizen.” . o .
What happened to the remaining

assassins? “There is always work fora

“man schooled in murder,” concluded

my informant. “At least one of these.
men was at the Bay of Pigs. Later, he
flew some of the old B-26 bombers for
the CIA in the Congo rebeliion. He gota
bellyful in the Congo aiter being
ordered to fly over native villages and
indiscriminately fire on civilians. He
dropped out of sight after that.” -

Some critics of the CIA, particulaﬂy;
those with dispute the “lone assassin”
verdict in the death of Pres. John
Kennedy, believe the CIA is responsi-
ble for the murder of several world
leaders. : :

A group of independent, self-
financed investigators have been sifting

the facts in several assassinations for -

several years. They are concerned with
what are considered similarities in the
deaths of Patrice Lumumba, Dag
Hammarskjold, Sen. Robart Kennedy,
Pres. John Kennedy, Martin Luther
King, Jr., and Malcolm X. "There are
certain patterns in these murders {0
warrant further investigation,” one
investigator declared. ‘ .

Another investigalor was more out-
spaken. "I am convincad that a cliua
within the Central Inzsiligence Agancy,
or a ClA-linked group, is responsiote for
several assassinations,” he reportad. i
just find it too incredible to believe an
“agency of the U.S. govemment wouid
cold-bloodedly murder Presidant Ken-
‘nedy, or assassinate some of the best
minds in the modarn worid simpiy
betause the victims did not believe in
the Cold War.”

. However, these independent inves-
tigators are not overly optimistic abcut
the results of their investigations.."If we
had everything down in black and
white, hard evidence, no_one would
believe it,” one man concluded. The
facts are few, the theories are numer-

The U-2 Murders: “Intelisence flights
overunfriendly countries sizied as early
as 1952 or 1953, using ihs early U-2
planes under CIA jurisdiction,” a former
CIA agent revealed. “The U-2 flights
have continued to this day, despile the
photographs we obtain from our ‘spies
in the sky.’ i
. “Tha U-2 planes flown over Russia
were highly improved aircraft. Their
Tange was tremendous and thair
alitude was quite high,” he continuad.
“The CIA was charged with protecting
these planes from any publicily and an
English civilian was ‘eliminated’ when
he attempted to take picturas of the U-2
at Lakenheath, England.

“| heard of another incident that
allegedly occurred at Atsugi Airpor,
near Tokyo, in the fall of 1858. A
Japanese teer-ager slipped onto the
base and snapped a few piclures,
which he hopad, to seil to newspapers
or magazines.  Word got back to
someone and, lhe next evening, the
teen-ager drownad himself. Naturally,
assume he had very litlle choice and
was probably held under the water by
an agent,” he concluded. :

Are the assassinations of civilians

cleared through channels? Must prior
approval be obtaired? . .

“Absolutely not! An agent in the
‘black’ section is lrained, and chargzd,
to make his own decisions,” ths
informant said. “An agent may be ocutof

- contact with his superiors for long
peiiods of time. If security is com-

promised, they will reinember that dead
men tell no tales. Also, a requast for
permission to kill indicates an agent
may have slipped up somewhere along
the line. Your superors in the agency
do not like mistakes. You co what yos
must do to protact the nalional security
and you do it weil. An agent migh!
request a professional assassin if ha is
comironted with a particularly comai--
cated job. Then, the agency would sand
a pro or two out into the fiald." .
It was essential that the U-2 proisct
be protected by “kill" orders. .
Despite his braggart's shouts, Rus-
sian Premier Nikita Khrushchev and his
predecessors knew the CIA pulled oif
an important coup in the Cold War.
The following information was cb-
“tained from a former U-2 pilot and was
verified by other sources. “The U-2 was
a beautiful plane,” the pilot said. “There
were several windows built into the
_bottom of the craft, designed 2
photograph enemy installations from
high altitudes. This was an important
function of the flights over Russia and
China.
“However, there was another gadget
in the plane and a system of pushing

. br*tons at certain points along the

flight,” he continued. “These buttons
activated a recording device that mads
a radar imprint on tape of the plane’s
flight over the Earth. We obtained 2
flight pattern on the tape. Alfler
processing, the radar tape.could ba
locked into an atomic missile. The
missile guidance system is set up @
follow the exact pattern on the tape,
from .launching until strikedown. The
missile might deviate off course, but &
has to come.back and seek out the
pattern on the tape.

“It is a foolproof system for directing
an atomic missile directly on target
without missing by an inch,” he said.
“Once that missile is launched, nothing
other than. a shoot-down can stop it
from hitting directly on target. Scramble
systems can foul up a computer
directed missile. The typography of the
Earth for several hundred miles needo
be changed to stop a radar tape-
directed missile. That's an impossibility

TS U

" so the missile is ready to hit directly ca

target!

“When Francis Gary Powers crashes
and Nikita Khrushchev discovered we
had missiles homed in right on ks
head, he almost went nuts,” the pita:
continued. “He knew there was absa-
lutely nothing he could do. We've beaa
zeroed in for years on every importast
target in Russia and Red China.”

Some intelligence people believe tha
crash of Powers's U-2 plane was no
accident. “The whole thing has just
never added up,” the pilot concluded.
“Things are never what they seem in
espionage. A secretweapon is no goad
unless the enemy knows about it.” if
Powers did play such a role in a
“set-up” crash inside Russia, it would
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be the mos! Licredwle espionage siory
in history.

He Was An /dealisé: Terival intelli-
gence Agency traineis sy called
JOT's, Junior Ofiicer Trainees, during.
their extensive training program. Soms
trainees receive underwater and jungle
warfare training at a secret CiA camp in
a Southern swamp. Others are given
training at a CIA base located near Las
Vegas, Nev.

While assassination is seldom dis-
cussed openly by the instructors, it is
present in CIA classes by implicalion. A
former agent told of an instructor's
remarks to the class one afternoon
duiing his training. “A U.S. citizen
happened to stumble onto a base
where the ‘Company’ was training
Cubans for the Bay of Pigs invasion. He
took several photographs of equipment
with U.S. markings on the side,” the
instructor said. “This was before the
markings were to be removed for the
actual invasion. If the photographs
were published, it would have been a
very serious breach of security at the
Bay ot Pigs.

“He arrived in New York and was
stopped and interrogated. Offers were
made to purchase the pictures and buy
him off. He was an idealist and refused
to cooperate,” the instructor said. “He
was crossing a street when a truck
veered out of control, struck, and killed
him. And fellows, those pictures and
negatives just plain disappeared during
all the confusion.”

Trainees also hear of an old, grizzied
desert gold prospector who unknow-
ingly wandered into a restricted military
area with top secret installations. “The
‘Company’ man knew there was a 99
parcent chance the old boy would keep
his mouth shut,” trainees were in-
formed. “But no chance could be taken.
The prospector was eliminated and
buried in an unmarked grave.”

The CIA's assassination squads that
opnrated in Vietnam were known as the
Intelligence, Coordination, and Exploita-

tion unit. Trainees were told of ICE
terrorists, trained by Speciai Forces
and Green Berets, who had been
successful in capturing, or Kiiling,
numerous Communist sympathizers.
“CIA agents worked very closeiy with
the Green Berets and UDT teams in
Vietnam,” an informant said.

Almost every ex-agant has a story
involving the death of a U.S, citizen who
unknowmg!y jeopardized national sec-
urity in one way or another. These
stories frequently concern someone
who stumbled onto a secret military
base on U.S. soil. These unsubstan-
tiated tales include storizs of people
who wandered into a Cuban training
camp operated by the CIA in the Florida
Everglades. "Those nuts in there are
pretty darn trigger-happy.” said an
agent. "A few got into an argument
between themselves ending with a
shoot-out that broucht the ccunty
sheriff into the brawl. It took some real
fancy footwork to keep that mcxcam oft
the front pages.’

Mentai instability, nervous break-
downs, and mental aberrations with
paranoid tendencies are an occupa-
tional hazard for tha CIA aceni. "You

get . be a bit paranoid if you're in this
businass for any length of time,”
admitiad a formar agent. A number of
agents have freaked owt, chasing their
wives or giri friends with knives o guns.
One poor soul took an eight-inch
butcher knue and decided to carve up
his landlady. A larger than -usual
number of empioyees are. arresied in
Washington, D.C., or tha neigntoring
communities in compremising  situa-
tions involving morals charges.
" “A dubious tringe banafit is a private
sanitarium,” he said. "Security mightbe
compromised if an agent was treated
by an outside psychiatrist. This sounds
good, but-it can backfire. A young
analyst requested to be relieved of his
duties; he felt the pressurz was (o
much. The agency did not act. Finally,
James Woodbury and  his  wife,
Dorothy, made a suicide pact and
leaped off a bridge down at Greai Falls,
Va. Our suicids rate is much higher
than that for the average populaiion.”

What frightens this agent, and many
others, is a nagging fear that an agent
in the fald may sameday go berserk. “A
sing'a man with training in explosives,
kiiing, and every type of dinty warfare
could disrupt an entire metropolitan
city,” he said. "Some day we may waks
up and .md such an incident on our
frent pages.”

V/eaporiry: kae their fictional coun-
terparts, the managament at the CIA
has a fascination for soghisticated

~weaponry. Very few of the bizarrs items

in their spy arsenal conform to the
Genseva Conventions regarding modern

‘armories; many are so secret that few

psopla ocutside the CIA know about
them.

Ona diabolical device ls a candxdaxe
for ths “ultimate weanon.”

“This is an electronic gadgst that
changss the role of electrical insulators
and conductors,” | was told. “An in-
sulator becomes a conductor and vice
versa. The device can be aitached?to

. an automobile, a telephone, or -an

electrical appliance, and the victim is
electrocuted.”

At present, the device works only on
a single appliance. “The labs hope to

come up with a pyramiding system,”

ha informant said. “The device could
then be attachad to a point in a city's
eleciical system. The entire city's

electrical grid would ba transformed-

from positive-nsgative to negative-
positive, All the. humans would be
electrocutad, while the building and

physical facilities would be unharmed“ :

On an even deadliar side; Cla
chemists have developed a new nerve
gas which contains two chemicals
which ara not poisonous themselves,
However, when the chamicals arme
mixed with each other, a ceadly nerve
gas results. “These ars common
chemicals. Theyre stored in tws
separate compariments of a botlle
which .breaks on impact,” my source
said. “This makes it easy to carry a
nerve gas, without danger.”.

Poison is a favorite weapon among
the CIA's “black” agents. The most
useful- poisons are those of the curare
tamily, a ClA favarite. Crystalline curare
is extremely powerful; only 0.023 grams
are_required to kil a person. One
gadget used by agerdis is a curare-
tipped dart fired from a small blowgun,
which resembles a cigarette; a cigaretta
lighter can also be used as a powerful
mechanical dart gun, shooling a
poisoned dart across a raom.

Other weapons include the traditional
silencer-equipped machine guns, pis-
tols, and burp guns. Thase are usually
equipped with custom-mads ammuni-
tion that explodes on impact. “What-
ever the dark sice of man can conceive,
.we havsin our ars:nal a formar agent
said. N

“What can we conclude abodt tha

-C!A and the use of “Kill Squads”?

. Although a newcomer to internationat
espicnage, the Central Intzlligence
Agency has bzcome one of the worid s
leading—perhaps the best—intal<
ngnr'ce gathering agancxes Howaver,
the basic weakness in any spy crgani
zaticn is that a reckless, untruthiul,
unscrupulous schemer makes the per-

‘fect agent. The perfect agent can ak
ways be dangerous to a democratic

‘society, unless held in chack. We have
focused on a single aspact of the ClA;
there are many achiavements and
several {ailures.

Today when we are so closa’y
examining the CIA after seeing how the
Executive Branch of government tricd
to—and did—use this organization, we
must make sure that it can never
happen again. It's a small siep from
obtaining disguises to “eliminating™
the opposition. The CIA was farmed to
preserve the freedom of the peopls of
the U.S.—we must never give it the
opportunity to become our master. #

EDITOR & PUBLISHER

1%

22 MARCH 1975

High court petition

The U.S. Supreme Court has been
petitioned to overturn an appellate
court ruling which sustained the CIA's
right to suppress writings of former
emplobeea about what they learnad
while working for the agency. The
petition for a high court hearing was
made by Victer L. Marchetti and John
D. Marks, co-authors of the partly
censored book, “CIA and the Cult of
Intelligence,” joined by publisher Al-
fred A. Knopf Inc.
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Marchett

|
_%ppeazs o
High Lonrt

By John P. MacKenzie
Washingioz Post Stafl Writer

The Supreme Court was
asked yesterday to decide
whether the Central Intelli-
gence Azenyy has broad
poswer to suppress writings of
former employvees about what*
they learned while working
for the CIA. ‘

Vietor L. Mlarchetti and
John D. Marks. coauthors of
the “partly censored book,
“CIA and the Cult oI Intelli-
gence,” joined puoiisher
Alfred A. Knopi. Inc.. in seek-
ing a high cour: hearing.

The Fecurth U.S. Circuit
Court of Appeals last month
sustained the CIA's right to
enforce its secrecy agreement
with Marchetti, a former high-
ranking agency employee, and
velaxed the CIA's burden ot
proving that deleted passages'
from the book contained clas-
sified information.

The low. r court “‘prostrated
jtself before the totem of na-
tignal security.” the petition
sald, “and completely ignoved
the compellinz claims of free
speech and :ree press, which
are guaranteed by the Consti-
tution.” |

In addition to the constitu-]
-tional attack, the petition chal-
lenged the CIA’s right to ob-
tain an injunction preventing
publication of the disputed
rassages on grounds that Con-
gress had not authorized such
_court orders despite the agen-
cy’s requests.

The authors and publisher
had won a significant victory
last year when District Judge
Albert V. Bryan-Jr. in Alexan-

. dria rejected the CIA’s claim
‘that more than 200 items of in-

formation had been classified. |

he

Bryan said agency ap-
peared to classify the informa-
tion on the spot when . it
screened the manuscript.

But the court of appeals
held that information should
be deemed classified if it was’
~classifiable” and appeared;
‘anywhere on & government
"doeument bearing a classifica-
tan s amp. rae court
there was a “presumption ot
regularity in performance by
.public officials” safeguarding-
:government secrets, so that iij
:an item could have been clas|
sified it was in fact classitied..

Melvin L. Wulf and Floyd:
Abrams, attorneys for the au-i
thors and publisher, said the;
appellate court ignored ev:.

said

.
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ClA cooperat

El

ing with Britishsecre:

service in fighting terrorism and
subversion despite some friction

By Leuis Heren

An American newspaper re-
port that Britain’s Secret Tutelli-
gence Service is upset because
the Central Intelligence Agency
failed to pass on the results of
its operations in Britain has
been dismissed as fiction by
those in a position to know.

The two agencies have always
closely cooperated with each
other since the SIS helped to
organize the CIA in the late
forties. Moreover, it was said,
the CIA does- not operate in
Britain.

There is, of cowrse, a CIA
station in London, but any in-
formation it wanted on British
affairs would almost certainly
be available from official
sources. 1f it were not available,
the British security services
could be expected to cooperate.

According to sources there
has, however, been some fric-
tion between the two agencies.
The first is due to antipathy
between personalities, which is
generally unavoidable when two
nations  cooperate, although
there is said to be less friction
between the two iutelligence
agencies than between, say, the
Foreign Office and the State
Devartment. . .

The second is thai the 8IS,
and indeed other friendly intel-
ligence services, is beginning to
feel that the CIA can no longer
be trusted with secrets because
defectors such.as Marchetti and
Agee are likely to publish them.
There is also some apprchension
that they could be revealed dur-
ing the course of impending
congressional investigations into
the CIA.

The staff of the CIA starion
in London includes only
analysts, researchers and ad-
ministrators. That is standard
practice as even the defectors
have made clear in their revela-
tions,

Mr Cord Meyer, the station
chief, originally worked for a
One World movement, and alter-
wards became expert in inter
national organizatious and rela-
tions, especially labour relations.

fying officers do not classify |
everything that couid be clas-;-
sitied. - i

The book has been “pub-!
lished with numerous blank,
_spaces marking CIA deletions. |

If the court decides to hear
the case, oral argument would
‘be in the fall. If the court re-
jects the petition, the apellate

dence that government classi-i | court ruting will stand.

He is typical of the CIA’s senior
men, and probably would not
know how to spy if given the
opportunity.

The existence of
station here is well known to
Mr Wilson as it was to Mr Heath

and previous Prime Ministers.’

The SIS station in Washington
is also known to the White
House. Again this is standard
practice.

Mr Wilson is also personaily
acquainted with CIA men. For

instance, Mr Chet Cooper, who

was second in command of the
CIA’s London station before
becoming a special assistant to
President Johnson, was in an
upstairs room in Chequers the
night the Prime Mlinister tried
to reach an agreement with Mr
Kosygin, the Soviet Prime
Minister, to prolong the bomb-
ing pause in Vietnam in the
sixties.

Mr Cooper was there, with an
open line to the White House,
because Mr Wilson knew that
he could trust him.

The Labour motion calling oun -
the Government to declare the.

resident CIA men persona non
grata therefore served no pur-
pose, except perhaps to dis-
tract attention from the wvisit
here next month of Mr Shele-
pin, the former head of the
KGB.
Unbeknown who

to those

signed the motion, the purpose-

of those behind the campaign
may have been to discredit the
new Amcrican Ambassador, Mr
Elliot Richardson.

The main mutual interests of
the CIA and the British intelli-
gence  and security  services,
apart from sharing a variety of
information from third coun-
tries, is the detection of for-
cign spies in the upper reaches
of governments. Another is the
struggle against international
terrorism.

The latter obviously requires
close cooperation between most
friendly intelligence services,
especially since the terrorisi
groups have established links

NEW YORK DAILY NEWS
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‘CIA Woes

the CIA-

~ not generally correct.

_to explain

with the Mafia and other crim-
inal elements.

A third is_subversion. Lovd
Chalfont spoke about this re
newed threat in a recent debre
in the House of Lords. Trhe
Times reported last year the
the CIA was investigating sub
version in Britain. It wes
denied, but there is no reassn
to believe that the report was

The extra CIA men thes
reported to be in Britain were
understood to be experts skik
led in the use of advanced swr-
veillance techniques. They had
come to Britain to help train
members of Brirish security
services.

In the Lords dchate, Lotd
Chalfont said: “ There were also
in society a considerable nuw-
ber of people known in the
jargon of intelligence @3
“sleepers’. They did not pursee
at this moment any extremist
or subversive activity but when
the time came would be activa-
ted and do whatever they hed
to do to achieve their aims.”

The “sleepers” are said
be placed in stratcgic aress
such as public utilities, the
docks and the various commu-
nications systems, as well &s
elsewhere. It is said that in
the event of a national emsr-
gency they could bring the
country to a stardstill.

This may sound overly drama-
tic, but it cannot be dismissed
as a figment of the heated
imagination of Colonel Stirling
and his privatc army. lt is &
danger taken quite seriously,
but level-headedly, not only i
Britain, but in the United
States and other Weswwn
countries.

There is small reason to get
excited about what can only te
regarded as another phase of
the ideological struggle that as
long been evident, but it hetns
why friendly gev
ermments want close coopeTa-
tion between their intelligerice
services.

Such cooperation is as essm-
tial as Interpol is in the deres-
tion of international crime.

gqress

-
By JOSEPH VOLZ and FRANK VAN RIPER

Washington, March 18 (News Bureau)—The Cenlr::
Intelligence Agency, apparently trying to win over fresi.
man congressmen, invited the 75 newcomers to breakfzs’
jin the well guarded spy shop today. But the get-acquain
taffair fell {lat when. Director William E. Colby refus:
ito answer detailed questions about alleged assassinatiz

iplots. _
Only about 20 freshmen law-
makers showed up. for the

breakfast. at the agency’s head-}52

‘quarters in nearby Langley, Va.
Many of the freshman said
they had ben ~disappointed at
1 Colby’s reticence, A
_Colby _ reportedly - gave.- only

.| ture. .

. “NO,".

one definite response during
hour-long session, that at timsc
aw him mannging a side
projector to help deliver his lec-
That - was when he was
asked if the CIA had had any-
thing ‘to- do with the Johs F.
Kennedy assassination. -
‘the  director reglied.
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CIA dese E"V@S‘

praise for Pme@@i J emﬁez

£y SMITH HEMPSTONE

WASHINGTON — hen Jack Ander-
s:n blew the CIA’s cover on Operation
Jenrifer, he compromised not only a
possible second attempt to raise the
rost of that Russian sub from the floor
of tha Pacific but other potential simi-
lar salvaze operations that could have
ceaiributed to our national security.

It i3 impossible to say what might
kave been retrieved this July from the
Gaif class boat that sank 750 miles off
Hawaii in 1968, if only because it is not
ciear what precisely was salvaged last
summer. ;

Yast of the reports imply that the
830-million operation recovered the

ard third of the diesel-electric sub-
warine containing the remains of
. some oE the Russian crew but nelther

Had a second salvage attcmpt now
a'must certainly precluded by Ander-
sca’s radio broadcast and the press re-
ports that followed it, been successful,,
she resulis certainly would-have been

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR
2 April 1975
TIA dernles this one

Cols
By thz Asscciated Press
Miami

A former mortgage broker says his

fi>¢ concosied pheny mortgages which
2tted $2 million or 54 million on behalf of
what e believed was the CIA, the Miami

'd said in recent editions. The CIA
it i was net invelved in the scheme.

iZres Castro told the Herald a story of

e shulduggery that ended when
wis Brelicrage lcense was seized and he
Jiartzd runaing te avoid peeple who had
haen defrauded, the rewsyaper said.

“The CIA made me do it,”” Mr. Castro
{old the Herald, .

But the Herald quoted a CIA spokesman
as saying, “*This peor guy’s been taken,
and it’s none of our doing whatsoever.
FThisone ain’t on us, dad.”

The Herald said at least the federal
gread jury was mve sigating the fraud
scheme and Mr. Casirv was uader ia-
veeligation by sm,/ei'al federal agencies.

The scheme invelved deubling mort-
gages by eelling guod encs along with
forged cmes to raise money fast, (ae
ne\w spapar said.

Mr. Castro said he believed he was
dealing wits the CIA because one of the
racn invelved was Anlonio Yglesias, whe
has a leng history of CIA convectisns
dating back to the 1361 Bay of Pigs
invasion, the Herald said.
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worth the money.
Had the salvage of xhe Golf class
bozt been completed in secrecy, would

it have been possible for the CIA ship .
Glemar Explorer to retrieve the re-:

mains ‘of the nuclear-powered Novem-
ber class Russian submaring that-is

believed to have sunk off Spain in

April, 19707 Recovery of that whale-
shaped boat’s- nuclear . plant would
have been an intelligence coup of the
first order. .

" With the perfect vision of hind-
sight, the CIA's critics' maintain that
Project Jennifer was both stupid —
since it conceivably could damage’
relations' with the Soviet Union —

‘and wasteful.
But a couple of points have to be
made'

CIA’s mandate.” It was- subjected to

intense scrutiny -within- the govern-

ment, approved by the -*“Forty Com-
mittee” of the National Security
Council chaired by Henry Kissinger

* The opcratmn was well wrthm the

- and okayed by Prcsxdents Nixon and

Ford. Key congressmen including
Senate. Majority Leader Mike Mans-
field -and Rep., Lucien Nedzi, chair-
.man of the House Select Intelli-
gence Committee,‘wcre briefed on
Jennifer; .. ¢

Given the conlmmng Soviet arms
buta-up and the uncertainty of the
Kremlin's intentions, the CIA would
‘have been derclict in its duty had 1t

. not ade the effort t¢' gain the intel-
‘ligence -sealed in ‘the sunken sub’s

crushed hull.

. The CIA is wide open to_criticism

on some matters. But that “members:
of Congress and’ other: people should
attack the agency for ‘conducting an’
imaginative . project. ' for. wpx»h it
should be praised .shows " what a
topsy-turvy” world this is. |

Jack Anderson won the Pulitzer
Prize in 1972 for revéalirig the Amer-
ican “tilt” toward Pakistan during
the Indo-Pakistani War.-For blowxm7
the cover on an ongoing, important
and legmmau CIA operation, he
ought "to get the-- Daniel Lllsberg
Award for 1975. H

THE NEW YORK TIMES, THURSDAY, MARCH 20, 1975 s

Br 1tzshM P. sLmeOAttachestoC LA.

Spea‘al to The New York Tim?s

LONDON, March 19-—Labor
members of Parliament said to-
night that 10 officials listed as
attachés at the United States
Embassy here were linked with
the Central Intelligence Agency.
. A motion presented to the
House of Comunons by 34 mem-
bers, most of them associated
with the left wing of the gov-
erning party, demanded the im-
mediate expulsion of the offi-
vCIaiS unless the United States
‘Govemmant could substantiate
that they were truly diplomats.
I» One of e sigriers: Dennis
Skinner, named Cord Meyer Ir,
as head of the C.LA’S em-
bassy team and said he was
shortly to be withdrawn from
{Britain,
¢ Mr. Meyer is known to be
the C.LA. station chief in Brit-
ain, although he is listed in the
Foreign Office's London Diplo-
matic List as “attachis.” He is
understood 1o be due for re-
tirenent it Auguat.

Others Listed

The motion named the other
nire as:

Benjamin J. Price, John w. ’,

Coffey, Sidney Bearman, A.
Spencer Braham, William Me-
Ghee, Joseph C. Then, Joseph
P. Sherman, George Ford II and|
John A. Reed Jr. Mr. Reed is
listed in the Diplomatic List
as “Attach$ (political-military)”’i
and all the others as “attaché.”’

Severa] have been listed in
the State Department’s bio-
grapmcal records as having
been *“analvsts” and ‘commu-
nications ¢ S

Two other sig ners of the mo-
tion, tanley  Newens and .
Thomas Litterick, said they had
carried out an investigation
that indicated none of the 10
were emploves of any United
States Government a'wncxeol
with lezitimate interest in for-|
eign affairs.

Mr. Newens has often been
linked with - left-wing causes
and his name frequently ap-
pears on rank-and-file motions’
‘such as the one presented to-
mgnl Mr. Litterick has been in
.ihe Commohs puly six wonths.,

Although the motion w, as|.
jsigned ‘w 34 members, it is un-|
kacly the Government will fu.d'
itime to debate it, ‘

i

20

The motion says the CIA.!
'has interfered. in the intersel®
affairs of many countries and
the “subversion and overthmay
of governments in Guaternzix,
Iran, Guyana, Chile and oier
countries.”

It asks the Government o
inform the United States ihat
evidence exists 1o indicate that
the 10 dccorded diplomatic
credentials are associated with
C.LA. work and adds, “Unless,
,this can be disproved forthwih, :
‘each must be regarded as per-:
'sona non grata and withdran:
from Britain immediately.

Prime Minister Wilson was
{asked in the Commons yess-
‘dav whether he would tais
action against C.LA. activities
in this country. He replied 1za-
he was awaiting the outcoms o}
the inquiry into the C.LA. beiny
held in the United States =z
would not hesitate tn hoid
independent inquiry sheuld -
derice be found that i's ages's
were operating in Britain und*n
Idiplomatic cover.
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IPPLE

- AS U.S. SEEKS

RITICAL ANSWER

Seldom has this country had greater need of an efficient
intelligence service overseas. Yet, experts report: Never has
the CIA been in such disarray as it is today.

America’s worldwide espionage appa-
ratus is being shaken to its foundations
by the crisis currently gripping the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency. -

A “damage assessment” based on in-
formation from top CIA officials and
Allied intelligence authorities in Europe
shows—

® Foreigners serving as secret agents
are frightened that they will be exposed
by leaks in Washington—which could be
fatal. Result: A number of veteran spies
are curtailing their activities or quitting
altogether. ) :

® Recruiting of new foreign agents
overseas is falling off sharply. Some who
volunteered have since changed their
minds. They regard the risk as too great.

e Intelligence services in -
friendly countries are worried
about continued collaboration.
with the CIA. They are fearful
that their secrets may be com-
promised or their governments
ernbarrassed. The London
Times reports:

“The SIS [Britain’s Secret In-
telligence Service], and indeed
other friendly intelligence ser-
vices, are beginning to feel that
the CIA can no longer be trust-
ed with secrets.”

® American companies that
in the past extended invaluable
assistance to the CIA overseas
now are getting cold feet. They
fear that their activities in this
field—for example, previding
“cover” for American agents
abroad—may be exposed. That
could be disastrous for their for-
eign enterprises.

Three probes. This is only a
preliminary inventory of the
impact on America’s overseas
intelligence network of the lat-
est—and most serious—crisis in
the 28-year history of the CIA. .

The full effect will not be
measurable until completion of
the three separate investiga-
tions that are examining the Agency’s
operations—one conducted by a “blue
ribbon” presidential commission and the
other two by Senate and House select
committees. .

These unprecedented investigations
were triggered initially by charges last
December that the CIA had engaged in
illegal domestic spyiiig on a ‘massive

scale—mainly against groups opposing
the Vietnain War, and other protest
movements, )

The scope of the inquiries has been

steadily expanded to encompass new al-
legations that have surfaced recently.
One claims that Agency officials plot-
ted—but did not carry out—assassina-
tions of three foreign leaders. President

Ford is said to have received a verbal
report on these incidents from CIA Di-
rector William E. Colby.

Another allegation put on the agenda
of the three investigating bodies: Ac-
cording to Chief Postal Inspector Wil-
liam J. Cotter, CIA agents for 20 years
opened mail to Russia and other Com-
munist countries in violation of postal
laws—until he issued an ultimatum in
1973 ordering them to desist.

Even the CIA’s latest coup—the sal-
vaging of part of a sunken Soviet missile
submarine in the Pacific Ocean—is to be
investigated.

The chairman of the Senate Select
Commttee on Intelligence, Senator
Frank Church (Dem.), of Idaho, has
questioned the expenditure of a report-
ed 350 million dollars on this project—
which included the secret construction
of an ocean-mining vessel able to lift a
portion of the submarine from 3-mile-
deep ocean waters. :

Fear of “witch hunt.” The men who
run the CIA now express the fear that
what started as a legitimate investiga-
tion into alleged wrongdoings may be
turning into a witch hunt that could

destroy this country’s secret intelligence -

organization. CIA Director Colby put it
bluntly:

“The almost hysterical excitement
that surrounds any news story mention-
ing CIA, or referring to any perfectly
legitimate activity of CIA, has raised the
question whether secret intelligence op-
erations can be conducted by the United
States.” .

Mr. Colby is concerned not only about
the damage to America’s overseas intel-
ligence setup but also the devastating
effect on morale and discipline at the
CIA’s headquarters in Langley, Va,
across the Potomac from Washington.
Most of the Agency’s 16,000 employes
are stationed there.

Double problem. A survey indicates

that morale is being affected in two
ways. .
Among one group of CIA officials,
there is dismay—and bitterness—caused
by the disclosure of the Agency's in-
volvement in improper, and possibly
even illegal, activities. The Agency oper-
ates on a tightly compartmentalized ba-
sis, and this group was largely ignorant
of the operations that led to the current
crisis.

“These people are asking bitterly how
we could have done these things, how

they can’ explain it to their children,”
says an official responsible for monitor-
ing staff morale.

They blame officials dealing with ce-
vert operations—“the dirty-tricks de-
partment’—and counterintelligence for
the Agency’s troubles.

. Another group of CIA staff members:

are demoralized—and bitter—for a dif-
ferent reason. They feel that the Ageney
is being '“victimized” because of the
atmosphere created by Watergate.
Their attitude is described by an au-
thoritative source:

“These men believe that they have
done their duty during these years, that
they have been dedicated citizens. Now"
they are told that they may need a
lawyer.” .

They complain that they are victims
of a “time lag.” In the words of one
officer with a lifetime .career in intell-
gence: “We are being judged by the
ethics and security needs of 1975 for
actions that were considered necessary
in the cold-war climate of the 1950s and
1960s. Junior officers in the CIA are
asking whether they will be called upea
in 1990 to explain what they are doing
today.”

Work priority. A major problem for
top CIA officials is to keep both of these
groups working effectively while investi-
gations unfold and new sensations are
splashed in the newspapers.

“You must understand how all of this
is affecting the culture pattern of intell-
gence,” declares a ranking officer. “Peo-
ple in this business feel that they are
supposed to lead secret lives, hidden
away out cf the glare of publicity. Imag-
ine how damaging it is to morale whea
they read stories almost daily in their
newspapers about the secret operations
of the CIA and when many of them are
called to testify before congressional
comrnittees.”

The CIA’s operations at its Langley
headquarters are adversely affected in
another way by the current furor. Direc
tor Colby is compelled to spend more
than half of his time defending the CI4%
before various investigating bodies and
dealing with other problems unrelated
to his job of gathéring and analyzing
intelligence.

A paper problem. Besides the de-
mands of the official investigations, tep
CIA officials also are being forced o
devote more and more time to handling
requests for documents under the new
I'reedom of Information Act.

Because of the exceedingly sensitive:
nature of intelligence operations, these
requests must be processed by senior
officials.

Mr. Colby says that one specific re-
quest would require the agency
search through and review 900,000 files.
He adds:

“A good-faith attempt to comply with
the spirit of the new I'reedom of Infor-
mation Act will have a serious irapact om
this Agency.”

Among CIA officials, there now is &
consensus that in spite of the danger of
compromising secrets, a thoroughgowg
investigation is essential to restore Agen-
cy morale and public confidence.

It’s felt that there is no other way for
the Agency to make its case. A high-
ranking officer who is resigning in order
to organize a campaign to defend the

YAY
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CIA explains:

“Snowballing innuendo, egregious sto-
vies and charges, und even honest con-
cerns have presented us with a basic
dilemma of issuing either a general
statement which reassures few but pre-
serves security, or a comprehensive ac-
counting which satisfies some but at the
axpense of operations and agents.”

The officer, David Phillips, chief of
Latin-American operations, says that un-
der the circumstances “there is little
doubt that a thorough congressional re-
view is the best, if not the only solution,
even though some leakage of sensitive
details on foreign operations seems al
most inevitable.”

“WWasn’t illegal.” Mr. Colby, the CIA
Director, expresses confidence that the
investigations will exonerate the Agency
on the main charges leveled against it
In his words:

“I think that the results of the investi-
gation will rather clearly show . . . that
the program that we undertook to iden-
iify foreign links with American dissi:
dent movements was not a massive one
in the numbers involved, was not a do-
mestic one because it was basically for-
eign, and it wasn’t illegal because it was
under our charter and our National Se-
curity Act.”

He maintains that all questionable do-
mestic operations were terminated in
1973—after the entire staff of the CIA
was invited to submit private reports
directly to the Director concerning any
imprope~ activity of which they were
aware,

Whatever the ultimate outcome of the
three-way investigation of the Agency,
this fact is now becoming increasingly
clear: :

America’s worldwide intelligence ap-
paratus will be operating under a severe
handicap at a time of dangerous crisis in
J.S. foreign policy.

WASHINGTON POST
1 April 1975
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~WILLIAM F. BUCKLEY Jr,

~ CIA Has to Lie Until

The Leaks Get ngged .

Henry L. Stimson, the former secre-
tay of war, is often quoted as having
said, in the manner of a character in a
P. G. Wedehouse novel, that “‘gentle-
raen don’'t read other gentlemen’s
mail.” That observation which aborted
an inchoate Central Intelligence Agency
— and left us all feeling very good about
the natural aristocratic habits of our
secretary of war — may just have had
something to do with failing to abort a
world war — which left us feeling very

bad, particularly those who died fight-

ing that war. It is only true that gentle-
men don't read other gentlemen's mail
in a world in which gentlemen can be
counted on not to launch wars against
one another.

It is highly improbable, as Lincoln

said in his most famous address, which .

is intoned but never analyzed, that self-
governing republics can last very long
in the tumult of histery. There are many
reasons for this, but one of them is the
insistence that knowledge of everything
that goes on always leads to an im-
provement in the general situation. It
might be called the Masters and John-
son approach to political democracy. It
is in very full flower at the moment, and
the investigations of the activity of the
Ceniral Intelligence Agency are a case
in point. :

Miles Copeland, the author who was
once with the CIA and still speaks and
writes about it more authoritatively and
engagingly than anyone I know, has
written an essay called, “‘Is There a
CIA in Your Future?” Consider, please,
a most remarkable passage in it.

““. .. Almost all the agency people I

" talked to’’ — Copeland is referring to a

recent visit to Washington (he now lives
in London) — “‘assured me unashamned-
ly, almost proudly, ‘Of course we are
going to lie to the congressionzal commit-
tees.” They felt that as loyal Americans
they cannot do otherwise — excapt in
the unlikely event the members of the
committees can be held accountable for
their leaks, impossible in the present
atmosphere.

“Let me give an example. Let us sup-

The four appeared at the “publicly reassuring.”

pose (I'm not saying he is, but let us
suppose) tha; Algeria’s President
Boumedienne is cooperating hand in

. glove with the CIA in its pursuit of the

terrorists who have received sanctuary
or training in his country, while appeas-
ing the Palestinians and his own
extremists by pretending publicly that
he hates us. And let us suppose that
some member of Sen. Church’s commit-
tee asks Bill Colby, ‘Mr. Colby, is it tris
that President Boumedienne is secretly -
cooperating with the CIA?Y’

“Well, Mr. Colby will at that moment
have before him three alternatives. &s
can say, ‘Yes, Senator, that is so’ — in
which case, past experience tells him,
the whole world will be able to read his
answer the next day in the New York
Times, and cither Boumedienne's Coop-
eration or Boumedienne himself will ke

- finished.

“Or he can say, ‘Sorry, Senzator, but
that's top-sccret information’ — with
the same result, since such an answer
will be interpreted as a ‘yes’ by the
American press, the American public;
the Algerian public and, of course, the
members of the committee, Gr he can
say, ‘Who? Did you say Boumedienns?
My God, I never heard anything so
ridiculous!” A lie. For the good of all of
us, including the congressmen who must
take the blame for any leak.

“Let us hope that Bill Colby lies. Qur
mutual friends at the agency assure me
that he will — or that if he doesn’t, he
will be finished, and that some of those
who will be first in line calling for his
head will be those VErYy COngressmen

who were supposed to be beneficiaries
of his candor.” .

I cannot imagine a better example of
the kind of thing we face. Congress.
begins by failing to enact legislation
that effectively punishes someone wha
perpetrates a leak. Can't do it, some of
them say — First Amendment. But i
the First Amendment makes it impossi-
ble to insist on secrecy, do you say then,
Very well, the world will get on without
secrecy? Try it. But first, create a gen
tlemen's world.

NEW- YORK DAILY HEWS

A panel of four professors
pave the Rockefeller Comiuis
vion conflicling festimony yos-
terday over the best way to
prevent the Central Intelli-
. A panel of four professors
rence Agency from invading
ihe privacy ¢f Americans.

All four agreed that some
sort of agency should be cre-
ated to oversee the CIA in an
effort to monitor its spy activi-
ties. Sume said the monitoring
effort could be conducted in-
side the CIA while others ar-
gued. for “an independent

_hoard.

12th weekly meetling of the
eommission, which was cre-
ated by esident Ford to de-
vestizate charges of iHlegal do-
moestic spying by the CIA and
to recommend possible changes
in the- agency’s charter to
more clearly prohibit domestic
aelivity.

Arthur R. Miller, a Harvard
law professov, said that the
CIA could set up ils own
board Lo monitor its activities,

But Wiiliam W. Van Al-
styne, a Duke University law
professorsaid he did not be-
lieve such a board would be
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Edward J. Bloustein, presi-
dent of Rutyers University,
said he alse {favored an inde-
pendent agency named by tha
executive, legislative, and ju-
dicial branches,

The fourth witness, Dr. Or-
ville J. Brim Jr,, president of
the Foundation for Child De-
velopment, New York City, and
an expert cn individual pri-
vacy, said he also believed in
an independent body.

In addition 1o the four pro-
fessors, the commission also
Leard from a CTA  official
nol named fovsecurity reasons.

17 MARCH 1675

BELLA & THE CIA ‘
Queens: It was most gratifying .

to read that the Central Intelli-
igence Agency had been keeping
{tabs on Rep. Bella Abzug. I hope

ithat it is dojng the same with

_every other American who thinks

+he or she has the right to deal

with Connnuifist-bloc nicions. In-
dividual rights do not supereede

- the security of the nation

BILL B.

22
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INSIDE THE COMPANY CIA Diary.
By Philip Agee. Pengum Book: Lsd.
640 pp. 95 pence.

Rep. Mickael J, Harrlngto;

Like corpses sent to the bottom of a
.river, stories of CIA wrongdoing were
bound to come to the surface eventually.
But few critics would have predicted that
80 much mcnmmatmg evidence' could
float to the top in just half a yeax:

It has been about that long since reye-
lations of CIA activity in Chile first made

- front-page news, coinciding with numer-
ous articles and books  attémpting to
penetrate the fog surrounding the U.S.
intelligence community. Since then, ac-
counts of widespread domestic surveil-

-lance have stimulated the public's interest
all the more, finally provoking the Con-

- gress to take action.

. The Central Intelligence Agency, fot
its part, took the counteroffensive early.
When The CIA: The Cult of Intelligence
was in proof, the agency had portions’
censored, claiming that the authors, John
-Marks and Victor Marchetti, were not
allowed to use certain information be-
cause of the secrecy oaths they signed
when they were on the inside. As a re-
sult, the book was pubhs.hed with gaps
of white space where sensitive informa-.
tion was deleted.

" Now another damning book by a. for-
mer CIA agent has come out, but this
one requires no filling-in of the blanks.
Unlike the Marks-Marchetti book, . it
couldn’t be censored because the author,
Philip Agee, gave the publication rights
for the first edition to a British publish-
ing compaay and does not plan to return
to the United States until it is published
here—swhich it will be, because publishers
don’t sign secrecy oaths.

When it appears in American book-
stores, Inside the Company: CIA Diary,
even though it is long and detailed, -will
probably be as successful as it has been
in the British Commonwealth. In fact, it
may be for just this reason that it has.
succeeded. .Public cufiosity. “has -been
aroused but far from satisfied by the
hmxted accounts available thus far.’

To those who have followed the CIA
or U.S.-Latin American politics inore
than casually, much of -Agee’s informa-
tion is at least predictable. For the ex-

Michael Harrington represents the 6th Dis-
rict in Massachuseits and is a member of
the new House Select Commitsee to investi-
gate intelligence operations. An outspoken
critic of the intelligence community, he also
serves on the Hou:e Forc:gn Afairs Com-
mittee.
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pens, much was common knowledge
Almost since the beginning of the Repub~
lic, the United States has manhandled
Latin American nations, and the potential
dimensions of CIA activity have .been

recognized since the agency was created |

at the start of the cold war in 1947.
What shocks us in Agee’s book are the
specifics. Based ‘on the quality and quan-
tity of the CIA’s operations in just three
Latin American pations, the worldwide
possibilities are staggering.

Written in diary form (though the
author admits to having reconstructed his
twelve-year association with “the Com-

‘pany”), Agee traces his development

from a Midwestern Catholic university
through tours with Air Force intelligence

at the beginning of his CIA career to -

specxalxzed covert training, assignments
in Ecuador,. Uruguay, Washington, D.C.
and Mexico, and ultimately, to his es-
trangerhent from the agency. The con-

.cluding chapters, describing the tribu-

jations of writing the book with CIA
harassment, demonstrate the CIA’s less
than-official attempts at censorship.
Agee’s stories of the life of an agent
run from the mundane to the bxzarre
Hours are spent. opening and reading'
mail; intricate plans are made to cocrce
potential informants. And, like every
organization man, Agee tells of playing
golf with the boss and worrying about

promonons

Of course, each bureavcracy has its
stories to tell, but behind the anecdotes
in Agee’s account lies 2 bigger story—
one of -buying and selling state officials
(Agee lists four Latin American Pres-
idents) and of governing governments
(Agee relates the CIA’s manipulation of
Ecuador's political parties, press and mil-
itary which resulted in the 1963 coup).

As Agee tells it, his first years in the
service were satisfying, and he worked
hard. It wasn't until the U.S. intervention
in the Dominican Republic and his own
gwakening to the brutality of ClA-
supported governments that he began to
question what he was doing. His dis-
enchantment, which stemmed from as-
signments such as infiltrating the Olympic
Games in 1968, led him to general con-
clusions about U.S. foreign pohcy

Even with its focus on personal history,
the book illustrates fundarmental dilem-
mas about our foreign relations. What
ought the United States to do abroad?
What tenets should guide cur decisions?

- Last December President Ford, in ex-
plaining ‘U.S. involvement in the so-
called “destabilization” of Salvador
Allende’s government in Chile, gave an
answer that refiects official thinking since

1947. “Our government, like other gov--
ernments, does take certain actions in the
intelligence field to help implement for-
eign policy and protect national security.”

At the bottom of this response’ is zn
“anything goes” inentality that fails to
draw a distinction between intelligence
gathering and covert intervertion. Coa-
gress shares the blame for the repercus-
sions of this thinking, Neither the House
nor the Senate has seriously pondered
the implications of lumping benign intel-
ligence activity with aggressive- subver-
sion. In fact, oversight committses, by
refusing over the years to ask-pertinent
questions about CIA operaurm;, have not
faced the fact that both exist.

.Consequently, CIA operations have
been guided by only one rule: don't gzt
caught. The result has been interventica
such as Agee describes in Ecuador acnd
Uruguay, neither of which poses even
the remotest hemxsphenc threat to ow

“national security.”

Olin Robinson of Bowdom College has
explained the phenomenon simply: “The
CIA suffers from a syndrome which
might be labeled ‘all dressed up and
nowhere to go. It is an ‘organization
with extraordidary capabilities employiag
some of the most" talented people in
government service (the Watergate pes-
sonalities notwithstanding). The natural
bureaucratic tendency is toward seli-
perpetuation, and no large organization
is likely to change its policies and opara-
tions without external pressure to do sa.™

Since Agee started his book three years
ago, the serious threat to the nation's
weilbeing posed by the existence of an
ixesllizencs agency that is armed for cold
war has increased. It is clearly up to the
Congr=ss to put the heat on the ClA s
ir wiil not frostrate efforts for détents.

This is the only realistic spproach. The
23ty of the United States to dictate to
the rest of the world, including Latz
America, has diminished. And it has bo-
come incrsasingly obvious that where we
have intzrvened in the?affairs of otk
patigns, we have not Decsssarily im-
proved the quality of life for their citi-
zzas but rather supported repressivy
r:;'.:;a such a3 that of the Chilean junt=,
Wita the increasing economic intarda
pe:de:xc: ‘of nations, international opiz:-
icz corries more weight and demand:
that the United States treat its nexghbﬁs:y
civilly,

A re-evaluation of the Central Inteti-
gence Agency in the light of these foreign
policy considerations should be one of
the main tasks of the Congressional ss-
lect committees that will be investigating
intelligence in the coming months, VWhile
the CIA may. not be obsolets; as
Ages suggests, its policias certainly zre
anachronistic. And there is reason to be-
lieve that company men as dedicated-as
Agee seems to have been will be »aluab‘e
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cace 8gency gmdehem are squared wita
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WHE CIA AND THE CUL'I‘ OF IN-
AELIIGENCE. By Victor Marchettl
ad John D. Marks. Alfred A. Knopf.
383 pp. $8.95. E‘apef., Dell Publwfung
Ce. 32 J,f,

THE ;.CRE'K‘ TEAM: ’I}Jm CIA and its
AXizg in Contvol of the United States
azd the World. By L. Fletcher Frouty.
Preniice-Hall, 496 pp. $8.95. Paper: Bal-
lentine Books, $195. -

JATIES E@CEKNS

I 2 is {wve, as world figures of “the
Socialist eamp” have recently «been sug-
gesting, that ths international struggle
betwen their way of life and ours is
shiting from military confrontation to
i¢zological competidon, where does that
lzave the CIA? Under scrutiny. Report-
ers, book writers—some of them- with
direst or associated CIA. experience——
a Presidsatial commission and two selest
Caoazressional commitiees, ons from the
Heouse, one the Senate, have placed the
CiA in the most publis position sincs
its creation as a super-secret, financially
pmaccouarable, globally  fres-wheeling-
and-denling gang of operatives and op-
erators in 1947. That is to say, the
Ceatral Intelligence Agency was founded
ou cold-war premises, assigned to beat

t2e bad guys by hook or crook, advised

that the phrase “pational security” would
bz employed on the highest levels to
justify 2ay damn thing that went right
or wrong—expecled, in short, to serve as
roving agents of the policy of corporate
geogiaphical expansionism which had its
erigiug in the Wasgward-ho era of the
19%%. century, initiated almost as soon as
ths Clvdl War came to an end. .

. This has to be clear: that the CIA has
funetioned, bankrolled by billions of pub-
lic money to be sure, in behalf of pri-
vate economic interests—of what used
to be called simply big business. It is
mot made clear, however-—mnot “per-
fectly clear” perhaps I should say—in
much of what has so far been written
about the CIA. Exceptions, let me
quickly add, can be noted. For example,
magerial published by WACLA (North
American Copgress on Latin America)
and by certain other.radical and, liberal
instinitions has been inforrned by the
CIA-big businsss perspective. I gathes,
too, that the book by the former CIA
officer Fhilip Agee, already released in
England and also scheduled for US
publication. here, by Straight Arrow
Bsooks {Rolling Stone), relocts such a
point of view. Agee discussed his book,
Inside The Company: CIA Diary, in
an interview with John Gerassi carried
by a weekly Boston periodical, The Reo!
Paper,. in the issue of February 19. “I

“that the CIA 3hd the govemment a3'a
whole does not represent the interest of
the people of the United States. Its main

function—and this is clear in our policies

in Latin America, in those policies which
I helped to carry out for twelve years—
is to help, to represent that class of
Americans who profit in Latin America
. « . the rich.”

There seems to be a certain logic,
a Jogic' of times zad development, gov-
erning the process of the production of
books about the CIA. Compare, for in-

stance,. the political-ecosomy - undzee
standing of Agee with that indicated by
the authors of two earlier volumes, The
CIA and the Cult of Intelligence by
Victor Marchetd and John D. Marks,
and The Secret Team by L. Fletcher
Prouty. {Both are npow available in
paperback; Marchetti served as much
time in the CIA as Ages, mostly in
Washington; Marks was once a State
Department intelligence analyst; Prouty,
nine years aa Air Force colonel, acted
as liaison officer in procursmsent be-
tween the Department of Defense and
the CIA.) At one point Marcheru.-
Marks, with what I assume to be agrese
ment, quots the columnist Tom Braden,
“former high-ranking CIA covert ex-
pert,” as saying in January 1973: “Josef
Stalin’s' decision to attempt conquest of
Western” Ewrope by manipulation, ths
vse of fronts and the purchase of loy-
alty turned the-Agency (CIA) into a
bouse of dirty tricks. It was necessary.
Absolutely necessary, in my view. But
it ¥asted long after the necessity was
goné” Prouty takes the retrospective
position that U.S. leaders {such as Harry
Truman). got off on the wrong foot by
automatically “reacting” to Comrmunist
strategy and tactics rather than buckling
down fo the formation of an affirmative,
presumably democratic course of action
in the post-World War 1I world.

1 have no intention of downgrading
the Marchetti-Marks and Prouty booXks.

They are valuable, instructive works, .

written by “insiders™ wko know what
they're talking about and who finally dis-
covered that they were compelled to take
the risks involved in revealing CIA sube
version' of democratic teaets. Further~
more, both books seem to have played a
part in persuading members of Congress,
after almast twenty-zight years, to estabe
lish special committees charged with re-
sponsibility for.checking out CLA activis
ties at home as well as abroad. That may
be somewhat lese significant than,. say,
the influence Tom Paine's Common
Sense bad upon. governmental matters
but it is, nonetheless, in these days
when_nearly almighty power is attribe
uted to the electronic media, quite an

have learned aver the years,” Ages said, 24iccomplishinent for print. Which is, also,

the mediumn of expression of Seymcm
Hersh of The New York Times, Lz~
rence Stern of The Washington Posi ar.
Jack Anderson, all of whose reports .
the CIA no doubt contributed to th:
Congressional decisions—urged there by,
among others, Rep. Michael H’!mngtsx,
of Massachusatta Sen. William Proxmir:
of Wiscoasin and Sen. Frank Church of
Idaho, Church, by the way, heads tha
Select Comumittee of the Senate, where
his experience as chairman of the For
cign Relalions subcommittee on muli-
national corporations may come i
handy in getting to the fundamental CIA
point—that it is in cahoots with %ig
business, which reigns, now more operiy
than ever, in the executive branch. Iz-
deed, the story of the -journalistic e
posure of the role of the CIA in world
affairs begins much earlier with Tke

- Nations special issue devoted tc that

very subject, written by the veteran
journalist, Fred J. Cook, and published
June 24 1961. 0

At any rate, the Prouty and Mar-
chetti-Marks books and the Phili
Agee account are different from books
about the CIA written before 1974,
when it became evident that the cold
war, and its attendant devil theory of
communism, were being toned dowm
The rationale for ecarlier semi-official
documentaries by leaders of the:agency
~-Allen Dulles, who is listed as authes
of The Craft of Imellzgence, and Lymas
B. Kirkpatrick, writer of The Real CI4
"—no longer applied, politically speaking.
‘This gives their books, already, a flavie
-of ancient history. And even though the
same cannot be said for some other
books rooted in that pericd~—The In
visible Government by David Wise and
Thomas B. Ross, an ambitious and valizm
job of investigative reporting; The Secre,
War by Sanche de Gramont; Stewarn
Steven's Operation Splinter Factor; au:
Miles Copeland’s Without Cloak or Dag
ger—the fact remains that these wer
done by outsiders. Whereas Prouty, Maw-
chetti and Agee were CIA insidem,
whose- rethinking of their lives, their
roles, the nature of the agency’s “‘opem-
tions,” could not have occurred, in my
opinion, until big business switched the
foreign policy signals. This switch alse
accounts for the distinction between the
objectives of Marchetti and Prouty ¢~
the one hand and Agee on the other.

All three have horror stories to tel.
But Prouty and Marchetti, first om -
scene with their books critical of gk
ClA, concentrate mainly on the word
I bave just placed in gquotes: “‘opsra
tions.” Both mention Harry Trumen’
1963 remark: “I never had apy thous:"
when I set up the CIA that it wou'd &
injected into peacetime cloak-and-dapr«:
operations.” Marchetti gets even mea:
specific, using former CIA Directar
Richard Helms as source: “Operationy
involves overthrowing foreign govesn-
ments, subverting clections, bribing ui-
ficials and waging “secret” wars. Hc goss

" on to make the point that “the Water-

gate scandal has also opencd up the CE
to increased scrutiny.” Undoubtedly. .o
has.- Whether or not Watergate was

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100360006-2

3 »




*'Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100360006-2

ClA “operation,” who yet knows? But
*f the word “foreign” is omitted from

the Helms-derived description of what
the CIA has been up to for more than
a quarter of a century, the words come
pretty close to fitting as much as we
1o far have learned about the Watérgate
The Secret Team and The CIA and
the Cult of Intelligence, as 1 get their
message, argue that in practicing cloak-
and-dagger operations all over the world,
ihe CIA has ruthlessly expanded its 1947
fegal mandate and become a law unto
#self. It has converted, in other words,
2 legitimate commission to collect in-
Jformation into the kind of gangster-.
style activity to which Helms refers and
with which many of us are now familiar,
from Iran and Guatemala in the early
19503 to Chile in 1973. Prouty and
Wiazchetti imply that if oaly the CIA
eould be re-restricted to the gathering of
intelligence, it might- still serve a useful

purpose. Agee, in his interview with .

Jerassi, says: “If the American people
could learn this [how the overthrow of
Salvador Allende in Chile was financed
chiefly by a CIA front, the American
Institute for Free Labor Development]
and all the other frauds perpetrated on’
them by the CIA . . . I am convinced
that the clamor would be so great that
Congress would destroy the CIA” If,
as I am speculating, the new 1971 tack
in U.S. foreign policy toward the Soviet
{Jnion and China caused disturbances
within the CIA, it is plain that Agee’s
disillusiorment has brought him to polit-
ical conclusions more drastic than those
of Prouty and Marchetti--and of 2
number of others in the Congress and
in public life, who continue to envision
a safer and more respectable CIA, one,
so to speak, from whose hands the guns
will be removed. ’

But what does big business envi-
sion? ‘Well, the violent counterrevolution
in Chile several years after competitive
coexistence had been announced as the
international aim of the United States
offers a clue. As does, ‘also, CIA en-

cavors to suppress and then censor the
Marchetti-Marks book—which they and
their publishers, Alfred A. Knopf, Inc,
assisted by the.American Civil Liberties
Union, are still fighting in the courts.
The CIA and the Cult of Intelligence,
the first book the U.S. Government ever.
attempted to censor by legal action be-
fore - publication, finally appeared with
168 spaces in the text where only the
word “DELETED" is to be found. The
context ‘makes evident that certain key

deletions refer to Chile.

On September 4, 1974, a Hersh re-

port in The New York Times began:
“The director of the Central Intelligence
Agency has told Congress that the Nixon
Administration authorized more than $8
million for covert activities by the

" agency in Chile between 1970 and 1973
to make it impossible for President Sal- .

vador Allende - Gossens to govern.”
Could this news have been one of the
“DELETED"s from Marchetti's book?
I think so. Anyway, by September 16
‘the news had been confirmed by no less
than President Ford, who, in reply to
a’ press conference question, started out
by saying, “Let me answer in general”
He did so: “Our government, like other
governments, does take certain actions in
the intelligence field to help implement
foreign policy and protect national secu-
rity.” He then went on to say that as he
understood it there was no direct U.S.
involvement in the “coup itself” (of Sep-
tember 11, 1973) but that, yes, “in a
period of time, three or four years ago,”
an effort was made to help preserve “op-
position newspapers and electronic media
. . . and opposition political parties” in
Chile. “I think,” said the President, “this

js ‘in the best interest of the people of -

Chile and certainly in our own interest.”
Here is where background reading im
Marchetti-Marks, Prouty, the Agee in-
terview and, for that matter, most litera-
ture on the ‘CIA, comes to the aid of
anyone trying to fathom the serious
political complications that would cause
a chief of state, administering a foreign
policy of coexistence, to take on the
responsibility of attempting to give war-
rant to conduct that contradicts such a
policy. At some point this contradiction
seems to have hit formerly dedicated
CIA representatives, who really believed
during their company service that “pa-
tional security” and “our own interest”
were synonymous with defense of democ-
racy, on all fronts and by any means
necessary, against communism. As soon
as their faith was shaken, they Proceeded

-to struggle with the contradiction by

writing their own ‘case histories of the

- CIA.

Their books furnish evidence for the
rationality of their decision. But the
Ford Administration, faced with the
same contradiction, persists in irration-
ality. No wonder the government went
all-out to delefe Chile references from
the Marchetti-Marks book. No wonder
Ford had to step (be pushed?) forward
to repeat, as.in an echo chamber, na-
tional security nonsense to support a

WASHINGTON STAR
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CIA, B! Relay Data on Mazis to INS

The Imrnigration and Maturalization Service is

case {or CIA interfereace in Chile, once
the deleted mattericame to light in re-
ports by Hersh, Stern and others. The
point is that Chile, at one and the same
time, implied the old national secusily
argument to have been a historical iz—
a big lie, to use the words once applizd
to Nazi deception of the Germans when
big business in Germany sought domina-
tion of -world resources and people—and
also’ threatened to reveal that under
cover of competitive coexistence with
the giants of the Socialist camp, the CIA
and its masters intended to continue
playing dirty tricks wherever possible,
their aims being necessarily less grand
than ths Naziy’, and their technigues
more sophisticated, but both aims 2cd
techniques comparable in design to what
Hider’s backers had dn mind, -

This substantially explains why CIA
intervention in Chile, together with the
more recent disclosurzs that the CIA
was keeping tabs on thousands of US.
citizens-—if deception appears to be fal-
ing, better prepare plans for controf—
have at last convinced members of
Cangress to investigatz the ageacy and
its works, I think it is significant, foo,
that according to a Gallup poll many
people suspect the . iavestigaling com-.
mission establisked by Fresident Ford
and chaired by Vice President’ Rocke-
feller. has been rushed into action fo
absolve and save the CIA; A plausitle
suspicion, no doubt, considering the con-
servative character of the commisson.-
The stage has been set, in any event,
for a contest between a relatively pro-
gressive Congress and a big-business-
dominated executive branch on ibe ques.
tion of the past, present and futurs of
the CIA. . A T S
- T am unable to find reasons to =x-
pect the result to be its abolition, as
LF. Stone, in typical tangy prose, recom-
mended in. the February 20th. issue of
The New:.York Review of Books. Mere
likely the hearings will develop an issve
which should:have high priority in the
political campaigns. of 1976, althouga
that, of course, depends.on how plaia
fhe issue is made to the people by those
in charge of the hearings, those who
report them.and those still within ke
ranks of the CIA~—or having .connec-
tions with it—who may follow tie
courageous frail blazed by such ag
Prouty, Marchetti, Marks acd Agee. 0

James Higgins, a former editor of the York
(Fa.) Gazstte and BDaily, is now a free-lance
Jjournaliss . living in Bostos and’ teaching
Jourralism ot Boston University,

investigating 33 cases of alleged Nazi war criminals in
the United States, using information grovided by the
CIA and FBI, INS Commissioner Leonard F. Chapman
Jr. told a House immigration subcommittee yester-

day. )
Deputy Commissioner James Greene said the CIA

and .FBI were asked for information in 1573 after the
immigration agency received the names of 70 to 80
persons who may have had Nazi connections. The INS
found 17 were dead and no proof was found to link
several others to major war crimes.
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Chevies Morgrn, Washington divector
of the American Civil Liberties Union,
wes (nterviewed by Washington Star
Seedt Writer Mo:man Kempster.

Questisa: It just has been reported
thai the CIA contracied for an under-
water ship with a cover story that it -
belongead te Howard Hughes. You
have besn sharply critical of this ar-
rangemaul. “hy?

Wi, gaz: The problem to me is that
tne executive contracted out the war-

sajcing power to private corpora-
sions. The press reports that we're
sraining the army in Saudi Arabia.
We've got & ship roaming around
lcose someplace out thers. Well, good
heavens, to turn a ship like that over
to Howard Hughes! I should add cne
thing. These views are my own.
There are folks in the ACLU that
weuid disagree with me and on much
of what [ may say the ACLU has no
position.

Q: “‘ou say the ship was turned
over tc Hughes. Wasn't the Hughes

y ¢ AATI.
1o COa-

PPN ey @O

Coinnestion jub‘ & gover Sk
ceal C7A involvement?

A: How do I know it’s not turned
over to Aim? So, (CIA Director Wil-
liamm B.) Colby says it isn't. Who can
you believe in that agency? Twenty
years they’ve spent learning to lie.
They lie by rote. Is there a difference
between Hughes and the CIA? I

. t
@Q: Is there? Are you saying they
are the same?

Az 1 don’t know. We ought to look »

- oo it |

Q: Do you have any indicatiqn
othew ihan this recent situation with
_the ship that there is a ccnnection?

A: Well, certainly, certainly.
(Former Hughes aide Robert) Maheu
testified, according to the Washing-
ton Star, in his depositions in his law-
suit against Hughes that in 1960 he
was asked by Hughes to form a link
between the CIA and Hughes Tool.
He then went further and said that he
did not do tl21t. Secondly, he said that
he'd been working on an intelligence
mission in 1960 in Miami and Hughes
had tried to suramon him back to Los
Angeles, or Las Vegas, or someplace
and he refused to ¢o. He did identify,
the agency — the Central Intelli-
gence Agency. He wouldn’t go into
what he'd been working on but I
think the people of this country are
entitled 1o know.

Q: But f10w much control does How-
ard Hughes have over what this boat
does? )

A: I have no way of knowing. 1
don't even know if there is a Howard
Hughes. All I know is that I've got to

make several assumptions about it If
there is a Howard Hughes, then I
have to assume that he is either sane

-or insane or something else. If [ as-

sume him vo be sane, then I have to
assume him to be the most secure
person in the United States. If I as-
sume him to be insane, then we have
turned a very hishly risky operation

over to a man who 1s an alleged nut. .
Now I don’t want him out there pick-.

ing up free hydrogen bombs, or walk-

ing around with anything else cr

risking that my country gets into
‘war. Now if it's not Hughes, -
and not Hughes’ crew, and
there is a risk that we may
gO to war over that ship,
then that’s even worse.

Q: Do you believe the
CIA has a right to contract
Wwith private corporations to'
engage in any of the covert
activities that the CIA en-
gagesin?

A: Let me go back just a
little bit. In 1967, we were
shocked when we found out
the CIA was funding the Na-

. tional Student Association.
Now I have an equa! shock
when I find out the CIA us
funding Howard Hughes.
Now when I look around at
the kinds of things that
have happened to Hughes
that an average citizen
couldn't get consideration
on for the past several
years: an antitrust exemp-
tion for the Dunes Hotel, a
tax exemotion for his medi-
cal foundation, non-extra-
dition from the Baha-
mas, great Justice De-
partment efforts to keep a
United States grand jury
from indicting him in Neva-
da. I look at that and I say
to mysel{, *What are we
paying that fellow for?"
Secondly, if you have covert
operations through an
American corpcration,
“where's the check on that?
Who runs the war? Does
Hughes run the operation,
or dogs the CIA? Or do their
irierests merge? What hap-
pens when they go off and
get into trouble? Do we go
out and defend them? Isit a
war contracted for by the
CIA secretly, without the
taxpayers' knowing where
their money went, without
any control at all by the
executive or anybody else?
That's the problem.

Q: You ask some interest-
ing questions. Do you know
any of the answers?

A: I think the questions
answer themselves. I think
we should investigate and
find out about it.

Q: Do you have any indi-
cation that the Glomar Ex-
plorer was engaged in any
activities for the CIA other
than the Russian submarine
caper?

A: Well, I would say with-
out any knowledge of any-

<6

thing other than the public
documents and public
records, we are purting a
remarkable amount of
Americar  money intg
underseas ventures. We've

got ships reaming loose,

small submarines, tiny .
things built by corporations

over here, the Defense De-

partment and every place

else. And I don’t really

know what we're doing in

the sea. All I know is that

we are doing something

there. I assume we are

doing it undercover and the

reason that we're doing it

undercover is because

apparently we're doing

something wrong. If we're

deing something right then

we cught to tell everybody

about it and tell them what

it costs.

Q: If we could get back to
the Glomar Explorer. Da
you know of any other cov-
ert operations conducted by
tsat ship?

A: I just don't know
about that. I read an article
in the March 1975 American
Legion Magazine. It's a per-
ceptive article. It ends up
saying that Hughes’ ship is
the cnly ship that’s ready to
go to mining underseas. If
75 percent or ‘80 percent of
the mineral wealth of the
world is vnderszas and ..
that ship does also mine,
then have we financed 2
ship to mine underseas and
violate a U.N. resolution as
T understand it about the
ownership of the underseas.
Are we in such a tréemen-
dous hurry in this country
to give away every piece of
land under the sea and on-
land to private corporations
to make a fortune on it? Is
that ship being used as kind
of a symbol over the head of
countries negotiating now
on a law of the seas agree-
ment over in Geneva? I
don't know what other uses
that ship has, bur I'll tell
vou one thing — if that ship
was a one-time, pick-up-a-
submarine kind of venture,
then it 'is worse than a
Spruce Gander. The same
szuce for the Spruce Goose’
was thc sauce that got the
Spruce Gander going, and
that sauce is money.

Q: WWhy should the CIA be
so concerned about under-
seas research?

A: Idon’t know what you
do'with all these nuclear
submarines and all these
scientific ships and ven-
tures going on. Maybe
we’re just in collusion with
private oil companies and
private mining companies
doing research for them
and finding out where
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. minerals and oil are.

Q: Yeu've spoken infor-
‘mally of underseas explorer
Jaques Cousteau in this
context. How do¢s he fit
"into this? -

A: As I understand, Cous-
teau in November 1974
showed up in Pensacola,
Fla. in his ship, The Calyp-
so. He said hc came for re-
search into the red tide. The
unfortunate part of that
venture is the world’s out-.

- standing oceanographer got
there at the season when
the red tide isn’t a problem.
You go beyond that and he
does 'say he is doing re-
search on a U2 type of cam-
era to be used in 1978. He's
talking about eleciric sen-
sors through the 'gulf,
studying poliution. I didn't
know that Cousteau worked
for the government of the
United States, but I do now.
So, I can't answer the ques-

_ tion, I just know the story’s

there.

Q: Dces the Hughes con-
tract with the CIA wviolate
any Securities and Ex-
change Comumission reaula
tions?

A: I have read some
documents filed with the
SEC and they don't seem to
make full disclosure of this
kind of transaction and this
kind of operation that is
going on, with respect to
prospective stockbolders in
Global Marine, Inc. (The
Hughes company that owns
the Glomar Explorer.} It
may very well be .that in
other documents they do.
The ones that I've been
over look to me like they
merit aninvestigatdon.

““Wait a. minute,

“"Qz Is there any way that
a.prospective stockholder
would damaged by not
having full information
about the contract with the
CIA? : :

A: When you have full
disclosure in corporate
documents, you can say,
\ if that
ship’s out in the middle of
the ocean ard it is being
watched by .satellites and
the Russians know it is
there, and it's got a risk
factor that it may go, I've

_got a pretty risky invest-

ment.”’

Q: You have been stress- -
ing the secrecy that sur-
rounded the submarine
matter. You tried to inter-

_ est several rewspapers in

the story but they withheld
it because cof national se-
curity considerations until
columnist Jack Anderson
used it. Do you think the
press should withhold infor-
mation like this?

A: Of course not. News-

' papers are supposed to do

their own job. Newspapers
are charged with the duty
of putting out the truth and
the news. They’re not na-
tional security agents,
they’re not official bureaus
of the state, The press is
supposed to be separate
from the government. When
a person telephones who
you know has been paid for

20 years to be a liar and .

tells you to kill a story, why
would you believe him, un-
‘less your experience has
been such that you believe
you’re supposed to cover
for the Umted States gov-,
ernment. . .

Q: Why do you suppose

this story was held out of |

print?

A: The problem is cow- |
ardice. The higher one goes |
in a bureaucracy, the more

. he is able to rely on ‘‘res |
" spoasibility” to rationalize

his fear. Newspaper owners
and executives learn as

they move up .that there is |

less risk in being held re-
spon51ble for stories ‘hey
don’t print than for stories
they do print. So, when the
CIA or some other set of
trained liars come to them,
they are inclined to supe
‘press legitimate news.

Q: Surely a newspaper
executive has a responsibil-
ity to decide what goes into
print. ,

A: Newspaper owners
and executives
limit their power to overrul-
ing decisions not to publish.
They should recognize cow-
ardice as inherent in the bu-
reaucracy and eliminate
their power to kill a story.

|
i

should -

“The 1st Amendment means’

nothing unless there are
news people with the 'spirit
and courage to use it. The
wall between the govern-
ment and the press should
be absolute. Otherwise, you
wind up with house organs
for the CIA. If The New

York Times Lad run the

Bay of Pigs story in 1961
there wouldn’t haye been a
Bay of Pigs (invasion) and
the nation would have been
spared that absurdity..

Q: Are you saying:t}-iat
newspapers should ignore
the national security impli-

" RALTTHORE NEWS AMERICAN
16 MARCH 1975

ClA-RDP7—7-oo432Rooo100'360_006-2

cations of what they print? -

" A: I believe that our only
natmna] security -is to tell
the truth. I think for -35
years we have lost the peo-

- ple of the world, constantly
and regularly, by not telling
the truth to ourselves or
abroad. I've noticed over a

' 2% year period that when ¥

bring up the fact that some-
bedy lied in Washington,
people just shrug their
shoulders, like everybody
lies. Well, that’s okay in a
Machiavellian government.
That's okay with a prince.
But it’s not okay in a
democracy. We've gone
from cover stories to cover-
up, and that’s mighty easy
for a (Watergate conspira-
tor) Jeb Magruder.

Q: You say-lying is easy
for a Magruder. But the
CIA presumably should
have more reason to lie
than the CRP (Nixon cam-
paxgn committee). Are you
“saying that the CIA should
lay all of its cards on the
table?

A: I'm saying we should
live by the Constitution.
That all the pragmatism
and pragmatic arguments I
hear are so unrea} for a
democracy. If we live by
democracy and live by the,
Constitution of the United
States, the world would be
clamoring to come our way.
There have been revole-
tions fought all over the
world for the things we pro-
fess to believe in. And what
happens is that the policy
and practice {rom the high-
est level comes down to
lying.

here Are N@ .fmbnds Tn W@ﬁé of Sﬁym@"

: W A S H ING -
—(CPI)—Do our {riend-
ies spy on Americans in

ited States?
= Trey often do. And we spy
n. l"Em in their home coun-

" Intelhgence gathering
E‘:“.»s reither friend nor foe.
- In many intelligence
-grezs, allies cooperate and
«exctange information. But
;62 some delicate subjects,
«particuiarly advance’ infor-
Z::atwn on dramatic policy or
-grrategic changes .affecting

.anctaer country and in tech-. .
- sentences:-

R oH cgy and: weapons, it's ev-
-ery spy for himself. .

" The American intelligence -
community envies the pris-
tine anonymity enjoyed by
their British cousins—MI3
for internal security like our
FBI and MI6 for foreign in-
teliizence, as our CIA.

The security chapter in the
almost encyclopaedic anato-
my of Britain today runs
oan two generalized pages

is preceded by a quoia-
tion from Thomas Carlyle:
“He that has a secret should

“not only hide it but hide that

-he has it to hide.”, e
MI6 s cover..d in twc‘~ :
.- €, or simply as ‘the director

“It can safely be mvea]ed

that tt'ere are twe argamza.
tions which were once called
MI5 and MI6 (MI stands,
rather mi sleadmaly, for mili-
tary intelligence): The first
d*als with protecting "Brit-
ain’s own secrets aga'.nst oth-
er countries’ spies; the
second—whose existence is.
never ofiicially acknowi-
edged—deals with Bntams
own SDleﬂ oo
“All newspapers are asked
to refrain from publishing
the names of security chiefs,
~and they are referred to by
cryptic initials suth as Mor

' general.'”

The book €id not mentien
that editers of publications
violating so-called D notices
listing subjects forbldden for
publicatica are subject to
imprisonment under the Cifis
cial Secrets Act.

Eut the identity of the 1973
MI6 c‘nef was revealad Feb.
7 by the West German week-

.ly magazine Der Stern which

ramed him as Sir John Ogil.
vy Renzie in connection vrith
charges. ¢f heroin possessicn
lodf'ed against his son. Caly
then did Lordon newspapers,
which had the story. dare
prict his pams—quoting Des
Stern “foreign puohcat(@_
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assador to p@ﬂ“ﬁ%é
sts Article Citing CIA E‘ ie

By ’\'Iiguel Acoca X i . - .-
Special to The W.ishmeten Post ~ Corlucei has been in the| had been called 2 CIA agent.
March, 28—U.S headlines here since the right-] . 7IU's been wide circulation
b ‘anck’ Carlueci ist military uprising auainst; Of this sort of hine that has
3 " rar ‘ariueci R Lo ) . R
Af’pl?i?lisdmrotelsie\d today a the leftist ruling military col-| :created unfortunate rclations
ge\lx'cle'||SCrp article  alleging lapsed AMarch 1. Me was| between us.” added.
8P d d 2its aeeed § H R o . N
that he was a Central Intelli placed in the limelight by Brig. " The senator asked for un-
wui : Gen. Otelo de Carvalho, com-| §goretandine of Portusal's Tev.:
gence Agency Ustrategist and 8 . RPN {derstanding o rtugal’s rev
: ! mander of  security  forces, tutionary rocess adding
operator” and that the CIA 1 o N JCOS-1 olutionary  process. & ¢
vas behind a Spanish-based who stated that because of the, | ypay nejther the United States
was he . ~~"11' Sy coup attempt. he could not "nor any other country “should
I“lifhl.-“ ing uuerrilla organiza- guarantee .the ambassador's | gictate in the internal aftairs
tion plotting to topple the left- safoty, of a sovereign state such as
: “1s Ly ey P d 3 &
ist PortuZuese E(’\e}r}nlf‘lm he ambassador. who spoke; | Portugal.” N
The ambassa}(hn‘s‘ pmte_st on the phone with Gen. Car-! l Brooke said he had
followed an Information Min- vatho immediately afterward. | ‘["su)'f"e“Lcd tJthe prime min‘is-
istry statement vesterday that thas veportediy been trving o (o "Jlr,br this is not the time
the controversial ambassador meet the outspoken vound reve I'L;l‘ lhc(\' V.S, to cut and run
ce e SRR a oerpratntt i ‘oriue . . . . g T “
was ”“;U““‘_'-“,‘”‘:, = ill.:‘u -olutionary officer ever since:i from Portugal and for Portu-
..«}1 ) ;mc. .f._kAl\)l‘f,Jn;hl N '-‘ﬂlli President Custa Goimes, | gal to cut and run from the
prova 041 'lh(_bkl)‘)l.lu"('v_"n(t sowrces said. promised Car- U8 .
llmmundor speculation™ abou lucct an early encounter with Aeanwhile. the
um, Carvalho
” : : © 'Communist Party announced
Accompanied b \151tm"US ¢
anc“x)-r*e( »ddp-yqn]n whnze' The newspaper story that ithal one of its leaders had
~ raroused the ambassador's for- “made a quick trip to Moscow
home state, ‘\Iassachusettsw ‘mal prote £ e » . ces
has many Portuguese resi. smal protest of a “personal to discuss political develop-.
y icampaign appearcd Wednes- her ith Soviet C :
dents. Carlucei called onj [day in a Lisbon afternoon  entS here with Soviet Com-
3 inictor + - i - i Dar -0 <« TV L
Prime minister Vasco Gon- newspaper under a banner munist Party yeaders. The Por
tuguese party has heen:

calyes this evening. He re:} {headliane saying “The CIA dcts
mained to make the protest at- lin Por tugal.” sharply criticized bv - Western:

ter the senator left.

ar
O

terminology usually means
there was » difference of opin-
ion,

In leaving. the ambassador
£3id. “I have no comment to
make on the mceling.” If he
wante to comment, et him.”

Gonealves’ aides cave the
thot the meeting
"had been stor my, but did not
“elaburate.

Tuesday. just before Gon-
calves formed a new coalition
Cabinet increasing the num-
ber of Communist ministers to
two and the number of Marx-
ists to four, Carlucci told Pres-
ident Francisco da Costa
Gomes of American concern
with Portugal's leftward shift.

At that time, accovding to
informed sources. the presi-
dent rejected Carlucei’s warn-
ings of increased political vio-
lence, the danger of a leftist
takeover and a ¢rowing anti-
American  campaign.  Cosla
Gomes reportedly told Car-
Iueci that there was less anti-
Americanism in Portugal than
in other counirie:, and that!

.

’ irinpossion

Portuguese

Ty iqye qeoe
sessinn hefween the
and
“frank,” which in dipiomatic

g veeag gaid the:

fewer than five pmsom -have!
aml {

heen ied
cers deposed the m"htxst dicta-
torship last year.

LOS ANGELES TIMES
16 March 1975 :

ART BUCHWALD

ow the CIA Got
Jf ato Hit Fidel

WASHINGTON~—Two Robert I«ennedy aides revealed
the other day that the CIA had plans to assassinate Fidel
Castro, and they »sere going to give the contract to the
Mafia to do the job. The question is how did they ap-
proach the Mafia about it and what was said.

This is only conjeciurc.sinee the files are sealed.

it probabb happened during the wedding of Don Cor-
leone’s caughter. Hagen, the COnSl”thl zmd Sonny Cor-
leonc bring the head of the CIA into Don Corleone's libra-

cingce 1

the premier was

‘I"xe CIA chief kisses Don Corleone’s ring.

*Godfather, may I spcal! 1o you alone?

Don Corleone shakes his head. 'T trust these men with
my life I cannot msuit them by seuding them away, What
do vou want ¢f me

The CIA ehef licks his lips nerve
Cuba has been viclated. Thisman T 3tro spits on us
and insults us publicly. We must have ustice”

“Why-do you come to me"’ Don Corleone asks.

“Because we have gone to the Army, the Navy and 1hc
Ailr Force like good citizens, and he) just laugh at us.
You, Godfather, are the only one we can turn to.

"What do you want a2 to do"

The chief glances at Hagen and Sonny and then q0es
over and whispers in Don Coerleone’s car.

The Don looks up gravely. "That I cannot do.”

The CIA chie[ says desperately, "I will pay you any-

thing®

Don Corleone rices from hehind his desk and speak

ey, "Our honor in
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! Sen. Brooke said in a press
Teonference
wide-
Premier Gonealves he had ex-
pressed concern that Carlucci

European Communists
that during

discussion

his

ranging with ;ics believe soured their

: toral prospects by

coldly. "We have known each other many years, bit until
this day vou have never come to me for counsel or help. I
am. your friend, but have you ever invited me to your
home in McLean? Has your wife ever invited my wife for
as much as a cup of coffee? Your children refused to play
with my children. And once when my son wanted to bor-
row some camera equipment and a red wig, vou turned us
down. Let us be frank. You spurned my friendship. You
feared io be in my debt."

The CIA chief wipes his forehead with a hapdkerchief.

"We never invited you because we dan think \ou‘d
coma.”

The Don holds up his hand. *Don't speak. When you
wanted something vou went to the gov ernment-—to the
‘White House, the FBL and the US. Post Office. You did

~not n2ed Don Corieone. Very well, my feelings were’

- wounded, but I am not the sort of person who tk)ruuts his
friendship on those who do not value it. Now you come
and say, ‘Don Corleone, give me justice against Castro! But
you do not ask with rospnct. And you say, 't will pay you
anything! And you do this on my daughier's weddmg day.
1 do not want to have an)Lhm(’ to do with you."

The CIA chief gets on his knees. "Forgive me, Godfather,
1 thought we could count on the armed forces for justice.J
tried to work through the system. But Castro still lives.
Grant me this one fm ar and you and your wife can come
o our home any tme you want to. We want your friend-
ship. We really do.”

Dﬁn Corleonc goes over to the CIA chiel and puts hiz
‘hand on his head. "Good, then you shall have your justice.
Someday, and that day may never come, I will call upon
vou to do me a service in return. Until then, consider this

favor a gift from my wife who, as you know, is G. Gordon

Liddy's Godmother”

The CIA chief is overcome with gratitude.

Don Corleone picks him up gently and says, "Now give
me a kiss on the cheek, so T can get back to the wedding."

The CIA chief kisces Don Corleons on the cheek and
says, "I you cver want us o read anybody s mail for you,
Jet me know." “ L -

25

Ly

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100360006-2

be-i

causc of tactics that their erit-i

elec-:

atousma‘
'fear of a Comnrunist take-ov er.




Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100360006-2
6¢

53 NN

T, s

é
%
:

118
~
()}
e~
g
(o}
[aY)

naTionaL [INDGSTRIES

STUDENTS [
ASSOCIATIN/A

il

A

LKA,

4

i

2
7

‘.

a ’ :

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432RQOO1 00360006-2




Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100360006-2.

THE ECONOMIST MARCH 29, 1975

7
A confident country learns from its defeats; a rattled and
divided one forgets what it was trying to do before it ran
inic irouble. King Faisal’s. assassination is the fourth
low to hit American foreign policy this month. The new
regioae in Saudi Arabia will require an adjustment in
American ideas, even if Prince Fahd does now collect
e veins of power in his own hands. But it does not
«hangs what the United States*hopes to do through its
recently built connection with the great oil power of the
Arab world. All the shocks of the past month have their

lessons for Mir Ford, but the lessons are local and specific;.

i* is the temptation to generalised despair about its foreign.
policy taat 1as to be resisted in the United States. - ;

The abandonment of much of South Vietnam may be
@ reason to change American policy in that country, if
there is still time for a change; or it may be a reason for
concluding- that no American policy can do much about.
Indochina any longer; or it:may even be reason to say,
as some old American opponents of the war are now say-
ing, that it is probably best to. keep the present policy
going for a time in the hope of salvaging something from:
the ruins. But Mr Kissinger’s empty-handed retumn from
the Middle East, and King Faisal’s death, are certainly
no ground for changing American policy in that region,
although that policy may now have to be pursued through.
different men and by different means: Nor is the collapse
of the democratic hope in Portugal any reason for
changing American policy in Europe. These four events
mzke it necessary for Americans to recall what they have
been trying to do in the world since 1945, not abandon it,
But the United States is a rattled and divided country,
with an exhausted Mr Kissinger facing a Congress trying
10 assert its power over foreign policy, and the defeats
of March could yet produce the wrong result.

Sc what is American policy? ‘

Because a whole generation has died since 1945,
Americans have lost the habit of reminding themselves
what their foreign policy has been trying to achieve since
then. It has certainly rot been confined to the pursuit
of exclusively American interests. If it had, the United
States would have concentrated on its own defence, and
perhaps, though not certainly, on the defence of the
centres of industrial power in western Europe and Japan

that -are linked to the American economy. It would not-

have given its- aid to Greece and Turkey in 1947, or to
South Vietnam in the 1950s, and it would not now be
spending so much effort on trying to strike a balance
between Israel and its Arab neighbours; all these things
are peripheral to a strict definition of purely American
interests. This is the danger of trying to redefine American
policy now in terms of a stern application of Real-
politik.-The aims of Realpolitik have to be national aims;

the tests by which it is measured, as Bismarck taught the.

world, can only be those of a nation-state pursuing its
own particular ends. No one in western Europe, or in
Israel, or any other country that depends on the
backing of American power, can want the United States
to.redcfine its policy in those terms. . . P n ey
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Once again, the Americans have,learnt the limits of their power
have to face the fact that there is no substitute for the power jc}rhg_y have

50

!

r. They also

It is more difficult than that. There has been a large
element of ideology in American policy for the past 38
years, because the emergence of Soviet power after 1945
brought the issue of ideology into the centre of world
politics. The United States could:have ducked that issue,
but only by retiring within its own frontiers; and no other
nation that shared its ideas about politics, but lacked its
power, would have invited it to. do that. It can try to
contain the dangers of the conflict with Soviet power, as
successive presidents since John Kennedy have tried o
do. It can even-ignore ideology. when there is something
to be gained by that, as the semi-alliance with China
since 1971 has done. But so long as two very different
ideas about the organisation of society remain the centre-
piece of international politics—and only the Soviet
government can decide how long that will remain true—
the dispute between them will be the starting-point of
American policy. A SR A
The only American policy that would not involve a
retreat to the America of the 1930s is a policy designed
to support those countries where the ideas of liberal and
pluralist politics have taken root, or where the condiiions
exist in which they might take root.-That would be a
. complex enough business in itself, but it is not even as
simple as that. The support of such countries requires
policies to be drawn up for dealing with other areas
which these countries depend upon for economic reasons,
or have cause to be concerned about for military reasons.
Once the United States has stepped outside its own
borders, it finds itself inevitably entangled to some extent
with the special interests of its friends. That is why no
neat geographical limit can be set upon the area of
American policy: there is no major part of the world
in which, directly or indirectly, such a policy has ne
interest at all. There are no entirely watertight politicat
limits, either: the support of a liberal friend sometimes
calis for the toleration of a less than liberal friend of that
friend. The business of being a power in the world sends a
whole series of ripples spreading out from the dropped
anchor. - ) .

When the limits narrowed '

What the Americans have discovered from the shocks
they have experienced in the past few years is not that
these things have ceased to be true, It is that their power
to carry out the policy that history has landed them with
is limited, and when they exceed the limits of what they
can do they damage the policy itself. They discovered
that when they realised that they could not keep their
armed forces big enough to be able to fight a major war
in Europe and another in Asia, and a brushfi-e war
somewhere else too, at the same time. The result of that
was the reorganisation of defence policy carried ow
by the Nixon Administration, which set narrower limits
on what America’s soldiers might be asked to do. This
was a matter of military and economic necessity more
than anything else: the growth of Soviet armed strength,
and the spread of new weapons which the United States
itself had helped to distribute to other places arcund
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_the world, put a two-and-a-half-war strategy, beyond .

the reach of the American economy. It was one part of
the re-examination made inevitable by the changing
balance of power in the 1960s.

The other part was the lesson of Vietnam. What the
Americans learnt in Vietnam was the danger of over-

commitment to an outlying part of their main policy.

-The Vietnam war could have been avoided if the
Americans had realised in time that Ho Chi Minh might
be a useful south-east Asian counterweight to China;
but they would have had to realise that by the mid-1950s,
which 1s when they first committed themselves against
Ho Chi Minh, and at that time the split in the communist
world which gave Ho Chi Minh his chance to be a

counterweight had not yet taken place. The war might

have been shortened if the Americans had understood in
time just how good North Vietnam’s army was; but by
. the time they discovered that in the mid-1960s their own
troops were already in action, and the fear of an
American defeat that would limit American effectiveness
elsewhere in the world—as it has—had entered into the
calculation. The lesson of Vietnam is not that it was not
- worth a substantial expenditure of American effort to keep
the possibility of a pluralist society alive in southern
"Vietnam. It is that to keep on increasing the expenditure
while the possibility was diminishing did so much damage
to America itself. ’
Mr Kissinger and Mr Nixon had seen that when they

drew up the Guam doctrine in 1969, which said that in
future countries like South Vietnam would b» helped to
defend themselves without direct American military
intervention. That put the clock back to the Truman
doctrine’s support of Greece and Turkey in 1947, which
-was also done without American troops. It marked the
end of an interlude of over-confidence in which
America thought it could do it all itself.

The danger is that this retrenchment of means could
now spill over into a retraction from the attempt to run
any kind of coherent international policy. The need for
a coherent policy, if you live in one of the many countries’
that depend upon American consistency, is as great as
ever. Without the United States, there is unlikely to be
a Middle East settlement in which Israel can be
persuaded to withdraw from most of the territory it
occupied in 1967, and the Arabs can be persuaded to

NEW YORK TIMES '
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By BENRY WEINSTEIN

Special to The New York Times

accept the existence of this reduced Israel. Without the
United States, it is likelier ithat the left-wing authori-
tarianism that has been fastened on to Portugal wil
spread to other European countries. Without the United
States, it is doubtful whether there can be even a half
reasonable settlement in Cyprus. Even in South Vietnam
the last remaining hope of a political settlement between
the two rival governments—a settlement based on some
sort of coalition, with an election date fixed for the not
too distant future—depends upon some American aid
continuing to get through to the Saigon administration.
That is not much of a hope, but it would be better than
watching the North Vietnamese army pursue the
refugees all the way into Saigon. All these things require
an Administration in Washington that goes on trying te
pick up the threads of policy, and a Congress and public
opinion which accept that there is no escape from the
need to have a policy.

- The only doorstep around ' :
For a country in America’s position there are bound ta
be defeats, and there ought to be shifts of position
designed to avoid unnecessary defeats; there have to be
compromises, and the striking of balances. and the other
unpleasing devices of great-power diplomacy. The
Americans have not occupied their present position i
the ‘world long enough, and perhaps their temper is not
yet sufficiently tamed by experience, for this sort of thing
to come easily to them. There are many Americans who
would like. if it were possible, .to withdraw into the
_ simplicities they associate with an earlier period of their
*country’s life—perhaps into the simplicities of an
American-centred Realpolitik, perhaps into a detachment
which leaves the world to sort out a newv balance of
" power without America. Life was indeed simpler for the
Americans in the 1920s and 1930s. But the conditions
of that time are unrepeatable, because the powers
that left America with so much freedom of action then—
above all, British power—no longer exist. The conse-
quences of King Faisal’s death, of the failure of Arab-
Israeli peacerhaking and of the collapse in Vietnam come
to America’s doorstep because that is the only place that
people can see to lay them. They can be turned away,
but only if Americans are willing to live in the sort of
world that is going to produce.

L A. Report Says Worsening World Grain
Shortages Could Give UJ. 8. Great

States makes in deciding where —

¥ SAN FRANCISCO, March 16—

Countries. Secretary of Agri-

its grain should go, it wiil

A research report of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency has
concluded that world grain
shortages, which are likely to
increase in  the near future,
“could give the United States
a measure of power it had
never had before—possibly an
economic and political domi-
nance greater than that of the
immediate post-World War 1I
Yyears.”

«  Written in  Augist, 1974,
. shortly before the World Food
' Conference in Rome,, the report
predicts that ‘“in bad years,
,When the United States couid
not meet the demand for food
+of most would-be importers,
Washington would acquire vir-

Power

' the needy.”

The report, made available
unofficially to The New York
Times, continues: “Without in-
i dulging in blackmail in any}
| sense, the United States would
gain extraordinary political and
economic influence. For not
only the poor LDC’s {lesser-
developed countries] but also
the major powers would be
at least partially dependenton
food imnorts from the United
States.”

.10 recent weeks, Secretary
“of State Kissinger has referred
!to American grain stocks in
i news conferences in connection

“hanced role as a supplier of

-tual life-and-death power over|

; with how to deal with Organ-
the fate of the multitudes ofl

lzation of Petroleum Exporting”_
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culture Eari L. Bufz has also
referred to the way food could
be used as a bargaining lever
with oil-producing countries.
‘Food Is a Weapon®
In early November, Dr. Butz
said: “Food is a weapon. It

is now one of the principal|

tools in éur negotiating kit.”

The CIA, report, prepared
by the agency’'s office of politi-
cal research, says that the
trends in grain production will
give the United States an “en-

food” in coming decades that

will provide “additional leversj

of influence, but at the same:
time will pose difficult choices!
and possibly new problems for
the United States.”
“Whatever choice the

‘by the office of political re-

&'858166%%5686%52 other interpreta-

beceme a whipping boy among
those who consider themselves
Ieft out or given only short
shrift,” says the report, titled:
"Potential  Implizations  of,
Trends in World Population,!
Food Production and Climate.”

A Disclaimer Added

The report contained a dis-
claimer at the hottom of its
first page that says:

“This study was prepared

search of the Central Intel-
ligence Agency. It does not,
however, reprosent an official
C.LA. position. The views pre-
sented represent the best judg-
ment of the issuing office,
which is aware that the com-
plex issues discussed Jend
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tion.”

. In a section on “political and
other implieations” of foo
shortages,  the report  savs:
Where climate change causes
great shartages of food despite
Unit~d o State exports, the
‘potential risks to the United
States would rise. There would
be increasirigly desperate at-
.temptis on the part of the mili-
tarily powerful but nonetheless
,hungry nations to get more
grain any way they could, Mas-
sive migration backed by force
would become a very live
issua.”

“Nuclear blackmail is not in-
conceivable,” the report savs,
“Moce hkely, peitaps, would
be ill-conceived efioits to un-
'dertake drastic cures which
might be worse than the
discase-~e.g., efforts to change
the climate by trying to meit
tha Arctic ice-cap.”

Nezr the end of the 52-page
report, it states: “In the poor
and powerless areas, popula-
tion would have to drop to
levels that could be supported.
Food subsidies and external
aid, however generous the do-
nors might be, would he inade-
quate. Unless or until the cli-

mate improved and agricultural|’

tecliniques change sufficiently,

population levels now projected

for the LDC’s could not be
rzached. The population ‘prob-
lem’ would have solved itself
in the most unpleasant fash-
ion.”

The report gives no indication
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as to whom it was distributed.
it is not known whether United
States representatives to the
World Food Conference had
an opportunity to read it.

It also does not indicate why!
the C.LA. did a political analy-i
sis of food-production and cli-
mate trends or whether the‘i
agency has taken or plans any|
action based on the information,
in the study. !

Much of the information in
the report, such as that on
food needs, supply and demand
iand on climate, appears to be
idrawn from academic research
!by agronomists and climatolo-
gists, but the precise sonurces
are generally not identified, nor,
is the CLA.s relationship to
lthose whose research was used.’

The report says that the
censensus of leading climatolo-
igists is that if a cooling trend
in world climate ‘continues,
-as feared, it could restrict pro-
duction in both the USSR,
and China, among other states,
and could have an enormous
impact, not only on the food-!
population balance, but also.
on the world balance of pow-
er.” :

Food supplies have declined
in recent years, especially in

11972, the report says, “result- .

,ing in rapid rise in food prices
leverywhere — and a drastic
drawdown of existing world,
'stocks of grain.” I

It notes United States and
United Nations 1orecasts of an{

TNCTON POST

]
|

lannual growth in_world fond even slightly enhanced,” il
idemand of 2.3 to 2.5 per cent,. ‘says. Canada and the Soviet’
iand says: “It is far more diffi- |Union would have shorter,
icult 1o forecast the growth jorowing seasons, monsoon:

“lof food production than thellgaitres’in South and Southeast’

1. . .
rise in demand for it.” . }iAgia would significantly reduce;
“Unless  even  optimistic||erain output there, and Chinai
projections about production in! woeuld also have monsoon fail
the LDC's are_too low, many| yres.
of the food-deficit LDC’s are { The report notes that dami
likely to be in for serious trou-] :and irrigation  systems built]
ible . within the next five-ten! during the periods of “normal}
years.” ¢ - Weather” from the 1930's!
. The report asserts t;hat “the through the 1960's were
‘greatest potential for increased based on rainfall patterns that
food proaduction over the longer would change. Moreover, the
run lies in the LDC's,” but report says that “most of the -
that “the political commitment hybrids and all of the ‘Green:
to agriculture has thus far been’ Revolution’ [grain] strains were'
lacking. - i 'developed to use the warmth:
“In mosg LDC's, the gavern-' and moisture prevailing” in- .
ing polcy has been either 10 that period, and the expected
lignore or to soak the peasants changes in temperature or rain-.
in order to promote industry !fall that “could negate most
and keep the city-dweller rea- jof these advances in yield.”
sonably content. Reversal of | If there is a *‘marked and
this policy would require enor- |persistent cooling trend,” the
mous inputs of capital tnd 'report says, there would not
skilled persontel, both in notor- be enough food produced te
jously short supply .in most feed the world's population
LDC's.” “unless the affluent nations
Citing the research of Dr, made a quick and drastic cut
Hubert Lamb, a British clima-| in their consumption of grain-
tologist, the report states thati fed animals.
the Northern Hemisphere “at| “Even then there might not
least, is growing cooler.” be enough.”
. This would mean that of!* The report ends by saying
|the main grain-growing re-! that “the potential implications
lgions, only the United States!of a changed climate for the
iand Argentina would escape’ food-population balance and for
‘adverse - effects, according to the world balance of power”
the report. American grain out- would become “far clearer and
put might be “unaffected or; possibly more manageable " if
the extent of possible .cooling

Iy investigated”

-The Problem of Poppies

All these are elements in the dwindling of the U.S.-

'T;:HE OPIUM POPPY Is one of nature's contradictions.
It gives us the substances—mainly codeine and
‘morphine—that can ease the intolerable pain of a can-
cer vietim or suppress a cough as almest no other
material can. At the same time, with a slight aiteration
in process, it can produce heroin, a substance that has
caused untold suffering and is blamed by some for a
substantial proportion of the urban crime rate.

Now, the governments of the United States and sev-
‘eral other countries are faced with this perplexing
problen: How can the people of the world maintain
{he supply of opium necessary to ease suffering and
yet prevent the kind of oversupply that floods our cities
with deadly heroin? . .

The situation is becoming serious in the view of
‘American drug manufacturers because for several years
there has been a shortfall between demand and supply.
The government has eased the shortfzll some by putiing
"i)qrt of its strategic reserves into circulation; but that
is no long run solution. Many of those concerned have
atiributed the shortage to the fact that Turkey, under
preat pressure fromn the Uniied States, went out of the
‘opium producing business in 1972. But in the lasi three
years of its production before the ban, Turkev sup-
plied only 7 per cent of the legal opium used in the
United States. India is in fact the country on which
the Uniled States has traditionally relied for its opium.
The trouble is that its erop in vecent years has been
unretiable. Drought and other climatic conditions have
heen part of the problem. The other difficulty is that
India and the United States have not been able to
come to clear terms as to how much of India's oulput
{he Uniled States eonld expect {o receive each year.

supply of morphine and codeine. What can be done?
The tendency among many in the drug industry is to
point out that Turkey has decided to produce opium
again and to argue that Turkish opium gum is the so-
lution—never mind that Turkey, unlike India, has shown
itself almost incapable of conirolling the destination of
its output. This view holds that drug abuse in the United
States is not going to be eliminated by banning Turkish
opium, that it is a local social problem and that it should
not be mixed up with the overall medical needs that

are met by legal drugs. ;

32

In light of the Turkish experience and “The French
Connection,” that answer is a bit too easy. There was
a serious problem in the past with Turkish opium, and
the best informed police in the field say they can see
a reduction in serious heroin-related crimes in the pe-
riod' since it was taken off the market. In announcing
that it was going back into business as a “matter of
national sovereignty,” Turkey also announced that it
would see fo it that its opium was produced in a form
hat would make the iransition to hercin less likely.
How successful that effort will be remains to he seen.

There have been several attempts to develop experi--
mentally a strain of opium poppy from which it would
be nearly impossible to produce heroin. The experi-
ments were carried on at Beltsville, but little has been
heard of them after a promising start. It makes sense
for the United States to explore that avenue as a long-
term solution to the problem of easing pain, while
keeping the pain-killer agent from becoming a social
meuace.
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Burma Rebels
Opium Crop

NEW YORK (AP)—Army rebels in
Burma have offered to sell their
annual opium crop to the U.S. gov-
ernment for a fraction of its black

- market value, according to -Rep.
Lester Wolff. :

Wolff, chairman of the House nar-
cotics subcommittee,-said he met se-
cretly in Bangkok, Thailand, with
rebels from Burma's Shan State dur-
ing a fact-finding tour in January. - ’

In an interview aired last night on
CBS-TV’s ‘60 Minutes,” Wolff said

BALTIMORE SUN
9 March 1975

|4 new kind of crisis

By HENRY L. TREWHITT
Washington Bureeu of The Sun

Washington—The reason the State De-
partment no longer issues an annual
state of the world report. an official
there says dryly, “is that we can’t bear
to write it or read it.” }

"The real reason—inat the reporis weré
too time-consuming for the small light .
they shed—none the less leaves the wry.
point valid. For across the range of .
political opinion, specialists agree that

other capitalist industrial nations, are in
special kind of crisis, in fact a struggle
for survival. :
They do not agree on all the reasons,
' where the greatest threat lies, or what
‘ought to be done about it. To Dean
‘Rusk, the former secretary.of state, the
American crisis is one of confidence and
will. To Richard J. Barnet, historian
‘and critic of a generation of policy, the
ination is reaping the harvest of arrog-
ance and must change its approach to
the world. . .
‘. For the moment the focus of irisis is’
1on the economy at home and worldwide,
iblighted so that it touches every Ameri-
can. By most accounts, however, 1he
!central problem is even broader, calling
for a new national sense of direction.
! At the heart of it. as James R
.Srhiesinger. the Secretary of Defense,
iviews it, is erosion of the power and
stabilizing force the United States exer-
_cised over post-World War II. develop-
ment.

“Loss of confidence in the underlying
structure of the world economy,” he
.said recently, “is associcted with the
questioning, among other things, of
- America’s role and America's power.”
" With emphasis on the economy, Henry,
t A. Kissinger, the Secretary of State,
calls it “the first’ truly global crisis”
requiring “‘the first truly global solu-
tions.”” The world, he says, is poised
between “unprecedenied chaos and the
opportunity for unparalleled creativity.””
T'he considerations behind such dooms-

U.S. seeks sense of dir

the United States, and therefore the -
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Offering US.
at Cut Prices

the rebels offered to sell the annual
Shan opium crop — 400 tons — for $20
million. If the opium were. to enter
illegal channels as heroin, it would
have a street value of §2 billion to $3
billion, Wolff said.

The New York Democrat said he
relayed this offer to government offi-
cials in Washington, but the recep-
tion has been cool because the Shan,
rebels use the money they get from
the narcotics traffic to carry on their
rebellion against Gen. Ne Win, presi-
dent of Burma.

L]
@
4

day language are. a mixture of the
obvions and the subtle. A wide consensus
lists them, with first things first:

o A combination of inflation and re-
cession, magnified by high oil prices, |
leaving whe indusirial nations reeling.

o The rise of Soviet power, threaten-
ing to overtake that of the United

 States, with China stirring on the hori-
zon. o
¢ A world-weariness in the United:

- States, with the war in Vietnam and its|
outcome as part cause, part effect. ‘

» The prospective loss of Cambodia
and South Vietnam, Communist ad-
vances in Southern Eurcpe, the irag-
mentation of the North Atlaniic alliance
from the leftward turn of Portugal and
the Greek-Turksih conflict over Cyprus.

o Continuing danger of explosion in
the Middle Easi, with its overlapping
politics of oil and Arab-Israeli confronta-
tion.

o A widespread uncertainty every-
where, in the light of all these things, of
the strength and direction of the United
States. . v

What Mr. Schlesinger, the Secrefary
of Diefense, perceives clearly in all this
is the end of an era. It was the period
from World War Il fo sometime in the
recent past, when ihe United States
presided over the security. and in vary-
ing degrees the politics, of the industrial
West, Japan and much of lne poor areas

1
i
|

. |
\

But Wolff sa?id the rebels are
already using drug traffic mcney to
buy arms and ammunition o fight
the Burmese government.

Wolff also said he met with Gen.
Li, a Nationalist Chinese who con-
trols a massive opium crop in Thai-
land, and Li indicated he had made
enough money and was willing to get
out of the drug traffic.

“To indicate his sincerity, he -
offered two of his children as hos-
tages to the United State government
to prove that he would not engage in
opium traffic any further,’”> Wolff
said.

Wolff was to submit a report on his
trip to Congress today.

L
eelion

"Conge, the Dominican Republic, but
most importantly, in Vietnam. As Viet-
nam drained the treasury and the na-
tional will for conflict, detente with the
Soviel Union and China drained the -
popular perception of the Communist
threat that had fueled the will.

In their effort to understand where the

slicy-makers and critics

Dadioil 15 nNow,
alike tend to look back al how it got
there. What happened during the post-
war years was infinitely more complex,
of course, then merely standing up to
the forces of darkness.
Mr. Rusk, who served under President
" Kennedy and President Johnson, reflects
the dominant judgmeni of policy-mak-
ers, His generation, he said, had been
led “into a world war that could have
been prevented because governments
did not take collective security mea-
sures to control events before they made
war inevitable.” : .
1ts answer was the United Nations
Charter, which then failed to provide
collective security as Soviet-American
differences grew. With that, Mr. Rusk
says laconically, the U.S. “began to
enter into separate measures.” Its exer-
cise of power was “‘prudent,” he argues,
a judgment echoed by Senator Hubert
H. Humphrey (D., Minn.), the former
Viee President, on all cases except
Vietnam. .
There is another view, however, in
fact many of them, of the postwar
period. To the most severe critics, it

of the globe. Never before, he says, has

there been *‘an era of greater security.
of such limited conflict, of economic
growth, of trade expansion--and. may 1
add, of civil liberties more -generally
widespread than ever hefore.”

Now that role is changing: how much
no one is certain. What is certain is that
the nation has come to a benchmark as
important as its abandonment of isola-
tion with World War H. 1t is equally
certain that the United States would nol
react again as it did over the past
generation to real or perceived crises.

The crises came in Korea, repeatedly
over Berlin, in Lebanon, Cuba, the

was a time of national arrogance, when
too often guns took the place of reason
in the esercise of exaggerated national
inierest.

. One of these critics is Mr. Barnet, of
the Institute of Policy Studies in Wash-
ington. Instead of prudence in the use of
force, he says, the longer history of the
United States has been one of expansion-
ism.

“The high-water mark was in Viel-
nam.” he said, “when some of the
assumptions of the postwar period
turned out lo be unworkable. The Nixon
administration was the first since that
of Roosevelt to recognize that the Rus-
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sian revolution was pot transitory. But -

the United States still fears revolution-
ary change.”

Mr. Barnet stops just short of joining
the school of so-called revisionist histori-
ans who hold, in varying degrees, that
the U.S. mishandied the Soviet Union
after World War II and is at least partly
rasponsible for the cold war.

Lloyd C. Gardner, professor of histqry
at Rutgers University, is a revisionist
whose views are on the moderate side.
But he believes the U.S. should have
conceded greater security guarantees to
the Soviet Union under Josef V. Stalin.

“What if we hadn’t rearmed after
World War 11?7 he asks rheterically.
“well., Stalin remarked in the Forties
that he could see Germany going Com-
munist. By 1948 he was perfectly happy

to see it divided. . .. Whether he would

have insisted on a Communist Eastern
Furope without Western counterpressure
is hard to say. After all, FinlJand isin a
stralegic position, yet is not commun-
ist.”

There was no doubt in the minds of
policy-makers, however. What resulted
was an elaborate securily structure,
built mostly by John Foster Dulles,
President Eisenhower’s Secretary of
state, for the coniainment of commu-
nism. Even critics give Mr. Dulles high
taarks for sincerity. e

Indeed Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr.,
historian and chronicler of the Kennedy
adminictration, ascribes a ‘“messianic
view’’ to Mr. Dulles; “He saw us as the
saviors of the worid and the Soviet
Union as the diabolical foe.”

In that sense, he judged the policies of

“'Mr. Dulles to be a victory for globalists,

who thought in terms of a worldwide
security structure, over pragmatists who
thought more modestly of selected vital
interests. Mr. Schlesinger believes the
pragmatic course would have left the
nation in better shape to meet its cur-
rent challenges. e

The idea that containment svas hased

on an undercurrent of cynicism draws
support from surprising plcaes, how-
ever. Ray S. Cline, former deputy direc-
tor of central intelligence, suggests that
“of course there was a perceived threat
of communism,” but that containment
vias intended more to preserve markets
abroad.

“1 believe it was thought that ‘the
image of the Cornmunist threat was the
best way to make people understand the
problem,” he said.

Whatever the mix of surface and
background motives, the drive lasted
through a great series of crises, in
which the Soviet Union more often
blinked and the U.S. prevailed—until
Vietham-—in its confrontations with les-
ser nations. Mr. Schlesinger, the his-
torian, argues that the U.S. in fact

reached its peak of interventionism dur-

ing the 1950°s.
In great measure, he said, the extent
of intervention then was concealed by

_the “frequently calm facade of that"

era” and by the secret use of the C!A
as the prime weapon. The last great
example, he argues, was the planning
for the Bay of Pigs invasion, inherited
by President Kennedy.

Most analysts, however, regard Viet-
nam as the high point of U.S. assertive-
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ness.” Certainly the war there became *
" the focus of a national agony ihai left
all the post-World War 'I assumptions of
power in question. And beyond any
doubt is damned military involvement in

-any form for millions of Americans.

Former President Nixon met the chal--
lenge of popular disillusionment with the
policy revision that soon was jabeled the *
Nixon Doctrine. In effect, he said, allies -
and client states wouid have to carry
moré of their own security burden..
Implicit in the doctrine was the theme:
“No more Vietnams.” :

Now Mr. Kissinger has crafted the
further, doctrine of interdependence. In
part it is a product of necessity, sum-
moning ‘up America’s allies to recognize
that power, after all, is limited, vet
their interests lie with the U.S. Buf it
lacks the ring of containment and the
galvanizing effect of a visible and im-
mediate threat. :

Or perhaps it needs simply to be put
more clearly, as Mr. Humphrey argues. '
“Now we are in a period of withdra--
wal,” he says, “and we are groping,’
trying to decide where we are. People
want to know what our policy is. -7

“In the past we sometimes equated’
power with knowledge. Sometimes our:-

- power got in the way of our good:

judgment. We were a world
2 half-world knowledge.” :

If Mr. Kissinger has not made his:
policy clear to Mr. Humphrey, then he :
obviously still has a difficult task selling”
it to a weary public. One of the lessons:
of Vietnam is that not matter what it
takes to win public support for foreign
policy, no policy can succeed without it.:

power with'.

Yy all those arms?

By Charles W, Yost

Historians in the 2ist century writ-
ing of our period will prebably be ata
loss to explain how its two greatest
powers, both ostensibly dedicated in
their very different ways to freeing
mankind from oppression and ex-
ploitation, should have over many
years wasted an enormous proportion
of their resources in fabricating -
mountains of hardware which was
either imranensely dangerous or prac-
tically useless or both.

I would venture & guess that these
historians may ascribe three causes
to this curious phenomenon.

The first would be a gross mis-
perception by the two powers of each
other's real intentions. No doubt their
respective rhetorics at various times
contributed to this misperception:
Soviet riretoric of ‘burying” capital-
fem, American rhetoric "of ‘rolling
back' communizm.

However, coolar heads on both sides
might well have perceived that after
1850 neither Moscow nor Peking in
practice sought military expansion,
that In 1866 and 1868 the West re-
frained from intervening in Hungary
and Czechoslovakia. Yet, instead cf
basing its judgments on the real
behavior of the other side, each
concentrated on arcane calculations
of capabilities, which have little rela-
tion to the real world.

The secord cause of the sirategic
arms race, which historians may

note, was the unprecedented af- ¢

fluence of the societies which enabled

them to engage in it more or less

painlessly.

In the United States from 1947 to
1973 prosperity was such that billions
could be spent annually for arms
without any but the minority below
the poverty level realizing they were
being deprived. In the Soviet Union
both consumer demand and political
dissent were so strictly controlled
that the diversion to arms of a vast
proportion of socialist production
rarely entered the public con-

sclousnesa.

The third cause may in retrospect
have been a consequence of the huge
growth of the military officer corps in
the two countries during World War I1
and its maintenance at these high

levels during the subsequent 25 years. .

At the present time the world has

obvicusly entered a new period. De-.

{enie between the great powers, while
still wuffering under serious limnita-
tions, mukes even more implausible
than before that either of them should
risk its patrimony and population in a
lunatic nuclear strike.

The limitations of affluence have
been forcibly brought to the attention
of the United States. It has become
apparent that every dollar spent for
arms is taken {rom sovme public or
private program important to the
general welfarz: In the Soviet Unton it
appears that one of the chief determi-

nants of detente is the effective
demand of Soviet consumere for more
to consume. )

The momenturn of the arms race,
however, is so strong that it will not be
easily checked.

Though overshadowed by other
events at the moment, there is now
being hammered out in Geneva a
detailed formulation of the Vladivos-
tok decisions placing ceilings on
strategic arms. If these ceilings are
confirmed, a limit will at last have
been placed on one major sector of the
arms race. .

The limit, however, is far too high.
Once it is confirmed, we must at once
proceed to negotiate its reduction.
Henry Kissinger has speculated this
would be ‘‘an casier negotiation . . .

. because it is going to be difficult to

prove that, when you already have an
eriormous capacity to devastate hu-
manity, a few hundred extra missiles
make so much difference.”

Unfortunately such issues are
rarely declded by logic and evidence.
We have not for more than a decade
needed anywhere near so many mis-
siles as we have had. If a radical
change in attitudes occurs - as
reason and national ihierest diclate —
it will he because an era is over, the
world turned a corner, and men and
women everywhere perceive needs
far more pressing and legitimate than
the endless accumulation of castiy,
useless, and lethal weapons.

34
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America’s ‘Dismal’ Policy on Portugal

BY DON COOK

LISBON—One of the sadder aspects of the
complex slide of events in Portugal this past
year has been the dismal diplomatic perfor-
mance of the United States, ranging from
being immobilized most of the iime to being
just plain inept. R o
- Immobilization tock hold in Washington at
the outset last April when one simple-obses-
sion about the Portuguese situation gripped
Secretary of Stste Kissinger (and presumably
the Central Inielligence Agency)—the emer-
gence of the Communists.

There was certainly nothing wrong with
worrying about how the Communists might

\Seize the golden opportunity opening up for
them in Lisbon with the overthrow of 50
years of Fascist dictatorship by the Portu-
guese armed forces. .

But the diplomatic problem was how the
United States could best move to countér this

-threat. And here Kissinger, who took per-
s.nal control of policy decisions and instruc-
-tions for Lisbon and has remained in control
even {rom 1us airplane, became so immobi-,
lized by the appearance of the Communists
that he did nothing for his friends. .
" Instead of taking the line "what can we do
to help" in Lisbon, the attitude adopted in .
Washington toward the regime was that
"American support would be doled out only if
the regime stiffened its back against the -
Communists. )

This was completely against the recom-
mendations being sent to Washington at the
time from the US. Embassy in Lisbon.’

‘The embassy assessment was simple. The
revolution was clearly popular, and its direc-
tion in those early days was in the hands of
moderate officers, not one of whom was iden-

tified with the Communists. .

- A revolutionary government had been-
formed with these moderate military officers -
and experienced liberal civilians. The pledge '
to end Portugal's African colonial wars was -
clearly in the interest of the United States
and world conditions generally. The end of .
fascism had come about in Portugal with far

Don Cook is a Times correspondent based ir
aris. . :

less bloodshed and a great deal more relief
and stability than anybody could have fore-
cast.

The regime deserved and needed American
endorsement and support to cope effectively
with the problems ahead, including the ;

~ country's Communists. - o .

But this assessment, in which the embassy's .

" top political officers unanimously concurred,
was reportedly not "tough enough on com- 1
munism” to suit Kissinger and the State

- Department. Every one of the political offi- ;
cers who were involved in those original rec-
ommendations to Washington last April has

now been transterred far-from the Lisbon_ -
scene. Such are the rewards of speaking one's.

- mind to the State Department.

_ To take one simple example of how the
embassy in Lisbon sought to play the hand, it
recoinmended that the United States prompt- .

-1y lift the old embargo dating from the early

1960s forbidding the Portuguese to use any
American-supplied arms or military equip«
ment in operations in its African territories.
Remarkably enough, the Portuguese did
indeed stick to this rule, and while they con-
tinued to receive US. arms for North Atlantic
Tredty Organization defense purposes, they

. did not use those arms in Africa.

With Mario Soares, a Social Democrat at.

« the Foreign Ministry in Lisbon, busy negoti-

ating independence agreements for the Afri-
can possessions, and with cease-fire orders in
effect in Africa, it would have made common
sense for the United States to pat Soares and
-the Portuguese on the back by announcing
with a fanfare that the arms embargo was

" being lifted. But, according to sources here,

Kissinger wouldn't play it that way because

the Portuguese government included a Com=

;nunist, and he urged that they get rid of him
irst. ’

Today the arms embargo is still in effect,
and any popular diplomatic appreciation
which the United States might now gain by
lifting it is totally gone.

Kissinger's reaction to the early policy rec-
ommendations from Lisbon was little short of
humiliating to the officizls of the embassy
here. He dispatched from Washington a spe-"
cial team of Fereign Service officers to "ag-
sess" the quality of the diplomatic reporting
that he was getting. This meant that he
wasn't getting the kind of advice he wanted.

In the wake of this mission to Lisbon,
about three months after the April revolu-
tion word began to ieak out in Washington
that the embassy was not alert enough to the

" Communist danger and was taking too opti-

mistic and positive a line about working With
the new regime. - i
- Meanwhile, the Communists were making
inroads steadily in the trade union move-
ments, in control of the press and elsewhere.
outside the government itself. . o
Next to arrive on the scene from Washing
ton was the deputy director of the CIA, Lt. .
Gen. Vernen A. Walters, who speaks Portu-
guese (along with nine other languages) and
who leaves footprints as big as manhole cov-
ers wherever he goes. It really ought to.be
obvious to most backward politicos in Washe

-ington by now that if you want to heip'an- -

other government having difficulties these -

_days you do not send the deputy director of .

the CIA to take ils pulse and examine/its .;

-health.

Walters passed througﬁ Lisboni about {he i

“time that Gen. Antonio de Spinola was en=

gaged in his power struggle with the young
officers of the Armed Forces Movement iagt .
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of Sep~
-tember, Spinola was out. S

At this point, the regime-leaked the fact of .
Wallers' visit, and the leftist press wag jubi-
lant with the implication that the CIA was

“behind every trouble that crupted for the

regime. This continues today, and the inepti-
tude of Washington has been a big help. - - -

But worse was to come in a fresh publie
humiliation for the embassy. Kissinger fired
Ambassador Stewart Nash Scott in D= or

* on the ground that he needed an ambassador

who could speak Portuguese and get closer
1o the regime. Scott was a Nixon political
appointee, well above the average in the
judgment of a number of people who have
comparisons to go by. But he was anxious ta
try to work more positively with the ravolu~
tionary regime instead of continualily lectur-

BAITIMORE SUN

Bonn—After returing from a we should not tnake any “false|inot underestimate the possibil-
s hetween the de-1jity of isolationist tendencies.in
Willy | velopments in Southeast Asia!!,!he United States we can as-
Brandt told a press conference: 80d the U.S. commitments to| sume that [the United States]

visit to the United States,; connection

former

By GENE QISHE.
Bonn Bureaw of The Sun

Chancellor

- o LiUITODE
yesterday that he has never ™! - - oo o e
seen America so uncerfain  Mr. Brandt has been in the | conditions, its role as a Woest- | possesces.”

over 1S role as a world power., ¥oo. Stveral times, hul biis Tast)

visit coincided with the deferi-:
. ;-1 oration of the military situa-'
Brandt said tha current peried| tion in South Vielnam  and
e ; | Camnbodia and the continuing
in the U.S. is temporary and | foreign policy differences be

At the same -time, Mr

of “painful self-examination”

|

|
"ing Lisbon, on Kissinger's instriictioris, K653t ™
_its Communist problem. s

A-year later the Communist problem in |
Lishon is infinitely greater than it was when -

.party leader Alvaro Cunhal came back from

exile in Moscow and Prague to take charge -

of the party in the wake of the revolution. A
year later the United States has no visible
friends or supporters or sympathizers of any
influence in the top echelon of the revoly- -

“tionary military regime. A year later if the

regime gets into any kind of trouble it imme-
diately blames it all on the Americans and
the CIA. .

Perhaps things would have turned out thig
way anyway. But Kissinger didn't even let
the American Embassy give it a good try in

o
~

the crucial months of 1974,

s

tween the Ford administration pye aH,v:‘
and Congress. . :

2l a similar degree of ine [
5 Irrfiation and
tadity over the w
role of the W

Mr. Brandt suid, adding, “My

{advice is that while we should
year ago.

Brandt, said,

! t material
will continue, under changed

rld mevvam §
eIl Worid power. 1

“We would do well,” Mr.

[resources}
tnoral energy the United States |

He said that a “constructive
The former chancellor, who d_ia]ogue” with the U.S. at this
remains national chairman of time would have a special im-

.1 A revent opinion poll, for:
"I have rever hefore espert lavample, showed the U.S, slip-
pirig in esteem with the West
HCE [German publie,
vid politicdi imulned in first p
led Stales ialiwhose friendship was most im-
jany of my previous visits,”|'portant to West Germany, 49
f per cent picked the US., as
compared to 62 per cent a

thouzh i re-
¢. Asked

“to recognize the
and
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Americans

From Our Own Correspondent
Washington, March 7

If West Europe werc invaded,
only 39 per cent of the Ameri
can pub%ic would favour tuli-
tary 1mvolvement, including the
use of troops, according to at
opinion poll. The main trend

gests that the public is no:
‘turning isolationist and is aware
of the need for econumic inter-
dependence. .
Produced by the Chicago
Council of Foreign Relations,
the survey attempts a study in
Jepth ofy Amcrican  attitudes
towards foreign policy. It was
conducted in Dzcember by the
Louis Harris Organization. It
included a compaion sample
on 328 *“leaders ”, about 77 pec
cent of whom favourad helping
against invasion in Europe.
The public is depicted as
overwhelmingly precccupicd
with domestic economic issues.
Foreizn policy questions ranked
low on an agenda in which it
was thought Government action
| was necessary.
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in the survey, liowever, sus -

the ruting Social Democratic portance and that Europeans
barty, appeared to be infeni on cannot leave ihelr “great ally”
countering a growing concern in the lurch at this critical
among [uropeans that the phase or fo allow themselves
U.S. is becoming a'less relia- to be gripped with mistrust, . _

. X 'Q f‘!n ) 4 l@ ;
Wary Qi using iGOnsS

At the top of foreign policy
priorities were cutting foreigl
aid and the oil situation. The
four leading targets for cut
backs in Government expendi-
ture ‘were foreign military and
economic aid, defence spending,
and Centrel Intelligence Agency
secret operations.,

Asked whether 1 wouwld be
best for the future of the
couniry to ‘take an active part
in_world affairs, 66 per cent
said yes and 24 per cent said
no—proporiions similar to pre.
vious responses since the Sec-
ond World War.

A 'noted change in atutude
is that the sacred cows of the
Cold War are no more. Contain-
i1z conuvuniem comes ninth in
a Jist of foreign policy goals.
Proninting the development of
democracy and capiralism
abroad come bottom, 17 aud 18
on the list

“Leaders” wanted to spena
less on defence but a mujority
of the public weie in favour of
keeping spending at least aut its

present level. Although there

36

was a reluctance to use troops
in Europe, 71 per cent df the
public sample agreed that a
communist takeover  there
would bz a threat to the United
States.

Asked what to do faced with
another oil embargo, only 6 per
cent favoured invading the oil
producers and 40 per cent’
favoured sharing oil with
Europe and Jopun. But .asked
a different guestion, .on willing-
ness  i0  dedl with .an oil
shortage, 25 per cent favoured
military force against the pro-
ducers and taking ‘the oil “gut
of the hands of the Arabs ™.
Procident Ford will be sur
prised to tearn that 59 per cent
of the public eample sald it
would accent petrol rationing.

The public was asked to say
how closely it had followed a
list of foreign issues. At the
bottom of a table was the
British election: 6 per cent
claimied “ very closely”, 20 per
cent ““somewhat closely ?, and
72 per cent “uot very closely ».
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Measuring the damage of Vietnam

When France fell before Hitler’s armies in
1940 General Charles de Gaulle declared that:

“France haslost a battle, but France has not
jost the war.”’

That war was eventually won by others, and
France shared in the general recovery of the
West which followed the great victories of
1945.

The recollection of that story of the fall and
recovery of France in World War II can be
helpful in setting into accurate perspective
what has been happening in Southeast Asia.

The United States has certainly lost a battle
in the sudden collapse of the armed forces of
South Vietnam in much of the country
contrelled from Saigon. The collapse of the
whole seems to be the more likely, rather than
the less likely, end result of the process
proceeding now at such startling pace. A
transition in Cambodia is also coming swiftly.
The lohg American effort to set up and sustain
anti-Communist governments in those coun-
tries is obviously near itsend. N

To minimize the loss would be as foolish as
to exaggerate it. There has indeed been a
bitter loss o the pride of the United States,
some loss to its prestige, some loss of its

infiuence, and another heavy drain on weap-’

ons which were given to the South Vietnamese
and are now swelling the arsenals of the

NEW YORK TIMES
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Communists. in China in 1950 the advancing
Communists called Chiang Kai-shek’s soldiers
their own ‘‘American supply line.”” The

.weapons given to Chiang’s men to fight

Communists became the. major source of
weapons for those same. Communists. That
story has been repeated massively at Da Nang.
But none of this reduces or impairs the fact
that the U.S. remains today the wealthiest and
most powerful of the great powers. The
quality of its leadership over the past 15 years
is in question, not the power which improved
leadership could command. There was failure,
yes. Washington consistently misread the
quality and persistence of political forces in
Asia from 1945 right down to today. It
overestimated the range of its own raw power.
It underestimated the tenacity and determina-
tion of little men waiking through the jungies
barefooted in black pajamas. But the failure
was at the top command level in Washington,
not in the human and industrial foundations.
There is no reason to be found either in the
reaction of other countries to the present
discomfitures in Washington or in commen
sense ai:d logic for thinking that American
influence in the world will be seriously
fiarined eiiher immediately or in the iong run.
Moscow has gloated — a little, quietly — but
done nothing aggressive. The Chinese have

been a bit cool but done nothing of siguifi-
cance. The European allies commiserate
publicly, and are quietly thankful in private.

Consider that last point — the attitude o:
friends and allies. To them, the American
commitment in Southeast Asia was always. a
folly and a useless drain on American energie:
in what they regarded as the wrong place. o'
one of them ever thought that Southeast Asiz
was worth a penny of their own resourcesor .
drop of their own blood. They watched wit!.
dismay as it undermined America’s capzeity
and will to play a continuing role in Ewrep:
and other places.

West Germany was particularly unhzppy
about American soldiers and weapons being
drained away from the defenses of Westerr
Europe.

In terms of the balance of power thc
American commitment in Southeast Asia has
long been an asset to the Soviet Union end &
liability to Japan and Western Europe.

No truly great power ever won all its battle-
and su»cepded in all its policies. Maturit
begins with learning the limitations of powe:
America has lost a battle. Its pride has beer
humbled. It will be more careful in the futur
about judging other peoples and other unusuz
problems. In \he future it will probably he
more lcapt‘u.l.u and a more influential cm;
because it will act with more restraint an”
more wisdom. It has not lost awar.

By Robert Thompson

- LONDON—There are two fashion-

able myths about the current North
Vietnamese offensive in South Vietnam
—that the South has more men and
more guns than the North, and that

the North is more highly motivated

than the South.

Not only are the Russian guns far
better than the American guns, but
because the South is defending known
fixed positions, towns and installations,
the North Vietnamese Army’s artillery
cannot miss. The South Vietnamese
Army in reply can fire thousands of
rounds without being certain of hitting
anything.

Moreover, it is estimated that the
North has twenty months’ supply of
ammunition at an intensive combat
rate whereas, because of Congress, the
South has enough for
wecks.

In addition to superlor firepower,
the North Vietnamese Army, by rapidly
deploying six reserve- divisions to the
two -northern regions, also achieved

_overwhelning numerical superiority at.

the point of attack.

The superior morale of the North
"Vietnamese Army stems not from mo-
tivation but from the fact that it holds
_the strategic initiative, Like all Soviet

- they say,

only a few

Retreat

clients, Hanoi is in a can-win, can’t-lose

position and, since the Paris Agree-
ment, has-not -had to spend either
manpower or resources on defense,
whereas the South has had to string
out its forces and its limited ammu-
nition stocks down ‘the whole length
of the country and adopt a solely
defensive posture.

Insofar as motivation is a factor, it

-is not the case that the other side

got the Prussians while we got the
Ravarians but rather that the South
Vietnamese were uniucky enough to

- get the Americans while the North got.

the Russians!

Blessed also are the excuse-makers
for they have destroyed the credi-
bility of the United States. It is, so
only a corrupt, repressive
regime in Saigon. But in that case why
are the poor people of Vietnam fleeing
yet again from the Communists?
Millions are voting with their feet.
What has happened to all those lovely
newspaper, stories that the refugees
fled only from American hombing?

\Who, as this great tragedy unfolds,

will be outraged by the slaughter?
“They also say that it would be
wrong to pour good money after bad.

‘That line has already cost us the 1973 .

Arab-Israeli war and the energy crisis.
Now, for the sake of $1 billion or $2-
billion it will cost the United States

- $50 billion to $100 billion more annu-

ally.in defense costs if credibility is to
be restored.

Incidentally, will many remember all
those fascinating newspaper articles
on what the $25 billion a yeer to be
saved from the Vietnam war cpuld be
spent on? Where has it gone?

Israel, having been compelled, on the
Soviet Union’s demand, to accept a
cease-fire, has been asked to make
further concessions vital to her se-
curity in return for an American
guarantee. But a guarantee has onlv
one meaning—the willingness to spill
blood. It is hardly surprising that
Secretary of State Kissinger’s attempts
at a seltlement have failed. Israel
realizes that an American President’s
guarantee is worthless. After all, five
of them, from Dwight D. Eisenhower
to Gerald R. Ford, pledged suppert for
Vietnam.

With the scuthern flank of the North
Atlantic Treaty Qrganization crumbiing
from the Bosporus to the Azores, both
Turope and the moderate rulers of the
Middle Fast are threatened. The mad-
men and «xtremists have been let loos2
and King Faisal has already gone.

Meanwhile, through an illusory dé-
tente, the Soviet Union has neutralized
the United States for two certain fu-

“ture events: the death of Mao Tse-tung

and the death of Marshal Tito. If either
,Chm:n. or Yugoslavia..can. be coercéd
back into the Moscow fold, the Soviet
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"Union will further strengthen' the se-

curity of its base and the can-win,
can’t-lose strategic initiative both for
itself and its allles
The American retreat beforc Mos-
cow, like that of Napoleon, is begin-
" ning to litter the route of corpses.
Henry A. Kissinger has been vainly
fighting a rear-guald action with no

army, no air force, no navy :md no

money.
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conduct a credible American foreign .
But, do not worry, a new for- -
eign policy line has already been laid ._

policy.

down by Congress: If you surrender,
the killing will stop. It is a clean

message, to the world, of the abject. :
- .surrender of the United States, -

Sir Robert Thompson,.the British ex-
pert on guerrilla warfare, was an

¢ adviser to President Nixon on ‘the war |
The Administration can no longer ' in Vietnam. :
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BY OSWALD JOHNSTON

Times Stakt Writer

WASHINGTON—For nearly two
wecks the Ford Administration has
been conzistently surprised bv the
weepmff Communist  successes in
South Vietnam, and the sccorc-
gutssing already has begun.

But a consensus is beginuing to
emerge in the intelligence communi-

ty that the failure was not in neglect- -

ing to predict that Hanoi would
faunch an attack but in ignoring the
possibility that Saigon's resistance
would collapse as rapidly as it has.

The result has beon a near-paraly-
sis in government, so far as Vietnam
is concerncd, as Administration poli-
cymakers 1y 1o grasp the scope of
the debacle, and v.}~y it bappencd S0
quickly.

Mueh now depends on the abmty of
the {act-finding mission .headed by

the Army's Chief of Staff, Gen. Frede-

rick C Wey and, to report back from
Saigon with a coberent account of
events.

Wevand took with him the Chicf of
the Central inteliigence Agancy's el-
ite in-house inielligence analysts,
Georgs C. Car ver, and reports from
Saigon now indicate that the mission
may delay ilz return until early next
week. - ' :

in & separate effort to make sense

“out of chaos, the Senate Foreign Re-
* lations Committce it sending iis own
two-mnan mxcshﬁatm’ team to Sai«
gon this week. The committee repre-
- sentatives, staffers Richard M. Moose
~and Charles F. Meissner, last visited

~-Vietnam in May, 1974, when. they’

warned in a
{roops were poi
gerous threat to &
war. :

In general, the main component of

101)0\t that Hanoi's
d in,the most dan-
igon of the entire
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on.y L.‘u‘hmzmv wa\ ty g \ 'ould
[ strike in 1574, 1975, or 1976?

. the fall of 1973, according to
-on@ highiy placed intelligence source,
“&'national intelligence estimate-rep-
‘resenting the formal consensus of the
CIA, the Defense Intelligence Agen-
ey the State Department's intel-
ligence apparatus and other intel-
digence compontents—predicted with
virtual unanimity that Hanoi's big
17msh would come in the winter 1974-

5. .

But analysts recall an informal
consensus in the community about
* the time Secretary of State Henry A.
Kissinger returned in triumph from
Paris vnth the January, 1973, peace
accord that the time of testing would
come in about two years.

More recently, it had become the

conventional wisdom in the intel
lizence community to predict that
Hanol's climactic offenzive w oj!d not’
come unti]l 1976, The CIA and the De-

" fense Inteliigence Agency in r“mcu-
lar are reported to have pushed this
point of view. .

Now that the climax is undeniable
here, there is .quiet recrimination
within the community over the fail-
ure to keep to the original, apparent-
ly correct, prediction.

"There was a strong resistance to
“calling it a countr‘y'.vldc offensive,”
one source remarked Tuesday-—im-
plying that the resistance, shared by
such tep Administraiion officiuls as
Defense Seeretary James R. Sichlesin-

ger, came from a refuciance to ardmit

that the Paris accords had fahefl;

apart. .

38

« A mere serious failure, analysts
now agree, was the lack of any ce.
riots, in-depth estimate dmn’f the
whele Nixon-KisamgerFord era of
Sax jon's ability to survive on its ow

There . was widespread doubt-
among CIA experts during the late
19605 whether a regime could ever
be put together in Saigon that could
withstand a Communist onslaught .
without ‘massive "American aid, or
even American intervention,

Even when the 'nadon-bu.ldmg of
the Johnson years became supplant-
ed as a slogan by the "Vietnamiza-'’
tion" of tHe Nixon Administration,
those douhts were naver articulated -
in a formal intelligence document of
thc sort that u.n..'rl claim top Admin-

istration attention. .

During the past week, informed -
sources s:ud Tuesday, a CIA report
has been put together estimating the
ahility of Pre:tdent Nguyen. Van
Thieu to survive and of a non-Com:
munist regime to defend Saigon and .
the \Ickonv Delta. E

But even that report may be too .
late. During the winter, the focus of
intelligonce experts was HanGi— .
whether a full-fledged "big-unit’ of--
fenzive would be 14 inched, whether
all six of North Vietnam's strategic
rezerve divisions would be commit-
ted.

Ignored was the ability of Thxeus
forces to resist any pressure after the
fail of Phuoe Long province in Jan-
uary was greeted by cmiy a perfunc- -
tory protest nate from Was shington to
the Q'“nauor;cs of the Peris accords.
As recently as two-weeks ago, ana-
lysts 'zmeted Thiew's -decision to
abandon the Central ‘Highlands as
“strategically scund’s~without antici-
pating the military and social disin-
tegration that was a direct result of
that decision.
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Military Ai

[

d for Vietnam

. By Millicent Fenwickr | &nd @amb@dia}; NOO

WASHINGTON—As one member of
a Congressional delegation of eight,

I went to Vietnam and Cambodia on -

a fact-finding mission. It was a sober-
ing, highly educational, experience.

Cambodia gave the first clear les-

son. She- is so~fiear the tragic con-
clusion of her drama that the only
remaining question is how to achieve
an orderly transfer of power, and the
basic reality is China, .

China supplies arms to the Khmer
Rouge, which now controls 80 per cent
of the country. The tottering Govern-
ment of Marshal Lon Nol cannot last.
There must be a structure that will
protect the people in the crowded
capital, Phnom Penh, and the volun-
tary agencies caring for them,

But unless this has the backing of
China, the killing will continue. The
obvious hope is Prince Norodom
Sihanouk, and he recently sent a cable
to the Senate majority leader, Mike
Mansfield, offering friendly relations
-with the United States and amnesty to
all Cambodians except Marshal Lon
Nol and his closest advisers. 'This
could be the start of a controlled.and
stable sicuation. o

Marshal Lon Nol intimated his
wiilinguess io resign when we met
with him. The United States should
certainly not be in a position of de-
posing or installing chiefs of foreign
_states, but we should at least propose
our good offices on behalf of any
plan that gives hope of peace.

Further military aid to the Lon Nol
Government would be useless and

might, in fact, be misunderstood as .

continuing support for Lon Nol and a

NEW YORK TIMES
1 April 1975

rebuff to Prince Sihanouk. )
Cambodia provided a second lesson.
Americans have always given gzen-
erously to people in trouble, Long be-
fore foreign aid was thought of, ordi-
nary citizens were sending help to
the victims of war and disaster from .
Russia to the Yangtze River. Cam-
bodia now shows us that when we
give food and medicine to people in-
need, we'should do as much as pos-
sible through the voluntary agencies,
of which there are such shining ex-

amples in Phnom Penh, World Vision, .

Catholic Relief Services, CARE, and
the Lutheran Services are charged with

all the responsibility of feeding and *

caring for these people. The diseases
are terrible. Bubonic plague, cholera,
pellagra, kwashiorkor and all other
illnesses of malnutrition are rampant.
The children are so famished that
they must be fed intravenously before
their bodies can accept food. I have
never seen or imagined such human
suffering and the first thought that
comes to mind is “stop the killing.”
Vietnam is a far more complicated
case than Cambodia because the crisis
is farther atay, but there is an omi-
nous feeling that Cambodia’s fate may
later be duplicated. The
people to whom we listened were all
opposed to a Communist government.
Even those in opposition to President
Nguyen Van Thieu, though they hoped

to see him-out of office, wanted no
. Communist government. They wanted

free elections and were confident that
a “third force” would win. .

It seems most unlikely that either
of these could come along with the

_victory of the P.R.G. and North Viet-

nam, but the lesson here is that it
must be their choice—not ours. A few

-days or weeks or years in a country

do not give a foreigner the right to
believe that any view can be better
than that of the people to whom the "
country belongs.

_ In the case of both Cambodia and

-Vietnam, I think we must face the

fact that military aid sent from Amer-
ica will not succeed. It will only delay
the development of the kind of stable
situation—whatever form that takes—
that will at least stop the horrible
suffering of war. We have no alterna-
tive. Those who sent arms to North
Vietnam and the Khmer Rouge may
well continue to do so for the next
thirty years. The citizens of the United
States will not, It is not only that we
feel we have many problems at home
that need attention. 1t is also a feeling.
that we should not be in the business
of maintaining endless and futile wars.

There will be some who feel that the
prestige and status of the United
States will suffer in such a denoue-
ment. I do not agree. We must have
a solid capacity for defense. We must
have a clear foreign policy, soundly
based on public debate and consensus,.
about our responsibilities. With these .
firmly in hand, we should concenirate
on a sincere concern for all people,
and sensible actions to express that
concern. Prestige and status could
have no function more secure.

“This is ths result of a pol-/

Millicent Fenwick, a Republican, rep-
resents New Jersey's Fifth District in’
the House of Representatives.

Mr.

Thien referred to the

SATSWARTS OVER

Political Foe of Thieu Puts
Biame for the Debacle
on Policy of the U.S.

By MALCOLM W. BROWNE
Special to The New York Times -

SAIGON, South Vietnam,

March 31—One of South Viet-

experts says that he believes
that the Communists have won
the war. )

Ton That Thien, a prominent
anti-Communist opponent ‘of
President Nguyen Van Thiey,
said in an interview that he
saw no possibility of negotiat-

nam’s most influential polifical|

ing a settlement for a coalition
. .government in Saigon. .

" “Why should the other side|

be interested in coalition or
negotiations now?” he asked.
“They have won.”

Mr. Thien held ministerial
rank in the government of the
late President Ngo Dinh Diem
and later served as an adviser
ito Gen. Duong Van Minh, the
general who overthrew Mr.
{Diem in 1963. Mr. Thien has
ichampioned the idea of a third
’force, free of domination by
leither the Communists or the
Americans, .

Kissinger Is Assailed

- Asked whether he felt an
anti-Comumunist government in

Saigon stood a chance at thisi’

peint, he replied:

“You cannot throw people
into a cataract and then ask
what they plan to do to save
themselves. Kissinger wanted
peace in 1973 and he got it

“Now we are suffering the
consequences of what Kissinger!
|did to us in Paris. At »this;
{point, the other side has the:
‘entire initiative. It’s up to the
Vietcong to decide what will
Jhappen to us.

‘Thien said: o !

icy of détente, of so-called!
péace with henor. Tt was in-
credible that Kissinger could.
have . signed the Paris agree-’
ment without getting guaran-
tees from the other side.

“He did it, of course, to help
the Nixon campaign. Now Kis-
singer stands exposed as a
phony, of course, but with Viet-
nam on the brink, it hardly,
matters to us. It will be the
same with Israel, although per-
haps the Israelis are stronget,
and smarter, ;

“But, the point is, no ons
believes in America anymore.

I certainly do not.” |

‘Threw the Rest Away’ |

Looking back over the events
of the last few weeks, Mr

“Thieu made a mistake atli

quick and almost hloodless de-
feat suffered by Saigon forces
&t Ban Me Thuot in the Central
Highlands three weeks ago, and
President Thiew's subsequent
gecision to abanden the entire
region.

The politician contended that
Washington had “walked into
a Vietcong trap” by installing
Mr. Thieu in the presidency,
and failing to permit a change
in the elections of 1971 and
1973. Washington's support for
President Thieu prevented the
kind of flexible policy that
might have enubled a non-Com-
munist government in Saigon
to survive even after the Amer-
icans had left, Mr. Thien said.

“Do you know that despite
their colonialist role, the French|
were a lot better to us than the'
Americans?"' he added.

Ban Me Thuot, but that was
no reason to throw the rest
away. From there, ‘he went
on to provcke a panic that
couldn’t be stopped. It's too
late to do anything about it
now. Nothing any military man
or civilian could do would help
much.” .
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. “ By H. D. S. Greenway

. Washington Post Forelgu Service

. PHNOM PENH, March 19 —

“This war was created by the
Armericans,” an article in the
daily newspaper Areyathor
said this morning.
" Today’s headline in the Koh
Santipheap, another Phnom
Penh daily, said
“Congressmen, don’t misun-
derstand. Cambodia helps
America, not America helps
Cambedia.” The article went
on to say that, if the Ameri-
cans  abandon Cambodia,
America will have lost its
“honor” and will become a
bad name all over the wold.

Jn the last few days the
Cambodian-language press has
taken on g strident, anti-Amer-
jcan tone that has not been
seen hitherto, and it repre-
sents a growing tension and
anxiety in this capital as the
debate over emergency aid for
Cambodia drags on in the
Armerican Congress.

When asked if the articies
represented the attitude of
government officials, Informa-
tion Minister Chhang Song
said, “You can take it that it
does, otherwise I would have
closed the papers down.”

The press has more freedom
here than in Vietnam but “as
these stories are just specula-
tion I have the authority and
could close them down f{for
three days as a warning,”
Chhang Song said. “But how
can I suppress this? It is the
true feeling of the people
here.”

Chhang Song said that the
articles represented a general
“psychosis” here caused by

NEW YORK TIMES
18 March 1975

A Relief Official in Ca
Denounces U.S. Military Aid

THE WASHINGTON POST Thursday, Yorch 20, 1975.

ampodia Paj
Anti-Americar

the growing fear of abondon-
ment and the feeling of help-
leséness among educated Cam-
bodians. .

“We used to he rich in rice.
Now we have to beg for it.
The war is going badly for us|
and every day we get these |
gloomy expectations on thei
aid. Peaple are tense and wor-
vied.”

The articles are not at all
consistent or realistic. One pa-
per speaks of Cambodia being
turned over unwillingly to the
Communists and another says
Cambodians should release
themselves from the clutches
of the Americans so that they
can turn to another super-
power—the Soviet Union, But
taken together they do repre-
sent a growing resentment of
Americans. -

There are other Cambodians
in the city wlho feel that the
Congress would be right to re-
fuse aid to the Lon Nol gov-
ernment, and they think that
il wouid e best to end the
war and make an accommoda-
tion with the insurgents,

But these people do not
have access to the newspapers
to put forth their views and
their clumsily printed tracts
are pushed underneath doors
in the dark of the early morn-
ing hours. |

There is concern here that!
this anti-American resentment;
Imight one day explode into
idemonstrations against for-
eigners. Spontaneous demon-
strations are not likely. but if
a frustrated leader chose toi
organize one, “l could start a!
riot in 15 minutes, and it
would be dlarch all over again'

PHNOM PENH,

out yesterday a
States policy here.

- “Military aid must be stopped
now to end this senseless wai,”.

she said.

She is Dr. Gay, Alexander,:
2 Scot who is medical director publication ag
for Catholic Relief Services, the ’
biggest American-funded relief
group operating in Cambodia. the higgest program of ali the!
She asked to have her views humanitarian groups her
recorded in an_interview be- spending  perhaps $10-m

<&

Special to The New Yori Times
Cambodia, cause “ nus 'S

March 17—A high international ta sy (6 ston thie chostines
relief official who has worked Dr. Alexander was evacuated
with Cambodian refugees for today along with other reiief
more than a year under the officials as part of a reduction
American aid program spoke of relief agency personnel or-
gainst United dered by the United States Em-_'

! States

program here had spoke

licy.

31
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against your embassy,” an offi-
cial told me recently.’

Mareh 11, 1970, was the day
when the North Vietnamese
and the Vietcong’s - Provi-
sional Revolutionary Govern-
ment embassies were sacked
here by an organized mob.
That action began a train of :
events which led to Cambodia |
joining the Indochina war on
the American side.

The Cambodian papers have
already reported that Ameri-
can embassy officials are
burning their papers and send-
ing their effects out of the
country. But the local press
makes it sound as if the em
bassy was preparing to close
in the near futurc instead of
treating the matter as a con.
tingency plan.

To calm such fears the
American embassy reduced
the planned evacuation of 15
Catholic Relief Service work-
ers to four.

The Cambodian  papers
have also announced that the
former commander in chief of
the armed forces, Gen. Sos-
thene Fernandez, left for
Paris two days ago. The papers
said he had gone for a three-
month health- cure. Knowl-
edgeable sources, however,
said that he had
friend in Paris to find a per-
manent apartment for him-
self and his family. -

Stuedents Call for

Endio U.S. Aid

PUNOM PENH, March 19
(AP)~-A thousand university |
students held a rally on their

wired a °

};;5551'&' '

bassy. !

This was the first time that
any official working in a United, |have in
Government - financed

Catholic Relief Services has

. a-year to feed, shelter and‘
pravide medical care for hun-
« dreds of thousands of refugees.;
“They use and manipulate
the ordinary people of this
country,” Dr.. Alexander said
“They hold back rice for the
highest bidder, while hundreds
Jare dying of malnutrition- every
jday. Economic aid with no
U.S. strings attached should
“continue, but military aid must
‘be stopped now.” .
A number of relief officials
land other foreigners in Phnom
Penh, including Americans,
private expressed oppo~’

‘Alexander, however, made such
{:{ public declaration here in the
|five vears of warfare.

Some of the heads of other

cl_;— irelief organizations here; which
ion

i L ’
jalso subsist on United States

40

iisition to American policy here.,
’ n fort'No one with the status of Dr,’ bodian people. “I never got
ainst American|

|
i
I
|
|

| i
campus Wednesday to urge
the U.S. Congress to halt aid
to Cambodia and to call ‘on
President Lon Nol's govern-
ment {o step down. C

Police blocked aun anti-Lon
Nol student demonstration on
Tuesday by sealing off the site’
for which it was planned. But
there was no interference with
the meeting today. . ;

A student leader said, “Any
more aid.will not lead to a
peaceful settlement but will
only prolong the war.” He
charged that American. aid
“went only to the high-ranking! -
otficers and officials.” ‘

The students said they
would - back “any govern-
ment—Communist or not—as

Nong as it .brings peace.”

Ifunds and which include CARE .
and World Vision, apparently’
do not share Dr. Alexander's-
iviews, They have lobbied pri-
[vately with Congress for more’
imilitary aid. They argue pri--
j ivately that without more mili-"
“tary aid, economic aid alone -
iwould be useless, because if
‘the Lon Nol' Government does -
not get niore arms assistance,
it wil' somn collapse and the

. Cambodian insurgents will take
over. i
Dr. Alexander said that she
had written a personal letter
last year to the American Am-

" bassador, John Gunther Dean,®
‘telling him of the reporis sne
thad heard- about government:
‘corruption and of her concern
ovér these activities and their
destructive effect on the Cam-

an answer or an acknowledg--

< ment,” she said. :

The American Embassy sald’
it had “no comment” on Dr.°
Alexander’s views or on her
letter to the Ambassador.

o~ ©
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When a policy fails
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/1 The only thing the United States can now try to do for Cambodia is to salvage

=

w.idd 1 the last fragments of its neutrality when Lon Nol goes

. Mr Richard Nixon had a word for it. “Cambodia”, he
said in 1971, “is the Nixon doctrine in purest- form.”
But the Nixon doctrine did not save Cambodia from its
present plight: Phnom Penh under siege, the Lon Nol
government visibly losing its grip, half the Cambodians
displaced and starving, and the Ford administration
and Congress facing, from different sides, the ghastly
choice between sending more supplies to prolong the
war and letting the Khmer Republic die. It could indeed
die while the various committees of Congress wrangle
over the different amounts of help they might provide.

The doctrine was, as Mr Nixon stated it, to keep'

~American troops out of Cambodia but to help it to help

itself. There was an acknowledged exception, the incur-
sion in 1970 in search of North Vietnamese bases on
Cambodian soil close to South Vietnam, and an un-
acknowledged one, the B-52 bomber raids that had gone
on secretly from March, 1969. Neither would have
happened if the North Vietnamese had not been there
first, and by the ordinary rules the North Vietnamese,
not the Americans, were to blame if Cambodian
neutrality was injured. For all that, the outcome of the
events of 1970 has not been the restoration of Cam-
bodia’s neutrality but the extension of the ruinous Indo-
china war into Cambodia. What went wrong?

On the kindest theory, this American failure results
from a simple case of mistaken identity: in giving to
Lon Nol’s Khmer Republic the support which it with-
beld from Sihanouk’s kingless kingdom, the Nixon
administration accidentally picked the wrong Cambodia
to help. Unfortunately that won’t wash. The war in
what is now Vietnam has been going on for just 30 years,
and through all that time the only Cambodian political
issue of any consequence has been how best to keep
Cambodia out of it. Prince Sihanouk chose neutralism,
though a neutralism that involved turning a blind eye on
the presence of the North Vietnamese and the Vietcong
in his eastern territories and on’the subsequent attempts
of the American bomber squadrons to destroy them
there. His prime minister, Lon Nol, decided differently:
that the right thing to do was to drive the Vietnamese
intruders out. This was something Cambodia alone never
remotely possessed the force to do. Still, Lon Nol took
advantage of one of Sihanouk’s frequent -absences in
France to remove him from power in 1970; and the
Americans went in to try to “clean out” the communist
sanctuaries.

It didn’t take hold ‘

But Lon Nol, it turned out, did not command the country.
The present civil war is the result. The mistakes of 1970
produced a coalition against Lon Nol that was ill-
assorted, but fully strong enough to beat his government.
The main components of the coalition are Sihanouk’s
personal following, the Khiner nationalists and socialists,
the various groups of regional insurgents whom Sihanouk
himself labelied Khmers Rouges when he used to harry
them, and the disciplined cadres trained long ago in
Hanoi with their ethnic Vietnamese recruits.

What nobody knows is the kind of Khmer state and
the particular ruling group that will emerge when the
defeat of the present Phnom Penh government has
been completed. Prince Sihanouk

- Approved For Re?ggsé"zogﬁi%’é%s

voluble as ever. But who can tell whether he will
count for anything when the insurgency is over? Men like
his old minister Khieu Samphan, now a Khmer .
insurgent leader, and Ieng Sary, the head of the Hanoi
faction, have plenty of old scores against him and
they have more troops than he. Thus there can be no
return to the bland comfort and nepotism of the old
Sihanouk system. But his political abilities have been
astonishing in the past and might even amount to some-
thing again. There is a Khmer interest in establishing
a Khmer state that is neither an American nor a Viet-
namese puppet, if that can still be done.

If something like that, together with an orderly transfer
of power and a programme of humanitarian relief, are
now the outside limit of what can be hoped for, the public
words and visible actions of the Ford administration
are not yet aimed at that objective. As President Ford
listed the issues at stake last week, one, the humanitarian
need, is a real one. The second, “whether the problems
of Indochina will be settled by conquest or by negotia-
tion”, is a valid question of'principle but in Cambodia
has probably been answered by events. The third, “the
reliability of the United States”, seems to assume the
existence of an American promise to support the Khmer
Republic tirough thick and thin. Congress, in granting
aid, has always specifically ruled out any such commit-

- ment and the administration has never admitted having

made one. The difficulty is that Mr Kissinger believes
the United States, having helped the Khmer Republic
come into- existence, has at least a moral obligation to
provide it with the means to go on fighting so long as its
army is prepared to do so. Since Mr Kissinger is at the
moment apparently being asked by President Sadat of
Egypt to provide an American guarantee that would
make it possible for the ceasefire between Egypt and
Israel to continue, he does not want to see even a moral
obligation abandoned in one part of the world just when
a lot could depend on the validity of American commit-

‘ments in another part.

Still, there may be a better way to end it than the
barren scenario superficially in prospect: President Ford
standing pat on his principles, Congress refusing the
money, and the two branches glaring at each other while
Phnom Penh is overrun. The real American interest, an
honestly Khmer regime which will not take outside

orders and will not willingly serve as a base of attack
on South Vietnam and Thailand, is not incompatible
with the real Khmer interest. American friendship and
aid are not unattractive to a devastated country. Mr
Kissinger, who wanted to supply reconstruction aid
to North Vietnam two years ago, might think it worth
while to aid not one party in Cambodia, but the country
as a whole, after a negotiated truce and a transfer of
power ‘to a new government that is bound to oe a

coalition. Congress imight well be willing to vote money
to help a settlement which it will not vote to keep a hopeless
civil war going. The condition is that the new govern-
ment should offer a reasonable prospect of being
one that tries to keep Cambodia out of south-east Asia’s
other wars. There may just be time for a new approach
to work. But, as President Ford said last week with
some understatement, “time is running out”. Perhaps it
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Americans Say,Sﬁuth Korea
+ impairs fts Credibility by
- Exaggerating Red Threat

By RICHARD HALLORAN
) @nectal to The New York Times

‘SEOUL, South Korea, March
29-~Authoritative American
military oificers here have said

-that South Korea's credibility
hseg been seriously damaged by
exagyerated cries that it faces
a szrious military threat from|
Horth Korea.
~ In addition, Western d[plo—
aatic sources here say that
the image of President Park
Chung Hee's regime has been
tainted both by his repressive

litical measures and by his
invoking of the Communist
threat from the North to justify
them.

American officials have pri-
vately warned the South
Korean Government that conti-
nued exaggeration of the North
Korean threat can endanger
the security of South Korea.
'I‘h? UUnited States. South Ko-
fea’s major ally, may be skepti-
cal that the North Korean hos
tility is genuine and thus be
reluctapt te respond in a
criergency, they say.

Wernings Unheeded

So far, however, such wagn-
dngs seem to have gone unhesd.
ed. There was a notabls ex-
ample last week after the dis-
covery of a second tunnel dug
by the North Koreans under
the demilitarized zone that se-
parates the two sides. The
South Korean Defense Minister,
Suh Chong Chul, told Korean
nawemen:
“In  regular warfare, the
North Koreans can dispatch di-
vision - strength’ forces in 2
single hour througn i, captiire,
s!rategxc powtxom behind the]
forward defense line and com-
pletely isolate the advanced de~
fense units.”  “It should be]
noted that North Korean, which
hag completed initial prepara-
tiong for war, built the tunnels
t6 accomplish war purposes
speedily in all-out aggression
agaxmt the South at the leaqt
loss.”

“This, 1 ccmclude,
of war,” Mr. Suh said.

American military officers
and Western diplomats took
a much less alarmist view,

Is an act

They pointedly refrained from|

publicly endorsing Mr. Suh’s
position. and ' privately - they
firmly disagreed with his as-
sessment.
First Tusnel Found Last 'i’ear
* They sald that the tunnels,
the first of which was atlegedly
discovered just - before Pres-
ident Ford visited South Korea
last November, were probably
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By Guy Halverson
Staff correspondentof -
The Christian Science Monitor

Washington

The possibility of a forced U.S.
troop pullback from Thailand within
the next year is expected to bolster
the Pentagon's case for the strategic
-Importance of current U.S. bases in
the mid-Pacific and-Japan.

- There is deepen.ng concern in the

" Pentagon that a full pullback from

Thailand could intensify efforts on
Capitol Hill for broader-based U.S.
troop withdrawals from the Paclfic
region.

All told, there ar9 125,000 U.S.
troops in the Far East, along with
about 800,000 troops in Europe.

At least two lawmakers, Rep. Ron-
ald V. Dellums (D) of California and
Sen. Alan Cranston (D) of California,
are calling for overseas troop cuts of
roughly 100,000 personnel. Similar
legislation did surprisingly well in
Congresslast year, though not enough
for passage.

Pullback requested

Congress, however, did ask for a
pullback of 12,500 overseas troops in
what some Pentagon analysts see as
an indication of a rising tide of
“‘isolationism’’ in Congress.

The United States, which currently

Thailand, had in fact planned to
reduce that contingent somewhat dur-
ng the néxt year. Premier Kukrit
Pramoj nas proposed that U.S. troops

’
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has 25,000 troops and 350 aircraft in.
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be pulled out of Thailand within the
next year.

The new seven-pz.rty Thal political
coalition; concerned by developments
in neighboring Cambodia and South
Vietnam, also has indicated that
Thailand will seek diplomatic rela-
tions with China and talks with North '
Vietnam,

Beyond the troops in Thalland,
main U.S. military strength in Asia is
in Japan and Okinawa (52,000); South
Korea, 42,000; the Philippines 16,000;
Taiwan, 5,000; and afloat with the
U.S. Seventh Fleet, 27,000.

Forces pruned back

The United States also has 11,000
troops on Guam, and hefty contin-
gents iIn Hawall and Alaska.

Japan, where U.S. forces have been
pruned back during past months, and
the Philippines, are now seen here as -
having' added strategic importance.
Yet, there {s some question here about
how long the United States will be
able to maintain large forces there,

‘given pacifist political feelings in

Japan, and that country’s increasing

‘links with the third world, particu-

larly oil-producing nations.

Japan, moreover, has had strong
reservations about use of its territory
as a ‘‘staging base" for U.S. military
action — such as air strikes — in Asla.
Indeed, Thailand was used as a
staging base during the direct Amer-
ican involvement in Vietnam and.is
currently used as a main trans-
portation base for the airlift into
Phnom Penh.

*—-‘—--—-—mn-’-\m

Basic Threat Acknowledged

“tage and espionage.

‘appear to hava been mnxtxuct-

“are zeven to thirteen.

intended for smali commando

or guerrilla teams to mfxltra’re1
South Korea,

The militaty sources said that
intelligence reports showed an
increase in training activity and
equipment of North Korean for-
ces similar to the American
Special Forces, whose duties
include guerrilia warfare, saho-

The tunnels, which were
evidently begun about 1971,

ed for such teams rzther than
for com;nnonal soldiers. Just
how many tunnels there are
ig still unknown, although spe-
culation here holds that there

" The military sources said that
recent probes by North Korean
vessels in the sea west of the
peninsula and by North Korean
jet fighter planes in the air-
space in the same area seemed
to be part of a continuing fest.
ing of South Korean de!"on_ses.

.control his critics or
i an accommodation with them.

- Western diplomats also said
there appeared to be an effort
by the North Koreans to assert
their rights to be in internation-
al'waters and airspace in areas

~south of the'line produced: by

extension of the demilitarized

‘zone beyond the shorelines.

No one here 'denies that thel
North Korean Communists pose:
a basic threat to South Korea,
but the military officers and
diplomats appeared to be more
concerned that North Xorea
will take advantage of the cur-
rent  political instability in
South Korea than about z di-
rect, overt attack across the
border.

The military nfﬁcers ex-'
pressed particular concern that
Seuth Korean troops would be;
pulled away from thier regular

duties to maintain order if Pres-

ident Park is unahle either to
ta find

L2
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Castro out of the

It is about time that there were moves to
stop the Straits of Florida from being a hostile
moat keeping the United States and Cuba at bay.
Dr Kissinger’s statement over the weekend about
the US beu.g “ prepared to move in a new direc-
tion ” in relations with Cuba is a welcome start.
It has been a difficult and gradual decision, taken
under pressure, bul made easier with the depar-
ture of President Nixon. This is reflected in the
tortuous way out that the US has chosen. The
Organisation of American States will probably be
meeting in May. The US has said that if the OAS
agrees by a two thirds majority to alter the
Charter so that the lifting of the sanctions
imposed against Cuba in 1964 can be decided by
a simple majority, it will go along with the
decision.

The OAS solution can be seen as just a
.device, for Fidel Castro has always made plain
his contempt for the organisation. He regards
it as being overdominated by the US. Buti the
device is important for providing Washington
with a way out. The sanctions were being whittled
away by Latin-American States opening relations
with Cuba, and, in broad political terms, were
becoming irrelevant. The sanctions were invoked
in a spirit of rectitude and as a protest against
Cuban interferences in the affairs of other Latin-

American countries. But Cuba had no * success”

to ecompare with thoe ITQ “aneeess ”

s ndmittnd
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in April last year by the Director of the CIA,

William E. Colby, to a House Committee—in
using dollars to help overthrow President Allende

-

[

cold

The anti-Cuba ban has also become a cold
war anachronism. The state of détente between
Washington .and Moscow may occasionally
be wobbly, but a missile crisis like the one of
1862 is now almost impossible. In addition, any
movenent by the US towards Cuba must open
the possibility of Cuba being prised away from
the Soviet influence which the US helped build
up by making Cuba a pariah. There will be stern
bilateral differences to sort out between
Washington and Havana: among them American
properties nationalised and the question of with-
[drawal from the base at Guantanamo. There are
deals to be done on ideclogy, for Cuba has had
success in brandishing the sanctions and the
1961 Bay of Pigs fiasco among the Third World
to the disadvantage of the US. More open rela-
tions will permit Cuba more easily to modernise
its sugar industry and to restore more normal
trading and political links within the area. The
US will also have access to a market — and this
was one more sign of the growing irrelevance of
the ban — which has already been penetrated by
“the Argentinian and Canadian subsidiaries of
American firms.

The device is significant for American rela-
tions with the OAS, for the US will be seen to be
operating on a more equal bduis m'th other
Latin-American States.
been accused of using the OXb as its creature.
Dr Kissinger has reached the position where he
can both revive a frozen relationship and over-

of Chile.
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on Cube

! ing principle” of American pol:
: lcy is ‘“to prevent the Cuba

issued from dividing us from

~our hemispheric neighbors.” -

Noting that more than a dé-

.. cade has passed since the OAS
- greed to sever diplomatic and
¢ commercial
- Cuba, Mr. lussmgu' suggestd
- the embargo may have outr

relations  with

N hved its usefulness:

Kissinger links
better reiatlons,
end of embargo,

By DEAN MILLS

singer said yesterday that the,

United States “will consider..
changes in its bilateral rela-.
with Havana if the or- .

tions”
ganization of American States
lifts its 11-year-old embargo Qf
Cuba .

And the secretary: of state,
ina speech delivered in Hous-
ton, suggesled that the U.S.
‘might go along with a move,
backed by a majority of QAS
members, to end that boycott,

Mr. Kissinger said the “guid-

-« 'longer
s ; acutely,
Weshingion Bureau of The Sun

Washington—Henry A. Kige'

“The couniries of Lah
America have successfully re-
'sisted pressure and subversion
nations that in the early Six-
ties felt most threateneed by
[C\lbd revolutionar violence no

feel the menace sg

“This situatin has generated
a reconsideratin of the OAS
sanctions and raised questions
about the fufure of our own
bilateral relations with Cuba.”

At a meeling in Quito last
November, 12 OAS members
voted in favor of lifting the
economic sanctions, That was |
itwo votes shorl of the two-
'thirds required under the
terms of ihe Rio Treaty of
Reciprocal Assistance.

Since that vete, in which the
United States abstained, 0AS
members  tentatively have

haul attitudes to neglected neighbours.

agreed to amend the Rio
treaty so that sanctions could
be lifted by a simple majority
vote. Those members favoring
an end to the Cuba beycott

‘want to apply that change to

the Cuban boycott.

Mr. Kissinger said he would
consult with Latin American
foreign ministers during a frip
he plans to the area in April
‘‘with the attitude of finding a
generally acceptable solution.
American officials said yester-
day that the United States
probahly would go along with
the idea ““if there is considera-
ble sentiment for it” in the
Latin capitals.

The officials said the boycott
could in theory be iifted almost
immediately il there is sulfi-
cient support for doing so. But
as a practical matter, they
said, it would prohabiy take at
least several months for- the
action to work its way through
the OAS parl mment.ny pm
|cess.

American  officials ° have
been saying privately for sev-
eral nonths that the United
States js interested in moves
toward normalization of rela-
tions with Cuba. But- yester-
day’s statameni by Mr. Kissin-

| ger is the niost cxphicit-official
expression of interest,

- 41f the OAS sanctions are
evenlually repealed,” he said,
“the- United States will con-
sider changes in its bilateral
Irehtmns with Cuha- and in its
regulations. Qur decision will
be based. on what we consider
to be in our own best interests,
and will be heavily influenced
by the external policies of the
Cuban government.

“We see no virtue in perpet-
ual antagonism between the
United States and Cuba.”

Mr. Kissinger noted that the
United States has “taken some
symbolic steps to indicate that

\we. are prepared to move in a

new direction if Cuba will.”
U.S. officials vesterday said
those ‘‘symbolic sleps” in-
cluded the recent lcosening of
travel restrictions on Cuban
diplomats assigned {o the
United Nations and the grant-
ing of permission to American
firms o participate in business

deals with Cuba. State Depart.|
ment spokesmen have pre-
viously insisted that such ac-
lions were isclated except
‘to the embargo against Cuba,
rather than sxgmls of possmle
‘change:

At the same time, Mr. Kis-
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singer expressed concern about
Cuba’s “military relutionships
with  countries outside the
Hemisphere”’—an obvious ref-
-jerence to the military aid
given Cuba by the Soviet
Union and Communist coun-
tries.

. And the sccrclary ‘said that
“fundamental “change cannot
come . . . unless Cuba demon-
strates a readiness to assume
the mutuality of obligation and
regard upon which 2 new rela-
tioship must be founded.”

American officials said that
would mean Cuban recognition
rof internaiional standards of
tlaw and adberence to a stand-
ard of nonintervention in other
countries’” affairs, The Uniled
Stales bas often cited Hav-
ana's self-proclaimed role as
jan exporter of revolution as
jone reason for maintaining the
boycoll. .

But  American  diplomals
nave been saving for the last
few months what some Latin
| officials have been saying for
down its policy of encouraging
 revolution in the rest of Latin
America,

And U.S. officials yesterday
cited the favorable comments
being made by Cuban officials
- about President Ford and Mr.
Kissinger- as encouraging sig-
nale from Havana,

. In the speech yesterday, de-
livered to a luncheon meeling
of several Houston-area civic
clubs, Mr. Kissinger also:

o Said the United States is
[ “ready to acknowledge that it
[is reasonable” for Panama to
rexercixe jurisdiction over thel
Canal Zone and fo parlicipate |
in the operation of the canal.i
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Brazil - it

One step back

FROM A BRAZIL CORRESPONDENT - - - ..

Brazil’s tentative steps ‘towards liberali-
sation have been accomipanied in the
past three or four weeks by a fresh
wave of arrests and illegal detentions.
More than 20 people are known to have

disappeared during this period into the -
hands of the security forces, and -

numerous allegations: of beatings and
electrical torture have ‘seeped through
to the press. The victims have inclu_ded

. doctors, lawyers and journalists.

- One explanation for the: reversion to
official violence is that ‘eleiments in the
army are determined to keep the liberal
tendencies of General ‘Geisel’s adminis-
tration in check. This army pressure
is directed as much against the president
himself as against the opponents of
military government. It could also pro-
voke a test of strength -within the
army between hard-line and moderate
factions. R - :

- The president, anxious not to break
ranks, wants to crack down on “sub-
versives” but he has promised to try
them properly. - His civilian - Jjustice
minister, Mr Armando Falc3o, hags been

told to round up identifiable radical -
organisations. So' far a Communist -

party printing press  has been - dis-
covered.in a Rio suburb, 23 people have
been sentenced for forming a- maoist

" offshoot of the Communists, and no

fewer than 120 alleged members of the
National Liberation Alliance, a guer-
rilla group, are: standing trial in Sdo

“Paulo. : S
- Although 'the question of  human-

rights and the treatment of prisoners
is no longer taboo in Brazil, it remains
the- sticking- point in the process of
political evolution. The Brazilian Demo-
cratic Movement—the oppositiori in
congress—-has been persuaded to avoid

Ll

! .
a confrontation on the issue. Two weeks
ago opposition deputies .came as close
as they have ever done to an outright
clash over  political detention, seeking
to call Mr Falcdo to testify on the docu-
mented cases of 19 people who have
been missing since last year and are
feared dead. The justice minister’s earlier
written reply was that they had either
been released or had left the country.
The government party, Arena, insisted .
that it would defeat any move to erilt
Mr Falcdo in congress, and cautioried.
against calling a commission of inquiry.
The leaders of the Democratic Move-
ment backed down. They had little
choice, knowing that in the face of more
extreme pressures General Geisel
remains their best ally. They have been
given'some concessions on other issues:
a congressional inquiry-into foreign
investment in Brazil and a change in
the system of fixing the minimum
wage. Control of the unions and news-
papers has been relaxed. But questions
involving  what -is - lcosely termed
“security” have been ruled out of
bounds.' i LRI Do
The -hopes engendered by last
November’s election, ‘when General
Geisel held back the army and accepted
an advance on all fronts by the oppo-
sition, have by no means been entirely
‘crushed. But it has not taken long for
the new congress to chart out its limits.
Even some of the government majority
are not convinced of the: value of poli-
tical participation, a cornerstone -of
General ~ Geisel's reforming  strategy.
The Arena leader in the lower house,
Mr Bonifacio, tried to defuse the human
rights debate by stating that liberalisa-
tion concerned only the elite. “The
people are not interested in that,” he
declared. “Only we, politicians, jour-
nalists,” the elite, are preoccupied. The
people ketp on going to the cinemd
and to football gdmes.” :
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