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IASHINGTON POST
& Séptember 18

By George Lardneér Jr.
Trashington Post 8{all #Writar

. Deadly poisons, ineluding
shelifish toxin potent snough
kiil thousands of pecple,

- heen found in a ‘seeret..

2 maintained by the Cene
rielligence Agency, Sen.
Church (D-Tdaho) said
the chelifish toxin and a
amalier amount of cobra
em “in direct contraven-

37 of presigentisl orders

e than {ive'years age that
such materials be destroyed.
Complaining angrily  of
nows feaky ahout the poisans,
veh confivmed that  his

of

develoned for the ClA und
cote name Project Na
wring the 18508, Chureh said

be diseovery might be rele’-

rant to the committes’s assas-
3 iry. He gsaid he
reason to think any of
rs ware ever actually
3, but the comaittee is in-
ating  “ome partieular:
that  apparently

never came to fruition.

In response ip a news con-
-ference question, Church indi-
cated -he was familiar with—
put refused to comment on—
an allcgation that some toxin
was sent to Africa to kill Con-
golese Premier. Patvice Lu-
‘mumba in 1961, According to
the allegation, the shipment
i not arrive pntil after Lu-
mumba had heen assassinated
by ather means, o
© hurch would. say only that

2

© tbe committee was still inves-.

tigating the giestion of pro-
jected use of some of the poi-
:on and that its findings
~weanld be made public “in due
e.” C .

. Idaho Democrat -added;
the reteation of the. poi-
:oms, after President Nixon or-
ered destrugtion of such.
ockpiles in 1969, raised grave
ssions about internal con-
ipervision within,

a CIA. . . \

Church said’ CIA Director
William £. Colby was appar-
ently unawars of the cache un-
i} earlier this year when he
asked agency employees to no-
4igy  him of anvthing Ap

e - 7 The CiA’s deputy director of
the CIA ¥ept both) . sci

might Le relevant to the oul:
side investigations that w»:re"
then getting under way. .~
- Church and Committee Viea
Chairman John G. Tower (R-
Tex.) were quietly. told of the'
stockpile several months age.

e and technology, Carl
Duckett, then conducted an in-
bouse invastigation through
‘one of his deputies, Sayre Sta.
vens, snd reported the. find-
ings to the fnil Senate com-
mittee last week."
“Chureh said the commiitee
is stil frying to delermine
who in the CIA- was responsi-
Ele for blocking destruction of

ine poisons and who knrew

abouf the decision.
CIa Mirector Richard
now .ambassador to Iva

| b guestioned on that sto

the committee in
sessien today.

S “Somewhere
‘CIA. 2 dericion was
(disobey the presiden
der,” Church degl
hroakfazt meeting w
ers tnat preceded his Dews
eonfer~nee. He aaid Colby's en-
parent ignorvance of the cache -
even after hecoming CIA did
recior-in 1973 suggested am:
Lalarming “Joogenscss of comue
‘mang and aontral within the
CIA . ...7 o

-Along with an inventory of

other unspecified materials,

the iethal poisons were discov-’
ered at a CIA laboratory facil-
ity and’ put under heavy
guard, Church said.. He said
.news reports that they were

Sfound Ft. Detrick, Md,

were incorrect, but he refused

to say where they were discov-

", Chureh said he was singling.

sxecutive’

within

i

ar
awv

_put the shelifish toxin and the

‘cobra venom because they:
werve the onply items in the.
Leache whose retention:
*“unguestionably contravenes™;
Nixon's executive order.

her. 19683, that the npation:
would never engage in germ
lwarfare and ordered the de-
istruction of the U.S.stockpile!
of bacteriological weapons. A
.subsequent . “clarification” of;
the order. made it clear that]
“the order was to apply to bacd

i
Nixon announced in Novem-

1

| NEW YORK TIMES

11 September 1275

A ViewsonTse |

X I o
Of Poison Reportea)

By NICHOLAS' M. HORROCK

: Spectal to The Now York Times - i
WASHINGTON, Sept. 1 —
Tha Senate Select Commiftee
on Inteliigence has evidence

_ithat the Central’ Intelligence.

Agency considered “operationat
use” -of -the shellfish poisom
1kept in its- laboratory, - includ-
ing making suicide pills for
agents and “aggzrassive ac-
tions,” sources familiar ‘with
the events said today.

' The poisen, these “scurces
said, was kept in a laboratory
of the technical scrvices divi-

1970 was under command
of Dr, Sidney Goitlieb, the man
who conducted LSD  expers
ments for ~the " agency. Tha

Senate investigators are 2X-

-pected to interview Dr. Goit-p

liek in clesed session later this)
g,weﬁk. o
§ Me=anwhile, a prominent phare
 macologist, Dr. Murcloch Ritchie
©f Yale Usiversity, has asked
the agency and  the Tenate
Commities to prevent the de-
struction of the shell-fish poison
Jon the ground that it could
be extremely valuable for medi-
cal research, He said the poison
“wras similar {0 a ona once men-
tionad in the James Bend hooks
by Ian Fleming.

"The poison, callad saxitoxin,|

g?nas pronarties that make it rara
and exiremely valuable for oo
-search on such nervous system
‘diseases as multiple sclerosis,

i said.

'dered the destruction of chemi-

sion of tho CLA. which in|

. ‘the fatest acting poisons, was

" being caught, sources said. The

" Dr. Ritchie said."

‘agrees that the péisons showld
have been dispnsed of. e

He also sharply disputed a
report in vesterday mornming’s,
editions ©of The Washington:
‘Post queting unnamed sources
as stating the poisons were re-
tained »un grounds that they
imight te. uscful for expari

“imental PuUrposes.

He said the shellfish toxin,
for which there is no known
antidote, had been kept by the]
CIA in such gquantities “asi
could kill many “thousands. of!
people.” far more than what'
might be needed for any labo-.

ratory experimentation.

Church could not say why
the CIA had the poisons. de-
veloped or why it kept them
despite the Nixon decree, but
he said he assumed they were;
_meant for individual targets. '

“I'm not prepared to charge!

- today that the CIA ever in-|
‘tended *to conduct mass bac

feriological . warfare . against
“wr’

'I’foreign nations,” he said, “%L

- ig‘mld nave to assume that the ay figure in th
| SIRROPERQIBLRO00960 uﬁ}_js g
Jically targeted.”. - .0 .l 37&, %e’é:t weak.

§~ Pr, Pitchie said  he.heffsvad]
the C.LAJs “saxitoxin” -was
‘part of a batch prepared by
ithe Army at the Edgewsod
JArsepal in Maryland in the
 pinstebn-sizties. He said that it
“was one of the deadliest poisons|
;known. to mmankind, but added
ishat becauss. of its valza o

" gmedical reseaxch, “it wouid bel.
Xeriminal to destroy this ma-:.

cderial” .
;' _Tr. Nitchie contended that

controls
k zad out o kKeep ths pofson
#rom misuse. He said saxitoxin,
which is distilied from better}
clams, is similar  to  teivo-
irdm;xxin. a poison made by the

"rapanese from puffer fish. Tie| -

puffer fish poison was rseq-
wioned in James Bond nowels,

b After President Nixoa o

'wai and hacteriological weapens
.in 1969, following the signing
©o? an internationzl treaty #m-
#ing biochemical warfare, #
hecame virtually impossihie for
madical researchers to optain
eaxitoxin, Dr. Ritchie said. The

commercially manufactured Jap-} .

anese poison is not as geod
for research, he said. .

= Intelligence sources. said that
‘there was. some documeniary
evidence to indicate that ever
.the vears the intelligence agency
“e5nt least considered” using the
shell-fish poison, The agency

alse maintained a supply of

cobra venom. S
% ne potential use of the sheil-
'%ish poison, because it is cne of

#0 make suicide pills that. sof
{United States agents might ke
.ghia to kill themselves. after.

noison acted so swiftly, thase
ecurces said, that the agems’'
captors would have no time to.
administer an antidote. o f

Other intelligence - sources,:
however, said ‘that there were

could’ . bey

memorandums suggesting #z-:

gressive actions” in which the

- shell-fish poison could be used. .

They would not elasorate.
. There were also indications

that the agency had materials "
for such uses as ‘disabling guard -
" "dogs at a foreign embassy with-, |

out killing them. This would aid
‘the agency in entering and 1&?-‘
ing a premise guarded by dogsi
without the owner’s knowing
the intrusion had been made.
The Senate- Committee, undes

the chairmanship of Senater::

Frank Church, Democrit ef!
Idaho, is iftivestigating ' why
these two poisons were Dot
destroyed by ‘the agency fol-}
lowing the Presidential ordztg,

in 1959. "According to- inteli-{ |

génce sources, though: Dz
Gottlieb headed the division

* swwhere the materials were r2-.
" ¢ained there was ‘‘no implica-

tion” violated the order and
“had them preserved.

¥ “Senate -investigators  aref
‘geeking to learn, inteliigence
.sources said, whether Dr. Goit-|
“lieb could shed any light on
howthe Presidential order was
Landled at the agency. :

}...Mr. Church-said that in addt

H
H

\tion to the cobra and shefl-}

‘fish poisons, the C.LA, had)
hoarded large. quantities of
“other dangerous chemicals.
e hear-

P8 e oo e s an ey ey
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CIA Tells

Of Exotic

Wmmm

E]e('tm(' Gun,
Untraceable
Poison Pellets

By George Lardner Jr.-
Washington Pagt Staff Writer

The Central Intelligence
gency spent sorme 53 mil-~
flion on a secret stockpile

pf deadly poisons and com-
panion weaponry such ag a
dart gun that ceuld kill its

ictims without leaving a

krace, CIA Director Wil-
liam Colby acknowledged
yesiarday.

Testifying calmly in lecture-
hall tones, Coiby told the
enate intelligence commit.
ee at its first public session
that middiedevel CIA- of-
ficials improperly stored away
some of the most deadly toxin
n 1870 in deflance of an or-
der by President Nixon that|
such materials be destroyed.
-Top officials of the CIA dis-
overed the forbidden cache!
in an apparently long-neglect-

ed vault earlier this year.
. The arsenal included not

only deadly shelifish toxin ra-.

portedly capable of Killing
‘hundreds of thousands” of
[people, but also strychnine,
cobra venom, cyanide pills
and other exotic compounds
jsuch as 10 pounds of “BZ,” a
hemical that attacks the cen-
tral nervous system.

Several dart guns were also
found, including a .45 caliber-
sized "electric gun capable of
silently firing poison pellets
that would dissolve in a vie-
tim before any autopsy could
be psrformed. .

One CIA memo made-public
by the Senate commlttce de-
scribed the ‘gun as “a non-

ist s microbioinocula-

’ that could fire accurateiv

'*t ranges up to 250 feet, Tiny
po]lets nat could carry a half-
cata of poison and “cap-

able of being used in a noiseé-
free disserninator” such as the
dart gun had also been devel-
oped, the October, 1967,
memo declared. :

The same document dis-
closed a “‘vulnerability” study
of.the. New York City sub-
way system to determine “the

hreat of mkcuon to subway
passcangers”
logical attack.

The memno, addressed to the

in a covert bio-y-

chief ‘of thé CIA’s fechaical
services division, added tiiat
the Vulr'"labmfv study vrod-
uced information about “meth-
ods of delivery which could
ke used offensively”

At one point Quring his
testimony, Colby =aid some
of the CIA’s secret. records

poisons and incapacitating
agents—known as Project
Naomi—had been destroyed
-in November, 1972. He also
- said there was a memorandum
of agreement I‘é‘ﬂe;.tl!"’ the
destmctlon of those rnnords
between then-CIA Director
Riehard Helms and the chief
of the technical services divi-
sion, Sidney Gottiieb.

CIA special counse] Mitchell
Rogovin said later, however,
that Colby “misspoke.” Rogo-
vin- said there was no such
memorandum and that “we
have no reason to bhelieve”
that any records on Project
Naomi were destroved.

.Committee investigators ap-

parently remain’ skeptical.
“Wa have evidence that there

ikink shoulg exist but which
no longer exist;” the commit-
tee’s ' chief counsel, Fritz
Schiwarz, told reporters.

Gottlieb, according to Rock-
efeller Commission seurces,
was responsible for the de-
struction of CIA drug-testing
records, including the adminis-
tration of LSD to unwitting
subjects, Rogovin suggested
that Colby may havc had this
in mind when he referred to
Project Naomi. As for. the
memo to delms Rogovin .said
lit actually came from
chief of the Army Chemical
Cerps and simply dealt with
the Army’s -development of
various,toxins for the CIA at
I't. Detrick, Md.

mony was the nearly 11 grams
—approximately half an ounce
—of shellfish toxin that was
i found along with' the strych-
‘mne and other materials
"in an 8-by-10 foot storage room
?a\ the CIA’s ~“South Labora-
‘::m-:.’,‘ a building near the
! State Department.

Emphasizing the potency of
:the poison. Committee Chair-
;man Frank Church (D-Idaho)
isaid that Carl Duckett, head
iof the CIA's directorate of sci-
‘ence and technology, testi-
i tied in executive session that
i the 11 grams were adminis-
(tered orally, - they would be
"“sufficient to kill at least 14,
i 00 people.”

Oral doses. Church stressed,
jare also “the least efficient
| way” to administer the toxin.
:U' the “sophisticated equip-
i ment” found along with the
toxin were used instead. he
i said, the half ounce would be
renough to kill many more peo-
ipie‘ with estimates “varying
hmwards into the hundreds of
i thousands,” ’

| When President

Nixon re-

on the develepment of fhe:

are memos which one would’

the

The focal point of the testi-

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370001-6

}’n'buri'f‘ed bioclogical warfare in

!t‘w all of 12635 and followed
'un on Feb. 14, 1973, with orf:
‘(!ﬂrs to destroy ‘ell exi
ocks of toxins” net n
lfor defensive research.
said high-vanking CI& off wm‘s

‘krcw that the stockpile st Ft. -
including. the shell-

Dnmck
ifish  toxin,
st.mwd .
“Discussions with Mr,
Helms. director of central in-
ltelhg"ncc and Mr. ° Thomas

should. be de-

‘rector for plans in 1970, have
‘established that bath were
"aware of the requirement that
isuch material be disposed of”
: Colby tesitfied.

“They recall that clear in

“structions were given that the
(CIA stockpile should be de-
istroyed by.the Army and that,
iin accordance with presiden:
‘tial ‘directives, the agency
tshould get out of the BW
| (biologieal warfare) busipess,”
{he said.
{ The former CIA scientist ro-
spnnsible for hiding the shell-
‘fish toxin away, Nathan Gor-
idon of Silver Spring, testifiad
"however, that he never got the
iward.
! ReoMtndlv omvhaswnﬂ the
,expense and the effort in-
‘\ohed in manufacturing . the
\mlmsn w\m—e\ports say it
takes tons of shelifish ftn
fpm(iuce a single gram—Gor-
{don made plain that the pros-
;pect of destroving it troubied
‘him greatly. As.head of the
itiny chemical branch
'C'~\’ technical services divi-

ision in 1970 he said he and

this - two colleagues in that
;blamh decided to keep the
pm‘:nn without even telling
tlieb, their imdeiatr-\
‘supnrinr.
Under lengthy quc=f10mng
by committee members, Gott-

-[h@b maintained at t"nes that

iNixon’s orders did not cover
{“chemical agents”—a category
,he claimed the shellfish toxin
ifell into.
! 8en. Walter F. Mondale (D-
{Minn,) pointed out. however,
ithat this conflicted with a
,CIA memo on Feb. 16, 1970
ithat Gordon admitted drafting
rat Gottiieb'’s suggestion.
i Entitled “Contingency Plan
for  Stockpile of
|\&alfare Agents,” the mema
lnotr‘d that 'Nixon had just
{"xmluded all toxin weapons”
lin calling for the destruction
[of butelmlogual stockpiles.
Tne document then haierl 10
lbmlnﬂual agents—such as ma-
‘tmxul» designed tu bring on
{tuberculosis—and six “tO\ms”
including 5.1 grams of “para-
lytic shellfish poison.”
Gordon then warned thsat
the CiA stockpile might be
destroved, and” cmd that if the
agency's direcior “wishes to

ity” it could be transterved
to a private firm in Baltimore
and sceretly stored “at a cost
no greater than $75,000 . a

ol
ra

'Karamessines, the deputy di-

of the’

Biological

Power’s
. over the SBoviet Union in May.;

continue this special capabil-:

.

. The memo, was drafted for
signing by Karamessines, as
head of the CIA’s covert ope-
rations divislon, and addressed
it¢ CIA Director Helms as a
proposed’ contingency | plan.
Tolby. however, said an inves-
tigation * indicates that the
memo never even got to Kara-
ressines. =
! Gordon said his immedizte:
"boss, Gottleib. told him to tor-.
get the idea and said the pro-

tgram at Ft. Detrick with thc: |

-srecial operations division of'
‘Army biological experts would:;
have to be ended. ;
i bubsequenlty however, Gur-'
!d 'm said, the Army projeet: :
‘officer .at Detrick, Chatles:
:Senseny, called him and of
fered to send him the CIA’s
_f‘ive grams of shellfish toxin

“ior our potential use” some-
dpv Gordon said he and  his’
two colleagues in the €IA
chemical . branch . qu:etly-“
agreed.

Questioned sharply about
the fact that the CIA would
wind up with almost 11 grams
of the toxin instead of the 5.1
grams it was supposed to!
pave, Gordon said he could:
conly conclude that Detrick’s
‘special operations dxvxsmn
wanted to save the Army'si
‘stockpile rom destruction
falso. He sald he was unaware
;of the double shipment unnl
“this year.

! Sen. Church said he found .
|Gordon’s disclaimers of a cop-{ |
Iflict between his actions. and
iNixon’s orders “rather astounds} ;
ing.” Gorvdon, however, voiced
‘no regrels and said he stil} |
fecls that velenlion of thas,
toxin was “in the intevest o{i‘
the agency’'s policy” of mam-.-
tamm'T behavioral cnntt‘olli'
materials. i

CIA Director Colb_v said t
program with the :
mally began in May, aj
“was tied to earlier Office o
Strategic Services World Wai
IT experience, which inciuded:;
the development of two- dif.
ferent types of agency suicid
pills to -be used in the even
of capture and a successful
operations using BW materials :
to incapacitate a Nazi leader:
temporarily.”

One of the CIA’s ealhcqi{
requirements, Colby said. was;
to find “a replacement for the i
standard cyanide L-pill issued#
to agents in hazardous situ-
ations in World War rlew'
said this effort uJumatr‘lyi :
centered on development of a’
smail drill coated with shell-,
fish toxin. ‘

He said. however, that ﬂlC{J
only use of the oxpensive!.
Doison was in Francis Gary
disatrous U-2 flight :

1560, when he “carried such{
a device concealed in a sﬂvell
dollar.” . 1]

Powers tossed away the s.‘\bi
ver dollar on being shoti .
down, but kept the poison:

" Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R0007 00370001-6 -
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pin. “He- obnously did . not

use it,” Colby. said. - ¢ - SR '

-Instead, the committee was’
told, Powers' Rusman eaptors:

“found it and tested it on: a~ }

".dog, which died in 10 seconds.’
Dndu‘ quesfmnlnn by
Church, Coiby readily agreed,
however, that the shellfish
toxin and other poisons devel-
~oped under Project- Naomi,

“swere designed for offensive!

-uses although he was unaware
;of any actual applications. -
Except for the shellfish]
toxin and perhaps some other
items such as.the cobra venom,
the CIA's stockpile at Detrick

\was apparently destroyed. The::

icache at the CIA's South
:Laboratory, . where the toxin
‘was founded, evidently con-
‘sisted of a potpourri of items
‘from Detrick ' plus chemical
‘compounds that CIA scientists

1had “collected” and stored;

‘away in earlier years.
" " Colby said he was not aware
of the secret cache or even of
Project Naomi until this vear,]
‘when he asked agency em-
- ployees fo bring any question-;
able activities to his attention.
Sen. Mondale said he was
especially: upset by. the fact
that there are so few records
about the program. He said]
there
‘the National Security Council

ever authorized it and no docu-f

mentary proof -that the stock-

pile was ordered destroyed infi

1970. ' [
“In short,
| . mess,”
- “Does that hother you?"
- “TL certainly doe:” Sht-‘ CIA}
‘director said.
NEW YORK TIMES
1B September 1975

Transit Authority”
Says No. One Knew
About CLA s Test

A spokesman for the Transit|

Authority said.yesterday that
as far as could be determined-
now no one-in -that :ageney
had ‘any’ knowledge of a secret
Central  Iatelligence Agencv,
rroject in-w hich the city’s sub-|
ways were . used. to .test thé
vulnerab;my of ..subway: - .sys-|
tems - ta” a. bmlng'cal warfare
attack. -

A CLA, memorar‘dum mane
public during a’ hearing of the!
..wnare Select Commiitee  on
Intelligence "in Washmown on
xuesddv said that the test * ‘pro-
vided a means of assessing
the threat of infection to subway

passengers” and demonstrated

, "mv to uﬁ'.‘such an attack
“offensively.”

According to Congressional
sources, C.LA. officials had said

“that in the test the subways
were llooded with a “harmless
sirmulant” of a disease-carrying

- gas. No information was dis-
cidbsed on when or how the!
‘test was conducted. i

The Transit :©  Authority!
spckesman. -said: “As -far as
we can determine at this time,
ne one here knew of the test.
We cannot comment until we
know ‘more about whatAp)|
supposed to have happened.

. We are looking into. th» mat-
ter.” .

was no evidence that)

the record’s aj
Mondale told Colb; i

3 "_fi‘,(‘vr‘mftee that he

WEW YORK TIMES . .
18 September 1975

POTSON ARMS BAN
 INCITED BY HEL ! S

;'eTH Pane inueaﬂﬁm!
‘Oreer QovHa!t C.i.A, job,
-4 but Dig Not Foilow Lf;_z_

Spacial to The Nawr York Timas
'E&ASHINGTON Sept. 17—
*Richard Helms, the former Di-l
srector of Central Intsligence,
nfold 2 Senate coramittee today!
sthat he had issued an Grai
;com-mnd to hait the C.LA’s
thiochemical weapons program
;and to destroy . its ';Lockmles
_Zhut.that he had v never fol-
tdowed up to find out if his
ko"‘if‘r had been carzied out,
v He also testified that he had
;mever jssued a written order en
,#he matter..

. -‘ '

. ?By "I’CVQLAS M.. HORROCK]
i
e

# Mr. Helms, now t}w Ambas-
,sador to Iran, went before the
Senate Select Committee nn
Antelligence accompanied by
ZThemas Karamessines, his for-
dher deputy for covert opera-
- fions, Mr. Helms told the com:i
“ynittee that when he .learned:
wn February, 1570, of President
INixor’s order that all biochemi-
ftal weapons be destroved, he
find Mr. Karamessines agreed
h‘hm‘ the C.ILA. “had no choice
kbu* to comply.” “We agreed
i tnnumaLe ihe prm“&m,” he

Mr I\aramesqmex the
Mr.

inld
and
iHelms  discussed the matter
Bwith Dr. Sidney Gottlieh, the
dlr‘:{'fﬁr of the Technicai: Servi-
es Divisinn of the C.LA., which

Bad over-all control of the pro-|.

gram. Mr. Karamessines - said
sthat it was his nderstanding
swith Gottlieb Lhat all toxins
»in possession of the agency

*be returned to Fort Detrick}

jDL aastruction.”
~ - 2d Day of Hesarings

. #~ Mr.-Helms and Mr. Karames-
Jiines appeared as witnesses in
the second day of the Senate
‘committee’s public inquiry
swhy the C.LA. failed'to'd 1
.,fwo deadly” biochemical * p
xsons a shellfish toxin .2pd a

- {poison derived from cobra ven-
m after the Presidential order
in 1970.

The commiitee’s counsel,

. E“AO Schwarz 3d, said that

" tthe committes would question
7. Gottlieb about the poisons
«and others matters in a closed
«session on Tuesday. He said,
thowever, that Dr. ~Gaottlieb's
Hawyers had “indicated” that
itheir client might invoke his
_constitutional right under the
‘Fifth Amendment not to an-
-swer guestions that might tend
o incriminate him. -

» 1 Dr. Gottlieb does invoke

- fhe amendment, Mr. Schwarz

Isaid, the committee may consi-

~ a human heing,”
" sines said. He has spent some

: Secumy Council commilttee ‘to

* mainly hecause

. Mr. Karamessines and Dr. Got-

" *orders written 'in blood.” He

ider whether it wx;l grant him}

yved For Release>2001108108

Hinmunity f'nm prosétiitiof” to!
'get the full story on the record.

" Mr. Helms.told the com:nittee}
‘that ke knew of an 18-year-old;

$3-million C.LA. joint program} -

“with © the. Army’'s Biological
~ Warfare Laboratory at Fort De-
trick, Md., to develop bxochemx-

41 weapons.

He saxd that- he had besn
@aware that the program deve-
loped biochemicals and such
dehvery systems as dart guns,
bLL that. he had never ordered
such weapons used against hu-
,man beings. “I don't ever recall
considering it, let alone author-
“Jjzing it,” he said. -

. Mr. Karamessines said that
he had “no. recollection of the
.actual use of any of the mater-
1als " but acknowledged that
xf they had been used to kil
a watchdog in-a foreign opera-

tlon he m'g‘ll not have been| -

mfomed He said that he was
sure he had never ordered their
~used against a- human being.

“As Mr. Helms and others
who know me are awars, I
would not have continued [at
the C.ILA.] if there was a re-
quirement for the. kiiling of
Mr. Karames-

30 years in covert operations
with the Office  of Strategic
Services and the C.LA. .

Threa Made Decision

Mr. Helms testified that be-
-fore President Nixon ordered:
biochemical warfare weapons
destroyed, he asked a Nationai

study the question. Mr. Heims
said, however, “that he had not
told the committce that the
C.LA. possessed such wepons,
It was not
cleared to have suck informa-

tion under naticnal securlty|

standards.

He also “said that he had
never doubted that the Pres-
ident’s order applied to the

C.LA. Beth Mr. Helms and Mr.| .

Karmessines said ~ that trey
were “surprised” to learn five
year later that all  the mter-
1als had not been destroyed.

Dr. Nathn Gordon, who was
-in charge of biochemical mater-
il& in the Technical Services
Division, testified yesterday
that -he and two other men
in his section had decided to
~Febaim-supplies of the shellfish
toxin and the poxson made from
cobra venom,

Dr. Gordon said that although
he knew about the 1970 Pres-
idential order, he did not regard
the materfals as being covered
under it. Moreover, be sal‘q.
he had received no written di-
rective from the C.LA. hie-

rarchy to get rid of the mater-|’

ials.

Today, Mr. Helms said that
he had not .issued a written
order on the matter because

tlieb accepted verbal orders as

said that he felt Dr. Gottlieb
and Mr. Karamessines were
,two of the most honorable men
in the country, and that he

- feller said today that: attempts.

.agencies authorized to gather

“of the United States is review-i

-that the Secret Service is do-

fund-raising

" as was a-corresponding trzp by
President Ford,

never doubted that the order
‘would e carried out.
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ﬁoekefeﬂer |
Cites, Necd far |

‘%m*ve}ﬂa nce

Ni)RMAN Okla
(AP—

© Sept. 13
Vice Presndent Rocke:

against. the life of President
-Ford show a need for tougher!|
. domestic Intelligence opera-
tions hy the government.

< Rockefeller told an- axrport”
news conference in Oklahoma; |
City that the FBI and other

mtelhgence in this country!.
need more help: -

“What has happened does
indicate the' importance of
having intelligence” he said.
“And I think.it’s -an element

ing CIA and the entire mtellx-
gerce structure.”

Rockefeller, who headed the
government panel that studied’
charges of illezal domestic
sncoping by CIA, said no mas-
sive violations were found and
the charges are decmvma the
public..

“I think that we do see from
what happened in the case of
the President that it is essen..
tial that the FBI and the local
law enforcement agencies pre-
serve records ‘of those who
have Leen outspokeén or.active
in efforts to undermine the
freedom of this country or de-

‘stroy democratic society by:
-:fozce or o kill leaders of this!
:saciety,” he sald.

Rockefelier sald however,
that he felt public offxctals
and wohtxcal candidates
should be prepared to take the
risks that go with the job and

ing all that can be done rea-
sonably to protect them.
Rockefeller’s. two days of
speechmaking, handshaking
and  frequent
news conferences featuring
local questioners were paid
for by the Republican Party,
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Though the Subject Is Pmson the C LA Revelatlons Ermg
| . on Nervous nggles

v By LINDA CHARLTON
‘ Special to The New York Times |
WASHINGTON Sept. 16+
“Every now and then the hear-
‘ing -room was swept by ner-
vous. giggles. today, .as when
.the, . Central ..Intelligence
Agency’s fomer top chemist
:szid- that ‘all he knew about
4. lethal. shellfish toxin was
that he.had-been told “it's
good ‘stuff.”. .. :
‘The .chemist, _Dr. .Nathan
Gordon provoked _another
muffled snort during  the:
hearmgs by thé Senate Select
‘Committee ‘on’ " Intelligence.
when he- went on to talk
-about -another C.LA. item,,
this one- guardnteed to pro-
duce . nothing'- more lethal
than “a real severe case of
the tummies.” . - 3
Dr. Gordon ‘'was not trymg
“fo be funny. He-was trying to
explam how it was, in ap-
“parent defiance of two Presi-
dential edicts, he had held
onto 10.9 grams of the shell-
fish toxin — enough to kill
thousands 'of pérsons—in the
_vauit of his laboratory. .
Dr. Gordon, a tall, stoop-
ing man, with darx(-rxmmad
- spectacies and thmmng haic

brushed.back to curl over the
collar of his -blue. suit, had
taken advantage of a Senate
rule that allows a subpoe--
naed  witness to bar tele-
vxsxon or other cameras dur-
"ing his testimony. So the
" Senate ‘hearing room, the-
“same ‘grand, marble-pxllared
chamber that once echoed’
with Senator Sam J. Ervin

- Jr.’s declamations, was light-

“ed only by four heavy crystal:
chandeliers.

.Dr. Gordon, &old the Sen-
‘ate anel, yes, he had sbored
'the shellfish toxin, which

" works by blocking the trans-

mission of nervous-system
impulses. But he insisted that
he had done so because, first;
he did not believe the 1969.°
and 1970 While Hose direc-
tives applied to the C.ILA.
and, second, theéy applied to
bacteriological agents, not
chemical ones, anyway.

He said that he thought it
1mporta.mt for the agency ta
maintain “a potential capa-
bility in' behavioral materi-’
als,” ‘meaning- the shellfish’
‘poison and svmiar laboratory'
‘triumphs.

" Dr. Gordonsch«ef R-c‘mrd
Helms, the former Director:
of Central Intelligence who?

is now Ambassador to Ifan,
sat in.a reserved seat in the:
front row of the spectator
section. He seemed detached;

and impassive, and he fiddled-
“re-.
served” sign as he hstened'

with the cardboard

to Dr. Gordon.

<. .Duting the merning, ‘the |

:present director, Wiliiam E.
‘Colby, told the committee
about some of the ways the
C.LLA. had devised to deliver
its various poisans, including.
a formidable dart gun that’

’his lawyer, Mitchell Rogovin,

handed_ to the committee.
No Pomtmv .i

“Don’t. pomt that at me,
said Senator Frank Church,

Democrat of Idaho, the com-"
‘mitte¢ chairman,. h‘*htly but,

Tervously. Mr. Colby had told®

“the committee that the dart
‘gun fired nearly silently and -
‘was. accurate at 100 meters.
:He described, but did not
:have with him, such other de-

vices as a fountain-pen dart

‘launeher and a bolt that,

when placed in a machine,
exudes its poiscn as the ma-

"' chine warms in use, He had
brought the dart gun at the
committee’s request.
© Mr. Golby’s account of why
the shellfish taxin was not de-
.stroyed differed from Gor-
«don’s. The director said that
the: “retired agency -officer”
in charge—who turned out to
be Dr. Gordon—had ‘“‘made .
this decision “based on the-
fact .that the. cost and diffi-
‘culty of isolating the shellfish
toxin: were ‘so. great that it
simply made no sense to de-
‘stroy  it, -particularly - when
there would " be - rio future
source of the toxin.”

But he also said. that tne
precious poison has been used
vcnly onceg It (was, ‘hé .said,

- ‘given to. the U-2 spy plane’

-pilot, Francis Gary Powers,

for the 1960 flight over the

Soviet Union, Mr. Colby said

thé toxin was in‘a tiny poison

needle concealed in a silver

, dollar, to provide Mr. Powers
‘with “as option” in case he

was shot down: He was shot

.down, but that was an otpion

he chose not to exercise.

WASHINGTON STAR
10 September 1975

By Orr Kelly
. Washington Star Staff Writer
" Agents of the FBI have been as-
signed by the Justice Department to
“investigate possible criminal actions
_involving the operations of the Cen-
" tral Intelligence Agency
Robert Havel, spokesman for the
. department, said vesterday that the
bureau agents were first called in to
probe ‘one aspect.of the case several
months ago, but he said their work
had since been expanded to cover
other aspects.
“The FBI probe is linked to the
work of a committee made up of 13
- lawyers from the criminal division

and three lawyers from the civil

- rights division~ who are studying
ossible violations of the criminal
aws by both the CIA and the FBL

THE WORK of the committee is

. being supervised by Kevin 1. Maro-
‘ney, a deputy assistant atlorncy
general who has long worked with

the CIA and the FBIL Also involved in -

‘the{zrobe are Dep. Atty. Gen. Harold
yler Jr., and Asst. Attys. Gen.
Richard Thornbur gh and J. Stanley
" Pottinger..
. Assignment of agents from the
~ FBI, which is sometimes scen as a
rival to the CIA, to investigate the

mtelhucnce agency is a hzghly
unusual step. Until recently, the CIA
even had an agreement with the Jus-
tice Department that permitted
agency otficials-to discipline agency
employes, without notifying the Jus-
tice Department, even in cases in-
volving possible violation of the
criminal laws.

Havel refused to say what pcssxb!e
violations of the law were involved in
the FBI's part of the investigation,

HOWEVER, information made

available over the last eight months.

in newspaper reports, the report to
President Ford by CIA Director Wil-
liam Colby, the Rockefeller Report
and congressional investigations has
opened up the. possibility of violations

... of the criminal law in the foliowing

areas:

® Did Richard Helms, former CIA

~ director and’ now ambassador. to
Iran, commit perjury when he told a’

Senate committee the CIA had not
bees involved in efforts to overthrow
the Chilean government?

e Is- anyone criminally responsibie’

for the CIA's involvement in domes-
tic spying?

e Did the CIA or its agenis violate
the law by opening mail without a

‘4

-warrant?

Q@ (‘j 2y
e Was there any viclation of the law
by the CIA in its reported involve-

ment in assasination attempts
against rulers of other countries?

° Dxd the CIA operate -beyond its
legal autherity in other areas — and
did this involve violation of the
criminal laws?

e Did high ranking officials of the
government order the CIA to carry
out illegal activities — and, in the
process, violate the criminal laws
themselves?

The most likely areas fox' prosecu-
tion involve the perjury laws and
those covering the sanctity of the
mails. _

On the other hand, Justice Depart-
ment lawyers say, it is quite possible
that the CIA, in'its domestic spying
efforts, overstepped its authority but
net in such a way that any individual
can be held respensible for violating
the criminal laws.

So far, Havel said, the lawyers in-
volved in the probe have not felt the -
need for help:-from professional

" investigators in their investigation of

possible violations of the law by the
FBI of its agenis. If they should need
such help, Havel said, investigators
from another agency would be ‘Called.
in. .

_Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370001-6




""" Approved For Release 2001/08/08 :

" NEW_YORK TIMES

13 September 197"5-:_ _— .

[President Bars House Unit |

S aprn A G

From Seeing Secret Data

- By NICHOLAS M. HORROCK

Special to The New York Times

!, WASHINGTON, Sept. 12 —
President ‘Ford ordersd today
that the House Select Commit-
tee on Intelligence be cut off
from all classified documents;
- and he forbade Administration
officials to testify before .the
committee on classifised mat.-

ters. He also demanded the .

return of classified material
‘now in the committee's hands.
‘I His actions appeared to place

the White House on the most
serious collision” course ‘with
Congress -regarding - investiga-
tions of the intelligence agen-

quiries began earlier this year.

At the center of the dispute
is ‘the commiittee’s decision
yesterday to make public four
words from a 1973 intelligence
agency summary, over the ob:
jection of officials of the in-
- [telligence community. . -

The words were made public
along with about 400 . others
last night, but neither commit-
'tee members nor Government
officials * would identify the
phrase at issue; - : ’

i - However, authoritative sources

lsaid ~the four words . were

'“and greater communications

security,” which were part of a

list of activities taking place in

"Egypt the day the 1973 Arab-

Israeli war broke out.

. The House committee voted
'6 to 3 in 2 closed session yes-
terday afternoon to disclose.
the four words in making pub-
lic & paragraph from a Defense

cies since the sweeping in- :

“court to enforce its subpoenas,

committee of the House that it
may net continue to Operate.”
Mr. Lee said he believed it was
up to the committee: :

Since the committee investi-

gation covers almost entirely
national security matters, Mr.

Ford’s ban was considered of]-

grave import. o

er, “I for one would be very
surprised if the committee votes
to return the documents that it
already has as a result.of sub-
poena, -and ¥Yd.be even more
isurprised if the- members voted
not' to continue operation.” -
Several hours after the morn-
iing hearing, the C.ILA. received
‘a2 subpoena from: the commit-
‘tee dated today. . :

Both Mr. Lee and Mr. Colby
'stressed that they were con-
cerned as much about the com-
imittee’s future acts as about
what had been done.” * "

‘When asked why executive-
branch cooperation. with the
committee had been -curbed,
Mr. Colby said, “We’re going
to stop it until we can work
out ‘an arrangement where we
have some assurance that there
won’t-be any revelations with-
out our discussing it together.”
© A committee source said he
feit the committee could pro-
ceed with information from
sources outside the Govern:
jment and with leads developed
tthrough the classified docu-
(ments i had already received.

~ Court Delays Feared

The "committes” has always
had the option of going to

but both committee members
and Mr. Ford know that the

Later, Mr. Pike, Democrat of |-
. Suffolk, County, told a report-

* [|international crises during their

" |tion tonight began to deliver
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[€.1.A. Given White House Data'

WASHINGTON, = Sept. 10—
Representative Otis G. Pike,!
‘|chairman of the House Select;
Committee on. Intelligence,!
said late today that the Ford'
Adiministration’ was delivering!
materials- in response to a:
committee subpoena, but under;
the condition .that the docu-
ments not be made public.
Earlier today, in a special
meeting, the -House committee
voted to subpoena briefing pa-
pers given to Presidents John-
son and Nixon on four major

Presidencies. Included were the
1973 Arab-Israeli war, the 1968
Tet offensive in South Vietnam,
the 1974 Turkish invasion of:
coup in Portugal.’ . o
After a series of negotiations
between Mr. Pike ‘and White
House officials, the Administra-

" |material relating to the 1973
Arab-Israeli war. Originally,
Mr. Pike said, he had been
promised unclassified material.
Instead, he said,
ministration has sent him secret

On Ground They Be Kept Secret

Special to The New York Times

the Ad-|hearings
‘Pike_»’“s committee. o

material from the National Se-
curity Agency .and the Defense
Intelligence Agency, which, he
said, White House officials said
could not be made public. He
said the question of making it
public would be ‘“negotiated”
later. )

Meanwhile, Mr. Pike said, he
planned to begin hearings to-
morrow on American intelli-
gence on the Arab-Israeli war.
“These materials will not be
read at the hearing, but ques-
tions will be based upon them,”
said Mr.- Pike, Democrat of

Suffolk.

The ‘House committee has
consistently bristled at the ef-

fort by the Administration to
Cyprus and last' year’s military have matters handled in secret.

The House hearings are ex-

pected to examine the guestion
of whether the intelligence esti-
mats made* by the
agencies
enabled the Presidents to prop-
erly respond to the crises with
which the were faced. These
are the second -set of publio

various-
were - accurate and

conducted by Mr. -

NEW YORK TIMES
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- C.IA. AIDES HELD

said.” -

‘But most suggested that mei-

ther Egyptians nor the Soviet
Union had any rezl doubt that
United - States communications
spying was excellent and this
‘phrase would
quence.

have little conse-

" Over-All Effect Feared
Administration  sources said

that the White House had be--

- LIABLE FOR CRIMES:

WASHINGTON, Sept. 12 (UPI)
The Justice Department has
‘ruled that whatever immunity
they may have enjoyed in the;
past, Central Intelligence Agen-!
cy employes will henceforth be
subject to Federal prosecution
for criminal offenses just.as
.any Federal employe, Senator

come increasingly concerned
with the aggressiveness of the
House committee and with the
effect this would have on other
| ;committees. When the House
Administration| committee voted ,}-’est“erd_ay to

Ideclassify documents “unilater-
ally.” one well-placed Adminis-
|tration source said, it raised the
;specter that other Conzression-
|al committees might decide to|.
follow. suit. -

The intelligence agencies and
;defense units supply a vast
lamount of classified material to
iCongress and have over the
ivears been able to .“work out”
ireleases of the material that did
mot quote specific language or

Charles H. Percy said yesterday,
" " The Illinois Republican said
he had received a letter from
the Justice Department signed
by Assistant Attorney General;.
Richard L. Thornburg stating:
“The . Central Intelligence
Agency is.now, therefore, un-
questionably bound by the same
requirements as other executive
branch departments and agen-
cies with respect to referral of
allegations of Title 18, U. S.
[criminal] code, on the part of
its officers and employes.” .
.. Mr. Percy said that the policy
statement, approved by Attor-

time spent in court would seri-:!"

Intelligence Agency secret sum- ously- hamper the future of thei-

.mary of the activities. The jnvestigation, which is sched-

;summary was.prepared on Oct.i uled to be completed by Jan.

6, 1973. 3. s ,
Mitchell Rogovin, counsel| . Until" the

for the Director of Central In- ";.frdai‘éa"r:gwozg f ﬂg fg;lirdw:;g
itelligence, told the closed ses: gttentibn to it. The words ap-
'sion that the intelligence agen- eared In this context- :
‘cies believed the words com-| PELEC deletion] lat le
promised national security by Egypt [deletion] large scale
‘ revealing - the ‘“sources . and mobilization exercise may be,

3 i an effert to “soothe internal
-i;?ettl;lo;ls ‘used to‘ga.ther intel- problems as much as to im-
genee. . prove military capabilities. Mo-
Today, in a news conference,| pijization of some personnel,
»“f“'(l:‘a"t‘ F—i IC?I%;" the D"%C‘}?". increased readiness, of isolated
fgeliestdra}halé ie eg;i:?;,t}?:l fouf-' units, and greater communica-

‘words secret was worth risking
a constitutional confrontation
between the President and the
House. - ’
"~ The confrontation " hegan
early today. Rex E. Lee, Assis-
tant Attorney General in charge
of the Civil Division,, appeared
before the committee on behalf
of the President and called the
publication of  the words of
“irreparable harm.” He relayed;
‘Mr. Ford’s order. .
Representative Otis -G.' Pike,
the committee chairman, re-

sponded, “In other words the|

executive branch is. tellingy fiStoVRH Fol RAGE 2004108/

tions security are all assessed
as parts of the exercise rou-
tine.” : -
i Long-time intelligence agents
‘said that “and greater commu-
_nications security” would alert
the Egyptians and Russians to
the fact that the United States
had penetrated their communi-
cations and even penetrated it
iwhen efforts were .made to
thave greater security. If a par-
jticularly sophisticated technique
ywere heing used to protect com-
imunications. these words wouild
tell an intelligence analyst that
the United States had intruded

comnromise security,

on.” one source.said.
shaking the whole tree.”

aware
panel’s public hearing today,
Mr. Pike objected to the past
arrangements - betwéen. the ex-
ecutive branch and Congress.

Mr. Lee.”” he said. “For decades
. committees of Congress have
not done their jobs and you've
been loving it. You couldcome
. up here and whisper in onae
friendly Congressman’s ear.
08n: Gl

in the mess we're in:”

“When-.Mr. Pike took that
“he was

Mr. Pike is epparentlv well
of this, During the

“That’s exactly what's wrong,

and
17-00432RA06!

2

ney General Edward H. Levi,
put an end to a recently re-
vealed 1954 secret agreement
between the C.ILA. and the Jus-
tice Department whereby the
agency handled investigations
into criminal offenses of its own
.employes and their disposition.
i1 C.LA. officials in earlier hear-
ings argued that although in-
L1;elliger'u:e operations were not
involved in crimes ranging from
theft of Governmient property to
embezzlement, the intelligence
duties of the offenders might!
have been compromised in an!
lopen trial.

e
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INTELLIGENCE:

Four Little Werds

In the months since its illegal domes-
tic operations were first disclosed, the
CIA and its sister intelligence agencies
have stoicly endured a steady drubbing
from Congress and the press—and for a
time last week, it looked like more of the
same. The Senate select committee led
by Frank Church revealed yet another
CIA misdeed: the agency had apparently
violated a direct Presidential order and

secretly retained a stash of lethal poison.

The Church committee’s counterpart in
"the House quickly followed suit, releas-
‘ing a top-secret report that found U.S.
intelligence to have been “starkly

wrong in reading the outbreak of the .

1973 Arab-Israeli war. This time, howev-
er, the CIA counterattacked, accusing
the House committee of releasing the
kind of documents that could endanger
the nation’s security. :

- The controversy over the missing poi-
son dated to a 1970 order by Richard
Nixon that all stockpiles of material used
in chemical and biological warfare be
destroyed. Despite that, a recent CIA®
inventory turned up a small container of
cobra venom and eleven grams of saxi-
toxin—a nerve poison extracted from
butter clams—reportedly capable of kill-
ing 20,000 people. No one was quite sure
‘what the CIA had in mind for the poison,
though most agreed it was designed for
individual killings (or even suicide pills
for CIA agents themselves) rather than
wholesale targets. . .

The broader question was who in the
CIA had deliberately -disobeyed the
President. One former agent hunched
that Nixon had secretly told the CIA to
keep the toxins, but agency director
William Colby conceded to Church that
;a violation of Presidential orders had
“taken place. The likelihood was that
some mid-level official had done it on his
own. But whether it was a subordinate or
the director himself made little differ-

‘ence, according to Church. He said-

stricter outside controls were required.

- No War? 1t the Senate committee haa
scored against the CIA, the agency itself
sgon scored against the House commit-
tee. To prove his claim that U.S. intelli-
gence had fuiled to predict the 1973
.Arab-Israeli war, Rep. Otis Pike of New
“York released a Defense Intelligence
Agency (D1A) docurnent issued on June
6—hours after the outbreak of hostil-
ities—that concluded: “Mobilization of
some personnel, increased readiness of
isolated units and greater communica-
‘tions security are all assessed as parts of
the exercise routine . . . There are still no
military or political indicators of Egyp-

tidn intentions or preparations to resume’

-hostilities with Israel.”

Colby charged that publication of four
.words—"and _greater communications
ssecurity”’—might have jeopardized U.S.
intelligence “sources .and methods,”
presumably some inside line on Egyp-
tian communication procedures. Pike
dismissed that argument as invalid. And
he was furious when the White House
sent an assistant attorney’ general to
reclaim all classified documents—or éx-
act a standard pledge that the committee
would not declassily any material with-
out executive-branch approval. “That’s
exactly what's wrong,” stormed Pike.
“For decades other committees of Con-

16 September 1975

' F our Little Words
And CIA’s Failures,‘

-

. Four little words from a classified
qaocument, we were told, could endan-
ger national security. S

‘Gerald Ford, who prides himseif on .
;‘ys even temper, threw something
like a fit over them. He stamped the
presidential foot and said the House
Select Committee on Intellipence
must forthwith return to him all the
classified documents he had so
generously sent up to them. -

The four little words, which were
eventually disclosed by the CIA, pro-
vided no enlightenment. “‘And great-

© €r commuitications security’ doesn't
sound like a phrase to signal the end
of western civilization or eveh com-
plicate the life of an agent in the
Balkans.

But against Rep. Otis Pike, D-N.Y.,
the chairman of the committee, the
four words were the only stones the
President could throw.

PIKE IS going after the wrong
thmg_ in his investigation. He is not
beguiled by assassinations, poison-
ings and other reprehensible covert
activities. He is going for the agen-
cy’s throat. He is examining its very
reason for being, its performance in
intelligence activities.

- He is compiling a litany of failures
in spying, which is what CIA defend-
ers say it does best. )

‘Pike has found out that their
record has been lamentable: CIA
faille9d7;o fuhretell the Arab-Israeli War
in , the invasion of Cyprus in
1374; the coup in Portugal, St’ll:e Arab
oil embargo, the Indian nuclear
?gcsglosion and the Tet offensivein

The four words that caused the
commotion occur in a classified docu-
ment which is called “A Preliminary
Post-Mortem Report on the Intelli-
gence Community’s Performance Be-
fore the Arab-Israeli War.” The
agency morosely concludes that .
agents of boti the Defense Intelli-

gress have not done theirjob, and you've
loved it” Not only would the panel
retain the contested papers, Pike indicat-
ed, but it issued a new subpoena—for
Vietnam war documents—returnable
this week. .
That seemed to prefigure a major
court test. But Pike, whose committee
franchise expires next January, was re-
luctant to lose the time in litigation, and
the intelligence community scemed
fearful of setting a legal precedent for
Congressional declassification. The li-
keliest ocutcome seemed to be some sort
of negotiated settlement in which Con-
gress would continue to probe, but more
cautiously, while the White House con-
tinued to provide the witnesses and
documents. o
~—SANDRA SALMANS with ANTHONY MARRO in Washington

'
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gence Agency and the CIA were
“*simply, obviously starkly wrong.”
On the morning the Egyptians
marched, the Watch Committee was
still receiving reassurances from
agents warning of nothing more seri-
ous than “small-scale action.”

Last Thursday, in executive ses-
sion, the committee members and
Mitchell Rogovin, CIA Director Wil-
liam E. Colby’s counsel, haggled for
two hours over release of the spooks’
classified failures. Rogovin insisted
on the deletion of 13 words, including

_the fateful four. By vote of 6 to 2, the

committee, decided that the Ameri-
can people had a right to know about
“‘and greater communication securi-
ty,”’ which any alert ham operator
could have noted at the time.

IN EVERY case,; Rogovin insisted
that publication would “‘endanger
sources and methods.”

At the committee’s defiance admin-
istration panicked. An emergency

meeting was held in the office of
White House counsel Philip M. Bu-
chen. A counterattack was launched.
An assistant attorney general, Rex
E. Lee, was chosen to go up to Capi-
tol Hill and instruct Otis Pike in his
responsibilities. i

- It was a suicide rhission. Pike is not
the kind of man who quails at the
sight of a representative from the
Justice Department or pales at the
suggestion that he is violating House
rules and the Constitution.

Lee bravely spoke of the “‘necessary
accommodation between the execu-
tive and the legislative,’’ reproved
Pike for a “serious breach in the use
of classified information in an
improper manner.”

He urged, in those paragraphs Pike
allowed himi to complete, ‘‘a return to
the traditional approach” — ‘“‘the
same* way that for decades other
committees. . . .”

Pike landed on him. *“That is what
is wrong, Mr. Lee,” he said, “‘For
decades other committees of Con-
gress have not done their job and you
have loved it.”

ADVISING Congress, Pike contin-
ued in the same biting tone, has
meant that “‘the executive branch
comes up and whispers in one friend-

ly congressman’s ear or another

friendly congressman's ear, and that
is exactly what you want to continue
and this is exactly what I think has
led us into the mess we arein.” | -
By concentrating on the supposed!
defensible aspect of the intelligence
community's activities, Pike poses
the greatest threat to CIA’s contin-
ued existence. He may not endanger
“*sources and methods.”” He endan-
gers survival. Evil is forgivable on

.Capitol Hill; incompetence is not.

6

Even the agency does not defend
what Frank Church's Senate commit-
tee is looking inta. Colby and compa-
ny don't mind those ex-post-facto
examinations of the indefensible, and
have cooperated, with an occasional
show of reluctance.

But when Pike.reveals they’re. not
even doing what they're supposed to
do, he’s telling CIA's darkest secret..
No wonder four words were used as
an excuse to try to close down his
dangerous prying.
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By Gem'ge Lardner Jr.. |

. Washington Post Staff Writer
U.S. . intelligence experts
‘were - “starkly wrong” ahout
the imminence of the 1973 war
in the Middle East -that led to
the Arab oil boycott, " the
. House intelligence committee
disclosed yesterday. .
-According .to' portions of a
top-secret postmortem subpoe-
naed from the Central Intel-
ligence Agency,  there were

out *73 Mideast

By then, Cline testified, “My
staff and I had conciuded that
hostilities probably were im-
minent” and drew up a draft
memo to that effect. He said
he asked that Kissinger be no-
tified “that we had reached
this conclusion” but learned
later that night that the State
Department secretsriat and
Kissinger’s personal staff “did
not want to trouble him in
New York at that late hour —

Plenty of danger signals be-
fore hostilities broke out on
~Qet. 6, 1973, but not a single
" agency in the government’s in-
felligence community took
them seriously enough / to
produce an official warning.

The former director of one
of those agencies, the State
Department’s Bureau of In.
telligence and Research, told
the committee he felt that the
- war, and the oil boycott it
produced, could have been
avoided by diplomatic efforts

. if the dangers had been recog-
nized. o

Instead, even after the war
had  started, the  so-called
. Watch Commitiee, which was
set up to advise the National
“Security. Council in. times of
crisis; safld it could ‘“find no
‘hard evidence of a major, co-

- ordinated Egyptian-Syrian of-
fdensive.”

The mistaken findings and |
predictions of the Watch Com-
mmittee and other agencies
were made publie only after a
closed-door committee debate
prompted by CIA protests.
Other, more ‘generalized por-
. tions of the secret postmor-
tem were released at a morn-
ing meeting. '
.~ The hearing also brought a

sharp attack on Secretary of
State Henryv. A, Kissinger,
whose penchant for secrecy
was blamed for repeatedly de.
®riving intelligence experts

8 or 9 o’clock in the evening.”

A phone call to Kissinger
might not have madec much
difference at that point, Cline
said, but at least it would not
have been true. as has been
written, that when the secre-
tary went to bed that right he
“was_ sure that there
wouldn’t be a war.”

[The State Department last
night disputed Cline’s - testi-
mony, saying that Kissinger
“had. grown increasingly con-
cerned” in the week preceding
the war “that hostilities might
break out.” A State Depart-
ment spokesman said Kissing-
er had requested assessrnents
of the situation “every 48
hours” from the CIA and ihe
State  Department’s intelli-
gence bureau that.Cline head-
ed. .

[“During that period the in-
telligence agencies were in
agreement that hostilities were

not imminent,” the spokesman
said. “All of their reports . . .
predicted that there would not

be a war.”
“astounding” that if "Cline
“was in fact concerned apout
the outbreak of war he did not
take effective action” through
available channels’ to “assure
that the secretary or other
responsible  officials were
warned.”] -

- Censored segments of “the

Experts ‘Starkly Wrong

Ry

before Oct. 6 “failed to turn
up any official statement from
any office or committee re-
sponsible for producing fin-
ished, ;analytical intelligence
which contributed _anything
resembiing- a warning” as
such. - S
The study found that “in-
stead of warnings, the Com-
munity's analytical effort in
effect produced reassurances
- . . that the Arabs would not
resort to :war, at least not
deliberately.”

Despite the benefits of hind-
sight, the report said there
was no escaping the fact that
“the.principal conclusions con-
cerning the imminence of hos-
tilities reached ‘and reiterated
by those responsible for in-
telligence analysis were—quite
simply, obviously, and starkly
—wrong.” ©o-

The study emphasized that
finding by noting that U.S.
experts had been provided
with “a plenitude of informa-

ar Data
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by Egyptian President Anver
Sadat. In zddition, Cline salf,
under the so-called “detents”
ireaties, the Soviet Union was
oblizated to consult with .the
United States on threats; to
peace. . =
- Rep. Mergan F. Murphy (D-
I11) said he thought thig” “a -
pretty dangerous-situation.}’: :
“The bottom line is we've
really got a one-man show’. in
foreign policy, Murphy pro-
tested. He said he thought
some “meddling* in Dr. Kis-
singer’s activities” was “long
overdue.” . o
Cline said Congress shguld
consider legislation prohtbit-
ing the same person from:he-
ing simultaneously Secretary
of State and White House ‘ad-
viser for National Security. Af-
fairs. Kissinger -holds hoth
posts. Cline maintained that
the only job of the Presideat’s
NSA adviser should be a ort
of honest broker between:the
secretaries of State and [De-

tion which should have sug-

[The spokesman said it was|

gested, at a minimum, that
they take very seriously the
threat of  war in the nea
term.” . . .
These signs, Cline testified
under questioning by Rep.
James P. (Jim) Johnson (R-
Colo.), = included Egyptian
troop movements, cancellation
of military leaves, imposition
of tight gecurity by the Egyp-
tians, and on Oct. 4, 1973, the
evacuation of dependents of
Soviet advisers from Egypt
and Syria. ) o
Emphasizing the Soviet
withdrawal, Cline said the Rus-
sians were given advance warn-

fense, making sure the /Presi-
dent is getting all the facis.

By a vote of 6 to 3, the com-
mittee decided at an executive
session yesterday afternoosi to
release samples of the errone-
ous inteiligence assessments
after ‘Chairman Otis G. Pike
(D-N.Y.) complained about.the
top-secret lahbel the CIA and
other agencies wanted to keep
on them.

The - ClA’s
claimed - that

Parmenter
disclosure of
these mistaken predictions
could compromise “intelli-
gence sources and methods,”
but Pike said he found -that

ing of the attack into the Sinai

incredible.

16 September 1975

NEW YORK DAILY NEWS

TFOUR LITTLE WORDS- =0 - :
provoked a serious clash between the White House
and the House Intelligence Committee "over the use of
top-secret documents furnished to the panel. . /- i T
. President Ford is ‘demanding - the return of all’ the
-data because Chairman Otis Pike (D-N.Y.) incorporated
one short passage blue-penciled by the €entral Intelligence”
-Agency in a report devated to_ establishing that U.S.
intelligence failed to predict the Yom Kippur'war. - " ..
.. -In"defending the panel’s-action, "Pike.is on shaky.
ground. Words which- appear innocent enough to lay-
‘men's eyes may convey considerable meaning and provide ‘
valuable fnformation to the operatives of another country. |
...+ As 2 matter of fact, we can See no purpose in releas-
. ing verbatim excerpts from intelligence documents at all,
=" "The _reports - could easily.. be paraphrased without
losing their essential flavor or, as. in the instant - case;
- ~without altering the conclusion that the CIA misinter-
‘preted the signs of impending conflict in the Middle East
;inl1973. -k oo R N

®f vital information during|“Preliminary Postmortem Re-
the Nixon administration, |Port” on the U.S. intelligence
Ray S. Cline, former direct-| community’'s ~ performance
®&r of intelligence at theprior to the-1973 Arab-Israeli!
State Department, said the|War were read into the publicl
“passion for secrecy” at thelrecord at the hearing by Wil-
Nixon White House was so in-|lizm Parmenter, chief of the
Eense that “senior intelligence CIA’'s Office of Current Intel-
@ificers could not find out|ligence. : -
ivow to assist our pelicymak- The war broke out on Oct.
fng process.” © 16, 1973, when Egyptian forées
+ He said he grew so discour- jerossed Tinto  Israeli-occupied
i2ged and dismayed that by the|terrilory on the East Bank of
“time of the Middle Tast crisis,;the Suez Canal. Syrian ‘ufan-
@n the night of Oct. 5, 1973, heitry and armor attack 1 the
decided against bothering Kis- :Golan Heights the same day.
singer, who was in New York, |- Aecording to the study on
with the newfound conc]usion!the results of American spy-
that fighting seemed about toiwork, however, a thorough
break out. 'search of the reports issued

Zhave ‘

T g W A, e NSO
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UA Probe May
Help Sen. Church
Enter*'76 Race

B} ROBERT L. JACKSON

Times Staft Writer

WASHINGTON—\Vhen-open Sen-
ate hearings on the Central Intel-
ligence Agency start Tuesday,. the
couniry may get to know a lot more
‘about a boyish-looking liberal Demo-
crat named Frank Church.
Church. who was the nauorxs
voungest senator when Idaho firs
elected him at age 32 in 1936, has
more than enough work these days.
~. Aside from being chairman of the.”
Senate's long investization into the
CIA and other intelligence-gathering
agencies, he is chairman of-a foreign
relauions subcommitiee that is prob-
ing evidence of international bribery
and payment of illegal U.S. campaign:
contributions by some major defense
contractors and oil companies.
Church had begun quieﬂy to orga-
nize a drive for the Doemocratic pres-
idential nemination last Jonuary. His
sub sequent appointment to head the
Senate’s special commitiee on-intel-
ligence activities forced him to call
off those plans—at least temporarily.
Some believe the CIA hearings and-
their wide televison exposure will
boost him to national prommence If
-that_should happen, he may rekindle
- his presidential campaign when the
panel's work concludes by next
=prm" ' .
The commitiee’s seven-month in-’
vestigation so far has been conducted
i closed hearings. When he finally
was ready to go public, Church tried
to give the coming nearm% a big
buil dup The effort failed
Church covly told reporiers that-
the first day or two would deal with’
"a very imporlant supject.that has
not yet come to light." But word be-
Zan to leak out from Administration
sources that he was referring to the
CIA's retention of bacterial poisons,
and Church was forced to provide de-
zails.
"Subsequent hearings will deal with alleged abuses
_against U.S. citizens by the CIA, the FBI, the Internal
Revenue Service and other intelligence agencies. The
commitiee'’s findings on the CIA's ajleoed involvement in
! plots to assassinate foreign leaders wﬂl he made public m
, @ report.
Church is not known as a tough-skinned, hard-nosed in-
vestigator. On the contrary, during his 18 years in the
: Qerabe; he has been revarucd by some.as a bit soft, some-

-“what erudite and more eager for compromise than con-.

. frontation.

* He is cautious and deliberate. When he ‘speaks, he

tknows how his sentences will end. In briefing reporters
after dozens of closed heannga by his CIA commlttee
Church has been precise in his remarks, yet reluctant to
give sensitive details.

His patience has paid off in obtaining CIA records. Al-

ythough the White House and CIA at first resisted giving
Church the top-secret material he wanted, Church spent
dwee}\s working out a careful agreement for handling d1f~

Approved For Release 2001/08[08 CIA-RDP77- 00432R000100370001 -6
TIMES

. -

fferent files.. =~ - :
© "We think we have it all," he said, referrmg to records
[that déal with the CIA's alleged involvement in foreign
1 assassination plots In an interview, he acknowledged that
there were gaps in the written record but said that fhis
}was "niot because anything was withheld but because the
evidence simply doesn't exist in some cases.”

No date has been set for release of the assassination re-.

rt. - .
‘po“lt 's like writing “War and Peace,' " Church said, refer-
ring to. the length of the report. "We have reviewed a
vast number of documents, including National Security
.Council files, and have taken 8,000 pages of testimony
«from ‘over 100 witnesses."

As to why the committee felt 1t necessary %o disclose
;any CIA involvement in assassination plots, Church said:
* "t's an aberration, really, from the traditional American
jpractice in the world and our historic principles. It fell to
{us to do this ]Ob because the Rockefeller commission
‘would not treat it." This was a reference to the Commis-
sion on CIA Activities Within the United States, a group
headed by Vice President Rockefeller.
;  Church said the report would address such questions as
""how did it happen and who ordered it." :

I "Some of the conclusions we reach will have general ap-
- plication to the rest of the CIA investigation," he added.
-"They will deal with the command and control of the CIA."
. Church said in July that the panel had found no direct
involvement by former Presidents Dwight D. Eisenhower
and John F. Kennedy or former Atty. Gen. Robert F.
Kennedy in plotting foreign assassinations. Some Republi-
cans on the committee have said there is no direct
evidence to clear these officials, either.

Lacking presidential direction, the CIA "may have been’
‘behaving like a rogue elephant on a rampage," Church
suggested at that time,

It was Chuirch's early interest in foreign affairs and in
questionable CIA activities in Chile that resulted in his

seeking—and obtaining—the chairmanship of this com-!
mittee. Senate Majority Leader. Mike Mansfield (D-Mont.)
appointed him to the job last January. N -

Following 1972 dlsclosures of close ties between the
‘government and the International Telephone & Telegraph
Corp., Church—as a member of the Senate Foreign Rela-

tions Committee—investigated links between ITT and
CIA in Chile. He did so as chairman of the subcommittee
on multinational corporations, the same panel that now is
investigating international payoffs by large companies.

The' subcommittee—acting on evidence obtained by
syndicated columnist Jack Ander_sn—found that ITT had

_offered the CIA $1 million to prevent Marxist Salvador
Allende from gaining power in Chﬂe ITT had large hold-
ings'in that country.

"CIA turned down the money but proceedul on its own
to do the work," Church said. His subcommittee was the
first to obtain testimony from a CIA agent about foreign
coveri operations.

Church believes "a very pervasive sickness" is afflicting
the United States. Among the symptoms, he said, is "con-
tempt for the law" kv some large corporations and-
government agencies alike.

"Big corporations ar> showing contempt for the law
with payoffs and briber; N wroad and illegal campaign
contributions at home as thcugh revard for the law were
of no concern in the hoard rooms,” he said.

Federal agencies such as the CIA, FBI and Internal
Revenue Service, he said, have violated the constitutional
rights of U.S. citizens by illegal wiretaps, burglaries or
surveillances. .

"These are the very agencies tnat are cbenged with
upholding and obeying the laws," Church said.

Church's infroduction to ethical and political questions
came early. His father, the late Frank Forrester Church
Sr., a poh’tical conservative who owned a sporting goods

Ihuemecs in Boise, insisted that his son debate him on ma-
Jjor issues of the day. .

"My father was deeply interested in politics but he mis-
trusted all politicians,” Church said. "He hated (President
Franklin Delano) Qoo&evdt with a vengeance."

Young Church, a mamber of the junior high ; schonl de-
bating team, made frequent trips to the library to investi-

8
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“1 found that the other side was much more persuaswe n
he said. "I began,io like the Democratic Party." e

His love for public speaking led him to enter—and win
—-an American Legion national oratory contest at age 16.

" Critics ‘say Church has never outgrown a foundne°s for

the sound of his own voice. He loves to declaim—some-
times even when briefing reporters on the CIA commJt-
tee’s bmmess R e .

. One ‘speech he virould like to forget, however, v;'és his

nationally televised keynote address to the 1960 Demo-
“cratic National Convention—a flowery, podium-pounding.
oration that Church acknowledges was dreadful. "I dldn‘t
know any better,” he smiles.

Church's inner toughness, his friends aay, was demon-_
strated in his little-known bout with cancer while he was:
a law. student, first at, Harvard and later at Stamord m
‘the late 1940s. : 1

What hegan s a severe pam thA ower back was dxag-
nosed as .cancer of the stomach and groin. Doctors per-
formed radical surgery but.told Church they could not re-
move all the affected areas. They said the Zo-year-old stu-
“dent had only months to live. )

" But a. radlologxst at Stanford, in a routine review of
Church's file, decided his cancer might be receptive to X-

“ray therapy’ He prescribed a treatment that would be

agonizing. Church was told he would be taken "literally 16

the edge of death" by daily radiation treatments that’

_would turn his skin purple while killing the malignancy.- *
For several weeks he suffered severe nausea every day
after each treatment: A six-footer, he went down to a ske-
letal 80 pounds :
-In.this crisis, as in ‘his public career, Church says he

“eould not have made it without his wife, Bethine, his high

school sweetheart whom he married in 1947. When they
‘met, Bethine's father, the late Chase A. Clark, was gover-
‘ner.of Idaho. .
“‘nends say the-poli tically y astutc'
the senator's most influential advisers.

.Church's voting record in the Senate has placed hxm in

th° liberal bloc on almost every issue except gun control.

- There, reflecting home-state interests, he has fought gun
legislation on grounds it would serve only "to haras
sportsmen and other law-abiding citizens."

Church's opposition to U.S. involvement in Vletnam,
which he first expressed in a Senate speech in 1963, re-
sulted largely from his service on the Senate Foreign Re-
lations Committee. L : i+

Irs. Churc‘m is ong of

"When I first came to the Senate I was pretty much a

. knee-jerk liberal," he said. "It was considered unpatriotic.

James J. lepamck (WTOP TV and Racho)

‘to oppose U.S. foreign policy. We all accepted the slogan;,-

THE WASHINGTON STAR
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' Commentary SRR
“A word
of encouragement is in order for. the House Ethics
Committee in the matter of Michael Harrington, a

congressman from Massachusetts. There had been
some apprehension that the committee would quietly

sweep the Harrington affair under the nearest rrp.*
Now it appears that on Sept. 17, after a procedus . ¢« .
“fect in the complaint against- Mr. Harrington 51238 beeni”

corrected, the committee will get down.to serious

 deliberation. The facts are not in much dispute. Last

.year Mr. Harrington wanted to look at some secret
-testimony in the files of the Armed Services Commit-

“tee, having to do with CIA activities in-Chile. The com-

-way- whatever. . .

mittee rules permit mgmbers to read such transcripts,
pravided they agree not to divulge the contents in any
By his own unapalogetic asser-

‘tion, he xmmcdnately went out and dishonored . the

. rules. Since then, Mr. Harrmgton has sought to justify
“his wiliful breach of House rules by denvuncing the

CIA’s conduct in Chile. But the issue before the Ethlcs
Committee is not the conduct of the CIA in Sam:ago,

: but the conduct of Mr. Harrmgton in Washmvton

R R A

TPolitics ends at the water's edge
- "But my education began after I was appointed to thef

" Foreign Relations Committee two years later.”

-

Church said he was shocked to learn that "we were give-
ing $350 million.a year to rich Western Euvopean coun-'

.tries. It was the old Uncle Sucker business." -

"I began to look more critically at military aid and other‘
aid programs—how we often wound up arming both sides
in a conflict and getting blamed by both," he said. i

Church recalled the early 1960s, when the United States
chxeﬂy assisted the South Vietnamesé with American ad-
visers and limited aid. -

"I went along with it, believing that we were aesmtmg
the Diem government to prevent the Commumsts from’
taking over," he said.

But Church said he bncame "mcreasmcly cynical when
we began sending in our own people in large numbers."

.In February, 1965, he broke with the Johnson adminis-

tratlon in a speech that cal'ed for a negotiated settlement .

- in Vietnam.

A furious President Lyndon B. Johnson zeroed in on
Church's remark that he (Church) agreed with columnist
Walter Lippmann on Vietnam. Johnson told reporters he

had advised Church: "The next time you want a dam in '

-Idaho,you go to Walter Lippmann for it."

‘Church said that Mr. Johnson had never'told him this,
"but he probably wished that he had said it."” :

Continuing his opposition to U.S. involvement in South-
east. Asia, Church was coauthor with former Sen. John
Sherman Cooper (R-Ky.) in 1970 of the landmark legisla-
tion that came to be known as the Cooper-Church amend-
ment. It prohibited the use of funds for mtroducmv com-
bat troops into Cambedia and Laos.

The first statutory limit of its type ever 1mposed by .
Congress, the Cooper-Church legisiation was follow ed by

-additional restrictions on the President's war-mékmg pow-

ers in 1971 and 1973.

Church's famlhanty with foreign affairs has undoubted-
ly been an asset in his CIA investigation. Aside from in-
vestigating U.S. links to the murders of foreign leaders,
his committee has sought documents and testimony about
CIA covert operations abroad.

Activities abroad, however, are not likely to be dls-
closed in the public hearings. Church and other committee
members have said they do not want to impair the effec-
tiveness of the CIA but only.to show where reforms and
improvements are needed.

Whether Church decides to seek his paﬁ,ys nomination
for President will largely depend on hm;, well the com-
}mttee does its work and how the pubhc perceives its ef-
orts.

"This investigatiznr., ' Church says, "eould be a minefield.”

PUBLISHFRS ‘IJLEKLY
11 nugl:,le 1975

A promotion campaign "in exile’ has
been scheduled for author Philip Agee,
whose controversial “Inside the Compa-
ny: CIA Diary” (39.95) was published by
" Stonehill August 8. Fearing possible gov-
ernment prosecution of Agee, Stonehill
substituted a series of interviews, talk
shows and other programs by phone
from Windsor and Toronto, Canada, in-
stead of the major 20-city tour previously
p)anned for him. Agee is currently being
heard in all the planned 20 cities on bolh
radio and TV. Meanwhile, his book sold
two printings of 50,000 copies before
publication and now has an additional
50,000 on order, for a total of 100,000 in
print. “Inside the Company: CIA Diary”
is a full selection of the Saturday Review
Book Club and the Library of Political
and International Affairs Bock Club, be-
sides being used by 11 Macmitlan book *
* clubs. .
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False Du%ﬂ B E@m@d
1’63 Tet St m‘prmg)

By Gcorge Lardner Jr.

“ Washington Post Stafl Writer

A former Central Intelli-
gence Agency analyst charged
vesterday that the Commu-
nists’ 1968 Tet offensive in

South Vietnam caught U.S. of-}

ficials by -surprise because en-
emy strength had been
“deliberately downgraded” ¢t
mislead the American public.-

“Although our aim was to
fool the American press, the
public and the Congress, we in
intelligence succeeded best in
fooling ourselves,” former CIA
intelligence expert Samuel A.
Adams told the House intelli-
gence committee.

Backing up some of his
charges with what he de-
| seribed as notes based on still
secret  documents, Adams
said the distortions were con-
doned by a number of high-
ranking officials, including

- highly

curity adviser Walt* W. Ros-
tow, former CIA Director
Richard Helms, and Gens.
Creighton W.
G. Wheeler and William C.
Westmoreland.

He said they were among
these “who knew there was an-
attempt going on-to fool the
press’” and thus the American
public.

Still battling with the thte
House over seeret government
documents relevant to its in-
vestigations, the committee
went ahead Wwith yesterday’s
bearing as part of an effort to
make the impasse as painful
as possible for the Ford ad-
ministration.

" “They’re going to be aw-
fully sorry before we're
‘done,” predicled a committee
[source. “Debsting an empty
chair can be very effective,”
said another. “That's what
we're doing.”

Angered by the committee’s
insistence on the right to
declassify seecret documents, ;
President Ford last week de
manded the.return of all elas-
sified papers that House in-
vestigators have obtained so
far and vowed to produce no
mor~ government witnesses or
records unless the committee
changes its position.

Chairmen Otis Pike (D-N.Y.)
said yesterday he was confi-
dent of winning-a court fight
on the issue and added that it
would have to slart “relatively
soon” if the committee should

former US. Ambassador to Vi-
etnam Ellsworth Bunker, for-'

mer White House national se-

Abrams, Earle

choose that course. But hel
seemed content for the mo-
ment to rely on the pressure of
publie hearings,

The committee’s ranking Re-
publican, Rép. Robert McClory

(111.), was reluctant to contmue
yesterday's session in public
after Adams started recount-
ing the contents of various
“Secret, Eves Only” cables, but
the committee voted 6 to 3
against. going into executive!
session,

“I don’t thml\ amthmr’ the
witness has revealed or is go-
ing to reveal is going to jeop—
ardize our operations in Viet-
nam,” Pike said caustically.

Chief analyst’ on the Viet-
cong for seven of his 10 vears|
with the CIA, Adams has been’
critical of-ithe agency’
since he resigned in 1973, espe-
cially over his unsuccessful ef-,
forts to persuade the U.S. in-
telligence community to ac-
cept more realistic estimates
of enemy troop strength. ‘

Unlike other U. S. intelli-
gence toulups, Adams said,
the  astonishment over the
Thassive nature of the Tet of-
fensive “stemmed in large|
measure from corruption in

military officials were so un-
prepared, he said, that in the
days following Tet, sowmne 1,200
American ajreraft in Vietnam
were destroyed or damaged,
mostly by shrapnel from artil-
lery shells. .

The trouble. -Adams said, -
‘was that “American mtelh
gence had so . denigrated the
"Vietcong’s capabilities that we
simply could not have pre-
dicted the size of the Tet at-
tack.” -

As the CIA’s only full-time
Vietcong analyst in 1966, Ad-
ams pointed out, however, that

he came across documents in- -

dicating that the strength of
the Communist forces in Viet-
nam~then officially estimated
at just under 300,000—was ac-
tuaily twice that. or ciose to
600.000. By mid-1967, he said,
the evidence of a much bigger
enemy army was SO massive
that the ClA agreed with him.:

Gen. Westmoreland’s com-
mand, however, began lobby-
ing to keep the estimate below
300,000, Adams charged, be-
cause it feared public reaction
1to higher numbers.

To back up his assertions,
Adams cited portions of a
“Secret, Eyes Only” cable
from Gen. Abrams in Saigon to
Gen. Wheeler, then head of
fthe Joint Chiefs of Staff, oni
Aug. 20, 1967. Adams said it
{frowned  on  higher 11‘00p|
‘strength  estimates as “in!
sharp contrast to the cun‘entf
overall strength figure of
about 269,000 * given to the;

the intelligence process.” U. 8.t )

vyl

press here.” - R

Gen. Abrams, the witness|
said, then suggested dropping:
two categories of Vietccngé
from the strength estimate,!
“We have been projecting an
image of success over the e
‘cent months,” Abrams report.
“edly declared, adding that if
the higher numbers were to
- become public, “all those who
have an incorrect view of the

© war will be reinforced and the-

task will be more difficult.”
After a conference with CIA,
.officials, Adams said, West-
moreland’s - public
staff prepared a

relations,
“blatantly:

misleading” draft briefing for |
the press which was circulatedl

among officials in Wachmdton
and Saigon for comment.

Ambassador Bunker voiced

his views .-on the proposed
briefing with a “Secret, Eyes
Only” cable to White House
adviser Rostow, Adams added.

He said the Bunker cable
stated that telling the press
that certain categories of VC
itroops had been droppd from
‘the new enemy estimate;

“seems .to me simply to invite
trouble We may end up with
5st011e> that enemy strength is
' greater rather than less.”

The press briefings began in
{ Saigon
rporters were told that enemy
istrength had actually declined
ito 242,000 because of heavy’
-casualties and plummetmEy mor-
-ale.

Chairman Pike said he
found Adams’ testimony
“absolutely devastating.”

‘We rely on our intelligence
to provide us with objective
data,” Pike said. “In this case,
it seems to me that political
decisions were. made after
which intelligence was shaped
to fit the political decisions.”
~Adams also told .of a 1969
“study he did with a colleague
that concluded there were 30,
000 Vietcong planted 'in the
South Vietnamese goverament
and army. By contrast, Adams
said, he knew of only one spy
the United States had among
the Vietcong before i{he Tet
offensive.

On one occasion, he said,
the spy came up with what

in November and re-:

- porting his previous assertions

-‘C.LA.

tary to display the enemy as

amounted to the plan for the
Tet offensive in Danang- :

The information was turned
over to the CIA station in Sai-
gon—which did not bother for-,
warding it to Washington-—)
and to the Marines, who “did
pay attention,” Adams said]
They deployed their forces'so
twell that they decimated the
Vietcong who attacked Dan-
fang. Among the victims was
‘the secret agent, Adams said.

“We were back down Lo zero
!after Tet,” Adams said. “The
score was 30,000 to zero.”

10
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FALSE TROOP DATA
INVIETNAH CITED

Ex-C.I.A. Man Quotes Secret|
Fapers to Show Deliberate
Underrating of Vietcong

By JOHN M. CREWDSON
Speclal to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Sept. 18—A
former Vietnam specialist for
the Central Intelligence Agency
today quoted to a House com-|
mittee from what he said were’
previously undisclosed military.
and diplomatic cablegrams sup-

of a deliberate effort to under-
value the strength of Commu-
nist forces in South Vietnam.

Samuel A. Adams, who
served for seven years, as the
principal C.1.A. analyst studying
the insurgents, told the com-
mittee that the surprise of the
Vietcong's 1968 Tet offensive
had resulted largely from un-
derrating the Communists
strength by as much as-one-
thalf.

Mr. Adams resigned from the
in 1973, impugning its
honesty in connection with
underestimates of the size of
the insurgency. As a witness
for the defense at the ePnta-
gon papers trial in that year,
Mr. Adams said there had been
“pelitical pressures in the mili-|

weaker than he actually was.”
He made the same point in last
May's issue of Harper’s maga-
zine.

As evidence of his assertions,
Mr. Adams included in today’s
testimony parts of two secret
cablegrams transmitted from
Saigon to Washington in the
fall of 1967. He did not display
copies of the documents.

The first, he said, was a
“secret eyes only” message
sent Aug. 20 from the late Gen.
Creighton W. Abrams Jr., then
the denuty American military
commander in Vietnam, to Gen.} .
Earle G. Wheeler, the chairman
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

.By that time, Mr. Adams told
memters of the Select Commit-
tee in Intelligence of the House
of Representatives, thre was
documentary evidence that
Communist strength was nearly
600,000 trocps.

Gneral "Abrams’s message
said the newly found higher
numbers were “in sharp con-
trast to the current over-all
strength figure of about 299,
000 given to the press here,”
Mr. Adams said.

General Abrams “thereupon
suggested dropping two cate-«
gories of VC from the strength
estimated in order to keep it.
at its oid level,” Mr. Adams
said. X

“The main reason for this,
he indicated, was ‘press re-
action,”” Mr. Adams added.

Representative Otis G. Pike,
the Long Island Democrat who
heads the select 1m°lhgmrn
committee, -asked Mr. Adams
whether a “fair c-:xrac-tcriza-
tion” of. his testimony would
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“support the infererice that “in-
telllgevlce was shaped to fit de-
“cisions that had already been|
-mnade.” '“Yes, Sir,” Mr. Adams
‘replied sony. ’
General Abrams’s position
supported, Mr. Abrams

, by Ellsworth Bunker,
then the ambassador to South
'Vletnam
Mr. Bunker suggested in a
-cablegram on Oct. 28 to Walt
W. Rostow, President Johnson's
national secuntv adviser, that
| no public mention be made of
the dropping of the two cate-
. gories of Vietcong forces from
the strength fxgures
“Given~ the overriding need
to demonstrate: progress imn
grinding down the enemy,” Mr.
- Adams quoted - Ambassador
Bunker as having said, “ir is
essential that we do not drag

' too many red herrings across

the trail.”

" To make such a dlsclosu"e
the Bunker message cautioned,
“seems to me simply to invite
trouble.

“We may end up with stories
that enemy strength is greater
rather than less,” the ambas-
sador added.™'Far better in our
view is to deal with the matter

corally if it arises [in hopes of}
forestalling - many confusmg
‘and undesirable questions.”

Two weeks later, Mr. Adams
noted, the military told the
press at a bnefmg in Saigon
that Communist strength had
actually declined to 2-12,000
“due to heavy casualtxe: and
plummeting morale.”

The Tet offensive of. 1968 is

_one of four international crisesj
that the Pike committee has

chosen as models for its cur-| -

rent inquiry into whether intel-
lengence agencies, and princi-
pally the C.I.A., were providing
sufficient forewarnings to pol-
icy-makers.

The intelligence panel last
week subpoenaed a number of
secret intelligence documents
dealing with ‘official foreknowl-
edge of the Tet offensive, the
1973 Middle East war, and last
year’s invasion of Cyprus by
Turkey—~ all of which caught
the United States off guard to
some extent.

After the committee made
public over the C.I.A’s objec-
tions a single phrase from an
intelligence summary dealing
with the Arab build-up in the
1973 war, President Ford or-
dered that the committee’s ac-
cess to further secret documents

be halted. The matter is now at

an impasse.
The committee’s. decision to
go ahead with the testimony of
Mr. Adams is being interpreted
- as an effort by Mr. Pike to dem-
onstrate to the White House
~ that his investigation will con-
tinue with or without its assist-
‘ance, and to put pressure on
the President to provide docu-

“Comiiission had
~harsh things to say about
-federal agencies which had

ments and witnesses to report
_critics of the intelligence agen
cies. ,
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~ We have ﬁed the haﬁds
-~ of intellidence agencies

‘In the xrenzy of introspec~
-tion that always follows an
-attempt to kill a president,
the Secret Service and the
intelligence agencies in
general are coming in for a
good deal of predlctable
criticism.

It is outrageous, we are
“told, that a known follower

of Charles Manson was al-
“lowed to get within a couple

feet of Gerald Ford. In the
same way, the Warren
‘some

‘no rundown on dangerous
characters -in the Dallas
area in November, 1963.

Well, considering the
“unmerciful beating thst all
the federal intelligence
_agencies have been subject-
ed to of late, what happened
was not too surprising.
 Domestic surveillance of
dangerous characters is
equated to ‘‘gestapo tac-
tics” by a large part of the
population. We have cr('at-
.ed a climate in this country *
today in which it is a2 won-
-der that the intelligence
services continue to flmc-
- tion at all.

. We must at least be
honest with ourselves. No
-doubt, as Governor Brown
says, theére are a lot of
crazy péople in the country.
But there are no more than
‘the normal number, And if
the danger to presidents
‘and other prominent lead- .
ers seems greater than it
-has been in the past, we all’

undoubtedly deserve . a
share of the blame.

Including, of course, the -
President himself. Gerald

Ford has made haste to as-
sure us that what happened
in Sacramernto ‘‘under no
circumstances will prevent
me from contacting the
American people as I travel
from one state and com-
munity to another.”” Ford,
of course, is doing no more
than his predecesscrs have
done, but with a good deal
less reason. The day when a
president had to expose
himself to potential assas-
sins in order to contact the
people is long gone, but the
tradition is more powerful
than the dictates of common
sense.

So presidentiai mingling .

will continue, even if it is

the most dangerously fatu-.

ous way that any president
can spend his time. To stop
exposing himself to assas-
sins would be to capitulate
to the threat of violence.
And since that would be bad
for the macho image, presi-
dents and other political fig-
ures presumably will keep
on capitulating to violence
the hard way, and the na-
tion will suffer the conse-
quences.

It may be that the Secret
Service will be able to fig-
ure out more foolproof
methods of protecting their
man in the future and may
even have a certain sanc-
tion for the time being for

stepping up the survexllance
"of the more obvious threats. -
" But what about potentiat -
threats to the security of
the nation itself? Why at-
tach -such enormous impor-
tance to the protection of
the person of a. president, -

when the protection of the. .

institutions he represents’is
considered a form cof fas'
cism by somany?

Thanks to Vietnam and -
Waterzate, we liveina time
that glorifies the virtues of
dissension and rebellion
against authority that en-
courages civil disebedience
by groups or individuals

and sometimes condones‘ .

violence in a *‘good cause.”
Thanks also to Vietnam
and Watergate, we liveina
time in which all of the evils
of the govemment and the
society — all of the frustra-
tions and anger of the citi-
zenry are focused on the
political leaders, and espe--.
‘cxally on the president. To
be sure, it is one thing to
preach that the system is
_rotten and should be de- -
stroyed, another to try to
kill a president. But unfor--
tunately, there is a perva-
sive tendency among some
people to make the two
propositions virtually. syn-

onymous.

‘Charles Manson was a
product of this climate. Ly-
nette Fromme is a product
of this climate As they say..
it’s just something you have

-.to live with. )

THE

NATIONAL REVIEW

29 August 1975
& The CIA should have no trouble ﬂl—
ing vacaacies left by disenchanted em-
ployees. A spakesman for the orﬂamza-
‘tion sdys job applications tripled. i
Jan Ary and have been i increasing since.

. Lieutenant General Vernon Wal-
ters, deputy director. of the CIA, re-
cently told American Security Coun«

cil in Washington that the U.S. was
in “a tougher power situation than it
* has been since Valley Forge.” For the
first time in the nation’s history, a for-
eign country has the “power to destroy
or seriously cripple the United States.”
.-In a similar vein, Pefer Deriabia,

a KGB officer who defected to this
country, says: “What is going on in this
country is the destruction of the CIA.
This is what the KGB and the GRU

[Soviet

Military - Intelligence}

have
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| SATURDAY COLUMN'

.

THE recent brouhaha about

Making room

‘the CIA long since reached
“the point where-any- absurd-
Lty . could be alleged,
-even: believed, by - some
‘people. Perhaps the view
‘advanced, on-a similar occa-
sion, by the official organ of
‘a .ruling . Communist party
-might be taken—even by the

- -most purblind of the Left—as -

carrying some authority. -

-Aftér-rioting. the spread bf

rumours that the CTA was re-
sponsible for fires, strikes, fights
and high level political plots, it
- concluded: “When the sources
and objectives of this kind of
‘ confidential’ information are
studied more closely, and when
we analyse them. more . thor-
- oughly, it will not be difficult
for us .to find that.the ‘CIA
obsession’ is being spread and
encouraged in our country by”
" [various enemies of the State
and in -particular the “bureau-

| “It is easy enough to, identify
"them and .see their intentioms.
It is perfectly well known from

ber 31, 1967) in the name of
the Yugoslay Communist
| leadership. : .
-~ Cui bono? is, as Borbg im-
plies, a good question to ask
in these circumstances; and the
natural answer is also supported
by evidence. - The KG B “ Dis-
information” department has
been hard at work in all parts
of the world: that great pur-
veyor of détente, i
- Press. even lifted  stories,* so
plantgd, that the CIA had
organised the assassination of
King Faisal. ) -

In America, as President Ford
lately pointed out, the campaign
“against the CIA has hegun to
reach the stage in which the
United States, alone among the
Powers. is largely deprived of
one of its most essential
-agencies.  As is customary in
America, any sort of allegation
-oan be and is thrown about in
the Press, leaked by. alleged
“authoritative ” sources, in an
. atmosphere in which it is impos-
sible for the CI A to work. The
oniginal attacks on it, based on
“evidence which bore some rela-
‘#ion to fact, were not very
, impressive.

- But when it was found that-

the American people  still
thought it all right to have a
.secret intelligence service, all
sorts of new knaveries were
produced: up to and including
a vast array of assassination
t plots, none of which ever pro-
duced any as$sassinatioms.
Similariy when it was re-
vealed that the CI A had inter-
vened in Chile, gning to the
terrible lengths of providing
I funds for opposition newspapers,

tor rumours .
By ROBERT CONQUEST ~—.~ -

cratic” (i.e. pro-Soviet) forces].

which circles, from which sides.
they stem.” added Borba (Octo- -

the Soviet-

while the Communist embassies
were restricting -themselves -to
arming and training para-mili-
tary bands. There was a great
uproar. When it appeared that
mo one had been much impres-
sed, a whole new set of charges
so bad as not to need substan-
tiation were added. This appears,
as Borba noted, to be normal
,anti-CI A practice. .

.«In this country, too, we have
‘seen something of an attempt
to foment the hysteria com-
plained of by Borba. Unsubstan-
tiated, and indeed in many cases
simply false, stories have crept
into the lower reaches of the
Press. There are officers of the
American Armed Forces

failure of the alliance'to neg-
lect similar liaison on intelli-
gence matters has been repre-
sented as a terrible offence. . .

One officer so engaged was
denounced as a prominent
cdirty  tricks?  figure:  these
“dinty” tricks turned out to

have been the American sccret .

sponsorship, in the postwar

years when vast Russian funds®

were being poured into attempts
to take over the student organi-
sations and into massive pro-
paganda exercises, of non4atali-
tarian students and independent
intellectual magazines, R

Attacks on the CI A on such
-sillv grounds have not had much
effect in this country except on
professional anti - Americans,
often American themselves. It
will be remembered that. five or
ten vears ago, it emerged that
Cncounter had been so funded.
The then screams of outrage.
however. fell largely on deaf
eavs.” Even the Guardian re-
.marked ‘that if the CTA had
supported such an independent
magazine, so much the better
for the CIA.
and other socially enragé con-
tributors rallied strongly to
Encounter’s defence, as having
always given the fairest forum.
In the end, a tiny group of,
zealots were shown to be the
only ones to have. been
impressed by the revelations.

- The present campaign, onc
imagines, will similarly founder
on the residual sanity of the
British. But it still drags on. A
recent egregious example was a
front page piece in the Times

.. (August 21, 1975) asserting that

12
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““it was- disclosed yeéterd»ay ”

-given Israel technological sup-

- cluded the suggestio falsi pro-

cin -
London in connection with our.
Joint military defence, and the.

" however, is that it revived an

. .assassinate Sukarno in the early

Even Marxist
“lect,

1
that the CI A had, in the 1950s

port to-help her manufacture.
atomic bombs. That this was vile_
journalism emerged in the next
sentence. It had not been “dis-
closed” at all, -it- had -been
alleged -by an odd American.
journmalist writing in Penthouse.
Maoreover, even he had not in-

vided in the headlines and
opesiing paragraph, that it was a
CIA initiativee — on the con- |-
trary, alleging merely that the
Eisenhower Administration had
s0 decided, and had charged the:
CIA with the task. .

Needless to say the Penthouse:
article according to the Times,
went on to “disclose” (once
more) many alleged CTA|
assassination plans—none of
which, of course, had led to any
action. The interesting point,

old canavd about an attempt to

'60s, a story long since known to™
have been based on a KGBY
““ disinformation ” forgery car-
ried out through the Czechoslo-”
vak secret agencies. Since the:
Czech expert .respousible
defected a few years later, the
matter is known in considerable
detail. - o
-And so .it goes. Perhaps 1
should say at this point that 1
myseif have never worked for.
or heen paid by the CT A or any’
other - intelligence organisation,
and that anvone who suggested
ntherwise would find themsrelves
facing a cracking suit for dam- -
ages. Why? vou may ask. if T
regard the C1 A as a reputable,
desirable and necessarv organi-
satien? Because it would be a
falsehood told with malicious in-.
tent. :
I did once think, indeed, just~
to annov. of starting a maga-
zine to be called Culture. Intel-
Art. Which reminds me.
that the CIA’s rival on the
world scene continues to oper-
ate on a vast scale in this coun-.
try as everywhere else, and that -
one understands that there is
considerable speculation at,
Westminster, in connection with
recent. proposals (in the interests-
of “streamlining 7). to amalga-*
mate the Orders of the Garter,
and the Bath. as.to the name.
of the fi Knight of the. com-
bined ord and so openly en-
titled to KGB. _

- e oam
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CERSTTHE CONSPIRATORS . -
;ONE OF. THE sure signs of unbalancéd judgment is an
over-ready " belief "in" 'some” conspiracy theory of history.
Some people still. probably think that whatever happens
inithe world is ordained-by.Jews. or Wall Street financiers
or;Freemasons ot the like. . But they have recently been
outnumbered by-those whe-are convinced that not a sparrow
falls but it is the work of the American Central Inteliigence
Agency—the C-1A." It i8 probably useless to invite such
people to:read :ROBERT.:CONQUEST's brilliant analysis of
their condition on page 10.. Such delusions are normally

i

Oddly enough, there is one ‘country above all in whic
the most reasonable people may be forced, however rd
luctantly, to acknowledge the power of conspiracy. Thij
country is not America with its CI A, but Russia with if
KGB. Anyone who has read KaTtkov's “ 19177 o
TiBoR SzaMUELY's - Russian Tradition ” will ' know d
the conspiratorial atmosphere in which in Tsarist Russi
the revolutionaries. and the secret

still conspiring. No, this is not to. sa

allithings—bn the contrary. But one thing they have mos
successiully achieved: This is to leave America more or les
bereft-of an intelligence service of any kind while theij

"based oxn inner disturbance which reason and ridicule are

alike powerless to cure.

WASHINGTON POST
18 September 1975

‘Kenneth Rabin’

Propaganda,

. As one who served briefly in USIA -

“and now . teaches public relations, I°
was prone to linger over James Mich- '
ener’s report on the Stanton Commis-
sion (Post, June 21, 1975). The commis-
-sion’s conclusions about American
information policy abroad (*Political-
officers back to State. Voice of Amer-
ica set free ... A new agency.for cul-
tural affairs, autonomous but report-

PRI

‘American-Styl

R

ing to the Secretary of State.”) are
generally sane, striving towards the

Mr. Rabin is an assistant professor
of public relations at The American

University.

separation of powers seen in the Brit-

ish Information Service, which is em-

bassy based; the British Council, an’

~autonomous cuitural agency; and the
-external service of BBC. But neither
Michener’s own rationale nor any prior
reports of the commission’s work -got
to the core of the probiem, the need
for a clear governmental commitment
to a distinetively American propaganda

style in foreign affairs.

Viewed from such a perspectiire,'

what's going on with USIA, our overt
propaganda agency, is really a mirror
on what's been going on recently
vis-a-vis USIA’s dark twin, the former
“U.S. Bureau of Roads.”

. Both.USIA and CIA, it should be
remembered, ‘sprang from highly suec-
-cessful American psychological opera-
tions in World War II—-OWT and OSS,
the purveyors of what one scholar

called “white” and “black” propagan-

da, respectively. Both agencies were
charged with their current general
responsibilities during the Cold War

. era. And, for reasons that are not en-
‘tirely unrelated, both strayed far from
the mark and are now being tinkered
with.

enough,

‘Tinkering, in this case, may not be’

We must begin, T suSpECt,be con-.

fronting the bald truth that the idea
of propaganda is felt to be somehow
un-American; thus, the word is never
used in public dialogue about the
American government’s overt or covert
‘attemnpts at manipulating public opin-

lon either overseas or aphipEVHFor ReREdE 2UEFAOBIE: CRARDRPT00432R0
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éner, for example, makes no mention

- of propaganda in his discussion of the

proposed USIA reforms. How can we
make recommendations for something
whose name we refuse to utter?
Since the word is used here, a defi-
nition _should be attempted: Culling
from -the thoughts of Lippman, Lass-
well, Doob, Choukas, and Ellul, let
us agree for now that propaganda is
the persuasive communication com-
mon to a technological or mass society
and aimed by one interest in that
society at various internal and exter-
nal audiences to gain either passive
or active compliance with the origina-
tor’s point of view.
- “White” propaganda, it follows, can

‘be described as overt in varying de--

grees. And because it is overt, it is

-likely that it contains a higher degree

of truth, or at least can be perceived
for what it is-~distinctions that should
make it more valued in a contemporary
democracy.

The varying degrees of overtness
are encompassed by what Leonard
Doob called revealed, partially-revealed

. and delayed-revealed propaganda. The

first is the propaganda that is attrib-
uted from the start—a USIA film, an
institutional advertisement from an
oil company. The second is the propa-
ganda that is revealed to some peopie
more completely than others — the
standard press release that a journalist
corroborates but then rewrites in a
standard news story for the general
public. The last is anott.r word for
the teaser ad that promotrs something
over time, revealing m~e information
on a step-by-step bz v .

The point is, it's = propaganda and
there’s nothii.z un-American about it.

“Black” propaganda, on the other
hand, is fully concealed, totally covert
and attributed incorrectly, if at all. A
recent example was the disqlosure
(Post, July 3. 1973) of “Forum World
Features L.td.” as a CIA-financed press
service whose cover had been com-
promised. This is the propaganda we
were taught to be wary of on the
‘eve of World War II, propaganda de-
signed for use against one’s enemy in

.mortal combat, propaganda which has

given the whole craft a tainted image
and caused the need for endless eu-
phemisms—information offices, public

S

own,.infinitely_more.ruthless,. proliferates everywhere.. -

i" The linguistic mutations underscore|

the difficulty: America is compelled
‘to propagandize but all propaganda
has come to leave a bad taste in our
collective mouth. Who will tell Ameri-
ca’s story? Can we successfully limit
"the use of “black” propaganda to sit-
uations where there might be an ab-
solute threat to world peace?

The Stanton Commission is not the
first to avoid these questions. Y

Congress, itself rather opposed to
‘propaganda, has dealt with both USIA:
and . CIA in consistently unrealistic
ways. In the case of CIA, no questions
were asked and “black” propaganda
multiplied. In the case of USIA, the
wrong questions were asked and
“white’” propaganda was handcuffed.

This occurred because all propa-
ganda—“white” or “black”— is fraught
with the risk of embarrassing failures.
Since CIA's activities were never
questioned on the Hill, its failures
and excesses were left to rot in moun-
tains of classified files. Since USIA's
activities were constantly questioned
by Congress, its failures and excesses
were broadcast sufficiently enough to.
cause the agency to retreat from any
serious attempt at innovative and sys-
tematic molding of world public opin-
ion.

Hans Morgenthau, writing on the
failure of overt American propaganda
as & meaningful foreign policy alter-
native as far back as 1960, summed
up USIA’s approach as “praise of
one’s own product and disparagement
of the competitor’s,” a refusal to ele-:
vate propaganda strategy—“white”
propaganda strategy, at least—to
equal position with the diplomatic
strategies of war, aid, trade, and such.
Our overt propagandists were not in-
volved in key policy decisions; it was
a case of world public opinion be
damned by either inattention or im-
proper—in the moral sense—attention.

Congressional short-sightedness to-
wards USIA (VOA was treated separate-
ly and somewhat less critically, it should
be noted), has been paralleled, as’
Morgenthau implied in 1960, in the :
executive branch. With one notable
exception—Edward R. Murrow—in
choice of USIA directors and others— °
including Dr. Stanton—in choice of
public sector . advisers, American,
Presidents have tended to sclect those
who would guide the aspect of over-
seas propaganda that seems most
valid for an open society, with an
eye to domestic political debts rather
than functional effects. Indeed, monst
old hands at USIA (the ones who were
old hands when 1 was there in 1967-70,

abm@ﬂm‘”ﬂ‘@ Murrow era was the
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single high ‘water ma.rk ‘in agency
staff morale.

It can: be contended I think, that
USIA and the “white” propaganda
function in American foreign policy
have arrived at their current low
state by virtue of self-fulfilling proph-
ecy: all propaganda is bad; decision
makers who could not or would not
criticize our most devious propaganda
scored their oratorical points against
the overt material; Presidents came
to perceive USIA as just another
agency for -second- and third-level
patronage appointments; USIA staff
morale deteriorated; the agency was
consulted less and dictated to more;
and our overt propaganda operations,
so successful in World War. II from
the government’s point of view, and
perennially successful in the sense. .
of American advertising and publie -
relations, determrated in foreign
affairs.

It is doubtful, then, that the Stanton
recommendatmns mll have any great
effect on propaganda. Some propa-
-gandists. may get shuffled about, but
the need for a choice of an open style
of propaganda as a key factor in our
foreign policy remains unanswered.

NEW YORK TIMES
17 September 1975

S@nate Antz«l‘oxm

'I‘he Senate Select Comrhittee on Intelhgence is Lrymg

to find out why the Central Intelhgence Agency has been-
storing shellfish toxin and cobra venom-—‘‘esnough to-

kill thousands of people” - along with mstruments‘

designed for ‘their delxvery, not to mention. a. silent.
poison-dart gun that could kill without a trace. It should
find out—especially in view of former President Nixon's.
order for the destruction of this deadly stockpile and
this country’s announcement to the world that xt had
m fact been destroyed. :

i 1t is bad enough that the Umted States ever engaced
in the manufacture of a weapon of such indiscriminate
horror; to have retained it in a secret arsenal against
ithe order of the Commander-in-Chief must be put down

as the most reckless kind of insubordination. Senator-
Frank Church of Idaho, the committee chairman, was’
mild in ascribing the episode merely to a “losseness of’
1t was, more’

command and control within the C.ILA
like willful sabotage of the nation’s proclaimed policy—
all “the worse for the effect it could have on current
Soviet-American meégotiations. to tenounce ali efforts
at tampering with the climate as an instrument of war.
> Senator Church is right to hold open hearings on the
subject, ‘contrary to the wishes of the Administration.
- Supposedly the decision to leave these deadly poisons

.on hand—unguarded at that—was made by a middle-

level official of the C.LA.

- WilliamE. Colby, the CIA s present director, concedes
‘the gross violation but finds the records too incomplete
‘to pin down the responsibility. On whatever level the
defiance of orders occurred, the public should know

where and how its appointed guardians have both faited’

and endangered 'it. It is-time for the C.LA. to learn,.
openly and beyond further question, that it is of value
10 the country only as long as it subordinates itself to

‘the public will, as expressed by elected government. . ;
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- Destroy *the Monster

By Tom’Witker_

;’i The disclosure that the ' Central

_Intelligence Agency hoarded a supply
of deadly poisons in direct contraven-
tion of Richard Nixon’s. order to
" destroy such poisons in 1969 is only
.one more bit of evidence that this
“agency is a Frankenstein’s monster
that must be destroyed.

.. There are several ways “to explain
the stockpiling of shellfish toxin and
cobra venom against express Presi-
dential orders. First, the poisons might
-secretly have been ordered preserved
by ‘Mr. Nixon himself. Or the top
command of the CLA. might have
made -the decision to retain them, for-
.reasons of its own. Finally, lower-level
might
have disobeyed their own immediate
superiors and saved the poisons
against some real or imagined needs.

It does not mean much that the
:C.LA. itself apparently disclosed the
retention of the poisons to the investi-
gating committee headed by Senator
Frank Church of Idaho. It could be,
of course, that the present C.LA.
command has only recently discovered
the cached poisons, as is being con-
tended; but given this agency’s record
of subterfuge, concealment and distor-
ticn of the record, it is just as easy
‘to suppose that the disclosure was
made only because of recent inquiries
‘into C.LA. activities, and the pos-
sibility that the truth would have been
uncovered anyway. -

‘However the matter is v1ewed few ~
incidents could more dramatmally dis-
close the dangers of this many-
chambered house of deceit, fear, power
and secrecy. If Mr. Nixon ordered the
poisons secretly preserved - against
his own stated policy of renouncing
bacteriological warfare, then he should
not have had a secret agency able
and willing to do his bidding. If the
agency took it upon itself to con--
travene Mr. Nixon’s declared policy,
it could oniy have done so because
of the power and autonomy derived
from its ability to operate in secrecy.

If lower-level officials disobeyed
their own superiors as well as Mr.
Nixon and stockpiled the poisons
against national policy, then as Sen-
ator Church has said there was an in-
credible “looseness of command and
control within the C.LA"—a laxity
all the more frightening because if the
agency’s top officials cannot control
their underlings, then there is no way
to impose outside political control .on
the agency itself.

That is why the illicit stockpiling
of the poisons—whatever use might -
have been intended for them by who-
ever was responsible—is one of the
more frightening disclosures about this

I

shadowy agency, It is reminiscent of
the report that when James Schlesin-.
ger, while briefly the C.LA. director,
ordered a halt to all questionable
counterintelligence activities in 1973,

“agency security officials mncreased the

numbers of his bodyguards. If they
feared for his safety within the agency,
then what might not uncontroiled
agents be capable of outside the C.LA.?

Illicit domestic spying, secret and

"loosely controlled experiments with

drugs, connections to the underworld,
plots that may. or may not have been
authorized to kill various foreign lead-
ers, now the hoarded poisons—such
abuses are the inevitable consequences
of great power, essentially unchecked,
cloaked in the mystique of national
security, and authorized to operate in
secrecy. No amount of Congressional
oversight could have prevented the
stockpiling of those poisons, or their
possible illicit use; and whatever may
yet be disclosed about the assassina-

‘tion plots, and who may have author-

ized them, it is clear that they could
have been and perhaps were under-
taken on the agency’s own initiative.

Such secret power is intolerable in
an open, democratic society. Just as

IN THE NATION

C.LA. “covert” techniques came to be
employed in domestic politics by the
White House “plumbers” under How-
ard Hunt, so might even more danger-
ous C.LA. tactics and attxtuded,
spawned in the dark atmosphere of an
anything-goes operation waging secret
wars in the name of national security,

_ further contaminate the national life.

Enough is already known of the
Chuirch committee’s findings—it is
plausible to suppose that there is more
to be disclosed—to support a recom-
mendation that the C.I.LA. as now con-
stituted be abolished. Then, its pre-
sumably able and useful sections de-
voted to the straight collection and
analysis of intelligence could be re-
organized into a sutcessor agency un-
burdened and unsullied with “covert”
operations and vast secret powers to
overturn governments, harass other
nations, subvert or kill their leaders,
and thwart their legitimate aspirations.
Such powers not only have no place
in a decent society; but if permitted
will almost inevitably be turned against
the society that grants them. =~

To the extent that covert operations|
of some kind may be legitimate and
necessary, surely an overpowering
secret agency is not required to carry
them out. Depending on the nature)
of the case, some small, efficient unit|
within the State Department or the
military would be sufficient, and m
fmnely casxer to control.
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" ger's and the CIA's clients—Chilean gener-
“als and admirals and their rightwing civilian

allies-—have wrought upon one of the West-
-ern Hemisphere's most impressive democ-
_racies. We must all accept a degree of re-

- sponsibility for the suffering of thousands of

Chileans tortured by their new masters, for

the 7,600 Chileans who remain in political

prisons, for the military kangaroo couris that
are still operating, and for the fact that, con-
trary to our pre-revolution expectations,
Chile's economy is in abselute shambles.

This -state of affairs may explain why

Chile's President Augusto Pinochet Ugarte
{the army's commanderin chief, who led the
coup despite his assurances of loyalty to
Allende until the very last day) decided
early in July to prohibit a visit to Chile by the
United Nations Commission on Human
Rights. He may have regretted his earlier
oecision, in mid-1974, to let the Inter-
American Commission on Human Rights
tour his prison camps and take depositions
from the prisoners. Last October this com-
“mission, a body of the Organization of
American States which is not famous for
being outspoken on controversial subjects,
produced a devastating report describing
tortures and daily violations of the most
elementary human rights,

Pinochet's action in barring the U.N.
commission annoyed even the State De-
partment, which, ever so gradually, is mov-
ing away from its nearly unquestioning sup- -
port of the junta. Shortly after Chile's deci-
sion to keep out U.N. investigators, Deputy

- Secretary of State Robert S. Ingersoll “dressed

down,” in the words of a U.S. official, the
Chilean Deputy Foreign Minister who was in
Washington that week. Such specialists as
William D. Rogers, the Assistant Secretary
of State for Inter-American Affairs, have also
been quietly warning the junta that it may
wind up as an international pariah if it per-
sists in its attitudes. :

The State Department took an especially
dim view of Pinochet's behavior because
the U.S. had gone along with most of the

- OAS foreign ministers earlier this year in

‘ause he.h

y responsibility for th

pcome the ‘most brutal and repressive
ctatorship this side of the Iron Curlain, a
buntry where it is a felony’to think Marxist
oughts, let alone act on them.

What has been happening in Chile ex-
beds, in fact, the worst features of modern
pmmunist régimes (Cambodia under the
hmer Rouge rule being a backward-soci-
y exception) where summary executions
d massive disappearances of citizens
e no longer in political vogue. Today's
ile is a gruesome result oAapWBJ:F—O

delaying action on the 177-page report of
the Inter-American Human Rights Commis-
sion pending a more up-to-date study by the
U.N. panel. As matters stand now, the OAS
repcrt remains pigeonholed. Siill. it should
be made compulsory bedtime reading for
Henry Kissinger: it might be sobering for
him to absorb the nightmarish catalogue of
crimes and brutalities in Chile that he
‘helped to set in motion.

Notwithstanding his public denials of an
American role in engineering the anti-Al-
lende coup—denials that were later contra-
dicted by sviorn staiemcnts of CIA Director
William E. Colby in secret testimony before
congressienal committees—there is no
question that Kissinger was the principal
mover in the campaign against the constitu-
tional Allende government. After all, it was
Kissinger who blithely remarked at a meet-
ing of the top-secret White House “Forty
Committee,” the group presided over by

~ him and responsible for ali major coveri in-
" telligence operations,-"l don't see why we

need to stand by and watch a country go
Comimunist due io the iresponsibility of its
own people.” This was on June 27, 1970,
more than two monlhs before the Chileans
even went to the polls. That day the first
funds were authorized for the CIA to start
FREMLSE 26047658/062 eI A S P04
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+$400,000 to help anti-Allende parties. .
For the next three years, no stone was left
“unturned by Kissinger, firsi to keep Allende
from assuming the presidency, and then to
destroy his government. As much as $8 mil- .
lion, according to Colby, was earmarked
(but not entirely spent) for the CIA to “de- -
stabilize” the Allende government. The
Treasury Departmernit and the Export-Import
Bank were mobilized to deny Allende des-
perately needad credits for the imports of
everything from airliners to food. The Nixon
‘administration leaned heavily on interna-
tional financia! institutions to cut off loans to
Chile; credit lines frem commercial United
States banks dried up overnight. Thus the
whole might of the United States was
applied against an impoverished nation of
ten million inhabitants whose only crime |
wes to elect freely and democratically a-
Socialist {(not Communist) president.

The American justification for this assault
on Chile was offered by Kissinger in a
background press briefing on September
16,/ 1970. On September 4, Allende had
come in first with a 36.1 percent plurality
‘over two other candidates (a conservative
former president, Jorge Alessandri, and a
Jleftist Christian Democrat,” Radomiro To-
jmic). Since no candidate had a majority; it
became necessary to have a runoff election
in Chile's congress. Having failed to
-achieve Allende’s defeat in September, the
United States concentrated on forcing Ales-
sandri's victory in the October 24 runoff (the
‘American Embassy in Santiago had insis-
tently predicted that Alessandri would win).

Faced with the runoff, Kissinger, at his
most cynical, offered the following rationale -
for American intervention: )

“It would not be at all illogical for the
[Chiiean] congress to say,. ‘Sixty-four per-
centof the people-did not want a Communist |
government. A Communist government
tends to be irreversible. Therefore we are
going to vete for the No. 2 man.’ This is
perfectiy within their constituticnal preroga-
tives. However, the constitutional habit-has
developed that Congress votes for the man |

. who gets the highest number of votes. But
then, of course. it has never happened be- -
fore that the man with the highest numbar of
votes hagpans iorepresent a nondemocrat-
ic party, wiich tends to make his election
pretty irrevarsible. | have yet to meet seme-
bedy who firmly believes that if Allenda
wins therza is likely to be another free elec-
tion in Chila. .. " _

Let us pzusa here for a momant. Trans-

lated inlo glzin ianguage, this maans that
the United States was arrogating io itseli the !
rightta define {cr another nation what consti- |
‘tutes democracy and what the constitutional - §
prccess in Civile should be. This, of course, §
is a notion the United States would never
tolerate if agplied toitself or one of its allizs.
Besicss, Kissinger was delibarately mis-. |
‘leading his zudience by saying that Ailen-
ce’s parly was “nondemocratic.” Allends ]
belonged to tha Socialist Party, a traditional
one in Chile. kt was aliied with the Commu-
nist Party under the Unidad Popular (Popu- |
lar Unity) coalition—just as the French So- |
cialists had an electoral pact with French
Communisis. if one isto take Kissingeriiter- §
ally, then America cannot tolerate any alli-
ance anywhare which includes Commu-
nists. This "Kissinger Doctrine,” which calis’
for American intervention wherever we do

32ROHHHOOBTQ0REH elected government,
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the recige for everything_ from subver-
on and invasions to new Vietnams.

But let us go back te Kissinger's scenario.
gain, it is important because it clearly set
e stage for the intervention and blood-
2tns to come. To quote him further:
“Now it is fairly easy for one to predict
at, if Allend2 wins, there is a good chance
at he will establish over a period of years
lome sort of Communist government. Inthat
ase you weu!d have ... in a major Latin
merican country ... a Communist gov-
rment, joining, for example, Argentina.
hich is already desply divided, along a
bng frontier, joining Peru, which has al-
pady beenheading in directions that have
een difiicult to deal with, and joining
Bolivia, which has also gone in a more left-

Kt, anti-U.S. direction, even wnhout any of

ese developments.”

Kissinger here revealed his ignorance of

atin America—her politics, cultural tradi-
ons, ideciogical alignments, and regional

valrizs. He overlooked Chile's traditional
pnsions with Peru (going back to the Pacific
ar inthe 1870's) as well as with Argentina
nd ‘Bolivia. He ignored the fact that these
pur couniries have totally different soci-
tics, and that it simply did not follow that
ommunism in Chiie, even if it came to
pass, would necessarily infect all her
eighbors. In hindsight, of course, we know
at the three years of the Allende ré-
himea—which naver, by the way, became an
butright Comrmunist dictatorship—did not
bave the siighiest impact cn Argentina.
eru, and Bolivia. To Kissinger, howaver, it
as nacassary 10 prepzre public opinion for
/hat he hac in store for Chile.

The history of covert American interven-
fon in Chile can be divided into two parts:
he period prior {o Allende’s inaugurationon
Novembear 4, 170, and the period after-
vards. In each case. both our moriey arz
he clandestine “dirty tricks™ resources. o#
he CIA were used without the knowledge ¢-
bk pproval of the American Congress.

Congress, or at least some members of ¢
bagan learning about all this activity criy

fler the fact, Although a Senate subcommi:
Ree farieted out the facts about the dirst CiA
‘coniritution’ to Chila soma tima bsti

cup, congressmenwere keptinthe carkic-
some months afterwards about the fuil ex-
tent of the U.S. invalvement. In some cases
hey ware simply lied to by the CIA. Gn
February 7. 1973, for example, then CIA Di-
rector Richard M. Helms said, “No. sir”
when asked by a member of the Senais
Foreign Relations Commitige if the agency
tried to ."overthrow” the Chilean govern-
ment. He repeated his “no, sir” reply when
asked whether the C!A ‘had “any monsy
passed to the opponents of Allende.”

Late in July the CIA's general counsel
acknowledged to Congress that “periury”
may have been committed in earlier agency
'testimony. The finger clearly was pointed
at Heims. But Kissinger. oo, may have per-
jury probtems for having denied—belore 2
'Senate committee-that there was any U.S.
involvernent in the Chitean coup. a monih
after it happened.

The web of oflicial lies wes first desiroyed
when Representative Michael Harrington, a
Massachusetts Democrat, took it upcn him-
self last year to leak to newsmen tnhe €s-

| sence of secret testimony by Colby, the new
| CIA director, acknowledging that millions of
dollars had been funnelad to Chile. Colby

made Helms and Kissinger look like liars.

' but he evidently assumed that his testimony

would be kept secret from the public. Mem-
bers of the House Armed Services Commit-
tee were not expected to break a secracy
pledge- surrounding the testimony. Har-
rington, who is not 2 committee member.
was aliowed to read the Colby testimony
after taking a similar pledge. Appalled by
what he read, he asked House and Senate
leaders to teke prompt action. He was ig-
nored. As Harrington talis the siory, he de-
liberately violated the pledge out of a sense
of despair that the CIA’'s misdeeds in Chile
would never become known to the Amer:-
can public. The congressional establish-
ment was unforgiving: he was bounced off
the House committee investigating intelli-
gence and the House Ethics Commiilee
decided to try t6 censure him.

The Chilean story begins in 1964—znd
this fact should remind us that Kissinger doas
not have a monopoely on American interven-
tion and that ine CIA gladly lends itseif i
political subversion nomatterwho silsinthe
White House. Aliende had been one ci the .
ClA's favorite targets for quite afew years. In
1964, he was the principal contender jor the
presudencv against Eduardo frei Montalva,
a Christian Democrat who ran on the plat-
form of “Revolution with Libarty.” This was
intended as a political antidote to Cuba's
Fide! Castro and his penchant for trying lo
foster revolutions in Latin America.

Chile, which was Lalin America’s most
politicaily sophisticaiad nation, always had
astrong leftist tradition. 1n 1938, winen Jorge
Alessandri won his six-year lerm, the leftist
coalition (then known as FRAP) made a
gcod showing. In 1964, Allende, who had
spent some time in Cuba as Castro’s guest,
was perceived in Washington as a formida-
ble opponent against Frei, the Christian
Democrat reformer. Rather than support a
rightist candidate and what would be a los-
ing cause, the United States cast its lot with
Frei. Accerding to subseguant testimony by
Director Colby, the CIA spent $3 million in
covert support of Frei's election, financing
newspaper and radio publicity as well as
seeing to it that millions of escudos were
spread around in lhe right places. (Some
students of Chilean politics belisva that the
total arnount spent by the C!A in 1954 was
farinexcess ofthe $3 million.) Inthe logic of
American foreign policy, there was nothing
wrong either with overthrowing govern-
ments or helping friendiy ones to win power.
The covert pro-Frei intervention in 1964 was +
authorized by Lyndon Johnson who, a year
later, sent American troops to intervene in
the Dominican Republic’s civil war.

In mid-1970, it was the Nixon administra-
tion's task to insure that tha “wrong"” man
was not elected in Chile. Kissinger's per-
sonal entry into the picture look place atthe
June 27 meeting of the “Forty Committee,”
when the CIA was auinorized to spand the
$400,000 to back Alessandri, largely
Ihrough the financing of elactoral propa-
ganda. One may ask why so little money
was being authorized to beat Allende in
1970 whereas nearly tenlimes as muchwas
expended six years earliar. A possible ex-
planation is that'Edward M. Korry, then the
American ambassador in Santiago, was un-
flaggingly assuring the State Department
that Alessandri, the rightist, would carry the
day. The $400,000, then, was just a cheap
insurance policy.

This was, in effect, what the CIA told tha
International Telephonz and Telagranh
Company's directar John McCone (nimsaif
aformer ClA director) when he asked late in
June “whether the Unitad States intended tor
intervana in the eiaction to enccuraga the
support of cne of tha candidaies who siood
for the principles that are basic inthis coun-
{ry.” Richard M. Healms, then CIA director|
and a specialist in clandestine operations,
told McCone that the administration would
mount a “minimal effort” to oppose A'lende
This was the $400.000.

ITT, which had over S100 million invested
in Chile (chielly in the local telephone col

‘pany), was nol satisfied. however, with this

“minimal effort.” In a gesture of astounding
effrontery, {TT offered the CIA $1 miilion of
its own corporate money to help defeat Al
lende. The offer was made at a July meeting
between ITT's president. Harold S. Geneen
ared the CIA's Western Hemisphere civisio
chief, William V. Broe. Helms arranged ing
get-togetner between Geneen and Broe of
McCona's request. (The CIA's “cld-bo
netwerk™ was obviously highly eiiective.]
Broe, however, turned down {TT's oifer g
help finance United States foreiga policy. §
did not seem necessary.

Buten Sagtamber 4, the news ol A

alacticn kit Washingtan. The admin
rnd ITT sprang inta action. Kissinger ai
ready had in hand a secret study o thg
Chilean situation—a document known a
Mational Security Study Memorandum-8
orepared by his stafi in July—and he was!
ed no time.

On September 15, Nixon presided over §
secret meeting in Chile. attended by Ki
singer, Helms, and Attarney General Jch
Mitchell. it was conducted outside the "Fo
ty Committee,” on which the State Deparf]
ment and the Pentagon are reprzsented
Nixon told Helms to “come up wiih som
ideas,” and authorized an initial S10 miilio
expenditure. The CIA understood this as
“planket authorization™ to get rid oi Al'2ndd

On Septamber 16, Kissinger's backgroun
brieling made it clearthat the Uniied Siate
would not tolerate Allende. On Septembs
18, he presided over a meeling cf the “Ford
Committee,” and decided to let the CIA |
n"“""'axv spend $350.050 on buying ar:

Aliende congressional votes for the Octob

moff election. It was an idea of sud
rmonumental absurdity that the CIA's men

the field in Chile- told Washington that {
simply would not work and that any aitemp)
o0 bribe Christian Democrati¢ congress
men, who held the decisive votes, could &4
easily discovered and cause the Uniteg
States vast embarrassment. The vote-bu
ing project thus never got off the ground.

On Saptember 29, Helms instructed qu

Ned Gerrity, an ITT vice president, to dig
cuss Chile. According to Gerrity's testimon
bafore a Senale subcommittee, "Mr. Brol
proposed a plan to accelerate economi
chaos in Chile as a means of putting pre
sure on Christian Democratic congressme
tovote against Dr. Allende, or in any event §
wiezken Dr. Allende’s position in case
weas elected.” Here, then, we have the e
treordinary picture of the CIA conspirin
with a powerful multinational corporation
intervene in the domestic affairs ofairieng
country. It seems like the worst Marxist dg
monology come true.

Even bafore Allende was toppled,
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'g into the CIA-LTT involvement had asked
is prescient question: “Did the members
f the "Forty Committee’ adequately consid-
r the possibilily that, once having launched
e U.S. on the road of covert intervention, -
ther, more direct measures might become
2cessary to insure the desired result:
cpging Allende from becoming president
i Chile?” The answer, as itturned out. was
resounding "Yes." Kissinger was armed
i::') the options in-NSSM-87, the National
ecurity Council staff study that gave nim
e full range of interventionist steps in-
hile—~and he and the ClAwere ready to go.
The ploy of buying anti-Allende votes hav-
g been declared unwarkable. the ClA and.
s Chilean friends turned to direct action.
he congressional runoft election was. ap-
roaching and something hadto be done at
nce. A confidential communication from
s Santiago oifice to its.New York head-
uariers said on Ociober 18 that "unless.
ere is a move by dissident Chilean military
lements by this time next midweek. the
onsensus . . . is that Salvador Allende will-
in the October 24 ‘congressional runoff .

orts to Washington. Allende was evidently.
ware that a conspiracy by Americans was
foot because he aliuded in a speech that
beek to Chile "swarming” with CIA agents.
What Allende might not have known was
at the chosen instrument for the operation
gainst him was a retired army general
amed Roberto Viaux. Viaux. who had tried -
n abortive military move during Septem-
ber, was in touch with the CIA through a
broup of extreme right-wing. Chilean civil--
bns determined to prevent Allende’s final
ictory. The CIA knew that Viaix- and his
iends planned to kidnap Gen. René Schinei-
er, then commander in chief of the Chilean
rmy. and make it appear a plct by Allen-
e's supporters. The hcpe was that the Chil-
ban military would then be provoked into a
oup leading 10 the cancellation of the run-
ff election. It was a half-baked idea inas-
uch as Schnsgider was known to be com-
nitted to the army’s political neutrality—a
hilean military tradition—and the leftists of
nidad Popular could have no possible
eason to capture the.general. ~
On October 13, the CIA informed Kissin-
her of the Viaux plot. but it was decided to
Hiscourage it: The reason was that the CIA
vas involved in a paraliel conspiracy with
en. Camilo Valenzuela. a commander of
he Santiago garrison. in.whom the.agency
ad greater confidence. He. too, wanted to
idnap Schneider. -
But the CIA could not stop Viaux. On the
orning of October 22. as General Schnei-
er wes enfoute 1o his cifice, his car was
locked by several vehicles. Five civilians
brandishing-guns-tried to drag him out of
is limousine and transier him to another
car. But when Schnsidzar reached for his
service revolver, the kidnappers panicked
and shot-him'to death. Not surprisingly,
Schneider's-murder failed to produce the
expacted results. The Chilean military com-
mand closed ranks behind the constitution-
al process and Allende was elected by the
Congress two. days later—October 24. If:
anything, Schreider's death swung a num--
ber of votes'in favor of Allende.
~For reasons lhat remain unclear. the CiA,
on the very day the congress was voting,
authorized 2gents in Chile to give the Valen-
-zuela group three machineguns and_tear-.
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‘bacome the s2cratary
the president’s special assistant {or naticnal,
-security affzirs) in cocrdinaling anti-Allende

‘gas grenades for a coup altempt on behalf

of Alessandri, Allende’s runolffrival. But Ales-
sandri apparently would have no part of it,
and the arms were returned unused. . '
" ARer Allende’s inaugurahion on-Novem-
ber 4, 1970, the nevs American strategy ran.

along two parailal tracks. One was the
economic blockada o “accelerate econom-

ic chaos™ in Chile, 25 the CIA"s Bill Broe put
it to ITT officials. and the other was piain
subversian, known in the agency's lan-
guage as “covert geliticzl action.” ’

- Kissinger, as was said iater, became Nix-
cn’s “Chiizan Dask Gificar” (he had notyat
£ state and acled as

activities. He was overseeing the work of a
special Chilean task force composed of
representatives of varicus gavernment agen-
cies and presiding over cccasional meet-
ings of the "Forty Commitise™ which, astime
went by. kept increasing the fiowof funds of
the CIA for anti-Allenda subversion. Nixon,
of course,

‘But the official posture was sanctimo-
niously dishcnest. Thus on January 4, 1971,
when anti-Allendz activities were already in

full swing, Nixon said that, aithough he -

didn't “welcome™ Allende’s election, "We

‘were very carefui to peint out that that was

the decision of the czopte of Chile, and ... .;
... For the Unit-, Of ; .
i came from the extreme leftist groups out-

we accegled that czcizian.

ed States to have intervened .. .. in & free

election and to have tursned itaround, | think;

would havehad reparcussions all over Latin
America that would have been far worse

than what has happeras in Chile,” But of

course we were intervening and we had r;
intention of slopping. v

As Colby (a more candid man than Kis.
singer) testified in secret Session before z

- Senate subcommittee on March 12, 1974,

“Qur objeclive was to help create conci-
tions which would make it impossible fcr
Allende or Unidad Popular to succeed . . . :»
1976." Ia testimony that is being disclosed-
hare publicly for the first time, Coiby said.
“We did have an interest in groups opgosss
to Allende to help insure that [his] govern-
ment was not successful.”

Economically, the American objective
was to deprive Allende of the means ¢f run-
ning a vigble government. As & senicr State
Depariment official told a group of visiting
university professors, the United States
wanted to make sure that the economic col-
lapse of the Allende régime would serve o
teach the rest of Latin America that Marxism
simply cannot work. The basic formula.
then, was a cembination of economic and

political subversion. Al the same time.

American army,-air force, and navy advisers
attached to the.Chilean armed forces (they
were never expelled during Allende’s shert
tenure) began to work quietly on their mili-

. tary friends in Chile. While the Export-Import

Bank, for example, refused to guarantee the
sale of Boeing jetliners to the Chiiean na-
tional airline on the grounds that Chile’s in-
ternational credit rating was insufficient, the
Pentagon sold $5 million of military equip-
ment to Chile—on credit. Shortly before the
1973 coup, the administration indicated

. plans to sell Chile F-5 jet fighters, also on
credit. And, on at least two occasions, arms

were secretly flown to Chile from Miami by
aircraft controlled by a CIA “proprietary”
‘company. :

wholehearntadly suoported the-
. - ‘campaign. - . b
asily.” The CIA was sending similar re--

j included the cutoff of financial assistance. ]

The ostensible reasons for this cutoff were §
Chile's poor credit standing and Allende’s '

- refusal to pay what United States copper
‘companies regarded as just compensation ‘|

for the takeover of their.properties. ' :
There is ample evidence that CiA-linked

Chilean groups organized marches by

housewives protesting high prices and

- .shortages (this had worked well in Brazil in |
-1864) to create social unrest and more polit- !

-ical polarization. CIA funds are believed to {
have been used to launch and maintain a

~crippling strike by Chilean truck owners in *

1972—another "'destabilizing™ measure. ”
We know from President Ford’s own admis- °
siorf that CIA funds were turned -over fo .
anti-Allende newspapers that openly called ~
for the Sccialist president’'s removal.- And ¢
we know that CIA money was given to anli--
Allende political parties. g

There is no question that Chile's upper i
¢lasses and a part of the middie class were §

‘badly hurt by Allende's moves toward |

socialism. But nothing happened during Al-

‘lende’s nearly three years in office to war- |

rant Kissinger's predictians that. com-

munism was really taking over in Chile. The-
congress, where Allende had no majority, -
went on functioning the entire time—and.

often blocked Unidad Popular legislation."-
The press remained free. There were no
political prisoners. Oddly, some of Allen-
de's principal domestic political problems

side his coalition that tried to force his hand
toward total radicalization. Some of these
-groups engaged in terrorism against the
right, just as rightists pracliced terrorism
against the Unidad Popular.

That Allende, -contrary to Kissingar's
clairns, was not attempting to establish a
“Communist dictatorship” was confirmed
by, of all people, a senior Defense Intelli-
gence Agency (DIA) analyst during a secret
hearing before the House Subcommittee on
Inter-American Affairs on.October 31, 1973.
Paul F. Wallner, the DIA analyst, said that’
“as the internal situation deteriorated ...

Allende disregarded Castro’s advice to.

consolidate his gains and eliminale the op-

'position.” And in the congressional elec-

tions of March 1973, Allende emerged with
greater strength in Congress and well over
40 percent.of the popular vote—a marked
improvement over his 1970 tally.

A case obviously can be made that Al-
lende grievously damaged the -Chilean:
economy.- Inflation was running around
1,000 percent a year, foreign currency re-
serves were depleted, and shortages
mounted. But intruth this was a combination
of the Allende régime’s economic incompe-
tence, and such uncontrollable external fac-
tors as the drop in copper prices, inaddition
to self-fulfilling prophecies by the United
States. Applying economic screwsto Chile.
Washington did succeed in destabilizing
the Chilean economy even further than Al-
lende's inept team of economists had man-|
aged to do. By mid-1973, therefore, the
conditions were ripe for a coup. The right-
ists and the Americans persuaded most of
the military commanders that it was their
patriotic duty to oust the Allende régime. An
abortive attempt, carried out without coor-
dination with other units, took place in June,
and loyalist forces put it down easily.

Buton September 11, a full-fledged coup,|
started by the navy. threw Allende out of
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ours. He died inside the besneged La:

oneda palace, wearing a helmet and
Tutching a submachine gun, an incongru-
us bespectacled figure of a middle-class:
bhysician whose ascent to the presidency
b Chile had shaken faraway Washington to
s core. His widow and others claim ha was

ieliberately assassinated (see page 72).
he junta says he committed suicide. But-
hat we know for certain is that Allende and.

s many as 10,060 of his followers were
illed in the bloodbath camed out by the
ictorious junta. :

| Would the coup have happened w:thou!
Jnited States involvement? There are some

bro-Allende Chileans who believe that,’

kooner or later, either a coup or a civil war
ould have taken place because of the
holarization of the Chilean society and the
,ounung inner pressures. But the fact re-
riains thal the United States did play a role
‘rédling the conditions that led to the
Peptember ravolution. And having played
buch a role, the United States must share the
e 'ponsrb)hty for the horrors that have swept
Fhiig during the past two years. There can
2 no doubt that Chilean blood and Chilean
L.ffen..g are on our hands. Big Brother-like,
he military has taken over education in Chil-
an schools. And no end of imprisanments,
res, and the denial of the most elemen-
forms of civil rights is in sight. In fact,
inoChet promisad late last Juna that thare
vould bé no elections in Chile so long ashe
and my successor” are alive.
Economlcally the Pinochet junta did littie
o improve Chile's situation, although one of
he justifications for the coup was that Al-
ende was leading the country 16 ruin. Ac-
rerding to the Londea Economist (hardly
uspect of leftist sympatmes) foad pricesin
Chile have gone up “between ten and twen-
y tinfes” since the junta assumed power.
aflation was raging at 85 percent in the first
huarter of 1975, suggesting that the rate for
he yearwill be around 400 percent—less
han in Allende’s time, but also without his
égime’s social justification for it.

In human terms, the price paid by the.

>hileans for.the “liberation” from Allende is
Eimply horrifying. Let us examine some of
he-conclusions of the Inter-American
Jemmission on -Human Rights (whose
Rmerican representative was former Am-
passador Robert F. Woodward): -
-2:*While executions by shooting without

nor trial in the application-of the so-called
aw-of flight’ [the shooting of escaping pris-
bners] had ceased, the right to life could not
be considered adequately protected in the’
broceedings of War Councils, which. . . re-
eaiedly were handing down death. ponal‘
esincircumstances that do not satisfy the
equirements of due process.”

re “Therightto personalsecurity had been
nd was-directly and seriously violated: by
he pracnce of psychological and physical
bbuse .in the form of cruel and inhuman
reatment.’. . . The use of electric shock, the

reat.of harm to close relatives, sexual al-
bcks, covering the person with a hood,
asondbly proven facts."

.2.*Ten months aifter lhe events of Sop-
ember, around 5,500 persons remained-
feprived of their liberty, according to fig-
res supplied by some of the [Chilean cabi-
at] ministers. Many of thas2 persons had
been arrested without any charges_brought
gainst them, and they continued in deten-
on without being brought before the courts.
.. The situation was even more serious dug*

to the fact thal lberewnr; also many persons
regardmg whom it was not known whether

‘they were free or imprisoned. or even

whether they were living or dead.”
{The Commission issued its report in Oc-

" lober-1974, but, according to reliable dip-

lomatic information, at least 1,500 persons
were arrested in Dacembsar 1974 and Jani-
ary 1975 for no known reasons. Laterin 1975,
the lotal political prison population in Chile
stood around 7,000—and new arrests were
bomg reported almost daily.) -

e “Frezdom of expression: . .. None of the
mass communicalion media are.free to dns
seminate though[ or inform the public. .

. Rxght o assemb!y -This right was vidtu-

oended.”
dom of opnmon. ... As aresuliof
Dscres-Law 77, Marxism is generically
considared as a felony. The term "Marxiem’
is used as though it were a label fora crime.

Ceonsequently, any individual professing .

Marxist ideology is considared as a crimi-
nal. regardiess of whether ne can be shown
to have actually committed acts defined as
crimas under criminal law. He can therefore
be punished for ‘what he is’ or ‘what he
thinks,” regardiess of ‘what he does.” The
commission of the same act in the same
circumsiances can give rise to different
legzl consequences depending on the per-
sons v/ho committed the act and their poiiti-
cal ideology, without any rule of justice or
reasonableness to justify such disparity.”

The Inter-American Commission, whose
report is accompanied by pages of specific
examples of human rights violations ("Pris-
oner. . . shows deep marks of maltreatment
on the wrists, both arms, and the upper and
lower back . . . lacerations ard scarring on
the genitals, which ... can only be pro-
duced by the application of electric shock.

. May suffer permanent damage to the left
testicle and scrotum”), was not the only
group to dencunce the junta's brutality.

inareportissued latein 1974, the Interna-
tional Commission of Jurists charged that
“for-evary dstainee who has been reieased
in recent months, at least two new arrests
have beenmade,” adding that the legal sys-
tem under the junta “continuss to con-
travens basic princip'es of justice accepted
by civilized nations.” .

It N‘ay 1975, the New York Times reported
that “political detentions in the Santiago
area alone were running at about forty a
week. and the Court of Appeals was still
receiving sworn statements of toﬂure from
the victims’ relatives.”

Also in May. the International Labor Or-
ganization said in a special study that at
lzast 110 Chilean labor leaders may have
bezen killed cr executed during the first year
o the junta's rule. Th2 ILO sai< the Chilean
govemﬂnnt had confirmed that ten of them

were “executed” and fourteen died while
trying 1o e>cap° The p-ma thn o rnport

fad gisd iOf reasons othar In.,m mat they
were "trade unionists or that they exercised
trade union activities.”

This political repression is directed by
DINA, tne national secret police, and mili-
tary imenigahce services. An undetermined

nurnder of DINA and m1htary intelligence
ofiicars have been trained in the United
Siates or at home under public safety pro-

grams of the Agency for International De-
veicpment in the years preceding the 1973
coup. itis impossible to confirm reports that

- others have been so trained since the coup.

Thejunta describes allthe above charges’
as part of a Communist campaignwaged by |
the Soviet Union to discredit the new ré-
gime. But both the Roman Catholic Church
in Chile and. strikingly, the Pentagon'sintel-
ligence experts cc not see il that way at all.

Santiago's Raul Cardinal Silva Henriquez
has repeatedly and publicly denounced the
tortures ‘and arrests in Chile—to'no avail. -

And PauitVallner, the DIA's Chile'special-
1st, told the House hearing in October 1973
that the, situation of polmcal prisoners was

"worse in Chile than in Cuba because of

sheer numbars and the passage of time.”
One could go on ‘and .on recmng the
known acts of political executions, u'npns-

‘enments, and torlures in Chile since Szc
‘tember 1873. There i is, for example, astudy

prepared by a Chilean exiles’ group claim-’
ing that by 1974, the junta’s rule had pro-

-duced 22.043 widows and 66.667. (cthcr.ees

children. Then, there is a list of 247 “assas-
sins, torturers, violators, and criminals of the

‘Chilean military junta,” naming officers from

generals and admirals down to army and

‘police privates and civilians. One typical
‘allegation . reads: "Major P.. )
:workers have been tortured on his orders

. Scores of

and then assasinated without trial. ... For-
bade the burial of bodies. so that they re-

“mained for weeks in open fields to be de-

voured by arimals....The body of Andrés
Silva.appeared without a head; the body cf
Daniel Mendez had its arms’torn off; that of
Rubén Vargas was without ears; that of Se-
gundo Pedrero without one arm; that of Or-
lando Barriga without hands and nose; that
of Rosendo Rebo!ledo with one leg. tern

away at its root. .. ." There seems to be no
end to these tzles of horfor..

But all this brings us back to the question

of American conscience. What has the Unit-
ed. States government said—or done—
about the Chilean tragedy the traged: we
helped to set in-motion?
. For the r2cord, both the Nixon and the
Ford administrations have mamtalnoc! total
public silence about the juita’s alrocities.
The State Depariment protest over the U.N.
Commission was made privately.

With some 40,000 Chileans abroad. the
best the State Department could do negr{y
two years after the 1973 coup was to con-
vince the Justice Department to allow 400
Chilean families to enter the United States
on 2 case-by-case basis. This.in contrast td
the more than 100,000 South Vietnamese
refugees we processed almost instantly,
was the extent of our humanitarianism.

At a news conference on September 18
1974, President Ford was asked why the CIA
engaged in covert operations against Al-
lende in Chile. His reply summed up cur
government’s attitude: It was done, he said.’
“in the best interest of the people of Chile,
and certainly in our best interest.” O+—g

In cur July issue, Fenthouse errcnecusty
identified George Constantinides, a retired
ClA official, as the new head of Counterintel-
ligence. We are- advised that this post is now
held by George T. Kalaris, formerly CIA sta-
tion' chief in the Philippines. The CIA never
d/scmscs the names of-its division chiefs.
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HUMAN EVENTS
‘13 Sente"xber 1975
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By ROBERT coNQUEST SRR

The KGB, the Committee of State Security, is the,
- most important single institution in the'Soviet Union.”
Its dual role is to keep the Communist party in power
.and to control joreign governments. Mr. Conquest, a
British cuthority on Soviet affairs, compares the KGB

with the CIA ir: the following arlicIé '

Since the war (and up to 1975) over 500 Sov:et ofﬁ-

cials have been expelled from more than 40 countries. .

This is 2 truly extraordinary number, particularly
* when we consider it does not take into account the
sudden departurs of Soviet diplomats when théir
‘ “gents have been arrested, which docs not rate as
expulsxon

Perhaps more remarkable Stl“ and a re%ctxon on

the common sense and political’ courage of the.non-.

_ Soviet states, is the fact that over 70of these expelied

‘turned up later as Soviet representatives in other coun-:
tries. Eight of these were even expelled-for a.second’
time from their new host-countries. And. Nikolai

Vasilyev even managed to score three expulsions,

I .

As such figurcs show, one important advantage of
- the huge Sovict effort is that it tends to swamp the
limited sceurity services of the other nations. In Brit-
ain, over 100 diplomats and others were wandering

‘arotind tiying to effect espionage contacts, and it was !

almost beyond the ability of the British services to

- shadow each of them all of the time. However, the
Russian effort collapsed. Partly this was because of a2
useful defector; a common cause of Saviet debacles.
But there was also the ineptness of most of the partici-
pants in these human-wave tactics. Biitain expelled
over 100 Soviet ** diplamiats™ in 1971 as a result,

Any sensible country would clearly abate the nui-
sance and insist on cutting down the Soviet represen-
tation to a normal level. But though their efforts are
a very severe distraction to MIS in Eritain and its
equivalents elsewhere, nevertheless these semi-ama-
teur operations are not to be taken too seriously.
They usually owe their.jobs to family connections in

the Soviet New Class; their training n or tdpacity-

for espionage is limited; they blunder {requently and
involve the USSR in grave diplomatic: scandals. Ex-
cept as 2 distraction, and to the extent that very oc-
casionally one may make a suitable contact and pass
it along to the real professionals they must still be
regarded as a comparatively minor cﬁort when' it
comes to actual results. : -

In addition to these clumsy fellows, lhcrc is a small-
er nucleus of often brilliant professionals. 1t is be-
lieved that no morce than a dozen or so a year are
graduated from the highly selective KGB training
schools. They have shown themselves capable of su-
perb and extremely damaging operations like the lift-
ing of the whole NATO weapon deployment from the
Amcrlcan top security basc at Orly in 1962-63
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. .and .acquitted—that would be the Russian ecuivalent

havmg been th rown out of Francc bcfore World War

. security and intciligence scrvxces would be quite un-
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If we comp'trc the KGB with its main opuoncnt, .

" the American Central Intelligence Agency, various

differences emerge. 1t is, of course, an enormous
_advantage to the KGB, that there is never any
_question of it coming under public criticism in the
USSR.

~“To illustrate the difference, try to imagine recent |
events in the United States happening in the Sov;etx
Union. An employe of the Soviet government hands|
over secret documents to Pravda; Pravda prints them; !
and the man in question is tried on a minor charge

of the Daniel Ellsberg case. A member of the Supreme
Soviet—the equivalent of . Michael Harrington—
discovers and prints confidential information about
KGB arrangements in, say, Chile; these are printed in; .
Pravda and Izvestia; and the result is the KGB boss
Yuri Andropov is forced to appear before a committee
of the Supreme Soviet, to try to justify such conduct.|.

. It will be seen at ‘once that the CIA operates under
constraints which would be regarded as laughable to
the point of lunacy in Moscow. To do the other West-
ern powers justice, onc should add that even in France
or Britain such a public hamstringing of the essential

thmkablc

e - o~ . . - ..

And whcn one adds that a major alle-
gatlon against the CIA in Chile was that

" it ‘had provided funds for opposition
- newspapers and strike organizations—.
and not, as the KGB had done through.
the North Korean Embassy, arms and
terrorist training—one wonders what
on earth is in the minds of alleged pro-
Westerners ainong its critics.

v -

Moscow-Funded
- Student Radicals

¢ " It may be remembered that in the early |
®50s free organizations of students and

others and a number of free periodicals |
were kept going with the aid of American
secret -funds. . Without these, the huge
sums pumpcd from Moscow into such ;
front organizations as the International :
Union of Students would have received
no rebuttal. Yet people now complain !
even of that! . S i

“Unlike the CIA, the KGB also. ope-
rates—and on a far vaster scale again—
_inside Soviet territory. While the Ameri-
cans divide their intelligence activities
into two autonomious bodies, the CIA
and the FBI, the KGB is-a highly co-
_ordinated organization with considera-
ble overlap even between the depart-
ments working at home and abroad.

For example, a foreign diplomat (as )
in onc case including a French ambas-.
or) may be com romised sexually by
32628014057 000%6 to be.
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coming. a tool back home of the KGB
external services. Nor would there be
any of the curious jurisdictional legalisms
by which the CIA is now charged with
activity against American citizens while
in America. How anyone with a trace of
common sense can imagine that- it is
suitable for surveillance of-a suspect,
perhaps. on the briefest trip home, to
cease at the airport and be handed over
to a different organization unaccustomed
to his habits, is a mystery.

This is one of the many problems the
CIA has, but which does not affect the
KGB. The latter is, morcover, a body
exerting  incomparably more - paiitical
weight in its own right than its American
ounterpart, with its head, Andropov,
anking as a full member of the ruling
olitburo. ¥ o

Recent allegations against the CIA
have been made by “defectors” from it,
such as Philip Agee and Victor Marchetti.
Much of our knowledge of the KGB also

omes from “defectors.” But again, we
find a difference which is well worth

oting. - - ST i
- KGB defectors have to-be carefully
hidden, given false identities and placed
where their late employers cannot find
them. A number of those for whom in-’
adequate precautions were taken have
been found .dead in mysterious, and
sometimes not so mysterious, circum=
stances—poisoned, shot, pushed out of
windows. . L

“The new batchof CIA “defectors,”
on the other hand, live in comfort in
countries allied to the United States,

“write. their books and even have them
. published.ir New York. The mere
. thought of a KGB man settling in
" -Hungary, expesing his employers (let

“alone having his work printed in Mos-

. .cow),does not begin to make contact
with reality at any point.

!

In the competition with the ClA, t:he
KGB has many other advantages. With
aundreds of thousands of Eastern Euro-
peans entering America in the past few
decades it is clearly much easier for the
Soviet authorities to put in trained “il-
legals,” or to maintain “sleepers.” ;

In the comparatively easygoing polit-
ical circumstances of the non-Commu-
mist countries, there must aha{ays_be a
proportion of people who will simply
swallow pro-Soviet views, and be at least
potential Soviet agents. Besides, few
courtries have the huge police forces,
“internal passports” and regisiration
agents ‘available to the Soviet security
authorities.

Then again, while there is no doubt
that large numbers of Soviet bloc sub-
jects would cagerly assist enemies of
their government in any way possible,
the KGB can prevent or monitor every
such contact. Foreigners in the USSR
are proportionally few compared with the
security forces available to cope with

them. From countries like the United
States there are hundred§ of thousands

of visitors to allyparts_ot:&s%}\éovré% ¥

e,

it”is not difficult. for them to be con-
tacted without supervision. But Soviet
visitors abroad are limited both in theic
numbers and their tested loyalty-quetient.
This does not always work, as the USSR
seems to be fairly unpopular even with
its most loyal subjects. It is estimated
that about 2,000 Americans are con-
tacted overseas every year by the KGB
with a-view to recruitment, while similar
attempts on Soviet subjects are rather
few. Ce o :

High Rate of ‘
KGB Agent Defections

Few, but not negligible. And, more-
over, the successful contacts of the CIA
and other Western services include KGB
men themselves, For one of the vulnera-

* bilities of the KGB is the extraordinary

high rate of defection to the West. This
applies not only to minor figures, but to
some of its major operators, including
iliegal Residents. Thesé men, carefully
selected and checked and counter-checked
for highest political reliability, neverthe-
less come over at a rate which time and

time again destroys whole KGB networks |
and gives a vast amount of information

to the West.

It should be noted, too, that this is al-

most wholly one-way traffic. There have,
of course, been a few occasions when high
Western intelligence officials have de-

fected, as with Kim Philby. But in his

case, and the others, it has always been a
question of an already indoctrinated
Communist agent infiltrating the Western

services. In the case of the KGB men, it

is of operatives who start off completely

.loyal to their service and its regime, and

are subverted by exposure to truth and

“to liberty.

The ways in which the CIA is now being
hindered and hampered by its own people

‘are quite astonishing. It is already much

smaller, and disposés of much less re-
sources, than its giant opponent. It is not
only a David fighting a Goliath, but a
David additionally handicapped by a
heavy ball and chain, and dazed by the
occasional half-brick hurled at him by one

-of his alieged supporters. On the face of it,

one would expect a walk-over for Goliath-
KGB. The remarkable thing is, even

LOS ANGELES TIMES
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Ford and CIA

I rvead with misgiving muth of
what President Ford said before the
37th annual convention of the Ameri-
can Legion (Times, Aug. 20). espe-
cially in regard to the CIA.

No doubt any "reckless” congres-
sional actions undermining the CIA's
legitimate operations would be "cata-
strophic,* as Ford said, but is that
realiy what Congress is trying to do?

On the contrary, Congress is inves-
tigating and is chicfly concerned
with illegal activities, which Ford eu-
phemistically referred to as heing

- granted some terrific KGB successes, how
well balanced the combatants are.

-% As for current anti-CIA hysteria in cer-
tain countries, it might be worth referring
its sillier sponsors to the following analy-

“sis, from a source which even they might
find authoritative—the-official organ of a
Communist party: -

. “Afnong all the information and storie
circulating in the country, especially. re
cently, there are many which insist tha

" ; .many of our problems and difficulties ard

either inspired, or directly created by thd
. CIA’s activity .. . . However, whe
the sources and objectives of this kind o
- ‘confidential’ information are studied
more closely, and when we analyze the
more thoroughly, it will not be difficuld
for us to find that the ‘CIA obizssion’ i
being spread and encouraged in our coun
tryby . . ..” : o
. At this point the Belgrade-official Borb
(Oct. 31, 1967) goes on to blame a vari
ety of enemies including, especially, pro
Soviet elements. - .

-And so: there really is a world-
wide confrontation between the KGB
on the one hand and the CIA and the
inteiligence services of the other non-
Communist countries on the other,

- The present comparative relaxation in
international tension has in no way re
sulted in any relaxation Gf pressure by
the KGB. Indeed, the larger influx o
Soviet citizens and the setting up of ne
Soviet ‘consulates has given it greater

cpportunities. The CIA, &
s. The CIA,
home and thinly spread in. the field, ha
conducted largely a defensive operation,|
-even though accompanied by occasional

brilliant forays into the Soviet side.

. On the whole, and partly as the result
iof the KGB's blunders, the CIA prob-
‘ably has *he slight advantage in spite of
everything, The various.recenf successes
of Russian and Communist foreizn
policy are in the main due to other
reasons. The KGB, some of the Soviet
leaders seem to feel, is not really pulling
its full weight. This may have something
to do with the current major attempt to
destroy the ClA's effectiveness by con-|
centration con the attacks now being
launched against it by naive (or wouse)
clements in the U.S.A. itself.

“improper." Despite the leaks and the
publicity of the investigation, few of
the most bitter congressional critics
of the CIA would like to see the
agency weakened, let alone abol-
ished. ‘ .

It may appear that the Senate com-
mittee headed by Frank Church (D-
Ida.) is too aggressive for the Ford
Administration to handle. If so,
should not part of the blame lie with
Ford himself, whose Rockefelier-
headed blue ribbon panel might, have
failed to do its homework adequately?

- KEN HEDLER
Palm Springs
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you hear these days.
- member of the detente club is our
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Detente, detente, that's all
The latest

‘southern neighbor, Cuba. Congress—

"with Cuba.
- pear that not everyone in govern-
ment wants detente with Cuba.,

men and.Senators are working 'hard'

_to establish a new relationship
HRowever it would ap-

A shortwave and AM station in
Honduras((:entral America) has begun
& campaign of propaganda broadeasts
directed against Cuba. - Their
theme is both "anti-coumunist® and
tant{-Cuban'. What's so special

.about this Honduran station 1s that

its name is RADIO SWAN and in the

* 1960's it was owned and operated by .
" our own Central Intelligence Agency.
Radio Swan was .originally con- _

structed on Swan Island in the

Caribbsan by Caymen Island laborers

‘under -the direction of the C.I.A.

It began operation with a 50,000

~watt AM transmitter on 1160K¥z, and

a 7,500 watt shortwave transaitter.
on 6,000<Hz, in September of 1960.
At the.outset of operations,

" Radio Swan claimed to be ownad by

the Gibraltar Steamship Company
(vho had no steamships) located at

. 437 5th Avenue in New York City.

Later in 1960, Gibraltar moved to -

. 18 E. 50th Street, New York City,

_and shared offices with Radio Press
. International, 2 news subsidiary of

ik i1
A Steven Handler

In 1963 Gibraltar Steamsnip :
Company vanished as quickly as it
appeared. It was yeplaced by~
another C.I.A. front called

. Vanguard .Service Corporation. Not

being one of the more creative
C.I.A. fronts, Vanguard kept the .
old Gibraltar offices in the Lang-
ford Building as well as the old
Gibraltar telephone number: -Van-
guard claimed that it owned Radio
Americas and leased the Swan Island

. facilities from the Gibraltat

Steamship Company.

In the late 1960's Radio
Americas left the air for unex-
plained reasons. Vanguard also
folded its tent and disappaared
into oblivion.  In 1871 the United
States, after 100 years of occupy-

" . dng Swan Island, returned it to the
Honduran Government who.claimed the

ovnership of -the island. At this

© time it was thought that any chance
- of Radio Swan/Radio Americas reap-

pearing was gone. )
However, early this summer,

. Radio Swan reappeared using 1100KHz

AM and 6185KHz shortwave. . Thay
are still on the air as of this
writing with violent anti-cormnunist

programming slanted against Cuba.

This 'new' Radio Swan uses the
mailing address of P.O. Box 882, -
San Pedro Sula, Honduras. {Note
that Honduras currently owns the

18 September 1975

" ‘Only
Congress
xtself’

‘By Anthony Lewxs

WASHINGTON, Sept. 17—The Sen-
ate Intelligence Committee, with its
televised hearings on secret C.ILA.
poisons, provides the immediate drama
in Washington. But the parallel House,
investigation may have a more pro-
found impact on the larger issues.

_ raised by -American intelligence activi-

ties in recent years. The reason lies in,
contrasting attitudes toward the cru-
cial question of Executive secrecy..
Senator Frank Church and-his com-
mittee have followed what an assist- -
ant attorney general, with what may
have been excessive candor, called the

- “traditiona] approach” to getting clas-

sified decuments, That is to negotiate

-~ with Executive officials about what.

will be provided and promise how it
will be handled. -

Representative Otis :Pike 'and" the. .-
House committee are insisting on ‘their’

" right to examine. all the relevant-evi-’

dence on their own terms. They will
make no promises ‘on what they will-
do with subpoenaed documents.

Why is that so important? One
experienced person put'it as follows:

“On that position hangs: the whole:
question of whether Congress  can’
exercise effective oversight - of :the-
intelligence community in future. i a -
Congressional committee. cannot’ say:
‘we want X’ and get it Without negoti-
ating and promising, you -open your-:
self to the charm.and the’ lawyers and .
the whispering .in.the ear.”

What that  observer. was descrlbmg
was the process that has effectively
protected Presidents: and their intelli-
gence men from serious scrutiny for a
generation. Congressional. curiosity,
when it arose, was headed off by a’
confidential "chat -with a friendly -

S5

& local New York Radio station (AM). island.) In a letter received by

Radio Swan blew its cover dur-—
ing the Bay of Pigs invasion. Radio

" Swan broadcasted instructions and
directives to the invading CIA army.

Neadless to say, after that tost
people realized that Radio Swan was

in reality a CIA propaganda station.

After the Bay of Pigs, things
began to get hot for Gibraltar
Steamship in New York, so thzy hot
footed off to Miami. Once in
Miami, Gibraltar opened offices in
the Langford building at 121 SE
First Streeot. At this time they

* still claimed that Radio Swan was |

a regular commercial shortwave sta-

tion, owned -and operated by Gibral-’
tar. .

Between the 7th and 15th of
November, 1961 Radio Swan changed °
4ts name to Radlo Americas. Still

they continued with the anti-Castro

‘and anti—com\mist broadcasting

‘noted shortwave listemer Ralph
© Perry, Radio Swan acknowledges
their former .ownership by the C.I.A.

but fails to state their current
‘affiliation’. In this letter,
Radio Swan states, "As you know,

‘the Communists are trying to take

over Latin America. We found it
necessary to put Radio Swan back on
the air again in defense of-Demo-
cracy and the free world". One
might inquire who is the 'we' to
which Radio Swan refers. Could it
be that in this year of ‘etente,
that, the C.1.A. has once again set
its sights on Cuba? Certainly
Radio Swan does rot qualify as a
'bi-centennial® station, or does
it? In any case, give a listea for
them between 1AM and 6AM Chicago -
time on 6185KHz(6.185Mdz) short~ .
wave. After all it could very well

be your tax dollars paying for it. -

member, or a.whispered ‘Wwarning of .
grave consequences -to, our security. -

To know ho wthe charm works one .
has only to watch Richard Helms, the .

ABROAD AT HOME

former C.LA. director, testify to.the-
‘Senate. committee .so sraoothly : and
smilingly. A C.I.LA. employe who "vio-
lated orders by keeping poison. fol-
lowed “the human impulse to do the
greater good,” he said; yes, and good :
was self-defined—which is the essence

of danger in secret C.LA. activity. It

was an “aberration,” he added; yes,
like the Bay of Pigs and Chile and the
Phoenix assassination program in' :
Vietnam. .
The larger pomt underlymg the vari--
ous intelligence inquiries is the need-
for accountability. Intelligence agen-"
cies do need privacy, but our system-
requires that they be ultimately ac-.
countable to a detached scrutineer,
which is Congress. | S .
Accountability is "inconvenient to-
Presidents and .their agents. That is

‘why, as Congressman Pike said, the

executnve branch urgently’ wants to
ntinue ‘the old , charm-and- whlsperv
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approach in dealing with Congress. It

. is why President Ford has seemed so.
strangely agitated over the House in-
vestigation—because it might not be
subject to gontrol.

The President chose to draw the is-.
‘sue of power with the committee over
a molehill, its release of four words
from a classified document. The words,
“and greater communications security,”
supposedly might have told someone
that we knew something about.com-
mumcatxons in Egypt’s A"my, the sub-
}ect of the report.
© 'Why,. if a private citizen had pub-
!1shed those four words, Mr. Ford said,
"it.‘'would be “a serious criminal of-’
fense » Do his lawvers really. think a'
Judge and jury would convict on those’
innocuous words? In any event,”his:
_analogy is false. If.a C.IA. director
. were a private citizen, he would be
.subject to different rules, too. If a
horse had stripes, it would look like a
. zebra, Ccmgress is not a private- Cltl-
“zen. -

Mr, Ford's remark is acfually ex-

_tremely revealing. It shows the -old
attitude that “the Government” means:
“only the executive branch; Congress. is
. a second-class branch, which gets in-
formaﬁxon——and thus a share cf power

-—only by the executive's charity. If
,that is the attitude, nothing has been

- learned from the Presidential excesses

++ of recent years.

1f . American intelligence had pro—
duced a series of triumphs, there might

be somsthing to say for this attitude.

; «In fact, Congress has at length. been,

-, aroused from its lethargy cnly by

.- successive intelligence wrongs .and

: dxsasters But the -reason for inde-

-.pendent Congressional oversxght is.
more than pragmatic.

In the deepest sense the safety of

- liberty in:this country rests on respect
‘for the separation of powers — .on.
Congress as a balance to the growth
of Presidential power. . Anyone who
needs to be reminded of. that truth
:should read the late- Alexander M:
Bicke.'s remarkable book, “The Moral
ity of Consent,” about to be published.
by the Yale University Press. The secret:
‘of our -‘“disorderly” system, he says,
is the assurance of -freedom glven'by
the continuing contests of power, with-
in go‘.ernment and® between govem-
ment and citizenry.

.The great Supreme Court decision
‘on separation 0f powers_was the steel
case- of 1932, striking down President
Truman’s seizure of the mills because
it went beyond the limits of taw. Jus-
- tice ‘Robert H. Jackson, in his concur-
ring opinion, said the Court rightly
“refused to extend Presidential power.
But in the long run, he warned: “Only
Congress itseif can prevent power from
shppmw throuc‘h its fmgers o
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Meg Greenfield
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ACEA Reamv vs. Remance

I have reccnuy read two very in-
teresting books ghout the CIA, one
friendly and one  hostile. The hostile
book is Philip Agee's newly published
“Inside the Company,” the confessional
memoir of a lapsed CIA operative.
Agee .is at pains to expose and, if pos-
sible, ruin the agency for which he
worked for twelve years. The friend-
ly book is one I In fact reread: “The
_Craft of Intellizence,” by. Allen Dulles,
which was published with some fan-
fare back in 1963. It'is the exultant,
supportive memoir of a man who was
director of the CIA for nearly nine
vears and whose spirit infused a whole
generation of intelligence officers. 1
have no doubt that Dulles’s book tells
us more — directly and indirectly —
about what has gone wrong at the CIA
than Agee’s book can begin to do.

This instruction may not be apparent

to people who are fundamentally op-’

posed to an agency with the CIA’s gen-
eral charter, or to those who believe—
conversely—that anything goes. But
the guidance is there for those I would
call the choke-point set, people like
myself who grant the need for some
agency activities that are rough and
intrusive and yet who are repelled by
many of the things that have been re-
vealed. I would list as chief among
these the incredible decision to try to

arrange for the Mafia to murder Fidel

Castro. Muvder in the first place, and,
in the second. putting the U.S. govern-
ment in the debt of the mob—how
could it have come-about?

Agee, who strikes me as one of those

fellows who have simply turned in one’

uncritical enthusiasm for another,
doesn’t oftfer nearly so much insight as
Dulles does. For in Dulles the potential
for disaster is everywhere apparent,
and in him we are not seeing some
lone. misguided figure, but rather our-
selves and our own perspective not so
many years ago. And it is all there:

® The overblown and now overtaken
sense of the agency’s mandate, born
of hot war and cold war and of a helief
that America knew what was best for
everyone ealse and  should

Agee can nowadays condemn mere

in the rp(ounun;z. 1)ulle< celebxd(c< as

d\m
A fdlle—--(lesmie

capacity of such an organization to get
out of hand, or to take account of the
human frailties of officers one knows
to be well-intended and patriotic.

© A classically ambivalent ‘American
attitude toward espionage-—one part
discomlort and one part romance, This
appears in the former director’s need
to argue the legitimacy of espionage in
the first place: in his impulse to tell
how it all works and to boast about
things that should probably have gone
unacknowledged by a man in his posi-
tion; in the rcpeated veference to the
“adventure” and “excitement” of the
work: in the fact that the book was
written at all.

These aspects of Dulles’s perception:
‘might not have lcapt out at me had

they not, in ditferent variations. come
in a conversation I'd 1ecentl$ had

says,

seek  to
achieve it'by any menns. Activities that

. to the hard,
wro‘ forna ex

pressions of concern—to appreciate the

these

‘with ‘the agency’s current director,
William Colby. _Colhv is presiding over
one of the great organizational wrecks
of our time, a vast secret intelligence
agency that has endured a veritable
tornado of blown cover, and which is
(trying to get in line with a sudden de-
mand for public accountability. His
yes-we-have-no-bananas defense of the

- agency—conceding some error by way

of stoutly defending the CIA’s over-
all record—has not pleased people on
any side of the dispute. Yct he struck
-ine as a mnan who was relatively cheer-
ful.in his gloom because he believes
that what has gone wrong can be
remedied. — - :
Colby begins with the overblown
mandate. insisting that the ethos of the
postwar decades produced an extrava:
‘gant. no-holds-barred sense of mission
that he claims has been-trimmed back.
He lays much of the hlamé for the

abuses on the npolitical winks the
agency was getting in the guise of di-
rectives. “Go and do it and don’t tell -
me ahout it,” is the way he sums them
up, testimony to high-level mixed feel-
ings on this subject, fascination mixed
with revulsion, bravura with guilt: For
his part Colby argues that discipline,
indoctrination and clear directives can
produce what he calls a “responsible
American intelligence,” one that is ef-
fective, that includes clandestine serv-
ices and that functions within constitu-
tional restraints. “I mean one,” he
“that has its mission defined. You
have to say fairly clearly what the
mission<i$-=and without etiphemism.”
Because Colby has been involved in .
some very controversial agency oper-
ations, and because he wants to limit -
the number of persons sharing in any

-new congressizual / executive branch

oversight of the agency, much of what
he has argued is dismissed by ecrities
of the agency. They see it as just one
more attempt to shroud from the pub-
lic the CIA’s overreachings of power.

My own rveservations are different.
I think the number of congressional
and executive-hranch  overseers s
much Jess important than the willing-
ness of those who are- chosen to ex-
ercise  real  responsibility, (o erash
through the myths and ambiguous feel-
ings-—the spy-story stuff--and face up
explicit and sometimes
vzly chojees that are 1r~r||mprl And 1
do not  think exe ~gecrecy  in
matters represents nearlv so
great a threat to the public's right to
know as it does lo the perspective and
judgment of those who live in the
world of secrefs. The first and fore-
most danger of excessive scerecy. is
that it corrupts the people who hold
the secrets,

Allen Dulles, in his self-assurance,
brushes the risk aside, but it is real.

. We in Washington know that a certain

condescension and contempt for nor-
mal values are the occupational dis-
ease of those who operate tvo long in
the realm of secrct information—an if-
you-knew-what-l-know approach ihat
can ultimately justify the most -is-
hegotten of decisions. And that plus
what Colby himself recognizes as the
hlurry “edges” between legitimate and
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' What is the pubhc amtude toward the
CIA, now ‘that this agency's wrongdoings
have been partly exposed and several in-
_vestigations are going on im Congress? A
recent Harris Poll found that most

~ Americans think CIA ought to be more
accountable to civilian authority. But
they also think the agency is- needed for
iorelgn intelligence purposes.

By a large majority, 74 to 11 per cent,

"the people interviewed by Harris said
they thought it was wrong for CIA to be
involved in-- assassination attempts-
.against foreign leaders. By 54-29 per
cent they thought it was wrong of the
‘agency to spy.on Americans here at
home during the Vietnam war.

~But only a small minority (6 per cent)
“favors abolishing the CIA and having no -

- intelligence agency: A considerably larg-
er-minority, 34 per cent, favors abolish-

- ing the CIA and starting a néw agency:
- with better conitrols and safeguards. But
45 per cent oppose this drastic a change.

. A 71-13 per cent majority believes it is
“jmportant that the foreign intelligenes "
agency be operated in secrecy. Most
Americans -apparently  want” the Presi-
dent and Congress to keep a tighter rein
on CIA but think it is an indispensable’
security instrument.-They are not wor--
rxed about the charge that the CIA if it

?raz: ng the pmai@iﬁ

illegitimate ‘action presents a fierce
_challenge to the maturity and wisdom
of . everyone along ‘the line. Secrecy
. and an extraordinary grant of power
can be, like LSD, a mind-altering drug..
So while | agree with Colby in
- theory that these things can be recti-
fied, my gloom is-not quite as cheery
.as his. The mystique and the iliusions
of a generation of intelligence officers
who served us well—and also ill~must
be dispelled. An enormously difficult
discipline must be imposed. And peo-.
ple in responsible -positions must ac..
- cept responsibility. '
For my own part. 1 admit defeat the
required real-life attributes are plain
_envugh to 1ae, but the princiyal model
“that comes to mind is from spy fietion.
It is John le Carve’s hero, George
Smiley, who has it all and has it all
just rizht: a fanatical commitment to
the inspection of reality, a corollary
“distaste for day-dream and drama. a
-willingness to make moral distinctions
and an understanding of what the
practical limits are.

{Thia article is reprinted from Newgweek.)

@E of @M

: had ‘not bAen ex; msed mxght have taken )
over the country. A majority o[ 52-24 per
cent rejected that charge.

As of August,. 1375, 45 per cent of
those queried said they thought the CIA
was doing only a:fair or a' poor job,
whereas 36 per cent said the Aagency did
an excellent or pretty good’ job. So the
general image of CIA, according to thxs
poll, is on the down side. ;

. This undoubtedly  comes from -the ex- -
posures by Congress and the Rockefeller.
Commission. But in spite of thaf, most
Americans still hold to the cold-war be--
lief that spying is necessary. In the Har-
_ris survey, 78 per cent said they thought

it important that the U.S. have the best

intelligence agency in the world, “even’
if it does make some mistakes.” -
Most people do not ask for examples:

_of what CIA spy work has accomplished

‘in guarding. the national security. They
are willing to accept the value of spying -

.on faith, even though they recognize, the
Harris Poll found, that intelligence work-
“consists mainly of compllmg and analy-
zmg public information. -

: But public opinion clearly would sup-
port much stronger control of the.

. “agency by ‘elected officials. It is up to,

THE BOSTON PHOENTY glc:gf::'ss {o ‘see that‘T t~h‘xs is" accom
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By Sid Blumenthal -

Former CIA operative Phxhp
Mgee, author of CIA Diary, in.a
bint interview with the Phoenix
néd WBCN, charged that the
1A is currently engaged in clan-
estine activities in Portugal
imed at creating a “destabiliz-
d” situation. “There are visible
igns of CIA intervention,” Agee
aid. He stated that he has been
p Portugal twice within the year
h - ohserve developments, . and
hile there he was able to iden-
fy a number of CIA agents
forking out of the US Embassy
Lishon, many of them with
ackgrounds in Latin American
htrigue. The CIA chief of sta-
on in Portugal, according to
gee. is John S. Morgan, who
as in Brazil after the right-wing
ilitary coup in 1964. During
hat period, the CIA passed in-
rmation on leftists to Brazil-
n Death Squads, Agee said.
organ then transferred to
ontevideo, Uruguay, from 1970
1973, until a right-wing mili-
ry coup was stavecl Aﬂee was
olved in CIA actions in Uru-
ay in the mid-'60s.

James N. Lawler is the depu-
- CIA " chief in Lisbon, Agee
Iys, adding that he and Lawler
bre members of the same C{A
hining program and are -thus
rsonally acquainted. Agee said
pt Lawler was’ active in the

* Brazilians are active,”

passing of CIA money to Brazil-
ian politicians prior to the coup
there and that he helped fi-
nance anti-Allende candidates in
the 1964 election in Chile, a CIA
campaign which has been wide-
ly exposed in the American
press. The CIA Diary author says
that there are 10 to 15 other CIA
agents in Portugal on “‘tempor-
ary duty” and about 10 more
agents on permanent assign-
ment.’
work is coordinated by Henry
Kissinger and US Ambassador
Frank Carlucci (a veteran of US
“destabilizations” in Brazil and
Chile, according to Agee). Agee
also identifies 105 military men
out of the 160 Americans in the
US mission in Portugal. “It takes
a lot of money to stage these vio-
lent demonstrations. I think
there is a lot of money coming in-
to Portugal to torm a broad front
against the way the revolution
has been proceeding, he con-
cludes.

Agee thinks too that there may
also he a Brazilian connection in
Portugal. “It’s probable that the’
he stat-
ed. Numerous reports in the US
press have identitied the Brazil-
ian intelligence apparatus  as
playing an active role in over-
throwing the Allende govern-
ment. Brazil has strong historic=
al and tinancial ties to Portugal
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as'well as sharing a common lan-!
guage. Agee says that the best
indication of Brazilian involve-
ment is that the Brazilian am-
bassador to Portugal is the for-
mer head of the Brazilian CIA.
Congressman Michael Har-
rington, whose leaking of ClA
Director William Colbv s secret
testimony ‘on the “destabiliza-
tion” of Chile to the New York
Times led to his eventual re-
moval from the House subcom-
mittee on intelligence, toid the
Phoenix that he believes that the
CIA role in Portugal is “proble-
matical.” He said he wanted to

concentrate on CIA involve-.

ment in Latin America where the:
US has *
*ary interest.”” Harrington suat-
ed that he feels somewhat “‘un-
comfortable” with the Portuc'al
issue and is unsure about the ex-
tent of CIA activities there. De-:
spite his current hesitation. he.
did send a letter on March 18, a:
week after the State Depart-,
ment denied . before

CIA-RBP77-00432R000100370001-6

‘the ctrongest proprie-:

Congress
that the US was covertly involy-’
ed in Portugal, to Congressman:

Lee Hamiltor;. chairman of the
investigations subcommittee of
the House Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, asking him to hold hear-
ings on the question. Harring-
ton requested that Hamilton use
his subcommittee to probe the
“ditferences between stated US
pohcy and a policy of interfer-
ence.’ He said that, in the case
of Portugal Congress could pre-
vent a repetition of the Chilean
expenence Harrington has yet”
to receive a response to this let-
ter. He also asked the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee to
look into US policy toward Por-
tugal: this request was not grant-
ed. Harrington told the Phoenic
that Congressman Otis Pike, the
new chaxrman of the House sub-
committee mve»twatmc the.
CIA. is.making “a “determined
effort to turn away from- :ocus-
ing on foreign covert actions.’
Phxhp Agee says that he has
not been asked by any member
of Congress or any investigating
committee to testifv about his
CIA career or his l\now'ed"e of
CIA activity. - - [ .-
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The CIA ""vmch

(A edllorxal book r
a truism of government that the res
pcm _lue—nbbon presidential commis-
sions. are“written to be,ignoréd. That has
been the ignominious fate rrost recently of.
ccmmmxcn reports on civil disorders, cam-
pus violence.and pornography—an of them
tossed .on the scrap: fieap of history. by the
véry presxdents who:crdered.them:. . -
"Now yat’ anothet. presxdenbal commzsswn
y be headed for the same brusque- treat-

bent it is the: familiar Rockefeller. CIA.

Commissior, whose teport bears the impos-*
ing title,- Report ‘to the President by the
Commission on CIA:Activities within the-

YUnited States (June; 1975). 1t will be- re-:
called that when this report made its debut-

two months ago, an attendant dispute over:
whether the report would contain a chapter

on foreign assassination plots (it didn’t):
grabbed ‘the headlines and hasn’t stopped.
rolling since. Meanwhile, the JG0-page re-
port nseik has been left behmd to gamer

moss

'The revelatmns

*~ But to nevlect thlS document would be a
serious’ mlstake it-is thorough in its re-
:sea'ch pointed ini-its recommendations
and—in its own inimitably dull way—tfasci-
natmg in its detail. The report to be sure,
will never. rival a Harold Hobbms novel kor
scandal B

ut what could be more mtrxgumg than-

the day-by-day story of how E. Howard
-Hunt and Gordon Liddy came to burgle
Ellsberg's psychiatrist’s office, or how the
{C1A managed-to keep the lid -on-its mail
“surveillance operation through a succession
Jof ‘Postmaster ‘Generals? Here, too, are
such tidbits as -a’ request by the Treasury
-t)epartment s Alcohol and Tobacco Tax
Unit to use CIA satellite photography to lo-
.eate moonshine stills in the hills of North
Larolma (it7was’ rejected), and anecdotes

about the running feud between th‘ LIA

and J. Edgar Hoover.

... Uf course the more substantive revela-
-tlons of CIA illegality and impropriety are
:outlined in the report as well: The mail sur-
~weillance program; the surveillance of

Tdomestic dissident groups during the 1960’s;.

domestxc wiretaps and break-ins; misuse of

:the CIA by the Nixon admmstratxon and,

isuch scattered.abuses as the LSD experi-
“inents and the CIA training of agents for
*undercover work-in the tederal Bureau ot
'l\arcotacs

. But for all the. tasematmn of this cata-

!ogue of CIA sins; the cornmission’s report
‘offers more. Woven throughout its pages
~are-several. broader therres A portrait of
2n intelligence agency with too much pow-
er; of presidents with too little discretion,
and of an acquiescent Congress tagging
along behind like Dopey in Snow White and
the Seven Dwarfs. It is too easy simply to
blame the CIA for running away with the
faw. Some in authority weren’t watching
when it left the stable, others helped open
the gate.

-’T'o be sure, the LLA comes m Ior xts share
of wrist- -slappings from the ‘commission—

“and deservedly so. But it is repeatedly em-
phasized in the report that that lower-eche-
lon CIA"employes frequently questioned.
and complained about their orders from.
higher-ups. At one pomt—durmcr the rexc'n
of the super-secret Uperation * LHAUb

the CIA’s "domestic surveitlance unit—then-:
" ClA director Richard Helms was forced to.

repnmand his subordinates by writing, in a
‘memo, that*CHAQS *"cannot be stopped
simply because some members of t‘\e or-
gamzahon do not like this activity.”

‘The main villain in the piece, as it*hap-
pens, is not Richard Helms, but Richard
.Nixen. Nixon, and Lyndon Johnson to a les-
‘ser extent before him, put extraordinary
.pressures on Heims to bend the ClA’s chart-
er: In most cases Helms reluctantly obeyed.
_¥or Helm’s part, the report also pointedly
siiggests that he should have considered re-
signing rather than-do the Presxdent . bld«
dmg Helms didn’t. "~ "7

“The issue of presidential pressure on the
UA is paramount. No doubt that is why the

repo"ts longest chapter is devoted to the

CIA’s peripheral role in the Ellsberg break-
in and the subsequent White House cover-
‘up.of Watergate. One episode described in

‘the report is emblematic of the abuses of
.the Nixon White House, It is when the Pres-

ident, agitated by the publication of the
“Pentaaon ‘Papers in 1971, calls a reluctant
‘Helms. into his office to hand over.a top-se-
cret file- on Vietnam during the Kennedyt
years, -a file presumed to be politically ex:
Dlosive. ‘The President, the report drilyl
‘notes, .took the file and “'slipped it into mi
desk drawer”’—a chilling phrase that some!
how:-captures the- essence of the- leor’

,transvresnons

The CIA was larce‘y successiul in rebukh
ing: White House pressures during Water{
gate It was less so in its Dresxdennal charae
to snoop into the activities of dlssxdent
domestic groups. Here one finds a remarka~
ble story of presidential paranoia and ego-

gratification, beginning with the Johnaon
administration. For both Presidents John-
son and Nixon were determined .to show
that campus and racial violence was not ind
digenous, but the work of -foreign powersi
1\0 matter that the presidents were repeat<
edly told that no such connection emter’r

the CIA, F'BI and other intelligence units -

were told to go back and find one anyway.

NEW YORK TIMES
5 September 1975

Glomar Explorer Reportad
Seekmg ‘Bugs of Soviet

SAN DIEGO, Sept, 4 (UP))—
’l:he spy ship the Central Intel-
ligence Agency used to recover
part of a sunkerussian sub-
marine is reported have a new
mission: pnlling out underwater
“bugs" the Soviets planted on
the seabed only 50 miles off
the California coast to listen
to the United States Navy.

The San Deigo Evening Trl-
bune repprted yesterday that

_strong congressional committee. .,

"It was this pressure that ultimately

‘spawned Operation: CHAOS within the C1A,

It also gave rise to the so-called *Hestom
Plan”,  which would have relaxed legal re+

~strictions on all manner of dirty tricks, in<

cluding breadk-ins, buggings and more:
thorough mail surveillance in an effort to
stop domestic violence! The report de=
scribes one top-level meeting of spy chiefst
in 1970-im which President Nlcons Yiaison’
man, Charles Huston, tells those assembled
that “everything is valid,-everything is pos-
sible”’—that .was Huston's.paraphrase of
Nixon's'own words. ‘Had J. lkidgar Hoover,
for obscure reasons ci:his own, not ada-
mantly. refused to cooperate, the Huston
Plan might well have gone torward It was
that close:*
" The an‘(efeller Lommxssxon takes a dim
view of these:and other transgressions. Yet
it concludes that there will alwavs be the
need for some undercover domestic activity
by the-CIA: In watching its own employes
for: security leaks, in contacting friendly
domestic intelligence sources,. and- it coun-
tering the activities of foreign spies on U.S:
soil—whose -own surreptmom activities
constitute a. serious invasion of Americans’
privacy as weil: <. - o

It wouid be plea>ant to conclude along
with some of the CIA’s strongest crmcs
that the best way to solve the problem
would he to prohibit all covert activity by
the CIA, domestic and foreign. But onesus-

pects that.if that were accomplished, some-
thing else would.doubtless spring up in the

CIA’s place—perhaps-a new. wing of the
FBI, or a fancier version of the White

House Plumbers. Reahstxcally, it'is better
‘to. follow the commission’s-lead im placna
further restraints on-the:CIA we already

have and to insure that its operaion is fuil y
professional and closely momtored by 2

For if tie Rockefeller (,ommhsmn per-

‘formed 4. lasting service,”it is in its poriray-

al of the CIA.not-as a-headless monster

:ﬂymg off on wild tangents, but a loyal ex-
‘tension of the Presuﬂent himself. I there is

blame to be assigned—and most certainly
there is—let it be placed not only.atl the
ClA’s doorstep, but on the desks of Presi-
dents who us sed it as a peraonal toy, and in
the halls of Congress where our representa--
tives were either too busy, or more lixely
too timid, to keep an eye on the clutterad
CIA shop.
I - JOHN ALEXANDER

the Glomar Explorer ‘would
{soon begin operations to re-
Imo ve or destroy Russian sen-
|sors on the ocean bottom in
‘the vicinity of San Clemente
Island.

The Navyr and the Global
Marine , (,ompqny, ostensible
\opexator of the ship, refused
: to comment on the report.

l The island,. about 50 miles
’snuth of Los Angeles, is undar
Navy control. it and the waters|
around it are frequently used'
for maneuvers and tests by
ithe Navy and Marine Corps. |

S ———
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DISPATCH,, Columbus .

Byzlx-:dgar Pz-ina‘
G_plcyhe-: Sefvm

mbravc"ov =—"As the

C x.rderaeas the severest .

a:zn";%nonal investigation-
e\ar,mm its -activities and
al!eo“nd‘ gxcesses, the Soviet
) }\ua-ns stepping up its espio-
nage! abmad and its repres-
siod.al lmme. . :
iy Tnot a cause and-
efiect.,suuakxon "U.S. intelli-
gence: offxcxals say, but a
: comcxdental and ironic fact. .

iT !S detente the avowed
de‘termmabon -by the West.
and'- East “to ‘seek better
" relations; that has expanded
: the\KGB s spying :md sectet
. pohoe affort.' -

The KGB, whose mmals
stand for Xomitet Gosudar-
stvennoy Besopasnosti or
Committee-for State Securi-
ty, B st be}ieved
world’s " Jargest foreign in--
telligence’ and counter.ntel-
ligence organization. It is the

" CIA; FBI and a lot of other
thinos ‘including a 175,-

€00-man border guard army,

‘all rolled into one. -

: *It is our opinion that tHey '
(’\GB) view detente-as open-.
ing? docrs that weren't open.’
aS -necently as five years -
‘ago)" ‘orie " U.S. intelligence
official said. “There is abso-
lutely no diminution of their
effort fo penetrate the UsS.
government. . hiald

P L 2

...‘:’IlHEY HAVE not s]cwed
up their campaign to recruit-
Americans at any level. As a-.
matter of fact, not a month
goes by that we don’t see
them attemptmd to reeruit
JAfmeri¢ans.”

* The* XGB completely con-
irolsithe foreign intelligence
organizations of its East Eu--
ropean satellites. A measure~
of the expanded effort it is
making in the United States

is revealed in the fact that -

Soviet-bloc official personnel
in the United States have
increased from 957 as of July
1, 1969, to 1,463 on Feb.
1974,

Western mtelhvence ser-
-vices estimate that 40 per-
cent of the Soviet-bloc offi-
cials overseas  have some:
intelligence work assxﬁned to-
them R 1

“FBI’ DIRECTOR Clarence
Kelle_y asked - Congress in:
Spring for funds to hire 157
more agents, mainly for use

’ m counterintelligence. :

“Mostof the KGB rpcruntmv

: _ effort is made ove AppIoV

&

“to -be the

TOP SECRET . — 'rhe cover of ‘a KGB
“wanted” list is shown here with its
translation.. A copy. -of:_the top—secret

much of it among the large
U.S:. mxhtary pogulatlon
the*e

Several times in the !asz
decade or so the Soviets have
been spectacularly success-
‘ful. There was the case of the
Atrmy sergeant in France
who gave the KGB a com-
plete ‘list of U.S. weapons
deployment in Europe, and

_another in which the Air

Force message .center chief
in Japan turned over several

briefeases full of classified .

information. Both were dis-
covered after many secrets

- had been revealed. !
' AMERICAN STUDENTS

abroad are another prime
tan,et of KGB recruiters.”
“They will go- all out, not

- for the one with the beard
“and hippie charactensncs

?a' 74 EpEARRA

: much is your mort"age"'"

Ihb military béf’V]CE bo ind

him,” the U.S. official said.

“It is a lot easier to reccuit
an American- overseas, be-
cause he figures he xs not
being watched.~ .

~“WHENTHE Russians feel
they have a live one, they
promise to finish paying his
college costs and send him
back to the United States to
try to join the ¥FBI, CIA, State
Departmem Pentagon or to
get a jobina defense mdus—

'I’he ¥XGB looks t’or “the
venal the corrupt, the guy in
debt,” the official asserted.

- “They long ago discovered
that we all have mortgages,”
he "said.. “Often the first
question they ask is, ‘How

450—page documem was ontamed by Wesz-
.em mtelhgence agents. :

is tbe thtrdmuutry cmzen
".who has trained in the Unit-

ed States and found that -
when -he returned home he
was . either underemployed
or jobless. -

“The Russians try to get
them back to the states, if
their record has been clean,"
the U.S. official said. .-

“After five years they can
become naturalized Ameri-
can citizens and, in an addi-
tional three years, they can .
geta Department of Deiense
clear:mce"

" ONE OF the big targets oi
Sov:el espionage in the Unit.’
ed States is the computer
industry. This effort is sup-
ported by the Scientific and
Technical Du'ectorate, one of
the KGB's largest.

Although the U.S. govern-:

m(g E)e K W“m 00370 (rpsgfairly strict regula- -

Tuiter

25

tions on the export of tech-
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nology, the Soviets have capi- .
talized on false “end use”
certificates—that is, a
French manufacturer, for
example, will“apply for a
machine ‘or component for
hisown commercial use ard
1ater the United States finds
that the exported item has’
1anded behmd the Lron Cur-
tain.

(As recently as June 5 tbe
Eleétronic Industries Asso-
ciztion announced that it
“has urgently called for .. ..
the easing of U.S.export con-
grols,” asserting that many
Firms contend that U.S. poli-
¢y has made US. exports
moncompetitive as com-
pared with those of Ameni-
«a’s trading partners and
others

¢(E1A SAID that .a “stronyg
aeffort in the areas of elec-
gronic and telecommunica-
tions equipment and compo-
ments” would greatly aid the
U.S. balance of payments,
‘wreate jobs for U.S. workers,
improve working - relations
swith foreign countries and
serve to strengthen the U.S.
electronics manufactunng
industry.) ‘ Sk

If Getente has opened some
new doors for the KGB
abroad, it has caused an
expansion of its secret police
avork load inside the USSR.

“The Second Chief Direc
gorate of the KGB, which
handles counterintelligence
and security, is horrified
2ecause of the relatively
Rarge numbér of foreign visi-
ors they now have to cope
with,” a Western mtelhgence
mﬁcxal said.. ety

“THE WHOLE coumry xs
rather paranoid on the sub-
ject and any foreigner 'is
et raven abi antles ctamennnd Y

The KGB's fairly new Fifth
Directorate, which was
created in the late 1560s and
operates under the Second
Lhief Directorate, is charged’
with control over 2all dissi-
dlent groups—the intellec-
#mals, Jews and lnClplent
mationalists.

“ Not long ago, Westem in- | j
ﬁe]hoence overatives got a,
copy of the ‘KGB's LzG(‘rpage
“wwanted list” of “agents of
Eoreign intelligence services,
defectors, members of anti-
Spviet organizations, mem-
teers of punitive units and
@ther criminals under search
ewarrant.”

- A TOP SECRET (**s0V-
@rshenno sekretnoo’) decu-
gment, it contains capsuhzed'
meports on 1.132 Soviet citi- 5
zens, including Rudolf Nure-
wev. the widely acclanmed
&allet dancer. - .

-“The Russians are not h«ely
o try to kidnap Nureyev and
<hip him back ‘to the USQR. to
& hic cos .

are they likely to harm him
gphysically, despite -the em-

SRR .

barrassinent ‘and th‘ph@ve

@fﬁ&fﬁﬁgﬁé‘-ﬁhﬁfﬁ@m

’[he ‘jollowing story. is. based

,on an .interview.of CIA direc-

5 -

News and burecu, members

.tor William E.-Colby by Peter .

.Lisagor, .
. chief. of. ..The : Chxcago 'Daily

tion he has caused Soviet of-
ficials. He is ‘too famous for
that.

‘According to Western
sources, the KGB has not, to

~ their knowledge. assassinat-

“ed any defectors or enemies
of the state living 'abroad
since one of its agents mur-
dered Stepan Bandera, the
legendary Ukrainian emigre
leader in Munich in 1859.

BANDERA’S IDEOLOGK
CAL compatriot, Lev Rebet,
was killed by the same KGB
operative, also m Mumch. m
1957. =

. In the opinion of Western
intelligence experts the XGB
. has been highly successful in
raintaining security in the
USSR. But since World War
11 about 15 of its agents have
defected to the West. .
The prize catch, however,
was Col. Oleg Penkovsky of
. Soviet military intelligence.
As an agent for the United =
States, he was equipped by
the CIA and turped over to
that agency 10,600 pages of;
top secret material on So-i
viet missiles and missiles:

. and missile-related subjects.

“IT WAS susuiulety bopd™
f:detopsecretmfoxzraaonoi
the highest order,” a U.&

official said. “It must bave
taken the Russians 3 long
time to write up a full
damage teport on that one. "i\

. ‘The Penkovsky informa-!
tion was of vital impoertance;
to President Kennedy io|
standing up to the Soviets
during the Cuban missile
crisis ¥ 1962 ,

l

PENKOVSRKY WAS finsily

caught and shot by Russian
authorities.

The beginning of the end‘
came when a KGB ageunt
noticed him speaking to the |
wife of a British diplomat
while ‘she was wheeling a
baby carriage in a London'
park. The KGB immediately | |
put a massive surveillance on |
him, tapped his phone 'mdx

Washmgton Bureau -
= WASHI‘\’GTON T

tral Intelligence Agency " 'will
withhold ns elect"omcs spe-

" cialists from the Amencan de-.

tachment m tbe Smax moun-

.tain passes because of the up-
.roar. over:th CIA’s -past. con-

duct. .
cla Dlrector Wﬂlxam E. Col-

by, disclosed his™ agency’s Te-

luctarce to be drawn into en-
forcement- of. theinterim Is-

_raeli-Egyptian peace - agree-

ment during ap interview. - -

.. “We looked at it and thouvht
about it;” Colby said, referrma

‘to assignment of CIA person-

‘nel as radar experts on’ the’

critical mountam»roads L

“But -in the present atmos-
phere, we didn’t want to be in-
volved. . ... It’s not for-the CIA
.to run it -— uniess-Congress
-wants us to. It’s the pure poli-
tics of the- sxmatmn s he ex-
p!amed

_Colby saxd e would have no
oo]ectxon, however, if former
CIA employes- were selected

for the lookout role-to be per-’

formed by about | 200 Ameri-
cans in the Sinai. ;

“They (ex-CIA -men) don’t
leave here with a brand on
their forehead,” Colby said.
“They are free citizens, and
we: have no comml over
ﬂ‘em -

THE m-'rmn\: against crA'»

pamcxpatmn in the Smax pact
was one example ‘of ho‘v lhe
spy agency has been afiected
by the fallout from. a. strmg of
dxscloaures in ‘riewspaper re-
ports and. conuressnonal hear-
ings, L L
But Colbv saxd the orf’amza-
non was far from-crippled, -
“We still do some very ven-
turesome {hmus » Colby said.
““The risk ia actor is up, and the

1mpacL of ewposure is higher.”* -

“"“The CIA chief estimated Lhat
Senate and House committees
would firish hearings on in-
telligence gathering early next

.Eatol and Robert,

fect. -

approved n the: spring and
“‘then “hopefully” we’ll all get

. back to work.”

- UNTIL then,-howe‘véi; Colby
stands embattled in his seclud-
ed; granite command post,
fxw‘mno public relations bat-
tles and letting his deputies do
most of the CIA s daily work.

- “We're going to "have to
climb back out of the trough
here, " Colby said. “I' m tryma'
to get over.the sensationalism
-of the partxcx.lar into th= ex-
cellence of tne general and

that's‘aard A s

‘Yet, seate d in hxs pla':t-fxlled
.office overlookint7 the- -green
hills of ;,a..g.ey,.Va Coloy
saxd the« lmoact the dis-
‘closures on’ many phases o; the
CIA s work | was- Iess thag
_many pegple m;Oht_ expect.

- “The short-term eifect on
our intelligence product has
been surprxsmc’ly not “all that
l‘wn - ’l.
s“ll gemn good mformduon,
-good reports. Much of thns is
technical, of course. . ..o
- MWe have lost . people —
agents — ‘who say, ‘I can't
work for . you anymore ~ and
this has had a:depressing ef-
But, we ve ‘gotten new
ones.: . .the: :best™ motivation
(for forelon aoents) is 1deok>
°1cal . et :

. ON THE bnfrhter si

'ported the agency had 760 job

inquiries from college students
last July - double the 360 let-

_ters received in July, 1974,

Colby says- he -wants  new
guidelines for the CIA, better
supervision and closer over-
sight by ‘Congress 'than the
agency had in the past when it
opened ‘mail going overseas,
considered assassination plots

against- foreign - leaders. and
spxed on antiwar aroups in the
United States. = .« »
““P'm fichting t0 Leen a 1ew
secrets,” he- said, with a fainc
smile on his tanned. fuce, “We’
spent. billions of dollars ~—and
I mean billions — to collect

‘what a Soviet attache can get

; ClPeRDP7 1e08HA2R004 00370025 0ing t0 2 newssiand
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f and buymg a copy of Aviation

o AS A CL—‘l veteran who has
“watched other directars . get’
-the sack.after- -an embarrass~
ing’ CIA” _episode, . Calby s’

““Aware that he may get t.he ax"

: _after a decent interval.” . -

"Ihat’snntup tome man--v

swer *’ - he  replied, brushing .

- aside the rumors in Washzng-, )

" ‘ton.that Sec.,of State Henry A. .

. }\I«xnopr amj Vies. Presidsnt
Nelson A.. Rockefeller. believe -
Colby should be replaced..- | : ¢

 In":fact, "Colby had bxvhf
praise for: ‘Kissinger . ‘as. a-
“splendid”*

:the two men. :
Chepm ewmendab}e any time }
‘Colby  said.’

have a-mew face, theres a
- point to that.”t.-... :
< HE _’POINT.ED'- ‘over - hi
. shoulder to the written cor~

° mission which says that he -

“serves “‘at the pleasure of the
. Presndent" and added:

.5 “We've got to demonstrate-

that intelligence is important-
‘to the country: We've-got the

best intelligence in the world.”
We need new guidelines, better-"
supervision and better prmec— )

-tion of its secrecy.- R

S LI -we getall that ont of
this, it doesn’t. matter who
Juns this (agency) >

'VIRGINTA PILO“I‘
11 AUGUST 1975

official desplte;
some- dxsagreements between :

“If -the . decision
‘comes that it might be nice to.

'BALTIMORE SUN =~ .
18 September 1975 " -

' Making the CIA Safe for Democnacy /

. No one can any longer pass off as isolated aber-

- rations the wigs and other CIA trinkets furnished to'

the Nixon operatives who broke into the office of
Daniel Ellsberg’s psychiatrist. Consxder the shock=
ing revelations of this summer: More than 68 ,000
pieces of mail opened illegally; the use of Mafiosi in
an attempt to slip Fidel Castro a poisoned cigar; ad-

- ministration of LSD and other dru gs to unsuspectmg

persons whe in some cases were never told what had
happesed to them; surveillance of Americans’ over-

'seas telephone calls; an $8-million campaign to

overthrow Chile’s president; uncounted other plots

against foreign politicians and officials; an 18-year -

program to develop exotic poxsons and equally exot-
ic means of delivering them. :

This picture of James Bond fantasy run rampant
is made more terrifying by the agency’s-explanation

“that shellfish.toxin, cobra-venom-and-other poisons -
. from the agency’s specialized pharmacopoeia were -
- preserved in defiance of a presidential directive. It .
seems that the CIA’s top officials, having spent mil- -
. lions -creating the poisons, somehow didnt think

about them—or at least didn't follow through quite .
far enough to see that middle-level bureaucrats car- -
ried out instructions—when President Nixon’ or-
dered the government out of such enterprises..

Now the Ford administration avidly co-operates
in diverting attention from the news that the CIA

- not only behaved like James Bond in matters where

it did not belong but sometimes performed a bit like

Maxwell Smart where it did belong. The House In-
telligence -Committee’s revelations of how- bad .

American intelligence estimates were just before

- the 1973 dedle East war should send 2 shudder h

Exposu
Of CIA

ﬁ%@ﬁ@ ;ﬂ?ﬂi ;

By P PAULA CRAWFORD .

. Virginian-Pllot Statf Writer _

‘ 'Noﬁsor.x_—-rhe Central Intelligence
- Agency (CI3) will cease to be effective if it

. is constantly in the public eye, an exCLA :

) official said Sunday.

" Speaking to about 70 people at an infor- ;

mal evening service in Park. Place Bapfist
Church, Waiter E. Bass said, ““It's impossi-
" ble for the CIA to serve under constant
Surveillance of the public eye.”- -~ -
,.His statements. were in response to a
. question about press coverage of recent
- CIA-activities, including alleged domestic

spying and assassinations oi forewn politi- -

al leaders.’

TR

e

~medJa v«ould hamper the agencys abxhty
to serve the country.

ACIA official for 31 years, Bass defined

‘the agency’s mission as. “keepmg the Unit-

ed States from bemg engaged in a third
world war.” -

' He said the CIa accomplished s task

by collecting information on nations

_throughout the world to advise the Presi- '_

dent on policy decisions. -
Also, Bass noted, through the agencys

‘ intelligence-gathering activities, it could

advise the President how and when to de-
fend the country should the need arise.

" Calling himself a strong proponent of the -
CIA, Bass said the agency is an executive .

instrument of the President and therefore,
is responsible directly to him, and not to
the Congress or press.

*In a prespeech interview, Bass s:ud that
. in his opinion, only one U.S. president had

ever iried to use the CIA for his own

means, but he declined to give a name. °
- Bass told his audience that he believes

that some intelligence activities should be
made -public, but only after a time when
information would be .
damaging to the United States.”

Because of some recent press coverage,

Bass said, *The American peopln as a na-

“innocent or not:

. through most Amencans But Mr. Ford stnva to ﬁx

public attention on five words the committee appar--
ently should not have released, and creates a sensa-~

“tion by threatening to deny the committee new in-

formation if it does not promise to be more careful. -
The committee should indeed be more careful,

“and'the Congress must develop orderly mechanisms
- for releasing classified information when necessary,
- as this newspaper has already argued. But the facts.

already coming to light make it clear that the House
and Senate committees are mthigatmg an agency
that has challenged the fundamental tenets of a free
people. Both committees have worked responsibly. .
Honest disagreemen. over a few words in a text,
‘which at most confirmed what was already obvious,
cannot justify any action by the President that
would thwart the work of either committee.

What is-evident is that the CIA desperately needs |
to be brought under control. Long years of absolute
license and unquestioned secrecy have worked their
bizarre and inevitable way. The presidential - *“op--
tions” for administrative realignment, leaked yes-
terday by the White House, are mere tmkermg com-’

" pared with what it will take to make the CIA safe
* for democracy. In a world of international danger,

the need for intelligence gathering, and hence for
covert operations and strict security, is real. What
the President and the Congress must create—and
what the Congress must create if the President will
not—is the means to put the government Americans
elect in direct and detailed charge of that work. The
world is full of examples of what happens to coun-
tries that seek security against threats from abroad
by creating an unpoliced secret police at home.

tion know more about their intelligence

agency than does any other people in any )

other nation of the world.”

 Bass. also called down former or retxred
Cla employes who reveal mformatxon pre-
\nously sworn to secrecy. .

" In his opinion, “Only those agency om- .
cials currently responsible to the President
should decide what miormatxon should be .
made public.” :

: _Bass also’ indicated ‘a belief ‘that too
much information could be hazardous.
“The Freedom of Information Act passed
in this country has allowed foreign spies to
get information on America that U.S. spies
would have to spend millions of dollars to

" get in other countries.”

Regarding covert domestic spymv actm- .
ties, Bass said it was not unusual for the
CIA to have files on Americans who had
contact with formgn targets under CIA in-
vestigation. -

" “However, that doesn t mean we are in-
vading the privacy of the. individual. He
probably just had piblic contact with a for-
eign official, and this contact was recorded
as fact,” Bass said. .

Bass said he believes that the majority
:of the American people “still accept the -

S as an agency that defends the nation.”.
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Growth of Mu]tmanonals

- . ¥
BY WILL[AM B. GOULD

CAMBRIDGE, Eng.—Karl Marx's ringing
ogan, "Workers of the world, unite," has
bretty much passed into history. All the same,
his Labor Dayv is an appropriate -occasion for
boservance that the concept of international
rorker solidarity—even without the benefit
f Marx's words ringing in our ears—is enjoy-
ng something of a revival.

’Yhe goal envisions some form of worker
Inity w hxch does not stop at a nation's fron-
iers. Over the vears, of course, it has had its
ps and downs. Indeed: it was widely thought
o have been dealt a death blow as long ago
s 1914, when Europe's workers responded to
IWorld War I on natxonahstxc rather than
ass impulses.

- What, then. has brought the seemingly
oribund idea of internationa! cooperation
between trade unions back to life? The an-
wer is the emergence of multinational cor-
orations—most of them based in the United
states, Japan and West Germany—as the

ost powerful -actors in the world economy.
onfronted with employers whose interests
knd influence siretch across political borders,
nions have been forced into an increased re-
iance on the international trade secretariats,
ost of which have thexr headquarters in
Feneva.

Traditionally somewhat sleepy bodies. the
fecretariats have begun to coordinate efforts
or one purpose: to build a united labor front
Rgainst those corporations which have sub-
!annal production units in more than one’
ountry.

Unions in the industrially advanced parts of
he world—America, . Europe and Japan—
laim that the multinationals are a threat to
ob security because of their-power to shift
ew investment to countries in which wages
hre low and unions weak. Four years ago, for
xample, Henry Ford said that Britain's in-
justrial relations climate made investment
here imprudent—a position that according to
British auto unions dramatized the punish-
nent which multinationals could inflict upon
ations when they "misbehaved." Moreover,
he industrialist’s comment strengthened the
siew that foreign-based multinationals bring
with them industrial relations practices which

kre often ill-suited to the host country and its
ores.

Most of these allevatlons seem to be exag-
cerated. While some multinationals (especnal-
iy those based in America) can ignore a host
nation's attitudes, the majority settle in and

dopt local standards fairly quickly. A more’

erioys problem stems from the tendency of
ome multinationals to accept the repressive

The World’s Workers May Yet Unite

Gives New Life to the International Labor Movement :

policies of such host countries as. Spain and
South Africa. -

In fact, even multinational companies are
unable in most cases to move facilities to an-
other country because of a lahor dispute.

There are two reasons for this: They cannot.

afford to abandon their ‘capital investment
and irained work force; and their product—
whether a rubber tire. an automobile or a line
of frozen food—is often tailored to a single
nation's regulations and requirements. ‘While
multinationals do pose a real threat to job se-
curity, that is because the direction of their

- corporate expansion is sway from the high-
wage unionized countries.

What, then, should be the objective of the
trade union movement in regard to multina-
tionals and how should they be implemented?
The answer has come from Herman Rebhan,
general secretary of the Geneva-based Inter-
national Metalworkers Federation: "We can
occupy a plant.or sit in, but when it comes
right down to it. we can't stop a company
from moving. We're concerned with lifting
the standards of the workers in developing

A Stanford law professor specializing in. la-

bor and civil-righis law, William. B. Gould is’

currently on a year's leave to study the rela
-tionship between miliinationael cmporalzon.s
and labor thre: ghout the world.

countries.” So far. this is being accomplished
by exchanging information between various
national- unions and federations through the
metalworkers and other trade secretariats.
More formalized arrangements, such as coor-
dinated bargaining or international collective
agreements, remain a distant goal.
" This goal is strongly opposed by employers
who fear—not without reason—that transna-
tional bargaining would produce an inflation-
ary upsurge because each nation’s labor
movement would seek the other's contractual
benefits. but not ‘its deficiencies. Another
management fear is that the international ne-
gotiators worild become too remote from shop
floor militants at a time when even national
labor spokesmen are frequently unable to
"deliver the geods” at the plant level.

Equally crucial is the attitude of most
workers. The unions have yet to find an in-
ternational issue which can ignite their mem-

bers' interest. Indeed. most workers still base -,

‘their wage demands on inter-industry
comparisons within their own nation. British
auto workers, for example, are far more in-
terested in negotiations in the Midlands than
in the fact that the Germans have better holi-

day benefits. Moreover, wage or economic pa-

Al e et e b et cat e
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‘ropean lab

Tity between national unions is a difficult ob-
jective. since benefits for which an American
or Japanese union must bargain are ofien
part of another nation's basic system of social
welfare. (In France, vacation periods are a
matter for legislation, while in America they
are negotiated.} ’
There is ancther barrier. The West Ger-

‘mans are hardly interested in a contract with

General Motors which would- expire simul~
taneously in the United States and Britain—
an idea propagated by the late Walter Reuth-
er. In Germany, GM is part of an employers’
federation, which 4lso includes steel and elec-
trical- companies.-Since German unions bar-
gain in a united front with the whole federa-
tion. they would not be set up to enter negoti~

_ ations which touched only auto workers.

Even if all these complex economic issues
could be resolved. the AFL-CIO's implacable
hostility to communism runs right up against
the reality of France and Italy, where Com-
munists dominate the trade union movements.

But while the obstacles to international Ia-
bor cooperation are manifold, there are open-
ings which could be exploited.

Take the questions of health and tafety,
These are emotional issues which are receiv-
ing increased attention and lend themselve-
to international discussion. (How would =
worker in New Zealand whe has lost an arn
react if he knows that more exacting safety
rules in another country might have saved =7}

‘Another opening is the European Econc e
Community, which could provide the basi “or
concrete labor solidarity. The EEC is al. 1y
attempting ‘~ promote Eurcpean colleciive
bargaining agreements. Moreover, its Euro-
pean Compam Statute, which may become
law throughout the Common Market in 1976, -
would create tax advantages for companies
which provide for workers' participation ir
both the board room and the plant. The sfa-
tute would even enable such companies to en~
ter into labor contracts applicable throughouf
the EEC.

The worker participation scheme had Iis
origins in West Germany, but it has already
been exported with great success to Sweden
and the Netherlands. If its spread threughouf,
the Conimon Market does. in fact. lead 1o Eu-
reements. it might well maric
the most significant step toward internationa
Jabor unity in this country. !

Indeed, Marx's stirring call for prolefarian
solidarity may vet come to pass in the West,
But if it dO“:, it will be in a form which the
grim German could not possibly have envi-
'ﬂOFCd during those long afternoons of tou

W 1T

- the British Museum.
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: HEADS YOU LOSE, TAILS T WIN -
RATHER BELATEDLY. perhaps, Reuters fiews ageficy
has taken a usefu] initiative in trying to imprové conditions
for the reporting ¢f news from Moscow dnd the tést of
Riissia. ~ Mr Geraup Long, thé managing diréctor; Has
made public the text of a létter hé sent ta Mr Grom¥io,
Soviet Foreigh Minister, cotuplaining abotit the regtlar
hdrassmernt of Moscow correspotidents. His letter was
ddted. July 30, which was the day the dgreemerit ofi
Etropean security was sigtied in Helsinki—one which
in€ludes provisions desigiied to improve the fow of

wis provided withith 84y§ oF 1t sifflature. Two Amerifin
correspondents who applied for multiple entry and exit
visas were refused them, on the grounds that the Helsinki
dotiment said they would be providéd '*on the basls-6f"
arrangements.” The arrangements, said the Russians, |
were not there. ’ . ;
In answer to a question by Mrs THATCHER in the
Commons last week, Mr.Wison made the .positively |
astounding claim that the Rusgian invaslon of Czechoslo-
vakia in 1968 would naf have happened " had there been |
the Helsinki agreement Afst.” He ne’ doubt had i mind -
the clauses dealing ~with non-interference in other. |

in\formaticm and conditions for reporters.

- WASHINGTON POST
11 September 1975

e -

HE DUBIOUS CASE for planting an American base
and fleet in the Indian Ocean has been rendered

practically indefensible by disclosure of how the site got

to be the “‘uninhabited”—and therefore politically un-
complicated—place which its United States government
sponsors repeatedly proclaimed it fo be. It got that way,

we now are told in a dispatch from Washington Post.
correspondent David Ottaway, only because virtually ail .

of ‘the 1.200 or 1.400 residents of Diego Garcia and its
wo neighbor islets were forcibly removed to Mauritius
"1;000 miles away to make way for-the base. One of
- several dozen former Diego Garcians interviewed by Mr.
Ottaway recalls being told by an American who partici-
pated in the evacuation: “If you don’t leave you won’t
be fed any longer.” Since their removal. the Diego Gar-
cians have lived in poverty and neglect in Mauritius,

“fatilely petitioning the Mauritian, British anthmei'ice_m )

- governments for relief or return. . i
- Granted, a lot went wrong in the-world in the years,
'1966-72, in which this act of mass kidnapping took place.
.But it takes a very jaded observer not to be repelled by

thie sordidness of it all. First, there was the complicity
of the British leasors and American leasees in solving .

the politically inconvenient problem of people on Diego
_Garcia by uprooting them from their homes and tradi-
tional ways. One wonders what strategic rationale was
concocted inside the bureaucracy to justify the transfer

of these few people who had gotten in the way of the.

.cold war juggernaut. Then, there was through the yeurs,

on both sides of the Atlantic, a highly etfective coverup,

facilitated no doubl by the fact that the Diego Garcians
in their poverty and their remoteness had scant re-
‘course. VFinally, there were the constant affirmations
Garcia was precisely one of those characteristies that

facility in the Indian Ocean.

* However, practically every sentence of the Helsinkl Lost pebh e A
document is qugliﬁed byya coucﬁtional phrase which makes , the first place: she will interpret these clauses so as to
non-observaiice of ifs provisions by Russia and the other attack Westert support ror democracy -in counirles like

Communist countries-virtually certain. This is what makes LoNG's introda > chinks in..the G S
the document so farcital. Afi ‘example of how it will wark  “ONGS, to.Introduce any chinks in-the Lurtain.;. -.,

- The Diego Garcians

" should build its own base in Diego Garcia. There is
little evidence that Congress realized that it was com-

. with the retort, by one high State Department official,

by the  Pentagon that the lack of people on Diezo |
made the island an appropriate place for a “modest™ "

Only last summer did the Congress vote the funds to .

-- Approved-For-Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370001-6 -- - -~

coundries’ internal affairs. But Russia has now made plain
what -was cbvious to most peaple except Mr Witgon in-

Portugal, and to reject any Western efforts. such as Mr .

start building an air base and carrier task force facility
‘on- the island. It did so only after a two-or-three-year-
fong debate over whether an American military presence
int the Indian Ocean would unnecessarily antagonize thei’
riparian states, provoke the Russians into a more in-
tensive Indian Ocean naval competition, and fuel a naval
arms race; or whether such a presence was justified in -
order to ‘“stabilize” a region rendered increasingly
_sensitive hy the oil tankers that ply its waters and by .’
hints of Soviet interest in it. In the end, it took a full- ~
scale Pentagon campaign to play up the existence of a .
new Soviet naval facilily in the Somali Republic te
persuade a reluctant Congress that the United States

mitting itself not simply to the current costs of the base
{measured in miilions of dollars) but to the future costs
of the fleet (billions) that is meant to be permanently
-deployed there when it is buill. Congressional. efforts
to induce the administration {o negotiate limits on naval
"deployment with the Soviet Union were brushed aside

that the United States did not have to “tug its forlock™
and pelition Moscow to remove the American Navy
from the Indian Ocean. n L

The strategic case f{or a base on Diego "Garcia was
always a close question. one which its spdnsors never
made particularly well. But it is not a close guestion at’
all that the people of Diego Garcia were treated in a
shameful way and that they should not be allowed to
langrish now in the miserable condition-to which high
strategy unfeelingly consigued them. For the United
States government to keep on insisting that it has no
responsibility for the people displaced by its lease on
Diego Garcia is intolerable. At the very least, Congress
should review the issue to ensure fair treatment to the
‘forgotten people of the island. '
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ireports‘say -

o By CHARLES W, CORDDRY ~ .'
Washingten Bureau of The Sun -- -
Washington—The United.

States is beginning to suifer-a

loss of important data on Soviet!

weapons-particularly~ai new
ballistic:‘missile: pow- urder-

going accelerated testing—as a

result of the shutdown-of a key:.

radar: station - in--Turkey, “ac-
cording to confidential reports.
= Oné -of‘the first: confirm-
ations of the expected setback
is contained in.a summery cir-
culated in the Pentagon, which
says.lack of Turkish radar data

‘precluded. measurement of the

distance -covered by the new

weapon—the QSX-20—m a test

September L T
Turkey. closed a number oi

US.-operated facilities - at the

end of July in retaliation for the

House of Representatives’ cut-

off of military aid. One was the

Diyarbakir station, which kepti

tabs on land- basnd 'ssxles and-

The Senate has’ voted to re-
store ;aid, stopped, earlier be-
cause of Terey s use of Amer-
ican.arms in iis July, 1974, in-
vasion of Cyprus, and the mea-
sure is"pending in the House,
which refused to take it up be-
fore th° August congressxonal

Intelhgence report., say. the
Russians “have’ swung into a
high raie of test firing with the
- 88X-20, a missile of intermed-;
iate range that probably will bei
_aimed at targets in-Burope and]

China. It may be ready for de-
ploying at operational sites ear-
1y in'1976, authorities say, and
data en its performance in final
rounds of testizg would be es-

. pecially valuable,

Fitted - to carry. three- mde~
pendently “targeted - nuclear
warheads, the S8SX-20 (8§
mears surface-to-surface and X
means experimental) is a re-
markable advance over the ap-
proximately 1,000 medium-
range missiles it is expected to
replace.” .

Jtisa two-stage so!zc‘-fueled
(that is, fast-firing) rocket de-
rived from a new intercontinen.
tal ballistic missile called the
$8-16 and is believed to have a
range of 2,400 miles. The two
old mussiles that it is expected
to replace are the §5-4, a weap-
on of 1,100 miles’ range that
gaincd notoriety during the
1962 Cuban missile crisis, and
the S8-5, which has a range of
1,800 miles.

Upte m:d-July, the Russians
had successfully - tested - the
§5X-20 nine times, st a rate of
once a month, from lapustin,
Yar, a test. sxte souzhea“t of

Staiingrad. . ,
Then in late July. sate.hta

photography showed that equip-
ment had been moved from Ka-
pustin Yar, and in mid-August
tests: began at an operanondl
intercontinental missile base in
the central Soviet Unicn, Glad-
kaya. This was presumably
done so that the rocket could be
fired and monitored over its
full range, striking in the Kam-
chatka Peninsula.

Part of those test flights
could be monitored by U.S. fa-

.army

enough' has been
cequip ©

iload” of .
 gmmunition "—that- is
77,000 weapnans and 1,200,000 -
“rounds of amumunition. Much

‘Mussachusetts,

cilities in the Aleutian Islands.
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Dr. COLIN S. GRAY on' the aftermath of Helsinki -~
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B3 DAVID F«\lRHALL. DEREK BRO“\I
and SIMON WI\TCHEbTFR

Temornst organisations rang-
ing from the Provisional IRA
to the .Japanese gunmen who
seized the French Embassy in
The Hague last yvear are being
equipped by widespread, highly
orgavised .theft from US
military bases, according to an
report released in-
Washington yeztetday

In the past four years
stolen to
approxmmtely 10 com-
bat battalions with their basic
small arms and
nearly

of this has ‘evidently found its
way to Northern Ireland.

In Belfast last night, obser-
vers were astonished by these
figures. Only part of such a
vast  arsenal could have
reached Ireland, it was thougnt
But this did- not exclude "the
possibility that more might be
salted’ away for eventual ship-
ment from the US,

News of the report was:
received at the University of;

Tr ference was in

the two representatives of the
irish Republican Socialist Party,"
‘Mr Seamus - Costello, and Mr
Jon White. .

One of these two is renablv
reported to-have made a jour-—
ney ‘to New York City during
his stay. and there is a
suspicion -— which -could not’
be confirmed — that one of,
the men seen on the visit»was;
-a well-known organiser of jlte-!
gal arms’ shi-pmen»ts to Ireland.

The IRSP is. said to be.
dangerously short of material
for its projected military cam-
paign in the North of Ireland. |
It is thought to have sufficient
quant1t1e< of  gelignite to
pursue . a bombhing effort —
indeed the’ current wave of
bombings in Londoa is being
put down by some observerg as
the work of the party’s military
wing, the People’s Liberation
Army — but it has little in
the way of arms and ammuni-

tion:

The Iona cxrcumstanual re-
port was prepared by the US
Army’s Physical Security Re-.
view Board. ‘Previously secret,
it was released by a Democratic
Congressman, Mr Les Aspin, a

where a major frequent critic of the Pentavon
its i, n

The most spectacular but-

fourth day, with little Qu!‘m"ie' least plausible claim in the

by R“pubhcms and those with)|
good TRA contacts. Although no:

Provisional IRA representatives

are attending, great interest is
being paid to the activiies of

TOW that Mr . Brezhnev's
Helsinki Spectacular, other-
wise known as the Conference

report 4s that the Provisional
IRA has been trying to recruit
US Marines for their skill in
handling machine guns and
communications equipment.

on Security and Co-operation in
Europe, is' behind us, politics as
theatre is wusefully displaced by
politics as substance. The critical
substance currently in contention
between the super Powers is the
detail of a tredty on strategic arms
limitation that is to endure from
Oct. 1, 1977, until Dec. 31.
(SALT II). Domestic steptics in
the United States on the claimed
benefits of détente have become so
influential that the Administration
has no choice but to bargain hard
over the fine prmt of treaty
language.

The fourth Sovmt - American
summit, in the annual series
initiated in Moscow in May, 1972,
was to have occurred in Junc this
year, but do one is willing to

| predict when, or even Whether,

1985 .

N
etente

vanishing s

siich a meeting will take place. The
reason for the postponement

the inability of the two coun

to agree on thé details of a SALT
11 treaty. Henry Kissinger—in coms-
pany with a novice President—
achieved a much- acc]am‘ed * con-
ceptual brcal\ihlough
in the brief summit
Vladivostok last

meeting in
November. The

niessy details were deferred for -

later atention by the SALT dele-
gations in Geneva.

The heart of the Vladivostok
accords, as they weré called, com-
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prised an agreement to establish

on SALT

&

TR

Wil

cominon aggregate upper ceilings
on bhdt(glc offensive delivery
systems ” (2,400), and launchers of
nmultiple mdlvxdual ly targetable re-
entry vehicles (MIR Vs: 1,330).
The prospective treaty, popularly
known as SALT 11, woul succeed

1972, and is due to E’\pue—Wl!h.
respect to its provisions on some
offensive strategic forces—in 1977.
I jubildnt mood. Kissinger in-
formed ' the waorld after . Vi
vostock that the accords wouid

“put a cap on the arms race”
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S AL T I, which was signed in May .

adi-




‘for a period of teir 'Yéais. Tnter"

continental . -ballistic : missiles”
(I C B Ms); submarine-launched bal:

. listic missilées (S L B Ms) and man- .

ned bombers would be counted

‘against the ceilings. - - . U
‘This was a heady achiievement .

‘at thé summit level of -diplomacy.

" After all, prior to Vladivostok (and

““'Or had it? By the early spring

‘certainly prior to Kissinger's visit
to Moscow. in.October 1974) the
super-Powers were deadlocked on
virtually all' SAL T II issues.. The .
old Kissinger magic had worked
again. o o

of 1975 it was beginning to be all

-too clear that. although there had,

unquestionably,  been a break-
through on SALT in Vlaghvostok,
virtually every critical item re-

. mained' to be settled. Since the

.ceremonial sigring -of @ SALT
treaty ‘was intended to .comprise

~the theatrical centrepiece. of the

“long-scheduled 1975 summit in*
. Washington, the technical details

:.of arms control negotiating posi- -

tions  acquired an unusual. diplo-
* matic significance.

“. The .annual summit meeting Is
" the ritual keystone of super-Power
détente, and — perhaps—SALT
has become the ritual ‘keystone

:*--%ine 3 gsembldance of substance ..

The 1972
" summit was dignified by SALT I,

to- the annual summit.

-in 1973 both sides - were - still-
limbefing-up. for SA LT II, whilé -

" ' in 1974 the undeniable deadlock

on SALT II caused commentators
to label the meeting abortive. -

Even - American . politicians faf:
¢ less ‘astute than Gerald Ford are
‘. uware that a détente platform is

. no longer the guarantee of votér
- appeal that it appedred to be only
-a few years ago. - v e

Over the' past' two years the

American électoraté has -observed

“'a war in the Middle East which the

. Prircipal déténte partner did little .

“if anything, to- seek to avert. It
has ‘paid for the direct and the

- sidé effects of ihat has beern called

“the. great grair robbery.” It has

- dbsorbed Solzhenitsyn’s claims that © -

- détente is a fraud. It has witnessed

Detente Built on Human Rights Instead of

«anarchy widely - attributable
- the machinations of the far Left.

the descent .of Portugal into an
to’

*And it has smarted under the

 humiliation of undisguisable defeat
- in South-East Asia. Add to this tale
- of woe the very bpersohal apprec-
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By Alan:U;‘ Schwartz

Almost lost amidst the 'diplomatic’

- backslapping that accompanied the re-
' cent Conference on Security and Co-
! operation in Europe, in Helsinki, was
" Leonid ‘1. Brezhnev’s stern warning

. against interference in the internal af-

” fairs of his country and its friends.
This - collision . between- pious words
and harsh realities is of course com-
meonplace in the world arena, but these
. days the struggle to adjust principles
. of détente to principles of freedom

- i seems to haveAppraMechEobiReigaser2B0:1/06/@

432R0001003700016 - -

“idtiénis of the economic effects of
"the . Soviet-éncouraged Arab - 6il*
‘embargo, the .total- discrediting - 6f
-the President who made détérite

“.almost a persorial possession, and
‘tné declitiing erédibility of a- Sec-
retary of State whose apparent

-achievements as * Mr Fixit” began -
1 seriously to- unravel in very short
order (Vietnam and Middle Eastern:
‘shuttle diplomaéy in the spring)-
.. and one has starcely outlined . a-
. domestic political context encourag- :
ing of bold détente moves. Kissifig-
€r’s Sinai success must réstoré-a’

" little of the-old authority but not

. to the point’ where the Senate
would acguiesce in unbalanced U S

- concessionsin SALTIL e f

" There is a two-way relatiori$hip = ~

: between the SALT negotiating

exercise dnd the general paolitical
climate, “but - the - latter .is in :the -

. driving séat. Much of thé technical -

of disdgreement . over ‘a” ..

LSALT II tréaty bears not $o -

: detdil

much upon fears of future strategic
disavantage but rather upon a pre-

- eminent- concern mnot to-be seenr® |

to have lost in the negotiations.

..Some small measure  of progress..

on SALT was achieved in the
private summitry which occurred

- backstage in Helsinki, but it has

been estimated (by the Russians)

- that -no fewer than three further . -
meetings betwéen Kissinger and "
be needed this .

_Gromyko will .
autumn, if a treaty is to be ready
for signature late this year.

.. At present, SALT, and hénce "
“the summit with its implications
for the health of

super
~détente, is in trouble on such cén-
tral issues as “ what to count ” (to-
wards the agreed ceiling of 2,400
_ strategic offensive “delivery
systems) and

state of play is as follows:
(1) The Americans insist on firm
“ counting rules” for MIRV

- ldaunchers. Ford dare not sub- -

. it an unverifiable treaty to
“-the Senate.™ But, ther¢ is nd
way of distinguishing an
ICBM which is “MIRVed”
from one which is not by
..means . of  satellite. recon-
" naigsance. So the Unitéd States
is insisting that any -missilé
‘tested “in a MIRV mode”

five or six times will be pre-:

"sumed to :be a MIRV
launcher. Unfertunately, -the
- new- Soviet 5S5-18.. ICBM_

. in some national political circles.
There. has been much skirmishing
between Congress and the Administra-

" tion over the extent to which our Pres-
ident’s obvious longlng for détente
should be allowed to mufflethe steadily

" increasing cries of dissidents in many
. countries who are deprived, often vi-
olently, of freedoms we take for grant-

ed (to emigrate, to speak, to publish)."

And the skirmishing Is heating up as
more and more legislators sec the doc
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" Backfiré B comprise the
.-the preésent impasseé,. but there. is ..
lack of 6ther items -in conten--

Power .

: have

doc- . example). .
B iR RTF0432R0091 003700016

. Teomes in twé versiotis, one 6f "

V- “fyHich = and- the only oné

RV degloyed as yet (it is believed)"

: ears.only a sitigle warhead.
Alternatively, America might be

- interested in specifying certain -

-.missile fields as be'm% reserved

only for MIRV Jaunchers.

" This -is neat- and unambignous,

. but it Joes not help -in verify-

'~ ingwhether or not 1 CB Mg:de-

© “ ployéd 6

‘ “MIR Ved.”
The

complekes - fof-
missiles can be identified by
satellite reconnaissance.

--a few months, the United
States has now rejected it. The

. faint "and too easily obscured.
={2) . There is disagreement on what

should be counted agairist the -
ceiling of 2,400. ‘The Russiang *

insist that the néw Anieritan
long-range criise
launched froin

. surface . ships dr aircraft);
“currently under development;

must be included; while the .

.. Americans insist that thé new
.Soviet medium-rangé .swing-

. ust be included. .
.- Verification  of . the
launchér limit, cruise missiles, and

.no

tiori. These include: whether or
. mot- the treaty is to specify  that

in Europe and British and French
strategic forces will be the subject

- of fiégotiations towards force re-
‘“how to count” -
M IRV launchers. In summary, the .

ductions in a SALT II; whethér
or not the new Soviet SS-19 IGB M
is a “heavy” miissile, for which
there is a special sub-limit to be
carried over from SALT I; and

a host of charges to. the effect.
violated .the-

that the Soviets have
SALT I agreements. . .
A robust SALT II tréaty-—orie
that is manifestly equitable. and
which will not contiin so rhany
loopholes that very vociferous dis-
sent will ensue
States—is not 6n the horizon at
present,
- Ford will not accept @ poor agree-
ment in order to bolster short-term
détente and permit a summit. One
Helsinki Spectacular a year .is
enough—if not one tos many.

- fairs for what it really is: a basketful
of old-fashioned, worn-out diplomatic -
“jargon behind which governments with
things to cover up (including ours)
taken refuge . for centuries.
" The fact is that mest ccuntries, in-
" cluding the Soviet Unicn and the Unit-
" ed States, have been interfering stead- -
‘ily in each other’s internal- affairs
(Hungary, Chile, Vietnam, Portugal, for

when this inter-

. MIRYV launthet * signature "
—d$- the jargon higs it-—is tog -«

- wing. bomber, the Backfite' B,
CMIRV

elséwhere are-

Ritssians claim*«th‘at:- ]aunc‘h:‘, .
MIRVed :

‘ : r 1 After-
toyipg with this argument for |

20 ) Hiissiles
(essentially, pilotless adircraft '
submarines, :

heart of

*.,American. . nuclear-capable aircraft. y

in: the United 4
It is to be hoped Mr |

Dinlomatic Rites
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" ference takes the form of espionage’
or armed. intervention it seems to. be
accepted, even expected, but when
public outery or economic pressure is
directed at redressing particularly in-
vidious instances of governmental re-

- pression of dissident views (Soviet

" treatment of Aleksandrl. Solzhenitsyn,

. Andrei D. Sakharov, Andrei Amalrik:
South Korean punishment of the poet

- Kim Chi Ha; Yugoslav imprisonment -
of Mihajlo Mihajlov;. Chilean murder
and torture of Eberals; South African
and Rhodesian persecution of black
rctivists, to name only a few) the re-
sulting diplomatic bellowing can ba
heard throughout the planet. .
~These, we are told, are matters of °

internal -affairs, somehow inviolate
from scrutiny or complaint because of
some supposed oprinciple of interna- .
tional law. that, in fact, is no more
than a principle of international con- "
venience. g ‘ !

Fortunately, this* obfuscation of

~ values, so inimical to. Teal détente, is
giving way to an increasing concern .
for the rights of political dissidents in
foreign lands. "~ -

Much' credit for this effort must be
given to organizations dedicated to im-
proving the lot of writers, publishers
and others who are being punished for
their political and social beliefs.

Through painstaking effort and con-
tinuous pressure they are finally be-
ginning to make people within our

WASHINGTON POST
4 September 1975
Vo . L ’

- Bonn'’s Cay
on Detenle

BONN—Skepticism' over. detente in
the nation that has-miost to lose if it:
goes ‘sour explains the. confidential
study just getting.under way at high--
est levels here to analyz_e'-post«Helska-.

viet“policy. - - i el
Soox.]e ;U tpenta)t'ive ‘conclusion: The 25th:

 Communist : Party Congress .next Feb- -
ruary -in Moscow- will surpass every-
thing to date.in -enshrining .detente-
as the way of the-future in- hopes. of

seducing the  West; LI Co

There is irony in the fact that.-
the Liberal Social Democratic (SPD) -
government of Chancellor - Helmut,
Schmidt :is--now displaying - private
concerns: about.the course of East- .
West detente. It-was Schmidt's prede-.
“cessor, Willy Brandt, who-single-mind- .
edly pushed Bonn’s far-reaching polit- |
ical changes with Moscow axlmd c.astcxl*n
Eurcope five years ago, culminating in
the Helsinki conference on European:
security. . ) ’ . ’

But. Schmidt.
‘whose political

a musculai realist *
problems: stem -as’

.much from his own left wing as from -

the Conservative Christian Democrat- *
ic (CDU) opposition. is no Brandt. -
Indeed, despite Schmidt’s

far more wary than Brandt (still very
active] as elected head of the SPD)-
over “v

political” aspects of detente. i
© Accordingly, - -under Schmidi. there
is no illusion. but, rather. wveivous
questioning about the durability and
direction of long-range
"policy made by -a divided Washington
government, As one top policymaker :
here told us: “In the U.S.
seems farther and farther away and
illusions grow easily.”

Yurope -

.. certain foreign governments.

Government pay attention 1o the '
large-scale muzzling of dissidents by

" A recent amendment to theé Foreign

"-Assistance Act require the President

to consider the reduction or suspen-

".sion of security assistance to those .
countries “who evidence a continuous
. pattern of violating human rights.

And our. State Department,” long
committed to priorities” for détente, .

. has responded by establishing human .
rights departments in each of its geo- o
" graphic sections to monitor govern-

mental activities in these areas. Even

“more significant, I am told that the

State Department’s . long-maintained

~-hands-off policy on foreign human-

rights violations has been modified to

. permit such ‘interference if the viola-
- tions can be shown to conflict with "

a country’s treaty obligations,
If vigorously pursued (and perhaps

- adopted by other countries) this new
“-policy will be most helpful in destroy--

ing the myth of national inviolability

. in matters of human decency:

Despite’ these positive steps, -since
the Nixon and Ford Administrations’

- past records in this area are poor (con-".

sistently reflecting attempts-to -soften
expressions of concern for human
rights lest they interfere with interna-
tional trade agreements), these indica- .
tions of change must be viewed with -
some skepticism. - ' o

Not so with the Congress, however. :
Certain Senators and Representatives

have' expressed a growing concern .
about the hollowness of foreign policy .

" based on détente through trade and

diplomacy at the expense .cf- human -

freedom. R

There is a strong indication that in .
the near future hearings will be held

- in both houses to determine the extent

"+ of muzzling and repression of dissi-

dents in countries receiving United

States -foreign assistance. i
It is; of course,-an essential part of

- this emerging policy of interference on
behalf of human rights that the United
States open its own house to public
scrutiny, Why not Congressional hear-
ings on the treatment of dissidents in

", this country? Why were there not

_ foreign observers at the Kent State
- trial> And why rot, indeed (despite -
all the legal complications) long-over-
due adherence to the Universal Dec-
laration of Human Rights. T
In the long run, international com-
petition over concern for human free-
dom seems a far less painful path to
true - détente than - the ballyhooing,
brinksmanship and belligerency that"
make up most of today’s international
relations. o :
Alan U. Schwartz'is a Manhattan law--
yer who is frequently involved in mat-
“ters concerning freedom of communi- -
cation. .. ... . . . :

Rowland Evans and Robert Novalk

" The prospect of . Moscow veally al- ~~ dustrial miracles and its fulerum

" position in Europe’s heartland. West

genuine
support for reciprocal detente, he is _

hat he has termed the. “psygho«_‘;

American- !

© 32

S B TIWV lowing its Communist empire to mel-
% - Catl !IIOH low i; the afterzlow of Helsinki is

mocked by Schmidl’s own advisers.
An example given is Soviet Foreign
{Minister Andrei Gromyko's grim- re-
. mark in 1873 to.a .high West German
.;0fficial ‘who expressed hopes that -the
.indispensable - “third basket” in the

-Helsinki agreement -— exchange of.

.ideas; cultures and persons between
~East 'and West—would assure major
- political relaxation.

Whoever thinks the “third basket”

will be allowed to chande internal

;conditions in Eastern Europe, Gro-

myko replied, “is a mastodon.”

Along similar lines, Helmut Kohl, -
.leader of the opposition CDU and .

~hence chancelior-designate if his varty
-wins next year's election, told us that

-if Helsinki damages the West; “it will -

damage us here in Germany. more
than anyone else” 7 . w

Kehi said that the: fiery attack on
the Soviet Union by exiled Russian -

-author. Alexander Solzhenitsyn ' in
‘Washington last June 30 “was passed
Jaround here from hand to hand” On
“a visit to East Germany two weeks
ago, Kohl saw large, illuminated slo-

gans at the Dresden railroad- station -

which symbolized what he called
Mcescow’s “true approach” to detente.

. They read: “Steel production in Eng- :
fand is the loweést since World War .
L7 “Unemployment, in Essen (center
is the |

. Cof West German iadustry)
“highest since World War 117
cadets of the people’s army
. passed their tests and are
lieutenants.”

“All

now

Sharp skepticisin hoth within and

‘withoutl the Schmidl government by
no means points to any schism with
the Ford administration. Nor should
it cvoke the spectre of that favorite
oure of the Kremlin, German revaneh-
ism. To the contrary, with all its in-

..

"US. as it was

have.

Germany is as inextricably tied io the
in the 1948 Berlin
Crisis. That fact is “well understoord
by generals and- politicians alike.

Moreover, the skepticism is some-

- what mitigated by recent Washingten
-decisions of a more timely nature.

The assignment of two American
brigades to the German-manned :ec-
tor of the central NATO {ront for
the first t{ime ever is viewed as a
brilliant political-military move, at
least offsetting NATO troop reduc-
tions of the Dutch, British and.Bel-,
gians. T . .

Likewise, the decision of Gen. Alex- -
andel Haig, the NATO commander, :
to conduct - fully-integrated military
maneuvers this fall also for the first
time is seen as-a display of allied
power calculated to impress  Mascow.

. When West Germany proposed fuil- !

scale maneuvers by an Army corps
near the Czech border shortly before
Soviet troops seized Prague in August
J. they were vetoed by NATO
political headquarters as unduly pro-
vocative. Approval of Haig’s plan for
highly-publicized maneuvers now is-
perceived as the proper response to
widespread detente jitters. .

Most important to the Germans is |

‘the absence this vear of Congress's

annual orgy on U.S. troop withdrawals
from NATO, but most Schmidi ad-
visers regard this blessing as stricily
temporary.

The impiications of detente dowi-
nate' backroom conversation here.
There is, however, an even more dis- |
turbing problem: Schmidl's running
battle . with Washinuton over Ger-
many’s and the West's duncerous in-
flation-recession crisis, a »ubject re
quiving full discussion in u subsequent
report. T 1975, He:m Koterprises, Ine
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- s_IGNSi OF DETENTE

to ?Russ PerkUpf

BY MURRAY SEEGER

Times Statf Writer -

‘MUNICH—-th renewed political support in Washmg—
ton and -an internal reorganization, America's two broad--
casting stations beamed toward Eastem Europe are emer-

- ing-anew era’
Radlo leerty and Radro Free Europe, situated here for
more than 20 years, will be combined next month into a*
. single organization attempting to supply the ‘peoples of
‘the Soviet bloc thh an open channel of news and 1nfor-~
‘mation. "

Often the center of polxtrcal debate in Washmgton and
favorite targets for Communist propaganda attacks, the
stations apparently have survived a new wave of budget-
cutting without serious damage to their ability fo function

In Iact thev appear to be gomv through a penod of re

g _wvenatxon. For example::

‘The wave of increased emxgrauon from Eastern Europe,
and especially. from the Soviet Union, has brought new, .

wyounger talent to the stations. One prominent example it
.Andren Sinyaveky, a hero to the modern Russian dissident ©

yriovement and now a professor at the Sorbonne in Paris.
‘Binyavsky has. started broadcasting hlgh Ievel lxterary
B vcnuczsm for Radio Liberty.

» The reorganization of the stations ha< put them under‘a :

ks:ngle operating board and brought them a new boss, Sig !
chkelson. an expenenced and respected broadcast jour-:
malist.

+ The termination of surreptmous financial cupport from :

the Central Intelligence Agency by -an act of Congress
¥our - years.ago probably saved the stations from new at-j

Xacks in the current reexamination of CIA operations. :

. And the recent rise of disenchantment over the limits of ’
yohucal detente with the Communist world has given Ra- -
dm Liberty and Radio Free Europe new public support. -

,"As more people understand the real nature of detente,:
thev appremate and support what we are trymg to do "
M:ckelson said in an interview,

lnternal]y there are still bad feehngs over the recent

staff réductions and fears that the merger of the separate

stations-will bring more cuitbacks.
“The staffs of both Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty,
are filled with emigres from Eastern Europe who- have
- their own ‘feuds and differences of opinions. Combining
the largely Russian staff of Radio Liberty with the mixed
Radio Free Europe personnel ‘could rekmdle old ammosx-
ties. .
"We don't know what is vomg to happen when those

Russians from Liberty meet up with our Bu!ganans " one.

RFE man said.
The natural natlonal 1ea]ousres and suspicions of the
‘staff members were aggravated this spring when: three

former members of the RFE Polish section surfaced in

‘Warsaw and denounced the organization.
Although some employes fired in staff cutbacks have

gone home -out of disillusionment, others, including some
_of the Poles, were secret -agents infiltrated into Radxo )

Free Europe
One issue that' the station officials are cautlous about |
_ discussing is Lhe status of their. bzg transmitters in Spam.»
‘and Portu gal. :

Since ]931 Radio Free Europe has been sendmg ns sxg!- c
nals to Eastern Europe from the small town of Gloria, an- -
hours drive from Lisbon. The transmitters are considered:

-

o\ld fashxoned and’ under-powered but RFE has: not ‘
able to afford to febuild them. . :

The current political turmoil in PortugaI 50 far; has hadg
o efiect on the installation, which is the main source o( s
employment in Gloria. If the Communists and their sym-%
pathizers gain more power in Lisbon, however, they:

~ might want to snuff out the transmltters as a favor to
Moscow. b

Radio Liberty broadcasts from a- more" modem center
on the COsta Brava of northeastem Spam P
. N "f' el

Alhhough Spam seems safer from Communist penetra--
‘tion than Portugal, the Madrid government has been tak-
ing a tougher stand in its negotiations with the United
. States over. leased American facilities Lhere, mcludmg the-
Radio Liberty transmitters. .

Both Radio Free Europe, founded in 1950, and Radlo‘
Liberty;, three years younger, were created after postwar-
Communist takeovers of countries in Eastern Europe cut’
off normal communications between the East and West., .
Each station had its own operating committee. .

- Originally, both stations were highly propagandistic and
hostile to the Eastern .capitals. Although Radio Free Eu-'
rope raised substantial sums through public solicitations, :
both stations depended heavﬂy on CIA hnancmv to oper-,
ate. - - :
o After the CIA fmancmg was halted in 19‘71 the future .

nf the stations remained cloudy until a presidential inves-

ligating committee, headed by Dr. Milton S. Eisenhower,
recommended that the stations be maintained by direct*
congressional fundmg and under a new admlmstratwe

structure. .

The early days, of detente thh the Sowet Umon
;brought many calls for closing the stations as a gesture to
Moscow But the Elsenhower commlssmn made a contrary
“finding: T
“-"Radio Free Europe and Radio leerty by prov1dmg a

* flow of free and uncensored. information to peoples de-

Jorived of it, actually contribute to.the climate of deteme

rather than detract from it

Findings that helped the stations survive were that
both had been operated on sound management bases and
that their broadcast content had improv ed over the years
by becoming:more objective and trustworthy.

Their research departments gained international reputa-.
tions for théir collections of both official and unoffxcral
matenals on h'e in the Commumst world. ;

In addmon it became c]ear that both stauons performed :
_ different functions from the official Washmvton broadcast
outlet, the Voice of America.

While the Voice of America, as a government agencv

must support official policy and is concerned with pre-
senting American news and points .aof view to the world, !
Radio Liberty and Radio Free Europe attempt to be-an in-’
ternal broadcast service for Eastern Europe.

: Mickelson pointed out that the law establishing the new .

Board of International Broadcasting to run the stations in:
sists only that their output be "not inconsistent with ¢he
broad foreign policy objectives of the U.S. government.”" --
* Congress, for the first time in many years, approved the
budget request for the stations this vear with little con-
Aroversy, so that the reorgamzatnon plan could proceed on,
schedule.

The prestige and political standing of thc stauons was
‘enhanced by the appointment of David Abshire, a former
‘assistant secretary<of state for congressional relations, as:
-chairman of the broadcast beard, and Mickelson, a former .
president of CBS News and vice presxdem of ’1‘1me-L1fe'
Broadcasting, as operating chief.

The Voice of America must aim its work at the enure
-world, while Radio Liberty and Radio Free Europe focus L
‘sharply on Eastern Europe. 4

“Although the VOA  has been accused of pulhng its -
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satellites in order fo enhance political detente, the othér .
iwo broadcasting services are less inhibited. :

-As a result, the VOA Russian-language service has been :
altowed into Russian wave lengths for three vears, while
Radio Liberty ig heavily jammad, both by noisy electronic
interference and by Soviet stations deliberately operating :
on the same wave lengths. :

Radio Liberty is now broadcasting in 19 indigenous lan-
guages of the Soviet Union, the only station with such a .
capacity. o - : T

Early this year, it added the three Baltic languages—
Lithuanian, Latvian and Estonian—to its output, which -
now ranges from the major Slavic tongues (Russian, Bye-".
lorussian and Ukrainian) through five tongues of the Cau- -
casus region, to eight languages of Central Asia. :

The station had to reduce its pay roll by 30% to meet
its new budget but still hal been able since 1971 to add
nearly 100 empioyes, including younger emigres who are
able to direct programming toward more current audience
interests in the Soviet Union than had their elder prede-
cessors. . : R g

In addition to broadeasting Sinyavsky's scholarly out-
put, Radio™ Liberty is now carrying the satirical songs of
Alexander Galich, a recent emigre who was a well known
‘Moscow film maker until his underground balladeering

'

ended his career and forced him to seek permission to leave. -

- Radio Liberty .stations now broadcast a total of 674"
hours a week to the Soviet Union, more than three times
as much as the major official Western outlets of the Voice
of America. British Broadcasting Corp. and West Germa-
‘nycombingd. e DL we
NEW YORK TIiuE
17 September 1975

. By ISRAEL SHENKER
The Encyclopaedia

ca, which is crowded with facts,  tive fact.”

{' “Radio Free Exirope is actually compdsed of five station&:!
sending to Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Romania :
and Bulgaria. e . o
With the new cutbacks, Radio Free Europe has 28%
fewer employes than'it had in 1969, but officials contend
that the reductions have not reduced programming.
However, the RFE news staff has been trimmed, making
the station more dependent on commercial news sources.
. 'The access that Radio Free Europe has to its potential.
audiences varies with the political winds in the East. This
summer there was no jamming in Hungary or Romania,

-3

while the Poles blocked ‘the -RFE signal intermittently. .

Tha most orthodox Communist governments,. in Bulgaria
and -Czechoslovakia, maintain full-time jamming against
Radio Free Europe. )

With some popular music programs added to its news
and commentary, it has a more popularly oriented output -
than Radio Liberty, which is nearly all tatk. The new,
combined management may. lighten the Radio Liberty
programming. ' B

Both stations admit they have little scientific.evidence -
on how effective they are in bringing outside news into .

- the closed world of Eastern Europe. They do receive let-
- ters from listeners and testimonials from emigres but their-

.best support is indirect—the regular denunciations from

the Communist world. . S
The recently signed European security agreement: was

supposed to open more ‘channels of communication be- -

tween: East and West, but as one Radio Liberty staffer
-put it: "The Helsinki agreement has had no effect on our
operations at all." . T

Britanni-" we in the West consider objec-

Britannica Yields to Criticism, |'
Alters Soviet Republic Articles

and “execitions after the Red
IArmy ‘occupied independent Es-
‘tonia. ‘'The new article ignores

{ | “Another Obinion Soughf

an awkward one—the need to
revise all 15 of its articles
:on the 15 republics of the So-
‘viet Union.

.After protests from. readers
complaining of a pro-Soviet
slant and a scholarly article
in the Slavic Review pointing
out “dubious statements or in-|
sinuations. . - inccnsisten-i
.cies, infelicities,” the Britannica'
is tacitly conceding that its
accounts are misleading. i

YWe've got them all out.fori
review, and as they come in
we are putting in the changes,”,
said Warren E. Preecs,gwho.
edited ‘the new edition -pub-;
lished last year. .

In the previous (14th) edition,!
these articles were written by
non-Sgviet scholars; in the new
edition they are by -Soviet citi-:
zens. The Soviet authors were
provided through Novosti, a
Soviet press agency that dis-
tributes Government-approved
feature articles in the Soviet
Union and abroad.

A result, as Prof. Romuald I,
Misiunas ;of Williams College]
suggests in the current Slavic
‘Review, is *“a rehash of the
‘current at the moment, -which
. in many cases -enjoys anly a

tenuous conection with what,

is now trying to cope with |

| Four articles, for example, [all this. “Figures about deporta-
lidenti ( ! Communist itions.are not genuinely ency-
Lxde-mfy t‘?teh lo]cad ¢ mrr;‘tv S, 'clopedic—they’re yearbook da-
;party as “the leading politicat - Wi "pro e cai.
rorganization,”” three as  ‘‘the

;otsal . as . we _ne

;guiding political organization, Ispeaks of = constituions .- pro-|
and cne as “the most important:|claiming republics sovereign or:
political organization” - asi|independent--with no »mdx_ca-
though there were-other p'oliti-?;tion that this contention is
cal organizations. The article| false.. -

‘on the Ukrainian Soviet Socia-| 1 concede the possibility of

o E T rrejudice by omission as well:
list Rerublichas a heading “Pol- as ! commisjgior; " Mr. Preece'
‘tical Organizations,” and lists| gaig :

three: the. Communist " party,|

| He has received numerous’
the Lenin Communist Youth! protests-about alleged tenden-
League and the Communist! tiousness of the article on the
N . f | Lithuanian Socialist Soviet Re-
s shildre I u

Pioneers (schoolchildren). * public, and he countered: “I've

ortedly, the new edition; € ] ! §
Reportedly [ the Britannica’s editors -list as

None c¢f the articles says
that the Communist party is
the oniv one permiited, or that

. republic officials serve at Mos-,

cow’s pleasure. . f

“We are changing that,” Mr.}
Preece said. “We are making
it perfectly clear in the articles
that are in for correction ihat
some version of the ommunist
party 'is running things, that
there i5 a single party.”

There is no word in thef
Brittanica pieces conceming}
difficulties imposed anywhere;;
on those professing religion. !
“We don't deal with politicali
{reedom or religious freedom,”

Mr. Preece said. B

The l4th-edition’s article on!
the Estonian Socialist Soviet
Republic speaks of rigged elec-

tions, and of mass.deportations||

e e g

; as “the usual overdone statisti-

istandard  of

| - He argues that “unqualified

got eight pecple at universities!
in five different countries, and!

they all felt that the statements !

in our article were not all that!
egregiously false,” i

In the Slavic Review, the
Quarterly publication of the
American Association for the
Advancement of Slavic Studies, |
Professor Misiunas describes
‘the new Britannica’s articlesi

cal paean to an ever-rising
living  wrought
through the beneficence of So-
viet power.”

statements ahout elections to
organs of political representa-
tion, or about the size and
activity of trade unions inva-
riably produce a distorted pic-
ture of the true state of af-
fairs:”. . e

!
!
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**“Things of that sort are. goingi
out for.another opinion,” Mr.}
1 Preece said. o St
Professor Misiunas-notes that

their . guidelines - “objectivity|
and neutrality” and acknow-
ledgment - of “‘significant  and
reputable differences of. opi-
-nion.” All 15 articles, he writes,
“demonstrate a clear disregard
by the editors of the Britannic
of their own guidelines.” " .
Charles Van Doren, a Britan-
nica’ vice president,” has de-
scribed the new Britannicaas
the first encyclopedia. “edited’
from a world point of view,
. .28 though we were looking
at the earth from the moon.”
To help achieve that perspec-
tive, a number of scholars from
other Communist countries
were commissioned to  write
for. the new Britannica. Dr.
Mortimer J. Adler, chairman
of the board of editors, said
there have been no.complaints| .
about their articles.
{ Mr. Preece said that he had
;been aware that problems
might arise if Soviet aurauthor
wrote ‘about Soviet conditins
and he spoke of “walking a
tight rope.” . L
LI fyou read the articles,
what the “hell, two-thirds of
them are devoted to the topo-
graphy of..the area,” he said.
“Nobody’s complaining about
our facts there.” B R
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NATO'S SOUTHERN FLANK is inthe Mediterranean.

ance of power between

rsaw Pact is changing in fav
and that unless this trend is.reversed t
WEStem_ Alliance . to -resist - the growth
influence: of :the  Soviet Unjon will be
destroyed. " A" new study published by
the Study ‘of Conflict, bught to bring th
us (Southern Europe: - Nato’s Crumbling
-The conclusion is- plain enoug

REZES). :
“The fragmentation of

central European front,

and,

WASHINGTON POST
11 September 1975

the Western Alliance
our of the latter,
he capacity of the

eroded, perhaps
the Institute for
e facts home to
Flank by Davip.
h, even brutal:
f ato’s southern flank is a serious,
patentially revolutionary ‘development in the fortunes of
he Alliance which Has preserved the integrity of the West
sidce 1949 - This proceéss, unless checked, could neutralise
the Nato presence in the Mediterranean, outflank its critical
) ] an f L, together with developments
: Portiigal;-threaten the lifesine of the Alliance.” )
i Clearly, the political, troubles between Greece and’

R

in the political

- Western
Turkey-

- dizadvantage.

‘Rowland Evans and Ro bert Novak -

The Other Detente =

PARIS—A mood of “detente”. un-
imaginable a year ago, between the
U.S. and French President Valery Gis-
card d’Estaing is producing political

dividends despite. major underlying -

tensions, most particularly the sharp
‘contradiction between Paris and Wash-
ington over the future of Europe.

.- “We have a detente now with Presi- -
dent Ford,” French Foreign Minister.

Jean Sauvagnargues told us at the
Quai d'Orsay. “We both need it even
though our interests cannot be iden-
tical” . . . . .

»A career diplomat and intimate of
the French President, Sauvagnargues
has helped end the rancid mood of
suspicion and mutual recrimination
which poisoned relations between his

predecessor, Michel Jobert, and Secre- -

tary of State Henry Kissinger. Early -

returns from this new civility show
“visible gains, of.which an important
part is increasing French cooperation
“with the .military structure of the

North Atlantic Treaty Organization. -

" (NATO), which France deserted nine
‘years ago, although staying in the
alliance. .

At. NATO’s - Brussel$ headquarters,
French liaison officers are more close-
.ly involved in alt aspects of NATO
‘planning, a change that Gen. Alexan-
"der Haig, the NATO commander, is
carefully cultivating.

Oné example: with the full backing
.of Secretary of Defense James Schles.
inger, Haig now provides France and
other NATO allies with superior
American intelligence, thus voiding—
or trying to void—the dangerous
knowledge-and-consultation gap which

split the US from Eﬁfopé dtifing the

1973 Middle East war.

More ‘tangible evidence of France’s
new cooperation with NATO were the

U.S. maneuvers on the coast of France

near Toulon several months ago. “This
would not have been permitted in the
bad cld days,” a U.S. diplomat told us.
.. Noue of this means Giscard is think-
ing of rejoining NATO’s milifary or-
ganization. His political base is firmly

anchored to Prime Minister Jacques’

Chirac’s . powerfully revived Gaullist

party, which would regard any such .

change as heretical. Moreover, even
pro«Ameriean‘ diplomats quietly rein-

. stated in policy positions at the Quai
“d'Orsay by

Giscard after years of
Gaullist disfavor now strongly oppose
reintegration. . : :

Thus, despite the warming trend,-

the fundamental. conflict -between
Washington and Paris is far from
solution.” That confliet is over US.
policy -toward Western Europe and

‘what one official here calls America’s

“insistence,” led by Kissinger, “that
‘Europe’s role must be as a satellite
revolving around the American sun.”

With ‘its ‘own modest “force de

‘frappe”. (now being redesigned for

MIRV-able warheads at a huge future
cost), France’s vision of the middle-
distant future perceives a more
independent Europe which, while un-
der the U.S. strategic umbrella, should
constitute a2 “powertul military and
cconomic force by itself, led by
France. o b

French politicians point to vagaries
of American politics, saying it is ridicu-
lous to count for more than another
10 years at most on an American pres-

. Tirkey 6ver Cyprus,
dve undermined .t
this area—to put it
of: Soviet naval power.
wéakened, ' and Britain
influence from the Medite
‘As Brigddier THoMmpson
these - trends - continue,
dimensions,~ then ‘the
compelled to choose bet
inresponss-to some Sov
to! increase... .What is .the ‘answer?
-powers cannot solve: the political.
and Greece -and Portugal.’.
they can-rediscover the will;
a sea-ait power advantage in
money. But it is surel
Mediterranean matters

-ence in Europe at amything like pres-
- ent- levels, That argues for serious

moves toward European unity now,
requiring American support and sym-
pathy.

But to these politicians, U.S. policy
is taking an opposite direction: while
talking European unity, the U.S. in
fact’ obstructs it. During the May
NATO summit, for example, the
French remember one fact above all
others: that European unity was neve
mentioned by the Americans. ’

The French: accordingly, are caught

in a bind. With England and West 1

Germany unable or unwilling to sup- )
port the French dream of a semi-
independent Europe, partly because
the existing relationship is so easy and
partly for fear of upsetting the U.S.-
Soviet balance, the French are im-
munized. :

But the perception here of a larger
future European role is not about to :
disappear. To the contrary, high offi-
cials in Paris constantly warn in pri-
vate that the present European rela-
tionship with Washington is inherent.
1y unhealthy. More to the point, highly
regarded intellectuals such as Michel
Tatu, foreign editor of Le Monde, are
amplifying in print what the. politi-
cians are thinking. . :

“The real problem is the absence of
political will” Tatu recently wrote.
*. .. The main obstacle to. European
unjty is Europe’s military dependence
on the United States.”

The implication of those words is
staggering, but, they. reflect a truth
as perceived by many powerful politi-
cians, even if the moment of that truth
lies some years in the future. -

1978 F¥i Drises. Inc
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‘fogetlier with the troubles in Portugal,

he political cohesion of the West in.
mildly. In addition there is the growth
American naval power has been

-plans to. withdraw her naval
rranean by the end of the decade.
points out on another page,: if
-in .- the vpolitical and the naval
possibility - of ‘the West being
ween surrefider’ and all-out war,
iet initiative ‘or demand, is liable
Clearly the leading
problems of |
<But they might, if
"deny to the Soviet Union-
this-area.. . This will cost :
y money worth spending, Fer the
to us, as we would scon. find out
if we had to confront the Soviet Union there at a strategic .

The purpbse of statesmanship- should
to prevent smugh”situat‘io@ from arising. -~ - o
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It is ‘not surprising thar there
have been, after the first two
articles ‘in this seriés, genuiné
doubis about the bona fides of
Gen Sejna, as well as deliberate
attempts to discredic him and..to
diminish the value of the infor- -
mation on Soviet foreign policy
which he brought with him from
Czechoslovakia. They have fallen
into a number of fairly predict-
able categories, and it might be
‘as.-well, before examining the
place which Britain occupies in
Russian planning, to comment.
on some of .the views

The. first,” and ‘most easily
dealt with, is the suggestion put
forward by a few self-styled.
.experts that Gen Sejna’s facts
are wrong—thar meetings and
other events which he described
did not in fact take place. It
seems hardly necessary:to say
it, .bur I have checked the
relevant details with indepen-
dent sources, who confirtn in
every case the factual accuracy
of what Gen Sejna has said.
Then there is the sugzestion
that “his defection was not
political, bur was motivated by
his fear of criminal prosecution.

It is, indeed, true that he was’
under investigation by the police
of the Dubgek regime when he
defected, and it is right that this-
should be raken into account
when weighing his evidence. It
does not, however, seem to me
fo be a decisive or even a very
important factor.

A third area of suspicion is .
that Gen Sejna is “ controlled
by Western intelligence agencies
and thar his information is part
of a coordinated exercise in cold.
war propaganda.' My only useful
contment on that is that when-
ever I met Gen Sejna I met him .
alone, at times and places of-
my choosing and that I have
taken the elementary precau-
tions familiar to  anyone
experienced in these matrers
which are necessary to ensure
that I am not being fed with
an intelligence officer’s brief.

Finally, it has been suggested
that there is nothing in Gen
Sejna’s information which could
not have been inveuted, with

- hindsight, by any reasonably
intelligent defector. Although
an experienced . interrogator
should have no difficulty in dis-
tinguishing fabrication of this
kind from the truth, the propo-
_sition does, in- fact, encapsulate
a valid and’ very proper reser-
vation about information ob-
tained from defectors or spies.
They have a rtendency, well
known in the intelligence world,
to tell the interrogator what
they think he would like to
hear. :

d For Release 2001/08/08
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ritain’s econo

the Soviet grand str

“Lord Chalfont ‘

ateg

defected-to the Wgst in 1968.

. This. is the last of .three articles on ‘Warsaw Pact foreign
policy written after discussions with Major General
a leading official of the Czech

Sejna,

oslovak Communist Party, who

It is therefore important to
emphasize that in writing. these
three articles T have relied only
partly on Gen Sejna’s evidence.
Numerous other sburces have
been used, many of . which con-
fitm his “information. This ‘is
especially”so in the context of
this article. - ' ..

The basic - assumption from
which Soviet planners proceed
8. that Britain is in decline and

- that- by - about 1977 the econo-

mic and -social situation will
have deteriorated to & point at
which. it will be ripe for further
exploitation. Indeed, Britain’s
economic weakness is a.crucial
element in Russian calculations,
a fact which had much to do
with the Soviet Union’s implac-
able opposition to British entry
into’ the European Community,
which .they feared might halt

or even reverse the process of '

economic- - disintegration.. The
methods te be used for capital-
izing " on Britain’s enfeebled

‘ condition, and the political and

social turbulence which may be
expected to accompany .it, are
set out-in-detail in the British
section of the Warsaw Pact’s

‘secret long term Strategic Plan,

which was largely completed by
1967. - . . .

The principal tactical .aims
are to-accelerate the moral and
spiritual --decline of ° British
society ; to erode the capacity
of Britain- to - defend _itself
agdinst either external or inter-
nal atrack, by undermining the
effectiveness of the armed
forces and the police ; and to
organize what is . known in the
Communist jargon as a *“ second
power ™, based on the left wing
of the Labour Party, the indus-

trial trade unions and the Com- .

munist Party of Great Britain,
and designed to usurp the func-
tions of the “first power”,
namely government and Parlia-

‘ment. - o

So far as the first of these
aims is concerned, the Russians
have no- need to excrt them-
selves unduly—the business of
national demoralization is pro-
ceeding very well without out-
side  assistance. More specifi-
cally, the Soviet Union has so
far failed in its immediate aim
of penetrating and subverting
the armed forces and the police.

‘Indeed Mr  John Gollan; the
general  secrctary of  the
British Communist Party, has
earned the severe displeasure
:of his comrades in Moscow for
“failing to make any substantial
advance towards what is regar-

ded by Communist theorists ‘as-

the essentially prerequisite of
the successful overthrow of a
capitalist government the
effective control of the armed
forces., Im this context Portugal
is commonly regarded as a clas-
/sical model. On the other hand
as Jong as successive British
governments are prepared them-
- selves to engage in a substantial
programme of unilateral disar-
mament, the Soviet Union might
. be justified in calculating that
Britain’s security forces. will
soon be too emasculated to
worry about. : R

Furthermore,  the Strategic
Plan provides for the constant
- encouragement and exploitation
of those “progressives” in the
trade union movement and the
. Labour Party who demand mas-
sive’ unilateral reductions in the
defence budget. T

In the more general context
of ~ security, the Warsaw Pact
countries have always appre-
ciated the potential value to
‘them of the situation in North-
~ern Jreland. As long -ago as
1963 an IRA delegation visited
Czechoslovakia, where they were
received by a senior officer of
the Ministry of Defence. Since
then the Strategic Plan has in-
"cluded provision for financial
“support, - a fairly continuous
supply “of arms and military
equipment, and training facili-
ties for lIrish terrorists -in
Czechoslovakia. .

It is however in the estab-
lishment of a “second power”
.that the most sigpnificant ele-
ments of the Strategic Ilan for
Britain emerge. Apart from
:some fairly routrine James Bond-
cery involving smear campaigns
and other intelligence opera-

tions against “ anti-progressive
. 45 o -

politicians (one Warsaw Pact
"intelligence organization claims
that one of its sources of in-
“formation is a prominent mem-
ber of the House of Commons),
Soviet  tactics are - mainly
directed towards increasing the
influence of the “progressive”

caifcutieshelp
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movement, namely the ‘extréme
left; including the British Com
munist Party and its hidden
sympathizers in the political aud
industrial wings of  the
Labour movenient. Demands
for the establishment of wor-
kers’ councils and for changes
.in trade. union  legislation are
encouraged with the object of
enhancing the power of tie in-
dustrial trade unions ; and there
is a plan for the estabiishment
of an all-European trade uninn
ovganization on the pattern nf
the World Federation of Trade
Unions—a . .body which has
more to do with the implemen-
tation of Soviet foreign pelicy
.than  with the principles- of
trade unionism as they are gen-
erally understood in the West.

The Communist  Party of

Great Britain, in spite "of. its
‘considerable success in pene-
trating the trade uniou leader-
ship, is not regarded very highly
by Warsaw Pact Communist.
parties, and some of the train-
ing of British cadres (the poten.
tial leadership of the ““secnind
power”) is carried out in
Eastern Europe. A small npum-
ber of Communist Party mem-
bers (some selected by the
British party and some selected
through intelligence channels)
are given each year a political
organization course which, in-
terestingly  enough, includes
training in sabotage.

The Soviet plan is based on
the calculation that by the early
1980s the erosion of Parlianien-
tary government in Britain will
have reached an advanced stuze,
and that the “second power”
will be in a position to exploit
the conditions of economic
crisis, political confusion and
social dislocation which the
Russians believe will then éxist.
It would, of course, be foniish
to suggest that what is happen-
ing, for everyone to see in this
country, is the direct resuft of
a carefully formulated and uni-
formly successful exercise in
Soviet foreign policy. It is, how-
ever, clearly demonstrable that
in many aspects of our political
and industrial life, paths are
being followed which are largely
indistinguishable from those
indicated by the Warsaw Pact
Strategic Plan. It scems larzely
academic to speculate whether
this is taking place because the
efforts of the Soviet plaoners
are succeeding or because there
are people in this country win
are prepared, out of simple-
-minded idealism, ignorauce or.
malice, to do their work for
them.

© Times Newspapers Ltd, 1975
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.. By Michael Getler
Washington Past Foretzn Servics
~ BONN, Sept- 9—American
. officials heve rate the chances
Aas ‘only 50-50 that the West

R X

‘German
“agree to continue its l4-year-
.old policy of comnpensating the
United- States to 'help offset
the cost of stationing Ameri:
can troops and their families
in this country. -~ - -
.= Since 1961, ‘the United
. “States and West Germany
“have negotiated six . *offset”
agreements 'designed to make
ap - for the' balance of pay-
ments deflcit the United
~fStates has fraditionally incur-
. . sYed because the 186,000 troops
‘it keeps here spend many of
their dollars in this country.
- 7The agreements . involve
-guch West  German commit-
“ments as buying arms _and
maintaining’ bank deposits in
the United States. During the
' past 14 years,’ West Germany
‘has paid about $10 billion un-
‘der such offset accords.
_~"The most recent two-year
agreement expired June 30.
Since then, German officials
have been suggesting that the
jmproved intermational .trade
performance of the United
States in the last year has
eliminated the overall Ameri-
can_. payments deficit - and,
- thus, the néed for any new
-offset agreement spe-

‘formal
-cifically ‘regarding’ . troop

Wednesdoy:Sept. 10,1975 ‘THE WAS

o

‘ rpute does not get much pubiic
lattention or ‘be perceived as

|about the s

l

HINGTON POST '

an important’. rifi between
NATO's two most important
military allies. .

" government \ will]  TAsked at a Washington

press -conference- yesterday

tatus ‘of the offset
negotiations, U.S. Secretary of
State Henry' A. Kissinger told
a West German: conjespond-
ent: “I think it is‘no secret
that your chancellor is not-an
unqualified admirer of offset
agreements.” XKissinger’ said
that German-American offset
discussions had so far pro-
duced no conclusions.]

West -+ German - Chancellor
Helmut Schmijdt’s comment in
late June that he did not con-
sider negotiations for a new
agreement “a pressing prob-
iem at the moment” brought a
threat by U.S. Sen. Sam Nunnw‘
(D-Ga.) to introduce legislation|
that could force either a new
agreement or a reduction of
U.S. troops in West German. '
~ Nunn and Sen. Henry M.
Jackson (D-Wash.) sponsored a
1973 amendment - requiring
that the United States reduce
its troop strength in Germany
in proportion .to the part of
the cost-of maintaining troops
in Germany not met by Bonn

The Jackson-Nunn amend-
ment was applied to the last
‘agreement in which the West
Germans agreed to offset the
$2.2 billion deficit in the cost

eosts.
.- A number of senior Penta-
‘gon and State Department of-
ficials do not disagree very

-strongly in private with the
“West German ast :ssment.

Both the American and West
German govermments appear
to hope that this potential dis-

WASHINGTON POST -

14 September 1975,

Yors

A 5’@

. By Sari Gilbert
8pecisl to The vinqhinlzou Post’
.ROME,” Sept.
‘headlines, .a

. qu
- ‘outside

LA

of maintaining the troops in
Germany. That amendment
has expired, however. Despite
Nunn's threat. it.is not clear
whether Congress still. has a
high interest in the subject.

13——Angry’
parliamentary’
estion and 2 demonstration
the U.S. embassy have

Nunn’s point ‘is that while
the overall U.S. trade balance
is nowhin surplus, the speciﬁc

ian cities.

sists Pac

 defieits, they say.

Irate favorable to the U.S. thati
{the Bundesbank agrees to im

Volpe said in the interview

8/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370001-6

i troop cost. aceount is Still Tum-y - .

ning a deficit and should bej. € 8 i_ _ _

compensated.
The traditional U.S. position ~ .
on such matters is that no na-‘jits U.S. desposits. — which
tion should gain a halance of ' makes them useful as an off-| - -
payments advantage because’g set device—might alse disap-
of the stationing of one coun-| pear. . - L .
try’s troops on another coun-{: Chancellor Schmidt and!
try’s ‘soil for the common’ de-| other West German officials
fense. For.the past 14 years,’; have not ‘said they will not
the West Germans have ac-: agree to any more offset
knowledged this. . i pacts. U.S. officials here say,| .
‘Sources here say that theii however, . that the Germans;.
NATO guidelines for offset| clearly have nof been very in-
agreements dating back to the terested in beginning high-
late 1950s are vague and Sug- {evel negotiations. A German
gest only that. when member | -Foreign Ministry official ac
nations ‘run “into Dbalance of knowledged that negotiationsj
payments problems, ‘offset| have not begun. :
agreements on military costs Within~ the Pentagon and
-should be: worked out. Since| State Department, where the
the United States ini the last) alliance with ‘West Germany is
several years has been run-j;regarded as critical, there is
oth its over-|: also an understanding that thel
ail trade and its military! German defense budget is still
spending overseas, there was) high and that the- German
never much question about) economy has lost at least some}’
such payments. - _of its momentum. - :
Now, - however, with' thel . por Chancellor ‘Schmidt to
overall deficit gone, the: Ger-l announce a mew offset agree-
mans argue that the milifaly| ment with the United States
account,should not be isolatedllwithin - the next several
from the full economic ledger |l months could hurt him with a
and that a formal military off-|| German _ electorate facing
set should not be required. higher taxes. On the other
The Germans have also be- hand, observers. here say the
come increasingly annoyed! German populace ‘has gener-
with these formal agreements| ally not ohjected much to the
in recent years and particu-| offset costs.
‘larly with the threats to with-} Schmidt is known to want
draw American troops, whose NATO as a whole to take a
presence here the Germans! new and broader look at the
view as being for the good of problem of offsetting troop
‘both the United States and’ costs. . R
‘West. Germany. . : A senior State Department
The Germans - also argue official, in a recent interview,
that formal -agréements are suggested that the United
not really needed because thej States may propose a new Off-.
West German- Defense Minis- i set pact to last only one year.
l

ning deficits in b

'

i

try will continue to buy weap- ;The idea is to keep the pro:
ions in the United States with @gram alive, deﬁgse the argu-
‘-or without them. The West ments and buy time to try to
German federal bank—the ‘,work out a broader agreement),
_Bundesbank—will continue to {in NATQ.
i keep large deposits in Ameri- i The U:S. offset problem isi -
{can banks, which also can con- |1argely confined to West Ger-
!tribute to offsetting military i many because of the numbers

of -U.S. military men and -de-{'
pendents stationed here. Offi-
|cials here say that in other

INATO countries, the costs of |

. U.S. specialists reply, how-!
ever, that without a formali
agreement, the incentive toii
buy American arms may be re-) smaller U.S. forces is largely
duced and that the interest! compensated by purchases of
U.S. goods and other arrange-)
| ments. )

ments in countries like Italy|does not mean that ‘we'are in-|

_been the reactions to an.intec-
‘view with US. ambassador
John Velpe published here
- this week in the Italian maga-
-zine Epoca. _ .
The theme of the interview
was whether the United States
‘had changed its 33-yearlong
_policy. of hostility toward the
Ttalian Communists following
‘regiona! elections last June in
- 'which the Communists made
. sharp gains and  became the
.. major party im scores .of Ital-

Approved F

‘that the 'participation of the
ftalian Communists in a na-
tional government in Italy, a
TATO member, would repre-
sent a “basic contradiction”
for American foreign policy.

. His response has been ' at-
tacked as American interfer-

ence in Italian domestic poli-

tics. ‘
. Asked if the U.S. attitude is

inconsistent with internationall
detente, the American envoyy

or. Portugal would represent.
~g substantial modification” of
current world stability.

The Italian leftist press has
reacted by accusing Volpe of
harboring excessively harsh
attitudes toward the Com-
munists, of expressing purely
personal views. and of being
out of touch with cwrent Ital
jan reality. ,

The Socialist daily L’Avanti
suggested that one phrase of

|
|
|

said that Communist- govern-ljthe ambassgdpr -~ ‘“detente
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_different to the potential ero-i-.

sion of our. alliances”—was a.
veiled threat. The conservative
‘La Stampa of . Turin, which |
said in an editorial that Volpe
should not have made his
opinions ' public, vaised the
question of whether the cur-
rent envoy was “the most suit-
able person to represent the
United States, a country that{
has friendly reiations with
both the U.S.S.R. and China.”

The  Communist ‘Party :pa-
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“per L'Unita said the views of
the ambassador were “absurd.
.and anachronistic.” The Com-
munists accused the ambassa-
dor of refusing to acknowl-
edge their partys repeated
promise that once in power it
would not change - the coun!
try’s system-of alliances.

This week’s attacks on
Volpe have come at the end of
a summer of speculation over
the future course of U.S. pol-
icy toward the Italian Commu-
nists. X o

"Members of the US. em-
bassy staff — although not the
,ambassador himself — have
!limited but regular contacts
~with ‘the Communists
(reportedly, an innovation of
Volpe) but speculation that a!
real change might be on the.

jway began after' the June 15' Rome. correspondent, Paul||  This summer is not the first’

jelection and persisted despite
ithe widely reported comment
of U.S. Secretary .of State
Henry A. Kissinger that the
“non-democratic forces had
become stronger.”

Over the summer the.Ttalian

press was filled with rumors.

of forthcoming visits to the
United States by italian Com-
munists, including. . party
leader Enrico Berlinguer, and
with reports that Volpe —
whom the Italian press has la-
beled an’ incorrigible hard
liner — was about to be re-
called. .

One major national liberal
weekly went so far as to inter-
pret the long-scheduled trans-
fer to New York in June of
the former New York Times

{;Hofmann, as a sign that major
! American newspapers were
" persuaded by the June elec-

;nist. -
‘Speculation_ about changes
in U.S. policy was further fu-
- eled when a high-ranking
i party member, economist Eu-
genio Peggio, was granited a
visa to attend recent Interna-
tional Monetary Fund mceting
in Washington, although in
the spring another top Com-
munist was denied permission
to enter the United States.
The U.S. embassy later is-
sued a statement specifying

received a journalists’ visa,
the -granting' of which indi-
cated no change in U.S. policy.

THE NEW YORK TIMES, SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 1975

tions to be less anti-Commu- |

that Peggio had asked for and -

{time that Volpe has come un-

||der fire since his arrival here
{{in mid-1973.

A year.ago the ambassador
iwas involved in another con-
;troversy when an unpredicta-
:ble left-wing Christian Domoc-
.ratic -minister, Carlo Donat .
'Cattin, told the press after d
‘private meeting with Volpe|
ithat the American ambassador
favored dissolving Parliament
and holding new elections at ‘2
time when the faltering Chris-
tian' Democrats ran fewerj .
risks.

Valpe, who spoke Italian
with the minister, said subse-
quently that language prob-
lems might have created a
misunderstanding. He denied
adamantly that he had ex-
Pressed himself in that fash-
ion.

May Deny Entry to an Italian Communist Invited
B i | o s " to a Meeting Here

Special to The New York Times
ROME, Sept. 13—The COUR-l'on freedom of movement ini forces which wish to ‘remain-
Helsinki and puts pressure on!

iU.S.

cil on Foreign Relations in New said that the party “has always—,

York has scheduled a dinner
meeting . on Italy next month
but its - Communist guest of
. |honor will probably not be al-
:{lowed to enter the United
States to attend. o

American policy toward the
ltalian- Communist party, the
largest Communist party in
Western Europe and the sec-
ond largest party in Italy, there
Is increasing doubt over wheth-
er a visa will be granted to the
invited. guest, Sergio - Segre,
kead of the foreign section of
the Communist party.

Mr. ‘Segre, a 49-year-old for-
mer journalist who has held his
present post for five years, is
. freluctant to apply for a visa
without some indication that
Washington will say yes. Every
indication so far from officials
in Washington has been that
the answer will be no.

The American position is
"{that to grant a visa to Commu-
nist party officials would be

in attitude toward the party

the Christian Democrats, the

dominant'group, which is under
-increasing pressure from the

Communists at the polls. More-

over, American officials have
.. often cited the law forbidding
the entry of Communists with-

out special waivers from the
" Attorney General.

Inconsistency Discerned

“Though these are delicate
{times in Italian politics, with
Ithe Communist party coming
within two percentage points

. jof the Christian Democrats in
. |regional and local elections last
1June, diplomats friendly to the
United States find its position
on visas for_ Italian Commu-i

In view of the uncertainty of!

regarded in Italy as a change’

and would serve to undermine;|

)

t
1

the Russians to allow travel,
one commented, “but then i
stops the Communists from
here from traveling to your
country. Many of us see the
;problem for Washington and
"understand the dilemma, but it
‘-is sometimes rather curious.”

Communist officials are anx-
-ious, as they put it, “to opén a
constructive  dialogue” with
;American . officials, who have
iikept their contacts with the
iiparty’at low levels. The Com-
‘imunists would ‘like some sign
‘of acceptability. :

Approval of Mr. Segre’s visa
would undoubtedly be read as
a sign of change, at least in
the Italian press. One reason
why he does not want to apply
unless assured of approval—he
has been in contact with the
embassy——is that formal rejec-
tion might lead to what a party
official termed useless polem-
ics. “A- formal no decision;.
ywould hurt the party as much
as a formal yes ‘would help it,”
a party officiat explained.

Envoy Defends Policy

The most recent defense of!
the American policy came thisi
week in. an interview with the“
United States Ambassador,]
John A. Volpe, in the news|
magazine Epoca. He said that]
détente implied balance and!
stability and that Communist
regimes in Italy or Portugal
would represent “‘a substantive
alteration” in that balance.

“Détente does not mean that

|

allied with us in a progressive
democratic  system . .which
avoids extremism of either left
or right. We will give no en-
couragement to those who- ad-
vocate radical divergences from
this framework.”

It was clear that Mr. Volpe
believed that visas for' Com-
munist officials would repre-
sent a form of encouragement.

He added that the United
States was opposed to Com-
munists’ sharing power or tak-.
ing power in North Atlantic
Treaty countries such as Italy.
Moreover, he said, for political,
historical, cultural and other
reasons linking the United
States and Italy, “we could not
favor a system of government
alien to Western democratic
tradition.”

State Department officials in
Washington, although noting
that Mr. Segre had not formal-
ly applied for a visa, 3aid that
Mr. Volpe’s comments had con-!
veyed a ‘“signal” that any ap-
plication from the Communist

{lofficial would be rejected.

The extent of the sensitivi-
ties here toward American pol-
icy were reflected in the reac-
tion to Mr. Voipe’s comments.
La Stampa; a newspaper owned
by Fiat, the giant auto manu-
facturer, that is usually mod-
erate in tone, said his clate-
ments were “open interference
in Italian affairs.”

fought democratically.” On the.
question of visas the newspaper
said that the United States “is
one of the very few countries in.
the world where the granting of;
an ‘entry . visa .depends on the!
political and ideological posi-
tion of a citizen.” R

The dinner to which Mr. Segre!
was invited is scheduled for Oct.’
28, with the focus on Italian
foreign policy as seen by the
Communist party. The invitation
followed a visit to Italy by
Zygmunt Nagorski, director of
the council. .

Mr. Segre has also been in-
vited to participate in a confer-
ence Oct. 24 in New York spou-
sored by the Council and
backed by the Italian Institute
of International Affairs here.
Others invited include Arthur
A. Hartman, an Assistant Sec-
retary of State, and David
Rockefeller. ’ -

. Loy

U.S. Aides Notes ‘Signal’
sSpecial to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Sept. 11—A.
State Department official said
‘no decision had been made on.
‘a visa for Mr. Segre because ha-
‘had not applied for one. This is’
normal practice, he added.
However, the official said,.
|Ambassador Volpe’s interview
|with Epoca conveyed “‘a signal’’.
'to Mr. Segre that an application;
iwould be denied. .

-

Action Termed Clumsy

iwe are indifferent to the po-
‘tential erosion of our .alliances
iand to the ties that link us to
iour closest allies,” he added.
“Italy's domestic affairs are a
'matter soleiy for the Italians
to decide. But we and our al-
lies obviously - favor those!

I

l

“Even those who are against
the Communists’ inclusion in
the Government, today or to-
11orrow, cannot but reject such
clumsy interference,” it said.

The Communist organ,
1’Unit4, dencuncing Mr. Volpe

for suggesting that the party
was a “nondemocratic force,”|
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WASHINGTON POST
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|the memorandum of agreem

meeting to undertake a joint?
study of high technology andl
sophlstlcated items, includ-
ing the Pershing ground-to-
ground missiles with conven-
'tional warheads, with the
view to giving a positive re-
sponse.” ‘

The same secret addendum’
states that the “United States
is resolved to continue to
maintain Isnael's defensive
strength through the supply of
advanced types of equipment,
such as the F-16 aircraft.”

The Pershing missile has a

range of 460 miles—which
would put Arab population
centers well within Israeli
reach.
“The 250 to 400 Pershing mis-
siles the Army has in Europe
as part of NATO forces are! i
Armed with nuclear warheads -
‘of 60 to 400 kilotons, more
ypowerful than the 20-kiloton
atomic bomb that destroyed
Hiroshima in 1645. (A kiloton
is equal in explosive power to
1,000 tons of TNT.)

While the U.S. pledge speci-

fies that only conventional
‘warheads are being consid-
.ered, columnist Jack Ander-
-son, who made the documents
available to The Washington
Post, states in his column to-

day that “the mlphcatxon, ac-

-cording to our sources, is that
‘the Israehs will be able to at-
tach their own nuclear war-
heads.” t

.The F¥-16 fighter, which is
not expected to come off the\
production line until 1979, is a'!
fast, highly maneuverable and |
fairly inexpensive aircraft.
Pentagon sources said they
had anticipated that Israel|:
eventually would opt for thisi;
plane, which is about half the!
price of the F-15 Israél is plan-:;
ning to purchase.

" Israeli. Defense

Mimster

/
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" ‘of the United States: We have

. Senate

lis

By Marilyn Berger
Washington Post Staff Writer

Israel has been given the prospect of obtaining longer
range battlefield missiles as a bonus for having con-
cluded the new agreement with E gypt. .

According to a previously undisclosed addition to

ent between Israel and the

United States, the United Stgtes “agrees to an ezrly

! Shimon Peres is expected here '
Wednesday for talks with U.S, {
lofficials on his country’s 111111-
tary needs.

These discussions were put
off for the period of the so-

" called reassessment of U.S.

Middle East policy, which was
announced follow1ng the
-breakdown of negotiations last
March. As part of the new!|
agreement it has been under- |
istood that the kind of highly
i sophisticated equipment Israel
i had been seeking would begin
ito be made available,

The U.S. assurances to Is-
rael are among the unpubl-
ished documents of the agree-
ment that was initialed by Is-
rael and Egypt on Sept. 1.
There also are assurances
: given by the United States to
;Euypt and by Egypt to Israel
Ithrough the United States. In
laddxtlon there are letters from

President. Ford to- Lgyptian

‘and: 1sracll leaders and letters |- -

“from Sectetary of State Henry
A Klsslngm to the foreign
'mxmslers of the two countrics.
“The memorandum- signed
by Istael and the ¢ United,
States states that Lgypt was!
informed of the American'
hledzes to Isracl and a"letd'
Ao 'them, - -~ LRI

ff Kissinger has smd thesc pn

vate commitments would be
made known to Congress, but
‘only a summaly is to- be made
pubhc. N i :

“We have madc an unprecc
dcntcd cffort to put belore the;
Congress any Ameri lc:\n under::
‘taking, to cither of the par-

‘tics," Kissinger said in a press

coiference last '.lucsday “We
-have gone not only thiough
‘any written undertakings that

may cxist, but through the cu,

tire ncgoliatmg record to cx-

SRS b il

Bt1aC1 AcRD P70 @4:

,'put those before the relevant
.committees.”" i

s~ Under Secretary of State Jo
‘seph Sisco has been .meeling
with ranking members of the
Foreign .. Relations
:Commitice to develop - the
suinmary of those ~commit-
:ments to be made public. -

- The full copy of the memo-

" randum of agreement betwecn |«

the United States and Israel,
dated Sept. 1, 1975, runs nine
Aypewritten p'xgcs “without ad-
denda. Diplomatic sources said
the document was signed by
Kissinger and Isracli Foreign
Minister Yigal Allon on Sept.
1, prior to the cereinony ini-:
,tlahng .the. Sinai disengage-
iment agreement that was held
in Prime IVIxnxster Yllzixak
Rabms office,. st T

- On the day of the mitxalmg
Defense Minister Peres con-
.ceded that the memorandum .
“lost a.little - strengthi “in. its
wording  in order to gct
| strength ‘through support in

. Conwess. Theré were reports

in Israel during the regotia.;
tios. that there were 24 clauses;
in the document; The present’
document - has - 16, although
thére may’ bée other addenda’
that rcmam undisclosed. -

“The mcmm andum atxpu]ates
that- “the "United States will |
make; évery- effort to be fully
responsive, ‘within the iimits
of its- resources ‘and congres-
sional -authorization and ap-
propriation, on an ongoing and
long-term basis to Israel’s mil-
itary equipment and other de-
fensc requirements, to ils en-
ergy requirements and ta its
economlc heeds It says:,

* “Israel’s - long term rmh
tary’ supply needs from"the
United States shall be the sub-
jeet of - periodic consultations
. with agreement .reached
on specific items- to ‘be in-
cluded in a, separate. U.S.Is-
raell memorandum" The|
United States said ‘it “will
view: Israel’s rcquests sympa
i{thetically, including its re-
auest for advanced and sophis-
ticated weapons.”

¢ Under a five-year arrange-
ment for energy supplies, the
United Stales agrees to
“promplly make oil available
for purchase by Israel” if it is
olherwise unavailable. The
United States also agrees to

“‘make every cffort to help Is-
rael - secure the ‘necessary
means of transport.” Should
an embargo limit U.S: supplies
as well, the United States
agrees to undertake consetva-
tion measures in order to ma kc
ofl available to Israel. .

‘® The United States agrees
to help Israel make lg;afor 0il

|

the Sinal Abu Rudeis and Ras
Sudar ficlds, now returned to
Egypt. It has been. estimated
this. will cost’ the United
States ' between $300.. million
and $350 million annually..In
addition, the ‘agreement stipu-
Jates that the administration
will -ask Congress “to- make
available funds” to bring Isra-
el's oll stoxage ceapacily up to
onc ycar s need.”. -

. The mcmorandum states
that the United States will not
expect implemcntation of “the
agreement until Egypt fulfills
its undertaking to permit. Is-
raeli ‘cargoes passage through
the. Suez Canal :
'A series of dlplomatlc,un-
dertakings includes:

. ® U.S.agreement with Isracl,
'that the next accord with

"|Egypt “should be a fmal peace

agreement M

.S, agreement wnth “tbe
Israell position that under. ex-
isting political circumstances
negotiations with Jordan will:

| be directed toward an ovcran.'

peace settiement.”

° In case of Fgyptian vmla-
ftion of the agreement “the
United States would consult
with Israel “as to the signifi-

Jcance of the violation and pos-

sible remcdial action by the
U.S. government.”

* The Uniled Statcs agxecs‘
lo *‘vote against any (U.N.) Se-{
curity  Council = resolution
which in iis Judgment affu:ts
or altefs advclscly thc aglce 1
ment.” ~ ) A

° The Umted states adrees.
to “consuit promptly”. with Is-l
rael.“with respect o what sup-|
port, diplomatic or -otherwise,|
or assistance it'can lend to Is-;
rael in accordance with iis’
constitutional . practices” in.

casc of threats to Israel’s secu-i
rity or sovereignty by a world!
power. This puts -in wntlngl
what has alrcady existed inj-
fact—that in the event of Seo-:

viet ‘intervention in the Mid."
dle East, the United States

would not stand idly by, "

Another part of the memo—

!|randum’ commits the United

States to conclude, “if possible
within ‘two months-afier the
signature of this document .
the contingency plan for a nul
itary- supply operation to Is-
racl in an emcrgency situa--
tion.” .

During the 1973 war lsrael
intially . claimed that the:
United States delayed in insli-;
tuting an alrh[t of mxhtary'
supplies, - ,,,

The memorandum also slatcs
that .the United . ' States
“regards the Stlmts of Bab-el-

R0AA1003

Mandcb [at the gatéway to the
'Red Sea] and the Strait of Gi-
%000 trbernational water-
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‘ways” where it “will support
Israel's right to free and unim-
ipeded passage.” The - United
States also “recognizes Israel’s
right to frcedom of flights
over the Red Sea and such
“Istraits and will ‘support diplo-
matically the exercise of that
right.” Sy Tl

The United States puls in
f'writing that it does not ex-
pect the agreement to be im-
plemented “before approval of
. 'the US. Congress” of Ameri:

.can technicians in the Sinail. |

- The memorandum states

ithat: the United States ob-

:|ities and the United States and

contained . in ' the memoran-
dum,’ stipulates that Egypt
would ‘‘concert actively” with
Yo - the United Stales to get the
_The. “memorandum - states | U.N. General Assembly lo ex-
that if the U.N. Emergency || tend the mandate of the Emer-
-Forcé is withdrawn without | gency Force if the Soviet Un-
Iprior agreement of both par-ion should use its veto against
it in the Security Council,
‘before the agreement is suger- Other Egyptian assurances
Seded by another agreement, include an expression of in-
it Is the U.S. view ’ghntb.ihe; tent to reduce hostile propa-
jagreement shall remain bind-|| sonda and an agreement not
{ing in all its parts, to stand in the way of coun-
" A related Egyptian assur-|tries wishing to resume diplo-

tnined Egypt's agrcement to
the American. pledges to Is-,

i
rael., - .. R i

fance to Isracl given through| matic relations with Israel,
|the United States, which iS not| There 'have been Treports

Tuesday, .S'e?tli 16,1975 THE WASHINGTON POST

Text o)

- Following is the text of the
Memorandum of Agreement
between the United States
and Israel, which, according
to diplomatic sources, was
Signed by Secretary of State
" Henry A. Kissinger and Is-
raeli Foreign Minister Yigal
Allon on Sept. 1: :

- «The United States recog-
Tizes that the Egypt-Israel
Agreement initialed . on
Sept. 1, 1975 (hereinafter
referred .to as the Agree-
ment),  entailing the with-
«drawal from vital areas in
~fSinai, constitutes an act of
“great significance on Is-

“rael’s part in the pursuit of

final peace. That Agreement

“port.

’

- United States-Isvaeli
Assurances
1. The United States gov-
A-’ernment will make every ef-

fort to be fully responsive, .

_within the limits of ifs re-
-sources; and congressional
authorization and appropria-
‘iion, on an on-going and

“military  equipment and
other defense requirements,
to its energy reguirements
and to its economic needs.
The needs specified in Para-
graphs 2, 3 and 4 below shall
be deemed eligible for inclu-
-sion within the annual total

. to be requested in FY 78
“and later fiscal years.

-+ 2. Israel's long term mili-
‘tary supply needs from the
United States shall be the
~subject of periodic consulta-
Ttions between representa-

tives of the U.S. and Israelt

=defense establishments, with
=agreement reached on spe-

«ific items to be included in
; a separate U.S.-Israeli mem-

-orandum, To this end, a
joint study by military ex-
.perts will be undertaken
_within three weeks. In con-
Cducting this study, which

‘will " include Israel’'s 1978

- needs, the United States

“has full United States sup- -

and Israel:

ance in order to help me
tary needs. .

Seeret Addendum |
- On Arms Assistance

Following is the text of the- secret addendum to the
Memorandwm of Agreement between the United States

On the question of military and economic assistance
to Israel, the following conveyed by the 1J.S, to Israel
augments what the Memorandum of Agreement states.

The United States is resolved to continue to maintain
Israel’s defensive strength through the supply of ad-
vanced types of equipment, such as the F-1§ aircraft.
The United State government agrees to an.early meet-
‘ing to undertake a joint study of high technology -and
sophisticated items, including the Pershing ground-to-
ground missiles with conventional warheads, with the
view to giving a positive response. The U.S. adminis-
tration will submit annually for approval by the U.S.
Congress a request for military and economic assist-
et Israel’s economic and mili-

‘will view Israel’s requests

sympathetically, including
its request for advanced and

- sophisticated weapons.
“long-term basis to Israel’s -
_independent

3. Israel will make its own
arrangements
for oil supply to meet it re-
quirements through normal
procedures. In the event Is-

Crael is unable to sccure its
‘needs. in
:United States government,
-upon notification of this fact
by the government of is
will act as follows for
.years, at the end of which
.period either side can termi-
-nate this arrangement on
.one year's notice.

this wcoy, the

ive

(8) If the oil Israel needs

‘to meet all its normal re-

-quirements for domestic

" consumption is unavailable
for
-stances where no quantita-
.tive restrictions exist on the
-ability of the United States
:to procure oil to meet its
‘normat
:United States
‘will  prompltly

purchase in  circum-

requirements, the
government

make  oil
available for purchase by Is-
rael to meet all of the afore-

-States:

T quirements
: for

" restrictions

mentioned normal! require-

ments of Israel. If Israel is

unable to secure the neces-

sary means to ftransport

such oil to Israel, the United

government - will

Jmake every effort to help Is- |
Tael sccure the necessary

“means of transport.

= (b)Y If the oil Israel needs

Ao meet all of its normal re-

for domestic

consumption is unavailable

purchase in circum-

stances where quantitative

through em _
bargo or otherwise aiso pre-

vent the United States from

procuring oil to meet

normal requirements the

United States goverument

will promptly make oil avail-
able for purchase by Israel

in accordance with the In-

ternational Energy Agency

conservation and allocation
formula as applied by the

United States government,

in order to meet Israel's es-

sential requirements. If Is-

rael is unable to secure the

necessary means to trans-
port such oil to Israel, the

" requirements and, for a pe-

 construction and stocking of

, talks between the two gov-

that Egypt would relax its
boycott against firms doing
business with Israel, but so far
this has been assured in rela-
tion to only three companies—
Coca-Cola, Ford Motor Co. and
Xerox,

- There also have been re-
ports of U.S. assurances to|
Egypt, including an Amecrican
pledge to help bring about ne-
gotiations between Syria and
Israel, to consult in the event
of Israeli violation of the
agreement, and to provide!
technical . assistance for the:
.construclion and operalion of
.ant clectronic carly warning
isystem in the Sinai.

U.S.-Israeli Memorandum

United States government
will make every effort to
help Israel secure the neces-
sary means of transport.

Israeli and U.S. experts
will meet annually or more
frequently at the request of )
either party, to review Isra- +
el’s continuing oil require-
ment. - - ‘

4. In order to help Israel
meet its energy needs, and
as part of the overall annual
figure in Paragraph 1 above,
the United States agrees:

(a) In determining” the
overall annual figure which
will be requested from Con-
‘gress, the United States gov-
ernment will give special at-
tention to Israel’s oil import

riod as determined by Arti-
cle 3 above, will take into
account in calculating that
figure Israel’s additional ex- ‘
penditures for the import of |
oil to replace that which :
would have ordinarily corme
from Abu Rudeis and Ras
Sudar (4.5 million tons in
1975). )

(b) To ask Congress to
make available funds, the
amount to be detremined by
mutual agreement, to the
government of Israel neces-
sary for a project for the

the oil reserves to be stored
in Israel, bringing storage
reserve capacity and reserve
stocks now standing at ap-
proximately six months, up
to one year’s need at the
time of the completion of
the project. The project will |
be implemented within four :
vears. The construction, op-
eration and financing and
other relevant questions of
the project will be the sub-
ject of early and detailed

ernments. )

5. The United States gov-
ernment will not expect Is-
rael to begin to implement
the Agreement before Egypt
fulfills its undertaking un-
der the January, 1874, Disen-
gagement Agreement to per-

mit passage of aii lsraeli

40
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ports thraugh the Suez Ca-
nal.

i ernment agrees with Israel

e

% .that the next agreement
with Egypt should be a final

peace agreement.
© 7. In case of an Egyptian
" violation of any of the provi-
. gsions of the Agreement, the
. United States government is
: prepared to consult with Is-
rael as to the significance of
. the violation and possible
v remedial action by the
United States government.
8. The United States gov-
ernment . will vote. against

any Security Council reso--

lution which in its judgment

affects or alters adversely

the Agreement. -
9. The United States gov-
. ernment will not join in and
will seek to prevent efforts
by others to bring about
consideration of proposals
“which it- and Israel dgree
_ are detrimental to the inter-
ests of Israel. ’ )

10. In view of the long-

WASHINGTON POST
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E%

cargoes to and from Jsraell

" 6. The United States gov.

standing U. S. commitment
to the survival and security
of Israel, the United States
government will view with
_particular gravity threats to
Israel’s security or. sover-

eignty by a world power. In -

support of this objective,
the United States govern-
ment will in the event of
such threat consult
promptly with- the govern-
ment of Israel with respect
to what support, diplomatic
or otherwise, or assistance it
can lend to Israel in accord-
ance with ‘its constxtutmnal
practices. -

11. The United States Zov- »

-ernment and the govern-
ment of Israel will, at the

earliest possible time, and if

possible, within two months
after the signature of this
document, conclude the con-
tingency plan for a military
supply operation to Israel in
an emergency situation.

12. 1t is the United States
government’s position that
 Egyptian commitments un-
der the Egypt-Israel Agree-
ment, its _implementation,

validity’ and duration are
not conditional upon any act
or developments. between
- the other Arab states and Is-
rael. The United States gov-

ernment regards the Agree--

ment as standing on its own.
“ 13. The United States gov-
ernment shares the Israeli
position that under existing
political circumstances ne-
gotiations with Jordan will
be directed toward an over-
all peace settlement.

14. In accordance with the
principle of freedom of
navigation on the high seas
and free and unimpeded

X passagg'through and over
straits connecting interna-
tional waters, the United
States government regards

the Straits of Bab-el-Mandeb |

and the Strait of Gibraltar
as international waterways.

It will support Israel’s right

to free and unimpeded pas-
sage through such straits.
Similarly, the United States

government recognizes Isra- |
freedom_of -
flights over the Red Sea and -

el's right to
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such straits and will supporf
diplomatically .the exercise
-of that right.

|

15. In the event that -the '
United Nations Emergeney

Force or any other United

Nations organ is withdrawn
without the prior agreement
of both parties to the Egypt
Israel Agreement and the

United States before this

Agreement is superseded by
another agreement, it is the
United States view that the
_Agreement ° shall
'bmdldg in all its parts.
16. The United States and
Israel agree that signature
of the Protocol of the Egypt-

. Israel Agreement and its

full entry into effect shall
not take place before ap-

proval by the United States-

Congress of the U.S. role in
connection with the surveil-
lance and observation fune-
tions described - in  the
. Agreement and its " Annex.
The United States has in-

formed the government of.

Israel that it has obtained

the government of Egypt.

agreement to the above.

—

ings for E@MM"

~ Some Experts Fear It Could Lead toa N udear War

‘By George C. Wilson

Washington Post Staff Writer
If the United States gives
Israel Pershing missiles it
~will put practically all of
her Arab neighbors under
the gun — a situation that
caused some Mideast' spe-
cialists to shudder yesterday
-as they . envisioned conse-
" quences ranging from Soviet
intervention to nuclear war.
. The Pershing has a range
* of 460 miles — enough to hit
Cairo and the Aswan dam in
Egypt, to cover all of Jor-

dan, most of Syria and big™

chunks of Iraq and Saudi
Arabxa

' The missile is also mobile,
and is being improved so it
could be fired in a hurry

_from one place and then

wheeled to another site.
Further, Army ordnance

‘officers confirmed yester-.
" day, Pershing is specifically
designed for a nuclear war-,
head.

. Therefore, Arab leaders
‘would have to wo. ry about
Israel’s” nuclear technology
building warheads for the’
_Pershings even though the
. secret addendum to the Mi-
. deast agreement negotiated

by Secretary of. Stote Henry -

A. Kissinger specifies con-
ventional warheadspfor any

pproved

Israeli Pershings.

The key séntence in that
addendum to the U. S. - Is-
raelt-agreement states: “The
United States government
agrees to an.early meeting
to undertake a joint study.
of high technology and- so-
phisticated items, including
the Pershing  ground-to-.
ground missiles with con-
ventional warheads, with
the view to giving a positive
response.”. .

Despite the “positive re-
sponse” description, Presi- -
dent Ford stressed at a news
conference in the . White
House Oval Office yesterday
that supplying Israel with
Pershings and F-16 fighters
is “subject to negotiations
with Israel.” ..

It is not known when the
United States would send
the Pershings to Israel if ne-
‘gotiatons did wind up with a
“positive  response” nor
which model of the missile
Israel would get.

Right now the Army is -

working on the Pershing 2—
a missile designed tn blow
up one specific target as ,
distinguished from Ievelmrv
& wide area.

The Pershing 2 lits into
the changds in nuclear strat-
eéy Secretary of Defense

or

- reaction.

James R. Schlesmger has or-
dered to give the United
States the _capability of
fighting limited war with
nuclear weapons.  Schle-
singer disagrees with those
arms control specialists and
Gen:. Louis H. Wilson, the
new commandant of the Ma-
rine Corps, who contend
that using small nuclear
weapons would “inevitably
escalate to an exchange of
big ones—meaning all-out
war. )
Schlesinger said in his
Fiscal 1976 posture state-
ment that the Pershing 2
with a nuclear bomb which ;
could guide itself into ths
{arget after the missile had
carried it the requisite dis-

tance “would greatly in-
crease the accuracy of |
Pershing, thus permitting

the use of small-yield war

heads and, hence, reducing

umntmded collateral dam- .
age.”

He noted in the same dis-
cussion that Pershing is less
vulnerable to surprise at-
tack that :aircraft on the
ground because the missile -
can- he moved from .one
launch site to another. The
Pershing 2 also could be.

fired in a hurry because it 1s .

being engineered for gquick

The Pershing. 2 15
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slated for flight testing im -

1977 or 1978, depending on
technical progress and fund- -
ing.

warnings that another war
in the Mideast could esca-
late from conventional to
nuclear. For example, the
American Enterprise Insti-
tute, a private research
group, issued a report in
July stating that “if war is
not curbed in the Middle

East, it will eventually be-* -

come nuclear.”

Robert J. Pranger. an au-
thor of that report and for-
merly a deputy assistant sec-
retary of defeuse specializ-
ing in Mideast arms. prob-
lems, was one of those spe-
cialists who shuddered yes-
terday at the idea of Israel
getting Pershings.

“We're asking for tmu
hle,” he said. Even if Israel
rigged an American Persh.
ing with a conventional war-
head and fired into an Arab
nation just as a warning, he

predicted the Soviet Union
would respond in some di--
rect military way..

"The = Soviet
Pranger said,

respoinses, .
could range

remain

There have been recent

from supplying Egypt, Syria -

or Jordan with similar mis-

siles to persuading the U.M.

r
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“'General Assembly to send 2™
Soviet-led foree into Israel—
as President Truman sent
Americans to Korea.

The Pershing, said Her-
bert Scoville Jr., an arms

* control speeialist who for-
merly worked as deputv di-
rector of the CIA, “makes |

i no sense as a weapon uniess

WASHINGTON POST
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! it'carriés a'nuclear warhead.” *
{ . Therefore, Scoville said,
! introducing the Pershing in
+ the Mideast

very dangerous and perhaps.

make the Mideast an area of
nuclear confrontation.”

head of the Pentagon’s im-

“strikes me as

ternational” security affairs
office, which specializes in
arms control ‘problems, said

the Pershing arrangement .

“is the one part of the deal

that scares the hell out of

Israel, declaring that Persh.-
ing is desxgned to carry
" nuclear warheads and the So-
viet Union might wel] give
its allies in the Mideast sim-
ilar weapons. .

the first slippery step to.

Paul-C. Warnke, formerty

.me.”

He doubted . that

- PLO 5@% 1 i@@ii as f’hwaiened
By- ‘Secret Provisions’ of Pact

By Jonathan Randal

‘Washinzton Post Foreign Service

BEIRUT, Sept. 12 — For
the Palestine Liberation Or-
ganization it has been a
poor month, all too much
like the bad old days five .

. years ago when King Hus-
' sein smashed the comman-
does militarily in Jordan in
what they still call “Black
. September.

Then, at the cost of the’
Jordanian defeat and of hav-
ing the Cairo-based “Voice
of Palestine” radio station
‘silenced by Gamal Abdel
Nasser, the umbrella Pales-
tinian resistance outfit at
least could claim it had sab-
otaged U.S. plans for a par-
tial Sinai disengagement.

But 'this week, another
Egyptian president, Anwar
Sadat, took over contrel of
the same radio station to si-
lence the shriil * Palestinian
criticism of his Sinai disen-
gagement deal with Israel.

To make matters” worse
for the Palesiinians, for
once there was no doubt that
their propaganda claims
were substantially correct:
Sadat had agreed, as part of
the deal’s “secret provi-
sions,” to moderate anti-Is-
raeli attacks of the very
kind the “Veice of Pales-
tine” specialized in.

Such was the mood of res-
ignation among even the

most hardened Palestinians

that they freely discussed
the possibility that Syrian
President Hafez Assad, their
projected partner in a pro-
posed joint command, might
‘yet stop criticizing Egypt'
for the Sinai deal and start
' negotiations with Israel on
" the future of the occupied
Golan Heizhts.

. The great gains of 1974—

recognition of the PLO as
_the “sole legitimate” repre-
sentative of all Palestinians
ivst at the Arab summit
meeting in Rabat and then
at the U.N. General Assembly
~—have led nowhere.

Part of the fault lies with
the Palestinians, although
no PLO officials likes to ad-

.of the so-called

- National

e e

mit that they have hurt

their cause by failing to form
a government-in-éxile as rec-

ommended by such diverse

advisers as the Soviets, Al-
gerians, Libyans, Egyptians

and even some Lebanese

leftists.

But much of the PLO’s
loss of momentum has been
the result of U.S. policy. -
Secretary of State Henry A.
Kissinger has steadfastly re-’
fused to do business with
the PLO, apparenily for
fear of causing the fall of
the Israeli government. He
even persuaded thé Soviet ’
Union that a full-scale Ge- .
neva conference, in which
the PLO could well have
had somie form of represent-
ation, was a .formula for

_deadlock and disaster.

Also depressing  PLO
leader Yasser Arafat have
been the actions of his old
rival, George Habash. leader
“rejection
front,” made up of Habhash's
Marxist Popular Front for
the Liberation of Palestine
and three other small radical
groups. backed by Irag and
Libya.

Habash held a news con-
ference this week to try to
demonstrate Arafat’s errors

_ by charging that in its deal
“with Israel, Lgypt had sold

out the Palestinians, Syrians
and Jordanians. Even if Ara-
fat were to finally reject.
any idea of negotiating with
the Israelis. Habash wouid
simply say, "1 told you s0.”

Indeed. Arafat could weil
turn into what one Palestine
watcher calls “the toughest
terrorist of them all” if he
felt threatened. He no doubt
recognizes that little is on
the horizon to hearten the
rank and file.

Palestinian -officials are
strangely evasive when ask-
ed about holding a session
of the PLO parliament, tor-
mally called the Palestine
Counctl, which is
long overdue and now in:
theory scheduled for No-
vember. Challengers to Ara-
fat could well surface there.

L2

e i g e 1=y

Indeed, about the .only
optimistic note was struck
when a PLO official agreed
with a visitor that perhaps
some good might come of
Syrian negotiations with Is-
rael if only because  Assad
might serve as a conduit to
the United States.

“I think it would be dis-
cussed as long as the deci-
sion remained ours,” a3 PLO
official said warily, stressing

that any such channel would

constitute an “act of sover-
eignty.” That is a codeword
for recognizing the PLO as
the official representative of
the Palestinians.

That, of course, is the
problem sitice the Israeli
government bridles at any
such suggestion. Wearily,
the PLO official discounted
suggestions that Israeli Pre-
mier Yitzhak Rabin might
be encouraged to take
greater risks and eventually

deal with the PLO if his po-,

NEW YORK TIMES

the
United States had to go that
. far in armament. to reassure
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ANY NUCLEAR USF
OF 1. §. TSSILES

‘Defense Chi-éf Gffers i.o Give
Guarantée if Advanced
Pershing Is Provided

ERNARD GWERTZMAN
Spretat {0 The hew York Times
WASHINGTON, Dec.
Defense Minister Shimon Peres
today asked the United States
to supply Israe{ with battle-
ifield support missiies and said
that his Government was ready
fo guarantee that they would
be armed only with

By

ISRAELIRULES 0T

17—l

conven-|j

tional warheads. -
" “Nobody is talking about nu-

“Then the balloon mv’ht
g0 up and we'd have nuclear
warfare,” Warnke said. -

— R §

litical position were more»

. secure.

In‘one of the many mirror

_ images distorting Israeli-Pal-

estinian "efforts at under-
standing, he said, “Israeli
leaders will rethink the

* problem only when they

have had their
backbone broken.”

He added, “If Israel wants
‘to make peace, it will have-
the make peace with those
who make war.”
" In the meantime, yet an
‘other Arafat mission to Mos-
cow is expected, although
the Kreml in is not expected
to be any happler about the:
divisiveness in Palestinian.
ranks now than it was dur-
ing his last visit in April.

‘As for the United - States,

military‘

“the PLO official remarked:

“We're told the American.
policy makers believe we:
haven't earned the creden--
tials and lack the power to:
join the club. We’ll have to»
try harder.” )

What form such tactics:
will take is hard to predict,

although a safe bet is a radi

cal turn away from Arafat’s.
relative moderation.

seeking to rebut reports that
Istael wanted tha missiles,
which have a nuclear capacity,
to threaten Arab cities. He said
the missiles were needed to de-,
ter the Arabs from using their
missiles, which also have(a nu-
clear capacity, but are report-
edly armed only with con-
ventional warfieads.

Speaking to the National
Press Club, Mr. Peres said Israel
needed the Lance missile, with
a range of 60 miles, and the
Pershing, with. a 450-mile
range, to offset the missilgs'

|
|

[to Egypt, Syria and Libya.

supplied by the Soviet Union

New Model Is Due
- The Pershings wzre originaliy
designed as tactical nuclear

Iweapons for use in Europe, but

a newer model not vet pro-
duced will have the capacity
to carry regular explosives,
Mr. Peres arrived in Wash-
ingtoni today for talks 'with
:|Secretary of State. Kis;i.nger
‘and Defense Secretary James

clear warheads,” Mr. Peres said, lR. Schlesinger on Israel's fu-
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tiire * defense” Hebds, " grawing|
out of the Sinai agreement with
Egypt. <.
| “As part of the accord, the
United States lifted the freeze
on ‘the- supply of new mxhtary
te(:hnology and agreed inini-
tially *unpublishéd msmoran-
dums, to give sympathetic un-
derstandmg to Israel’s request|!
for such advanced weapons as
the F-16 fighter, the Lance, the
Pershing, laser-directed bombs
and new tank models.
i Another unpublished memo-
randum between Israel and the
United States; dealing with the
Geneva peace conference, was-
dnad availabl to The New York
Times today. Some of the de-

tails - of this~ document were-

;evealed by The Tlmes Iast;_
week.
i In it, the, Umted States af-~
_ firmed that it would not recog-
nize or negotiate 'with - the
Palestine Liberation Organiza-
tionuntil it recognizes Israel’s

mat direction. .

. ‘The United" States "allowed
some flexibility in_its position
by~ ‘asserting that, while it
'would - coordinate with Israel
on the timing of a Geneva con-
ference, it would-only “seek to
concert its position” regarding
the Palestinians. - ..

The document stated that “It
is -+ understood” that all the
states that initially participated
in' Geneva—the United States,
the Soviet Union, Israel, Egypt,
and Jordan—had a veto on fu-
ture participants.

right to exist. and accepts|,
Security Council resolutions i/

This veto was guaranteed to

NEW YORK TIMES

Israel by the United States in
1973 when the conference was
first held, and Mr. Peres said
today that Israel had to have
a veto or she would not attend
if she objected to the membes.

Bilateral Talks at Geneva -

The United States also
‘pledged to “make every effort”
.to insure that substantive is-
sues at Geneva were to be dis-
cussed on a bilateral basis
between Israel and Arabs,

sure on Israel, but the language
was again not binding.

Mr. Kissinger, at a news con-
ference in Cincinnati before re-
turning to Washington this
afternoon, asked Congress to
approve the aid package to

. |Israel, Egypt and other Middle
Eastern states, expected to €ex-!

ceed $3-billion. u
He said that, while the Sinai

' laccord would not go into ef- |

fect until Congress -approved
the stationing of 200 American
civilians in the Sinai passes to
staff early warning systems,
the accord would go ahead re-
gardless of the vote on the aid
package :

But he said the prospect< of
ipeace would be adversely af-
'fected, if Congress did not agree
‘to “the general range” of aid
figures. Mr. Peres said at the
National Press Club that of the
§2.3-billion requested for Israel,
about $1.8-billion will be for
military items.

Cost of Aid Defended

‘The Ford Administration has
become sensitiv to charges that
the Sinai agreement had to be
bought with the promises of
aid.

Mr. Kissinger, in Cincinnati,
said the United States, as a
result of the 1973 war; supplied

Israel with more than $2-billion

18 September 1975

i U S Israel Pact dn Genevar

’ Special to The New York'!‘imu .
) WASHINGTON Sept. 17—Following is the text of @
.previously unpublished memorandum of agreement be-

tween the United States and

1. The Geneva peace con-
“ference will be reconvened
at a time coordinated be-
tween the United States and
“Israel.

*- 2. The United States will
continue to adhere to its pres-
ent policy with respect to the
Palestine Liberation Organ-
ization, whereby it will not
recognize of negotiate with
the Palestine leeratlon Or-
. ganization so long as the
Palestine Liberation Organ-
ization does not recognize-
-Israel’s right - to " exist - and
' does mnot accept Security
Council Resolutions 242 and
338. The United States Goy-
ernment will consult fully
,and seek to concert its posi-
' tion and strategy at the Ge-
.neva peace conference on
_this' issue with the Govern-
ment of Israel, Similarly, the
United -States . will consult
: {ully and seek 'to concert its

Israel dealing with the Ge-

position and strategy with
Israel with regard to the par-
ticipation of any other addi-
tional states. It is understood
that the participation at a
subsequent phase of the con-
ference of any possible addi-
“tional state, group or organ-
ization will require the agree-.
ment of all the initial par-
ticipants. “

3. The United States 'will
make every effort to insure
at the conference that all the

. substantive negotiations will

be on a bilateral basis..

4. The United States will
oppose and, if necessary,
vote against any initiative in
the Security Council to alter
adversely the terms. of refer-.
ence of the Geneva peace.

thereby avoiding undue pres-{|g

fin eqmﬁment, that the resulting]:
oil embargo cost the Umted
States. more. than $10-billion,| .
and that inflation cost even’
more,

“There is no question but
that what we're talking about
now would be’ trifling com-;}
pared thh what a war would
cost us,” Mr, Kissinger said.

United States had pledged to
give favorable consideration to{:
e supply of F-16's and Per—,
shing mxssxles to Israel. .

“All we've agreed to is to
study the problem,” Mr. Kis-
singer said. “We have not made
a commitment.” .

He said the F-18 could not

be delivered until the end of
the decade or the early nineteen
eighties. The new Pershing
model also could not be de-
livered for several years..
Mr. Kissingsr seemed to in-
dicate that Israel would. have
no trouble receiving the F-16,
but he was more firm in as-
serting that no commitment had
been made on the Pérching. °

.- President Ford sent a letter

clearing the way for the sale
of 14 Hawk antiaircraft missile
batteries to Jordan, thereby:
ending a dispute with Congress.

In the letter, Mr. Ford -as-
sured Congress that the. mis-
siles would be' permanently in-

CIA-RDP77-00432R0001

He was apparently concerned|:
over the disclosure that thej!

to_ Congress today ‘fromally

003700016 - *

‘the Israeli’ border to support
an offensive action. .. .

- Senator Clifford P. Case, Re-
_publican of New dersey, the
" leading Senate - critic of the
jsale, said he was satisfied that
ithe Hawks would no longer
ipose a potential strateoxr.‘threntf
ito Israel.

Representative Jonathan B

Bingham, Democrat of the
-Bronx the leading critic in the:
~House of Representatives, told!
‘the  International !

- Relations,
Committee that he would. no;
longer seek to block the sale
in view because-of Mr. Case’s
decision not to press the issue
in the Senate.

“I must confess that I'm_still
very unhappy over the deal ”
Mr. Bingham said. A

Rabin Doubts Syria ‘l'alks :

JERUSALEM Sept. 17 (Reu-
ters)—-Premler Yitzhak Rabin
Isaid today that he was extreme-
'ly doubtful about chances of
reaching an interim - peace
agreement with Syria.

Speaking with foreign cor-|-
respondents, he restated Israel’s
readiness to talk with Syria or
any other Arab state about an
.over-all settlement.

Bu he said ho decision had
been made to enter into talks|
with the Syrians on an interim
agreement on Israeli withdraw-
als in the Golan heights.

Foreign Minister Yigal Allon
made the same point during a

stalled and would, iak a mobile
capacity. He said they would
be based in the Amman-Zerka

south of Amman,

Members of Congress had:
threatened to mohlbn the $260-!
million sale for fear the mis-:

7 prace between

- conference “or “t& "'éﬁh’ngé"‘

Resolutions 242 and 338 in
ways which are incompatible-
with their original purpose.

5. The United States .will
seex to insure that the role of.
the co-sponsors will be con:.
sistent with what was agreed
in the memorandum of under-:
standing between. the United
States Government and - the-

:Government of Israel of- Dec.

20, 1972, :

6. The Umted States and(
Israel will concert action to
assure that the conference

.will be conducted in a man.’.

ner consonant with the ob-
jectives of this document and .

-with the declared purpose of

the conference, namely the.:
advancement of a negotiated:;
Israel and:
.its.neighbors,, . .. .. o

area and at airbases and ra-!
dar stations to' the east and

siles -would be moved up toj

Parliament session called by the
| right-wing Likud opposition,
: which opposes withdrawals in
Golan occupied in 1967. !
The opposition cited state-
. ments by Foreign Ministéer Is-
| mail-Fahmy of Egypt as appar-
ent evidence that talks. with
Syria were contemplated.
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WASHINGTON POST
9 September 1975 .

Michael R. Codel ™ "~~~

The Future of»'U.S'.‘AfIl‘icaH Pohcy . -

The United States continues down a -
tisky path by permitting: President
Mobutu Sese Seko of Zaire to dictate
our African foreign policy.

~The latest act of acquiescence to -

Mobutu’s whims is the impending
resignation of Nathaniel Davis after
only five months as Assistant Secre-
tary of State for African - Affairs,
Among the reasons that have been
given js. Mobutu’s refusal to allow
Davis into Zaire in July. ’

This comes quickly after our Am-
bassador to Tanzania, W. Beverly Car-
ter, was belatedly transformed from
hero togoat over his handling of the
Zaire-hased kidnaping of four Ameri-
can and Dutch. students earlier this
- summer, Carter apparently facilitated’
payment of "a ransom to a group of

Mr. Codel “is a former Associated
Press correspondent and Peace Corps
volunteer in Africa,

r 4 s

long-forgotten Zaire rebels and assured
the students’ release; for this, he re-
ceived & State Department commen-
dation. Only after Mobutu let: it be
known that He was - plqued over the
Tevelation . that those anti-Mobutu
rebels still existed, did State do a
complete flip-flop, all but destroying
Carter’s career. :

And earlier this year came the, ex-
pulsion of Deane Hinton, U.S..ambass-
ador to- Zaire, because Mobutu de-
cided the latest coup . effort against
him must have come from the United -
States. How coincidental that this ac-
tion came during preparations for the
Organization of African Unity summit
in Kampala, where Idi ‘Amin was due
‘to hold .forth as host. Mobutu dges
not willingly share center stage with
anybody, even fools, and after only
the most polite groveling on our part,
Mobutu ,.was allowed to make his
points with other African leaders at
our expense, Now, according to the in-
formed sources cited in The Post, the
United States .is trying to renew the
great man’s goodwill with a $60 mil-
lion aid package: the official and dip-
lomatic version of the corporate brib-
ery needed to tonduct business in
"countries like Zaire.

Who is this man so esteemed by our
foreign policy-makers that our African
‘relations must be all but cleared with
him in advance ‘and, if he thinks we.

President Mobum .

"are w’ro;xg, must be rectified to his

satisfaction afterward? Lest we forget,

Zaire used to be known.as The Congo,

a.synonym for chaos, and Mobutu was
the man who: . : ;
- © Was. brought fo-power and was

. ‘sustained there through the substan-:

tial military and financial backing -of
the United States; .. - N

® ‘Consolidated his grip on the ¢oun-
try by the public hanging in 1966 of
four former cabinet ministers, includ-
ing - ex-Premier. Evariste Kimba, fol-
lowing a joke military “trial” -on
trumped-up conspiracy charges; -

® Maintains a policy of keeping resi-
dent foreigners, both black and .white,
as virtual hostages through xeno-.
phobic propaganda and anti-foreign

; campaigns every time a co'u»p;—;tam

brewing.- ) ye
® Has maintained himself in power
by buying off or jailing potential op-
ponents, This, at least, satisfies our
policy-makers’ desire for- “stability.”
Pity that it’s little different from Du-
valiersstyle stability. )

Who bears the responsibility: for
permitting this kind of man- to have
such an influence on our foreign
policy decisions? To my mind, the
State Department ang Congress share
equal blame. f

At State; it’s the increasingly famil-
iar problem of Secretary Kissinger
being so personally involved in pur-
suing our interests in some regions
that he has no time to look after them
in others, If we have an African
policy, it must exist in a void, without
knowledgeable leadership from either
President or Seccretary. Regional . or
desk officers can’t be expected to as-
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. cavalierly?

sume such-leadership, and wouldn’t
fault their hesitancy after the Carter
affair. - ¢ ¢ o v o e
In Congress, we see the dispropor-
tionate influence of the Black Con-
gressional Caueus which seems to
wield considerable strength in a policy
vacuum, The caucus is to be commend-
ed for keeping Africa at least some-

- what in the public eye and for its Sup-.

port of Ambasador Carter (although 1
wonder to what -extent this support
would have been rendered if Mr. [Lar-

. ter were' not black). Unfortunately,

however, the Caucus has {00 often sup-
ported the demagoguery of numerous
dictators who' suppress their own peo-
ple. This is no' service to Africa nor
‘those descended from Africans. =

On the Senate side, there seems to
be little more than an overwhelming .
lack of interest in Afriean affairs. The
Foreign Relations subcommittee ‘on
Aftica should be something more than .
a stepping stone to the next, more’
‘prestigious ‘subcommittee. How can

. Congress assert its role in foreign poli-

¢y when such a vital area is treated so .
Let'there be no doubt of Africa’s im-
portance to America. Not only are
there cultural ties between Africa and
one out of nine- Americans, but there
will be stronger economic ties as the
industrialized world becomes more de-
pendent on African commodities and
as Africa expands, guite understand-
ably, its influenece in_the exploitation
and. marketing of its raw materials.
The only climate in which our

.African relations can be carried out -
.successfully is one of mutual respect.

If there’s no Jjustification for demand-
ing that Africa knuckle under to our
demands, then there’s none for us to

- knuckle under to Africa’s. It's about

IA-RDP77-00432R0001 00_370001 -6

time that we stood-up to the whims
of the Mobutus and the other tenth
of 1 per cent of the African population
that has the money, the education and
the power, and instead, started think-
ing about the other 99.9 per cent who
are effectively blocked from sharing
the iruits of political and economie
independence. .

As long as cur African foreign policy
continues to be conducted in a leader-
ship vacuum, the decisions will con-
tinue to come out of Kinshasa and
Kampala, and not out of Washington,

ittt it
Joseph Krafr's regular columnin
this space will resume next month,

. .
T ook '
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- Washington Looks

,

Anew at Northeast As””B

By RICHARD HALLORAN

TOKYO—Since the fall of ‘South Vietnam four months
ago, President Ford and his senior officials have issued

, Tegular assurances that the United States intends to stand
... by its: secunty commitments. Nowhere has that been more

true than in Northeast Asia, where a war scare in Korea

. flared up briefly after the events in Saigon.

Secretary of Defense James Schlesinger went so far as
to suggest that the United States would not hesitate to use

" tactical nuclear weapons in Korea if the Ford Admxmstra—

tion considered that necessary.
That period of muscle- flemn g, however, seems to have

- passed. Asia is adjusting to ‘an all-Communist Vietnam and

President Kim Il Sung of North Korea, in another of his
mercurial changes, has shifted from belligerence to a diplo-

* matic offensive. Washington’s rhetoric' of reassurance con-

" tinues, though in a lower key, but running through it is a

-~ subtle message to Asian nations on conventional defense:
© “Look to it yourselves.” That, in turn, has revived the issue.
¢ “of reducing or withdrawing the 168,500 United States sol-’
_diers, sailors and airmen flung out in a fan from Guam to

South Korea to Thailand.
-Thus Secretary Schlesinger, in his recent trip to this area,

\was careful not to overstate the American commitment. He
- pointedly praised “the self-help efforts being made by the
.. Republic of Korea” and renewed United States offers to
-- assist that nation in becoming self-reliant in defense. Mr.
| Schlesinger even more pointedly reminded the Japanese that

they were not doing enough for their own defense.

The Troops in Korea

But Mr. Schlesinger indicated that the Admmxstranon was

~ not contemplating a withdrawal of United States forces in

the immediate future. Instead, he agreed with President
Park Chung Hee of South Korea that in about five years,
reductions could begin, but added: “I think it is at least

. arguable that a U. S, presence will need to remain for the
" indefinite future.”

The strong point of the United States mlhtary situation

" in Asia today has shifted from the Southeast to the North-

" east complex of South Korea, Japan and Okinawa. That tri-

- angle is home for 118,000 United States military people—

40, 000 in an army infantry division and supporting-combat

" units in South Korea; 51,000 in the Fifth Air Force and. a

Marine Corps division in Okinawa and 27,000 in the

- Seventh Fleet based in Japan.

There are also about 4,000 men in Taiwan in looxstxcs and

; advisory capacities; 16,000 in the 13th Air Force at Clark
.. Air Base and at the Subic Naval Base in the Philippines;
¢ 19,500, mostly in the Air Force, in Thailand; 11,000 at the

Elghth Air Force's B-52 base and the Naval base on Guam.
The missions of these forces are described by officials as

" multiple. They can be used for local incidents—the Marines

that were dispatched in the Mayagliez incident came from

© Okinawa. The constant air and sea patrols are said to be

NEW
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¢ Two former South Viet-
namese intelligence agents
who allegedly cooperated
with the CIA have been sen-
tenced to death, Saigon’s
" Liberation Daily reported,
but it did not say whether
the sentences had been car-
ried out.

3
'
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fective in warning against and deterring the Chinese and
ussians, and the ground forces are to help deter the North

Koreans. There are an estimated 1,700 tactical nuclear
weapons in South Korea, the Philippines, and aboard the
Seventh Fleet's three aircraft carriers, twenty-two cruisers
and destroyers and an’ unknown number of submarines,

The Questionable Need

. The purely  military necessity of these forces is wxdely
debated. The official rationale is that they serve the United
States national interest in Asia. Mr. Schlesinger said, for
_ example, that Japanese military strength “is not sufficiently
ample to fuifill the mission of the self- defense of the Japa-
anese islands. The pressures to withdraw come from all
sides. There are budgetary pressures on all United States
forces everywhere. Beyond that, in Korea, United. States .
Congressmen who sense that their voters- wilp ot ‘Support
involvement in another land war in Asia want fg;e tmops out
right away. .

In Japan, the pressures come from within. The Japﬂnese -
have never been comfortable with United ~States forces
which remind them of the defeat in “World W4r I and the
subsequent occupation. Today, the Japanese fear that the

" presence of United States forces may involve Japan in cons~
flicts not of their own making.

The Japanese Government has so far been unwﬂlmg to
guarantee that the United States will be allowed to use the
bases to support military action in Korea or elsewhere, thus
makmg their usefulness questionable. They are.also insecure
since any anti-American mob of demonstrators can march

-in and close them down.

The United States has promised Peking that 1t will with-
draw all forces from Taiwan, which the Chinese consider
their sovereign territory. President Ferdinand Marcos of the
Philippines has indicated that his Government wants the
bases at Clark and Subic, but he has vaciltated. Thailand,
trying to appease North Vietnam, has given the United
States until next March 20 to have all forces " out.

During the last century, United States power expanded '
across the Pacific Ocean through Hawaii, Samoa, Guam.
the Philippines and into Indochina and Thaxland in the
south, Taiwan in the center, and Japan and Korea in tne
north. That power is being contracted today, the withdrawal
from the Southeast Asian mainland being almost complete
and that from the Philippines and Tanwan seemingly only
a matter of time.

That will evidently leave United States forces only in’
Northeast Asia. But that, too, is being eroded, and a fa'l-
back position is being prepazed in the Mananas Islands just
north of Guam. There, in June, the people on Saipan, Tinian
and other islands of World War II fame, voted to become a
United States Commonwealth and to give the United States
extensive rights for military bases. Coupled with existing
bases on Guam, those islands may be the United Stales
strongpoint in the Western Pacific in the future.

Richard Halloran is bureau chief of The New York Times
in Tokyo,
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“ACAMBODIAN VIEW
-~ OFHAYRGUET GASE!

Phnom Penh Wasn’t Aware
Ship Had Been Seized
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By PAUL HOFMANN
Cambodian gunboats seized
the American containership,
Mayagiiez last May 12 with-
out the knowledge of the Com-}
munist Government in Phnom
Penh, according to leng Sary,|
the Cambodian Deputy Premier.
He sald the authorities in
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. ‘broadcasts, because the Ameri-
-can technology'is able to con-
_vey information much . faster
than our armed forces can.”

He maintained that “a blodd-
bath” had been unnecessary,
saving that the Phnom Penh
Government, had ordered the
release of the ship and its crew
but that American forces at-
tacked while the release. was
being arranged.

Mr. Ieng Sary, who left the

United States yesterday after a: -

-week’s visit to the United Na-;
tions, gave this .account here!

-Saturday at a reception ar- -

-anged at the Union Theological
Seminary by a small group of
Camboedians living in the United
States. . .

According to a ‘tr'a.nscripst ofi

his remarks made available by .

Gareth Porter, director of.the
Indochina Resource Center in;
Washington, D. C., and George!
Hildebrand, an. associate, Mr.’
leng Sary also explained that
the forced evacuation of large;
numbers of people from Phnom:
Penh after the Ccmmunist take-:

over of April 17 was dictated!.
! omr.

by a lack of food. |

The Deputy Premier noted.
that the population of Phnom!
Penh had swollen in the last:
stage of the former Govern-
ment to three million from two
million. The new authorities,]

WASHINGTON POST
10 September 1975

he said, carried out an evacua-
tion “without bicodshed in a
week” because the countryside
offered some possibilities to
feed the evacuees. :
This version contrasted with
reports, soon after the Commu-

nist take-over, that the newj,

rulers had besun a peasant
revolution, forcing as many as
three million or four million
people out of Cambodia’s cities
to the countryside,-to till the
soil.’ . . R
5] Handled That Affair’

' The Deputy Premier, who
spoke in Cambodian, vy\th an
English translation provided by
a leader o the Cambodian com-

munity here, Sok Hom fglng‘
an economist, gave his versionsj
of the Mayagiiez case and ofj
the evacuation of Phnom Penh:
in reply to questions from the,
audience at- -the seminary,
Broadway a 120th- Street. The
reception was attended by more
than 100 ‘members of groups
that opposed the 'war in Indo-
china.
According to the transcript,
leng Sary said of- the
Mayagiiez crisis: “I handled that
affair with my own hands.”
He said the ship was sailing
westward within six kilometers:

of thes small Wai Islands when'.

Cambodian forces, “in a spirit

of revolutionary vigilance,”
captured her. / (
counts at the time had said

[the ship was eight miles —;
which would be about 13 kilo-;

meters off the island when

seized.’ o
“The leaders in. Phnom Penh

" didn’t know” of the seizure, Mr.

Jeng Sary went on, prasing the
“vigilance” of the Cambodian
soldiers, whom he described. as
“workers.” t

the armed forces knew. that the
Mayagiiez was being “operated
for information-gathering.” The
Deputy Premier said that, on
learning of the incident, the au-
thorities” contacted the forces

American  ac-.

He asserted thaty

on the islands and their com-

‘mander in Sihanoukville on tha’

mainland, ordering him to re-
port to Phnom Penh. S
The commander, according:
to Mr. Ieng Sary, arrived in the
capital at 2 P.M. on an unspeci-
fied day “and at 5 P.M: we
ordered him back under in-
structions to release the Maya-
giiez immediately.”™ .
The day after her capture off
the Wai Islands, the Mayagiiez
was moved to Tang Island, and
the crew was put on fishing|
boats and eventually taken to
Sihanoukville before being re-
leased. e
. While the release cf the ves-

Sunday, Sept. é4, 1975

' Central

‘depend on any help

THE WASHINGTON POST

sel was being arranged, ‘the
Deputy Premier said, the Amer-
icans bombed Tang Island—
“bombed so hard that they
thought everyone who had
stayed o the sland had been
killed.” However, accerding to
Mr. Ieng Sary, Cambodian units
held out and attacked the
United States forces when they
landed. ’

He asserted that orders had
been given to release all cap-
tured Americans but that the
United States forces bhombed -
the island, Sihanoukville the
nearby mainland’ harbor of
Ream, causing many casualties.

The Deputy Premier charged
that “the C.LA. will continue
to interfere in our problems”
and that such activities by the
Intelligence  Agency
were the reason why “we must
continue to raise our vigilance.”

Speaking of conditions in!
Phnom Penh, Mr. Ieng Sary
said that before the capital's
capture by the revolutionary
forces the “imperialists,” mean-
ing the United States, had sup-
plied 30,000 to 40,000 tons of
food to the city every month.
He asserted that, in the revolu-
tion’s spirit of self-reliance, the
authorities did not want to
from
abroad, and so decided to “dis-
perse” the capital’s population.

Viet Policy A
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agents of the American CIA,
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By Alan
United Press

BANGKOK, Sept. 9 — Only

now can it be seen just how!

much the ranks of the pro-
American administrations in
South Vietnam were riddled
with Vietcong. -

Familiar names and faces
pop up daily. Some of the
most fanatic anti-Commnists,
it seems, were working all
along for the other side.

My personal souveair of Vi-
etnam is one of those pith hel-
mets worn: by combat troops
of North Vietnam and the Vi-
etcong. )

It is personally autographed
by the military police com-
mander who gave it to me. He
worked for years inside the
South Vietnamese Central In-
telligence Agency headquar-
ters while waiting for the Vi
‘etcong victory.

_ A new province chiel tbday
is a Vietcong lieutenant colo-

ith Vietcong

Dawson
International

The day that -the Vietcong'
captured his home province,
he was with the American ad-
viser there. He was considered i
by all Americans who knew;
him to be a dedicated anti-:
Communist who would prob-|
ably be executed by any North!
Vietnamese troops that cap-,i(
tured him. ‘. o

An American still in Viet-
nam recently did a sucvey of
the 20 Vietnamese who had
worked in his archiect’s office
_before the Provisional Revolu-
tionary Government took over
the nation April 30, .

Card-carrying members of
the PRG included the chicf!
surveyvor—who was in charde
of drawing plans for highly.
classiifed smmunition stm‘rg%:f_

sites and bases—and an office |
~maid- who emptied the trash.
every day. i

The surfacing of these long-

5

pop up almost daily. Obser

#
vers scour old documents and [{ %

files trying to find out details
about such men as Nguyen
Van Linh, Vu Van Kiet—and
often find no hint as to their
former jobs. - :

Since May, these men—and
other previously unknown per-
sons like {lem—have ap-
peared on reviewing stands at
important celebrations. On of-!
ficial lists, their names appear
before those of better-known
Vietcong, indicating they are
the real powers in the new-

‘"government.

According to the lists, most
are members of the ,shadowy
People’s Revolutionary Party
~—the Communist Party in
South Vietnam.

“It was not possible before
our victory to speak of these
men, because they were in
very sensitive jobs,” a Foreign

¢ Ministry spokesman said.

JU.S. intelligence once esti-
mated that about 20,000 Viet-
cong agents had infiltrated
US. and South Vietnamese

j:ranks. No one rcealized, how-

ever, just how high the penes
tration went.

© .
18Singer

By Murrey Marder
‘Waskington Post Staff Writ.»

Secretary of State Henry A.
Kissinger says that he “always
considered Indochina a. disas-;
ter” for American policy. i

Since the collapse of thatf
policy last April, with the con-i
quest of South Vietnam andi
Cambodia by the Commu-’
nists, Kissinger increasingly:
has expressed public doubt in'
retrospect about the wisdom
of the original policy. Until
now, however, he had not
claimed that he “always” con-
sidered it disastrous.
~ "This strong public statement
by Kissinger to disassociate
himself from the U.S. involve-
ment in Indochina was made
an hour-long interview with
William F. Buckicy Jr., taped
on Wednesday and hroadeast
last night on WETATV's
“Firing Line.”

Kissinger was responding to
& question from Buckley who
said, “It seems to be plain that
the disaster of Indochina,

time Communist agents makes
clear the Communist side had . .
good security and intelligence. | O0 the losing side: :
tor and interperter for U.S.: ques .OI men in the Com"f i lh"ue ~as no way we could
j munist hierarchy, apparently] Win with penetration into our

CIA agents i1 his home 1‘6v: o 1 s
ince. . PYO¥ unknown to sophisticated l;ranks like that.”

against which you struggled;
was a disaster nevertheless?”

“Well,” replied Kissinger, “I
have always considered Indo-
china a disaster—partly bhe-
cause we did .o - think
through the implications ofj

nel who also holds rank in the; Ca s . .
North Vietnamese army. His: Said a disconsolate officer

former job was chief transla-%‘

Lé
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what we were doing at the be:|

ginning ™

. Buckley:- “Does -
" you included?”

Kissinger: “Well—" )

Buckley: “Which was it?”

" Kissinger:

sions wére" made in the previ-
ous- administration—and
partly because the magnitude

of the task we had set for our-'

selves was not clear when it
© was set. And then the Ameri-
<an public was not prepared

to stick with it. So it failed for.

a variety of reasons .

Kissinger said, “We let our-A .

selves down .by entering too
lightly on an enterprise whose
magnitude was not -under:
" stood, by methods which were
inappropriate to the. scale..of
the ... ‘problem, and then
,were caught by what I would
think was a minority, but. nev-
ertheless a very determined.
minority, in a situation ‘in
which the effective public -sup-
port disintegrated.”

. Neither the. secretary nor
his interviewer discussed the

paradox of attempting to sus-|’

tain public support for a pol-
“icy described as fatally ﬂawed
“at the beginning.” .

‘we’ mean

“—pre (before)]
my being in office. Those deci-’

'mstallatxons pass intoits hands.

.Although the Ford: admmxs
: ’t;'atxon last spring blamed
iCongress for failure to sustain
the anti-Communist govern-
‘ment in South Vietnam with
adequate . aid after the U.S.
troop withdrawal, Kissinger;
sald in the Buckley interview:

' . I think probably the

i

Cong1 ess came to reflect pub -

li¢ sentiment.so that finally, in|
_ the ultimate collapse: last;
spring, there was clearly no
public support for any contin-
uation of the American effort.
Al public opinion polls
seemed to show this.” )

At present in the . Umted
States, Kissinger said, there
“is an almost metaphyswal re-
vulsion' against foreign. in-
‘volvements that involve
risks.”

Kissinge}- said,” “It is one:
thing to have a crisis that lasts:
a day or two-such as the
Cambodia ” incident, or the.
Mayaguez (ship seizure) inci-
dent—but the real test is to
sustain a ‘erisis .over an ex-
“tended penod of time.” o

“And there," said Kissinger,:
“Y.would think thal anything
that looks to the publie like a
massive foreign involvement

" would require the most metic- .
ulous justification before- it

could .be supported. This is
our dxfficulty in the Con-

" NEW YORK TIMES
1 September 1975

I T T Sub51d1ary Eased Out of ‘Thailandxv-

By DAVID A. ANDELMAN :
ecial t0 The New York Times - ‘_‘
BANGKOK, 'Thailand,” Aug,
31 — A subsidiary of- Intema—
tional - Telephone " & Teleoraph
kesponsible - for. operating. and
maintaining. the- entite: Armeri>
can ° military - communications
system in Thaxland, mcludmg
top-secret momtonng stations,
has .been. eased. out .of ‘the
country. its operatxons here
terminating today.” . - i
.The pullout of the subsndlary,
the Federal - Electric Company.
ds.an, 1mportant element .in the
‘controversy over the, waning
‘Ammerichn ‘role’ m ]}‘adand and
Southeast .Asia “and the . de-
mands by. the. Thai Government
that more and. more ‘American

:‘The Federal ' Electric - Com-
pany, -which Has its Headquar-
ters'in Paramus;* N.J,, has- oper-
ated the entire communications
network that links. the various
-American bases “in” Thailand
ithe- . sophlsncated radar: net-
-works, - satellite - -ground
!stations and a secret monitor-|
'ing - station--at --Ramusun--in
northeastem Thailand; ‘that has
for years intercepted and-miofii-
‘tored Comminist mnhtary -and
'civilian radio traffxc m thxs
region, : g
~ In fact,” Federal Electnc h
been in Indochina almost from|
the' first days of Ametrican in-
velvement in Southeast’ Asid: It
was this ‘company - that, un-
known {o ‘most outsiders, oper-
ated the entire m:l:tary commu-
nications network in South
Vietnam. — -one of -the most

in a war zcne
. -Withdrawal Deadline Set.

The - company’s. troubles: in
rhalland began more ‘than’a
vear ago when the Thai. Gov:
.ernment  suddenly -announced;
that it wanted Thai companies
~to take over the functions being

performed 'by. E.E.C., clearly in
“reparatxon for what the TRais§
hoped would be a complete

rnover of ‘the-whole’ commu-}

aicatiens network to them by

v1°‘ct March 19. Tha.t is- the2

munications,. - from.-thé - actual

Thai-companies involved inc~

Americari concerns=+Ampac and
Trans-Asia, beth of: which -are};

"|States Department of the Army,

sophisticated* ever estabhshed'

‘Tquestion "of .phase-out or_term:

deadlme the Govemment set for house, met with the Thal_ Pre-

the complete withdrawal of the
Amencan mnht.ar_y from Thax-

An Amencan official sald last i
week ‘that'-the chief+ problem
was g techmcahty ovet whether.
the Thai’ compatiies” would, be
given, ‘the same tax exempttion
as Federal Electric. The. Ameri-
‘can mxhta.ry demanded. that . any
companies. that performed work]|.
_{supported by joint military as-
“|sistance funds not use a part
of that funding to. pay. taxes to
the {‘host.government.”:

‘But.: there reported}y “were
further -discussions as well —
particularty over-the separating|:
of maintenance- of. routine - fa-
cilities, such as' telephone ¢om-

dperation . of some-.of the .top-
secret-facilities that the Ameri-
¢an military did not want any

‘ Finally it “was decided-. that
Federal ~Electric’s >$9-millionsa-

inated' today and.the: company, iy
together’ - 'with ~two smaller|,

“housekee ing” _ companies—
would leave Thailarid- as /the
Thai ‘Government :demanded.
Their. operations, however, are
being taken over by the United

a’c JJéast for the present 2
. “We still ‘do‘not know" what!
facilifies are-to be turned over
to the Roya!' Thai Government,
or when,” a .senior -American|;
military.- official .said here last
week. “Obvxously this comph-
cates evprythfng
- Uncertainties Per;sxst

In ‘fact,each. week. there._.is
a- new. pronouncement: on the

ination, a. new shading of ‘mean-,
ing:-On Thursday; the American
Ambassadar. Charles S. White-

Kukrit: told .reporters that all
American combat troops rmust]
“{be out' by March 19. But He
adtled that other American mili- A
tary groups, such as the Joint:
United" States- Military * Assist-
ance ' Group “and ‘the™ Military/
Assistance Command’' Thailand
could remain here as “advisory]|
groups.”- Ha *told Ambassador
Whitehouse he would like- the
Unitgd States fo leave sophis-]
ticated: mlhtary installations to
“fthe’ That
training Thai. .personnel ’mop- )

‘erate them. - P
year contract would be-term-| h

sand,” one. American: official
said Tast week shaking his head
in dismay., “You think you. have,
it. all. together, “then you .Jock
down and.it’s all sifted thmugh
your fmgers again”

{Vietnam, .-

inier, Kukrit Pramoj, to discuss!

]

“the general situation.” "

- The Premier ‘has” repeatedly'

- the- past ‘démanded removal:

of the “entirs. American pres:; .
ence”:-from~ Thailand by~ nextz;
March® 19—a process” that has!
already begun’ with the’ closinv‘l
of several Amencan, Air Force

bases in.the last six months.. .

-~ After Thursday’s meeting, Mr :

‘Goveérnment . after

“AR these- nertxatious are|
like irying to make a rope of

Comment by I T. T.

sLA : spokesman - for- LT.T.
reached by telephone, said: that!

the company-“had: anticipated-

tHe move for .some time.” He
said the closing of operatlons
in Thailand :was «a ‘“phasing
out™ :that . began:. when - the
United - States" mthdrew from

sae

gress.” . \nhans unarmed” in the exist.
i Kissinger smd this problem |ing Umted Nations peacekeep-
'for pohcymakers has come to |ing force in the Middle East.
the surfacé now in the dlspute. Many independent observ-:
over sending 200 Americans to ¢rs regard the -American de-!
man warning stations between pate gver the 200 technicians
Israeli and Egyptian forces in ug mild..

the Sinai desert. . ..~ Inahearing before the Sen-

He said there is “a consider- ste Foreign Belatwns Commit-
able debate starting” over this top Jast Wednesday, the same!
plan to use 200 “volunteers, ¢l qay that the Kissinger inter-;
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view was taped, one public’
opinion analyst said, “The
public has remained remarka.-
bly quiet on this issue.” Poll-
ster Louis Harris said his' sur-
vey showed 42 per cent of the
public in favor of sending the
technicians, 28 per cent op-
posed, and the remainder not

sure. i
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. THE SUNDAY TELEGRAPH, London
31 Augmst 1975 - :

THIS YEAR’S most surprising detente—the resumption of relations of
a sort between President Ford’s U.S.A. and Fidel Castro’s Communis$
Cuba—owes a good deal more to hard heads than to soft hearts. The motive
behind it can be summed up in one word—oil. '
There is a strong possibility that there are massive. oil
fields off the Cuban coast, and this is the real key to the
easing of the 13-year-old trade boycott a few days ago.”

Castro for his part is behavi_ng with consummate, if
cynical, skill. Having let the Russians prospect for oil, now
it is_on the horizon he is proposing to have the Americans
develop the wells. :

Recent seismological tests by

the Russians im Cuban waters
have apparently revealed the

and Seqretary of State Kissinger
has maintained that a full-scale
‘resumption of U.S. trade and
, diplomatic relations with Cuba "
~would be “premature.”

But, oil apart, some American'
‘businessmen have been told by
the Cubans that the Cubans are
in the market for $3,000 million .
he kind' of s of American equipment. .
pared to put the kind of sums - Given the attraction j
that Castro needs the way of oil fields requiring Arrfe?éa?:ajeg::
the Communist leader. -pertise and money just 90 miles

likeiihood of several large oil
sltlructurcs which form part of.
the 3

Mexico oil fields. :

immensely rich Gulf of -

But Castro kmows only too °
well that to develop such fields -

he will need American technolo-
gical skills aamd American
finance. The Russians are well .
behind on offshore exploration
and production amd are not pre-

Friday, Sept. 19,1975

" THE WASHINGTON POST \

Hence the recent “let’s make
up ” signals which Castro . has
made to the Americans (like
returning skyjackers who sought
asylum in Cuba and $2 million
of ransom money). -

partment boycott; foreign mer-
chant ships will be allowed to
refuel in U.S. ports even if they
have already called at Cuban
ports; countries which trade with
Cuba will now be allowed to
receive U.S. food supplies dis-
Zléi(t’)uted under U.S. Public Law

Direct trade is still ruled out

This has already led to the .
partial lifting of the State De- :

off the Florida coast, the Ameri-
come under growing pressure
from "American businessmen to
lift the trade boycott completely
and let the U.S. il groups take
over the exploration from the

Castro wants. .

One ironic twist to the whole
story is that one of the alleged
oil structures discovered by the
Russians_is offshore from the
massive U.S. naval base at Guan.

tanamo which the Americans

: have held on to during all those

13 years since the Castro revo-
lution.

Russians which is exactly what

can Administration is likely to .-

“unilateraily” and “indefinite”
are explosive terms in Pan-
ama, and doubly so with nego-

 Kissinger’s Statements | B

‘Heat Canal Zone Talks

By Murrey Marder
Washington Post Staff Writer

Sccretary of State Henry A,
Kissinger tried to answer Ala-
bama Gov. George C. Wallace
earlier this week—and
touched of a verbal tempest
in Panama.

Kissinger eounts on excep-
tional verbal adroitness to
help carry him " through a
maze of complex isues. On
Tuesday, however. Kissinger
initially misspoke in response
to a question en Panama Can-
al negotiations asked by Wal-
lace at the Southern Govern-
ors Conference at Orlando,
Fla. . . .

- Kissinger quickly tried to
amend his reply, but not

i

ment. The principles govern-
ing new negotiations, which
he signed in 1974, are based
on changing 1803 treaty lan-
.guage that gives the United
“States authority to operate:
and defend the Panama Canal
“in perpetuity,” and assuring.
Pavamanian participation in
defense of the Canal Zone.
Associates emphasized yes-
terday that Kissinger, in re-
sponse to Wallace. went on to
raodify considerably his open-
ing remarks. i
Kissinger said one choice!
for the United States is to risk'
“a Vietnam-type situation” ini
which it may be required tol
use its military force “for an|
indefinite period” to defend|

its interests in the canali

quickly enough to avoid reper- ,Weapon against the United
cussions in Panama, where |St€1\59151~ R tion reflectod
‘sensitive  negotiations were the ztliileﬂso%lt)?)ssilt?gn'sn C‘éof;l
under way. . 4 St 0
The latest 10-day round of|}8ress to negoa‘“{‘f‘g tanyA?te:{
negotiations recessed Wednes.|ianama Cana dlea ¥ W Mll
day with Panama declaril;gg!t%}? Ir&iachma qbac‘.e, ”?"'
the talks produced “very little! Gt,e* ”l“:‘teflj 3 hof\z‘ 4(;3‘"0 e
progress.” and chief U.S. nego- | nitea S al“’b .2 }:"l PL swe
tiator Elisworth Bunker giving UP control of the Panama
Panamanian officials a clarify- ﬁ;Canal. ) e |
ing statement about what Kis-@* In a lengthy reply, Kissin-
singer “meant to say.” !ger sald at the outset th_at
N . o .1 "the United States must main-
american sources yesterday: yuin’ the, right, unilaterally, to
dismissed the dispute over the: defend the Panama Canal for
secretary’s remarks as “an ob-| ; inite £
vious misunderstanding” and | f;léndﬁﬁﬁk‘) .gtr::ret,hgr (f)(z;e?. against opponents iq Panzn“nzri
of no consequence to the sub-y hand, the United States can ,@nd throughout Latin Amer-
stance of the negotiations. ease some of the other condi- 'ilcih__ - -
But, in Panama, critics of| tions in the Canal Zone.” : The preferred course,
the negotiations have seized| Kiss nuer apparently real- ;Singer confinued, i¢ tp
on the episode as a new| ized as soon as he said it that | Possible arrangnlr‘ngms

Kis-
seek|
“in
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.

negotiations.” | Istatements by ‘the Secretary||will play & ithportant role . ; .
iof State on the negotiations.”|! “I am sure that the secre-

The statement, .made public![tary meant to say that our
by the Panamanian foreign jcountry could not _renounce’

| stopping the - .|
can be maintained for many| ! Panama’s objective, Tack rext-i
'decades and our operating in-| erated, is “a gradual phaseouth

terest can also be maintained| of the U.S. military presence ! |

[which' our "defense interests

for several decades and
thereby defuse the immediate
.situation.”

. . What Kissinger first said in
reply to Wallace rebounded in
Panama.

Foreign Minister Juan Anto-
nio Tack, in the midst of nego-
tiations with Bunker, was re-
kported on Panamanian televi-

sion to have said that if that
was the U.S. posiuon,' “then
we simply have to think of}

NEW YORK TIMES .
16 September 1975

PENTAGONYELDED
O FORD O CANAL

- Directive - Broke Deadlock
t- Over U.S. Position .at
~_Panama Discussions -
By DAVID BINDER
, -Special'to The New York Times,
WASHINGTON, Sept. 15 =
: The White House succeeded in.
“breaking a deadlock in the
Pentagon on controversial as-
-pects of a new Panama.Canal
treaty last suminer, permitting
the Ford Administration: to
“resume stailed negotiations in
-Panama this month, top-level
Washington officials said today.
- The deadlock, resulting in
part from powerful opposition
to the State Department’s con-
cept of a treaty that would
turn over defense of the canal
to Panama in less than 50
years, was broken only after
the ‘National Security Council
had met twice on the issue and
President Ford had sent a direc-
tive to all the agencies con-
cerned. e - o
- The canal talks halted Jast
March when 'Ambassador- Ells-

... at the end of the century.”
Panamanian: opponents of
the Tack-Bunker negotiations
leaped on the Kissinger state-
ments as “a complete viola-
tion” of the 1974 accords.

In an attempt to quell the
outcry, Bunker, on leaving
Panama Wednesday, gave a
statement to Tack that was
described as the result of

worth Bunker, the chief United

“consultation” with Kissinger

|

[
!

i
i
|
i

“in the wake of the recent,

States negotiator, returned
from Panama after completing
agreement. in principle on less
controversial aspects of a new
treaty. S : S

- The Administration was then
confronted with -the “problem
of agreeing on. guidelines for
-the more controversial issue of
the’ duration of a new treaty.

Leading Officials Opposed

: According” to participants in
-Pentagon- debates, leading of-

| ficials in the Defense Depart-

ment, including
James R. Schlesinger, expressed
sharp antagonism to any agree-
ment that would relinquish de-
fense of the canal to Panama
in less than 50 years.

“You have fo remember
what was going on at that
time,” a Pentagon official said.
“We were being driven out of
Southeast Asia. When Saigon
fell the attitude tightened con-
siderably at the department. A
lot of men said, ‘Why give
away something you already
have? ” .

A Cabinet-level participant
in the debates recalled: “There
were some quite high-ranking
officers who said after Saigon
that the United States should
stand up if tested an
The Mayagiiez in Spades.”

He added that “some said

Secretary

d be firm, .

‘Perpetuity is not long enough’|

for the United States to defend
the canal.” :
The Panama Canal treaty of

_vould not only undermine ne-

_ide,

ministry, quoted Bunker as
saying: A i

“It has been learned that;
|some statements made Tues-i
{day in Florida by the secre- |
jtary were distorted and mis-|
interpreted in some press re-!
ports. As we both know, we]l
are working toward a situa.!
tion in which the defense of!

our-rizht to defend the canal
from foreign enemies. until we
have  achieved with Panama
effective agreements for the
canal’s defense: Up to now the
course of our negotiations has .
been in. this direction, and
nothing has changed in thig:’
respect,” o ) . !
Bus and taxi drivers went

the Panama Canal will be aj
joint operation, .in which the !
Panamanian. National Guard!

1903 gave the United States ay-
thority to operate and defend
the canal “in rerpetuity:” The
Ford Administration is commit-
ted to a new treay of limited
duration, R
Agitation in Panama Feared
The hard line adopted by Mr.
Schlesinger and -others was op-
Dosed by Secretary. of State
Kissinger, " - Deputy . Secretary
Robert S..Ingersoll, Ambassador
Bunker and Assistant Secretary
of State William D. Rogers.
"They argued.that to confront
“anama with. such demands

-otiating effort but also invite
“ncreasing
‘n Panama. \

The impasse continued into
Tuly, with “a good bit of pas-
sion involved” on the Pentagon

.as the Cabinet-official de-
“cribed it, )

But the State Department had
allies in the Defense Depart-
ment, officials from “both re-
rounted. Among them were
Deputy Secretary William P.
Clement Jr. and Robert F.
Elisworth, the Assistant Secre.
tary for International Security
Affairs. )

As complaints from the Pan-
amanian Government of Gen.
Omar Torrijos Herrera mount.
ed about the lengthening pause
in npegotiations, Mr. Kissinger
ronvened a meeting of the Na.
tional Security Council in July.

agitation by radicals| *

on strike briefly last night in.
Panama City to protest Kis-
singer’s remarks. o

“Defense was not leaned on,”
Mr. Kissinger recently recalled.
“Before that they just didn’t
have a pasition.” )

Directive From Ford.

But it took a second National!
Security- Council meeting Aug.’
9 and a directive from Presi-
dent Ford the same day to all
the agencies concerned fo break
the Pentagon deadlock; partici-
Jpants related.

“We were asked to go back
and scrub our arguments very
hard and to be as forthcoming

.as we could be,” a defense of-,
ficial said: We found a . little
imore give,” . . :

As a result, the Administra-|
tion was able to work out a’
compromise’ on "-the critical
question of treaty duration. :*

The compromise envisions!
transfer of canal operations to
Panama by the year 2000 but
United " States deferse of the
canal for about 40 years.

In addition, an Administra-'
tion official, said the Pentagon
won concurrence for its de-
mand that the new treaty pro-
vide for negotiation of a future
bases agreement with Panama
permitting the United States to
continue participating in the
defense of the canal,

Agreement on this negotiat-
ing position permitted Ambas-
sador Bunker to resume treaty
talks with the Panamanian
Government on Seot. &, Ac-
cording to a State Department
official, the talks have gone
“pretty well.” L

i
H
I
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