N -'Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370005-2
CONFIDENTIAL

NEWS, VIEWS

and ISSUES

INTERNAL USE ONLY

This publication contains clippings from the
domestic and foreign press for YOUR
BACKGROUND INFORMATION. Further use
of selected items would rarely be advisable.

NO. 15

GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS
GENERAL
EAST EUROPE

25X1A

Destroy after backgrounder has
its purpose or within 60 days.

25 JULY 1975
PAGE

31
40

served

CONFIDENTIAL
Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370005-2




., from. the agency

* Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370005-2

~Scouts as a Career”

ate Intelligence Committee, and expose -

These CIA Alumng
Now Try to I'm'prqve"

Tke Agency’s Imqge o

v oL o A
= By Daniel St. Albin Greene
: FROM WasHINGTON, D.C.

) ECEPTION was integral to their
D way of life. They went to work
i about the same time as most
ather Government employes. in this
‘“one-industry town,” -but their neigh-
bors didn’t know where they went or
what they did when they got thers.
When asked, they’d usually say vaguely’
that they worked someplace in the Fed-
eral bureaucracy, where anonymity -
thrives. Sometimes two friends. would
‘discover . that- they were in the same
trade and had been lying needlessly to
.each other for years. - T
(- But for David Atlee Phillips
uel Ialpern, Iayden E3Ey, sud moic
Biddle, Jr., the daily intrigue is over.
For many years they were in the busi-
ness of espionage as officers of the
Central Intelligence Agency—and they
‘don’t mind saying they’re proud of it.
- "Such-"an ‘admission -is urusual
enough in the midst of rampaging con-
froversy thaf now engulis the CIA and
threatens to downgrade the -Govern-.
-ment’s attitude foward peacetime es-
blonage. in ‘general. But in addition
these and -other onetime - intelligence
agents- have mounted the first Public-
relations ‘campaign in history to ‘‘ex-
Plain” what the murky world of Amer-
lc;an spying - is all about. . . C

U 'What It Is Nov' - | . B
> “We didn’t choose. the Boy Scouts
8s a career,” says Dave Phillips, who
resigned- as chief of.the CIA’s Latin
American operationg three months
ago. “But it is also true that these
things come in eycles. Many of the
things we are getting our lumps for
these days are. things that U.S. Presi-
dents thought were pretty remarkable.”

This irony is at the heart of the
message that Phillips and hig previ-
ously secrctive colleagues want to geb
across to the American public. In a
letter to former cla employes an-
nouncing the formation_of the Asso-
-clation of Retired Intelligence Officers
-SARIO), Phillips said he had resigned
. “to help clear up
.Some of the erroneous impressions and
" sensationalism surrounding us, by ex-
Plalning what CIA is and, more im-

ps)
£

"+ portant: probably; what it is noet»

More specifically, ARIO members -
can be expected to use all the propa-
ganda skills they developed in foreign
intrigue to counteract damaging dis-
closures by the press, the Rockefeller

Commission, Sen. Frank ¢ Sd'F
RBpres oi

e
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hooks by former agents Victor Mar-
chetti (The CIA and the Cult of Intel-
ligence, written with John D, Marks)
and Philip Agee [see _accompanying
storyl. S e
The intelligence men who, as John

* -LeCarre readers put it, have come “in

from the cold” don't deny that
been involved in a lot of secret doings
they still can’t talk about. But those
interviewed by . The Observer main-
tained that during their careers’ they
knew nothing about CIA people spy-
ing on Americans in their own. land, .
tampering with the public mail, spik-
ing drinks with LSD, or any of the
other misdeeds revealeq by the Rocke-
feller Commission. o

Cables. to Chile NIRRT

What about the most persistent and
Dotentially damning charge of all: that
the CIA.plotted to have .some foreign
political leaders assassinated, includ-
ing. Cuban Premier Fidel Castro and
former Chilean President. Salvador Al

TAamA~Nn

they’ve

Phillips,” who was a “spy in  Cuba
both before and atter the Castro revo-’
lution -and who -was directing Latin
Armerican operations when Allende was
killed in 1973, denies the allegations.
He says that a few months before the
blcody overthrow of Allende, CIA head-
quarters. sent cableg ordering agents
in Cnile to “‘cut off contacts with pec-
ple who are planning coups” against
the Marxist president, o o

But Sam Halpern, who retired last
December after 32 years in the intelli-
gence business, adds a ‘provocative
qualifier: “Nobody in his right mind
would think that the CIA would go off
on its own to knock off a political Jeader

in another country.” Not evenif the

order .came from the White House?

“We might try to argue 'em out of it;-

but if the order was, ‘Yeah, we heard
you, but go anead and do it anyway.’
we'd go d‘o. it : -

Congressional Control-

Whether ARIO members are driven
by personal dedication, are erecting a
Dbropaganda front for their old agency,
Or have some other motive can't be es-
tablished. Phillips acknowledges it wiil
take time for ARIO to earn credibility
in an incraasingly skeptical society.
Bui whatever their motivations, four
erstwhile CIA men tajred freely last

week about their careers in that mys-

terfous institution.

' “We are doing something hdw," ob-.

served Phillips, ‘‘that we would not
have dreamed of doing a year ago.'

Why now? ‘““There’s no question that.

some sort of congressional control is
going to be implicit in whatever the ulti-

mate solutlon is,” he said. “And when ,

congressional control is. involved, it
means the people are tne final arbiters
of what's going to happen. So we a
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' mands, for the first time in our his-

tory, that a secret-intelligence organi-
zation must be publicly talked about.”

In 1946 President Truman establish-
ed the Central Intelligence Group (CIG)
to -carry on some of the functions of
‘the Ofifice of Strategic Services (0S3),
the nation’s wartime intelligence or-
ganization. Though skeptical that the:
rew cutfit would be dominated by un-
regenerated militarists from the 0SS,
Hayden Estey and a few other dis-
gruntled statfers left World Report mag-
azine (now.U.S. News and World Re-
port) to work for, the CIG. The National
Security Act of 1947 created the Na-
- tional Security Council and the Central
Intelligence Agency, replacing the CIG.

"Attracted Young Graduates

" “'Bstey’s - early "skepticism proved
groundless. “The morale and dedication
was so high in the early days,” he re-
calls, “that most people worked seven
days a week.” That spirit sustained him
for the next 23 years, until he retired
in 1970, - Cot e geaph e
{ * “Many young coiiege graduates,”
adds Phillips, ““chose the CIA because
it was known as a place where there
was intellectual stimulation, ferment of
ideas; and room for dissent." :

His own gravitation to the world of
espionage, however, was far more cir-
cuitous. After high school, the handsome
young Texan followed his older brother,
an aspiring novelist, to New York City
to pursue an acting career. His brother,
James Atlee Phillips, went on to become
.a prolific writer of spy novels (James’
son,” Shawn, is a folk-rock balladeer).
But after the war, part of which he
spent in a German prisoner-of-war
camp, David Phillips graduaily decided
that he would never be a very good
actor; so he, too, turned his attention
to writing. L

A producer bought an option on a
comedic play Phillips wrote about a
POW camp. It was never Staged, but
the monthly income from the option en-
abled Phillips to go to Chile to write and
atlend college. When the owner of a
struggling English language weekly
died, hc took it over by assuming its
debls. Then, to increase the paper’s
chances of survival, he bought a loeal
printing plant—and that's how Dave
Phillips became a spy. . f

Served as a ‘Dangle’ v
“The day I bought the printing |
plant,” he reminisces, “a CIA Yhan call.
-ed to ask if I+would collaborate with
them. That was the beginning .of the
Cold War, and the combination of a.
- ‘clearable’ American and a printing”
press was. irresistible.! to Ty
For $50 a month, Phillips secretly:
printed propaganda and served as a'
‘““/dangle.” Word was spread that the
young publisher was really the' chief
i ce in Chile.- ““I
ct people who
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‘would try, to cultivate me, which is
fust what the local soviet &GB nan
did.” : :

Danglmg fed” to full txme employ-
ment as a contract spy in Guatemala,
then Cuba, where he posed as an Ameri-
can businessman. ¥e was in Cuba when
Castro came out of the mountains. He
kept the same kind of cover as a spy
-$n Lebanon, which he left the night be-
fore the Marines landed in 1958.

. %1 had become a specialist in m'opa-
ganda and pclmcal action,”” Phillips ex-
plains.- “During the Cold War, my mis-
sions -were to do things to make peo-
ple overseas think better of the United
Siates than they did of the Soviet Union.
“Et of my.job was to see that certain
méssages got ta-certain- people, to culti-
~ate-the kind of friends that'a’ govern-
ment needs in‘any country.”” -

. Virtuous Compartments -

- sometunes spying, by any nz
‘can be a risky business. While Ph.uhus
%was in Cuba in the late 1950s, another
american agent masqueradmv as a
‘busmessman was arrested and execut—
ed. e

After a decade of spymg under con-
tract, Phillips- was given -civil-service
status .as a $16,000-a-year intelligence
officer stationed at CIA headquariers
in Langley, Va., where he worked on
the ill-fated Bay of Pigs project. That
was followed. by stints in several Latin
American ceuntries. -

Phillips disclaims Knowxeage ot tne
nefarious deeds attributed to the CIA
during the years he was rising in the
‘hierarchy: ““You musin't be surprised
to find out that some people don't know
things in an inteligence organization
where secrecy and compartmentahon
are considered virtues. It used to be
that. everyone within the Systern de-
pended on the assumption that orders
came from the top and that the right
people who needed to know were doing

THE PHILADELPHTA INQUIRER
22 JULY 1975

Wha‘t secrets are.

F We accept the prmcxple that even

m an_open Society” 1ike ‘ours’ thé ‘gov="

ernment Js,«entxtled on..occasion . to
keep'some matters under ‘wraps. In’
the onduct, of diplomacy, in particu:;
lar,. not. everythmc can be done in a’
epldflsb bowl., Moreover we also go
tjong withv'theé principle that-when
vou 'nake an aoreemen' 'you ought to

‘Sunplé enough Oris it? Consxdex;

things they should do. Now we have
{ound out that over this long period of
time, some of those people were doing
things that were wrong. Obviously,

these things might noi have nappenea ir;
mote pecple had known about them.:

But it is equally obvious that without
secrecy we wouldn't have had the best
intelligence service in the world.”
Phillips was not a typical CIA man.
Most intellizence officers are engaged
in the overt aspects of the business,
such as research, analysis, and eval-
uation of intelligence. Even those in-
volved in covert operations generally
function as ‘‘agent handlers,” recruit-
ing foreign spies and directing their
clandestine .activities. Phillips esii-
mates that no more-than 5 per cent
of those actively engaged in spying—
as he was before becoming a staff in-
telligence officer—are Americans.

¢ ‘A Bum Idez" .. . T =
More representative, “perbaps, is
Sam Halpern, whose long and varied in-
telligence career never included spying
-in the fraditional sense of the word. -
At 53, Halpern is 2 trim, genial man
who wears thick glasses and keeps his
steel-gray hair cropped military style.
He’s also a man who speaks his mind,"
biuntly and without hesitation.

. On political ‘assassination: “I &ont

see any difference, in terms of national |
between a Bay-of Pigs opera-

policy,
tion,. in which a lot of people get killed
on both sides, and the killing of one
guy. The only difference is, in the one
case you don’t know who’s going to die,
and in the cther case you do know
nﬂ\g s gnvnw fc dif.‘. an £ c1\§l pa T b

ircm " ke

“pum icea.’”

il dGla

d o i 3] °
of view, assassination is

‘It Has Vever Helped :

on the CIA’s problems: “I'm not try-"

ing to condone everything we've done.
But don’t blame the agency. Blame the

"R et

legitimate?.

1ed‘ under oath about those actxvmes.
He also’learnéd that the- chairman’ ot
* the. House subcommittee:in” charge of
CIA=Gversight,. Rep.:Louis-Nedzi, of
‘Michigan, had known of at least some

of the things but had kept hi
edge to hmself
After havmg tried unsuccessfully to

e rsuade: House and Senate commxt-
tees on foreign. affairs to hold ‘hear-

- ings on.the matter,, ' Mr. “Harrington®
.what ~he-

last: - summer . revealed -

President—or the system of Govern-
ment that makes the President supreme
in foreign matters.” Halpern says he's
still proud of the agency, ‘‘despite the
things I've found out that we shouldn’t
have done. . . . I've got no.regrets.’”

Eric Biddle, Jr., has, though. Since
he left the agency in 1960, after more
than eight years of service, his CIA
background has been an occupatxowal.
onus.

“I 'still believe it was the most im-
portant work I ever did,”” says Biddle.
“I'm proud of it. But I regret having
done it because I don’t think this coun-
try is sure that it wants a strategic in-
telligence service. In every other major
country in the world, to have been in
the intelligence service means that you
were a select and highly thought-of per-
50n. But here—it has never helped and .
it has frequently hurt me.” . -

Biddle f{alks about some of the rea-
sons he decided to leave the agency:
‘‘One was the great discipline you live
under in that pusiness--the great de-
mands it makes on .your private life.
You have to assume, the whole time
you're in, that your entire life may be
observed, one way or another. Then
when you get back here [in Washington,
from overseas], you've got the problem
of not being able to tell anybody where

.you work. You have to develop your
cwn cover. So the people in the busines=
become extremely inhibited, and tend
to draw within themselves and into a
small circle of their own people. I'm
‘a pretty outgoing person; I just dién’t
want to spend my life that way.”

Will the CTA ever he zhle to redesm
itself? Eric Biddle is pessimistic: ““The
only way to ensure the integrify of the
intelligence system is to have Presi-
dents of integrity. And that’s beyoasd
the control of the intelligence peopie.”

menber; who. discovers: in: claasmed.
records a: clvar indication” that: his;
government. “has broken the law?!
Rep:. Harrmgmn asks- in’a_‘letter to-
Houce Speaker Carl nlbert

.. We think Rep, Parmmton ade the:
rwht decision. -As, we say,’ the- govem—i
ment has a-right to*keep legitimate’-
secrets, but’ the operating- word ‘there:
45 “legmmate." ‘Government:officials
have no legitimate right t6' break laws'
and .abuse :power: and lie :about what,
they’ve done’ and then’ put] ’

cre"’ cnassmcatxon on ‘t al

“IThe Hou<e -ethics panel stiouid pr
ceed -withitsinquiry into Rep. Har-
rringten’s-behavior, but-Congress itseif
oughtto’ be far more concerned -about
the behavior that prompted it.. .

the case of Rep. Michael Harrington. jearred: He has'been in:trouble-evers
Somewhat over a year ago, the Massa since.”The~ House "Armed -~ Services
chassétts Democrat-was- given access: Cominittee chastised ‘him last ‘month
16 classified material bearing on-oper*: g5, hreaking the rules, and now, at his
‘2¥ions of -the. Central Intelhoence ‘réquest, the Housé™ Commlttee on”

Agency in.Chile, on condition that he Standards of Official Conduct is look-.
a ree — as he did —= ‘not -to reveal :

v¢hat ‘he’learned: i,

N .rWhat he learned, from secz
rjony_of CIA. Director “William " "EL
" Colby, was not only that'the U.S: had’

“riolated ‘treaty commitments in the
TIAls'secret activities to f'destabilize™.
+he former- Chilean government of

Salvadore Allende, but that top US~ lf:‘;ffm&:é“g!iﬂ““- a facil-

-‘”&HemmeﬂafoiQ@lSAbB?‘bWF%PRélease 2001/38/08 : CIA-RDP77- 00432R006100370005 2 ;

WASHINGTON POST
18 July 1975 3

JFare e’ Lages Workers'w
,Lnion urged the Nigeria gov-
Fhment to close down a radio -
monitoring station operated ;
y the  Foreign K Broadcast
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The Casuality Co

To his family, Frank R. Olson was a
warm, playful, easygoing man. To his
‘colleagues at the Army’s top-secret
germ-warfare lab at Fort Detrick, Md., he
was a top-flight research biochemist. But
suddenly in the fall 0f 1953, while he was
working on a special project for the
Central Intelligence Agency, - Olson,
then 43, seemed inexplicably to be going
mad——and two days after Thanksgiving
he killed himself by jumping from a
tenth-story window in New York City.
His death was officially attributed to a
Swork-related accident” so that his wid-
ow, Alice, and their three children could
‘collect death benefits. But for the next 22
years the family was plagued by persist-
ent and troubling questions about what
psychic horror could possibly have driv-
-en him to take his own life. !
Last week, the Olson family gathered
-in-the garden of their Frederick, Md., |
home to announce that they had discov-:
‘ered the tragic answer at last. Their clue'
had been a passing page or two in the
‘Rockefeller commission report on do-
‘mestic CIA activities which was released -
last month——a terse no-names recounting
of one agency project in which unwitting
human subjects were given doses of the
hallucinogen LSD. One of the CIA’s
guinea pigs, the commission reported,
had developed “serious side effects” and
had committed suicide. The dates and
details meshed with Olson’s death—and
finally his onetime supervisor at Fort
Detrick, Vincent Ruwet, admitted to the

trick, Vincent Ru

family what he had withheld from them
for more than twenty years. “Suddenly,”
the family said, “we learn that Alice
Olson’s being left in early adulthood to
raise a family alone, we children left to
‘grow up without a father—we leam that
these deprivations were not necessary at
all ... [This discovery] marks a shift in
our lives from thinking that our father’s
death was a suicide to knowing it was a
CIA atrocity.” ~ ] .
* Olson had been part of the_ Special
Operations Division at Fort Detrick—an
elite corps of 50 bacteriologists and
‘biochemists working under tight securi-
ty with some of the deadliest micro-
organisms known to man. Within SOD
" was another, smaller group under special
. contract to the CIA to study, among other

BALTIMORE SUN
17 July 1975

Drug egency hired CIA agent

i things, potential offensive and defensive
; uses of LSD in wur and for intelligence
: gathering. Periodically, the CIA contract
. group retreated into the nearby Catoctin
i Mountains to discuss their progress in
i privacy—and it was after dinner during
~one three-day retreat that Olson and
‘three other high-level scientists were
i told by their CIA hosts that LSD had
‘been slipped into their Cointreau and
. Triple Sec cordials.
What happened in Olson’s mind that
» night may never be known; most of the
records of the LSD project were de-
stroyed in 1973. But when he returned
home, Alice Olson remembers, “he was
an entirely different person. I didn’t
know what had happened. I just knew
that something was terribly wrong. The
entire weekend he was very melancholy
and talked about a mistake he had.made.
He said he was going to leave his job.”
Monday-moming reassurances from co-
workers helped forestall his decision to
quit, and he came home in better spirits
that evening. But on Tuesday moming,
Ruwet, who himselfhad been one of the
subjects and experienced aftereffects of
the drug for several weeks, decided that
Olson needed psychiatric attention, and
-Olson went home to tell his wife he
would be going to New York for it. An
SOD employee sped him to the Wash-
ington airport, and Alice Olson never
saw her husband again.
Psychosis: Ruwet and a man named
Robert Lashbrook accompanied Olson to
.- New York and arranged for him to see Dr.
. Harold A. Abramson, a former psychiat-
itic consultant for the Army
* security clearance whose early research
into LSD was beginning to attract con-
. siderable professional interest. After
: several long sessions, including one that
i ran for most of a day, Abramson diag-
i nosed Olson’s problem as delusions and
: severe psychosis. On Thanksgiving Day,
i Olson returned to Washington butdecid-
ed at the last minute not to go home,
fearing he might become irratienal in
front of his children. Instead, he went
back to New York, where Abramson
prepared to have, him admitted to a
‘Maryland sanitarium on Saturday.
Friday evening, Olson called his wife
from the room at the Statler Hotel in
midtown Manhattan where he and Lash-
brook were staying. “We talked of his

arith A tan
Wit 2 Wep

linked to researcher’s LSD death

Washington Bureau of the Sun

Washington—Sidney  Got-;
tlieb, the Central Intelligence|
Agency operative allegedly.
present when LSD was given to
an Army researcher who later
kilied himself, was later hired
by the Drug Enforcement Ad-
ministration, a DEA spokesman
confirmed yesterday.

. Mr. Gottlieb, deseribed by
an official of the Senate Intel-
figence Committee as a long-
time CIA agent, was hired as a
“consultant by John R. Bartels,
Jr., former director of drug

agency who was fired by the

Attorney General, Edward H.
Levi, in the course of the cur-
rent probe into corruption at
the drug fighting agency.

Reportedly. Mr. Gottlieh
was hired in late 1973 as a con-
suliant at DEA, assisting in or-
ganizing the ageney’s office of
scicnce and technology. He!
worked for the dgency for
abont five months, his duties in
volving drug research and the
development of hardware, ac-
cording to a spokesman.

Mr. Gottlieb, who retired

‘and went to Colorado, was re-

ported to be on a round-the-|

e g y——r <= e o e an

world trip at present, and una-
vailable {or comment.

The name of the former CIA
agent emerged in the course of}
the revelations stemming from,
the Rockefeller commission’s
report that Frank Olson, an Ar-

my researcher, had been given|
LSD by intelligence operatives|
at a time when the agency was|
experimenting with variou
wrugs. MreOlsen, unaware at
-the time that his liqueur con-
-tained the drug, committed sui-
cide 10 days later. The Olson
family is now suing the CIA.

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : C|A-§DP77-00432R6001’003'70'00‘5'-2 ‘

coming home and entering the hospital,”
she remembers. It was in no way a
farewell call.” But onlv a few hours later,
according- to the police report, Lash-
brook was startled awake by the sound of
shattering glass—and Olson, who had
thrown himself through the closed win-
dow, lay lifeless on the Seventh Avenue
pavement.
The death benefits helped pay the
bills, but did not answer the inevitable
-questions of neighbors and friends. “I
used to say my father died of a nervous
breakdown,” said Olson’s'
married  daughter, Lisa:
Hayward, 29. "Then I heard.
my brother Nils say he died
of a concussion so I said that
too. That was difficult to deal
with.” Just as hard was deal~
ing with their own nagging
uncertainty. On learning the.
truth, Mrs. Olson said, “I felt
tremendous rclief and veryi
deep sorrow. The grief was’
overwhelming, almost like:
the nighthe died. And I had a:
feeling of futility—such a'
waste of his life, such a waste'
of my life.” i
Hope: The Olson children!
decided to file a multi-!
million-dollar suit against;
the agency. “Since 1953, we|
have struggled to understand |
my father’s death as an inex-|
plicable ‘suicide’,” Lisa said.!
“Now, 22 years later, we!
learn that his death was the .
resuit of ClA negligence and
illegality on a scale difficult
to contemplate.” Eric Olson, .
who was 9years old when his ,
father died and is now a|
research  psychologist at
Yale, emphasized that the .
suit was less for money than “full disclo-’
sure” of the facts surrounding the sui--
cide—but his larger, unspoken hope was-
that the suit might finally relieve his’
family of a long-festering wound. “We
cannot expect that everyone in this na-
tion will be as -critical of the CIA as
we have become,” he said. “No other.
family has” been violated in quite the
same way. :
~—JAMES R. GAINES with JANE WHITMORE in Washington”

NEW YORK TIMES
20 July 1975

Luck and the C.IA.

Later this month, Joseph Okpaku’s -
Third Press will publish & book, a -
year in preparation, by investigators '
Michael Canfield and Alan J. Weber-
man. ;
Called “Coup d’Etat in America, *
the C.LA. and the Assassination of
John F. Kennedy,” the title alone has
the ring of money, and Mr. Okpaku
c!leerfully admits that the fortuitous
41sclosures about the Centrai Intel-
ligence Agency in recent months lend
credence and saleability to the in- |
vestigative work.

The 300-page book, with 70_pages
of which are in the form of an ap- -
pendix of documents, purports to .
show that Lee Harvey Oswald was a
“decp-cover” C,I.A. agent who acted -
for the agency in killing the Presi-
dent in November, 1963, %
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€.LA. in the Early Nineteen-Fifties Was Among

'* By BOYCE RENSBERGER
{, The Central Intelligence
-Agency was one of the pioneers
in,studying the drug LSD, hav-
Jng begun its research eight
+years before Dr. Timothy Leary
'stallowed his first dose of
, the powerfu] mind-altering sub-
Stance. -
. The C.LA, a review of the)
-history of LSD research indi-|
“eates, began its experiments
‘with the drug at about the
.same time the Army and Navy!
_began their studies of what
:was then, in the early nineteen-
J[ifties, a mysterious drug with
-extraordinary powers to modify|
“perception, thought, emotion|
and behavior.
+ JLSD's potential utility as a
chemical warafre agent’ was
pbvious from its' earfiest days
‘in- the laboratory in the late
nineteen-forties. - {
+- Standard reference works on
‘chemical warfare agents list
LSD as one of a handful of
“psychochemicals” under study
by the chemical warfare re-!
search laboratories once housed
at Fort Detrick ond at Edge-
wood Arsenal, both in Mary-
!land. Chemical warfare re-
|search at these centers has
since been phased out. -

i.unged to His Death

- When Dr. Frank R Olson,
the bacteriologist employed at
Fort . Detrick who was given
LSD by C.LA. experimenters,
plunged from a Néw York hotel
window to his death 22 years
ago, the drug had only been
‘'made available to researchers
lin the United States a few
'months earlier by the Sandoz
Research  Laboratories  of
Switzerland, .

Various government agencies
thad .been working with the
drug for several years, hoving
obtained it privately. A few|

WASHINGTON POST
24 July 1975

Intellige

Associated Press

The director of the De-
‘ Agency
says U.S. military attaches
. around the world are ‘“the
intelli-
. gence collection cperation

we have in the government

. fense Intelligence

. most  cost-effective

today.”
The director, Lt.

tary attache in
the end of next year.:

mind at all” - having

- there, Graham said.
Military  attaches

among the most

Pioneers in Research on LSD’s Effec

-

t

S’?

civilian researchers had alsoi
begun work eariier, including’
Dr, Howard A. Abramson, the,
psychiatrist to whom the C.I.A. l
took Dr. Olson when he began
experiencing bad reactions to
the drug. :

LSD, or lysergic acid diethy-
lamide, was first synthesized
in 1938 by Dr. Albert Hofmann,
a Sandoz chemist in Basel, The
chemical’s effects on the mind
were not discovered until 1943:
when Dr. Hofmann accidentaily!
inhaled some LSD powder and
experienced “a peculiar sensa-
tion” in which “fantastic pic-
tures of extraordinary plastici-
ty and intensive color seemed
to surge toward me.”

In 1947 the first systematic
study -of the- effects of the
curious compound confirmed
Dr. Hofmann's earlier conclu-
sions and spurred other re-
searchers to investigate. Dr.
Abramson began his exper-
iments with LSD in 1951.
Because of the drug’s wide-|
ranging effects, it was studied’
jas a possible treatment for
mental illness and "‘as a way
iof producing artificial and tem-
porary psychoses for research.

According to Dr. Sidney Co-
hen of the University of Cali-
fornia at Los Angeles, another
pionesr in 1SD rescarch, the
drug disrupts the brain’s nor-
mal ability to sort and code
incoming information, thereby
permitting an overflow sensa-
tion and a loss of one’s “sense
of self.” Visual and tactile hal-
lucinations are common.

In the early days, Dr. Cohen
said, LSD was of interest to
military and intelligence agen-
cies because it was thought
it might be a way of “breaking
down a person’s defenses” dur.
ing interrogation. There was

R SR

nee

Gen.
. Daniel O. Graham, also said .
he expects to have a mili-
Peking by
.y

don’t think the Chinese will
him
are
visible
members of the U.S. intelli- , intelligence:

interest in the drug’s usefulness

‘The Defense
Agency is the Pentagon’s in
telligence branch and spe-
cializes in military informa-
tion. )
Graham " and Maj. Gen.
Willis D. Crittenberger Jr.,
deputy DIA’ director. testi-
fied June 11 hefore the De-
fense Subcommittee of the
House Appropriations Com-
mittee. A heavily censored
transcript of their remarks
was released Tuesday.
Crittenberger said there
are 88 U.S. military attaches
and they have to be high-
ranking in order to gdet

as such an agent and in finding
an antidote to protect Ameri-
can -military and intelligence
personnel. \

The drug would also have
obvious value as a way of
temporarily incapacitating indi-
viduals. Because extremely
smail doses of the drug'are
effective, LSD is almost impos-
sible to detect in body tissues.
The drug was also studied by
chemical warfare scientists for
use in a gas or aerosol form

Intelligence -

to knock out enemy armies.

Accounts of Dr, Olson’s death
have indicated that he ap-
parently committed suicide
more than a week after receiv-
ing LSD. All trace of the drug
is ordinarily broken down by
the human body and excreted
within 24 hours, For this rea-
son, Dr. Cohen and other au-
thorities said the suicide could
hardly have been a direct result
of the drug. -

Rather, Dr. Cohen suggested,
the drug probably stirred up
such a storm in Dr. Olson’s
mind that some long repressed
memory or other information
became conscious and had a
depressing effect on Dr. Olson’s
mood. Dr. Olson’s wife has
said that after taking LSD he
seemed “very melauncholy” and
taltked of quitting his job be-
cance nf snme mistake he had
made.

Dr. Cohen suggested that al-
though the immediate effects
of LSD had long subsided, the
depression they spawned deep-
ened and Dr. Olson became
suicidal. .

Dr. Cohen said such reac-
tions,” "although uncommon,
have occurred .in other circum-
stances, particularly when the
recipient of the LSD was not
under close psychiatric supervi-

T

sign. - . .

" Dr. Jndd'Mar,mor, bresident

“For an attache to .he
able to gain access to a for-
eign military regime, he
can’t be a second lieutenant.
He has got to be a _flag offi-
cer, or a colonel, to talk
equally to the foreign peo-
ple with whom he must deal
to bring back the intelli-
gence we need.”

Crittenberger said the
British have four admirals
and generals in Washington
and the French have thiee
or four gencrals while the
United Statés has only one
officer that high in their .
countrics, so “we are under
strength ‘compared to the
others.” ’ o

“The Russians, are the

‘of the American Psychiatric As-
sociaticn, issued a. statement
yesterday saying that giving
LSD 'to a person without his
full informed consent is unethi-
cal, even if done in the purport-
ed ,interest of “national securi-
ty?

“Once yon open that door,™
Dr. Marmor said, “you open
the door to the potentlal for

the ruthless modification of}

‘reople’s minds on the grounds
of national security. I think
‘that . . . would be a very dan-
.gerous thing from the stand-|
ipoint of a democratic society.”
" From 1853 to 1966 the Na-
tional Institute of Mental
Heath granted $7.5-million to
fund 84 research projects stu-
dying LSD. Some scientists exa-
mined the drug’s chemical
.properties, scme studied its ef-
[fects in animals and a few
gave it to human beings. .

. The C.I.A.’s research on LSD
is said to have continued from
1953 to 1963. v N

From the early nineteen-six-
ties on, it- was in_creasmgly
apparent that quantities of LSD|
were being diverted from legiti-
mate research by such persons
as Dr. Leary, who upon expul-
sion from the Harvard foculty,
went on to become a drug
cult hero.
. Tn 1088, faced with a crow-
ling barrage of publicity about
idrug abuse, Sandoz stopped
production of LSD and the pace
of research. on the drug de-

clined. It has' now virtually
‘ceased, even though some sci-:
entists such as Dr. Cohen be-!
lieve LSD may still have a role
to play in psychotherapy. .
Despite- Sandoz's move, il-
licit sources of the drug, which
is only moderately diffiqult to
make under clandestine circum-:
stances, continues to supply, a:
reduced number of recreational]
users of LSD. ]

PRV SO,

Role of Military Attaches Liiided
gence community and their’ ‘ : N
mission is rarely a secret.

"most rank-happy” peoplé “in.

the world,” Grai'ram said.

_“The only way [ could get a

man over there to talk to
those generals and. marshals

“and get anythmg outlof

them was to getf a’ genpral
officer in there, so we did.”
The two DIA generals
were testifying to support
the agency’s request for a
$111 million budgdt tef the

~ 15 months beginning July 1.,

That sum includes $25 mil-
lion' for the attache pro-
gram. Fhe DIA :budaet for
the 12 months that ended
June 30 totaled $80' million,
including $18 million for the

“attache program. et

ot e e
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By JOSEPH B. TREASTER

A former employe of the
Central ' Intelligence Agency
Isaid yesterday he believed that
a ‘scientist who plunged to his
death from a Manhattan hotel
window 22 years ago had
knowingly participated in a
C.LA. experiment with LSD
shortly before, .

The statement by Robert V.
Lashbrook in a telephone inter-
view appeared to contradict a
report by. the Rockefeller com-
mission that the drug had been
given to the scientist, Frank R.
Olson, without his knowledge.
In describing the LSD inci-
dent, the Rockefeller paned did
not identify the scientist who
died, but a colleague later told
his widow and children that the
scientist was Mr. Olson. The
family has'announced its inten-
tions to sue the C.I.A. for what
it calls Mr. Olson’s “wrongful
death.” -

- Neither the. family nor the
police and officialg of the medi-
cal examiner’s office who in-
vestigated the death were
aware of Mr. Olson’s exposure
to the potent mind.altering drug
until the Rockefeller commis-
sion’s report was published last
month. . .
" In the interview from his
home in Ojai, Calif.,, Mr. Lash-
brook, who has a Fh.D. in

e Says Scientist Who Died Knew About

CI.A, for 12 years as  a re-
searcher, recalled attending a!
“technical meeting” in Novem-|
ber, 1952, with three other|
C.I.A. employes, Mr. Olson and’
ifive other employes of the Spe-
'cial Operations Division at Fort
Detrick, Md.,- where the drug
reportedly was given to four or
five persons.

Mr. Lashbrook said he had
not been present when “every-
one agreed” to take part in a
test with LSD, but he said
someone he felt was reliabla
had told him of the arrange-
ment. R
“It was my understanding
that actually everyone there
‘had agreed in advance that
{such a test would be conducted,
that they were willing to be one
of the subjects. The only thing
was that the time was not spe-
.cified,” Mr. Lashbrook said.

Mr. Lashbrook said that he.
had been asked whether he
would be willing to be a sub-
ject in the LSD tests during
the meeting and that he had
reluctantly agreed. He said he

+York and was- sharing

‘went out the window,

stances on unsuspecting sub-
jects was agreed to in principle.
“However,” the report con-;
tinued, “this individual was not,
aware that he had been given
LSD until about 20 minutes af-
ter it had been administered.
He developed serious side ef-|
fects and was sent to New
York with a C.LA- escort for
psychiatric treatment. Several
days later he jumped from a
10th floor window of his room
and died as a result.” '

-~-Experiment Not Noted

According to New York city
police reports, Mr. Lashbrook,
Wwas one of two men who ac-
ccmpanied Mr. Olson to New
room
1018A at the Statler Hotel with
Mr. Oison when Mr. Olson

Mr. Lashbrook, who said that

ke was a “friend” and a “con-
sultant chemist” employed by
the “War Department,” identi-
fied Mr. Olson’s body at the
Medical Examiner’s Office and

-BALTIMORE SUN
22 July 1975

Ford apologizes to Ma

Washington Bureau of The Sun

Washington—President
Ford apologized yesterday on
behalf of the government to the
family of Dr. Frank R. Olson,
the Frederick biochemist who
died in November, 1953, after
being given a dose of LSD with-
out his knowledge by Central
Intelligence Agency operatives.
- Mr. Ford expressed the sym-
patby of the American people
personally in a 17-minute meet-
ing with Mr. Olson’s widow, Al-
ice, and their three children,
Lisa Olson Hayward, Nils W.
and Eric W. Otson,

The family asked the Presi-
dent to provide them with
-“all the facts” about Dr. Olson’s
death. Mr, Ford told them that
he would instruct the White

- House counsel’s office “to make
information available to them
at the earliest possible time.”.

. Mr. Ford promised further
that he has asked” Edward Ii.
Levi, the Attorney General, to
meet with their legal represent-
atives about the claims they are
to make against the CIA.

had been a “guinea pig” sev-
eral times in LSD experiments
and .added, “Frankly, I didn’t

like it.”

In a section apparently re-
ferring to Mr. Olson, the Rocke-
feller report s2! “Prior to re-
ceiving the LSD, the subjectl

had mavtinimatad la A
S20 pardcipated in

idential press secretary, said
the family was invited in for a
talk because Mr. Ford “feels
very strongly about this.” The
White House photographer,
David Hume Kennerly, record-
ed the meeting with the Mary-
land family.

- Dr. Olson was a research
eclentist &t Fort Detrick, near
his Frederick home, in 1958. He
bas been identiiled as the indl-|
vidual referred to in the Rocke-
feller commission report on
CIA activities as an Army civil-
ian administered LSD without
his knewledge or consent.

~A
MiGCUSSICIG

wher'é the testing of such sub-

sion, the employee “had partici-
pated in discussions where the
testing of such substances on
unsuspecting  subjects was
agreed to in principle.” It add-
ed, “however, this individual
was' not made aware that he
had been given LSD until about
20 minutes after it had been ad-
ministered.

Ile deveivpad serious side
effects and was sent to New
York with a CIA escort for psy-
chiatric treatment. Several

days later, he jumped out a
window and died as a result.

Ronald H. Nessen, the pres-

According to the commis- |

gave the police most of the in-
formation in their report. " He
‘did not mention.the LSD ex.|
periment or his C.LA. affilia-
{ tion. .
Mr. ' Lashbrook said in the
interview that lasted ‘for more!
than an hour that the poiice
i “wouldn't have known about”,

ryland ’fami_ly"é' -
of man killed in CIA’s test of LSD

In a formal White House'
news release, the following
staterrient was issued on behalf
of the family yesterday after.
the presidential meeting:

“We deeply appreciate Pres-
ident Ford’s expression of sym-
pathy and apology to our fami-
ly. His concern and his invita-
tion to meet with him are of
great value to us. ‘

“Frank Olson’s death was a
tragic loss to his family, his
friends and his scientific col-
leagues. As previously unknown
circumstances of his death have
been revealed, the American
people have been deeply

— T LSDTest

LSD end that the “question

never came up” in what he

said was a brief talk with an
official at the Medical Exami-
ner’s Office. The C.LA. did
some of the pieneer research
with LSD; the drug did not
receive wide publicity unti].
well into the nineteen-sixties. |
. “Any direct relationshj be-
ween [the drug and Mr, OFson’s
death] would be a little difficult
to justify,” Mr. Lashbrook said,
because the body would have
eliminated any - elements of
LSD within 24 hours and the!
death occurred more than a:
week after the experiment.
!' “Possibly LSD had brougtd
up something in his past that
. Was bothering him,” Mr. Lash.
brook added. “Certainly at the
Jime the LSD would appear
to have been not directly . re-
lated and it, would have raised
a lot of questions that I.or
no one else was ‘prepared to
answer.” - : e
When Mr. Lashbrook was
lasked Wwhy he did not mention
the LSD to Mr. Olson’s widow,
he replied, “How would .you
expllaén it}.1 The name itself
would not have meant anythin
to her. . ‘{,t'h" €
. “At that time,” he said,
;“‘everyone was very, very .up«
‘set. No one expected anvthing
ke that. Everyope was’ quite
beside themselves as to. what
ito do” coe . eent .

.moved. We are heartened by
|this response and encouraged
that this experience has provid-|
ed an impetus in our country
for reflection on fundamental|-
issues important to us all as |
free people. o
* “We are gratefu] that Presi- |
dent Ford has given us his sup-| .
!port for our effort to be fully in-! -
iformed about Frank Olson’s!
:death and to obtain a Just reso-:
:Iution of this matter, We hope,
that this will be part of a cop-
tinuing effort to insure tha the
CIA i3 accountable for its ac.
tions and that people in all
?arts of the world are safe
rom abuses of power by Amer-
ican intelligence agencies,”

agencles to dbide by the law.” |

U, S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT

28 JuLY 1975

Rl

Washington Whispers

A witness who

testified in the. CIA

" probe complains that his interrogacors
were young lawyers who showed lictle
knowledge of and less interest in the -

broader aspects
His comment; *

of the investigation. -

‘They were interested -

" oaly in the specifics of ‘who did what
to whom’ and became visibly bored
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High-Level Backing Cited
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" By NICHOLAS M. HORROCK

! WASHINGTON, July 10—
dohn N. Mitchell, the former At
‘forney . General, and Richard
Helms, former Director of Cen-
‘tral” Intelligence, authorized a
‘secret program to infiltrate’ the
.Bureau of Narcotics and Dan-
gerous Drugs with agents, a
program that the Rockefeller
Commissipn later found illegal,
jauthortative squrces reperted
today. i [V
This report came as William
E. Colby, the current Director!
of Central Iftelligence, denied
las ‘“‘outrageous nonsense” a’
repor: indicating that a high-
lllevel member - of the Nixon
White House staff had given
information to the C.LA. =
.. Also today, the House Rules
‘Committee moved to abolish
the _strife-torn House Seiect
Committee on Intelligence and
replace it with a larger plnel
‘that.-would retain the same’
‘authority: [Page 34.] ..
é According to the scurces
‘familiar- with the Bureau of
t::..,,ut;w, -ihe nfittration pre-
gram was instituted at the
tequest of John Ingersoll, then
director of the narcotics burcauy,
'and partly paid for out of “‘un-
vpuchered” funds available to
the Attorney General.
. Three ~ Attorneys. General—
Mr. Mitchell, Richard G. Klein-
dienst 'and Elliot. L. Richaard-
son—Xknew about the program,
but never questioned its-lagal-
ity, these sources said. |
.. James R. Schlesinger, former
- {head of the C.I'A, may. not
lha\'e been briefed on the opera-
tion during his short tenure at
the agency, the sources said.
Mr. Colby halted the operation
in 1973, when .the Drug En-
forcement Administration ab-
sorbed the narcotics bureau in
A major reorganization.
' The agents allegedly used in
ithe narcotic bureau were re-
cruited and trained by the C.1.A.
As the program moved forwarc
in 1970 and 1971, there was
lconcern as to wether the 13
‘men who had infiltrated the
B.N.D.D. might still be report-|
ing to the C.I.A., sources said.]
Two of the men, for instance,
went overseas as part of their|
function for the narcotics bu-|
reau. cooed
. The program is under re:
newed scrutiny by the Senate
Select Committee on Intelli-
gence and is also being investi-,
gated by the Senate Permanent|
Subcommittee on Investigations,.
whose chairman, is Senator:
Henry M. Jackson, Democrat of
Washington. oo
The program has come under
sharp criticism on two grounds.

Special to The New York Times

. men was conceived by Mr.-In-

G A .-

4

ng

iThe Rockefeller commission:
found that it violated the
C.LA’s 1947 charter, which
prohibits the agency from exer-.
Icising police powers within the
United States. And’ army offi-
‘cials believe that in its primary
goal of stamping out corruption
among Federal narcotics agents,
the program abrogated . the
agent's rights to due process of
law and privacy.

-John R. Bartels Jr., who re-
cently resigned as head of the
Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion, told the Jackson subcom-
mittee today he did not con-
tinue the program under
D.E.A. because “the philosophy.
of using this type of covert
program seemed to me to be
potentially damaging to the mo-
rale of agents in the field and
also at variance with my philo-'
sophy of according the same;
type of constitutional protec-
tions to agents as one accords
to defendants in drug-related
cases.” .

The idea for the undercover

gersoll in 1970 as a result of-
his growing concern about how:
to identify and ‘halt internal;
cotrupiion iin the narcotics bu-)
reau. He received approvai for|
.the program from Mr. Mitchell|
|land—on the basis of, it being a;
‘request from the Attorney Gen-
eral—Mr. Helms pledged agen-
cy cooperation. No considera-
tion- was given to the question
of . whether the program was
legal, two sources familiar wit'h'
it said. . o
“It could not be said that the!
C.I.A. was in any way reluctant’
to cooperate,” one source said.
According to sources, the
following occurred: ’
Two C.LA. agents, posing as
private businessmen, began re-
cruiting candidates for a secret
operation in law enforcement.
.Candidates were  not . told:
they would be working under;
cover within B.N.D.D. at first.
The men were trained:in two=
week courses in the “trade
craft” of code names and other
aspects of covert operations.
They were also given a rigor-
ous background check. .
At the end of this period
they were asked if they wanted
to work for the narcotics
bureau, Thirteen of the 19 can-
didates eventually went to

| work there. The secret opera-

tives applied, were examined
and trained as Federal narcotics
agents- with the knowledge of
only two men, Mr. Ingersoll
and Patrick Fuller, then Chief.
of Internal Inspection. Mr.
ingersoll is abroad and Mr.
Fuller declined to_comment. -..

The operatives were spread’

ot over the various B.N.D.Di+ -

regions, and eventually two of
them went abroad, In one case,’
officials of the bureau heard
a ‘“rumor’” that agents in a
field office were . drinking
heavily and using, Government:

¢ars to diive around with theif
girl friends. ) .0
- One of the operatives was
“routinely”. transferred into the
suspect office and assigned °to

cultive the erring agents.

[.-It was his job to find out
if there was sufficient ‘truth to
the rumor to begin an internal
incpection case. The agent re-

“iported only to Mr. Fuller, using

a code name and other pro-
tections. There is some question
over: the effect the undercover

on the victim. . .

“There’s a phrase -in. the
trade,” said one source. “It’s
called, ‘dropping a-dime on.a
guy.’” That means you can ruin
a man with a telephone call.”
He said that unsubstantiated
allegaticns by these secret op-
eratives resulted in men’s
chances for promotion being
halted. Another source, how-
ever, said the material was not
used against an agent unless it
could be substantiated in a
case for dismissal or other Civil
 Service action. .

The .13 men are all still- with
the narcotics bureau, according

been transferred to routine

60 former C.LA.
working in its structure. -

C.LA. secret internal power in
the narcotics agency. -
Yesterday a source close to

{The New York Times that the
staff diréctor, A. Searle Field,
had seen a.document that in-
dicated that a high level mem-
ber of the Nixon White House
staff was reporting. to the
CIA, Several members of the

NEW YORK TIMES .
15 July 197»5

Common Cause Aide
Quits After Getting
C.L.A. Counsel Post

Special to The New York Times

! WASHINGTON, July 14 —
Common Cause, the public in-
terest lobbying group, an-
nounced today the resignation
of Mitchell Rogovin as general
counsel and as chairman of its
litigation committee. .

Mr. Rogovin, a partner in the
Washington law firm of Arnold
& Porter, recently agreed to
serve as special counsel to the
Central Intelligence * Agency

report of -corruption might have

to several sources, and have|

jobs. The Drug Enforcement|.
Administration -also has somel|j
employes|

- What has concerned several |
intelligence sources is the rea-|:
son the, CILA. would ‘coop-{;
erate in such a prograr- and|:
whether, in fact, come of thegel!
OpETALivES wWElE DlaCed iu pivel

:the staff of the House Select]!
Committee on Intelligence told|

committee told reporters that|

;luri-ng,,the House and Senate

‘Mr, Field had issued an inter]
nal advisory to the committee!
members suggesting the C.LA.
documents showed -the agency
jhad a pattern of infiltrating}s
the executive branch. -
. Today a source close to thej
House Commitee’s investiga-
tion said the documents thag
Mr. Field saw were apparently,
produced by the Office of the
C.LA.'s Inspector General, butj
shad not been provided to th
‘Senate Committee,

This source said Mr. Fieid
saw the documents as part of
a list of possible improprietis
that the C.LA. might have te
answer to. This, the . source
suggested, would make it ap-
pear that the C.ILA, had men
in. the. White House. without{
the knowledge of the Presi-
dent. © .
“ Mr. Colby, however, reacted
o these reports with an ang
charge that they were “out-
rageous nonsense” and- there
was “no truth.to” the proposi-
tion thé C.I.A. had secretly in-
filtrated the White House. Ron
Nessen, the White House press
tecretary, said there “may be a:
‘handful” of C.LA. employes;
working at the White House
but. it “shows up on the pay-
roll . . . they’re here quite
openly.” LT

Authoritative . sources fa-
Imiliar- with the Rockefeller;
commission activities sajd the
commission never saw: any evi-
dence tihat the C.I.A. had made]
improper infilfration into any
other
meni agency eaCepl e nar-
cotics bureau. .

Senator Frank Church, De:
mocrat of Idaho, who is chair-
man of the Senate Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, has or-
dered his staff to make an in-
vestigation into the infiltration
charges. He declined, however,
to confirm or deny whether his}
‘commitiee had. received any:,
C.LA: documents that implied!
it was spying on the White !
House. . e Es

.

lintelligence inquiries.’ =+ -~ 1
In a statement reversing his
earlier position, David Cohen,
president of Common Cause,
said that he and Mr. Rogovin
had recently agreed that “the
potential exists for conflicting
positions hetween Common
Cause and the C.LA. with re-
gard to the Congressional in-
vestigations.” Common Cause
has been advocating public
disclosure of . the C.LA’s
budget, o
“Under these circumstances,”
Mr. Cohen said, “both Mitchell
Rogovin and Common Cause
:believe that in a given situa-:
ition the appearances of a con-:
flict of interest might exist be--
cause ‘'of Mr. Rogovin's dual
roles, regardless of what the
actual circumstances are.” i

6 .
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A‘Spy’ in the White House?

Bombarded by criticism and hound-
ed by investigations, the CIA is beginning
to take on some of the characteristics of
the State Department during the Mc-
Carthy era in the early 1950s: morale is
falling, effectiveness is diminishing, re-
cruiting is becoming tougher, and good
men are wary of committing their
thoughts to paper in memos and recom-
mendations that might come back to
haunt them some day. Last week the
pressure on the besieged CIA contin-
ued with a welter of new accusations.

The most sensational charge was
that the CIA had secretly planted its
agents not only in the Treasury, Com-
merce and many other departments but
also in Richard Nixon’s White House.
What was more, the alleged top agent
was no file clerk or chauffeur but Alex-
ander Butterfield, the former presiden-
tial deputy assistant who did as much as
anyone to break open the Watergate
scandal. It was Butterfield who super-
vised Nixon’s notorious taping system.
When an aide to the Senate Watergate
committee casually asked Butterfield in
July 1973 if conversations had been
taped in the White House, Butterfield
forthrightly said yes, and Nixon’s fate
was sealed.

The report that Butterfield had been
a CIA man was persuasively denied by
many sources, but it started a wave of
speculation about how high and wide the
agency had spread its covert operations.
More basically, it produced a rare

Shom s Smén dh vratariay el £
Eaimpse inll Wi mysiencus werkinge of

the CIA and its use of “contact” people in

Government agencies. -
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The story began last week when
Congressmen Robert Kasten and Ron-
ald Dellums, members of the House
committee investigating the CIA, report-
ed that the agency had planted its own
operatives in the White House and many
other arms of Government. Both men
said that the committee’s staff director,
A. Searle Field, had reviewed CIA docu-
ments reporting such plants. The next
day‘ the agency’s alleged man in the
White House was named by L. Fletcher

Prouty, 57, who retired as an Air
Force colonel in 1963.

For nine years, while still in
the Air Force, Prouty was a con-
tact for the CIA in the Pentagon.
As such, he had acted as a liai-
son between the two establish-
ments. Last week he said he had
learned in 1971 that the CiA’s
contact in the White House was
Butterfield. At the time, Prouty
was looking for access to the
Whjte House to get help for a
project involving U.S. prisoners
of war in Viet Nam. His CIA con-
nections referred him to Howard
Hunt, the convicted Watergate
burglar and a longtime cia
agent. “Ifyou’re a Rotarian,” ex-
plains Prouty, “you go to a mem-

ber of the Rotary Club.” The old
school tie worked. Prouty said
that Hunt, who was working for
a CIA front company, told him,
“My contact is Butterfield.
Therc’ll be no problem with it
Give me a week or 50.” Soon af-

ter, said Prouty, the White. .

House began to help.
Still, Prouty did not go so far

2s to call Butterfield a CIA “spy” in the
White House. Indeed, from what Prouty
said, Butterfield was performing only the
‘traditional roie of contact in Washing-.
‘ton—acting as a go-between, The CIA,
like most federal departments, relies
heavily on contact men in other agencies
to look out for its interests. .

Prouty cited his own experience as

a contact man. At the beginning of
1960, the CIA wanted to fly two Cubans
into Cuba in the hope that they might as-
sassinate Fidel Castro. As a contact in
the Pentagon, Prouty was approached
by the CIA to see that the plan worked
smoothly. Said he: “I set it all up, mads
sure some [U.S] fighter plane didn’t
shoot us down.”

Vicious Nonsense, It was long ru-
mored in Washington that Butterfield
had been the “CIA man” in the White
House and that the relationship was
known to Nixon. As a contact, Butter-
field would have routinely handled re- .
quests from the CIA. That certainly did
not make him an “agent.” CLa Director
William Colby angrily maintained that
the claim that the agency had infiltrated
the White House was “outrageous, vi-
cious nonsense.” Without clearing But-
terfield unequivocally, the White House
declared that as far as it knew, no pres-
idential aide had ever acted as “a secret
CIA agent.” .

The CIA may not have “infiltrated”
the White House, as charged, but the
bothersome question remained of just
when a contact man becomes so loyal to
the agency that in effect he turns into its
age.it. As time goes on, the congressional
commitiees investigating the CIA wili
want to know more abouti the agency’s
invisible web of influence that stretches
throughout Washington. The CIA’s or-
deal has a long, long way to go.

New House intelligence panel to open’
hearings on CIA finances next month

By MURIEL DOBBIN

tion to the Church group, now

Those decisions were made

perturbed” but commented, “If

you're going to have anything

by the agency during the period
£ & to do with the Mafia, come to

about to make a public report
! of an agreement between the

Washingt
ashington Bureau of The Sun | on that sector.

Washington — The long-der-
mant House intelligence-activi-
ties investigation will be
launched next- month with a
Public probe of how the Central

ntelligence Agency uses its
money, Representative Otis G.
Pike (D., N.Y.) announced yes-
terday.

Mr. Pike, the new chairman
of the reconstituted House in-
teiligence committee, held a
two-hour organizational meet-
ing to cutline his panel’s strate-
gy, which will involve co-opera-
tion with the Senate intelli-
gence panel and an effort not to
retread ground already plowed
in the course of the congres-
sicnal inquiry into the espio-
nage community. .

According to Mr. Pike, as a
result of a conference with Sen-
ator Frank Church (D., Idaho),
chairman of the Senate intelli-
gence committee, it had been
decided that the House counter-
part should explore tiie fiscal
aspects of the CIA and leave
the field of political assassina-

Appr

The CIA budget, estimated’
at around $4 billion, has long:
been a closely held secret, and |
William E. Colby, director of
the agency, has shown no
enthusiasm for any change in.
that arrangement. It is general- |
ly accepted that the trail of the
money could lead to intelli-
gence agents and their opera-
tions, a sensitive area fiercely
protected by the agency, -

An example of that protec-’

{tiveness was offered before the

House individual rights sub-
committee yesterday, when
Lawrence R. Huston, former
CIA general counsel, defended
the agency’s decision not toj
prosecute nine of its employees
because of the danger of expos-
ing secret operations. S
Represéntative Bella S. Ab-|
zug (D., N.Y.), chairwoman of]
the subcommittee, released a;
letter in which the CIA admit-
ted it had discovered 39 cases
of alleged lawbreaking by agen-
cy employees but had referred.

CIA and the Justice Depart-.
ment whereby such intelli-
gence-related
were contingent of their endan--

such an arrangement involved

prosecutions

gering sensitive projects.
The Rockefeller commission
report took the position that

the CIA in forbidden domestic:
law-enforcement activity and:
also meant the Justice Depart-'
ment was abdicating its respon--
sibility. -

Mrs. Abzug asked Mr. Hus-
ton whether he would have de-
cided against criminal presecu-

tion in cases “all the way up to
murder” under this agreement.
The witness said that he would
have but added that none of the
cases had invoived murder.
After his appearance before
the committee, Mr. Huston told
newsmeén he hz2 toid Robert F.
Kennedy, Attorney General at
the time, how the CIA plotted

with the Mafia to kill the Cuban
premier, Fidel Castro.
According to. Mr. Huston,

QUL REPIRL LSBT aME KEOBPF 055

me first.” During that 1962
meeting, said Mr. Huston, there
was no suggestion that those in-
volved in Castro plots should be

prosecuted.

The revived House intelli-
gence probe will call for testi-
mony by witnesses from Con-!-
gress, the General Accounting -
Office and the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, according
to Mr. Pike. The rew chairman
said the committee would seek
to pinpoint responsibility for
the CIA’s fiscal decisions, espe-
cially in cases of “wrong or im-
proper” moves.

An atmosphere of at least
temporary harmony prevailed
at the House intelligence com-
mittee, a panel bedeviled by

-dissension since its inception
_six months ago. The House last
:week voted to abolish the first

intelligence committee and set
up a new one with a different
chairman and three more mem--
bers. .
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~ Spies in White

House

Allegations About

- Accepted Role of Capital ‘Tattling’

C.I.A. Point Up

is

1

+ . " Special to The Ne

WASHINGTON, July 15~-The
Central Intelligence Agency has,
denied vigorously -that it ever
planted any spies in the exec-
utive mansion, and the White
House insists there certainly

R are’ none there
now. But true or
not, the allegations
of C.LA. penetra-
tion of the Presi-
dent’s home and
office serve to illustrate a cui-
ous fact of life in bureaucratic
Washington: the Government
routinely “spiés” on itseif be-
cause knowledge is power.:
“The brutal truth,” said a gov-;
ernment veteran now serving
in the White House,” is that
knowing something first can-
give you tremendous leverage.”

A cabinet member armed
with foreknowledge of a Presis
dent’s view on a current policy
issue can frame a position that
will have minimum impact.;
And a bureaucrat able to ad-
vise a senior official on White
House attitudes can enhance
the bureaucrat’s career pros-
pects. . |

Prouty was quoted yes-|

by The Springfield

{(Mass.) Daily News as saying!
that perhaps he had been given!
““the wrong name to cover upj
the real informer.” The search!
for the facts was further com-
‘plicated today when Mr. Prouty,
denied making such a state-|
ment. RN

The chairmen of Senate and|
House committees looking intol
C.LA. activities have said .they’
have no evidence now that the,
agency penetrated the White
House in the sense that agents
were working there on clan-
destine assignments. The mat-
ter remains under investiga-
tion, however. .

So does an -allegation, re-.
‘portedly supported by a 19731
report of the C.LA. Inspector
General, that agents of the
CLA. infiltrated the now-de-!
funct Bureau of Narcotics and:
Dangerous Drugs with the ap-,
proval of Bureau and Justice:
Department  executives but
without the knowledge of F&d-!
eral narcotics agents. !

The C.LA., like the State and:
Defense Departments and other
agencies, routinely assigns in-
dividuals to work in the White-
House and various departments
in roles related to their intel-
ligence  gathering  function.
What remained at issue was
whether these and other indi-’
viduals might be performing'
intelligence agency duties with:
out the knowledge of their
supetiors in the White Hous
ard Cabinet departments. e

One ' government official,
while neither confirming nor
.denying these suggestions, said
that’ the image of C.LA. per-
sonnel working in Mata Hari
style in the White House might
stem from confusion AWN

News -
VAnqusis

\'

A
By JAMES M. NAUGHTON ~ - .. 'l

w York Times . .
agency problems. The official;
insisting on anonymity, . said
that he had acted as an agency
“contact officer” while working
in the White House. But he said|
that amounted to no more than
providing informal guidance to!
gence agency who asked from|
time to time about policy,
attitudes, S
Accordingly, say those who
have been both bureaucrats and
ite House officials, intra-
mural spying ~ “tattling” or
“coordination” are words they
would prefer—has become a
government- commonplace and
will likely remain so. S
. Presidents trying to gain con-
trol. of entrenched bureaucra-.
cies seed agencies with loyal’
allies who will report back ‘on,
the extent to which White
House policy directives are be-
ing honored. R
Conversely, agencies asked’
to assign personnel to work
in the White House' respond
enthusiastically, secure in the
knowledge that a buraucrat’s}

loyalty will' often run more
to the old agency than to the
IHEW Fresident, . i

Both practices can go amok,
‘with embarrassing or worse
consequences. Documents
showing the attempt by the
Nixon White House to make
the Internal Revenue Service
“politically responsive” were|
disclosed during’ the Watergate.
investigations and formed part
of the grounds for seéking thej

abuse of power.

before the Senate Armed Servi-
ces’ Committee showed how
‘Charles E. Radford; a young
{Navy yeoman assigned as a
National Security Council clerk,
kept the Pentagon advised of]
what kenry A. Kissinger, now
Secretary of State. had in his
White House briefcase’ and
waste basket. - . -

the facts of the alleged C.LA.
infiltration of the White House.
L. Fletcher Prouty, a retired
Air Force colonel who -once
‘was a liaison officer with the
intelligence agency, charged
‘last week that Alexander P.
Butterfield had been a C.LA.
“contact officer” in the Nixon
White House. The agency, the
White House and Mr. Butter-
field all denied it.

. Whether anyone in the White
House acted as an *“informer”
in the classic Mata Hari sense
apparently was at .issue. . One-
1government official, insisting on,
janonymity, said today that he’
jhad performed as a C.I.A. “con-.
tact officer” while working +in.
the White House. The official
said that amounted, however,
to no more than providing in+
formal guidance to .acquaint-
ances in the intelligence agency
who asked from time to time

o P RETe 488200 17080

impeachment of Mr. Nixon for|

Similarly, testimony last year

No -one has yet established )

this before I send; such-and-

House?”

place official, “the more highly
structured [is] the advancement

I

1 chairman of
mittee on multinational com-
panies,” has been investigating
the illegal uses

ger is the tie” binding a tem-

‘cutors
"domestic

executives.

funds

fexecutive mansion.. - -
! Other officials described such
‘practices as neither surprising
nor ‘alarming and said they
were an - unavoidable conse-
quence of bureaucratic one-
upmanship, .

* To a bureaucrat, said one, it
.can be’ “critical information”
i1to’ détermine how much room
ifor maneuvering exists in a
;given policy debate. Thus, the
aide said, it is common for a
White House official with ties
to a government agency to be
asked, “Where do we stand on

such paper to the White

According to another well-

system of an agency, the stron-

porary White House aide to
that agency. Thus military offi-
cials, whose career advance-
ment will depend on judgments .
of superiors in the Pentagon,
are said to be moré prone to
pressure fori nside information.
Similarly, the official said;

LONDON TIMES
, 10 July 1975

advocates of particular govern-
.ment programs are likely to.
‘feed strategic information to,
an agency promoting that pro-
gram within the Administra-
tion, “People who are bright
enough to get transferredf rom
an agency to the White House
are generally zealots about one,
thing or another,” he said. ’
*The routine acceptance' of
intragovernment tattling. may!
be illustrated by two matters:
invelving Secretary of State!
Kissinger. ' Although frowned
upono fficially, the spying- on
Mr. Kissinger by yeoman Rad-
ford was hushed up.initially
and no formal action was taken)
against the yeoman or his-su-] -
periors at the Pentagon, |
' -When a reporter- for the ‘tab:
loid National Enquirer' took
away the garbage. at curbside
of Mr. Kissinger’s home " last
week, the Stats

saying that the Secretary was
“revolted” by the act and that
Mrs. Kissinger .was -suffe
{gravé anguish” . -

L opyey s em

Oil firm admits getting

money from CIA

From Frank Vool .
'US Economics Correspondent
'Washington, July 9

The Ashland Oil Company,
.the fiftieth largest company in
the United States, disclosed in
:a 400-page report to the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission
(SEC) that it received $98,968
(about £44,400) from the
Central ~Intelligence Agency.
(C1A) in the five years to
March, 1973.

-, This disclosure adds a new

twist to what has already be-
come a sensational series of
revelations about the secret
uses of huge funds by -giant

‘multinational companies.

__Many large United States
companies have been charged
by federal Govermment prose-
with making illegal
political campaign
contributions, and SEC investi-
gations have shown that many
of these companies gave large
bribes to foreign politicians and
government otficials. .
The latest SEC investigation
has produced evidence that
some foreign activities of
United States companies have

‘directly involved the CIA.

It would appear that the
money received by Ashland
from the CIA was a reimburse-

_ment of salaries that-Ashland

had paid to CIA agents abroad,
who had posed as Ashland

Senator Frank Church,’ as

the Senate com.

of company
for political payments

- sions,

cewld
‘¥

and, as chairman of a special
Senate commiittee, he has been
investigating the activities of
the CIA.

-With this latest disclosure,
the work of his two committees
appears to be converging and
he is likely to exploit this to
the full. Thus many more :
admissions by companies of!
links with the CIA and foreign
_political payments are likely to
be disclosed at public hearings
staged by the senator. {

Ashland executives are bound ;
to be called before one of the .
senator’s committees, especially -
because the new report fails to
give details of the exact nature
of the company’s involvement
with the CIA, and also fails to
detail to whom exactly Ashland
made illegal foreign payments.

The report does note that
Ashland possibly made pay-oifs
to foreign officials and politi-
cians totalling about $275,6U0
(£125,000) in recent years, with
about $190,000 of this amount
being spent in Gabon. Most
of the report deals with the |
previously disclosed domestic !
political payments by the com-
pany of $800,000. Most of these
payments were illegal.

One of the hitherto undis-
closed domestic political con-
tributions by Ashland was
$5,000 to the campaign of Mr
Hugh' Carey for the governor-
ship of New York last year.
This payment appears to be.
legal. . . R

But it could  have repercus-.
particularly on the
reputation of Mr Carey. He is'!
already facing considerable *
difficulties and embarrassment
over payments from oil com-
panies, notably those run by
his brother. | P
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Chcu les B. Seib

The Pmuty—Butterﬁeld Fiap

The = Alexander  Butterfield-CIA
story which flared and then fizzled
‘out in one brief week, provided a good
~—but not reassuring—case history of -
enterprise journalism as it is practiced”
‘on television today. There was a shoot-
from-the-hip quality to it and a disturb-.
ing disregard for a man’s reputation

and for the public’s need. to make
‘sense out of the strange dcings in .
‘Washington.

. The story had its beginning in an ef-
fort by two congressmen to defend -
their turf—namely the House investi- '
gation of the CIA. Reacting to a move ;
to kill or restrict the investigation,’
they committed a little leak. They told
reporters that they had learned of a
CIA practice of “infiltrating” the exec-
utive agencies to the extent <f placing
an agent high on the leon Wh:te\
House staff. B

The result was predxclahle CIA D1
rector William Colby called the story
“vicious nonsense.” Ron Nessen, the

Mr. Seib is an associate editor of
The Post, serving as an internal
ombudsman. From time to time le
also writes a colunm of press crit- -
icism.

L

N
President’s nrese goid 2.
mountain was being made of a mole-’
hill. And reporters set out on the trail
.of the alleged part-time spook on the
old Nixon team.

The next day, July 11, shortly after 7.
‘a.m., the two top network morning
shows—the CBS Morning News and
the NBC Today Show-—came up with a.
name—the same name. They produced
former Air Force Col. Fletcher Prouty,
live on CBS and taped on NBC. Prouty.
said the high Nixon official with CIA
ties was none other than Alexander
Butterfield, who in 1973 started Rich-
ard Nixon’s slide toward disgrace by
disclosing the Wkute House taping sys-
tem.

Butterfield was a CIA “contact offi-
cer” in the White House, Prouty said.
His source: E. Howard Hunt, a long-
time CIA man who later was sent to
prison for his connection with the
Watergate burglary.

Just what is Butterfield supposed to
have done for the CIA? That dida't
conie clear. On the CBS show, Prouty
said Butterfield’s function was “to
open doors for CIA operations.” On
the NBC show he assented to a de-
scription of Butterfield as a “man with
CIA connections.” Imprecise descrip-
tions to be sure, and far from identify-,
ing Butterfield as a CIA spy. But in
the context, the implication was clear;
Butterfield was the CIA’s man right on
the edge of the Oval Office.

Neither network provided a response
from Butterfield or verification from
any other source: NBC did couple a
flat denial from Mrs. Buttexflcld with
the Proaly chargé. CBS put ‘Prouly on.
the air without any denial, direct or in-
direct, but a halt hour later reported
that -Mrs. Butterfield said the charge
was “ridiculous.” Both networks say
they tried hard to locate Butterfield

saprotary,

before the broadcasts, but without suc-
cess. '

The story hung there for 22 days.
Prouty elaborated on his charge, and it
was widely carried in the print press,
usually coupled with a CIA denial and
with emphasis on Prouty’s statement

that he was not calling Butterfield a

ugpy.”

Then Butterfield, who had not been
reached by reporters, astutely ac-
cepted an invitation to appear on the
popular CBS show, “60 Minutes,” that
Sunday evening. There, before a prime
time audience of around 20 million

viewers, he indignantly denied Prou-.

ty’s story.

“Not a shred of truth,” he said under
questioning by Mike Wallace. At an-
other point in the interview: “I have
never been their designated contact
man. That is absolutely false.”” Later:
“1 had no contact whatsoever with the
CIA.” And later:.
with the CIA in any way.”

(Wallace says that Butterfield was
not paid to appear on “60 Minutes,”
but his and his wife’s fares—his from
the West Coast and hers from Wash-

ington-—and their hotel bills were paid

by CBS.)

.’ Since then, Hunt has denied he told
-\Proufy that Butterf;eld was a CIA con-
fact, and Sen. Church, who heads the
Senate CIA investigation has caid no
shred of evidence has been found to
support the charge.
Butterﬁelds feel that his job search

The “Iews Busmess i

(he was eased out of his’ ‘post as head
of the Federal Aviation Agency last
March) has been seriously hampered.
And it 'is a fact of life.that undoub-

‘tedly there will'be- some-who wxil 488y,
_years from now,.when his-hame.’

up: “Oh,:yes. He's the guy whi so,ut-
tled \mon for the CIA.”

Prouty cldims that he ‘did not”de-
fame Butterfield—that he, aftet -all,

only called him a “contact officer.” It~

is true that nowhecre in the network
transcripts is there the charge that
Butterfield was a spy or an infiltrator.

‘But consider this exchange between
Schorr  and

CBS reporter Daniel
Prouty:.

SCHORR: Colonel Prouty, I .
guess you have no way of knowing
whether President Nixon knew Al-
cxander Butterfield, who worked
in his office, was a CIA man?

PROUTY: I think that's one of
the big problems. I would doubt
Nixon or anyone else really knew
it.

A strong implication that Butterfield
was more than a contact man came
again later in the CBS broadcast when
Schorr and Bruce Morton of CBS were
recapping the Prouty charge. Morton
stated the question: “Did the CIA infil-
trate the White House and other gov-

ernment agencies?” A tape of Colby's’

“vicious nonsense” denial was run, and
then Morton said: “But carlier on this
broadcast, a retired Air Force officer
who handled liaison with the CIA told
Daniel Schorr that a high-rankin,

“I never did deal

Nevertheless, the

White House aide duung the Nixon ad-’
ministration was a CIA man. And
then he and Schorr went into the
Prouty material.

On the NBC broadcast, reporter
Ford Rowan developed Prouty’s asser-
tion that during Butterfield’s military
career he was processed for assign-
ment to CIA, which led to this
exchange: . :

ROWAN:. Is there any doubt in
your mind that Alexander Butter- ~
field was a man with CIA connec-

. tions, who went to the White
House staff and his CIA connec-
tions persisted at the time he was
on the White House? -

° PROUTY: No, I've never had ’
any doubts about that. Co
At the end of the segment, Rowan

did note that Prouty said he did not

think that “Butterfield or any CIA

man assigned to the White House” was-
asked to spy on the President.

Now, if Prouty was merely saying
that Butterfield was a contact man, the
man the CIA dealt with when it had
something to take up with the White
House (Butterfield’s denial rejects

even that role), why the rush by CBS
and NBC to get the story before the .
public first thing Friday morning? And.
_why the presentation of the Prouty.
‘revelation, if it can.be called that, as. a
big develnnmpnf in the stery ahglt.
high-level CIA “1nf1.ltrat10n" of the fed
eral establishment?. - '
In retrospect, it is clear: that all con. 3
cerned—Prouty and CBS and NBC—:
were careless in their handling of-ag
man’s reputation and of an.important
and complex story. Not:only does it ap:,
pear that unjustifiable harm-was dones
to Butterfield, but a’great disservicet
was ‘done-to ihe publicih'that the Butg
terfield story drew attention away*
from a very serious question: Just:
what has been the nature and extent:
of the CIA’s involvement in the opera-
tions of ~other government agenmes"“
That, quéstion' s’ om”" ‘to”! be nm‘qf'
enough to answer Such diStractions 3§ ’
the Buttertield caper dont .make t°hé
‘job any easier.

Schorr and Rowan were asked £or
their afterthoughts on the Prouty.
broadcasts. Schorr defends the use -of.
Prouty without supporting evidence on:
the ground that in an earlier situation:
Prouty’s information stood up. Rowan
defends his broadcast on .the ground
that he had received some support for’
Prouty’s s»oxy fxom scveral other:
sources. : it

Conceding those pomtq one must-
still ask why they didn't take the time::
to check on Prouty’s story more fully-
or at least wait for Butterfield's re«:
sponse. ’ ' Lo
. Schorr said that although CBS
learned the evening before the broad:
cast that NBC also had Prouty, compet-

itive pressure was not a factor in the -
decision to go ahead. In fact, he said,
tbot decision was made  beiore ko
found out that Prouty had talked to
Rowan. He noted, however, that Thurs-
day was a dull news day and that the
Morning News people were happy to
iget a-good lead story for Friday morn-
nd

Approved For Rglease 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R060 10087390512t - competition .

-




Approved For

10S ANGELES TIMES
18 July 1975

* BY ERNEST CONINE -

The American people, at least many of
those prominent in politics and journalism,
are showing signs of becoming paranoiae. Ex-
hibit A is the remarkable uproar set off by
the unremarkable disclosure that there are
-people in the White House and various feder-
al agencies and departments who maintain
=contact” with the Central Intelligence Agen-

ey, M
| Alexander P. Butterfield, best known as the
former White House aide who disclosed the
-existence of the Nixon tapes to the Senate
Watergate committee, has flatly denied that
. he was ever a "contact officer" for the CIA.

« The retired Air Force officer who made the
:allegation about Butterfield now-allows that

‘he may have been misinformed. And, contra-;

'y to initial insinuations, responsible congres-
-gional investigators say there is no evidence
‘that the CIA has spied on the White House or
‘other agencies. by ‘"infiltrating" personnel:
\without the knowledge of the agency in-
volved. . . L
* Butterfield, who left the government some
time ago, glumly expects that the notoriety
now attached to his name will complicate his
.efforts to establish a suitable niche in the pri-
wvate sector.
: But while the damage so irresponsibly done’

semsation over the existence of CIA “eontact
amen” is even more so for what it says about
‘the current atmosphere in-Washington and
.the country. ) :

" The CIA was created to serve the President’
- of the United States by providing intelligence
on the activities, capabilities and intentions of
.other nations. How is the agency supposed to
- get the information to the White House? By
floating it across the Potomac in a bottle?

.1t is self-evident that a degree of coopera-
tion and coordination is essential between the
CIA and other departments that have intel-
ligence responsibilities—Defense, Treasury,
State and the FBI, to name a few. How are
they supposed to communicate? Through
-Western Union?

People with common sense will conclude

‘that the logical thing is for the CIA and agen-
cies of government with which it has business
to maintain liaison officers for such contacts.

" Ernest Conine i§ @ member of

The Times"
Editorial Board. -

-Yet confirmation that CIA laison men have
.indeed been detailed to the White House and
other departments is treated as a sensational
and incriminating disclosure. .
.~ A European diplomat, expressing his won-
derment at the expose-3-day atmosphere that
now prevails in America, told the New York
"Times, "You don't have a country over there.
_You have a huge church." -
Given the American character,

was a factor in his pressing to get the
story on the air. He said he didnt
know that CBS had Prouty, but he
thought ABC might have him. “In a
gituation likc this,” he said, “my
thought is to get it on the air and sce
how it flies.”

- This one appears to have crashed, -

Aration, . . LT e A
the remark’ The allegation by- L..Fletcher Prouty,
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‘would have been appropriate at almost any’
time in the last 200 years. But it is especially
appropriate at a time when we are developing
a national talent for seeing evil even where
none exists. The taient is nowhere more
evident than in the controversy surrounding
the CIA. . Co

The CIA deserves its lumps for doing things
that, to put it mildly, it shouldn't have done.

1t had no business penetrating U.S. radical
groups to establish their connection, if any,
with foreign powers; that is the FBI's respon-
sibility. It had no business investigating leaks
to newsmen in this country, or opening peo-
ple's mail or listening to their telephone-con-
versations. .. .

Certainly the CIA had no business getting
involved, i it did, in assassination attempts.
against foreign leaders whose actions were in-
jurious to this country's interests but hardly
perilous to our fundamental national security.
As Sen. Frank Church (D-Ida.) put it, "If we
are going to lay claim to being a civilized'
‘country, we must make certain in the future
that no agency of our government can be
licensed to murder"-—with or without pres-.
idential approval. S

The American people have a right to expect
Congress to conduct a thorough investigation

into-CIA deeds and misdeeds. If some people
must be fired from the CIA in disgrace, if
some must go to iail, if the ageney itself must
be shaken up to keep it from becoming a
rogue elephant, so be it. -
1t is equally obvious, however, that the na.
tion needs a first-class intelligence-gathering
capability; that the goal must be to reform
the CIA, not destroy it, to see that the agency
stops doing the wrong things but does.a bet-
ter job of the right things. :
Unfortunately, the CIA's critics show an ap-
palling inability to distinguish between the
agency’s excesses and normal, acceptable in-
telligence-gathering techniques, .

CHRISTIAN SCTENCE MONTTOR
21 July 1975

Butterfield exonerated

"The trouble- with “t.ryin‘g' ‘to- ferret out

wrongdoing in high places is that over-

: _aggressivencess, a tendency to focus on per-

sonalities, or failure to follow up news tips
-adequately can lead to the harming of some- -
one’s reputation, i P
.-Such appears {o have

officer, former head of the Federal Aviation
Administration, and best known for his revela-

tion of the White House taping sysiem that led -

directly to the downfall of the Nixon adminis-

formerly the Central Intelligence Agency's
liaison in the Air. Force, that Mr, Dutterfield.
was the CIA’s ‘“‘contact man” in the White
House turns
passing comment in 1971 by E. Howard Hunt, -
Notwithstanding Mr. Prouty’'s subsequent

, backing’ down on the ‘Butterfield

* directly contrary to that charge,” an indelibldg
-~ if erroneous — mark has been left o a
<.~ . 77 olherwisegoodrecord, .. oo L s o
been- the case with
Alexander P. Butterfield, retired Air Force.. - Senate and elsewhere to do regarding U.S

- their bounds in recent years. The extent to
-_which the CIA played arole in the operations
- of other. governmental departments, for ex
: "ample, needs to be thoroughly studied so that

investigators, and particularly- the media

cut to have been based on a. .
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Why the Big Flap Over CIA Contact Men?

s Aren’t the Answer .
In the bizarre ztmosphere that now pre-
vails, it is considered sinful that the CIA les
asked scientists to fill their government in‘ea
what transpires at international conferenses’
attended by Soviet scientists, Never mind
that Soviet participants at such conferences
are always under KGB discipline. o
Disclosure that Ashland Qil Co. and some
other firms allowed themselves to be used 2=
financial conduits for CIA operations, amd
knowingly provided cover for agents mas-
querading as corporate ‘representatives
abroad, is received as a shameful example of
corporate behavior. : -
How, pray tell, is the CIA suppesed to nm
its intelligence-gathering operations? Are Cid
agents in other countries supposed to wexr
signs on their backs? Are they and their con-
tacts supposed to come to the embassy for
their paychecks? Sl
Finally, in the flap over CIA "contact men*
critics seem to be suggesting that any manae
woman who ever worked for or with the CI&
is some kind of monster who must forever be
shurmed by decent folk and denied emplog-

“ment elsewhere.

Such indiseriminate character assassination
is McCarthyism of the worst kind. It is also
nonsense of a sort that will make it harder
than ever for the CIA to recruit good people
for its legitimate functions, and to avoid les-
ing the good people it has. 1T

Sensation-seeking members of Congress and
their compliant allies in the media will havea
lot to answer for if they end up destroyimng
the CIA instead of reforming it, thereby set-

. ting the stage for massive intelligence failures

of the sort that could lead to serious mistakes
in judgment. And when either of the two
great nuclear powers makes mistakes, the
world becomes a very dangerous place. -
The admonition against throwing out the
baby with the bath water is the hoariest of

cliches. But it's worth keeping inmind. .7

Ay Y

iegaﬁo
and the finding by the Senate Select Con
mittee on Intelligence that ‘‘all the evidence i

There is stiil much foninvééiié;tbfﬁ in the

intelligence agencies that have overstepped

future abuses can be avoided. .. . . .. - -
But the Butlerfield case' points up thaf]

have a special obligation to make sure tha
public reports are indeed based on fact, and
that individual rights are protected in the
reporting. = . IR
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?70 Nixon Orderto CIA.
To Balk Allende Reported

President’s Authorization Termed Cause|
of Agency’s Role in Military Plots
... to Thwart Marxist’s Election

'WASHINGTON, July 23. —
President Richard M.. Nixon
~authorized the ‘Central Intelli-
.gence .Agency ‘to make a last-
gitch, nll-out effort in Septem-
ber, 1970, to keep Salvador Al-
lende Gossens from becoming
President of Chile, authorita-
tive Government sources said
today. s - .
. *, As.a.result of the:assign- .
ment, the sources said, the
C.I.A. became involved in the
planning of-two military. coups
d’étate—planning that included,
proposals-to kidnap Gen. René
Schneider, Chief of Staff of the
Chilean Army. .o :

Theoretically, the kidnapping
of General Schneider would
have given ‘the Chilean military.
a°-ju-tification’ for declaring

martial law and assuming the

powers of government., | |
The sources said that the
C.LA, tried later to stop the
carrying out of one plan, but
that it went forward neverthe-
less and General Schneider was
killed by Chilean military plot-
ters in the kidnap attempt.
In the other plot, the agency
was said to have supplied in-
surgents with three machine
guns _and "with tear-gas gre-
nades. Whén it was discernéd
that the plot could not get
broad political support it was
halted and the guns were later
returned to the C.LA. unused,
the sources said. ) _
¢ -Henry - A. Kissinger,. then
President Nixon's assistant for
‘national . security . affairs, was
‘briefed about the first plot on
iOct, - 13, 1970, by ‘Thomas J.
Karamessin®s, then chief of
covert operations for the in-
telligence agency, the sources
said. Mr, Karamessines report-
edly told Mr. Kissinger the plot
bad iittle chance of success and
it was at that point the two
agreed it should be halted.
Mr. Kissinger has told Presi-
dent Ford of this plot, Admin-
istration sources said, but has
said he did not know that the
CILA. was negotiationg with
yet another group. Inteitigence
sources said, howeever, that
agency officials felt Mr. Nixon’s
orders to block Mr. Allende,
.'hch. were strongly worded,
{Constituted a blanket authoriza-
tion for their activities,
Reports in The New York
Times last fall indicated that

" By NICHOLAS M. HORROCK
2  Speclal to The New York Times

ferts to stop Mr. Allende from:*
assuming the Presidency. But
in these accounts and in subse-
uent Congressional hearings
the efforts appeared to be lim-
ited to the secret financing of
opposition parties and labor
unions. The latest disclosures
are the first confirmation that
President Nixon and the C.LA.
contemplated military coups or

 at the White' House. It was

the violent take-over of the
Chilean Government. :

The new information, with
copies of Congressional testi-
mony in 1973 by Richard M.
Helms, then Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence, have been for-
warded to the Department of
Justice for study on whether
the contradictions may consti-
tute perjury, the sources .con-
firmed. :

Mr. Helms testified on Chile
before a Senate committee as
early as May, 1973, and later
in donnection with his confir-
mation as Uniied Siaies A=)
bassador to Iran. He also testi-f
fied at a Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee hearing on
Chile earlier this year. There
are contradictions in his testi-
mony over the depth and ex-
tent of C.LA. activities against
Dr. Allende.

Kissinger’s Testimony Sought

Meanwhile, Senator Frank
Church, chairman of the Sen-
ate Select Committee on Intel-
ligence announced today that
the committee would call Mr.
Kissinger to testify on the “line
of authority implementing the
Nixon policy toward Chile.”
The Idahoe Demccrat said that
Mr. Kissinger could offer in-
sight "into the extent of the
“knowledge and control” exer-
cised by the policy-makers.

The announcement. brought

:knew the committee had ex-

Hills, a counsel. to President
Ford. He said the request for
Mr. Kissinger's testimony was.
“abrupt” and was not handled
with the same courtesy he

tended to other witnesses.
The committee, Mr. Hilis
said, had made no attempt to
find out what Mr. Kissinger
could really add on the ques-
ticn. He said, however, that his
reaction should not “in any
way” indicate that Mr. Kiss-
inger would attempt to avoid
testifying. .
Government sources and

Rixon ‘called a sécret meeting]

attended by Mr. Kissinger, Mr.
Helms and John Mitchell, then
Attorney General.

The meeting was unusual be-
cause it was out of the normal
channels of transmitting in-
structions to the C.LA, Under
the law and in practice C.LA.
covert operations are passed|
on by the 40 Committee, a top
lével White House security
group, and transmitted through
the national Security Council.
It is unclear whether the matter
.ever reached the agenda of the
committee. . .

Mr. Nixon was, one source
said, “extremelytanxious” abou
Mr. Allende’s rise to power in
Chile, Another source said the
former President was “frantic.”
He told Mr. Helms in ‘strong
language” that the C.LA. was
not doing enough in the situa-
tion and it had better “come
up with some ideas.” He said
that money was no object and
authorized an initial expendi-
ture of $10-million to unseat
tehe Chilean Marxist.

C.LA’s Efforts Redoubled

Notes on the meeting, how-
ever, do not indicate that Mr.
Nixon ever specifically ordered
the C.I.A. to arrange a coup
d’état in Chile. But the “ione’!
cf the meeting, one source said,
was ‘“‘do everything you can.”
The agency redcubied iis ei-
forts. Mr. Karamessines, deputy
director of plans at C.L.A. and
thus the chief covert operator,
went o Chile himsei, ons

source said.

e,

a sharp reactin from Roderick -

sources within the intelligence
community zave this report on
the fast-paced events of the
fall of 1970:

On Sept. 15, 1970, 11 days
after Mr. Allende a Markist,
had won teh presidential elec-

On Oct. 13, 1970, Mr. Kara-,
messines briefed Mr. Kissinger
on the C.LA’s progress. He
told Mr. Kissinger that Brig.
Gen. Roberto Viaux, who had
recently retired from the Chil-
ean Army, was plotting to kid-
nap General Schneider as the]
prelude to a military take-over.
Mr. Karamessines said, how-
ever, that it was the opinion
of the C.ILA. that General
Viaux’s project could not suc-
ceed. Mr. Kissinger told thae
C.LA. to “keep the pressure
‘up” and keep the C.LA’s “as;
sets” in Chile up to par, but
agreed that this plan should
not go forward. ‘

He told the agency to try to.
halt General Viaux's plot.
These sources said that C.LA.
cable traffic, copies of which
are in the hands of the Senate
Select Committee on Intelli-
gence, indicate that the C.LA.
did make an effort to halt the
plan.

Nevertheless, General Viaux's
plot went forward. On October
22, 48 _hours before the
Chilean Congress was sched-
uled to vote on Mr. Allende's
election—the fact that he had
not won a majority threw the
decision into Congress — an
attempt was made to kidnap
General Schaeider, When it ap-
peared the general was going

to resist, these .sources said,|

she was kill~l by three 45

isaliber bulllets, according to
’Chﬂean press accounts,
However, between the Oct.;
13 meeting and the killing of:
General Schneider on Oct. 22,
these sources said, the C.LA.

térs. A group of military offi-’
cers under Gen. Camilo Valen-
zuela, then commander of the
Santiago army garrison, was
also planning to kidnao Gen-
eral Schneider to pave the way
for 2 military take-over.

The C.I.A. these sources said,
at first had greater confidance
in General Valenzuela’s plot.f
Accordingly, officials at the
agency headquarters at Lang-
ley, Va., authorized the C.LA.
station in Santiago to give the|
insurgents three machine guns
and tear gas grenades for use
in a kidnapping attempt. The
authorization was .issued on|
Sunday, Oct. 24. i

But within hours the C.LA.
‘had ascertained that the Valen-
zuela coup not get sufficient
pdlitical support to succeed and
that Jorge Alessandri Rodri-
guez of the right-wing Nationai
party, the runer-up in the elec-
tion, would not accept the presi-
dency. Nevertheless, apparently
‘on the order of C.LA. officials
in Santiago, the guns and tear
gas were reportedly given to
the conspirators. They were
Jater returned to the agency
unused.

After Mr. Allende had been
,confirmed and had assumed of-
fice, the agency secretly sent
imoney to the families of men
jarrested in General Viaux’s
1abortive plot, the sources said.
'The money, one source said,
was paid to “keep the families
ouiet about the contacts with
C1A” ' i

Nixon Reported Told

According to the sources, Mr.
’Kissinger told President Ford.
lafter Mr. Nixon had resigned,
of the stevped-up effort to un-
seat Mr. Allende and about the
Viaux plot. But Mr. Kissinger

" has maintained, in private con-

versations, that he never knew:
about the second plot, the
'sources. said.” - !

Mr. Kissinger has said, in
these private conversations,
that had the C.ILA, proposed
a military coup in Chile the
agency would oresumably have
come back to him and outlined
the plot, and the President and
the 40 Committee would either
‘have authorized or prohibited

it. The 40 Committee is a spe-
cial group under the National
Security Council that passes on
all covert operations.

One source said that the 40
Committee had approved all co-
vert activities in Chile except
the involvement in the Viaux
and Valenzuela affairs. But an-
‘other source said that “from
the beginning it appeared the
matter was being handied on
.its own special track.”

Another source said that.
C.LA. officials had felt that
the President’s strongly worded:
lassignment on Sept. 15, 1970,
was a ‘“blanket authorization”
to become involved in plan-
ning for a military take-over. ,

Since the military coup in;
‘September, 1973, in which Pres-
ident Allende was Kkilled, there!
has .been a growing national
inquiry into the role of Mr,
Kissinzer and the C.LA.in ef-
forts to undermine tne Chilean’
Government, When Mr. Helms®
testified before the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee dure
ing hearings in 1973 on his
n as ambassador, he

scanty testimony on’

the C.I.A. was involved in ef- i i i
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the Chilean matter. .
{ Earlier this year, in private
testimony later made public,
Mr. Helms told the Senators
he had “made a mistake in his
earlier testimony” in that he’
had not revealed that President
Nixon wanted President Allen--
de’'s Government overthrown.

In other testimony this year,,
Mr. Helms said there had been
a “probe” to see if there were
any forces in Chile to oppose,
Dr, Allende’s advent as Presi-

dent. " ;
“It was very quickly estab-
lished there were not,” he
added, “and therefore no further,

lines to the best of my knowl-
edge, at least I know of none.
Mr. Helms returned to Te-
heran, where he is Ambassador.’
He could not be reached by
} The New York Times today.

"NEW YORK TIMES
23 July 1975

Hunt Sons Charge
C.LA. Used Agents
< To Embezzle Funds

‘DALLAS, July 22 (UPI)—Two
sons of H. L. Hunt, the late
billionaire  contending they
were discriminated against be-
cause of their conservative
views, charged today that the.
Central Inteliizence Agency in-
filtrated the family oil empire
and used secret agents to help.
embezzle more -than $50-mil-
lion from them. : .
- The brothers, Nelson Bunker
Hunt and W. Herbert Hunt,
said new Federal charges that
they had tried to cover up
a family wiretapping scheme
were a further result of an
attempt by the C.LA. to discred-
it the Hunt oil empire. They
said they held the C.LA. re-
sponsible for earlier Federal
charges that they had spied
on aides of their father,

. They said their refusal to
allow the C.ILA. to use their
overseas Hunt Oil Company af-
filiate for espionge had led
to the Federal charges against
them.

© “After turning down the
C.I.A., a massive embezzlement
scheme involving loses of over
$50-million from the Hunt Oil
Company were uncovered,” the
brothers said in a news release,
“An investigation disclosed:
that some of the Hunt employes
involved in the scheme were
secret Government agents.”

5

effort was made along those' .
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,i;WAS}mVGTON—Mke‘Ackernian is a spy
Who came in from the glare. Now, having

Juit the CIA, he is doggedly seeking the glare’

—-not to rat on his fellow spies, but to per-
syade the country, the press and members of
Congress that undressing the CIA is as trea-
.sonous as giving our missile secrets to the
‘Bussians,. -~ - -

“This will be a’ tougher ‘mission than any in
Ackerman's 11-year career as a professional
espionage agent carrying out -clandestine
operations in 20 countries in North and South
America, Europe and Africa. For, while he is
extremely critical of the CIA, he doesn't want
it- destroyed or rendered impotent by the
glare of publicity on past or present activities.
And that's a hard product to sell to people

-who believe in an open society, resent prying,
‘fear “secret police” and are properly shocked

by official reports of CIA domestic surveil-

-lance, testing drugs on innocent persons, as-
sassiration plottings and dealirigs with the
Mafia T
-1 told him as ruch when he.dropped by my
office the other day. We had been fellow
Panelists on the Mike Douglas television show
the previous evening and, frankly, Ackerman
hadn gotten in many good licks “for the

agency. No way, I told him, to make a hero

- put of the CIA. The public climate is hostile.
.. Ackerman is for real. He quit the CIA in

Miami three weeks ago, cashing'in a bright

"“future wi™ the agency for the refund of his

" pension and $4,000 in leave pay. He blew his

o0 DI

‘ewn cover by walking infe the office of the

Miami Herald and - telling “his story to a

“ggporter.

L His story checks out. He really is off the
-agency payroll and on his own. He is not be- .

ing paid under the table to peddle CIA propa-
_ganda. As a bachelor of 34, he can afford un-
employment better than most.

-. He quit for several reasons. Disgust with™

some of the goings-on he has been reading
about, like assassination planning and cozying

up to gangsters—stuff ‘concocted by the
"cowboys," he ‘says, the-old generation of .

<ciandestine operatives who "thought they
were still working for the 0SS and Wild Biil
Donovan. And Ackerman is angry with sena-
tors and congressmen and journalists who

.don't want to settle for controlling CIA but-
are more interested in the political and per- .
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. Mission Impossible? ™

*BY J. F. terHORST

sonal benefits to be reaped

CIA naked before the world. . g
But mainly he resigned because he no long-

er could do his job—a ticklish and risky job of -

persuading knowledgeable foreigners to gath-

er secrets from their own governments and -

turn. them over to the United States. That, .

. and sometimes covertly heiping non-Commu-

nist groups and officials to stay in power—
something he thinks the CIA should be doing.,
right now in Portugal. - . S

"The CIA is paralyzed,” Ackerman says. "Its?
credibility overseas is nil. Its enemies rejoice. 7
Its friends are chagrined. Its professional offi-:
cers are demoralized." He quit because hisi
own intelligence sources were frightened thaty
they, too, would be exposed and their lives:
endangered. "I quit because I no longer could_'}
guarantee them the security they have to§
have." o s oL
- He is deeply religious. His late father was }
an immigrant Russian Jew, and his mother:

-still keeps a kosher home near Miami. That 1

heritage, and a-trip to Russia as a student, :
have made him intensely tonscious of Soviet 4
oppression. His CIA experiences, moreover;s
have made him keenly aware of the threat
posed by the Soviet KGB in this country, Lat- |
in America, Europe and the Arab lands—and §
the need for an effective CIA to monitors
those activities and counter them. :

Ackerman swears that his CIA unit operat-1
ed under a strict ban against any assassina:}

$imm mm malidianl caicwdasn Tt 10 ile beeem dlens }
ol OF PpniliCar muraer. Dut if il's true that!

‘others did such plotting, he thinks Congress
" should pass a law to make it a crime. He:

wants a law forbidding CIA personnel from ;
divulging secrets, saying that is as traitorous
as when somebody in the military slips weap- *
on secrets to a foreign power. He thinks Con- "

. gress should set up a special committee for ,

permanent oversight of the CIA, with striet *
accountability required. And he thinks a law-

maker who tells secrets out of the hearing

room should be cashiered from Congress. -

Fat chance of that. And only a slim chance |
that Mike will succeed in saving the CIA from )
overexposure. A lecture agent has told him
he might be able to meet expenses with that
kind of pitch to audiences—but that he could .
make. up to a hundred grand this year as a,
blabbermouth. L e i
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- PUBLISHERS WEEKLY .

b JULY 1975
‘NOVEL TO ORDER

The CIA’s recovery of that sunken
Russian submarine has stirred at least
one publisher to commission a book. The
publisher is British, the author is Ameri-

can and the form will be fiction.

Noel Gerson, who recently became al

A Federal grand jury yester-
day charged the Hunt brothers,
Percy Foreman of Houston, a
criminal lawyer, three other.
attorneys and a retired Texas.
industrialist with obstruction
jof justice for allegedly trying
to thwart the wiretap mvestlggi«j

client of Scouwt Meredith, has started
work on the novel, “Neptune,” for
Heinemann. Pan, on the strength of a
large advance, has tied up reprint rights.
John Farquharson Ltd., Meredith's Lon-
don associate, helped put the deal togeth-
er. U.S. and other publication rights are
in the hands of the New York agency.
The Gerson output numbers 138 titles,
one of which became the well-known Ava
rGardne:r picture “The Naked Maja™ and
i . ' IS our of which, during the last five years,
_,?él&g;dl)tfospfﬁ :i‘rlx a;ﬁ?f)rﬁsf:‘ieoﬁ have been Reader’s Digest Conden

i sed -
on hig business dealings, Approved For Relebde 2001IOSIOQQ"EFPI*’RDW?-00432ROQO1003?90(‘{5-2

Jion, e -
" The indictment charged that
the seven men had conspired
to pay witnesses to go to prison"
to hush testimony about the
iwiretapping. The Hunt brothers
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suit

By Norman Kempster:
Vlashington Star Staff Writer

Following a White House meetmg
with President John F. Kennedy in
1963, a Belgian Jesuit priest was
given $5 million in under-the-table
CIA money to support anti-Commu-
nist labor unions throughout Latin
‘America and back the presidential
‘campaign of Eduardo Frei in Chile.

The incident was related by an
American Jesuit friend of Belgian
Rev. Roger Vekemans as an example
of the CIA’s relations with mission-
aries and other overseas representa-,
tives of religious groups.

The Rev. James Vizzard said he
was having lunch with Vekemans at
a restaurant near Dupont Circle
when a White House automobile pick-
ed up the Belgian for a meeting with
Kennedy, Atty. Gen. Robert F.
Kennedy, CIA Director John McCone
and Peace Corps Director R. Sargent
Shriver. i

AFTER VEXEMANS’ session at
the White House, Vizzard related,
“Roger came back with a big grin on

his face and he said, ‘I got $10 miilion
" =85 million overt from AID (Agency
for International Development) and
$5 million covert from the CIA."*’

A T | 1A L. %
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believe that the CIA ever asked
Vekemans to do anything that he
would not have done anyway in at-
temptmg to carry out orders frem his
superiors in Rome to support social
development in Latin America. It
was just a case of the CIA helping to

- finance a program that fit in with the

. agency’s.objectives.

Almost from its mcepnon in 1947

‘the CIA has used religious groups
both as a source of information and
as a conduit for funds. CIA spokes-
men declined to discuss the CIA-
church connection in any detail but
other sources said the relationship

" was prevalent in the 1950s and 1960s
at least. Some sources said it may be
used less frequently today.

SOURCES SAID the CIA dealt with.
religious groups in Latin America,
Africa, Asia and elsewhere.

A spokesman for the Senate select
intelligence committee said the

pane] s staff is investigating com-
plaints that the CIA has had improp-
er dealings with missionaries.

: The spokesman said some of the
accusations resulted from CIA activi-
ties in Bolivia. He said the charges
included ‘‘tapped phones, dossiers
and improper use of priests.”

*“The committee is interested m
whatever it can get on this matrﬂ', ‘
- the spokesman said. .

Dr. Eugene Stockwell, assistant
reneral- secretary of the Nationa!
Council of Ckurches for overseas
missions, said he has personal know]1
.edge of two cases in which mission
aries provided intelligence mforma
.tion to the CIA. But he said thexg

g@g& T

HOWEVER, Stockwell said his]
organization is warning missionarie§ °
that the CIA may try to contact them:
He said it is important that oversea
churchmen not be gullible enough t
inadvertently provide information

intelligence agencies.

«I personally would hope
that missionaries would not
provide information of this
kind,”” he said in a tele-
phone interview.

David A. Phillips, once
the chief of the CIA’s Latin
Americans operatioas, re-
iarked, “CIA people go to’
church, tco.” .

“Qver the past 25 years
in Latin Amenca, CIA peo-
ple have been in contact toe.
‘mutual. advantage with
some of the many fine:
chyrchmen who work in the
area,” said Phillips, who
has been attempting to re-.
spond to criticism of the
agency since he retired
from z-tive service earher
this year. p ‘j

«“THIS DOES NOT sur-
prise or shock me,” he
added. “On the contrary,
any information gathering:
organization would be dere-

Jict if it did not take advan-’

tage of the in-depth exper-
tise of American clencs
working in the area.”

But Phillips insisted that
overseas contacts with mis-
sionary groups have
declined in recent years.

. “There are a lot of things
that used to happen i.. Latin
America in the 1960s that
don’t happen in the 1970s,” -

- Phillips said in a telephone

. interview.

Other sources indicated
that any reduction in CIA
contacts with church
groups is probably ductoa
new suspicion of the agency
on the part of missionaries
rather than any CIA
scruples about using reh-
gious figures.

ACCORDING to the
Rockefeller Commission re-
port, the CIA routinely con-
tacts American citizens re-
turning from abroad to
determine if they car pro-
vide useful information.
‘The commission said the
agency attempts to contact
all Americans except for

students and Peace Corps -

volunteers.

A CIA official confirmed
that there is no prohibition
on contacting missionaries,
either those who are taking-

who are returning to the
United States to stay. He re-
fused to discuss specifics
but he left little doubt that
missionaries are routinely

ta asked for information.

The official emphasized
.that in contacting returning
Americans, CIA representa-
tives always identify them-
selves fully and stress that
the interview is voluntary.

NEVERTHELESS, some

, returning missionaries have
‘expressed shock at having
been questioned by the CIA.

v The CIA official said he
Jknows of mo instance in
.which churchmen were

‘asked for information while'

they were working in for-
eign countries. .

But former State Depart-
ment intelligence officer
John Marks said such con-
tacts have beenmade.
. Marks, a CIA critic who
‘is director of the CIA
proiect at the Center far
National Security Studies,-
related the case of a Pro-
testant missionary who said:
that until he left Bolivia two.
years ago he routinely pass-
ed on to the U.S. Embassy,
and thus presumably to the
CIA station, the names of'
Bolivians he thought were
Communists.

Marks . said another
American at the same mis-
:sion was asked to take over
the reporting duties but re-
fused todose. . Ei
‘; VIZZARD, who serves as'

a lobbyist for the United

Farm Workers Union, was
interviewed in the living’
‘room of a house near Chevy
.Chase Circle which he
shares with eight other Je-
suit priests. He said he has
frequently beard reports of
CIA contacts with mission-
aries.
. “If yon get eight or ten
.priests tonether, you hear
storics,” he said. “Scme of
them are probably true.
‘'some are probably false.”

Vizzard said he has first
hand knowledge of CIA
funding of one church-relat-.
ed organization in addition
to what Vekemans revealed
about his CIA connection.

In the 1950s, Vizzard said,:
be was working in the
Washington office of the
National Catholic Rural
Life Conference which was:
sponsoring a series_ of land-
reform congresses in severs
al Latin American nations.

ccurred 14 years a8 p 5 roved Fo RBIA%&'&E&R)H%&?O%’ 9% RDP77.00432R0bE TOBARDYVS the organ-
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ization received a $25,000°
check from a prominant
Philadelphia businessman
to help finance one of the,
meetings. g

VIZZARD gA!ID he re-:
tnarked to the organiza-:
tion’s director, Msgr. Luigi
Ligutti, that the contribu-
tion was most generous,
© “Ligutti replied, ‘Oh, it's
not his money, it’s the CIA’s
money,"””” Vizzard said. He
added that he understands
that the CIA helped to fi-
nance the other congresses
-as well. )

- Vekemans, the Belgian,
‘was secretary of some of
the conferences, Vizzard

. But Vekemans’ primary
effort was the Center for
-Economic and Social Devel-
opment of Latin America
located in Santiago, Chile.

Vizzard said the primary
purpose of the center was to
support anti-Communist
1abor organizatins. But Viz-
2zard said Vekemans also
worked hard for the elec-
tion of Frei as president of
Chilein1964. )

FREI - DEFEATED
Marxist Salvadore Allende
that year. CIA Director Wil-
liam E. Colby has told a
congressionai commirtes:
that the CIA pumnped 33 mil-
lion into Frei’s campaign. It
was not clear whether the
portion of the $5 million in
CIA money which Veke-
mans spent on Frei’s behalf
was included in the $3 mil-
lion total.

Allende ran for president
again in 1970 and was elect-
ed. Colby told the same
committee that the CIA
spent $8 million in opposing:
Allende’s election and in at-
tempting to undermine his
government. Allende died in
a coup that overthrew his
government in 1973.

Vizzard emphasized that -
support of Frei, a Christian
Democrat, was a happy

. marriage between the CIA
and the Catholic church..

Both supported Frei for
their own reasons. © s

. “THERE REALLY wasa'
belief at that time that the
‘answer to social problems
was a movement like the
Christian Democratic
party,” Vizzard remarked. .
. Marks said he has learn-
‘ed that the CIA had the
Catholic bishop of a diocese
outside of Saigon on its pay-
roll at least as late a 1971,
He said the CIA treated the
bishop with such care that a
CIA case officer flew in
from Saigon for special se-
cret meetings with him.

. According to Phillip
‘Agee, a former CIA officer
:who has since _turned

il

i
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) CARL 7. RowAN

-End The CIA?

- You come home from a 'month zbroad
and plunge. into this seemingly endless
String of revelations about the excesses and
abuses by the Central Intelligence Agency.
And you zre filled with revulsion by reports
that the CIA secretly administered LSD to
five of its scientists,” causing the death of -
one of them — and then let his family be- .

lieve for 22.years that he simply had com-5~

mitted suicide. ., g
-+ You are outraged that for 20 vears the
CIA catried on dn illegal program of inter-.

cepting-and reading the mail of Amesican - ‘th ; :
" “and spied on presidents.

citizens, or that some of the CIA’s vast se-
cret pool of money was funneled-to- Ashland-

Oil, Inc., and probably to other companies, - -
and .wound up in illegal funds which were - -
.- our national lile, and (2) establish safe.

tsed to determine- who got elected to the
presidency and other powerful political of-. -

fices in this country:- - .. - e
~ " But most of all, you are left with a sense

of growing national tragedy. For what we..

may be witnessing is a tawdry drama in- ..

which 2n agency that is still vital to nation- -
al security-seli-destructs. ~ . + -

The proven and documented abuses and .
-transgressions of the CIA are now so nu.

merous, and in many cases so revolting,
there is virtually nothing the CIA can be ac.
cused of that millions of Americans (and
foreigners) will not believe. Thus the ques-

-tion arises as to whether the CIA as it exists *

€an ever again effectively serve this nation. .
But how does one abolish an agencysoasto’
kill its poisonous zrowths, and start anew -
with an organization that deals: only with
those intelligence activities essential to sur- -
vival in what is still a very.dirty dangerous- -

international atmosphere?. = - : 0 nen L
: Johnson came when I insisted that if he

Nothing constructive seems possible un-
til we get all the investigations over, until .

all the abuses. have been aired, until the

American. people have a clear understand- -
ing of what it is that we must forbid, and "

build strong saleguards against, in the - -

future.: . R
-, There is a foolish tendency in many cir-.
cles these days to argue that the nation is .
being harmed by congressmen, who leak
information about CIA excesses, or by
newspapers carrying stories of CIA abuses.
Let us first face the truth that our secu-
ity — and the-CIA’s — has been jeopard-
ized, not by blabbering congressmen, pot by
an “unpatriotic” press, but by - o,
"o Presidents, grown overpowerful yet

" craving even more power, who ignored hoth
- the Bill of Rights and laws passed by Con-
gress and turned the CIA into a monster

cating -

.. R

‘which in ways was- more 2 threat o the
-American people than to any foreign {oe.
o CIA leaders who, in awe of presidents
- or presidential aides, committad the agency
and its resources to operations they knew
‘were illegal and beyond the CIA’s mandate.
<= & Congressmen entrusted with oversight
of this powerful inteiligance agsncy-who
-~ were utterly timid, shamefully derelict.- .

.+ - 5o now-America’s front pages are full of

stories suggesting that not only did the CFA
-plot to overthrow or kill foreign leaders, hut
that it -even “infiltrated” the White House

.. Somehow we must do two things: (1)
Testore a sane perspective about the role of
the CIA and other intellizence agencizs in

. "guards that involve watching not just the in-
.- telligence community, butthe president and
his chief aides who are most abie'to turn
‘the CIA, the FBI and other .agencies onto
evil courses. Co coelo e
The same perspective must include an

. - understanding by alt of vs that_in a world

Wwhere dangerous adversaries are constant-
|y spying, subverting, scheming, stirring up
trouble, playing dirty fricks, we ean never
be mere Boy Scouts and Stnday schogl
‘teachers. Survival depends on our having .
pe2le who can play a rough zame, too.
" That'bit of sanity aiso inciudes a reali-
-.zation that, whatever its excesses, the CIA
has. not -been ruling presidents, our chisf
executives have been exploiting the CIA - Of
‘course there have been CIA people on the
- White House staffs: And Deiense ‘Depart-
ment men. And FBI men. And USIA men
~{one.of my worst arguments with-Lyndon

.wanted USIA employe Voichi Okamoto ‘to
be his personal photographer, ~the USIA
~could not-legally pick up the tab). : Presi-
dentstend to build empires by pirating
staifs of other agencies, and no staff is eas.
:-ier to raid than the CIA, which has limited
" public accountability. R
* " This kind of absurdity will end when the
nation declares that the president’s staff
shall be oaly what the president gets. Con-
gress to approve, and that it may not be
"swelled to ridiculous proportions by bring-
ing in ten times more pzople from agancies.
whose heads don’t have tha guts to say nao.
We need an efiective C{A that Ameri-

" cans can trust. But we'll never have one un-

til we rein in our presidents and kald
. Tespansibie our congressional overseers to
“the oxtent that we can believe in them, o9,
4 . . . fee LT

against the agency, the
CIA’s  dealings wit

churches were not always’

of the ‘““mutual benefit*
variety described by the
agency’s friends. :

In his book, “Inside the'

Company,” Agee relites
that'in Ecuador in the early
1960s, CIA-backed squads of

right-wing terrorists bomb-.

ed churches because they

believed the Communists:

would be blamed for the at-
tacks. In most cases, Agee
wrote, the blame did go to
the left. . : .

THE WASHINGTON ST/R ;
23 JULY 1575

- Commentary" *-

Joseph McCaffrey (WMAL-7 News): “Perhaps we
really need the CIA to open up its books so that we can
find out what we have been paying for over these
many years. So far all we have heard makes us feel
that we really haven’t been getting our money’s

#worth. . . . Columnist Jimmy Breslin might be a good

choice as the next director. Alter all, he wrote the Book
about not being able to shoot straight. We have spent
billions on the CIA, even building it a nice expensive
playpen over in Langley. Please, CIA, tell us some-
thing that will make us feel we got at least 10 cents on
our tax dollar, Please.” PP
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PENTHOUSE

“-hough it is probably true that no Ameri-‘g
can CiA official ever actuaily murdeied &
foreign ieader. there is pientiful material to!
suggest that foreign nationals employed by!
the ClA have attempted to assassinate, and|
‘sometimes succeeded in assassinating,
key figures overseas on orders from Wash-~
ington. The name of the game seems to be‘
murder by proxy. R TNV
_ What is know at this junc,ftur'e. about ClAI
assassination plots? SELT t
" For one thing, they were the subject of!
‘the so-called “oral” report CIA Director Wil
tiam E. Colby presented to President Ford,
shortly after the scandal broke out last De-|
cember over allegations that the agency;
had been involved in domestic spying. The;
content of this report is not publicly known, !
but kay sources in the Rockefeller Commis-;
sion and the Senate select committee in-{
vestigating the ClA informed Penthouse that|
political assassination was one 9( the im-|
portant areas of their secret inquiries: This:
may explain why Heims, wholly out of char-:
acter, lost his composure before newsmen:
minutes after testifying before the Rockefel-,
fer Commission in April. PR
Senator Frank Church, the chairman of the,
Senate Select Investigating Committee oni
Intelligence. concluded aiter hearing testi-
mony by Helms and other past and preseqt'
agency officials that the CIA's formal deni-
als of involvement in assassination plats.
“were correct but not complete.” Church.'
however, spoke early in May. before his,
committee béagan full-fledged hearings. |
"'e Godtather-like, tha CIA drew the Ma-;
fia into a plct to kill Cuba’s premier Fidel!
Castro by literally leiting out-a contract on
him. According to documents held by the
£BI, the agency had contacted Sam Gian-
cana, described as a Chicago rackets
capo, and John Roselli, a man with Malia-

. virtdally certain that the CIA was fully in-

.

man, either staging a sharpsheoter exacu-’
ticn of the Cuban premier or trying to mirder,
him with poison capsuies provided by the,
CIA. The agency, itappears, had hoped that;

.the murder would be pinned on the Mafia, |

which had iost its gambiling operations on
the island with Castro's advent. i
Thatthe ClA had considered killing Cas+
tro on a number of other occasions—esti-
mates among informed Washington sourc-
es run from six to thirteen actual attempts or
plots—is now virtually a matter of public
record: There are aiso indications, not fully,
corroborated, that two exiled Cubans work-,
ing for the CIA were sent into Cuba during }
th= early 1980s to kili Defense Minister Raul |
Casiro, the premiar's brother. Intelligence
sources said tha! the two Cubzans sub-

_ sequently were members of E. Howard

Hunt's Watergate “plumbers” teams.

o ltisalsobelievadthatthe CIA, passibly ;
in concert with-the U.S. army's Special 1
Forces, was involved in orchestrating the
1961 assassination of the Dominican Re-
public’s dictator, Rafael Leonidas Trujillo.
The assassination was carried out by a
group of Dominicans on a lonely road cut-

#side the city of Santo Domingo. but it is

formed of the operation and may even have
supplied “technical assistance” (rifles) to
the Dominicans, accordingto anintelligence:
_source. Interestingly, the first word of Tru-
jillo's assassination came in a White House'
announcement while President Kennedy:
* was visiting Paris, which suggests astound-|
Cingly rapid reporis from the U.S. represen-i
.tatives.on the spot. ~ . - T
. ‘Penthouse investigations -also brought’
zout the following new material concerning

-_abortive CIA assassination plots abroad:

¢+ ¢Inthe late 1950s, senior ClA officials in
~"Asia proposed the assassination of Indone-
- sia’s President Sukarno as part of a broader

plot.to overthrow his left-leaning govern-

ment. At least one American pilot, em-
. ployed by the CIA, was captured by Sukar-
~no's forces during the coup attempt. To kill
. Sukarno, the CIA, according io intelligence

. sources, planned to fire a shell from a cere-

monial 105-mm cannon in front of the presi-
dential palace while Sukarno spoke from a
balcony. This plan, however, was vefoedon
_the highest levels in Washington. ‘
.® In 1953, a plot was concocted to kill
‘China's Premier Chou En-lai during a visitta
. Rarigoon, Burma. This was at the beginning

" of the Soviet-Chinese split, and apparently

the CIA reasoned that Chou's death would
aggravate the developing split. The notion
was that Chou was a moderate and thus
posed an obstacle to a possible Saviet-Chi-
nese confrontation. Furinermore, intelli-.
gence sources said. the CIA planred, by the-
- dissemination of “disinfcrmation” through
intelligence channzlis, to lead the Chinese
to believe that Chou was killad by the Rus-
sian KGB. i R
- This murder plot, which was also stopped

__byWashington, provided for a Burmese CIA

agent to place untraceable poison’in arice.:
bow! from which Chou was expected to be
eating at a government dinner in his honor.: .
-This pasicular kind of poison, inteltigence
sources said, would have acted within for-
ty-eight hours and there woul!d be no trace of
it if an autopsy were performed. The plan
was countermanded at the last moment.
Obviously. assassinations abroad are not

connections, to cg‘rry out the assassination.

Roselli, presumabif RAYESIHGes Ralrase 2001/0708 : CIA-RBP7c004 32R00010037000BL2 opera-
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Generally speaking, the CIA collects
gonce by all poosible means, techno-
logical as well as human, as well as engag-
ing in “covert aclions™ that range frorii over-
thraws of foreign régimes to the controland
subgcrnation of foreign leadears in and out of
governments and every form of “black” pro-
paganda: e SO
" Cverthe years. th

tion.

C 2 ClAhas beaninvolved
in such paramilitary activities as the 1954
overthrow of the Arbenz régima in Guatema-
{a, the 1961 Bay of Pigs invasion of Cuba,
the creation of the “secret army™ in Laos in
the early 1960s, the intervention in the
Congo in 19584 (with the use of Cuban pilot
velerans of the Bay of Pigs). Operation
Phoenix in Vietnam (the flushing out and,
2ssessination of ovar 20,000 Vietnamese |
suspected of Communist ties or sympa-
thies), and the organizing of Cambadian
and Thai merceneries in Indochina.

But the CIA has alse engaged in unsus-
‘pectec operations ranging from the 1957
and 1258 secret supply of technical assis-
tance to Isrzel for the development of nucle-
ar weapans, o the 1974 effort to reise a
sunken Soviet submarine from the floor of
the Pacific. e

* Arecentexampleis the apparent deci-
sion by the Ford administration to have the
CiA leave “stay-behinds™ in Vielnam after
the f2il of Saigon to maintain the flow of
inteiligence and to try to destroy Ameri-
can-made war materiel captured by the
North Vietnemese. It is unclear if the “stay-
behind” agents are ali Vielnamese; thare
may be a few Americans among them.

* The nuclearogeration in Israel remaing
to this day one aof the government's most
Sensilive secrels. il is generally known that
Israel possesses a military nuclear capabil-
ity. But the degree of United States secret
cooperation provided through the CIA has
not been known. : Ll o

According ta senior intelligence sources.
the operation was carried out by the ClA's
Counterintelligence Staff, .then headsd by
James Angieton, the man Colby fired fast
December at the time the agency’was ac-
cused of iilzgal domestic activities.

(Actually. Anglston's firing was related 1o
the preeminent rolz he played in the rela-
tions bebxeon the CiA and Israeli intelli-
g2ace, sorething which botin Secretary of
State Hznry Kissinger and Colby had re-
sented for & lcng time. The domeslic spying
controversy was a-convenient excuse for
Coing away with Angleton and his strongly
pro-srzeli personal views.)

Although the delzils of the Israeli nuclear
enierprise ars still top secret, itis known that
in the wake of the 1955 Suez war, the Eisen-
hower administration resolved to provide Is-:
fael with all possible help in developing an
atomic weapon. The Israelis had the theo-
retical knowledge, but they needed techno-
logical supgort at their Dimona nuclear re-
search cenier in the Nagev Desert.

[ Accerding to top intelligence saurces.
the ClA was charged with the responsibility
of providing this support to the Israelis—
and Anglaicn directed the efiort. Several
nuclear scientists were secretly sent to Is-
rael to work with Dimona scientists. The
mostimpcriant of them,"according to'intelli-
gence sources, was a British-borr: pnysicist.
now -an American citizen working for the
U.S. govarment in Washington, with spa-
cial and esoteric ties to the CIA.
" Persons close ta Angleton have con-

Approved F3PR

firmad this 2ccount in racent interviews. Ha-
flecling Anglaton's cwn positicn, however,
they have denied assertions from. other
sources that the ClAteam made fissionable
material—pivtonivm—available lo the Is-
raglis from Unitad States stocks. .

"The controversy over tha CIA and the ras:
of the Unitz¢ Siates “intelligance commu-
nity,” the array of cther-secret agencies
practicing the arts o7 intelligence. lurns
principally around covert operations abroad
which, in the eyes of many Americans, con-
stitute a violation cf the sovereignty of other
nalions. A parallel controversy is over allega-
tions, partially confirmed by the agency, that
the CIA has violated its statutory charter by
engaging in secret domestic political activi-
ties. Under the law, the CIA is confined to
activities overseas. . P

- These activities form a long ceatalogue of
deeds and misdeeds around the world. In
addition to the paramilitary activities listed
above, the agency has helped to “destabi-
lize™ or cust twenty or more foreign govern-
ments since it was founded in 1947. it has
been behind any number of changes of ré-
gimes in Syria in the laie 1940s and 1950s

- (Syria was, for a while, a favorite ClA-play-

ground); the overthrow of the Mossadegh
régime in iraq in 1953 (the operation was
run frem a special headquarters in Geneva);
a covert political intervention in Guyana in
1962 that helped to defeat the Marxist Iesad-
ership; aitempts to subvert the government
of Singapore in 1965; the anti-Sukarno coup
in Indonesia in 1985; the “destabilizatiocn™
of the government of Chile’s President Sal-
veor Allende in September 1973; and the
ouster of the government of the Malagasy
Repubiic in §373.. o el

The CIA was also involved in the_1964
military revolution.in Brazil (it helped to fi-
nance political opposition to President Jodo

* Goulant), and is known to have played dan-
gerous political games in Algz:ia in 1958

and in several Latn American countries in
the 19505 and 1880s. The agency has not
only sugpoerted the repressive former Greek
military junta, but also such liberal anti-Com-
‘munist governments as those of Eduardd
Frei in Chile and Juan Bosch in the Domini-
can Republic. ) '

On another level, the CIA infiltrated the
National Students Assaciation in the U.S.
and secretly financed anti-Communist lib-
eral intellectuals in western Europe through
the Congress for Cullural Freedom and a
series of first-rate publications such as En-
counter in Britain and Der Manat in West
Germany. Intellectually, the Congress and
the related magazines are among the few
things of which the agancy has the right to
be proud. As part of its covert propzganda
effort, it has also subsidized book publish-
ersinNew York and ina dozen foreign capi-
tals, where quite a few newspaper editors
and writers are on the agency's payroll. The
ClA has likewise been supporting—and us-
ing—trade unions in Europe, Asia, and Latin
America, and occasionally using American
labor unions. - T -

ltis essential, however, to emphasize that
in every known impartant situation, the CIA
has acted on the orders of America's top
leaders, including the six presidents who

have been in office since the CIA was’

created in 1947, lis first boss was Harry S
Truman; its present boss is Gerald Ford,
actively assisted in the intelligence area by
Secretary of State Kissinger. Holding as

well the paralle! SDIB%I oféﬁfjéﬂﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬂéﬂ
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the President for National Security ARairs

Kissinger centrols the Maticnal S

2ourit
Council apparatus, including the Whit

Housz-based “Forty Committea” whose re
sponsibility is the direction of top secre
foreign intelligence operations. It was th

Forty Committee, for example, which zutho
rized the CIA to invest large 'sums of mon
ey—as much as S8 million—and to cfiz1
other forms of assistance to the plciiars who
overthrew Chile's President Allende in Sep-
tember 1973. It can also be assumad that
ihe "54/12 Commitiee™ (the equivalent ofthe
Forty Commitiee under President Eisen-
hower) had authorized the nuclear support
given Israsl by the CIA.

The crucial paint, therefore, is that simply
to investigate the servant—the ClA—is to
overlook the role that has been played and
is being played by the master, which is the
White House. CIA veterans say that while
the agency enjoyed a reasonable degree of
autonomy in some matters during the reign
of its late director Allen W. Dulles {the man
who sold Eisenhower and then John Kenne-
dy on the Bay of Pigs adventure), ithas been
kept on a rather short leash by the White
House in subsequent years. During the
Nixon era, for instance, Helms had virtualty
no personal access to the president. As is
the case with Colby at the present time,
Helms had to work through Kissinger.

" So if Congress desires to build safe-
guards around the CIA, it must revise the
legislation that granis the ‘National Secu-
rity Council (i.e., the White House) and the
ClA avirtual carte blanche to undertake just
about anything in the world that may occur
to them. :

The key iegisiative paragraoh is Section
102 (d) of the 1947 National Security Actthat|
directs the CIA, among other specific intel-
ligence tasks, "to perform such other func-|
tions and duties relatea to intelligence af-
fecting the national security as the Nationall
Security Council may from time to time di-|
rect.” The phrasing of the Act—", . . such
other functions and duties . . . as the Na-
tional Security Council may from_time to
time direct ..."—thus gives the White|
House and the CIA a license to subvert and
even kill if it is thought to be in the “national
interest.” Under this provision, there is ob
viously no accountability to Congress by the|
president, the NSC, or the CIA for whateve
“functions and duties” the intelligence oper
atives may choose to undertake. -

Moreover, this uncontrolled freedom to
act carries with it the extraordinary dange
of the United States being unwittingly in
volved in what a senior intelligence official
has described as “war by intelligence acci
dent,” to say nothing of the ill will and enmit
this country is acquiring abroad through its
cavalier secret subversive activilies rang
ing from Cuba to Indochina and from Haly
the Malagasy Repubilic.

The agency’'s exemption from ocutside
control was iurther reinforced in the 194
Central Intelligence Agency Act providing
that the CIA need not disclose the “iunc
tions, names, official titles. salaries, o
numbers of personnel employad by thel
Agency.” Similarly, the CIA director has thel
power to spend money “without régard to
the provisions of law and regulations relat
ing to the expenditure of government iunds.”
This money would be “accounted for sole
ori the certificate of the Director.” inasmuc
asthe CIA's budget appropriations are con
cealed throughout the Federal budget, no

é)@é%qsbﬁ%ldogﬂws how much the CIA
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receives annually or how much it spends—
or an what. Congressional appropriations
and CIA oversight committees have been
traditionally uninterested in the details of
the agency’'s operations. But an informed
guess is that the CIA budget runs to about
S$6 billion annually and that the agency em-
ploys some 8,000 persons in the United
States and around the world, exclusive of
foreign informants. .

" in one of the best studies of the intelli-
-gence community, David Wise, a Washing-
tont writer, concluded that the license given
the CIA under the National Security Act and
{op secret National Security Council Intelli-
gence Directives (known as NSCIDs or
“Nonskids") form, in effect, the agency's
“secret charter” for covert foreign opera-
tions. Wise also reported that this “secret
‘charter” was spelled out in 1968 at a private
session of the Council on Foreign Relations
in New York by Richard M. Bissell, formerly
the ClIA’s deputy director for clandestine
operations. Bissell's explanation deserves
to be quoted here: -
<= ""Covert operations should . . . be divided
into two classifications: (1) intelligerice col-
fection, primarily espionage, or the obtain-
ing of the intelligence by covert means; and
{2)covert action, attempting to influence the
.internal affairs of other nations—sometimes
called ‘intervention'—by covert means.

*. "The scope of covert action could in-
-clude: (1) political advice or counse!; (2)
‘'subsidies to an individual; (3) financial
support and ‘technical assistance’ to politi-
cal parties; (4) support of private organiza-
ticnr including labor unions, business
firm ; {5} covert propa-
.ganda; (§) ‘private’ training of indwvicuals
.and exchange of persons; (7) economic op-
eraticns; and (8) paramilitary [or] political
action operations designed to overthrow or
to support a régime (like the Bay of Pigs and
the programs in Laos). These operations
‘can be classified in various ways; by the
'degree and type of secrecy required by
their legality, and, perhaps, by their benign
or hostile character.” B .
_ Bissell thus laid out, as had never been
done before; what the CIA considered—
and, evidenily, still considers—its license
to subvert foreign nations. It should be
ncted that Bissell's blueprint for covert ac-
tions. has nothing directly to do with the
great intelligence confrontations with the
Soviet KGB or even activities in Communist
countries, an area in which the CIA has had
relatively little success despite occasional
and undocumented claims of secret tri-
umphs. On the contrary, covert actions as
'described by Bissell are aimed atfriencily or
neutral ‘naticns where the ClA—and the
White House—desiras to affect domestic
political processes by everything from
bribery to paramilitary actions.

Despite criticism directed at the adminis-
tration and the CIA over the 1973 Chilean
intervention, the agency makes no bones
about the fact that covert operations in for-

| eign countries, of the lype described by
Bissell, not only remain “necessary” but
are continuing. This. of course, reflacts the
views held by Kissinger and Colty that the
United Siates has theright to intervene in tha
‘aifairs of other counitries to further razl ¢r
imagined objectivas of American foreign
policy—ijust as wa have done in the past,
often with catastrephic and objectionable
results. Cuba, Indochina. and Chile have
clearly taught the administration nothing in

terms of how the world, vﬂﬁbb‘r&’@ é@#’o’?cR

r 3 .
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abundance of friende, ragards this sort of
imperial pelicy. The agency's philosoghy
and mentality on the subject were. ex-
pressed as follows by Colby at a Washing-
ton conference on covert actions in Sep-
tember 1974:

“There have been, and are still, certain
situations in the werld in which some dis-
creet support can assist America’s friends
against her adversaries in their contest for
control of a foreign ration's political direc-
tion. While these instances are few today
compared to the 1950s. | believe it only
prudent iar our nation to be able to act in
such situations, and thereby forestall great-
er difficulties for us in the future....ClA's
involvemant in covert action is very small
indeed compared to theose earlier periods. |-
de not say that we co nct now conduct such
activities; I merely siatz that they are under-
taken only as directad by the National Secu-
rity Council.. .. I can envisage situations in
which the United Siatas might well nsed to
conduct covert aciion in the face of some
new threat that developad in the worid. .. .1
thus would think it mistaken to deprive our
nation of the possicility of some moderate .
covert action responss2 to 2 foreign prodlem
and leave us wiih nothing between a diplo-
matic protest and sanding the marinas.”

It can be argued. as even some of the
agency's critics do, that the CIA should re-
tain a covert action capability in the unpre-
dictable world in which we live. But the
problem is that what Colby has called
“moderate covert acticn” can so easily es-
calate inio something wholly immoderate.
His pleas, then, must be taken with the most
extreme cautio else, the Forly
Commiitze and the CiA should apprise ap-
propriate congressional committees be-
forehand. We shou!d not be pushed into a
war, or even someone else's civil war, by
“intelligence accident.” -

Moreover, the CIA and the Pentagon have
not been able in the last thirteen years to
work out a clear dafinition of their respective
responsibility for paramilitary actions re-
quested by the While House. One of the
by-products of the Bay of Pigs disaster,
Pentticuse has l2zrned. was a decision by
President Kannady 1o divide this rasgonsi-
bility batween the z32ncy and the D=
Department. A top sacrat Nationat Socurity
Action Mamorandum (NSAM-57), issuad on
June 28. 1862, and signed by Kennedy, di-
rected that iargz-scaie paramilitary cpera-
tions would ba run by tha Pentagon with CIA
suppeit while smzil-scale paramiiitary op-,
erations viouid be controllad py the agency
with suppart fror the Dafense Dapatmant.

A memorandum of understanding, at:
temipling {0 spell out this division of respon-
sibility. was subsequently signed by John
McCore, then CIA director. and Rosweit L.
Gilpatric, then under secretary of defense,
out the jurisdictional fights never stopped.
Sothe CIA chose lo regard its "secret army”
in Laos as a “small oparation.” For years,
ihe Laos war in the strategic Plaine des Jar-
res was directed by successive American
ambassadaors and ClA station chiefs in Vien-
tiane with {he assistance qf miiitary attachés
and the availability of supportive B-52 and
tactical air slrikes by Seventh Air Force air-
crait. The ClA operation in Laos aiso had the
supgoert of “White Star” teams of the U.S.
Army's Special Forces (Green Berels). The
CIA's argument thatit'should run the Laotian
war was based on the premise that it was a

" t" war and that,
clease 2801?08/6?51'

n. ¥ nothing
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can hand should not be shown—zalthpustr
was commen knowledge for years thzi &g
Uniled Stales was behind the "clandesiine”
army. CIA aiccraft and helicepters, belsag:
ing to Air America, inc., a wholly ours
agency airline, flew supply and supg
missions for the secret army in Laos.

The Lzos case is instruciive. If the €A
recarded Laos asa “small” situation, howis
one te interpret Colby's statement abouf
“medaerate” support? Again, the danger i
that we may be victimized by White Hess
and ClA semantics.

Ancsther vital aspect of the CIA's seref
worldwide operations is its netwoiks ¢
""covers,” cften supplied by other branskag
of the United States government as ws¥3s
by private corporations. Threugh a mazzof
crisscrossing contracts and reimbursemsn
arrangements, particularly through e
Agency for Internaticnal Development, e
ClA's resources inciude business firms. zd-
vertising and public-relations companizs,
communications companies, banks, -
lines, engineering firms, labor and uniwer-|
.sity teams, American free-lance or “stringer’™
journalists working abroad in seemingly &~
nocent pursuits, police-training speciziiss,
and experts in virtually every field. A bof
the secrecy curtain hanging over CIA opes-
ations and financing can be lifted by a#-
dicious reading of the AID's list of “Cuszat
Technical Service Contracts.” In it are ter-
ied quite a few CIA appropriations, with%e
agency refunding AID for its hidden exgan-
ditures. This is, for example, what can e
gleaned from the contracis’ list of AlD ase”
June 30, 1974: S

Al America, ihe CiA airiine, had 2
$84,876,020 contract for “air transport aud
flying services for USAID" in Laos andia
$5,831,000 contract for “flying and relatzd
services for USAID" in Vietnam. Continensst
Air Services, Inc., a2 CIA contractor, hata
$24,288,000 AID contract for “flying andzs-
lated services" in Laos. Bird and Sons, za-
other CIA contractor, had a $450,000 £D
contract in Laos for “flying and related ssz-
vices at Watly Airport” (Bird later fiew &2
airlift to Cambodia for the U.S. air forcal.
Evergreen Helicopters, Inc., part of the &
America combine, had a $360,612 conirzct|
for “flying services” in Ethiopia. Roya? &ir
Lao had a $250,000 contract from AlB fo
“flying and related services at Watty &ir-
port” in Laos. The known CIA air oparafiens
-contracts outstanding last year thus added
up to $116 million.

When it comes to the direct flow of cash,
the CIA has a variety of discreet chanazfs,
too. Over the years, a number of reputatte
American foundations were usad to dafxer
funds {o the agency's domestic and foreign
clients. In other cases money wen! throegh
the ClA's preprietary cempanies at beme
and abroad, or through agency “front" eut-
fits. During the Vietnam war, a repuiaite
international currency dealer with officss in
New York, Washington, Zurich, Hong ¥eag.
and a dozen other cities “laundered™ CtA
funds; with dollars often being exchangad
for piastres: G ihe Saigon Giach matsi.
Early this year, several American basies
were asked by personal friends in tha {ialo
‘handle the delivery of special furds in
Spain and Porivgal. Some retused, buteth-
ers reportedly agreed to cooperate in the
spirit of “national interest.”: - .

National interest, to be sure, is invariably

X507 005 Rosorob g7 0RsSiicials pubiicly and gi-




Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370005-2

vately to justify covert foreign operations.
Coloy stated it publicly as he posed the
unreal alternatives. of diplomaiic protest
and sending in marines when a foreign situ-
ation seems 1o be turning sour from Wash-
ington’s viewpoint. In most cases, the U.S.
has many uiter political weapons, includ-
ing ecoromic and diplomatic sanctions, lo
which it can turn without engaging in either
subversion or the dispatch of marines.

Curiously, it never seems to occur io CIA
peoole that real United States national in-
terest is not necessarily servecd by secret
inlerventions and that, more oftan than not,
these violations of the sovereignly of other
Countries iend to boomerang on us. Nor
does it seem tc accur to them that in today’'s
world the Cestruction of the Allenge régime
in Chile was nct worth, in the long run, uni-
versal suspicion of American motives. Kis-
singermay find that the erosion of American
prestige in the world is more attributable to
the CIA's sudversive ventures than to the
fact that we were unable or unwilling to save
the Thieu régime from collapse last spring.

‘The CIA, in fact, now finds itself in the
curious predicament of being accused of
every mischief in the world—whether it is
guilty of it or not. However, the ClAis active
in.Portugal, Spain, italy, and Greece—
because of Kissinger's fear of a Mediterra-
nean “domino” syndrome developing from
the leftist strength in Portugal—but details
of these cperations are scarce and well
concealed. - :

“We are obviously keeping a Inow profile
out there what with all the investigations
goin_ onatheme,” a senior CIA ofiicial said
in & recent private conversztion. “But this is
a shame. We could do great things in Zor-
tugal if we were only given the full freedom
tooperate. Asitis, we can do littls more than
keep our ear to the ground and quietly, very
quietly, encourage our friends.™

The CIA's mentality about covert cpara-
tions was highlighted in the same conversa-
tion when it was suggested to this cfficial
thatunder the conditions prevailing in Chile
in 1973, particularly the military's nostility
toward Allende, a coup might have oc-
curred with no CIA invalvernent and thus no
embarrassment to the U.S.
© .“Ah, but no,” he said. “We had to be
absolutely sure that all the military com-
manders were against Allende—and there
were some unconvinced generals. So we
had to convince them. Besides, it-was im-
portant for our friends in Chile to know that
they had outside support—and not only
moral support.™

The CIA. in fact, always likes to be as sure
as possible of the success of its operations
~—fegardless of their wisdom or morality—
and it tends o be quite meticulous about it.
Acase in point is the method used in plan-
ning pclitical assassinations.

Itis 2 complicated and cumbersome pro-
cedure in which the first step is a proposal
by the CiA’s Deputy Director for Oparations
(0DO)—tive Clandestine Services—that the
United States interest would ba served by
the murder of a foreign leader. This is a
political decision. The next stage is the re-
view ol the proposal by DDO's “Staff D"
{formerly known as “Staff C") from the view-
point of the efficacy of the plan in terms of
the targel. operationa! problems, and ihe
personnel involved. This is a purely techni-
cal study inasmuch as “"Staft D" basicaily
evaluates proposed operations of all kinds.

. " signs off on the proposaj, the
It “Staft D s‘:gnb o i o Ap%rg\%d Flor

Counterintalligence Staff in DDO takes over less witnesses before tha investigatien
to detérmina it the potantial victim may not commitizes come ferward with evidence
be a secret CIA source and whether parfact about assassinations ¢! foreign leaders

securily can be achievad. In other words,  Anniher area of mystery is the possibRity
‘the Counterintailigence .Staf must make of murders of lessar-known figures who e
sure that there would ba no attribution of the CIA, for a variety of reasons, might isve
killing to the CIA or the United Statzs and wished to sa2 eliminztad. Such operatien:
that “absolute denial” is possible. would not likely come o public aliention.

- 1 Counterintelligence clears the project,  In the sacret intelligence wars ranginey
the Technical Services Division (TSD) then over the last twenty-five years, CIA agants
studies and recommands the mode of as- have obviously killed some of their Com.
sassination—the “lethality"-~from a profes- Mmunist opponents—and surely ClA seen,
signal standpoint. TSD cetermines ifthe CIA 100, hava been killed. In situations invais

can produce the means of assassination double agents and dafactars, coumtess
-alone or whether it has to go to other Ameri- other operatives must also have died. But,
can or foreign sources. The study includes heedless to say, ihare ara no racords ofFis

an examination of the personal habits of the
designated victim so that the plan can be
warked out in the most minute datail.

The final step is approval by the Forty
Committee at the White House. This, again,
is a political decision. If the murcer-is to be
committed by a foreign national, thz au-
thorization may be given by the cafarpiites
itsell. (The committee is made up of five
men and has been headed since 1969 by
Kissinger.) But if the chosen killer is an
American citizen, the ultimate dacision must
be made by the president. (it is unclear if
this would apply to Mafia hirelings.)

We don't know on how many occasions the
president might have authorized an assas-
sination by an American citizen, who would
usually be a CIA agent. nor how many mur-
ders were actually committed by others on
CIA orders under the procedure describad
above. All the files pertaining to successful
assassinations are destroyad immediately
after an ‘operztion so that no record wiii
exist. (itis not clzar if this procedure is aiso
foliowed. for files concerning abandonad
assassination projects.)

All the CIA operations abroad are current-
ly under the overall contro! of Director Colby
and his deputy, L. Gen. Vernon A. Walters.
Immediately below them in the hierarchy is
William Nelson, Deputy Director for Opera-
tions (“"Clandestine Services”). Nelson runs
Counterintelligenca as well as all the over-
seas regional “commands” and foreign
“stations.” | oo

Most of the information on CIA assassina-
tion plans concerns plotsagainst Fide! Cas-
tro and there seems to be no doubt that the
agency planned his murder on many ccca-
sions. Reports on Trujillo's death are con-
tradictory. According to some sources, tha
CIA, using the American Consulate Ganeral
as a covar, was (g 5i5'2 {or tha dalivary
of M-1 riiles to the Duminican Rapudlic jor
the killing. This ailegation, howaver, has yet
fo be corroboratad. Oinher sources say that a
Special Forces unit from Panama handied
the arms. Is any event, there is a long traci-
tion of cooperation batwean tha CIA and
Spzcial Forces around the world in a varialy
of covert situations. Intelligence teams se-
cretly infiltrating Laos and Cambodia in tha
late 1960s often includad CIA and Spacial
Forces personnal in addition to electronic
spacialists frarn the NSA.

Thera zre also uncorraboratad charge:

shadewy area of intelligance pursuits.

The ClA—like othar Unitad States insgi-|
gence agencias—doas not confine itsefen-
tiraly to political subversion. in fact, mostol
the work is unspactacular, often tedicus.
espionags conducted through electromc
and human means. This is the provincegf
the ClA's Daputy Diractor for Intelligamee
(DDI), the Defense Inielligence Agency.
and the NSA. ) :

Some cf this collaction of intelligenczas
itis known in ths trade, is clearly vital tothe
formulation of United States foreign pofey.
No presidant or secratary of state can b
policy without access 16 the greatest possi-
ble volums of foreign intetligence—wheser,
it has to co with the devalopment of Speist
nuclear missiles and MIRV's; or secret ai-
liances batween, say, the Soviet Union 2ad
Egypt. A great deal of this intelligencocan
be secured by technological means—
electronic eavesdropping on foreign mi..~
tary and dipiomaiic communications zn
sateilitz photography of Sovist and Chinese
nuclear testing and firing sites—but (1A
velerans insist that in tha finat analysisno
substitute has yat baan invented for &=
human spy, the invisible deep-cover agant
who can steal or buy secrais of other states.

So important is this flow of informaion
considered that thousands of intalligence
experis 2t CIA, DIA, and NSA he
in and i
Cian 24z :
e mnass of raw C 1]
day and night from abroad. Among thz ex-
padts there are military spacialists, potiseal
and economic anzilysts (rn=ny of th It
an impressive array of zcadarmic dagroes),
and pezople knowledgeable in virualiy
evary area of human endeavor. Ther e
men and women who have an encyclopsgk:
kaowladge of Communist polilical siwe-
ures. and there a@ra athers whn. probshiy
know more than any other Americans abeut]
such areas as West Africa or Mongelia.
There are specialists on geography and
geology as well as on wezther in Indocking
and raitways in Eastern Europe.

Distilled from this immense volume of
formation are the highly ciassifiec repgts
—CIA's daily bulletins—submitted eveny|
fmorning to the president and the secrelz
of state to keep them abreast of breaking
developments. Cther and less sensitii

s roundups go out daily 1o several hundsed|

of the CIA’s involvement in the death of the key policy officials. There is also a weekh

Congo's Patrice Lumuraba and o
kill Haili's late dictator, Fr
Butitis a fact that C!A

ancois Duvalier.

agents ware arcund

f plans to compilation of the most interesting intelti

gence developments along with specwa
tion on their meaning. Frequently the intefli

when Bolivian army rangars murcered Er- gence community produces Nationa! izieh
nesto “Che" Guevarain 1987. And the rang~ ligence Estimates (NIEs) on specific su
ers ware trained by tha Graen Barets. jects such as Indochina or the Middlie Ezst,
Inthe end, howeaver, the truth—aside frarn containing projections of future events.
lots—
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East peace mission last March, forexample,
the community produced an NIE weighing
the likelihood of a new Arab-Israeli war.
They conciuced that there was little chance
of a war before the fall of 1975. And in the
spring of 1675, when Vietnam was crum-
bling, an NIE declared that the North Viet-
namese would negotiate with Saigon for a
new régime and that the South Vietnamese
could defend the capital.
- The CIA, the NSA, and the air force's Na-
. ticnal Reconnaissance Office share the re-
sponsibility for monitoring Soviet nuclear
deployments and advances. This is the only
way the United States has to assure itseif
that the other side is not cheating on the
agreements on the limitation of strategic
forces (SALT). The Russians, of course,
monilor our nuclear activities for the same
reason. L
But how good is the quality of American
intelligence? Although this question cannot
be fully answered, enough is known of the
periormance of the CIA and its sister agen-
ciesto make some judgments. On the whole,
mcst experts agree, the performance de-
. Seives relatively good marks, particularly in
! ihe cese of the CIA. But the problem is that
i Kissinger and his top advisers do not ail-
ways go along with the agency's conclu-
sions—and the final result is disastrous.
©In 1989, for example, the CIA warned the
White House that the Vietnam war would
| never be won through massive B-52 bomb-
- ings. The agency built an impressive case
¢ for the resilience of the North Vietnamese
society and made the point that no matter
how intensive the bombings the Chinese
could always keep Hanoi supplied. The

Wiaitn Llaiina =~ voim | Al el A
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analysis and spent many years bombing
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By Richard L. Strout
Staff correspondent of
. The Christian Science Monitor :
N . Washington.
Former Secretary of Defense Clark Clifford,
who had 2 hand in putting together the Central
intelligence Agency's covert operations under
Presidents Truman and Kennedy, offers five
urgent recommendations for CIA reform.
- He told a group of reporters at breakfast
- here that the present situation demands:

1. A new law controlling the intelligence
operation that modernizes the present statute
written almost 30 years ago. .

" 2. Elimination of the catch-all phrase in
the current law under which hé asserts abuses
have occurred and specifically the rejection of
all domestic CIA activities, and referral of
:them, if necessary, to the Federal Sureau of;

3

Norih Vielnam to no avail. In another in-
stance, the CIA warned against the 1970
helicepter raid to rescue American POWs
from a North Vietnamese camp, arguing that
the prisoners were not at that location, The
ClA turned out to be right. The agency, dis-
agreeing with the majority of the intellj-
gence community, also warned the admin-
1stration that the South Vietnamese could ng:
withstand a Communist offensive.
But there were also occasions when the
CIA, acting in a self-serving way, sought to
please the White House at the expense of
accurate information. In the most famous
case of this type, senior CIA officials re-
jected figures provided by agency ana-
lysts on the North Vietnamese and Vieicong
strength. The analysts went for high figures,
which were accurate, but their bosses
pared them down to fit Kissinger's precon-
cepticns about the military situatior?
In general, the quality of political intelli-
genceis also reasonably high, according to
foreign policy experis outside the intelli-
gence community, but, again, the problem
is that Kissinger often tends to disregard the
CiA’s conclusions in favor of his own per-
ceptions of the state of the world. This is
probably the greatest single weakness of
-the intelligence community in the political
sense: Kissinger is the producer of intelli-
‘genceinhis capacity asthe chiefofthe NSC
.machine, which includes inteiligence, and
its majorconsumer in hisrole as secretary of
state. As an embittered CiA official re-
marked recently, “Kissinger just tatks to
himself.” B T
- \nd, finally, what overall assessment can
we make ¢f foreign intelligence as prac-

ticed by the CIA and the other agencies?

Trvestigation. ~ 7 DiFhemawmer 7ot TN

3. A new intelligence adviser should be
‘estabiished in the White House, channeling all
“information and speaking for the President,
‘and taking over the intelligence duties now
-exercised by Secretary of State Henry A.
=Kissinger in the National Security Council. (A’
‘man can't handle the State Department and:
'NSC at the same time, Mr. Clifford argues.)

4, Separate covert operations (surrep-
- titious and extra-legal activities) fromthe CIA
+and put them into a separate agency reporting
‘to the intelligence head at the White House.

5. Create a joint committee of Congress,
possibly three men from either house, to give
genuine legislative oversight to CIA and
intelligence activities. *“This is most impor-.
tant of all,” says Mr. Clifford.

Mr. Clifford, as special adviser of President
Truman, helped organize unification of the.
armed services to create better intelligence
-after the Pearl Harbor surprise attack. This
-resulted in the National Security Act of 1947.
‘For 175 years, the United States had no
-intelligence operations; save in war, he re-
-called. )

Surreptitious work abroad began, he dis-
closed, in a hush-hush agency known as “10-
slant-2”" which used funds to counter Commu-
nist_activities in the Italian election in 1948:.

. Arealistic answeris that the I Jnitad Sat
national interest is ill served by the kind
cold war covert operations spelled cut
Richard Bissell's “secret charter.” If ¢
United States is to maintain a leading po{
tion in the world as 2 moral force for B
gocd—Dbacked when necessary by our mi
tary might—it must dispense with subite
unsubtle forms of subversion. Tha percer
ages in this game now tend to run agzin
us, and the disgrace acquired from {
CiA’s foreign adventuras outweighs ihsg
political advantages.

The argument that the Russians and
Chinese are engaging in subversion is
longer convincing. In fact, their form of sui
version has also brought them limited band
fits. Allende’s election in Chile or the Po
tuguese military revolution in 1974 were
produced by Communist subversion but
complex forces of history with which &
United States must leamn to cope in mo
sophisticated ways. The practice of pofit
cal assassination adds little to the Jusira
the American image. Sl L e
. But, just as realistically, one must reco
nizethatweliveina predatory world and w
must, therefore, maintain and improvs o
intelligence collection capability—even &
covert means if needad. Without adequat
intelligence, we-cannot understand thg
world and, thersfore, we cannot formulatd
rational foreign policies: . -

have to rely on subversion and murder in ths
execution of its foreign policy. O+ .
(This is the fourtir articie in a monthiv series o
Armerica’s inieiligence community. )

“the result was favorable, he said, but very

‘close. Under Gen. Bedell Smith the agen:
expanded, using unvouched funds. '

In the spring of 1961, Mr. Clifford said,
received a telephone call from Presiden
Kennedy and found him looking more serious
than he had ever seen him before, declaring
“I’'ve made a terrible mistake.” It was the Bay|
-of Pigs fiasco. President Kennedy said a
second such mistake would destroy his admin
istration and attributed it to fadlty i
telligence.

Mr. Clifford was delegated to reform U.S.
intelligence. Later he was interim Secreta
of Defense under President Johnson, buf]
differed over Vietnam. .

On the CIA, Mr. Clifford said: The agen
has gone almost 30 years without supervision.
Some congressmen supposed to watch it
specifically announced they did not want o
know details. :

At no time did he ever hear Presidents
Truman, Kennedy, or Johnson say that they
knew, let alone countenanced, assassination of
foreign leaders.

-. The CIA report by the Rockefeller Commis-|
sion is “‘quite good” if “‘a little bland,” but he
differs with it in believing a new law is

R ooy
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- An Unclear LaW

F or Cﬂngf‘%egs
Overseem the

C LA. Is N 0o
_,asmr' Now

By LESLIE H. GELB . - . ,,-.‘."

" WASHINGTON-—Despite revelations that the Central-

Intelligence Agency has inspired coups and assassination
plots, Congress still has not come to grips with the problem
- of overseeing the agency’s covert operations abroad. Legls-
“lators-still find themselves caught between a belief in the
protective value of covert operations and a conviction that.
this kind of protection could endanger democratic processes
at.home.

Congressional procedures for supervnsmg cloak-and-dagger
affau's continue to be a patchwork that permits legislators
to. know what is going on but does not permit themto
do much about it, Congressmen who are privy to intelli-

_gence secrets are not sure whether their primary duty is to

.:Soviet Union largely has curtailed its operations as well.

maintain’ secrecy or to inform the public of wrongdoing.
The 1974 law that was intended to strengthen oversight
of  covert operations is shot through with ioopholes, and
liberal legislators who talk of more oversight are, in fact,
content to allow the Congressmen who tacitly approved
previous.operations to remain the watchdogs.

The C.L.A. continues to conduct covert operations abroad
with the knowledge and approval of six Congressional sub-
committees. These operations (several old ones and two

new ones) include some political activity and efforts to

combat drug rings and terrorist organizations. But- none,-
officials here said, could be construed as efforts to under-
mine or overthrow existing governments.

-‘C.LA." Director William E. Colby has told the sub-
commxttees that, compared with previous years, the number
of operations has been substantially reduced and that the

 Sources paraphrased Mr. Colby as saying that, in the present

13

* These were defeated by very wide margins.
' went on to adopt its only law governing these activities. °

- world, the United States is not seriously threatened by
* Communist undercover activities and that both sides see
llttle advantage in such ventures for now.

‘ During the debate on the foreign aid bill last fall, several
amendments were put forward to ban all covert operations.
Congress then

. It stipulates that no funds can be expended “by or on behalf
' of the Central Intelligence Agency for operations in foreign

countries, other than activities intended solely for obtaining

~ necessary intelligence, unless and until the President finds

that each such operation is important tc the national se-

~ curity of the United States and reports, in a timely fashion,

a description and scope of such operation to the appropriate

_ committees of the Congress.”

,‘ explicit.

: The law did not give Congress any new powers It merely
. made Presidential responsibility and reporting requirements

;. to the Senate Foreign Relations and House International

. Relations Committees.

were privy to the data on covert operations.-

' Among the loophcies in the law is that_it only applies; >to

It also mandated that the information be passed.

Until this enactment, only the House ;
* and Senate Armed Services and Appropriations Commxttees .

- covert operations carried out “by or on be}'a!f o th= C.I1A.

This could mean that operations conducted by one of the

. military services, such as the secret bombing of Cambodia,

the mission of the Pueblo spy ship or American submarines.

. following Soviet submarines into Russian territorial waters,

are not within the law’s purview. A second loophole is
the phrase “in a timely fashion.” This' means that the

© Administration can inform Congress of operations after
. .the fact. This is precisely what Mr Colby has done since the.
- law was enacted.

- 1t is perfectly within the rules of the game for Mr. Colby
to tell a House subcommittee in open testimony that ¢

. are in compliance,” but legislators are not supposed to
- make these same disclosures.
. for the record that the new law on covert operations is
" being observed by the Administration because to say fhat
.would be to admit that the United States is conductmg
. such operations—and that’'s classified.

Congressmen would not say

Members of one subcommittee dealmg with these matters

.- 'do not discuss what they are being told with members of

‘other mtelhgence subcommittees, because each is not sure
that the other is privy to exactly the same information.
- A legislator-who believes that a particular covert operas

. tion is unacceptable would find it almost impossible to take
.- his objections- outside of his committee without violating

-the’ internal regulations of the House and Senate. It is

. possib_le for a legislator to call for an executive or closed

session of the Senate or House to discuss classified material,
but ‘even this is complicated in the case of covert activities:

Any Representative who requests secret data from -the
Hc_ouse Armed Services Committee, to take one case, must
'sign a pledge not to discuss the data with anyone other
than a member of the committee. Several weeks ago, that.
committee voted to deny Representative Michael Harrington,
Democrat .of Massachusetts, further access to secret docu-

“ments because he admittedly violated his pledge by telling

newsmen that the C.ILA. poured millions of dollars into

- Chile for the purpose of “destabilizing” the left-wing govern-

ment of President A..ende. Ironically, the Harrington dis- -
closures and the resuiting controversy apout Chile were
the direct cause of Cong'essxonat apptovan of the new law
on covert operations. S L

: leerals Not Aggresswe

Liberals have been none too anxious to take a dlrect hand
in overseeing covert activities. The makeup of the six
subcommittees is decidedly conservative: in the Senate,
Democrats like John C. Stennis of Mississippi and John L.

. McClellan of Arkansas, and Republicans like Barry Gold-

water of Arizona and Roman Hruska of Nebraska serve on-

.-them. - Liberal legislators have not shown a great willing"
- ness to fight for places on these subcommittees. ‘

_When the Senate Foreign Relations Committee became.
privy to C.ILA. secrets for the first time, the members
allowed all of arrangements on handling the data to be
made by the chairman, Senator John J. Sparkman, Democrat
of Alabama and Mr. Colby. No one else was present. The .
committee, meeting in executive session, then agreed to

_a procedure whereby Mr. Colby would give the covert

operations information only to Mr. Sparkman and Senator
Clifford P. Case, Republican of New Jersey. One committee

“member said, “I don't like the setup, but I don’t want to be'

saddled with the information either.”

: Members of Congress are quick to praise 1 Mr. Colby for
providing whatever information was requested. But some
members believe that being informed is not the main issue.
Even the proposed Joint House-Senate Intelligence Com- :

_mittee, although a step in the right direction, will not soive

the problem, they believe, unless the law and Congressional
attitudes are changed. )
They want the law tightened to include aII forms of covert

- operations and to insure Congress the right of prior ap:

proval. They also hope for a change in attitude so that if

‘‘an operation is proposed that raises basic questions about

Congressional responsibility and American interests, Con-~

gress can consider the questions in a deliberate manner.

Leslie H. Gelb is a New York Times Washmgton cor—

;'_lbrespondent specuzhzlng in dtplomattc affmrs

..
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For M y ‘Eyes Only

By RICHARD R. LINGEMAN

HMost fledgling writers who' perform
their stint in the service are sustained
by the hope that some day they'll get
a book, or at least a short story, out
"of the experience. Se you can imagine
the unhappmess of all of us who did
time in the various military intelligence
branches when the Supreme Court recent-
‘ly refused to review a lower-court ruling
upholding the C.LA’s right to censor
“The C.LA. and the Cult of Intelligence.”™

As you may recall, co-author Victor
Marchetti, who served in the C.LA., was
required under an agreement he signed
with the Agency to submit his book
‘to' censorship prior to publicaticn.
Marchetti and his publisher fought this

stipulation, but a lower court upheld -

the contract. As a result, hundreds of
deletions in the MS. were demanded by
the C.LA. When the book was published
it contained blank spaces where the
-deleted material would have appeared.

Now I spent much of my Army service
doing counter-intelligence work and nat-
urally intended to write about it some

time. Once 1 even got as far as writing -

a novel but gave it up because my
well-inculcated secretiveress was stiil
too strong. The counter-intelligence part
-of my life remained under lock and

Yomes $am 2,
ey in o meatal stronghox—wrriter’s canic

tal I would draw on in due time.

Then came the Marchetti case, which
in effect affirmed the secrecy pledges
that are taken by graduates of all
branches of intelligence, not just the
C.LA. When 1 was demobbed, I certainly

| signed such an agreement, pledging me
to keep. my 'lip zipped in perpetuity
about~every scrap. of classified informa-.
tion that had passed under my eyes.
When a man is being discharged from
the Army he’ll sign anything, but I had
no idea I was giving away a possibly
valuable hunk of literary property.

Of course I could try publishing in
.England as did former C.I.A. man Philip
. Agee, whose book “Inside the Company”

first appeared there and is now out. But
#I might as well be frank: I really don't
have enough material to make a book.

Your ordinary counter-intelligence inves- .

WASHINGTON POST
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. The -
Last Word

—te
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tigator stationed in a backwater city in
Japan, as 1 was, just doesn’t pick up much
of the really Beavy stuff.

. . Speaking of C.LA. agents reminds me
of a running case our office had which

was filed under some such rubric as
“Suspected C.I.A. Operatives” and classi- -
fied Secret. Perhaps the CILA. had a
similar file on us, but our file contained
a single name, that of a local American
Catholic priest.  Nobody could come up
with much more on the man, if they
“even tried; perhaps he didn’t exist. Still,
in hindsight, it seems a pity that I
didn’t look him up. Not that he would
have told me what he was really doing,
Dut I might have caught him in the

nion wafers or something. On second
thought he seems more in Graham '
Greene's “line.

We did have some mterestmg confiden- -

tial informants on our payrol. My beat
was  ulirasaliGinalisi  groups, which s
how 1 got my introduction to Korematsu
¢his real name) the most unforgettable
fanatic I ever met. Korematsu was an
old-fashioned Japanese patriot who be-_
lieved in such things as political assassin-
ation and capped off by ritual suicide, or

seppuku. He had a missing little finger

. because he had once cut it. off and

sent it to a creditor who was hounding
him; this was an old samurai ploy for
shaming an adversary. Korematsu was

always in need of money, which is why -

he consented to all those clandestine
conversations we: had in parked cars.
‘(Once a policeman sidled up and asked
what we were doing; my interpreter
told him we were moon-viewing, another
popular Japanese pastime, though one
not ordinarily engaged in on a foggy
night).

In exchange for_the 15000 yen a .

Col. Sheffield Edwards,

Pubdiee o‘v’*ﬂ‘c‘:r—q,-—,m ST e

NI
.

puEls v - ®

'month we paxd him—a ﬂood wage at
* the time—Korematsu would harange

us about the good old days under tie
Tokugawa  Shogunate. In addition io
keeping track of the state of Korematses
assassination threshoid, we had the szis-
faction of insuring the survival of the
Fukuoka Chapter of the Greater Jagan
“Production Party (name not invented}, as
his tiny band of super-patriots was caflzd.
It was money well spent since, without
a. solvent Korematsu, we never woxd
have had & case in our files entiifsd
Greater Japan Preduction Party. Polifrs
is chezp in the Orient. -

Then there was our one and only &m
embarrassed to say) bona-fide spy caz.
This caper, at its zenith, had our eafire
office all over town..One was out shaz-
ging tenuous leads such as a mysteriss
man identifiable only by a facial scar anda
ring with Chinese characters on it. Mary's
the night I spent in a bar he allegefiy
frequented trying to stare unobtrusively
at ring fingers. ‘All these clues had been.
fed to us by a hot-shot investigator
from Tokyo headquarters (who wure,
1 swear, a trench coat’ and probably car-

: . ~W: Bis
act of baking microfilm in the Commu- ried a picture of John “Wayne in

wallet). Unfortunately, the whole siory
was a concoction of a 16-year-old beg's
fertile imagination. He had stowed zwsy

. aboard a parked Air Force plane aad,
. when caught, claimed to be a spy, offes

ing tc spill a1l he knew in exchemze
for lemiency. Imvesy
story because he had drawn for them
the plans of American war planes—gh-~

atOrs Delleven T

" tained,.it later turned out, from faishful
. reading of a well-known aviation maga-

zine.

Now, alas, I can't tell those steris,
‘all of which were—and no doubt stil
are-—classified up to Secret at Ismst.
Nor how we routinely forged restamrant
bills to balance our confidential-fusds
bBook (that was to pay Korematsu's sal-|
ary), or -what a headquarters msior|
down on an inspection trip did afe
we plied him with drink and got &

-.in a compromising situation with a fz

malc artiste who gave private regitals
before all-male audiences. So my adsice
to young writers is, stay out of the
_intelligence game (stay out of the infan
try too) or at least bring your lite=

agent along when you sign that paper. &

Col. Sheffield Edwards, 73, a

retired Army officer and Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency offi-
cial, died Tuesday at Leesburg
Hospital in- Virginia after a
lnng illness.
Born in San Francxsco, he
gradunted from ‘he Military
Academy at West Pomt in
1923,

Edwards was chief of staff of
the 8th Air Support Commgnd
and the 9th Fighter Com

During World Wwar II, Col.”

Was Army, CIA Gfficer

and executive of the combined?
air section of the I British,
Corps. o d

In the latter half of the war,}
he was assigned to G-3, head-‘
quarters, 12th Army Group.‘
He received the Legion of
Merit and Bronze Star for hjs
‘war service, |

Col. Edwards was assigned
in 1948 to the Central Intelli-

the CIA, as assistant executive

I

gence Group, a predecessor oj
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of security of the CIA in 1947,
holding that position until re-
tiring in 15¢3.

. At his retirement, then CIA}

I " He was appointed director

‘Director John MecCone
awarded him _.the Distin-
guished Intelligence Medal for
“outstandin? achievement..in
the ficld of intelligence relat-
ing to the national security.”

He credited Col. Edwards
with being the principal archi-
tect in the development of
CIA security programs.

[president of Sheffield E¢

wards Security and Manag
ment Consultants in Washin;
ton until 1970, when he retired;
to his home in Leesburg. i

He is survived by his wife,
Samta Barber Edwards, ufi
Leéshurg; a daughter, Mrs.;
Kennedy . «.Schmertz, - ofy
\Vashmz,ton a son, Sheffield
Ydwards Jr., of \d’)am\ Fla.,
and four grandchildren.

The family suggests that ex-
pressions of sympathy be in
the form of contributions s

9r0dO8LF und.
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The spies ﬁfma gel mmy

- By MURIEL DOBBIN

Washmgmn.

The belated congressional investiga-
tion of the intelligence community is
reminiscent of a conscience-stricken
watchdog barking after a departed bur-
glar.

The failure of the congresswnal over-
sight committees to rein in the power of
the Central Intelligence Agency was a
major factor in the development of that
agency into what Senator Frank Church,
the Idaho Democrat heading the Senate
intelligence committee investigation,
last week compared to “an out-of-con-
trol rogue elephant.”

The Rockefeller commission’s report
on the domestic and foreign misdeeds of
the CIA pinpointed the inadequacy of the
four standing congressional subcommit-
tees responsible for keeping tabs on the
intelligence agency.

The congressional response so far has
been a scramble to probe the dark side
-~ 3 o -t ‘b
i uuc;uscn\.:‘raunﬂAus «n - UAVVL G
competence of Capitol Hill by pointing
the finger of sheck at the sinners of the

CIA.
- The Senate intelligence committee
has succeeded in operating for six
months with commendably tight securi-
ty and no leaks, and is about to issue its
first public report on CIA involvement
in political assassinations.
~ The House Select Committee on In-
telligence has succeeded in nothing for
six months, and was abolished last week
and replaced by a new and larger com-
mittee that certainly can cdo no worse
than its predecessor, but which is unlike-
ly to do much more than tread in the
footsteps of its Senate counterpart.

A less dramatic but more construc-

tive approach is that advocated by legis- -

lators such as Senator Howard H. Baker
(R., Tenn) and Senator Lowell P.
Weicker (R., Conn.). They contend that
preventive legislation is needed, rather
than an unending stream of disclosures

.about the past three decades when the

CIA might have been running amok, but-

Congress was doing nothing to stop it.

Not even the most rampant liberals

on Capitol Hill seriously propose the ab-
olition of the CIA, although there have
been urgings that the agency be restrict-

-ed to the coordination and evaluation of -

“intelligence data and abandon its in-
" volvement in covert operations.
Yet there are mixed feelings about

the proposal, made by the Rockefeller.

commission and in;a Baker-Weicker bill,
that a joint congressional intelligence
committee be set up as CIA watchdog,
supplemented by an  expanded
presidential foreign intelligence adv:-
sory board.

to e e bovmens SRPRAVRELE o RGNS “ﬁ?ﬂﬁfﬁﬂd&“‘“&%@?;?? ooggzrwoo

that leaks from such a committee would
do lasting damage to the intelligence

- community and those gt the other end of

the spectrum who suggest that such.a
panel is needed is to “let the sun shine

" on the world of espionage.

The idea of sunshine in spy country
understandably makes the CIA shudder.
William E. Colby, the agency’s director,
has testified on Capitol Hill 39 times in
the current session and -delivered 30
speeches to such assorted groups as
State Department seminars, a girls’

-school, a women's club and the Associat-

ed Press annual meeting, in the course
of an unprecedented effort by the CIA to
present its side of the story.

According to CIA spokesmen, serious .
damage already has been done to the
agency’s operating efficiency abroad as
friendly foreign governments become
increasingly nervous about the prolifer-
ating publicity in the United States.

“We are now at the stage where peo-
ple who once gave us top-secret stuff
worry about giving us secret stuff, those
who on~e gave us secret data are hesi-
tant about things marked confidential
and e Test won't g0 DEvond a hand-
shake,” an agency official said.

To compound the problem, there ap-
pears to be no end in sight to the con~
gressional investigation of the CIA, the
FBI-and related intelligence agencies;
yet the establishment of committees or
the enactment of legislation to remedy

the errors of the past is equally remote.

At present, four standing subcommit-
‘tees, two in the Senate and two in the
House, have responsibility for oversee-
ing the nation'’s intelligence operations. -

The Rockefeller commission em-
ployed considerable tact when it sug-
gested that “some improvement in the
congressional oversight system would be
helpful” and noted that the CIA “had
not, as a general rule, received detailed
scrutiny by Congress.”

There is some dispute over whether
that lack of oversight stemmed from the
feeling of some congressmen and sena-
tors that an intelligence agency is enti-
tled to some secrets or whether the CIA
was judiciously selective in briefing the
congressional committees.

Senator Church, whose committee
has spent the past several weeks explor-
ing the specific area of CIA involvement
in political assassination plots, says Con-
gress was not kept apprised of the extent
of the agency's foreign operations.

Mr. Church, of course, is faced with
issuing a report on a subject politically
far more delicate than the revelations of
the Watergate scandal, since the ulti-
mate authority over the CIA is the presi-
dent’s and since the presidents linked to
alleged assassination plots zll are dead.

The Senate committee's report on
what Mr. Church refers to as “political
murders” is likely to satisfy nobody. The

for such schemes can be draped around
anybody’s shoulders. The absence of a
whipping boy inevitably will evoke cries
of coverup.

Yet perhaps the most difficult aspect
.of the investigation of intelligence oper-
ations is the fact that such projects nee-
:essarily are comparimentalized so that
.50 one has unnecessary knowledge; con-
‘sequently responsibility is widespread.
<. Though CIA directors are supposed to
be entirely forthcoming with Congress,
the intelligence community’s concept of
candor is unlike the average person’s. As
one senator put it, “You're always get-
ting back to this business of ‘need to
know’—they told vs as much as they
thought we needed to know.”

Moreover, the CIA takes the firm

.+ position that deception in the cause of-

_protecting its agents is no vice. .

The general attitude of Congress re-
. garding its oversight of the mtelhgence
community seems to boil down to an in-
clination to wait and see how the investi-
gations come out before making any
moves to legislate or reorganize the pre-
. sent structure.

. Senate hearings on the mtelhgence
.probe, originally scheduled for this
:month, are unlikely to be held before
late September. according to some esti-
mates, and those will focus on the bu-
reaucratic background of the espionage
agencies and their domestic misdeeds. It
-seems most unlikely that there will ever
.be open hearings on poiiiical assassina-
-tions.

. The House intelligence probe, a mish-
mash of delays and acrimonious dis-

lagreement, is already six months behind
that of the Senate, so its results safely
may be assumed to be even more distant

. in time. Two dubious leaks about an al-

legedly successful political assassination
and a leaked memorandum about so-
called “infiltration” of the government
by the CIA are the current claim to
fame of the House inquiry. Neither has
been supported by evidence.

. The new House committee, which
emerged after nine hours of wrangling
on the House floor, is stripped of what
‘were viewed as its most divisive as-
pects, namely, the chairman, Represent-
ative Lucien N. Nedzi, a Michigan Dem-
ocrat, and Representative Michael J.
Harrington, a Massachusetts Democrat.
The two held widely differing view-
points on the usefulness of the CIA and
the need for keeping intelligence secrets.

The current House committee is larg-
er, with 13 members instead of 10, a
ploy to reduce factionalism, according
to Representative ‘hhard Bollmg D.,
Mo.) its sponsor.

One cynical congressional observer-
suggested that the enlargement of the
intelligence committee was based on the
theory that if something didn't work, the

thing to do was to make it bigger. .

_The outlook for the mtelhgence inves- |
tigation is somber, in that it is more like-
ly to be colored by poiitics =:.d publicity
seekers than by sober assessment of the

‘unquestionably real problems and how

to solve them. The situation is not likely
to be improved by the fact that such sol-
utions will probably be proposed in the

oY) ﬁ?gozucal hullabaloo called a

presidential election year.
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@5@ m‘nef Looks ysgi’f‘f

: By. JAMES WIEGHART - . -
Vaqhm«ton, July 17 For a. guy who. has been
serving as the nation’s number one punching bag for
the last seven months, CIA Dlrector Wllham E. Colby!
) ’ooks to. be in pretty good shape. -

Colby, 55, is & career 'gpy who rose.to- the top o “the’

Lountrys premier spy agency two years ago, JUSt in txme to

ca'ch .ﬁe ﬂak for some: CI A dirty tricks. that went” beyond
- the bounds of fue ageucys

: h ds
@A? g‘g‘@ %-J\\ é ¢ aﬁeghe lassseven mont}'sv

g =g “\;, Colby has spent much of

Iaj % /’“"“A his - time: testifying behind

-closed doors before the

PocLefeller Commlssion and the Select Senate. Committee on

Intelligence about these alleged dirty tricks—illegal domestic
spying, participation in assassmatmn plots against forei;

leaders (on at least one occasion, in league with the Mafia),

‘administering LSD and other drugs to unsuspectxng subJects:

and the- like. -

“Virtually all oi' the
wrongd01ng goes back.
years, to the cold war era -
when’ the nation supposedly
was locked in a.death
struggle with international..
communism and good - red-
blooded American- spies
were expected to. deal.
rou"hly with the other side., -

Unfortunately for Colby,.

1e CxA mlsaeeds he 'is
e g -asked fo account for

Lt te commitlee -
and others are being- seru-.
tinized ‘in the bemgn era:
of detente, with a neiv, post-
Vietnam, . post-W atergate’
standard of- moralx..y as-a
measurmg stick: ;

So,” when he is not” bemg
interfogated by - senators
behind -closed doors; Colby
spends a good deal of his
time' answering - questions -
posed. by repor‘ters on TV =T
panels,” at.. press:.confer~ >.. v
-ences-or, like- today; sitting - -
in a brwht vellow. chair by

- William Colby- "+

CHICAGO TRIBUNE
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a coffee table in his airy 7. . hThw oLt i el
office merlookmz the Potomoc Rlver at the at"enr'o spra'v
ing headquarters-in suburban Langley, Va. - . !
A thin, wxry man about 5 foot 7, weighing sbcdt 160
pounds, witk icy blue eyes and tmnapa'ent plastic ‘rim
’fIasses, Colby looks and talks more likea i x«\vyer — which he:
sis—thanaspy, . ) 3
"He won't answer- dlreu nues.xons abon. specxfxc ailega<
-tiens ‘of CIA wrong-doing ezcevt to concede that there was'
some. He rejects the adjective “massive’ v.‘uc}- has been used
-to describe the extnte of illegal aomu tlc .,p,mg by the Cln,
but agrees that point is debatable. = -
©" “Look, we 'did some things that we" should not have > he
‘said with the wave of a. kand. ~That -was wrong. We have
furnished the informatior to the proper au‘hont.es and v.e
.are not doing those thmgs anymore.”

Jowirezoo ~Three Main Reasons . I8
_ How did it happen" “TVell, there are three maln rea:ons,v
ke said. “One is the old-cold war tradition — “Go do it and -
“don’t tell me about it.”.So there wasn't much e\'tema} super-
wsxon The better the e\ten‘al supem..lon, the be‘ter internm-
supemsmn . .. < o

~-“Second, it was an era of i 'ense chahen"e .;. ""here was
“a great ‘sense of urgency .77 The feeling that we were g
nation under attack ... we ,ere under attack. This stimulat-
-ed the desire to do that exira bit ... We-looked for justifi
tion for actions that seeme? necessary. E : ::
" “And third, this.is a great bi: or"anxaatxon In any bxg
orgamzatmn, mxstake; are.made, however well intentioned.’
Don t forget, we're lool\mo over a. pariod covering 25 years.”

- Colby doesnb resent the investigations, both official and
by the press, agreeing that “this is all part of our system.”
But the .Jensa.tmnal dxsclomres have taken 2 uoll.

e Sees Tighter Superwsxon

‘Alot of people and foreign intelligence ngex\czes who have
worked. with us are pulling. back, fearful of exposux;e,” Colby
said.: “A’ number of persons we have tried t get as agents

‘have turned us down. T "

. “It is not s much tx'-* we are undc- estxeatmn. or
even that we are under aliacn that creates the problem. It s
the possibility of leakage—the exposure —that hurts.”-

o Colb] believes that the investigations will lead to tighter
supervision, by the Congress and by the executive branch.
Thiswill not pose manor problems.for the ClAas long as it
can continue to safeguard its secrets He is not at .a]l appre-
hensive that the aval«mcne of publicity on agency mlsdﬂeds
‘will lwad to a public demand for the abolition of the CIA.

.. ““I'm.npot worried about that,” he said. “There is a great
-deal, of_smpport for intelligence in this country — an aware-.
ness .thaf for our own saiety we need to know what is gomg
‘on around.-the world. There may be dxf’erences in opinion
bout how we should bo about it, but there. is general agree-

ment that we need to, have a strong mtelhgence service.” - - "o

CIA’s ‘necessary evils” " §

BANGOR Me —Let's tell it: hke it is.
Nexlher the attackers nor the defenders
of the. CIA have-.faced. up to the real
issue: It is that unless and until there
is’ ex'lforcnabl'b international law, every
nation - must. have “the- right -to.conduct.

. “ﬂleaal" esplonaﬂe if it . \sould survive.
Ours is"new ‘a‘ world in- -which any’
natxon, in the name of defense," peace '

freedom,. or some trumped up charge

2an commit aggression; bomb’ hospxta.s.
and innocent women and children; com-,

mit piracy on the hl"h seas; and even
destroy itself in the process. Under these
¢onditions,- every nation is forced to
maintain a system of defense and ade-
guate methods of procuring intelligence
~that is, spying. Certainly, there are

riales of espionage But-where do you
draw the linein a fxeld that respects
no law? i oogl- Al .

" Enforced and effechve mternatlonal
law would arrest an Adolf Hitler rather
than go'to _war :against an_entire.nation..
War betweeu any of the 50 United States
is’now unthinkable because we have ef-
fective,- enforceable, democratic, peace-
ful,-- legal,~and’. satlsfymg, methods - of -
'solving;_om" -problems and settling,,,our'

- 0ur. ture choice is‘very clear. Elther
we.take.a step .in-the direction of én-
forceableinternational law,. or we risk
‘the- total - destruction- of- mankmd thru
the .nightmare of holocaust. ‘The next .
step. “toward: enforceable. international .
1aw: could be‘achieved thru the develop”;

‘Tient- of - regional dovemments—-such as

a.United States of .each continent or the.
‘creation--of ‘an Atlantic Union. Or, the:
next ‘move ‘might be toward a stronger-
United Nations or- some form of world
government B = R !

- Our presem course is a;med in.a de»
strutlve :direction. It leaves us totally-
wmprepared- to meet the’ threatemnc
problems.that’ invite the annihilation of
mankind: pollution, overpopulation, and-
war \o matter what course we take,
one truth is now self- evident: If we are
not” “Wwilling to- modify our sovereignty!
for the benefit of a safer.and more peace-
ful' world, then at least we should remain
submxsswelv silent in.under standing a2c-
ceptance of the CIA and its recessary

cvzls e . Al Bernstein
= BEREX .
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CIA Monitored Socialists 23 Years

Bj stephen Green and Lawrence Meyer
] " Washington Post Staff Writers

. The Central Intelligence Agency
monitored the domestic activities of

the Socialist Workers Party for 23

years in apparent violation of the CIA

charter, according to documents re-

leased by the party yesterday.
The documents indicate the intel-

ligence agency continued domestice

surveillance in Washington for nearly
two years after the Rockefeller Com-

mission said such activities were sup-.
posed to have been stopped by the

agency.

The documents show the CIA re-

ceived reports in 1969 and 1970 on
what four agents learned here about
the Young Socialisty Alliance, the
ryouth organization of the Socxahst
Workers Party.

-, Identified only as R-4, R-5, R-6 and
‘R-7, the agents conducted surveillance
of Young Socialists Alliance activities
on D.C. college campuses, according
to the documents.

- The Socialist Workers Party obtained
‘the decuments from the CIA as the
result of a court suit in New York,
seeking them under the Freedom of
-Information Act.

According tn the Rnnkpfpnpr (‘nm-
.mission report on the CIA, the agency’s
Office of Security mfﬂtra»ed and
monitored at least 17 Washington
.area antiwar and black -activist groups
-in 1967 and 1968. These activities by
the CIA, the commission concluded,
were lllegal because they did not come

‘under the agency’s legal mandate to
conduct intelligence activities outside
the United States and to protect itself.

In December, 1968, the commission
‘report said, the CIA relinquished its
survexl!ance of- Washington groups to
the D.C. police department, which
until 1972 relayed its fmdmgs to the
intelligence agency.

Assistant D.C. Police Chief Theo-
dore R. Zanders said yesterday that
‘he “can’t come up with anything” to
show that agents R-4, R-5, R-6 and R- 7
“worked for the D.C. pohce '

The only CIA domestic surveillance
-in Washington after 1968 that was
mentioned by the Rockefeller Com-
mission report was the 1971 assign-
ment of an agent to infiltrate the.
‘May Day antiwar protest orgamzauon

President Ford created the
Rockefeller Commission to in-
vestlgate the functioning of the
'CIA after press disclosures that
the agency had engiged in mas-
sive, illegal domestic spying.
A Senate committee is now con-
:ducting _its own investigation
‘of these allegations. 1

The ‘new revelation about'
CIA domestic surveillance is
the second time in recent days.
in which information apout
CIA activities 16t contained

In . the Rockefeller Commis+
'sion report was made public‘
i It was revealed last week
that the agency in 1953 gave
doses of LSD to a smaﬂL

one scientist was given the
drug. He since has been iden-
tified as biochemist Frank
Olson, who two weeks after
Lal\mg the druz in 1953
plunged to his death from the
10th floor of a New York City-
hotel room.

said he was not familiar with
anybody working for the CIA
given a code designation of
“R.” He added that “I cannot
say one way or ancther”
whether R-4, R-5, R-6 and R-7
were working for the CIA.
David Belen, who served as|
iexecutive director of the Rock-’
efeller Commission, said the
four agents could have workedi
for the CIA’s Operation
CHAGOS;, which monitored dis-
sident groups around the
country from 1967 to 1973. The
agent assigned to infiltrate
the May Day organization re-
ported to CHAOS, accordmg
to the commission report.
According to the documents,
the CIA’s Office of Security
‘received reports on the obser-
vations of agents R-4, R-5, R-6
and R-7 concernmg four meet-
ings held in- D. C‘ hetween

A 10 10AA - £~ otnnn
aug. 1o, 18365, and Dec. §, 1503,

. ‘Three of these sessions were
sponsored by the Young So-
‘cialists Alliance. The other
was sponsored by the antiwar
Student Mobilization Commit-
tee and featured a speaker
from the Young Socialists Al-
THance,

.In addition, the CIA Office
of' Security received pam-
phlets and other literature
gathered by the agents at the
meetings.

According to the documents
an unidentified “CIA em-
ployee” from an unidentified
“CIA unit” sent a memo on
Dec. 11, 1969, to the agency’s
“Deputy Director of Security”
discussing surveillance of the
Young Socialists Alliance.

Attached to the memo were:
“pamphlets and flyers” gath-!
ered a week earlier from ga
“Socialist Educational Confer-]
ence sponsored by the Young
Socialist Alliance here in
Washington.” ) :
The  memo stated: “The
YSA, as you know, is the
youth vanguard of the Trotsk-
yite Socialist Workers Party
as well as the controlling,
force behind the “mass move?
ment” amalgam known as the|
Student Mobe (Student Mobi:
lization Committee). Target
Analysis Branch will be treat
Ying this topic in some depth in
this week’s Situation Informa
‘tion Report.” p
i The memo said that since
“the splintering -of SDS last
;summer at Chicago” where
the 1968 Demceratic conven.
{tion was held, “the YSA
‘(mostly via - Student Mobe) is

| their knowledge. The commis-|
sion had reported that only!

A CIA spokesman yesterday\

guess for leadership in the
radical youth movement for

the early 1970s.”

The memo adds that “we
will most definitely keep
abreast of evolving develop-
ments in this Trotskyite old
left/new left compiex.” :
According to the documents,
on Aug. 10, 1969, agent “R-7.
checked a meeting held by f;he‘
Student Mobilization Comtit<
tee at 2030 hours at the Reiss
Science Building at George-
town University.” In his re-
port, R-7 stated that “about 50-;
60 people were present, 95 per:
cent of which were Cubans.;
The main speaker was Dan
Rosenshine, national commit-:
tee member of the Young So-
cialist Alliance and guest of
the Cuban government at the
celebration of the 10th anni-
versary of the Cuban revolu-i
tion.” .
Agent R-7 reported that Ro-
senshine’s speech “was very
short but he showed film:
slides on Cuba.” R-7 added|
that “no new literature was
available at this meeting.”
On Dec. 6, 1963, according to
the documents, agents R-4, R-6
and R-7 attended YSA meet-
mgs at George Washington.
TTamfarmsenet boe
University.
R4, the documents state
“made a cursory check” and
reported that a “meeting head-
lined as the Socialist Educa-
tional Conference” ‘was
“attended - by approximately
100 people, about three col-
ored and the remainder .col-
lege hippy type.” _
A separate YSA meeting at
the college on the same date
was attended by R-6 and R-7
who found “75-100 people were
in attendance—about six col-
ored, the remainder white col-
lege students mixed with
hippy and regular type.”
Agents R-5 and R-6 both at-
tended a Sept. 16 meeting at,
George Washington sponsored
by YSA. They reported, ac-
cording to the documents that
a “total of 11 people were in
attendance. From that stand-

point, the meeting was a fail-
ure.” |
i According to the Rockefel-'
ler Commissicn, agents used
by the CIA for surveillance of
domestic activites in D.C.
were volunteer unemployed
housewives and manual labor-
ers who were paid less than
$100 a2 month. f
| The documents show that as
early as 1951, the CIA kept
material relating to the Social-
ist Workers Party, which es-
jpouses the philosophy of the
late - Leon Trotsky, who
preached worldwide social rev-
olution. The party has run
candidates in presidential
clections and in local D.C.
elections.

group of scientists ""KB’HF ved F°”§§§§%€3@’I@%’ﬂ§d %ﬂi -RDP7 Vh{gﬁfé, uments EE?G&E&?@

‘SWP was wrltten +Aug. 6, 1951,
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¥rom “one CIAT employee” 0]
another “CIA employee.” Iti
traces the history of the party’
and notes that it had been:
cited as “subversive” by the
Justice Department. v

A 1953 CIA f{files memoran-
dum cites a New York Times
report that the party’s 1952
presidential candidate polled
110,208 votes in seven states.

A March 11, 1959, memoran-
dum notes that the agency ob-
tained Young Socialists Alli-
ance- literature that had been
[“posted” on the campus of Co-
lumbia University in New
York City. o

A March, 1861, memo refers
to - YSA literature distributed
in Harvard Square in Cam-
bridge, Mass.

.~ The CIA documents also in-
-leluded a copy of the 1968 New
York State elections ballot
containing the names of So-
cialist Labor Party candidates.

The documents acknowledge
that the CIA .also has other
material on file about the
‘SWP. The agency refused to
make public much of this in-
‘formation, however, on the
grounds that it was not re-
quired to do so by the Free-
dom of Information Act. The
SWP is continuing court- ac-
tion in an effort to get the ma-,
tenal

The documents include a
copy of a 1830 newspaper art-
fele about the party but give.
no indication when it was ac-
quired by the CIA. .

NEW YORK TIMES
23 July 1975

30 ACCUBD IN SUIT |
, OF OPENING MAILS

PROVIDENCE, R.J, July
22(AP) — Thirty present and
former officials of the Central
lntelhgence Agency and other
Government agencies were ac-
“cused in a class action suit
-today of illegally opening the
mail of Americans.

The suit, filed by the Ameri-
can - Civil Liberties Union in
- Federal District Court here, al-
leges that officials of the C.LA,,
the Federal Bureau of Investi-

By Stephen Green
Washington Post 8taff Writer

A CIA spokesman said
‘yesterday it :
sumed” that agents desig-

"s'f it O R

were working for the intelli-
gence. agency when they
gathered information about
th Young Socialists Alli-
ance here in 1969 and 1970. .
" The spokesman also said
Jhat some information about

Socialist Workers Party was
obtained casually by CIA
employees in the course of
doing other business.

party may have been sent to
the CIA by persons not eon-
nected with the agency and
then was put into CIA files,
the spokesman added.

the intelligence agency ob-
tained information about
the Socialist Workers Party
‘as early as 1951 were re-
leased Wednesday by the
party.’

the result of a court order
in a suit seeking to stop the
‘CIA, FBI and'other govern-

on it. The civil suit was
brought in New York City
by the Political Rights De-
fense Fund.

CIA kept literature about
the party, the documents

from four agents identified
only as-R-4, R-5, R-6 and R-7.

ance is the youth organiza-
tion of the Socialist Workers
Party which espouses the
world revolution philosophy
of the late Leon Trotsky..

=+ The Rockefeller "Commis-

“can be as-

nated R4, R-5, R-6 and R-7"

‘the Alliance and its parent

- Other material about the -

Documents showing that-

The party obtained the
-documents from the CIA as -

ment agencies from spying

In addition to showing the-

also show the agency got in- -
formation about party meét--
ings here in 1869 and 1970

The Young Socialists Alli-

Friddy, J uly 18, 1975

‘4 Agents on Socialist Case
Are A@Em@wﬂmg@aﬁ E@y @EA

sion report on the CIA szid -

the agency violated its char-,

ter by spying on domestic .
. organizations, It’ specifically .

cited Operation CHAOS, a
CIA operation to spy on an~
tiwar and black activist
- groups around the country
between 1967 and 1973.
It also -said that in 1967
and 1968 the CIA’s Office of
Security infiltrated and

spied on activist organiza- .

tions in- Washington but in
- -December of 1868 that oper.
-ation was turned over to

D.C. Police.

President Ford ecr eated
the Rockefeller Commission

to investigate the CIA after -

press reports - that the

agency engaged in massive, °
illegal domestic spying.
N The only mention by the .

commission of CIA domestic
spying in Washington after
1968 was an occassion in
1971 when a CHAOS agent
was assigned to infiltrate
-the May Day antiwar organi-

zation,

The CIA spokesman said

. yesterday' that -the agents
identified only as R4, R-5,
R6 and R-7 may have
worked for the CHAOS pro-
ject. He said it also was pos-
sible that the four agents
spying on the Young Social-

ists Alliance here may have

been “overzealous.”

On Wednesday, the CIA
" spokesman said R-4, R-5, R6'
and R-7 may or may not
have been CIA agents. Yes-
‘terday, he said: “It can be

assumed” they were work-

ing for the CIA.” Their re-
ports were filed with the
CIA Office of Security, ac-
cording to the documents.
The documents include
copies of memorandums
dated 1959 and 1961, respec-

- tively, from New ,York and
- Boston “field” offices. The -

"obtained at' a’' YSA demon- § :

" and picked it (the literature)

. was listed as

- would
4 possibility of any link be-

et o

Ach x;’;{n{'}

1959 memo deals wlth YSA
.literature obtained from Co-
lumbia University. The 1961 1
memo discusses literature

" stration near. Harvard - Um- B
versity. .
. The.CIA spokesman smd 4
the memos were written |
from the agency’s New York
and Boston offices to CIA~
headquarters.

According to the sﬁokes-
man, the material was gath-
ered in & “passive way.” He -
said the CIA had not then |
_ “targeted” the YSA for sur-.
" veillance. “It was overt, not
covert,” thw spokesman
said. ’ N o,

iHe e\rplamed that “some
of our fellows probably
were passing through Har-
vard Yard on other business

B

up and sent it to us.”
According to the spokes-

man, the CIA maintained a
file on the Seocialists Work-
ers rairty' as carly as 1851
because the organization
“subversive”
by the Justice Department
and that in doing back-
ground checks on potential
CIA empioyees, the agency
want to check the

. tween potential employees
and the party. 3

The documents also show

. the CIA Kkept in its files a

copy of the 1968 New York
state elections ballot. con-
taining the names of Social-
ist Workers Party candi-

- dates.

The CIA spokesman said.
that persons not employed
by the agency often sent it
unsolicited material. “There -
is a nut fringe that sends us
stuff. What do we do with ;
it? We pop xt m -the flles ”
he saxd *

L

gation and the Post Office
opened the first-class mail of-
the plaintiff, Rodney. Driver,!
and other Amerian Americans.

Mr. Driver, a University of

~vities, reperted in June that:
the agency opened mail to ori
sent by American citizens. Thel
mail project began in-New York|
;in 1952, the commission said,

Rhode Island mathematics
professor, said three letters he

the Soviet Union were dpened
and copied. He said the letters:
contained personal and mathe-
-:matical information. ol
. At a news conference, Mr
Dnver ‘said he believed the:
1A, cpened his mail because
he obtained copies of the letters:
from the agency when he re-:
uested them under the Free-,
lom of Information Act. :
The Rockefeller commission, *

which investigated C.LAppatdve

had sent to mathematicians in

involving mail to and from
the Soviet Union.
The program ended in"1973
and the commission reported
that during the last fullvear|
of the program the intelligence!
agency  handled = 4,350,000
items, examined the' outside.
of 2.3 miilion,” photogriphed -
the outside of 33,000 and
opened 8,700. " |

The suit asks the court to

order compensatory damagesv
of $20,008 for each letter

opened and read by the C.LAJ
Eon a8ea;

000 for each perso whose mml‘"
it opened.

Amorg those named in the1
suit are: Richard Helms and:
James R. Schlesinger, former.
directors of Central Intel-
hgence, L. Patrick Gray 3d,
former acting F.RI. director;
former Attorney General John'
N. Mitchell and Lawrence F./
O:Brien and Winton M. Blount,
former Postmasters General.

Also named were William
E Colby, .the director of Cen-
tral Intelligence, and Clarence

04G2HR

01/O808 : CIAKR

whom ‘the A.CLIT daid had
been named in the suit because
they were the officials now
responsible for maintaining the|
information obtained from the
alleged illegal actions.
..Spokesmen for the.A.C.m.T.
said they were unaware of the|
mumer of persons covered by
the "'ass action suit’ but esti-
mated the number of Ameri-
cans whose mail was opened
to.be in the tens of thousands
370005-2°
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PARADE  ULY 13, 1975,

by Connécticut Walker

" LANGLEY, VA,
=3 ost people think of espionage as a
fg man’s world. But just as history
has its Mata Hari and fiction its
¥ Modesty Blaise, so the US.
Central Intelligence Agency has a hand-
ful of high-ranking women profes-
" sionals, .
Take Jenonne Walker, a veteran in-
“telligence analyst and executive assist-
.ant to Director William £. Colby. Or
-take Pat Taylor, a member of the
agency’s Office of Current Intelligence.
Or Helene Boatner, a top economist
who helps supervise the 'CIA’s secret
budget. Or the chief of the Soviet In-
ternal Affairs branch. one of Washing-
ton’s most respected Kremlinologists—
awoman who has come up through the
ranks of the ClA. )
For the first time, the CIA has per-
mitted all these women to_be inter-
viewed. Some, like the rremiinologist
and a number of ciandestine operators,
asked that their names not be used in,

“print because of the political sensitivity

‘of their jobs. - -

Others, however, are not worried

about PARADE blowing their “cover.”
They work in the open—sgathering,

evaluating, and analyzing information, .

‘or administering the CIA’s global opera-

tions from the agency’s sprawling head- )

Quarters in Langley, Va.
A spokeswoman's veice

" As Helene Boatner puts it, “There are-

a lot of people in the CIA who cannot
speak up, so it behooves those of us
who can to inform and educate the
American people about what we do.”
" Not that the agency was at first eager
"to open its door even a crack to

PARADE. In keeping with the time-~

honored tradition of maintaining low

and .often invisible profiles, agency’

officials turned down an initial request
for interviews with women. But then
Director Colby intervened. He sug-
gested to his colleagues that the agency,
with all its mounting controversial pub-
licity, needed to increase its press ac-

+ .cessibility and public accountability.
" While waiting to -interview women
-at the CIA, PARADE asked two former
- -high-ranking male agency officials what
it took for a woman to break into intel-

iigence work—and to get ahead.

To James Angleton, recently retired
“after 21 years as chief of counterintel-
ligence, the ideal female candidate is

"black,” or covert, side of the busi
one who “has lived abroagl pessexeFor Release 2001/08/08 - CIARBE?704geR

_special aitributes, especially political
© awareness, an area of expertise, and -

a fluency with foreign languages. A
serious, ambitious and competitive’

woman who wishes to reach the top,””
Angleton avers, “can find fulfillment in~

a ClA career.”

Says Ray Cline, former deputy direc-

tor of the CIA: “If you look at women
in responsible positions at the agency,
you notice that they achieved their jobs
through ability, of course, but also
through flexibility in _accepting chal-
lenging assignments. Most of them are
single.” . S
. Nowonder. The agency has not made’
it easy for married women to Jjoin its
‘ranks. Spouses are not alfowed to work
‘in the same offices. A wife may not
take her husband abroad as a depen-
dent. She must take periodic lie-de-
trctor tests to make sure she has not
dicclosed  classified information o
iriends or relatives—or to her husband
if he does not work for the agency.
Until this year, the CIA’s Career Trainee
Program, which is geared toward turn-
ing out clandestine operators, admitted
no married women at all. . . o
. FitstoaT A
Angleton’s and Cline’s descriptions’
of the ideal woman for the CIA fits
Jenonne Walker. After 12 years at a
variety of posts in the intelligence divi-
sion, this 40-year-old native ‘of Okla-
homa is" now Colby’s No. 1-aide. To
reach her office a PARADE reporter,
tagged with a badge marked “visitor,”
was ushered up to the seventh floor of
CIA headquarters in a private, locked
elevator. Miss Walker’s office is next
door to Colby’s and offers a command-
ing view of the lush green Virginia.
countryside. T
She is an attractive woman with a'
frank but friendly manner. 2
“The director has a group of spedcial !
assistants — 11 National" Intelligence’

. Officers who know what's going on in
different areas. of the world,” she ex-

plains. “I act as a clearing house for
.other_agency staff and as an informa-
tion funnel for Colby. 1 took: this job
about two years ago when he became
director. He told me |was to ‘educate
him on the substance.’ By that he meant
I had the responsibility of introducing
him to the intelligence side of the
agency:” (Before becoming head of CIA,,
Colby spent most of his career in the

s ‘my ‘job to know the major’
foreign intelligence questions that an-
alysts around town are disagreeing
about,” continues Miss Walker. “|
sometimes get the analysts together so
Colby can hear all sides of an issue. |
also staff-out orders- for him. 1 also
check on thé progress of things he
‘wants done and I suggest other projects
he might begin. .

" “This is not an organization where
orders are really necessary. It's more a
‘matter of monitoring and suggesting
activities. It’s'a very personal operation.
Colby’s is a small, personal office.”

_The job of special assistant to the
director is. a rotating assignment. Miss
Walker will be transferred fater this
summer. “I hanker after my own cab-
bage patch,” she says. “I'll miss the
constant access to the director, but }
lock forward to getting back to writing
my.,own reports.” o

When Jenonne Walker rejoins the -
-1anks of the analysts, one of her most
distinguished colleagues will be the
woman who serves as branch chief for
Soviet Internal Affairs. She is constantly
asked by policymakers to assess the
political and physical health of Soviet
Communist Party boss Leonid Brezhnev.
and to guide speculdtion about who his
successor might be. She consented to
talk to PARADE on condition that h
name not be printed. o
* .-~ Feminine gumshoe

“In the Soviet field, length of exper-
_ience counts,” she says. “There are not
:many_people in this town who have
.outlasted me. I've focused on the USSR
since 1958. My work involves compiling
all available information, regardless of
its source, then examining the gaps and
trying to guess what’s in them. It's some-
thing like reading a mystery novel: as
you turn each page you discover an-
other piece of information, but you
never get the whole story.” | -

" At 54, this capable knowledgeable
lady earns $32,800 a year—near the top
of the civil service scale. But she ad-
mits: “There ‘were long dry periods
when | thought | wasn't going any-
where. Looking back, however, | would
take a job here again without question.”

Another CIA professional who says
she has no regrets is Helene Boatner,
the first woman economist in the
agency’s budget office. She helps pre-’
pare the agency’s requests for money
from Congress and monitors the CIA's
immense expenditures. A math major
from the University of Texas, she was
Jhired in 1963, then got a master’s de-
gree in economics. She has worked in
the agency’s Office of .Economic Re-
search, the now-defunct Office of Na-
tional Estimates and attended ihe
National War College. Her present job
pays close to $35,000 a year. Y
[ you're interested in intelligence
008103 5000R2n affairs,” says Miss

Boatrer, “1 feel the agency is a better
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place to work than the State Deoar!-
ment.”

»

Why? N

“Because the agency has no pollcy

ax to grind. It's independent of bureau-
-cratic interests. While it’s not easy even

‘here to suggest that American policy in’

any given area is wrong or misguided,
it's more possible here than in any other
place in the government.”

- Blonde, .39-year-old Pat Taylor, an
“analyst for the Office of Current Intel-

ligence, was asked- when she meets
people away from her job if she is re-

luctant to admit she works for the CIA.
““No,” she responds. “When friends

Tlearn | work -here, | sometimes en-

counter curiosity but not hostility. The
.agency encourages its analysts to
publish their writings outside, to attend

meetings, and to take graduate courses..

Sometimes I'll enter a conference wear-
ing my name tag which clearly identi-
fies me as a ClA employee, and ¥l get
a couple of blinks—but nothing else.”
- There is one group of CIA women
who never wear name tags. These are
.the spies and counterspies—the wo-
‘men in the clandestine services.
- Traditionally women have been rele-
gated to a minor role on the fringes of
spy activity. A woman attached to a
foreign “station,” or outpost, might
have accompanied a male col!navun to
2 restaurant, .making it appear as if a
husband and wife were dining out. Then
she might be left at the table alone

while her companion, “a case officer”’
in charge of “running” an agent, slipped

" his local contacts.

" potential foreign agents.

into the men’s room to pick'up a mes-’
sage left in a “dead drop” by one of
A

However, a few women have them-
selves worked as “'case officers” abroad.
"One, with seven years’ experience in
the field, said, “Year by year there are
more women case officers in the busi-
ness, but they're still outnumbered by
men. Covert operators must be incon-
spicuous. In such areas as the Moslem
world, cultural mores prevent women
from mingling freely and unobtrusively
in public. In Western Europe, however,
women now _supervise agents. and
sometimes recruit them. They also pro-
-vide  operational support — counter--
surveillance, keeping a lookout during
a meeting between a case officer and
an agent, renting safe houses (where a
rendezvous can take place) and acting
as couriers. It's not glamorous work but
it's vitally important.” :

- Clandestine interview

- A retired female member of the
counterintelligence staff, who agreed
to be interviewed by telephone but
would not be identified, concurs:
“Without _women, the .counterintel~
ligence office would be a lost branch.
Women often served to supply all the
digging—the leads, the targets.” »

But not, the agency insists, their
bodies. The CiA ciaims to-be above
using its women to seduce or entrap
A former
London station chief once explained to

SUNDAY TIMES, London

13 July 1975

Secret memo on Castro mm

‘By Henry Brandon, Washmgton

“his . deputy, “Why, we couldn’t ask

* .American women to do things which

‘would involve exploiting their sex!” In-
stead, say the old pros, if a clandestine
.operator- wants to ensnare a foJeign
intelligence officer through the use of
female charms, he hires prostitutes or
_relies on willing local agents. Accord-
-ing to one former top-level agency
“official, foreign women have seduced
“an astonishing number” of Russian
spies on behalf of the CIA.

“Help from drug agents

The CIA has also used U.S. narcotics

men from time to time to maintain
" “love dens” in New York City and San
Francisco, where prostitutes in the pay
of the agency have lured foreign intel-
" ligence officers and then later tried to

. blackmail them smo divulging secret

information.

Despite the successful careers of
.some, the women of the CIA stil] have
a8 long way to go. Four times as many
* men as women apply to the agency for

jobs, and only 5 per cent of the agency’s

female staff earn $22,000 or above as
cempared to 49 per cent of the men.

" But high-ranking women are not the
-rarity they were 10 years ago. The
-agency has generated a campaign to

recruit- more women as well as more
" blacks and members of other minorities.

“3 Hink iny being a wonian was 2

factor in my being selected for this job,”

says Director Colby’s executive assistant
jenonne Walker—adding with a smile,
, “but Colby isn’t likely to admit it

fThe subject, he said,

!

'
:

THE SUGGESTION that Cubas

‘Fidel Castro should be assassi-

nated was brought up at cabinet
level in the United States in
August 1962, according to a
hitherto secret memo written five
years later by John McCone, then
director of the CIA. But Mr
McCone himself took immediate
exception to such a discussion.
was com-
: pletely out of bounds as far as the
- American government was con-
: cerned and the idea should not
: be discussed, nor should it appear
in any paper, as the US govern-
ment could not consider such
'actions on moral or ethical
i grounds.

The Church Senate committee
. investigating the CIA and other
"intelligence agencies is  now

‘resigned to not being able to dw» !

. cover if any order for Dr Castrols
" assassination was ever given.

Both McGeorge Bundy, who was

. President Kennedy's special assis-

: tant for national security,
. Robert McNamara, his Secretamy_
: . N b

and

PR IR

of Defence, made. it clear before
the committee in secret testimony
on Fnday that, as Mr.Bundy later
put it, “no one in the “White
House or at Cabinet level gave
any approval of any kind to any
CIA effort to assassinate anyone.”
According to the McCone
memo, the cabinet level group—
lncludmg Mr MecNamara, Dean
Rusk, McGeorge Bundy, Edward
Murrow and Mr McCone—had
been discussing the so-called
Operation Mongoose, which in-
cluded a wide range of anti-Castro
counter<insurgency measures.
After the meeting Mr McCone
re-emphasised his position to Mr
McNamara who heartily agreed.
Mr McCone says that “at no
time did the suggestion receive
serious consideration by the
special group nor by any indi-
vidual responsible .for policy.”
Senator Church.-has now re-
vealed that the only testimqny
that cowl possibly conflict with
Mr Bundy's and 3t McNanara's
was based on opinion, conjecture
or speculation, and that the com-
muttee had no hard evx(Lence link-

ing plo‘cs with Presxdem Kennedv
or Robert Kennedy.

There are growing signs that
the Church committee, frustrated
with the assassination investiga-
tion, would like to move on to the
FBI, which so far has been far
more reluctant to open its books
to the committee than CIA.

Mr Kermit Roosevelt, who was
the CIA’s chief operative in the
Middle East and received public
credit for having engineered the
overthrow of Premxer Mossadegh.
of Iran, has told me that following 1
the Franco-British-Israeti Suez
opcration, discussion between the
State Department, the Foreign
Office and the intelligence
services on both sides led to a
written .compact to prepare fonr
action to overthrow President
Nasser if it became “demon-
strably feasible.” But, he stressed,
no plans, whether it was the
CIA's overthrow of Mossadegh or
of Acbens, once president of
Guatemala, or the compact
against Nasser ‘‘seriously con-
templated” assassination as a
method of operation.
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Colby Explains CIA Mail [onitoring :

o By J’ack Anderson
and Les Whitten

‘. Intestimony stamped “secret”

jon each page, Central Intelli-
gence Agency Director William
E. Colby has described how the
CIA used to monitor the mails.

" Not only did he reveal details
that were left out of the Rocke-
‘feller commission report, but he
admitted for the first time that
the CI1A had violated the law.

“It is my understanding,” he
said, “that it is iilegal to open
the mail, first-class mail--that
the only justification might be
during war under certain spe-
cial legal authority.”

|" Here are the.highlights of his
secret testimony before a House
subcommittee chaired by Rep.
Charles H. Wilson (D-Calif.).

. ® Colby disclosed that the CIA

is able to read mail without
opening it. A secret chemical,
whose name we cannot reveal
for security reasons, enables
agents to decipher writing in-
sice sealed envelopes. Colby
swore, however; that the CIA.
has used this magic, see-
through chemical only overseas.
It was unnecessary to use it in
the United States, apparently,
as long as the postal authorities
cooperated with the CIA,

® The Rockefeller report men-
tioned that the CIA had opened
mail in Honolulu, New Orleans,
New York City and San Fran-
cisco. But Colby testified that
the CIA also had opened mail in
Miami from April 24-28, 1961.
Apparently this had something
to do with the CIA’s Bay of Pigs
invasion of Cuba on April 17,
1961. .

: _Coast project.”

certain “CIA employees and for-
eign nationals who were the
subject of inquiries.” Their mail
also was checked to find out
who was corresponding with
them. “These mail openings and
covers allowed us to stay ahead
of the Communist state of the art
in chemical censorship and per-
mitted us to devise systems to
safely communicate with our
(contacts) in communist areas,”
Colby explained.

@ The CIA concentrated on
monitoring the mail from the
Soviet Union and mainland
China. But mail also was exam-
ined from North Vietnam, Cuba
and other Communist countries.
Most of these countries appar-

THE WASHINCTON POS.T '

w

" The appearance of the CTA di-
rector on Capitol Hill was ike an
episode from a James Bond
movie. Before Colby entered the
hearing room, a team of elec-
tronic experts swept the prem-
ises with sophisticated detee-
tion equipment to make sure
there were no hidden mikes.

Then Colby took the witness
stand. In the next room, an
agent sat in front of 2 briefcase
throughout the testimony. The
briefcase contained mysterious
gadgets that monitored the air-
waves above and around the
hearing room. This was a pre-
caution to make sure the room
wasn't being bugged by a long-
range eavesdropper.

Thursdey, * July 24, 1975,

Alfter Colby left the hearing, a
CIA agent acccmpanied the
clerk who typed the proceed-

ings. The agent confiscated all,

the carbons and the typewriter
ribbon. He deposited them in a

sack labeled “top secret trash.” -
With his bag of “trash,” the

agent departed under escort for
CIA headquarters in Mclean,
Va. :

White House Whispers—Presi.
dent Ford confided to friends
that he hopes Israe! and Egypt
sign another interim peace
agreement by the end of the
month . . . The President also
told friends he wiil continue to
veto legislation that he thinks
inflationary . Lk

)

ently use the Soviet postal sys-
tem to route their mail abroad.

@ The largest mail-openir{g
operation was in New York City
in what Colby called “the East

® The CIA gave a New York
postal clerk a “Christmas bonus
totaling $3,000 for five years,”
said Colby, for “transporting the
mailbags to the area where CIA'
officers handled the mail.” Pay-:
ing off the clerk, Colby dead-.

nannad  “urac an’ imeransse
~Aanned, Mwas an Impropor

And.
[

i)y the agency.” He refused to
identify the clerk. However, we

Auley. He told our associate,
Jack Cloherty: “It was my job to
help them~the Postal Service
assigned me.” .. v e

Colby was asked whether past
Presidents knew that the .CIA
had been tampering with the
mails, “I don’t think we can say
any President individually
knew,” he said.

Had any Attorney Geneiél
been advised of the illegal
operation? “Only (John) ~Mit-

replied.

The CIA opened the mail of

can identify him as Peter F. Mc-| |

U. S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT

21 JULY 1975

Washington ‘iﬁiﬁisper

Sources familiar with secret material ,

on CIA assassination plots describe it
as a “hot potato
committee headed by Senator Frank
Church. Testimony centering on roles
.of John and Robert Kennedy is explo-
sive, said one source, who added: “It’s
an embarrassing siruation for Senator
- Church, who had hoped to
 Kennedys a clean bill.”

Kennedys

prestige to

chell, is our impression,” Colby

THE TDMES (LONDON)
T JULY 1975

Yital role of the CIA

From Field Marshal Sir

Geruld

stand, has gone so far as to give

Those unconfirmed reports linking the

0 an assassination plot
against Fidel Castro have raised their |

» £

for the investigating

give the-

* % x

R

a new high among anti-

Castro Cuban refugees in the United |
-States. Until the reports surfaced, most
Cuban refugees had been convinced :
that the Kennedys abandoned support ;
for the anti-Castro movement after the :
" Bay of Pigs debacle and
missile crisis.

the 1962 |

'

colluborate ‘with the CIA only act

Templer

Sir, There is one aspect of the
current spate of adverse publicity
about the CIA and the attacks upon
it which has been overlooked. In
Western Enrope we owe a profound
debt to the Americans,
the Marshall Plan which not only
put us on our feet after the war
but was the supreme act of
generosity by any major power in
history, and ‘secondly for providing
& nuclear shield which so far has
enabled us to live in frecdom. The
efficacy of this nuclear shield
directly depends on the accurucy of
the intellizence provided by the
CIA.

Recent developments must
certainly have done serious damage
to the azency’s morale. But the
damage goes much deeper than that.
As a result of recent publicity and

publications (one of whighi908¥ For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370005-2
PR . 28 N &

firstly for:

the names of CIA officers and col-
laborators all over the world) the
reputation of the agency is severely
battered. And no one working in a
hostile climate (especially behind
the Iron Curtuin) is, in present cir-
cumstances, Jikely to wish to work
for the agency for fear that he might
find his name, or anyway that of
one or more of his - responsible.
officers, betrayed to the public. ‘As
for collaborators whose identities
have still
anxieties are not hard to imagine.
No one would sériously argue that
certain.  of the CIA practices|
rcvealed by the investigations =~».
not pretty dubious, notably the fact
that the agency tried out hallucina.
tory drugs on unsuspecting victims. -
No one would alse seriously. argue
that somme individuals - ‘who

= e e vy £ . e

been ' preserved, their

from dishonourable mmives. 1ntelli-
fence servvices, however, wheiier we
like it or not, are cssemial to
national survival and to world peace,
and many .who work for them in
some clandestine and often danger-
ous capaciry do so for reputable and
high-minded reasons.

The CJA is an organization which,:
despite some warts, has played and
must continue to play a viwal role’
in the strugzle for freedom and
stability in the modern world. Let
us, therefore, spare.a thought for the
problems confronting those now try.
ing to repair the, damagse caused by
the recent publicity and wy to help
them in anv way we can. X
Yours faithfully,

GERALD TEMPLER,
12 Wilton Street, SW1.

.
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East Berlin, 18 June 1975

CIA ASSASSINATION PRACTICES TO REMAIN HIDDEN

/Report:
U.S, Vice President:7

CIA assassination
being investigated. That

U.S. Vice President Nelson Rockefeller,

"CIA Assassination Practices to Remain

practices abroad remain secret, nor are
became clear from a U.S. TV interview with
As the chairman of the investigating

much

Hidden, according to the

they

committee formed after disclosures of and protests against illegal CIA
assassination or planned elimination of foreign

activities, he stated the

politicians had not been a subject of the inw
number of persons who could have given inform

assassination plans had died meanwhile,

NEWSWEEK reported in its most rec
belonged to the various assas

Castro,

box of them, But

In order to undermine the

time, the CIA had produced,

estigation.
ation about possible CIA

Furthermore, a

ent edition that the use of poisened cigars
sination attempts against Cuban Premier Fidel
Medical intelligence experts had already in 1960 prepared a whole
‘that plot could not be implemented,

regime of the Indonesian President Sukarno at the

in the '60's,

according to NEWSWEEK, a "double," who.even had had

operation, had played Sukarno's role,

Indonesia, however, had been dropped,

a fake pornographic movie,

In it,
to undergo a facial

The plan to smuggle the movie into

The CHICAGO TRIBUNE revealed on the weekend that the CIA, again in the

160's, had wanted to
of his "very critical
toward NATO,

Criminal CIA interference

the weekly GIORNI VIE NUOVE,

"eliminate" the then French President de Gaulle because
attitude" toward U.S. aggression in Indochina and

with Ttaly's domestic life is being denounced by

It says there that U.S. intelligence had su-

-ported the development and funding of various extremist organizations such

as the "Mussolini Action Brigad
"Armed Proletarian Basic Organizations,"
promoted that excelled in

-and narcotics trade.

.assaults,
With the help of such ele
unrest was to be stirred up and distrust and fe
order to have chaotic conditions give rise to a

Terrorist
robberies,

US&-Vizepriisident,

'Untetsﬁchungskommission beschiiftigte sich nicht ntit Plinen gegen Politiker

Die Mordpraktiken des USA-Ge-
heimdienstes CIA im Ausland blei-
ben geheim und werden auch nicht
untersucht. Dies geht aus einem ame-
rikanischen Fernschinterview mit
USA-Vizepriisident Nelson Rockefcl-
ler hervor. Als Vorsitzender der Un-
tcrsuchungskommission, die nach
Enthiillungen und Protesten fegen
geselzwidrige Praktiken der CIA ge-
bildet worden war, erklirte er, die
Ermordung oder geplante Beseitigung
ausliindischer Politiker sei nicht Ge-
genstand der Untersuchungen gewe-
sen. Eine Reihe von Personen, die
Aufschlufl iiber mogliche Mordpliine
der CIA- hiitten gehen konnen, sei
zudem inzwischen verstorben.

Die USA-Wochenzeitschrift , News-
week” berichtet in ihrer jungsten
Ausgabe, dall zu den verschiedenen
Movdvorhabea geger  den
sfschen Ministerprisidenten Fidel Ca-

Iy

sirc auch die Verwendung vergilleter.

hubani--

Zigarren gehorte, Die medizinischen
Geheimdienstexperten  hitten 1960

CIA-Mordpraliten b

es" or the Maoist "Red Brigades" and the

gangs also had been

traffic in people, and arms
ments, according to the paper,’
ar were to be implanted, in ’
reactionary coupe

leiben gehaim

D

zur USA-Aggression in Indochina
und zur NATO ,ausschalten® wollte,

bereits eine ganze Kiste davon pri- |

pariert. Jedoch habe sich aieses
Komplott nicht verwirklichen lassen.

Um das Regime des seinerzeitigen
indonesischer  Priisidenten Sukarno

.2u unterminieren, habe die CIA in

den  sechziger Jahren einen ge-
{iilschien pornographischen Film an-
gefertigt. - Laut ,,Newsweek* spielte
darin ¢in ~Doppelgiinger®, der noch
einer Gesichtsoperation unterzogen
worden war, dic Rolle Sukarnos. Der
Plan, den Film nach Indonesien ein-
zuschmuggeln, sei jedoch fallenge-
lassen worden., i

Die ‘,Chicago Tribune* hatte am
Wochenende enthiillt, daB die CIA

chenfalls” in den .-sechziger . Jahren
auch dent damalien firuzdsischen

‘Staatspriisidenten de Gaulle wegen

seiner’,schr kritischen Eins tellung®,

Die verbrecherische Einmischung
der CIA in das innenpolitische Leben
Italiens prangert die Wochcenzeitung
~Giorni Vie Nuove* an. Der USA-
Geheimdienst habe dio Entstehung
und Finanzierung unterschicdlicher
extremistischer Organisationen wie
der »Mussolini-Aktionsbrigaden®
oder der maoistischen ,Roten Briga-
den* und der. »Bewalfneten proleta-
rischen Grundorganisationen* unter-

.sliitzt, Gefdrdert wurden auch Ter-

rorbanden, die sich durch Anschliige,
Pliinderungen, Menschenhandel,
Walffen- und Rauschgilthandel her-
vortaten. Mit Hilfe derartiger Ele-
mente sollten nach dem Bericht der
Zeitung Unruhe gestiftet, MiBtrauen
und Angst gesit werden, um durch
chaotische Zustiinde einen reaklioni-
ren Putsch zu.erméglichen. '

.
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BERLINER ZEITUNG
East Berlin, 20 June 1975

CIA AND PRC AGITATION IN INDIA REPORTED
[Report by ADN correspondent from New Delhif

Five rightist parties on Wednesday formed a new govermment in the

western state of Gujarat in the Indian Union.

The Congress Party, ruling

that union state thus far, had lost many votes in Gujarat in both phases

of the election on 8 and 11 June.

Develcpments in Gujarat are seen by the

Indian public as partial success by reaction which, with the help of gifts,

false propaganda and the deployment of tough guys, started a
campaign against the policy of the central government led by

country-wide
the Congress

Party and the person of Prime Minister Indira Gandhi.

An analysis of the elections in the West Indian Union state,
press of the country emphasizes, ought to be an occasicn for
Party and the central government to draw serious conclusions
The massive sympathy demonsirations these days for Indira

future policy.

the progressive
the Congress
regarding their

Gandhi made clear, it is stated, that the offensive by reaction was.leading
to a further polarization of forces within the country.

It was revealed at a press conference in New Delhi that a large group of
Chinese agents has infiltrated the Indian border state of Mizaram, meant
to direct the rebellious organizations operating there, which have gone

into decline, and supply them with further weapons,

Here, like in Nagaland,

Sikkim and Kashmir, China seeks to incite national minorities against the
central government, to enlist them in a secessionist struggle.

The Indian press agency IPA yesterday reported CIA

S BT I

—— 3 O
diiv Wil t«atihcae

According o ths
operations base in the South Indian union state of
machinations in Sri Lanka had been exposed,

el
[* 1333

activities against India
OTA Lnm mmd sin A vrmvw
vaian liau OV v u‘u L A ]

Tamil Nadu after the
Much involved in this was said

to be the second secretary of the U,S, FEmbassy in New Delhi, Thomas Hawbaker,

who was meeting regularly with leading members of the rightist United National

Party (UNP) of Sri Lanka in Tamil Nadu.,

- €l umnd Peling wilklen in Indicn

Neu Delhi. ADN:Korr./BZ

Finf Rechtsparteien hoben Mitt-
woch in dem westindischen Unions-
staat Gujarat eine neue Regierung
gebildet. Die KongreBpartei, die bis-

. hers in diesem Unionsstaat’ regierte,
- batte bei den beiden Waohletoppen
in Gujarat am 8. und 11. Juni eine
erhebliche Zakl Mandate verloren,
Die Entwicklung in Gujarat wird in
"der indischen Offentlichkeit ols ein
Teilerlolg fiir die Reaktion gewertet,
die eine londesweite Kampogne mit
Hilfe von Geschenken, Lliigenpropa-
ganda und Schldgerkolonnen gegen
die Politik der von der KongreBpar-
tei gefiihiten Zentralregierung und

gegen die Person der Ministerpréasi--

* dentin Indira Gandhi eingeleitet hat.

. Eine Analyse der Wahlen in dem

westindischen Unionsstoat, betont
' die. fortschrittlicke Presse des lan-
- des, sollte fur die KongreBpartei und

die Zenlralregierung AnloB  sein,
ernste Lehren fir ihre weitere Politik
1u tichen, Die massiven Sympathie-
kundgebungen dieser Toge fiir !n-
dira Gandhi mochen deutlich, daf}

* Rechtsparteien bildeten
Regierung im indischen
Unionsstaat Gujarat

die Offensive der Reaktion zu einer
weiteren Polarisierung der Kréfte im
Londe fihrt. .

Auf einer Pressekonferenz in Neu
Delhi wurde enthiillt, daB eine gro-
Bere Gruppe chinesischer Agenten in
den indischen Grenastoot Mizaram
eingeschleust worden ist und die
dort operierenden vom' Zerfoll er-:

faBten aufsténdischen Organisatio-
nen anleiten und mit weiteren Waf-
fen versorgen soll. China versucht
hier wie auch in Nagalond, Sikkim

~und Kaschmir, nationale Minderhei-

ten gegen die Zentraliegi¢rung auf-
zuwiegeln und sie tir einen Separa-

tlistenkampf zu gewinnen.

Uber Aktivitaten des USA-Geheim.
dienstes CIA gegen tndien und Sri
Lonka berichtete gestern die indi-
sche Presseogentur IPA. Nach Ango-
ben der Agentur hat die CIA eine
neue Operationsbasis in dem sid-
indischen Unionsstaat. Tomil Modu
errichtet, nachdem die Mochenschaf.-
ten in Sri Lanko auigedezkt wurden.
Besondere Aktivitdten entwickelt da- -
bei der zweite Sekretdr der USA-
Botschoft in Neu Delhi, Thomas
Hawboker, der sich regelméBig mit
fihrenden Mitgliedern der rcchten
United Notional Party (UNF) von
Sri Lanke in-Tamil Nadu tritft,
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THE NEW YORK TIMES, THURSDAY, JULY 17, 1975

- Games Nations Play

~By Ronald Hilton

STANFORD, Calif.—The basic prob-

lem of United States foreign policy is
our relationship with the Soviet Union.
The outcome of the joint space mis-
'sion should not divert attenion from
this point. One would assume that the
subject would be covered with the ut-
.most care by the press ard in our
universities. Such, unfortunately, is not
the case. There is evidence that all the
news is not being told, and that those
responsible range from businessmen
eager to conclude deals with Moscow
to individuals or groups who have in
détertte a pretext to close their eyes
or to promote a cause.

.There is something quaint about the
chairman of Pepsico, Inc.,, Donald M.
Kendall, 'ong of the Kremlin’s favorite
Americans, presenting a Soviet delega-
tion to President Ford, on whom it

bestowed a scarf with the mscnptxon ‘

“Pepsi-Cola Peace.”
.The Starford Research Instltute
sponsored a Moscow meeting of United

‘States businessmen eager fcr the fruxts~

~L Albmambn. il
Oi GGLEnLE; wie sameé Aaau:a UI MIE

Soviet press that carried Leonid I.
Brezhnev’s welcoming remarks fea-
tured cartoons of bloated capitalists,
as if.to tell the Soviet public not to
take his remarks at their surface value.-

Détente is a means to an end. For
the Soviet Uniort, it lessens the danger
from the West while Moscow deals

with Peking. President Ford feil into a.

trap by meeting Mr. Brezhnev in Vladi-
vostok, appearing thus to reject Pe-
king’s claims to disputed border areas
and providing a prelude for Mr.
Brezhnev’s speech in Ulan Bator, Mon-
golia, in which he coldly rejected
Chirra’s claims.

Western leaders have likewise fallen
into a trap by agreeing to a summit
meeting to conclude a European se-
curity pact that would guarantee the
present European borders. Claims that
concessions have been obtained on hu-
man-rights issues, thus opening up the
closed Soviet society, are supported
only by insignificant and meaningless
details. .

It is difficult to understand how the
State Department can reassure the
Baltic people in this country that rec-
ognition of the present borders does
mot imply recognition of the Soviet
absorption of the Baltic states. A Eu-
ropean security pact will give a great
stimulus to the Soviet push for an
Asian security pact, which would iso-
late China if it refused to accept the
present Asian borders,

The Russians believe time is on their

_side, that the laws of history will bring
about the collapse of capitalism. The
‘only difference between the hard- and
soft-liners in the Kremlirr is that the
former wish to hasten the process,
while the latter are willing to wait for
the fruit to fall from the tree. They

"President can go to Helsinki . -

" dustrial strikes throughout the capital-
ist world. All are agreed that history
is irreversible, that the Communists
will come to power through some kind
of popular front, win control in some
way, and then declare that the process
is irreversible.

The Russians believe that terrestrial
space is on their side. Our universities’
are foolish to belittle geopolitics. Our
political scientists are often dismally
ignorant of the geographical dimension
of their subject. We should pay more
attention to Soviet grand strategy and
the influence on Soviet thinking of
men like the geographer Halford Mac-
kinder: “Who rules East Europe com-
mands the Heartland: Who rules the
Heartland commands the World Is-
land: Who rules the World-Island com-
mands the World.” Moscow’s control
of European heartland is of 1mmense
importance. ’

Moscow believes that it has a his<
torical mission and that the new world
system will have Moscow as its focus.
-One of its policies is to undermine
capitalism through the third world.

Moscow skxllfully humiliated the
United Statcs in Southeast Asia just in
time tor May Day, and it is playing 1ts
game of chess throughout Asia, Africa
and Latin America. The Soviet grand
strategy clearly calls for weakening
the West throughout the third-world
countries on which the West depends
for the critical raw materials without
which it would collapse.

Moscow seeKs victory, not peace. It
conducts a harsh, campaign against
rapprochement between South Africa
and. black Africa. Nothing less than the;
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.total humiliation of the West in Africa"

is sought—a repetition of Indochirma,

with the difference that the West de-
pends on Africa for critical raw mate-
rials. The interpretation of Russian’
history as a constant push for warm
waters may be combined with Mos-
cow’s geopolitical push for supremacy
in the third world.

The Russians believe that they are

virtuous and that the United States is
corrupt and decadent, that bourgeois
democracy contains the seeds of its
own destruction.
- While United States foreign policy
is primarily an extension of domestic
politics, the Kremlin can devote its
full aitention to its international grand
strategy. Our Administration fights the
battle with one hamd tied behind 1ts
back.

trol in the Kremlin, which fears that
if it promotes too much unrest in the
troubled West, it might trigger aggres-
sive' neo-Nazism. The mass celebra-
tions of the 30th anniversary of the
Soviet victory over Nazi Germany were
an ~normous charade, full of dishorest
“histery, intended to convince the Wes
Germans that the Soviets couid lick
them single-handed. As for President
Ford’'s “Pepsi-Cola Peace” scarf, like
Virgil T can only comment “timeo
Danaos et dona ferentes” (“I fear the
Greeks, even when bringing gifts”).

At present the soft-liners are in con-

Ronald Hilton, who is on the Stanford
University faculty and is executive di-
rector of the California Institute of

International Studies, is editor of the
quarterly “World Affairs Report.). ... ..,

N S,

Appeasement in Hels:nkl’?

Commentary by Howard K. Smith on
ABCNews

It sounds like Scrooge on the eve of
Christmas to doubt the worth of the United
States-Russian space juncture, there is no
danger in the spectacular itself. But it does
add to a kind of euphoria in which the
. to sign,
along with Brezhnev, an agreement he ought
not sign.

The trouble with the agreement is, as usual,
we give more than we get. The aim was free
movement of people and ideas across the

* curtain. Our side agrees to complete freedom,

the Russians will still strictly ration which
people and literature their side will let in and
out.

) should not gooniit.

Attempts to get them to equalize and reduce
arms on both sides have gone nearly nowhere.
They insist on their 3 to 1 superiority in tanks
in Europe, 2 to 1 lead in planes, and 3 to 2
;(Ii:xximtage in armed men east of the Berlin

They do agree to give us previous notice of
military maneuvers near the curtain, but not
of troop movements which are more impor-
tant. Anyhow, that’s no concession. Our aides
offered to give them total notice on troops.

What they get is our blessing for their
permanent conquest of Easi Europe, and of
their one-sided principle of bargaining. What
theirs is theirs, what's ours is up for grabs.

It's a bad agreement. It is old-fashioned
appeasement. Our - President’s sxgr"‘"""
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;péwm? Mé@y—ﬁpmhyta Threats

By Jack Anderson
and Les Whmen :

““The State Department’s ret’
sponse to opium trafficking
abroad has ranged from leaden
apathy to blunt threats. A pro-
U.S. dictator, for example, was
menaced with an immediate $35
million aid cutoff if he didn't ex-
tradite a drug kingpin. -

The astounded dictator, Par-
aguay's Gen. Alfredo Stoess-
-ner, stammered that cutting the
aid would be like “an atomic ex-
plosion” on his impoverished
land. But the State Department
manon the scene, Assistant Sec-
retary Nelson Gross, persisted
and bullied him into submis-
sion.

The dope king, Auguste Ri-
cord, was snatched from his lux-.
-aurious life in a Paraguayan hoo-:
‘'segow, although Paraguayan:
courts had previously held the,
iextradition was illegal. He was
put on a plane to a grim U.S.
prison, and as a result, Stroess--
ner kept his $35 million.

.Jhe conventional diplomats

. Staltes.

in Foggy Bottom were so stun-,
ned atthe audacious and proba-l

bly unlawful threat that one of-

ficial repon inaccurately stated
Gross had “threatened the head
of state with nuclear exunc-
tion.”

But the State Depanment. is
rarely so zealous, according to a
suppressed staif study by a blue
ribbon commission. Some am-
bassadors refused to believe
that Asian heroin ever even
made its way to the United

" The commission, whose mem-!

bers include Vice' President!
Rockefeller and Senate Major-.
ity Leader Mike Mansfield (D-
Mont.). was set up to .produce
in-depth papers on U.S. foreign
policy.

While most of the papers have
been released, the one on the-
State Depanment s handling of*
narcotics abroad has been with-
held both because it is late and
it is “questionable in its conclu-
sions,” a- commission spokes-
man said.

But another factor may be its

unstinting eriticism of the. way
the department has dealt with
the drug problem. The study
concluded that “the- State De-
partment is not likely to re-
spond creatively and rapidly to
(any) new foreign policy initia-
tives.”

The snafu on drugs is xmpor~
tant because once again the na-
tion is being flooded with her-
oin. Turkish opium fields are
blossoming and “skag” from the

‘'mountainous regions of Laos,
Thailand- and Burma is being
loaded on mules for eventual
shipment to America.

"The report indicates the
State Department has no ma-
chinery even for dealing with its
own “country team” members

labroad, and fights constantly

with the Drug Eniorcement
Agency, the- White House, the
National Security Council and
the CIA over anti-drug tactics. .

When President Nixon’s
White House team picked 60 ma-

jor drug trafficking nations in

1971 for U.S. pressure, the State’

Department went at the job with

allthe zeal of octagenerians at a;
pillow fight.

The White House quickly “be-
came disenchanted with the.
slowness and unimaginative-
ness of the State Department’s
response,” according to the re-
port.

Secretary of State ‘-lenry Kis-
singer “typically concentrates

-jon a small number of policy is-

sues. Narcotics control was not:
on his agenda.” Narcotics, the*
report observed acidly, “is not -
the Cuban missile crisis.” .

To justify its do-nothing atti-
tude, the State Department be-
gan grumbling about the narcot-
ics--agents attached to embas-
sies abroad. The striped pants
boys feared the agents would of-
fend allies with ‘talk about
“ ‘those damn Turks’ or ‘those-
damn French, poisoning our .
youth with heroin.”

State also complained about
the CIA, which issued reports
lambasting corrupt narcotics
police in Thailand, drug-traf-
Iicking officials in South Amer-
ica and bumbling ‘nares™ m
| Mexico. -
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The Poppy ‘Whose Sap

By Charles B. Rangel

*WASHINGTON < The’ 6ead!y red -
opium poppies of Turkey are agam in- -

“full bloom—legally.

" When the Turkish Government an-

‘hounced its unilateral decision to lift
the ban on opzum-poppy cultivation,
-ifl ‘violation" of executive agreéments,
4t gave repeated assurances that it
“would act to prevent illegal diversion
of opium gum, the raw matérial for

heroin. But now the poppies are being '

harvested without any evidence that
adequate controls have been imposed. -

Pious promises are not sufficient to’

block the flow of Turkey's drugs into.
the United States.

_ There have been some arrests of
“Turkish farmers for . planting more

tha.n their quota of poppies, tut the

“cautious optimism” of many Turkish
and American officials over success-

*ful_policing of 'the crop is still 'un- .
‘warranted. As one spokesman for the

Drug Enforcement Administration re-

alistically noted, “Their record on’

scontrolling the farmers has not been
-good in ‘the past.”
Since the planting of the new crop
last fall,
state law-enforcement agencies report
that heroin stockpiled during the ban
. is being released for sale. The dealers
“.anticipate additional sufophes from the
& 1975 crop.
The Drug 'Enfnrcument Admnmsbra-
tion has admxtted that it cannot effec-

United States Federal and -

" tively” stem the flood of drugs into our
countly “The truth of that (:onfesswn
is already’, evident on, Lhe streets -of
New York. -Higher quahty herom from

the stockpiles "is now . available in -

greater quantity. In fact, the Drug En-
forcement Administration has told me

- ‘that the latest Turkish crcp will hit
New York’s streets in late August and
early September,

While the 1975 crop is° estimated to'

be 50 per cent larger than earlier crops,
_the Administration has adopted a
“don’t step on anyone'’s toes” attitude.
Our representatives at the Stafe De-
" partment and at the United Nations

are content to dance in diplomatic cir--

- cles and ignore Turkey’s failure to act.
Apparently they have.also forgotten
that the United States paid Turkish
farmers over $35 millioh not to grow
opium. poppies.” Initial White House

opposition to the lifting of the ban has.

_'melted into politely expressed concern
over possible diversion without insist-
. ence on-waorkable controls..

‘In addition, the United States 114

giving another $3 million in technical

aid to Turkey to. help enforce the new»;

regulations.

Secretary of State Kissinger traveled

to Turkey in May to discuss the Cyprus
situation. President Ford is now push-

ing Congress to resume arms sa]es to:
i

Turkey.

Despite the vote of>the. House Inter- !
national Affairs Committee. to lift the .
- arms embargo, many members of Con-
- Bress: feel. that no satisfactory. agree-

‘ment can 'be reached on either Cyprus

«or military aid- withouat strong Turkish

action to prevent drug traffic.
_Turkey asks America to trust her
‘good faith. In light of how little we

-have learned about how Turkey intends

ito insure that her crop is used only
for pharmaceutical purposes, that is a
naive' request while heroin addlctlon
contmues at-a tragic rate.

- While ‘newsmen have been glven
access to the poppy fields as part of
a Turkish public-relations offensive,
experts from the Drug Enforcement
‘Administration and the United Nations
have been denied full opportunity to

.superv1se the policing effort.

The Ford Administration cannot sxt: '
silently while a bumper crop of poppies

‘is harvested and the incidence of heroin

‘abuse in New York City rises to the
.epidemic levels of the late nineteen-
.sixties. The President should promptly*
convene the National Security Council
to devise a strategy for combating the
smuggling of rarcot.cs mfo the Um'ed
States.

‘When President Ford speaks of mam—.
taining ‘American strength in world
affairs, he should keep in mind the
lives of hundreds of thousands of our
‘own.youth, not simply the seizure of a.
merchant ship. .

Charles B. Rangel, Democrat, repre-
sents New York’s 18th District in Con-
gress, and is chairman of the Con-

gresswnal Black Caucus. ..
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What the Soviets Really Said " S

Confidential diplomatic cables re-
veal that U.S senators seeking neu-
trialization of the Indian Ocean met
oy indifference from high Soviet offi-
cials in Moscow, not the warm desire
to~ negotiate naval limits being de-
seribed on Capitol Hill.

. :‘g‘he cables, in fact, contradict claims
by Sen. John Culver of Iowa that the
sehatorial delegation’s visit found the
Soviets receptive to Indian Ocean
cussions. The U.S. embassy reported
home "a cool, evasive response from
key officials, who argued their fleet
hi$ the right to sail anywhere. Culver
h‘i'mself is described in the cables as
91sappointed.
~The solitary basis for claim of Soviet
pliability is private reassurances of
one- Russian whose official mission
issto massage visiting U.S. legislators.
fndeed, both Culver and Sen. Gary
Hart of Colorado are quoted in the
cables as saying they realize this of-
figial’s soft talk did not represent
Seviet policy but is an attempt to stop
the proposed U.S. naval base on Diego
Garcia in the Indian Ocean (state-
ments denied to us by both senators).
-1¥he increasingly bitter fight by Cul-
verded liberals against Diego Garcia
can pe the only explanation for his
failure to disclose fully the official
Soviet attitude, With efferts to pooh-
Dypoit the Soviet Indian Ocean pase in
Somalia demolished by aerial photog-
raphy and personal inspections, the
liberals now demand delay on Diego
Garcia  while seeking negotiations
with_the Russians, The Ford admin-
istration position—that the Kremlin
has -no intention of neutralizing the
Iridian Ocean, so that ‘waiting for ne-

gotiations would only increase the So- |

viet headstart there—is buttressed by
whaﬁt‘vthe Soviets- really told the sena-

{arsT | ~
- ‘Negotiating an arms-free * Indian

J

“international relations,

Ocean was brought up by Culver at
the senators’ July 1 meeting in Mos-
cow with supreme Soviet members.
Culver, a freshman Democrat, pre-
sented foreign policy proposals—in-
cluding reciprocal reduction of naval
movements in the Indian Ocean.

In responding, the Soviet deputies
ducked the . Indian Ocean question.
When Culver persisted, a reply came
from Boris Ponomarev, candidate
member of the Politburo. “Indirectly
responding to Culver,” the embassy
cabled, “he said that the U.S. justified
a great armament kbuild-up simply be-
cause the Soviet Union sails into the
Indian Ocean. ‘Fleets can sail any-
where,’ said Ponomarev.”

Sen. Hart, like Culver a freshman
Democrat, responded, according to the

cable, that “it is not helpful to say

that fleets are built to cruise in all

waters.” That generated softer lan-

guage from two less influential Rus-
sians—Georgy Arbatov and Nikolay
Inozemstev, directors of think-tanks on
While - offer-
ing the possibility . of negotiations,
they suggested 29 nations bordering

the Indian Ocean would have.to be

represented. Arbatov further fogged
matters by saying his government

“had made a specific proposal on the .

l.editerranean and it might be useful
to begin with that”—a proposal re-
moving the U.S. 6th Fleet.

The embassy’s cable described So-
viet deputies  retreating “behind a
thicket of generalities.” A later cable
asserted the “Soviets sidestepped ques-
tion of their willingness to negotiate
bilaterally” on naval limits in - the
Indian Ocean, adding: “Culver was.
disappointed by evasiveness of reply
and expected it to come up during

talk with (party. leader Leonid) Brezh-

nev, but it did not.” o
That evening, Culver dined with

TV S TR S

-.\
. . . .

minister. With its officials not pres- .
ent, the embassy cabled back: “Ae-
cording to Culver, Kuznetsov also was
evasive about (Indian Ocean) bilateral
negotiations.” :

But on July 3, Arbatov introduced
a new complication. Unable to find
Culver, he approached Hart, “saying
that he feared Soviet side had not
made its policy on Indian Ocean
clear.” 'To clarify, he said the Rus-
sians “of course” were interested in’
discussing naval limitations. o

It is this slim reed that Culver and
Co. cling to in demanding that Diego
Garcia be delayed pending negotia-
tions. The immensely congenial Arba-
tov is sometimes regarded as a “dis-
information” agent — purveying pur-
posely misleading facts. Moreover, the
embassy cabled: “In discussions with
(State) Department escort officer, both
Hart and Culver . . . said they realize
Arbatov’s . . . statement did not repre-
sent Soyiet policy but only effort to
lobby against Diego Garcia.”

Hart and Culver both denied this
to us. However, Hart added he under-
stood Arbatov was “not speaking for-
mally for the Soviet government.” Cul-
ver went off the record in assessing

Arbatov’s role. Generally, Culver de-

scribed pertinent portions of the
cables we read him-as “essentialiy
accurately reported.” That means, in-
escapably, Culver was not giving Sen-

- ate colleagues the full story.

Should senators committed against’

- a U.S. government national security

policy deal with that policy at the
Kremlin as quasi-negotiators? Grant-
ing them every pure intent, these
partisan American politicians totally’
lacking in diplomatic experience are
prey to doubletalk, “disinformation”
and Soviet counterparts fully pro-
grammed by the Kremlin.

® 1975, Field Enterprises, Inc. ’
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* Solzhenitsyn Says Ford Joins

* + In Eastern Europe’s *Betrayal’

t

"

By BERNARD GWERTZMAN S [

Special to The New Zork Times

WASHINGTON, July 21 —
Aleksandr 1. Solzhenitsyn ac-
cused President Ford today of
participating in ‘“the betrayal
of Eastern Europe” planning to
attend the 35-nation European

‘summit meeting next week. As

a resilt the exiled Soviet nov-
elist said, he could see no point
in meeting with the President.

In a statement read over the
telephone, Mr. Solzhenitsyn
continued his campaign aimed
at alerting the American people
to the dangers he. perceives: in
the policy of Soviet-American
détente. .

The impetus for Mr. Solzhen-
itsyn’s cali was the flurry of
statements and press reports
about President Ford's efforts

not to receive Mr. Solzhenitsyn
at the White House when the
author first arrived 'in Wash-
ington for a speech on June 30.
After first snubbing him, the
White House said it was hold-
ing open an invitation to Mr.
Solzhenitsyn. - )

Mr, Solzhenitsyn said that
one of the original reasons
given by Ron- Nessen, the
White House spokesman, when
Mr. Ford did not see the author
was that the President pre-:
ferred “substantive” mee@ings]
to *“symbolic” ones. . t

This provoked Mr. Solz-'
henitsyn’s response, indicating
his displeasure with a docu-
ment that is scheduled to bel

signed in Helsinki, Finland, tot

Vasﬂy‘Kuznetsov, first deputy foreign

security “conference,’ and ‘with!
Mr. Ford’s participation in the
summit meeting. ‘
In the telephone conversa-
tion from the home of Alek-

|sandra Tolstoy, the one. living

daughter of Leo Tolstoy, in
Rockland County, N.Y., Mr.
Solzhenitsyn chatted in Russian
about his statement, and then.
an .English translation of it
was read over the phone by
an official of the Tolstoy
Foundation. It said: .

“Since I left Washington for:
the second time there have.
been many reports in the press
concerning the White House
change of intention and now
the desire to see me.

“Among the somewhat con-
tradictory explanations as to
why this meeting did not take
place earlier, it was stated
that President Ford would pre-
fer only meetings that were
‘substantive’ rather than ‘sym-
bolic.' I entirely share this

'point of view. .
“Nobody needs symbolic
meetings. The president will

08hogin IROPT 7up dor3 BrReRF0 1

33

to reverse his original dediprdvetk Ror Rélehse Zo0rpros

‘to sign- (incidentally together
\with the leaders of Western
!European states) The betrayal
of Eastern Europe, to acknowl-
edge officially its slavery for-

ever.
 ““Had I the hope of dissuad-
ing him from signing this.
treaty I myself would seek
such a meeting, However,

ithere is no such hope. If the
:President considers the 30-year
‘raging of worldwide totalitar-
Jamsm as an ‘example of an
‘era of peace’ what will the
:basis be for a conversation?”
Mr. Solzhenitsyn was con-
‘cerned that the signing of the
European document  would
ilend permanence to the post-
war division of Europe into
‘Communist and non-Conimunist
inations. | i
Critics of the conference
have said that document’s men-
tion of the “inviolability of
frontiers” has doomed the peo-|.
ple of Eastern Europe to Com-
munist rule, but supporters
thave said it merely reflects thel .
reality of postwar Europe. ]
The White House, which had

no immediate comment on Mr.
Solzhenitsyn’s statement, an-
03¥00D8cRay that Mr. Ford

would visit' Poland, Rumania
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ahd Yugoslavia in cdhnection
with the Helsinki trip. :
- Mr. Solzhenitsyn said in the
conversation, undertaken at his
initiative, that the White House
was wrong in saying that he
‘had held out for a written in-
vitation to see Mr. Ford. What
was important, he said, was
the substance of the conversa-
.tion. B : .

The Author’s 'Version ‘

- He said he had not asked to
see Mr, Ford. - .

...What had happened, he said,
was that before his June 30
speech at an AF.L.-C.LO. ban-
quet in his honor in Washing-

NEW YORK TIMES
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White House Says Europe Pact

!ton,‘George Meany, the organi.!
ization’s president, had invited
Mr. Ford to the dinner, but the
President had declined in order
to dine with is daughter Susan.

Mr. Solzhenitsyn said the ef-
fort by conservative Senators
to arrange the meeting with
1Mr. Ford was taken at their'
initiative, not his. .

The President had refused to
receive him at first on the ad-
vice of Secretary of State Kis-
singer- and others who feared
the ‘symbolic” effect it might
.have on détente. This.led to
criticism and a change in the

waite House position.

L

" By JAMES M.

S

Special to The Now York Times

of Eastern Europe but said Mr.
Ford’s signature would be im-;
voked by the Russians as “a
retreat by the West.” )

= WASHINGTON, July 22—The
White House maintained today
that European security agree-
ment to be signed mext week

week by President Ford and 34 The New York Times, Mr. Solz-
other heads of state “in no way henitsyn, the Nobel laureate
legally settles borders in East- who was exiled from the.Soviet
ern. Europe.” Union, termed the agreement a
- Ron Nessen, the White House treaty and said it would affirm
"cautioned the “slavery forever of East-
ern  European nations
inated by the Soviel Union,
Because of Mr. Ford's partici-
ipation in the Helsinki meeting
he added, he will refuse the
President’s belated
o visit the White House.

press  secretary,
against whe he termed “simple
kinds of generalizations” about
the agreemeni wiuch Was,
produced after two years of |
negotiations at the  European
security conference. :

-. His remarks were in response
to an allegation yesterday by
.Aleksander 1. Solzhenitsyn that
‘Mr. Ford was taking part in a
“betrayal of Eastern- Europe”
by preparing to sign the docu-
ment. Mr. Nessen was also
reacing to news accounts de-
scribing the agreement as a
ratification, in effect, of Eu-
rope’s’ postwar boundaries.

the. East-West agreement was
not a treaty and was legally
binding on the participating
nations,” whose leaders will
sign ' it at Helsinki, Finland,
next. He said it would mot be
submitted to the Senate for
ratification, though Mr. Ford
Wwill . consult with Senate lead-
ers about it.
- Jackson Accuses Ford °

Later Senator Henry M. Jack-
son, Democrat of Washington,
Issued a statement charging
ithat the President was helping
foster “the illusion that sub-
stantive progress toward great-
ler security in Europe has been

sinki

;;_Does N of Settle Eastem B om’ets

the 35-nation conference in

an agreement on the inviol-
ability of postwar European
frontiers, The final draft, which
stipulates that borders should
he press secretary noted that|not be changed by force, pro-

made.” He agreed that the Hel- jarranging a White- House ‘meet-
ki document “in no way iing. He reiterated Mr. .Ford's
tligitimizes Soviet domination |“open invitation.”” N

NAUGHTON -

In a telephoned statement to

dom-

invitation
-The Soviet Union proposed

1954 as a way of formulating

vides that they can be altered
“by peaceful means and agree-
ment.”

Mr. Nessen said that at the
insistence of the United States
and other Western nations the
word “recognize” was omitted
from the agreement. He said)
that accounts suggesting .that
the document would affirm
existing borders were -“some:
what oversimplified and' over-
generalized.” . ... e

Referring to Mr. Ford's initial
refusal to receive Mr. Solzheni-
tsyn and the subsequent -invi-
tation, Mr. Nessen said that Mr.
Ford regretted that there had
been “some problems” in

5

. States might resort to first usejMr. Schiesinger for what it
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Soviet Assails S chlesznger
‘On Nuclear Arms Remark

. By CHRISTOPHER S. WREN
Mosco ." Special to The New York Times . .
. OW, July 12—The So-jty in Somalia. The col i
viet Union today denounced|wag supported by men?tt:ee::‘:o

Secretary of Defense James R i
Seneener, accuang T o ST who subsenuendy
: angerous game” Athiean country. .
by making “belligerent state Russiangs Stre
2 ! - ss De
ments” about American policy rente

e

upset that Mr. Schiesinger hs
newspaper  Pravd : inger h,
ged that . {\’MP Schlesingera, been referring +o Soviet agar
rather than working to heipp ,svlrve designs ‘at - time ‘whe
lessen the Pentagon toward a|..0>c0W has been working
- “strategy of possible use by gromote a policy of accomm
‘the United Statés of nuclear| 92LON With the West:
weapons in any critical situa-| LN criticism comes at a tim
tion.” hen the Soviet Union has|
., The —article, which was|?FPeared frustrated by a lac
phrased in generally terse lan-|°f MOVement on a new strate-f
guage, coincided with a new|8'C 2rms accord with the Unit--
raund of press attacks on Mr.[°d States as outlined by Press
Schlesinger for his recent state-| 9"t Ford and the Soviet lead-i
ment envisioning conditions in|T. Leonid L Brezhnev at their:
which American nuclear wea-|OFi€f summit meeting near Via-
pons might be employed. 'dlvostok last November. -

" Although it did not threaten| The arms agreement is repor.
any specific response. by Mos-jtedly hung up on the means
cow, the Pravda article was|Of Verifying the numbers of
signed “Observer”, which tradi-!WeapOﬂS permitted under th
tionally has meant that it was|tenative agreement—2,400 de.
prepared under Kremlin-leveljlivery systems on. each side,
supervision. jof which 1,320 may carry nu
_Although Mr, Schle-inger, in|clear warheads. ) .
{us position as Pentagon chief.] In the current issue of thel
hae figured ag a scapegnat forlwoeakly marazine Cgonyok, Mr.
the _Sovxet press, he has been Schlesinger was accuse?i, a,long:i
particularly criticized here for|with former Defense Secretary)
several ~ recent  statements.Melvin Laird and other unspeci-
These included his report tojfied “influential circles,” of try-|
Congress in May that the Unit- ing to hamper the cc’mclusion
ed States might be forced tolof a new Soviet-American arms;
g%p_om]i dto any co?ventional;accord. D)

oviet-led invasion of Western .
Europe by using tactical nu- Danverous Speculatlons.
clear weapons on the battle-| A Ogonyok said that their tac-
field. . X cs were calculated to win
More recently, Mr. Schlesin-{for the United States “unilater-]
ger declined to rule out the/al advantages” on arms reduc-
possibility that the Unitedjtions. The weekly singled -out

of nuclear weapons if drawnlcmfend?d were  “dangerous
into a conventional war, Both/speculations and pseudo-the
statements were cited today redical pronouncements that
by Pravda, which tended toiconcede the possibility of a
gloss over the nuances of the|limit ed nuclear war and revive
Defense Secretary’s remarksithe exceedingly  dangerous
and all but implied that hejtheory of the first nuclear blow.
was in favor of a pre-emptive| Yesterday, Mr. Schlesinger,
strike against the Soviet Union.'was accused in the newspaper

Mr. Schlesinger also wupset'Sovetskaya Rossiya, a Commu-
the Kremlin by his eariier as-nist party organ wielding less
sertion that the Soviet Union}authority than Pravda, of seek-
had constructed a missile facili- ing to undermine European.
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Ate the Russians Cheating

On Weapons Agreements?

By Henry S. Bradsher
Washington Star Staff Writer
In the summer of 1972, Secretary
of Defense Melvin R. Laird was a
staunch defender of the strategic
arms limitation agreements which
President Nixon and the Soviet
Communist Farty's generai secre:
tary, Leonid I. Brezhnev, had signed
May 26 in the Kremlin. S
Laird testified several times be-

fore Congress for approval of the-

-agreements. They meant, he said,
that work on anti-ballistic missile
(ABM) defensive systems was being
halted and the Soviets were “stop-
ping the momenturn on their offen-
sive systems.” .

He agreed, in answer to questions
from a skeptical Sen. Henry M.
Jackson, D-Wash.,, that “a large in-
crease” in the Soviet ability to hurl
nuclear warheads — called ‘‘throw
weight” by arms control experts %«
would be contrary to what the United

States thought it was achieving by
the agreements.

Now Laird is publicly. charging
that the Soviet Union has violated the
agreements. o
: WRITTEN in the July
Reader’s Digest that “the Russians
have conducied radar tests (for AEBM
use) specificall forbidden by the
treaty.” They also “have cheated on
. . . the clear American understand-
ing that neither side would apprecia-
bly increase the size of its interconti-
nental ballistic missiles,” Laird
wrote.

Informed observers suggest that
the former defense secretary is bit-
ter. He argued. in good faith for
agreements which he now feels were
full of holes that the Ford adminis-
tration is unwilling to admit, at
possible risk to American security.

Laird did not answer four requests
for interviews on this. .

" Laird’s article represent-
ed only the latest and possi-
bly most authoritative of a
number of questions which
have been raised about the
way the 1972 SALT I agree-
ments are working. .

As the followup SALT II
treaty is being negotiated,
a low-level debate exists on
festering doubts whether
the Soviets can be trusted to
carry out arms control
agreements. The negotia-
tions going on in Geneva
are hung up on a number of
points, especially the veri-
fication of the tentative
agreement made in Viadi-
vostok last Nov. 23 on limit-
ing multiple-warhead mis-.
siles. .

THOSE WHO express
doubts about implementa-
tion of the 1572 agreement
are critical to debates with-
in the administration now,
and possibly will be later in
Congress if a SALT II

treaty ever reaches Approveq Fdi°Rblease 2001/08/08.
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ratification stage. These
doubts center particularly
on whether to accept some
terms which cannot be
verified. by the United
States.

While internally divided
on these doubts, the admin-
istration is pushing ahead
for a SALT Il agreement.

President Ford was
asked June 25 about Laird’s
article. He replied that he
had investigated allega-
tions of Soviet violations.

“I have found that they
have not violated the SALT
agreement,”” Ford said.
“They have not used any
loopholes . .”

In a similar reply last
Dec. 2, Ford added that
“there are, however, some

-ambiguities” in the agree-

-ments. Other officials make
frequent use of the word
“ambiguities” in discuss-
ing the 1972 agreements.

In denying that the Soviet
Union has  violated the
agreements, administration
spokesmen seem to a num-
ber of arms
Specialisis o be relying
upon lawyers’ definitions
rather than the original in-

tent of SALT I as under-
stood here. Where the
agreements were imprecise
or ambiguous, the Soviets
have gone ahead with their
armaments programs.

THE BROADER question
which arises is whether that
original understanding in
Washington went beyond
the realities of the agree-
ments, .

A senior official involved
in the subject ccmments
that “SALT'I was oversold
here. Some of the things
that were said then prob-
ably should not have been
said.”
| Another official familiar
With the record says that
“the Soviet refusal to be
pinned down on a number of
specific points, combined

ywith the American resort to -

making unilateral asser~
tions of how we would inter-
ret the agreements, has
ed to misunderstandings
on what was decided.”
These assertions inevita-
bly have to be read as re-

-flections on Henry A. Kis-

singer. As Nixon's national
security adviser, he was re-
sponsible for the results of
SALT I negotiations

Today, as secretary of state
as well as Ford's security
man, he and his tight little
circle of advisers are di-
recting SALT II negotia-

IN EXPLAINING SALT {
to congressional leaders on
June 15, 1972, Kissinger
said the modernization of
weapons was permitted but
there were “a number of
safeguards” against the
Soviets’ increasing their
nuclear capability, ,
. “First, there is the safe-
guard that no missile larg-
er than the heaviest light
missile that now exists can
be substituted,” he said.
“Secondly, there is the
provision that the (missile
launching) silo configura-
tion cannot be changed in a
significant way ... This
meant that it could not be
increased by more than 10

.to 15 percent.

“We believe that these’
two statements, ‘taken in
conjunction, give us an
adequate safeguard against
a substantial substitution of
heavy missiles for light
missiles,”. Kissinger de-
clared. ) .

Laird .told the Senate
Armed Services Committee
on July 24, 1972, that the 10
or i3 percent increase in
silo size to accommodate a
larger and more powerful
missile applied to only one
dimension, diameter or
length. “I would consider
that a violation of the
agreement” if both dimen-
sions were increased, he
said. -

THE SOVIET UNION
has, however, argued now
in the SALT II negotiations
that increases in both
dimensions are permitted.
The combination gives a 52
percent increase in silo
volume, compared with a 32
percent increase if only one
dimension’ is raised by 15
percent.

A senior official notes
ruefuily that in 1972 “we
thought we had them pin-
ned down on silo size. But,
anyway, we found out later
that silo size is not as sig-
nificant as we had heped it
would be.”

The reason is that the
Soviets have found it possi-
ble to stuff larger missiles
into silos than was original-
ly ‘designed. Instead of
allowing space around the
missiles for launch blast,

they pop the missiles out of

tieir protected holes and
then ignite their rockets by
a “‘cold launch” technique

lik~ the one used by sub- .

merged missile subma-
Tines. .
The heaviest light missile
which the Soviets had in
1972 was the SS11, an ICBM
69 cubic meters in volum
32507
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‘over 2,000 pounds. This way
the limit ‘which Kissinger
_said could not be increased
' by substitution.

Now the Soviet Union hag
begun replacing its 1,000 or
50 SSlis with SS19 ICBMs.
Each i3 about 100 cubic
meters in volume with g
throw weight of some 6,000
or more pounds of nuclear
explosives and controls for
SIX separately targetable
warheads.

SECRETARY of Defenze
James R, Schlesinger said
June 20 that “there are now
some 50 SS19s that we con-
sider operational.” These
are the missiles that Laird
was alarmed about,

Senior officials invelved
in SALT I say they tried
long and hard to pin the
Soviets down on just wkat
was meant by the treaty

rohibition against upgrad-
ing light into heavy mis-

. siles. The Americans want-

ed arithmetic definitions,
but the Soviets would ac-
cept only vague words.

So the U.S. delegation fell

back on a unilateral state-
ment that “‘the United
States would consider any
ICEM having a volume sig-
nificantly greater than that
of the largest light ICBM
now operational on either
sida ta he a heavy ICRM,
The U.S. proceeds or the
premise that the Soviet side.
will give due account to this
¢onsideration.”
! Schlesinger said last
Tuesday that “it is plain.
that the deployment by the
Soviets of the SS19 is
dinconsistent with the_
American unilateral state-
ment ,. . I think that it
does raise the question as to
the inherent worth of
unilateral statements.”

7 OTHERS HAVE raised
the larger question of
whether the Ford adminis-
-traticn should react publie-
dy to a viclation of the
American intent in entering
into SALT I. But senior offi-
cials working with Kissin-
ger are inclined to accept
the situation. .

“After all,” one of them
iexplained, - ““the Sovists
knew in 1872 that they had
the S519 program coming

along, and we couldn't very
well expect them to accept
a definition which would
have stopped it.”

This justification is re-
jected privately now by
some members of Congress
and might become a public
issue before long. Jackson
in particular is smouldering
cver the situating,.

After Ford’'s June 2§
press conference rejection
of Laird’'s charges, Jackson
said CIA Director William
E. Colby and Schlesinger
had testified in sccret be-

hé arms control sub-
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committee “in a manner
that is difficult to reconcile
with the President’s state-
ment.” But Kissinger had
refused to testify, Jackson
indicated.

“I intend to report to
Congress on this matter”
after Kissinger testifies,
Jackson added. Kissinger
stilt has not rescheduled an-
appearance originally
promised for May 15.

LAIRD’S CHARGE of
ABM radar tests “in viola-
tion of SALT [ involves ei-
ther an ambiguity or an
outright violation, depend-.
ing upon technical readings
-on the tests.

The treaty to halt ABM
systems prohibits testing of
various components ‘
"ABM mode” — a phrase not
defined by common agree-
‘ment but only the subject of
a unilateral U.S. statement.
‘Among things the Ameri-
cans sought to ban was a
radar that makes “meas-
.urements on a cooperative
-target vehicle .. during
the re-entry (into the

WASHINGTON STAR
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‘eartn’s atmosphere) por--

tion of its trajectory or
makes measurements in
conjunction with the test of
an ABM interception mis«
sile. . -

For a year and a half, the
Soviet Union focused radar
on re-entry targets. Final-
ly, the United States raised
the point last Sprm§ in'the
Standing Consultative
Committee which is respon-
sible for working out prob-
lems over implementation
of SALT 1. The Soviets im-
mediately stopped, al-
though claiming that their
tests had been legal
through a loophole permit-
ting “safety or instrumen-
tation’ tests.

THE ABM BAN was in-
tended to insure that
neither superpower tried to

rotect its missiles or cities
rom the other’s attacks,
thus seeking a degree of se-
curity behind which it
might launch attacks with
impunity., But the Soviet
radar tests, together with
evidence of testing high-
acceleration missiles of an

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370005-2

ABM type, raise questions

of whether the Soviets are
continuing to try to develo
missile defenses whxc
could “destabilize’” the
arms race.

Only by testing radar
against incoming tfargets
can the Soviets acquire
enough data to develop
computer programs and-
missile designs for an
effective ABM system.
Thus, even if the Soviets
have now stopped their
tests, they might have
achieved a valuable advan-
tage in development.

In 1972, the United States
had a fully developed ABM
technology; the Soviets did
.not. Both were supposed to
.stop then, but new doubts
snow exist on Soviet inten-
tions, while the United
'States is planning to put its
only permitted A ABM instal-
lation on reduced status

shortly after its completicn

this autumn.

“ The effect of these devel-
opments since SALT I was
signed and then defended
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By Henry S. Bradsher
Washington Star Stafl Writer

A controversy is brewing within
the Ford administration over signing
any new arms control agreement

. with the Soviet Union that reqmres
trusting Moscow.

A treaty now being negonated is
moving toward some terms on which
Soviet compliance cannot be verified
by present U.S. intelligence methods.
Resistance to this movement is devel-
oping here.

It focuses on a quiet dispute be-
tween Secretary of State Henry A.
Kissinger’s State Department, which
believes some unverifiable elements
are acceptable in the broader inter-
ests of getting a new treaty, and De-
fense Secretary James R. Schlesing-
er’s Pentagon, which has strong mis-
givings.

IN HIS ROLE as President Ford’s
national security adviser, Kissinger

appears to many observers to have

the upper hand in such disputes.
Resolution of this dispute depends on
a presidential decision.

But the ultimate power to block:

any new treaty produced by the cur-
rent Strategic Armaments Limita-
tions Talks (SALT) lies in Congress.
- Doubts exist there, too, although
“their depth and strength remain hid-
den so far.
The controversy goes beyond
“'paspicions that the Soviet Uuica
might not be fully living up to the
1972 treaty which came out of SALT I
that began in 1969. American expec-
tations of what was being obtained
from that treaty have been disap-
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increase in Soviet capability to hurl
nuclear warheads.

Beyond those suspicions are offi-
cial doubts about the continuing abil-.
ity of American intelligence to keep
track of Soviet strategxc weapons
developments. .

THE EFFECT of the SALT I
treaty was to force the Soviet Union
into following the American experi-
ence +of shifting from emphasis on

quantities of strategic-weapons into a

higher quality of weaponry.

With their number of
intercontinental ballistic
missiles (ICBMs) pegged at
1,613 by the 1972 treaty,

- compared with 1,054 for the

United States, the Russians
were in effect encouraged
to emulate the U.S. practice
of putting multiple war-
heads on missiles. .

But, whereas it was
possible for American satel-
lite reconnaissance photos
.to show the number of Sovi-
et ICBM launching silos and
missile submarines, and
thus to check on quantita-
tive treaty limitations, no
way has been found to
determine whether a mis-
sile has been equipped with
multiple warheads.

. Intelligence which kept

up with quantitative
changes is therefore unable

to keep up with qualitative

changes.

THE SALT II negotia-

put a limit of 1,320 multi-

warhead missiles on each
superpower.

This was tentatively
agreed to Nov. 23 in Vladi-
vostok by Ford and
Secretary-General Leonid I.
Brezhnev of the Soviet
Communist party, subject

to the writing of a formal

treaty. Their agreement put
a ceiling of 2,400 on strate-
gic weapons delivery sys-
tems for each side, includ-

ing bombers as well as mis-

siles.

The original intention of
Kissinger, who directs arms
control negotiations, was to
judge the Kremlin's compli-
ance with the 1,320 limit by
counting within it all Soviet
missiles known to be capa-
ble of carryinz multiple
warheads.

Soviet negotiators flatly
rejected this approach.
They insisted that some of
their huge new SSi8 mis-

by Kissinger has been
muted so far.

AS ONE PERSON in-
volved in arms control at
the top level observes, *“The
idea of peace and disarma-
ment is appealing to every-
one, and if the administra-
tion insists that that’s what
it’s achieving, it's hard to
get people aroused enough
to want to do anything that
g)oks like stirring up trou-

le."”

The thrust of Laird’s case
is that the administration
might not have achieved
peace and disarmament but
is unwilling to admit its
failure.

" The alternative to saying

the Soviets have not violat-
ed the SALT I agreements
is to make a public issue
over it. That would raise
the questions of whether the
agreements were oversold
on the basis of the unilater-
al declarations and Kissin-
ger accepted ambiguities
which violated the results
he was hoping to achieve.

warhead although others
would have more — seven,
;according to U.S. monitor-
‘ing of SSlS tests. :

‘ YT My

TUNDER AnE 1572 agree-
inent, the Soviet Union can
‘deploy up to 308 SS18 mis-
-siles. This number had
earlier been believed to be-
313, but corrected inteili-
gence loweredit. -

.. Rather than allow the
‘SALT 1I negotiations to
‘break down over the num-
‘ber of SS18s with multiple
warheads, Kissinger has
'changed his stand. He'is
‘now prepared to allow the
Soviet Union to have about
100 of them designated as
containing only single war-
heads thus being outside

‘the 1 320 limit but still with-
in the 2,400 ceiling.

Some senior Pentagon
officials are not prepared to
allow this. Neither are some
members of Congress, most
notably Sen. Henry M.
Jackson, D-Wash., who has
been the member most out-
spokenly skeptical ¢f inade-
quately guaranteed arms
agrecments with the Soviet
Union.

There are reports of
intensive administration
pressure on intelligence
technologists to try to find
some way of determining
whether a missile sitting in
a Soviet silo has multiple
warheads, thereby giving
the United States an inde- -
pendent verification of com-
rliance with the 1,22C limit.

BUT NO METHOD is yet
within sxght The Pentagon
reaction is that the United

pointed in at least ane mﬁrﬁ'@éd%r HRRARE WET B 8K 1A -RIBP FPudd 43RODMM 09370089425 cannot, therefore,
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treaty trusting the Soviet
word on deployment cf
multiple warheads.

At the moment, intelli-
gence experts are feeling
pretty good about their
capabilities. The report by
Sen. Dewey F. Bartlett, R-
QCkla., that there are indeed
Soviet missiles stored in
Berbera, Somalia, as the
Pentagon had reported,
seems to confirm the capa-
biljty of high—altitude recon-
Dnaissance. .

But that is now relatively
eld-fashioned reconnais-
sance of the missile silo
counting type. As the na-
ture of the arms control
problem changes this type
is fading in importance. .

The United States has
agreed to one essentially
‘wnverifiable arms limita-
tion. That was the 1972
international ban on biologi-
cal warfare Officials ac-
cepted this risk because
-they feit the nuclear deter-,

‘rent was an ultimate safe-’

guard against the violation. )

NOW, some officials do-
not want to endanger or
weaken that ultimate safe-
guard by getting into anoth-.
er unverifiable agreement
on the heart of the Soviet-
American armsrace.

If the Soviet and Ameri-

can negotiators are unable
to agree on the muitiple
warhead problem or other
cutstanding issues left by
the Vladivostok agreement,
the arms race will continue
pretty much as before.

"~ -In fact, some officials
point out, the arms race has
gone on just about the way
it probably would have if
there were no SALT I treaty
or Vladivostok agreement.

Then-President Richard.

M. Nixon claimed on June
29, 1972, that SALT I “put a
brake on new weapons.”’
But the Soviet Union . now
has a greater ability to
deliver nuclear warheads

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR
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‘on American targets than’

U.S. inteiligence analysis
had predicted before SALT
I that Moscow would have
at this time if no arms limi-
tation treaty was signed.
And officials say the Vladi-

vostok agreement seems

more likely to recharnel the
continuing Soviet
buildup than to halt it.

THE IMPLIED U.S..

threat to the Russians has
always been that if they did
not agree to arms control
then American economic
and technological might
would be used to cut-gun
them.

But, along with a reluc-
tance to have unverifizble
treaties, Cengress is also
showing a growing reluc-
tance to fund an endless
arims race.

The recent congressional
debate on future defense
programs failed to deny the
Pentagon anything it want-
ed. Nonetheless, the admin-
istration is both apprchen-

e,

arms

‘sive over being able to keep.
up with the Russians and
unwilling to pour into weap-
onry the kind of massive
hunk of gross national prod-
uct which the Kremiin
spends on arms. '

So far, Kissinger has
seemed to a number of cleze
cbservers of arms control
matters to have had the
predominant influence on
President Ford with argu-
ments or the overall impor-
tance of detente with the
Soviet Union. .

But these cbservers also
note Ford's long congres-
‘'sionai suppert of the Penta-
gon. A recent article by a
close Ford frierd, former
Defense Secretary Melvin
K. Laird, contending that
the Soviet Union has violat-
2&1 SALT 1, suggested that
Ford was coming under
pressure to quit listening to
Kissinger on arms control
matters and return to his
own belief in military argu-
ments. L

Y

Christian Democrats ‘adopt’ Sol.’zhenitsyﬁff“

West Germans spp

By David Mutch
Staff correspondent of
- The Christian Science Monitor
: o Bonn
- Political leaders in West Germany are
divided right down the middle on the nature
and usefulness of the Eurcpean security-
conference results. . E
The ruling coalition of Social Democrats and
Free Democrats (SDP and FDP) find them
acceplable. But the opposition Christian
Democrats (CDU) and their sister party, the
Christian Social Union (CSU), reject them out
f hand. :
The conference agreements, to be signed at
a 35-nation summit meeting in Helsinki at the
end of this month, have been sought by the
Soviet Union since the mid-'60s as a con-
firmation of post-World War II European
borders. In large part the agreements are
related to the “‘German question” (the divi-
sion of Germany). .
‘It js hard fer sea-surrounded Americans to'
visualize the German situation. ER
" But suppose the United States were occu:
pied east of the Mississippi by a foreign power,
the Capitol were moved to Prosident Ford'’s
hometown in Michigan, and Washington, D.C.,
were made “neutral” greund; that visits by
divided families were highly restricted, and
4ny “East” Americans who tried to flee to the
“West” would be shot on the spot by police
recruited from the *“East” by Communist
leaders. : s .
-Itis that kind of situation in Germany that
=25 caused the Christian Democrats to adept
exiled Soviet author Alexander Solzhenitsyn
asoneof theirown.  « - . T
. “Look more carefully at his arguments,”
says the party’s foreign-policy adviser Rupert
Dirnecker, ““and you will sce that he really

wants to balance detente in favor of people to
help free the 150 million East Europeans and
the Russian people.” - . . - RS
The Christian Democrats see Eastern Com-
munist leaders as having restricted freedoms
in their lands since detente began in order to
protect their power base.- . Lo
“What has happened,” claims Mr. Dirne-
cker, a Soviet-affairs expert, *is that Henry
Kissinger's superpower detente has moved so
fast that it has neglected the enslaved people,
and hence it is cynical and has lost its values
and must be slowed down.” o
At a special meeting -of the Parliament
called during the summer recess to debate the
issue this Friday, the CDU/CSU will make it
clear they will notbe beund nor committed by
the security conference agreement.
‘. Should they come to power in 1976 '—.a
distinct possibility’ — they will have “a free
hand to operate without regard to -these
agreements,” said a leading foreign-policy
expertinaninterview. ' Lo
-~ Gerhard ,Schroeder, former Christian
Democral foreign minister and head of Parlia-
ment’s foreign-affairs committee, has long

wanted to link the security conference with

pariey results

s

East-West arms reductions.: .~ = - 5 ze
-And he says it will be feolish to sign such

agreements “‘with the Soviets now making the

kind of breakthrough théy are in the Western

alliance in Portugal.” : S o

. The documents to be signed at Helsinki are

not legally binding treaties and do not require

-approval by the West German Parliament.

They constitute *“declarations of intent.""

"The complex agreements are a kind of East-
West -political-detente platform, full of con-
tardictions and paradoxes, argue those who
oppose them'in Germany. For example, the

‘agreements state-all Evropean frontiers are

inviolable; but yet they contain a clause put in

.at German insistence that frontiers can be

changed peacefully by agreement under inter-
national law. e

“Mr. Dirnecker said: “The Russians already
are using thesé agreements as propaganda,
claiming’it is a final peace treaty that creates
new Luropean international law.” :

- Under the agreements the U.S.S.R. pledges

to allow ‘more’ freedom of information and
cross-border contacts between people. %,
But eppenents here say there is no guaran-

tee this will happen: .-
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-+ & formal determination by the American gov-
*ernment that the Russians have bsen cheating
on the agreements made in 1972 on the limitation
,of strategic nuclear arms would have the most
i momentous and unpleasant implications. It
rcould scuttle the movement toward an East-
: West detente that has been the cornerstone of
:the Nixon-Kissinger-Ford foreign policy. It
‘would virtually rule out a second stage of the
‘SALT agreement, now in the process of negotia-
‘tion. It would unquestionably mean an urgent
-American acceleration of the nuclear arms
‘race. . .

. It would also invite the inference that those
‘who negotiated the 1972 agreements — including
“notably Secretary of State Henry Kissinger —

‘were negligent in closing the loopholes and nail- )

_ing down the admitted ambiguities in SALT I. It
‘would mean, in short, that the administration

;lgaders had been taken into camp by the Rus~
;sians at a significant risk to American security?

_— a possibility which the administration leaders
care understandably. reluctant to admit At a
-press conference on June 25, President Ford

.firmly denied that the Russians were guilty of -

‘any violations of the SALT agreement or had
rx_taken advantage of existing loopholes.

.. Nevertheless, the charges from other Ameri-
‘can disarmament experts are serious. Former

.Defense Secretary Melvin R. Laird, who once-

Coabmectloy o0l I3 LV . P
stoutly defended the agizemenis, now charges

publicly that the Soviet Union is in open viola-

'tion of some of their most crucial restrictions. In

the current Readers’ Digest, he has written that
*'the Russians have conducted radar tests (for
the development of an .anti-ballistic missile sys-
tem) specifically forbidden by the treaty.” Fur-
thermore, according to Laird, ‘“‘they have
‘cheated on. . . the clear American understand-
ing that neither side would appreciably increase
the size of its intercontinental ballistic mis-
siles.” : : :

Much of the difficulty, it seems, hinges on the
reference to a ‘‘clear American understanding.”’
When the American SALT negotiators have
been unsuccessful in pinning down their Russian
counterparts to precise definitions, they have
resorted to the practice of making unilateral

declarations of their own understanding of what-
the treaty means. The Russians have not been. |
PO R T s
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lussia cheating on SALT?™

.
required to subscribe to these American inter-
pretations, and in a number of cases have sim-
ply ignored them. . R |

Thus, the Americans believed that, by placing’
limits on the dimensions of silos for interconti-
nental ballistic missiles, the size of any missiles

- that the Russians might install in them could not-

be appreciably greater than the old cnes. The:
Russians, however, under their reading of the
agreement, are in the process of replacing their-
old $89 ICBMs with new SS19s, having three’
times the nuclear payload and multiple war-
heads. The same problem also applies to the ban
on ABM development. For some time the Rus-
sians have been testing radars and high-acceler- .
ation missiles in what American experts define
as an "ABM mode”’ — the definition again being
an exclusively American one. The American
concern is that, in conducting these tests, the.
Russians are continuing their efforts to develop
a defensive technology designed to protect their

. cities and ICBM sites against nuclear attack —

something which SALT I was specifically sup-

- posed to prevent. The Russians reply that they}

are doing nothing of the sort — that they are
merely taking advantage of a provision which
permits “safety or instrumentation tests.” .

In our own view, it is not really a guestion of .

.whether or not the Russians are “cheating” ona.

formal agreement that they have made with the.
United States. nt point is that they -
are doing things under the agreement that the
United States did not expect them to do. SALT I,
as it is working out, is not limiting the develop-

‘ment of the Soviet nuclear arsenal as our negoti-
-ators thought it would. That means, in turn, that.

the initial agreement was not as good, from the
American point.of view, as the negotiators
thought it was and presented it to be to the -
American public. If anything is evident from
this experience, it is that, treaty or no treaty, the
Russians will do everything they can to achieve. )
and hold an advantage over the United States in-

" strategic nuclear weapons Finally, in our view,

it means that absolutely nothing can be taken

.for granted, or defined unilaterally, in this or

any future agreement on strategic weapons that
may be negotiated. If our hopes for detente and
disarmament are to be disappointed, far better -
now than when it is too late. . . - -

i .98
[P N

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIAZFEDP77-00432R00010(?370005-2"

T Y s b e e s e Ao Yo e+ e




 Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370005-2

WASHINGTON POST
20 July 1975

Berry M. Blechman

B SR R,

Establishing a Base

On Diego Garcia '

In a move typical of Iegislatiyre deci-
sien-making, the Congress almost (but
not quite) voted last year to build
American naval and air facilities on
the island of Diego Garcia in the In-
dian Ocean. An amendment to the ap-
propriation specified that the 329 mil.
iion authorized for the project was not
to be spent until the President certi-
fied that the base was essential to the

\ s

.y ; .
Mr. Blechman is « senior fellow
at the Brookings Institution. ) .
. / :
e 3

U.S. national interest. The President’s
assurance was transmitted earlier this
year. Now, the Congress must reaffirm
its previous decision. Uniortunately,
the past month’s sheli game concern-
-ing the Soviet base at Berbera, in the
Somali Republic, has diverted atten-
tion from the more important factors,
that should dominate the decision. ,
. On June 10, Secretary of Defense
James R. Schlesinger presented the
Sinate Coisinitiee
with high aititude reconnaissance pho-
tos purporting to show military con-
struction at Berbera. These facilities
were said to include an airfield, bar-
‘racks, petroleum’ storage tanks, a com-
munications site, and, most significant,
a large building designed to assemble,
store and service surface-to-surface
and air-to-surface missiles. oo
Much to the surprise of most obser-
vers, the Somalis point-blank denied
the charge. The facilities were their
own, they said, and the sophisticated
‘missile asembly building . . . well, that
was actuailly a meat-packing plant. In-
deed, the Somalis made their denial
plausible by inviting the media and
members of the Congress to come and
see for themselves. L
The Somalis’ motive in this rather
bizarre incident is not apparent. But in
any case, their bluff——if that is what it
was—was called. Several groups of
Americans, including members of the
House Armed Services Committee and
Sen. Dewey F. Bartlett, visited Berbera
over the July 4 weekend and found the
instaliation virtually as it was des-
tribed by Mr, Schiesinger. )
- Bul the point is that the decision on
Diego Garcia should not hinge on this
charade. By permitting it to do so, the
Congress has ‘fallen into the Penta-
gon’s well-laid trap. The question of
how U.S. interests are threatened by a
Soviet Indian-Ocean base ummatched.
by one of our own has been left
unanswered: the instinet is. to react to
any Soviet initiative. Thus, Mr, Schle-
singer’s decision -to roleusacthe recgn.
naissance photos was well-timed; it di-!
verted ailention [roin tiie more impor-
tant questions. What advantages would
the United States gain by developing
its own base in the indian Ocean? And
What costs are implied by such a step.
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“The proposal for Diego Garcia is rel.’

atively modest. There would be a run-
way capable of handling giant C-5a
transports and KC-135 tankers.. The
harbor would be dredged to accommo-,
date aireraft carriers. And fuel storage
sufficient to supply a carrier taskforce
operating in the region for up to 3¢
days would be constructed. These facil-
ities would make it easier (apd
cheaper) to operate U.S. naval forces

in the Indian Ocean during peacetime-
According to the administration,

peacetime naval deployments—which,

have been increasing in frequency
since 1971—are imporiant to maintain
U.S. influence in the region. -

., Moreover, in the event of a crisis,
the United States could deploy naval

forces to the Indian Ocean more
quickly and without depending on long
and relatively vulnerable supply lines
running back to Subic Bay in the Phil-
ippines—the closest existing U.S. base.
This is important to give the President
freedom of action in the event of vari-
ous ‘“contingencies.” The latter coy
term: refers mainly to the eventuality
of a new Arab oil €mbargo, which, if
eitecuve enough, the United States
might wish to end through the use of
military force. : " .

These are significant military advan-
tages. But in reaching its decision on
Diego Garcia, the Congress must
weigh these gains against the political
and budgetary costs of the base. And
the latter are not insignificant either. .

"A U.S. base at Diego Garcia would

constitute another step teward in- .

creased competition with the .Soviet
Union in the Indian Ocean, a region

relatively reinote. from- both super-

powers. The fact that the U.S.SR. al-
ready has taken a comparabie step
does not compel us to follow suit.
Rivalry in the Indian Ocean diverts
limited U.S, military resources from
,Imore pressing needs, such as the Medi-
terranean. It means a real, if slight, in-
[rease in the risk that the. United
States would get drawn intc some fu-
ture conilict in the region. It means
-the continued approbation of most of
the nations of the region, including
such erstwhiie ailies as Australia,
which would much prefer if both the
United States and the Soviet Union
would stay out of their .backyards.
And finally, it means another step to-
ward the establishment of 3 require-
ment in U.S. military planning for
the maintenance of a permanent
U.S. fleet in the region; a move. that, in
the absence of cuts in U.S. naval de-
ployménts elsewhere, could-imply in-

«cremental defense expenditures on the .

order of $5 to S8 biiiion for ship and
aircraft procurement and $300 million
per year in operating cost,

_The obvious, it remote, solution to
the incipient superpower competition
in the Indian Ocean is a formal treaty
in which both the United States and
the Soviet Union agree to limit their
naval deployments there. Such an
agreement wis briefly discussed in
1971. Prospects may improve in the fu-
ture. In the meantime, the Indian
Ocean should not be conceded to the
Soviet Navy; but the periodic deploy--

‘ment of warships from the U.S. Sev-
“enth Fleet, which operates in the West-

ern Pacific, should be sufficient to re-
mindloeal nations of 1S, intorosts in

the region and of its global military ca-

_babilities.

More permanent steps, however,
such as the proposed base on Diego
Garcia, are another matter. Judgments
on them must rest on independent as-
.sessments of U.S. national security in-.
terests, not on precedents set by the
Soviet Union. And in my view, the

case for a U.S. base in the Indian -

Ocean is not convincing. For the pres-

ent, at least, the costs would secem to’

outweigh the gains. Lo
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4 .
,i_PRESﬂ)ENT FORD is now

'said to be thinking of -chang- "

{ing his mind - and inviting
Alexander. Solzhenitsyn over
for tea and biscuits at the
‘White House. Last week he
politely declined to meet the
.talkative exile on the . advice

of those around him who felt -

the Rusdian’s
‘vehemently- anti-Communist
.for these heady days of
‘détente: . his refusal has
caused a howl of protest here
‘apd so, once the Apolle-Sovuz
:crews  have | accomplished
their mightily symbciic. hand-
shaking up -in space, the
-Nobel Prize winner may well
be asked- to step inside the
Executive Mansion for ' an

ually' symbolic hand-shake

ere on. earth. : ) :

* The pymbolism  will. of

rhetoric  tao

course, be very different — -

and that is.what worries Mr
Ford's advisers. During hig
‘entire stay in thic country
-and in Canada M Salzhcaii-
syft has been preaching at
\great length the evils of
Soviet-American  friendship.
He has been castipating the
Americans for failing to sup-
port the Tsars for recognis--
g the Communiit . Govern-
‘ment, in. Moscow in 1933, for
.opening the doors to the poli-

-des of mutual co-existence,’ .
and for leap-frogging to the

" BALTIMORE SUN

Sir: Joseph Kraft.in his col-
umn July 3 has misrepresented
both what the exiled Russian
writer, Alexander Solzhenitsyn,
said in his recent speech in Wash-
ington and the audience reaction
to his remarks. o

. Mr. Kraft said that the audi-
ence laughed uneasily at refer-
ences Solzhenitsyn made to “an
alliance between our (the Soviet)
Communist leaders and your cap-
italists,” and to his commendation
of American labor for holding
aloof from Russia.

The truth is that the audience
of some 2500 AFL-CIO officials

and their guests applauded long

and vigorously when Solzhenitsyn
praised American labor for not
having been deceived, as were so
wniany intellectuals, into mistaking
slavery in the Soviet Union for
freedom. Solzhenitsyn empha-
sized that from the very begin-

ning the Communist regime had

© Simon ‘Winchester on Solzhenitsyn’s tempestuous US

political and economic reali-
relations, -

Thg author _ believes that
all  international relations
should be forged on the basis

of an intense personal mora-

lity — his own — and firmly
believes commumism to be
foully evil and.that even the
remotert evidence of warmth
expressed towards it and its
protaganists is morally wrong
and invariably fatal.

That-kind of talk has gone
down- .extremely well
this - society’s more Nean-
derthal brothers and sisters
and overnight, it seems fair
10 say, this man who, via the
Book of the Month Club
which has ensured that mil-
. lions of unread copies of The
Gulag lie on coffee tables
from’ Scarsdale to. Sausalito)
-and the kind of media bhlitz
so popular in this country,
+has become the darling of the
-redneck npopuiation.- .

George Meany, President of
the AFL-CIO, and a can-

tankerous power ‘broker who.

-despises communists with all
the old-style fervour, says he
finds in Solzhenitsyn *the

single figure who has raised
highest the flame of liberty.”.
And so it.was to 2,400 of "

Mr Meany's colleagues in the
trade - union movement that

trev., - PRSP

oppressed and slaughtered the
workers in Russia.

He reminded his audience that
the Russian Revolution had not
been led by workers, but by
emigre intellectuals. The one gen-
uine worker in the Communist
party leadership at the beginning
of the revolution, Alexander Shap-
nikov, was soon liquidated be-

cause he insisted on defending the

interests of the workers,

The audience applauded just as
long and vigorously when Sclzhen-
itsyn spoke of the “strange, sur-
prising alliance” between the

.American capitalists and the So-

viet Communists, saying: “This is
something which is almost incom-
prehensible to the human mind.

. That fantastic greed for profit,
sain, wiiich goes beyond all*rea-

son, all limitations, all consci-
ence, only to make money.”
This obscrver saw no gap be-

tween Solzhenitsyn and his audi-

ties of present day East-West )

with

P
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four : Washington, Monday ™~ ' *

the shaggy author spoke, non-
stop, for an hour and a half

- here two weeks ago.

. “There_ is evil now in the
Soviet Union’'. . . tremenodus
waves of .hatred fow from

- there.” he declared, to the

thunderous applause of 4,800
gnarled hands and the
stiffening . with pleasure of
2400 sagging beer bellies.
“The  situation is not
dire . .. it is catastrophic,”
his interpreter chanted, while
Solzhenitsyn's arms : waved
like a semaplior engine. The
audience cheered loudly :
they had not savoured such

words for many a year and .
never once from-a man of -
international

such
status.

But the feelings Vof Mr

truly

"Meany and his friends are

not by any means universal.
Within .a few days one of this
country’s  wiser celumnists.
Joseph Wraft. was writing
that  Solzhenitsyn, as evi-
¢ by Lils spesch,
from a culture backwards by
US standards,” and went on
-to suggest that because Soiz-
henitsyn’s views have so little
to do. with the practical
American reality, the worship
of his presence here seems
to be slightly ominous . . . I
sense a -nostalgia. for the
simple certitudes of the Cold
‘V’ar"’ -t * e

O A TR S
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ence on these points. Mr. Kraft
says “the gap became even more
pronounced when Mr. Solzhenit-
syn turned to international af-
fairs.” T know Mr. Kraft was in
the audience, because I saw him,
but his mind must have been else-

where. The audience interrupted”

Solzhenitsyn frequently with ap-
plause and gave him a long and
enthusiastic standing ovation at
the end of his 90-minute speech.
Solzhenitsyn’s message was a
grim one. He described the last 30
years as a period of constant re-

- treat'by Western democracies be-

-+ Approvéd For Release 2001/08/08 4

fore the totalitarian onslaught. He
charged that the West had surren-
dered miore to the communist to-
talitarians in this period than was
ever surrendered by the van-
quished .. 'any war in history. He
described the present mood in the
West as a craving for peace at
any price. -

'He zaid that in half of today’s

P
1AIrRS .

. postured towards.

.. Cool wind from Siberia

Last Saturday the Washing-
ton Post was crammed with
letters criticising Mr Kraft for

,daring to speak ill of their"

beloved author and President
Ford for ducking the meet-
ing. "Most said they -felt
“ashamed to be an American”
or words to that effect, and
expressed hurt disbelief that
some observers had actually
had the temerity to query the
hysterical author’s * mental-

. stability.,” Readinz Saturday’s

paper, it was easy to think.
John Foster Dulles was still
in' - office down  at Sogay
Bottom, and that the Cold
War was at its chilliest.

The visit of the writer has
probably served to remind us
more about residual Ameri-
can attitudes than it has told
us new about him — his
views, after all, have been-
fairly well chronicled in his
books. But if Prenident Ford
does now agree to ‘have Solz-
henitsyn in the White House,
it may persuade the cynics
among us to take an even
mere extreme view of this
republic’s standards of reality.

and integrity.

For any such invitation
could only come fot domestic
political reasons — an accep-
tance by the campaigners. for
Mr Ford that since rednecks
vote, so- they rghould be:

Europe the people had less will
defend themselves than did &
people of Vietnam. He noted tix
voices are even now being hear
suggesting that we abandon K
rea and other Asian countries

to go on driving cars and playin
golf and tennis.

Solzhenitsyn said the situatis
in the world is not dangerous, it
catastrophic.  Like  Winsia
Churchill in the 1930’ he is tryis]
to alert people to the danger £
ing them. Churchill, for all his el
quence, failed. Then, as now, i
was popular to think that the dan
ger was not real, and many, Itk
Kraft, weren't listening.

s Reed J Trrige|
‘Chairman of the board
Accuracy In Media, I

Washington.
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Solzhenits

Bernard Levin

yn: Poi
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I knew—indeed I went about saying——}
that not long after the expulsion ofvl
Alexander Solzhenitsyn from the'
Soviet Union the campaign against’
him in the West would begin. I don’t:
mean the communist campaign : that*
had naturally been running since he
first emerged as the greatest of all’
opponents of Soviet tyranny. Nor was
I thinking of the New Statesman,
which was denouncing Solzhenitsyn
as an “ extremist ” while he was still’
in the Soviet Union and in danger of
his life, or Sartre, who actually had
the impudence to compiain thar Solz--
henitsyn had refused to meet him, as
if the man who had spent 40 years
in siobbering adulation of the Soviet.
Union, ~interspersed with occasional’
criticisms, had a right to expect any-«
thing but contempt from commu-
nism’s most heroic opponent. i

No, the campaign I foresaw is the
one now being mounted among the
exponents of American radical-chic
and their modish equivalents in this,
country. For these people, Solzhenit-;
syn poses.a problem. He insists on:
basing his rejection of communism’
and all its works on a pair of moral
propositions: first, that a system
which is based on the total extirpa-
tion of human freedom and the sys-
teme-ic destruction of ajl spiritual
values is evil and secend, thar
rireat witli {fiiendship such a system
and those who rule it not only betrays
those who suffer under it but inevi.
tably makes the system’s ultimate
victory more likely, and thus betrays
the cause of freedom itself as well,

The towering moral grandeur of
men like Alexander Solzhenitsyn and.
Andrei Sakharov, Semyon Giuzman
and Vladimir Bukovsky, Valentin
Moroz and Pyotr Grigorenko, is some-
thing that makes our pygmy world
uncomfortable ; quite apart from the
need to discredit such figures because
they tell the truth about the Soviet
Union, it is necessary to discredit
them because they force us to face the
fact that certain things are right and
others wrong. i

And so, as T say, I knew tha$ the
campaign against Solzhenitsyn would
begin’; and so it has. Indeed, it has
been going for some time now. Bur |
for sheer squalor, moral dishonesty
and fashionable intellectual corrup-
tion 1 do not believe it would be.,
possible to match an article in Tues.
day’s Guardian, by their smart, silly-
man in Washington, Mr Simon Win. '
chester. Taken at any level, the article
was a disgrace to a great newspaper, |
not least because it was presented as;
a news-feature rather than as the .
grinding of an ideological axe, and
took even farther than is nowadays

generally the case The Guardian’s)
abandonment of any attempt to dis--
tinguish between news and views.
Mr Winchester reported first that
President Ford, who had eariier
avoided inviting Mr Solzhenitsyn to
“the White House, was now apparently
thinking of doing so after all, ang
Mr Winchester made clear in his
second sentence where he stood on
the matter, with a fine sncer ar “the
‘talkative exile . No doubt, as I have
suggested, there are people who would.
refer Mr Solzhenitsyn to keep quiet,
if only because of the uncomfortable
truths he states when e speaks ; no
doubt there were people in the thirties
who wished Einstein and Thomas

o
i)
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‘Mann and the rest of that crow
would - stop moaning on about Nazi
Germany, but I cannot help feeling

that in those days The Guardian would
the side of the talkative-

have been on
exiles rather than their enemies,

But that was only the beginning.
The Guardian’s correspondent, after
saving thar what was worrying the

President’s advisers was the fact that-

-the talkative exile “ has been preach-
ing at great length the evils of Soviet-
American friendship » (perhaps, in
the judicious opinion of people like
Mr Winchester, it is just permissible

to preach very briejly the evils of-

Soviet-American friendship), really
got down to work. Solzhenitsyn, he
declared, “believes that all inter.
national relations should be forged on
the basis of an intense personal moral-
ity—his own-—and
communism to be foully evil . . .”,

- Just pause for a moment and con-

template the particularly repulsive
suggestio falsi between those dashes.
‘Mr Solzhenitsyn preaches a fierce
and unfashionable Christian faith ;
since, even among Guardian readers,
there must still be some who would
not regard a belief in Christianity as
in itself proof of moral turpitude,
Solzhenitsyn must be denied his
rehgi.on and portrayed as an arrogant
fanatic who believes only in himself.

“That kind of tatk”, Mr Win.
chester gaac , “has Zone dowa
extremely well with this society’s
more Neanderthal brothers and
sisters.” Mr Solzhenitsyn  having
been disposed of as a kind of mad-
man, anyone with the temerity . to

an

feel - sympathetic towards him nfust’
kind of fascist, for:

be smeared as a
““overnight, it seems fair to say, this
man who, via the Book of the Month
Club  (which has ensured that
millions of unread copies of The
Gulag [Archipelago] lie. on coffee
tables from Scarsdale to Sausalito)

and the kind of media blitz so

;popular in this country, has become
the darling of the redneck popula-
tion .

As a preface to muck like that, “ it

seems fair to say” is_not bad, eh?
But note the way in which the

further smears are built up. Natur--

ally, nobody would have read the
talkative exile’s disgraceful attack on
Soviet concentration-camps—yell,
not disgraceful, actually, let’s say
deplorable, or better still inoppor-
tune, yes, that’s it, inopportune—if
it had not been for the Book of the
Month Club distributing it, and as a
matter of fact the club’s members
haven’t read it anyway ; they just
leave it lying unread on coffee-tables
(the technique is as old as
dishonesty, and consists of anyone
who is too much of a moral coward to
face a mighty book’s implications
claiming that it is unreadable) ; in
any case they probably can’t read,
since they are ““the redneck popula-
tion”, of which sub-human species
the talkative exile naturally becomes
the suspect “darling .

Now if the talkative exile is a mad-
man, and those who admire him paid-

firmly believes

son d
mon

up members of the Ku Klux Klan .

to a man and a woman, what words
would be bad enough to describe
those who invite him to address them,
and applaud him vigorously when he
does. so ? My imagination—like, I am
sure, yours—boggles, but fortunately
Mr Winchester is at hand with the
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was tnvited to address a conference
of the AFL-CIO (the American trade
union organization), of whom the Pre-
sident, George Meany, cannot, by
definition, be anything but a scoun-
drel, else why woulid he offer a plat-
form to ‘the mad fanatic who is the
darling of the fascist hordes ? But
Mr Meany is not just a generalized
scoundrel: he is *“a cantakerous

power broker who despises commu-

_ nists with all the old-stvle fervour ..

You will, I take it, agree with the

. implication of Mr Winchester' that

a man who goes so far as to despise

the adherents of a creed responsible = -

over the years for the extermination
of tens of millions of men, women
and children, and responsible right
now for the enslavement of hundreds
of millions, is obviously unfit for
serious consideration. But even if you
have doubts on that point, they will
surely be put at rest when vou learn
that Mr Meany described the talka-
tive exile as “the ‘single figure who
has raised highest the flame of.
liberty ». . .

Mr Meany having thus been dis-
posed of, at any rate to Mr Winches-
ter’s satisfaction, it was the turn of
the 2,400 American trade unionists
who listened to * the shaggy author »,
or, as he became a few paragraphs
later, “the hairy polemicist . (Not
‘oniy talkative, but unkemnt, tnn by
God—no wonder Mr Winchester ends
up by suggesting, with a sneer at
those who “expressed hurt disbelief
that some observers had actually had-
the temerity to query the hysterical
author’s mental stability ”, that Solz.
henitsyn is certifiable as well) Mr
Solzhenitsyn spoke * non-stop fer an
hour and a half” (garrulous as well,
vou see, banging on for something
“like a quarter the length of a normal
speech by Castro). And the things
he said in his interminable address !

“There is evil in the Soviet
Union”, he declared, thus suggest-
ing, ipso facto, that he must be
bughouse ; “waves of hatred flow
“from there”, he added, putting the
matter beyond doubt ; “ The situation
is not dire . . . 1t is catastrophic
he raved. No, to be precise, he
didn’t rave: “his interpreter chanted,
while Solzhenitsyn’s arms waved like
a semaphor engine”. You see, if a
man associates with a mad fanatic,
even in the role of interpreter, he’s
bound to go' off his rocker sooner or
later and start chanting, while
Solzhenitsyn clearly needs to be put
in a strait-jacket, which would at any
rate stop him waving his arms like
a semaphor engine, whatever that
might be. No wonder he was
enthusiasticaliy applauded by the
2,400 rednecks of the American
trades union movement, all of whom
according to  Mr  Winchester’s
unambiguous statement, had sagging
beer-bellies ». (Well, 1 suppose-
youd have to be a drunk to listen
to the hysterical, shaggy, crazy
Solzhenitsyn for an hour and a half,
particularly under the aegis’ of the
cantankerous, communist-despising
power-broker Meany.)

After all of which (and a.good deal .

more besides) it is not really surpris-
ng to learn Mr Winchesier’s view that
‘if President Ford does now agree ro
have Solzhenitsyn in the White House,
it may persuade .the cynics among us
to take an even more extreme view of
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‘integrity®, - e v
Now, from the evidence of this
article, Mr Winchester may be sup-
posed able to recognize either reality
or integrity is not immediately clear’;
but to suggest that America’s
irtezrity will be damaged if President
Ford invites Solzhenitsyn rather than
if he continues to refuse to betrays a
mental confusion so great as to make
me wonder whether it is not Mr
Winchester who has gone hairy,
shaggy, hysterical, rednecked, Nean-
derthal, unread, beer.bellied, cantan-
kerous and crazy, rather than Solz
henitsyn and those who admire him.
And Mr Winchester’s article, let
mie remind you, appeared not in a
manifesto  from the Corin and
Vanessa Redgrave Bring-Back-Beria
Front and Fun-Revolutipnary
Bombers for Peace and Brotherhood,
but in The Guardian! That, after all,
is why I have felt obliged to take it
seriously ; corruptio optimi pessima..
If The Guardian is ‘capable of
ublishing a man who, faced with a
guman being of such-gigantic moral
and intellectual stature as Alexander
Solzhenitsyn, responds only by a
gush of tefrified and rancid vilifica-
tion, a putrid schambling together of
every sneer and smear and innuendo
that would warm the corrupt heart of
the mighty and evil tyranny against
which Solzhenitsyn battles, then the
best are decayed indeed. Such men in
their granite refusal of compromise
.and flexibility, are not easy for any
society to contain and live with. But
Alexander Solzhenitsyn, by his very
existence, confers moral worth upon’
‘the world ‘he lives in; by his words,
he inspires millions inside and outside
the iron empire that, afraid to kill
hir. and even more afraid to let him
survive, threw him out; by his courage
he demonsirates that there is uo
:weight in the universe great enough to
crush into nothingness the human
longing for freedom: by his faith he
moves mountains, and shames a faith-
less world. And it is him. and those
who read or hear his witness, and whe
invite him to speak, or applaud him
when he does so, and who protest
when the niceties of diplomacy
vrevent the President of the United
States, er officio leader of the free
‘world, from offering him symbolic
hospitality—it is these whom I, at
any rate, today salute, even as a

great, free newspaper defiles itself

by traducing them.
© Times Newspapers Ltd, 1975
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- The Méa’ning‘ of "@Sdﬁzhenits;‘ygi;_. -

_ Alexander Solzhenitsyn, the Rus-
-sian writer whose career has been
the outstanding moral phenomenon
‘of the Soviet Union, recently gave
‘two major addresses in this country.

.The response has been a phenome-

non in its.own right. Mr. Solzhenit-

syn is deeply admired by many.

thoughtful people for his .prolenged
‘and steadfast defiance of the Soviet
government, a defiance which led to
his exile abroad early last year. Yet
among many others his presence in
the United States appears to be
. causing acute discomfort, and he is
*experiencing their open hostility.
Reports of Mr. Solzhenitsyn’s
talks contain an undertone of irrita-
tion with his “preachiness.” Colum-
nists accuse him of reviving “Cold
War” - rhetoric. - President Ford, in
the most unworthy decision of his
tenure, gave heed to certain advis-

ers who warned that a White House -
- invitation

for Mr. Solzhenitsyn
might offend the Kremlin.
. Much of this irritation is caused

¢ by Mr. Solzhenitsyn’s message, por-
- tions ‘of which appear elsewhere on’

this page, The Russian exile has de-

* livered a grim ‘warning that commu-

]
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; as it has for the past six decades,

and that the West is showing itself

- too cowardly and morally uncertain
" to defend its civilized values. This is

i . T

{ presence
‘moral message.

not what people want to hear. One
can virtually see the psychological
defenses going up, seizing on_his oc-

casional overdrawn argument and -

unfocused criticism of the West to
dismiss the powerful wunderlying
message. o : oo

Yet this warning alone, it strikes
us, is not the.only or even the chief
reason Solzhenitsyn is so discomfit-
ing. More or less by accident, he has
come to play a role in his country’s
moral history without parallel in
this century. By living up to this

. role, he has acquired a stature that

makes most modern men look like
pygmies. Politics aside, his very
carries a discomfiting

Solzhenitsyn may share many
human frailties. He may even, as
some who read Russian tell us, be a
less gifted writer than fellow Nobel
laureate Mikhail Sholokhov, an un-

; reconstructed Stalinist who in the

’60s advocated summary execution
for dissident intellectuals. But he de-

i voted his career to a task of im-
' mense importance for the Russian
; people, telling the truth about the

unimaginable repressions and
moral distortions of Soviet rule.

Solzhenitsyn won-overnighLt fame

i in Russia in 1962 with publication of
“his short, autobiographical novel de--

! scribing one day’s life in a prison

g‘-camp. This short period

of official
[t -

- ble in the human soul.

‘versal standard of good and evil.

favor, the result -of Khrushchev's
de-Stalinization campaign, quickly
vielded to increasingly  severe offi-
cial hostility,. as Solzhenitsyn went
deeper into the prison camp experi-
ence and allowed his manuscripts to
‘appear abroad. He parsisted: in this
work when his freedom and even his’
life seemed in jeopardy. C T

This firmness, a firmness com-
mon to many less-famous dissidents
and thousands.of anonymous prison
camp inmates, has provided Russia |
with something we in the West had
thought disappeared under commu-
nism, an uncompromised standard
of morality. Like sunlight clearing a’
fog, the return of these “saints” |
from the camps after 1956 made
clear to many Russians that Stalin-
ism, even Marxism, could only
flourish in an atmosphere of hypoc-
risy, official deceit and personal dis-
honesty.  Yet in' the midst of, this,
there still was something indomita-

Inevitably, Solzhenitsyn faced
the question, why was the West so|
indifferent to the horrors of Commu-
nist rule?, In his New:York speech,
he attempted an anewer, that com-
Lugisn 3 whole |
world with the belief in the relativity |
of good and evil.” The notorious ;
double standard of Western liberals |
derives from a philosophical double
standard; they actually seem to
admit the Communist claim that
“all morality depends on class ideol-
ogy,”’ that socialist .justice can do
away with bourgeois notions of fair-
ness: and . still deserve the name of-
justice.. Against this, Solzhenitsyn |
defends the old idea that.a moral |
staridard is indivisible, a murder is |
still a miurder, even if committed by |
Communist guards in: a state-run |
prison camp. S R |

“It is almost a joke'now -in.the'f
Western World, in the 20th Century,
to usé words like ‘good’ and ‘evil,’ "
Solzhenitsyn observes. Yet he
makes a mistake in attributing this
relativism solely to Marxism; dur-
ing his sojourn in the West he will no
doubt learn that much of it is home-
grown. Western liberals have been
taught that man is merely a mass of
protoplasm, his behavior merely the
result of his environment, and that
thus he cannot be judged by any.uni-

cer P Fhe
nag nrecteq ine

But here is Alexander Solzhenit-
syn, fresh from the environment of
the Gulag Archipelago, testifying by
his presence that man is more than
that, and calling with his voice for a |
moral gaw. Those who are uncom-.
fortable in his presende are aat so
merely because he challenges their

view of the Soviet Union, but more

profoundly because he challenges:

_their view of man himself.
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