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Governmental Affairs

2 NEW YORK TIMES 'FRIDAY, DECEMBER 5, 1975

Excerpts From C.LA. Study’;i

. Specia! to The New York Times -

WASHINGTON, Dec. 4—
Following- are exterpts from:
a report, “Covert Action in-
Chile, 1963-1973,” prepared"
by the staff of fhe Senate_
Select Committee on Intellz-
gence: . N N

Numerous allegations have
been made about U. S. covert
activities in Chile during
1970-73. Several of these are
false; others are half-true,
In most instances, the re-
sponse to the allegation must
be qualified:

Was the United States
du‘ectly involved, covertly,
in the 1973 coup in Chile?
The committee has found. no .

evidence that, it was. How-»$ and - woul

ever, the United - States
sought in 1970 to foment a
military coup in Chile. After
1970 it adopted a policy both
overt and covert, of oppo-
sition to Allende, and
remained in intelligence: con»
tact with the Chilean milis:
tary, including’ officers who
were pamcxpatxng in coup
plotting..

Did the: U. S.
covert-. support . to stnkmg
truck owners or -other strik.

ers during 1971-73? The 40-"
man Committee did not -

approve any such support:
‘However, the’ U, .S. passed
‘money to private sector
gn‘mps which supported the:

strikers. And in-at: least one-
“case,” a’.small amount of
C.LAZ money was .passed ‘to
the strikers by a private t-
tor orgammon, contta.ry 0
C.IA. groand rul

Small Amounts of Money

Did .the U. S. provide
covert suppont to right-wing
terrorist organizations during
1970-73? ‘The C.IA. gave

-support in. 1970 to one group, -~
became

‘whose tactics. more

Violent over time, Through insuring that‘ the- executiver: -

197F  that', group. received
small’ suris _of American-
-money through, third parties

for specific- purposes. And it

‘§8; possible that' money. was
passed ‘to these groups on the -
extreme " right- from CILA.-
supported- opposmon pohtxca.l
pacties.

. The pattern of Uruted
States covert action in Chile
is striking but not unique. It
arose in the context not only
of American foreign poliey,
but also of covert U. S. in-
volvement in other countries
within and outside Latin
America. The scale* of C.LA.
involvement in .Chile swas
unusual but by no means
unprecedented.. - -

Prehnunary Concluswn}

A’ fundamentat question.~
raised by the' pattern of U.S.

provxde‘ g

" covert activities persxsts‘ b\d.

- the threat to-.vital U.S. na-
tional security interests
posed by the Presidency of
Salvador Allende justify_the '

. several major covert attempts

to prevent his’ accession to
power?’ Three American’
‘Presidents and their senior
advisers evidently thought so.

One rationale for covert
intervention in Chilean poli-
- tics was spelled out by Hen-
ry Kissinger. in his back-
ground briefing to the press
on Sept. 16, 1970, the day
after Nixom’s meeting with
Helms. He argued t an
Allende victory would be ir-
reversible within Chile, might
affect neighboring nations
pose ‘“massive
‘problems” for the U.S, m-
Latin America: :

“1 have yet to meet some-
body who firmly believes

that iff Allende wins, there is -

likely to be another free
electmcmm“'l in Chxfla !
is easy for one to pre-
- dict - tgat if Allende wins,
"there is a good chance that
.he will establish over a pe-
riod of years some sort of
‘Communist, Goyernment. In
that case; we-would have
one not on aff ‘island off the
coast [Cuba] which has not a
itional relationship and
pact in Latin America, but
in a. major-. Latin-American

.colfatry. you: would have a -

- Communist. - Government,
jomning: for example, Argen-
t!ne ... Peru . and” Bo-

. 50'T don't think we
should delude ourselves on
an: Allende take-over would
not presant massive problems

for us, and for the democrat- .

ic foroes and for pro-U.S.
forces-in Latin America, and
indeed to the whole Western
Hemisphere.

Inc-the hands of Congress
rests " the -responsibility. for
branich. is- held ‘to. full’” politi
cal . accountabmty for caves
activities. The record on Ch

mixed-“and muted, by jts

momp!eteness.

The ' record * Teaves imanc'j
swu'ed a number .of ques-

tions. These pertain both-to -
. how forthcoming the agency:
was and how interested and -
persistent the Congressional

committees were, Were mem-"

bers of Congress, for instancé,
given the opportunity to ob-
Ject to specific projects be-
fore the projects were imple-
mented? Did they want to?
There is 2also an issue of jur-
“isdiction. C.LA. and State De-
partment officials have taken
the position that they are
authorized to reveal agency -

—~operations only to the appra-

priate oversight committees,

-. The:Chilean experiencedow :

.. Now it ~

suggest that the committee
give serious conmsideration. to;
the possibility -that lodging:
the respoasibility for nation-:
.al estimates; and- conduct of
operationalactivities with the-
same person—the Director of
Central Intelligence~—creates
an inherent conflict of inter--
est and judgment.

* When - covert actions in
. Chile. became public knowl-.
edge,-the costs were obvious.
The- United. States was seen,
by its covert actions_to have
contradicted not-only-its offi-
cial declarations but its
treaty commitments and prin-
ciples' of long standing. At
the same time it was pro-
claiming a “low profile” in
Latin-American relanons
the U. S. Government was-
zeekmg to foment a coup in

hile.

This report does not af-.
tempt to offer a final judg-
ment on the political proprie-
ty, the morality, or even the
efectiveness of American
covert activity in Chile. Did
the threat posed by an Al-
lende Presidency  justify
covert American involvement
in Chile? Did it justify the
specific and unusual att empt;
to foment a.military coup to.
deny Allende the Presidency?.
In 1970, the U. S.. sought to-
foster a rmhtary coup in Chile:
to prevent:Allende’s acces-:

an ab-l
ernation? Or. was” ‘the threat:
posed. to the national securis
ty interests of the - United!
States’so grave that the Gov--
emment was remiss. in not;
seeking his downfall directly:
during 1970-73? What, res
sponsibility does the United
States bear for the cruelty’
and- political suppression that
“have become the hallmark of’
‘the present regime in Chile?-
- Om: these questions com-
“mittee members may differ.
So may American giizens. Yet’

“the committee’s mandate is’

less. to judge the past than to-
recommend for the future,

Moving ' from+ past cases to
future guidelines, what is im-;
_portant to note is-that covertl
“action has beenperceived asi
2 middle ground between dip-
lomatic reptesentation and.
‘the overt. use of ' military
force.

In the case of “Chile;. that
middle ground may have been
far too broad. Given the:
costs. of covert action, it
should be resorted to only to.
counter severe threats to the
national secunty of the Uu't-;
.ed States. It is far from clear’
‘that -that was the case’ in

Chile. i B ot 4

1

NEW YORK TIMES
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PANELCLEARS LA
OFA DIRECT ROLE
INT3 CHILE 60LP

But Ser}ate Committee Staff
Finds That U.S. Encouraged
+"the Overthrow of Allende

AID FOR PLOTS TRACED

Document Says Washington
Allocated $13.4 Million to
- an Influence-Campaign

By NICHOLAS M. HORROCK.
Spectal to The New Yark Times

WASHINGTON, Dec. 4—The
staff of a Senate intelligenca
committee said ‘today it had
found that the United States
had encouraged the overthrow
of the “democratically elected”
Chilean Government of Presi<
dent Salvador Allende Gossens.

‘It said, however, that.no di<
rect involvement by the Cen-
tral Intelligence Avency or the
American Embassy in the 1973
coup had been established.

These statements were made
today in a 62-page report is-
sued by the staff of the Sens
Tte Select Comm:ttee on In-
‘telligence.

" The document contained rela-

tively little.- information “not
made public. prevxously, either
in the _committee’s “report. of
"Nov. 20 on is Inquiry into as-|
sassination plots against foreign
leaders or in accounts publxshecL
in the press.-

Today’s report was based
upon executive session testi-
mony. by. CLA. officials. a.nd
ather Government officials ‘in-|
cluding Secretary of State Henry
A. Kissingers It- also reflected]
information from some secret]
C.LA., National Securxty Coun-
cil and State Depa.rtment doc-
uments,

Parts of the report, which is
utled “Covert -Action in Chile,
1963-1973,” were read into the
record of a public hearing. This
action came after the Adminis-
tration kept officials from tes-
tifying in public session on the
United States actions in Chile.

The United States Govern-,
ment, the committee staff said,’
ended a 10-year, $13.4 million
effort to deny Dr. Allende
power in Chile by “advocating
and encourfging the overthrow”
‘of his &erchrancally elected
_govemment cEe
i+ William Miller, the. coxmmt
tee’s staff director, told ‘the
imembers-that the. re_pcrtmﬂ
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‘United” States activity in cmﬂ
\Was_representative of six majog!
covert. operations. studied- dur-
ihi” the -cominitfee's  investiga-]
-ﬁon."l‘-h;e‘six‘oper.auons'mmmg

and ' Telegraphi Corporation: put
$350,000; of its-own money’into|

tion” of 1970, the commiltes
staff. said, edding that it. gave,
$250,000- to the campaign ' of)
former. President: Jdrge -Ales
safidri and $100,000 to an anti-|
Allende’ party. The report: said
$350,000 more had’ come:

other-United States- bisinesses,
GThe. CLA. was able to af-
fect the content of a Time mag-
azine story in 1970, the report
said, - ﬂmgh“bnefmgs rev
quested by Time and -provided

by-the C.LA

the report said,

d@‘ 1
committee|

in Washington: |

. qThe<tepoit said that afterd

dered”. 4" stepped-up effort’ to
stop: Dr. Allende in September}

 Soiven . abiished|
committée :spoKesmien: confirm-

ed, by Augustine Edwards a

clpse friend of Donald M. Keln
dall, president- of Pel"f_;“ a:’
* In'¥he comimittee’s aseassina-

i[Attomeyr ~General .John N.
\Mitchell, a7 "

While thé committes Soaff re-
ported that it could establish no
direet’ operational involvement
by the. C.1.A. or United States:
Embassy in the. 1973 coup,. the:

members. agreed during :

{Staasg‘ X
!
|

i, for Dr.

" 'The

ceounts. published i Thé: New

York Times and efsewhere in
the faH of 1974 that the United
States had covertly poured mil-
lions of dollars into Chile, first
to keep Dr. Allnde from becom-
'ing president and later to over-
throw his Government. The re-
port set. the' total figure, - from
;1963 until-1973, at t°$13.4
million and Said that between

Dr. Allende’s inauguritien in

‘November 1970 and his ouster,
the United States Government
spent-over $7 milkion;

Today’s X
istatements. and testimony by
Edward M. Korry, who served
as United States Ambassador in

years, and Ralph A.

;the Ambassador between 1964

land 1967._

1970,.the CIA: covertly chan:]
neted §11.5 million to. El..

> ng a press
i ihg-today. that. the. United;

hearing  included|’

ISantiago during the early Nixon.

p

WASHINCTON POST
o 0 DEC 975

CIA Role

In Chile .
Outlined

- $13 Million '~
g Wasspent on.

. Cavert Work
- 7. By LaurenceStern
. ‘FM{:gx;hmgrrgn.‘Pos!sr_hn.wnxerr
~Details .of .2 “massive” .
campaigtr of . clandestine -
" operations- gver -a 10-year.
period to block the election-
and, theri’to overthrow the-
- government’ of the late;

- Salvador- Allende-in- Chile
Were.revealed .yesterday.
By the. Senaté intelligence:
committee, = T
-: In & report on what'i called,
an. *Yextendive “and " con-
tinuous’ program of covert
operations “conducted during -
the Kennedy, Johnson and
Nixom administrations, the
committee ‘repott estimated
. that the United States spent
$13.4:million in Chile between

1963 and 1973, - . ...
" Of this-amount, some ‘$8.
million--was- e:iuoeated « (t]g-
opaganda and support of;
fgmim] parties;-$4.3- million
was'spent to support and in-.
fluenee- the- mass-media of,

. - Central Intelligence Agency’
‘expenditures to”one apti-
Allende- newspaper, - EF
Mercurio, amounted to $1.5.
million from Sept.. 9,-1971, to
April 11, 19727 The report also
-said_that CIA evaluators had
-coneluded *that. Ef Mercurio
and "other Tmedia mutlets

supported by the Agengy had.
Plbyed - Toperiogs st o
‘wetting the stage for the Sept.
- 18493, militiry coup™

<, The ownef of EI' Mercurio;,
wealthy Chilean-businessman_
‘Augustin Edwards, conferred
with top-officials of the Nixon,
administration. . on ° the!
day—Sept. 15, 1976 “—that
President Nixon ordered the
CIA to help mount a military,
eoup d’etat as a means of
preventing Allende’s election.

., The report revealed-that the-
-International Telephone and
Telegraplt Corp.-and other
U.S. " multinational firms
based in Chile funneled some
$700,000-into" that country’s
presidential popular election
in 1870- in behalf of con-
Servative candidate Jorge-
; Alessandri—Allende’s prin-.
i cipal opponent. S

It previously had been
disclosed that ITT had offered
through -one of its directors,
former CIA Director John A,

s

-~

McCone, $1' million to thwart

the Allende: election but that
the money had been declined

by the agency. :

The actual contributions
ITT and other American
companies, the
disclosed, was given with the
ClA's advice qn how to “safely
channel” the money into the
1970 campaign. ITT con-
tributed about $330,000 of the
total amount, according to the-
committee,

en. Frank Church (D-

Idaho), chairman of the in-
telligence panel, estimated
that the $3 million pumped.
inte’ Chile during the 1964
election would be the
equivalent to an expenditure -
of $60 million in the United
States—allowing for dif-
ferences in population.. That,
Church noted, was more than
twice the reported amount
spent by Lyndon B. Johnson
and Barry Goldwater together-
during the U.S. presidential
campaign that year,
- In the 1964 Chilean election,
the report revealed, more.
than half of the campaign
costs of Christian Democrat
Eduardo-Frei were financed:
by the -United States without
Frei’s knowledge. That year,
as in. the previous four elec-
‘tions in Chile, Allende was a
candidate. The CIA spent
more than $2.6-million in:
Frei's behalf in the 1964
presidential race.

The United States did not
only concern itself with
presidential elections in Chile
but congressional contests as
well. In_February, 1965, the
303 Committee, which at that
time passed " on covert
operations, approved $175,000*
to support 22 congressional
candidates’ in Chile selected
by the U.S. ambassador and
the CIA station chief, ae-
cording to the report.

In describing the CIA-
directed propaganda to in-
fluence the outcome of the 1970
election, the report cited the
case of a Time magazine
article cover story that was.
changed as the result of a CIA-
briefing.

“According to CIA
documents,” the committee
‘said, “‘the Time correspondent
in Chile apparently had ac-
cepted Allende’s protestations
of moderation and con-
stitutionality at face value..
Briefings requested by Time
and provided by the CIA in
Washington' resulted in a
change in the basic thrust of,
.the Time story” on Allende’s’
Sept. 4 popular victory.

The pattern of covert
financing, according. to the.
report, spread through the

. entire political and economie

sector of Chile, encompassing
trade unions, business
organizations, right-wing
extremist groups and farm
organizations.

Funds provided by the ClA,
the report said, “financed
activities covering a broad

report.

spectrum from propaganda
Jmanipulation of the press to
large-scale support for Chile’s
political parties, from public
opinion polls to attempts to
foment a military coup. . -

The report asserted that
there was no evidence .the
United States was “directly
involved, covertly” in the 1973
coup  against . Allende. .
“However "the United States
sought, in 1970, to foment a-
military coup in Chile,” the
committee staff concluded.
“‘After 1970 it adopted a policy
of both overt and covert op--
position fo Allende and it'
remained . in - intelligence
contact with the Chilean
military, including officers
who were participating in the
coup plotting.”

Similarly, the report said.
that top U.S. nationai security
advisers opposed -American
funding of the truckers’ strike
that precipitated the final’
economic crisis of the Allende-
administration, setting ‘the’
stage for the Sept. 11 coup.

The CIA recommended that
the truck owners’ strike be
supported with a $25,000 grant,
but the proposal was never'
approved. The CIA did rebuke
a Chilean cover organization
that passed on $2,800 to the
strikers. o,

The CIA provided $38,500 for -
the controversial right-wing:
paramilitary organization
Fatherland and Liberty “in an-
effort to create tension and a
possible, pretext for' in-.
tervention by the Chilean:
military.” The organization
was publicly-calling for the
armed overthrow of Allende’s”

government, ’ o
The report, based on access”
to - national security

documents, said that the;
covert activities carried out in:
Chile were apparently. not.
made available to the CIA
intelligence analysts
responsible for preparing:
National Intelligence.
éstimates on Chile. -
This meant. that those. U.S:.
officials responsible for
preparing. national estimates:
on Chile “appear not to have,
had access- to certain in-
formation which could® have’
added to; or substantially
revised, their assessments.
and predictions, That_ flaw
was telling,” the report said.
The - committee heard
festimony yesterday from two
former ambassadors to Chile,
Edward M. Korry and Ralph
Dungan, as well as former
Assistant Secretary of State
for Inter-American Affairs
Charles Meyer. .
Korry evoked laughter from
the audience when he declared .
that ‘‘under Ambassador
Dungan and me, Chile made
more social progress than any"

other country in -Latin
America.” . -
Korry, in a heavily.

emotional presentation, ac-
cused Church and the com-
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mittee ‘of conducting a
political ‘‘pornoflick” rather.
than an objective inquiry. He'
was ambassador during thes
1970 U.S. intervention.

Dungan, the ambassador
from 1964. to 1967, described:
the intervention “‘as we now.
see in hindsight a national:
disgrace.”” He added;,
however, that the excesses
occurred under . “imprecise®
congressiomal mandates,
haphazard oversight and.
money provxded . by
Congress.’

The general outlines of the
CIA interventions in 1964 and
the 1970-1973 period have been
reported in the press. What:
the new committee report
provided was precise detail:
"and documentary evidence. |

It also demonstrated;
through citation of national
security documents that were-
declassified for the com-
mittee, that the U.S. policy-’
making community was split!
on: the 1970"interventions withi
the State Department taking a:
dim view of intervention and,
the Pentagon, White House;
and the U.S. ambassador tq,
Chile, Korry,suppomnglt.
" In describing the Scope. of
CIA-fmanccd propaganda;
activity, the report detailed”
what it. called a_‘‘spoiling
operation’’ against Allende’s
leftist coalition in 1970 that,
included production of hup--
dreds of thousands of posters
and leaflets; extensive press-
and radio campaigning; sign-
painting some 2,000 walls with
the firing. squad slogan “su
paredon’’ (your wall), and;
conducting a terror campaign:
showing large photographs of :
Sovlet tanks in Prague. .

In one week during the 1964:
campaign, the rt said, “ai
CIA-funded propaganda group!
produced 20 radio spots per:
day in Santiago and on 44
provincial stations; 12-minute:

‘news broadeasts five times
daily on three Santiago!

_stations and 24 provincizlk
-outlets; thousands of cartoo!

and much pa:d press ad
verusmg

- o>

WASHINGTON POST
30 NOV 1975

Havana Report

HAV-\'\IA—The news medta
in Cuba so far have kept.
complete silence om U.S.
reports ‘of CIA plots against:
the life of Fidel Castro, Reuter..
repofted. The findings of the
Senate inteiligence committee
on the subject have not' been
picked up by the Cuban press:
and there has been no ofﬁcxa :
‘comment. s

WASHINGTON POST
2 8 NOV 1975

TR T

Con_tra

§ : " Ambassador - to
-Chile’'B ard;MaleolmKnrry
madé 2 series- of . seemn;
unqualified’ disclaimers of
-Amertican- mierventmm in the,
187%: Chil d

2 =his, assertlans on
Ma h:d7 m:{(.were these" :

i Chil &5 ongress- at- &u}‘.
timgin the rrefour earsiof

The~ commrttee repor?
quotes,  for. éxample,. &
message - -Korry: sent - t&
President-Eduardo‘Frei, lon
a favorite of Korry .and’ th%
American. i

The message' seekmg tl’}
éncourage. Fmto;om asecr

U.S. plan-of" political Lrt‘
tervéntion to deny: the 1979’
Chileary election (o' Satvados
Allende. said: "Frei shouldd
know'that nat 2 nut er-bolt wilid
be alléwed to reach Chilé,
under Allende. Once Allends!
comes o pawer we shall doall;
within éur power to condemd;
Chile: and. the Chiledins - Lo
utmost - “deprivatian: and!
POverty, a policy. designed. fofs
& ang time to come: L

Statements |ssued mbehal £
or President Nixon- that- the,
United . States’ played no m-;
terventionist. refe in Chile.i
1870 . also. -were- strenglys
challenged By the Senated
committeé’s '8 _evidence of a:
pr&mdentlaﬂy ordered coverti
political war 3gamst the
socialist Allende; .

.S¢ was: the teshmonv of’
former Secretary of -State

© William P Rogers: hi siie..

cesSor. Hénry A. Kissinger;.

former. CIA Director Richard;
M. "Hélms; former Assistant!
Sécretary of State for Inter-
-‘Americar Affairs CHartes.
Meyer and: other Szate
Department spokesmem

< V{ever éommented - earh

‘thiswéek: I have the fesling F;

-

)

e ey

,génée comimithes
porfed [that.the farmer’
émbassador recommentied to
‘Washington 'a plan fér >z
.000-effort in (the Chileam
congress to persuade certain’
shifts in-voting an 24 Octobet,’
‘1970."" That was the date of the -
Chilean. funoff election made-
necessary. because Allende:
failed to'win a majority in the

popular election Sept. 4.

The “Forty Committee,’’
the government's topdemslon-
making body for covert
operations, authorized
$350,000 to be spent by the
Central Intelligenee Agencv to-
bribe menbers of the Chilean:
congress to oppose Allende:
and overturn the resuits of thef
popular election: The .meney.
was never spent, however,’
because of fears that the CI A's,
complicity would leak out.

There was another ma;or
contradiction. According to
the Senate report, Korry:
received a- go-ahead from,
Washington - after- a’ Sépt. 14,2
1970 National Security Cmmc:f;
meeting to implement what,
was called the:“Rube Gold-:
berg™ gambit to deny thd 1970+
election to Allende.’ his’ )
callefl for-the-diversi
votés in the Chileari congres:
to the candidaey of Jorge:
Alessandri, a eonservasive:
and.aging politician. ‘who?
would then resign; feaving thel
incumbent Chnstxa"‘
Demiocrat, F're' "' cen
sututmnauy free:to =-mceed
himself in the pres»denc&.,
(Chile’s constitution bars &:
president from bucneedmg
himself.) -

In his 4973 testimony to the:
subcemmittee - ‘investigating
efforts
Telephone and Telegraph
Corp: to block the election-of
Allende. in 1970, Korry said
that the United States “‘did not
get involved in-the s&called
Alessandri formula.. . .

But a CIA.memo, disclosed:
in a foétnote to. the Senate
committee report, spelled ouf:
Korry’s role in the Ales.sandrt
formula

‘"Ambassador Korry was
asked to go dneeth ta
President Frei_to see if he
would be willing to commit
himseif to this line of action. A!
contingency of $250,000 was
approved for ‘covert support;
of projects which Frei or his.
trusted team deem im:
portant.” It was further agreed:
that a propaganda campaign,
be undertaken by the agency.
(CIA) t6 focus o the damage
of an Allende takeover.”

Korry said yesterday that “I
stand. by every: statement I,

by International -

(IlEiEIOﬂS on Chlle

isagrea.
Lsx EVENE NESR ¢ o 01
have made to the eummmee
and to the press.” He added
that he will testify publicly at’
the committee’s hearmgs o
‘Chile next week.- . -

The S enate report gave new
significance to an internal I'TT
document that was first
reported by columnist Jack
Anderson_in March, 1972. It
alluded to a Sept. 15, 1970,
message from the State
Department to Korry in
Santiago.

That memo, from ITT field
operatives Hal Hendrix and
Robert Berrelez, reported to*
high executives of the firm:

““The:big push has begun in
Chile:  to assure. a
congressional victory_ for
Jorge Alessandri on October
24, as-part of what has beem
dubbed, the. ‘‘Alessandrit
Formufa’"“to prevent Chile]
from beeommg a Communist:

ey
i

state . , . Late Tuesday night .
(Sept. 15), Ambassador
Edward - Korry- finaliy:

received a message from the
State Department giving him..
the green light te move in the
name of President Nixon. The
message gave him maximum
authority te do all possible —
short - of a Dominican.
Republie-type action — to.
‘keep Allende fron} taking'
power._.."
. Korr testlﬂed in the Senate
ﬁumnabmal Corporatmns
‘Subeommitteeligquiry that
‘‘there was nig green light or;
,anythxng approgimating it.”:
But he declinéd: to elaborate”
‘on his instructions from
Washmgtonon the ground that,
it would be improper for him;
to discuss the content of an
executive communication. *
Sept. 15, 1970, was the day‘.;’
according . to. the ;Senate in
telligence committee: tepokt;
‘that President Nixo: "ordere
Helms 0. m-\&q}vej
promotmg & militas; oug‘
-d'etat- in Chile at & meeting;
with Kissinger and: A'Immeyi
General.lohn\l Mitchell.
Other statements by leading
administration officials that
appear. to be contradicted by-
the evidence of the Senale
reportwere these:

) —1I his 1972 forexgn pohcy
report to Congress, President:
Nixon;'in a reference to Chile,
said the United States deals
“realistically with govern-
ments as they are — right and;
left.” His administration, the!
President said, pursued a:
policy of “‘non-intervention.”
—During his confirmation.
hearings as Secretary of Statey
in September, 1973, Kissingerj
said that “"the C1A was heavxly
‘involved in 1964 in the election } ]|
was in a2 very minor way in-.
volved in the 1970 election and,
since then we have absolutely;
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stayed away from any coups.’
Our efforts in Chile were to’
strengthen the democratic’
political parties and give them’
a basis for winning the elec=
tionin1976. . .« .. - j
- Thomas Karamessines, CIA3
Deputy Director_for. Plans
(covert operations),. testified’
to the Senate intelligence;
committee that *‘Kissinger]
left no doubt in my mind tha¢
he was under the heaviest of
pressare to -get thig:-dcs

THE WASHINGTON POST

complished and he in turn was"
placing us under the heaviest
of ‘pressures tb get:it ac-
complished.”” Karamessin
was speaking of the CIA’s
covert promotion of a coup bg
the €hilean military in 1979:-- 4
=Testifyimg" before the
Senate Foreign. Relations
Committee on March.22, 1972,
Rogers said: “‘The:United:
States government-di t
engage in-i 0per.
#i.Chile.”” . e
i-—=Mever, , testifying;

Tove:

" Friday, ‘Nov. 28, 1378

the Senate Multinational?
Corporations . Subcommittee!
on March 17, 1973, said: ‘‘The:
policy of the government, Mr.:
Chairman, was that there;
would be no interven &
political affzirs of -Chi
were-éonsistent. ing
financed. no candi
political parties be
“HtérSept: 8 (the atelof the
populatelection) .. 1,
A

R R —————————————

: CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380003-3

Thents 48 theysare™, ... Wej
were  religiously . and,
scrupulously #dhéring to the,
policy of the government of
the United Sfates . . of
-nonintervention.’"
-, This. . week "Meyer "said--
Tuefully: “Y neverfelt then nor ;
how that+1 was pérjuring. or
- lying. The degree'to which. I}
was talking about what I knew-;
— and-aboutwhat I didn’ti
know .-~ "will havé to- be(

[ I ..-33-{'«3

demonstrated.”

Anti-Allende Campaign, U.S.

b i o

Visit of Chilean May Be Linked

By Laurence Stern:
Wasningfon Post Staft Writer ‘.
The day President Nixon:
launched his undeclared war
of covert political operations
against Chile — Sept. 15, 1970
— there was a series of secret
meetings in Washington
centering on the presence of a
wealthy Santiago publisher,
Agustin Edwards. .
According to former CIA
director Richard M. Helms, it
was Edwards’ presence in.
Washington that day which:
may have ‘‘triggered”’
President Nixon's instructions
to involve the CIA in«per-
mitting a military coup d’etat;
intended to prevent the,
election of Socialist Salvador:
Allende as president of Chile."
Edwards, a conservative;
who bitterly opposed ﬂlﬁx_{eﬁ
came to Washington in what.:
one government source
described as *“‘a last-minute
effort” to recruit U.S, support
for a plan to derail Allende’s
prospects of election by the -
Chilean Congress, ory Oct. 24,
1970. - v } b .
The E} Mercurio publishing -
chain of which Edwards was
publisher and owner had
received CIA subsidies since:
the late 1950s, according to-
govemmeny SOUrces.

Edwards gained. President
Nixon’s ear through the:
helpful intercession. of Pep-:
siCo’ president Donald Ken-
dall. a mutual friend and-
longtime political backer as
well as law client of Nixon.
After Allende’s election,
Edwards joined the Pepsi-~
Cola organization as a vice-
president. :

Helms, in his testimony to
the Senate intelligence
committee, said that prior to-
the White House meeting at
which President Nixon called.
for CIA intervention, “the.
editor of EI Mercurio had
come to Washington, and I had
been asked to go and talk to
him at one of the hotels here.”

-

> T Helms was reported to have: -

been perplexed by his in-
structions to consult with
Kendall' and Edwards om
conditions- in -Chile. ‘‘His
feeling seems. to, be that heres
he was, the director of the:
United = States  Central
Intelligence Agency and he
was being sent by the White:
House to interview the head of-
the Pepsi:Cola Co. and a
Santiago publisher,” related a
well-informed associate of
Helms. - ’

In his testimony to the
Senate. intelligence com
mittee, Helmg.said he had th
impression -that Presiden
Nixort called-the Sept: 15, 19703
White House meeting on Chile-
‘“because of Edwards”
presence in: Washington and ;
what he heard from Kendall
about what Edwards was$
saying about conditions in:
Chile and what was happening -
there.”” . : !

Heims’ hand-written notes:
from that meeting reflected!
such presidential reactions:
and instructions. as’ these::
“One-in-ten chance, perhdps,;
but save Chile.' .. ;. Not
concerned risks involved .. . -
Nao: involvement of Embassy,
Lo $10,000,000: availab}e‘,g
more if necessary . .. Full-,
time -jobs . . . best men we:
have . .. Game plan . .
Make the economy scream:?
.. .."48 hours for plan of ac-
tion.” . . i ,

On the morning of Sept. 13, a
footnote to the Senate in-
telligence committee report
noted, ““At the request of.
Donald Kendall, President of
Pepsi-Cola, Henry Kissingers
and John Mitchell met fori
breakfast with Kendall ands
Edwards. The topic: of con-:
versation was the political’
situation in Chile- and the:
plight of El Mercurio and:
other anti-Allende forces.”
- The breakfast meeting was:
fellowed by a more formal
session at the White House;

-~ g PRV S,
“conducted by the President

and attended by Kissinger,:
Mitchell and Helms. It was
then; as the CIA director later;
testified, that President Nixomni

“‘came down very hard that he

wanted_ something_ done (irf
Chile) and he didn’t much
care how and and that he was:
prepared to make money
available. . . * -

The . Senate intelligence

NEW YORK TIMES
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U.S. Intelligence Chiefs Deny "~
F gzlsifyihg Vietnam Troop Data

i committee is now negotiating
with Nixon to hear his version
“of these events. R
+ CIA director William E.;
Colby testified secretly to a-
House b-
committee in June, 1974, that;
the CIA spent $8.million in
covert efforts to prevent
Allende’s election and then:
undermine his government.
between 1969 and1973. . - ..:

intelligence  sub~;

‘WASHINGON, Dec. 3

sive.

292,000:

Eieut. Gen. Daniel O. Graham,
who is seeking early retirement
as: head of the Defense Intel-
ligence Agency, testified that
United States military leaders
wére not surprised by the in-
teasity of the Tet attack, which
killed 2,200 Americans and de-

stroyed 58 aircraft.

- Both men took issue with
by Samuel A.
Adams, a former C.IA. agent,
who eold the committee in Sep-
tember that the agency and
the military deliberately falsi-
fied Communist strength to
make it appear the allies were

statements

winning the war.

Mr. Colby, in prepared testi-
mony, said the C.LLA. prepared
a special assessment for De-
fense Secretary Robert S. Mc-
Namara in May 1967 that con-
cluded “the over-all strength
of the Communists’ organized

1 (UPI)| nam is ‘probably i the: 560,000
~—The outgoing civilian and mi-|
litary intelligence directors de-|
nied " today that there was. ai
conspiracy to downgrade Com-
munist troop-strength in Viet-
nam before the 1968 Tet offen-

|could be compared with -an
!official military number at that
: ‘Ltim; of 292,000,” Mr. Colby
William E." Colby,. director! oo ot :
of Centeal Intelligenz;. fold the| tations from official C.LA. pub
Hause  Intelligence Committee
ﬂﬁt the C.LA. insisted at the
time: that the Vietcong had
508,000 or more men, compared
with ' a military %ﬁmtq of

range and may even by higher.%’
““The 500,000 figure presented|
by- the CIA*in this report

“I believe that these quo-

lications show clearly that . the
CLA. did not shrink from push-
ing the case. for higher figures
and made no-attempt to pro-
duce ‘politically’ acceptable’ es-
timates.” .~ . .

Mr. Adams. testified -that the
Vietcong had' 600,000 troo;
at’the time, along with 30,0835
spies” in the South_Vietnamese|
military, and that this fact was
concealed from the public by
the C.LA. and the military.]
Mr. Colby and Mr. GraHam
said that testimony was errone-
ous and misleading.

Mr. Graham, who preceded
MT. Colby to the witness table,
said it was estimated after the
Tet offensive that the Vietcong
had a .force of only 170,000
men and that not all of them.
could have taken part. .

Mr. Colby, who is continuing
as. C.ILA. chief until his desig-
nated successor, George Bush,
goes through the Senate confir-
mation process, was once in
charge of the agency’s “Phoe-
nix"” program designed to wipe
out Vietcong double agents and
South ' -Vietnamese collabora-

force structure in South Vet:ltors. ;.5

4
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~ The Unmaking of a President =

. /
ANTOFAGASTA, Chile — Americans
. suffer from ‘a kind of political maso-

. chism that relishes depicting United

States policy: and its agents as a

wicked, corrupt force, and relatively .
- recent events in-Chile confirm this ob- "~ — - T
. "between 1970 and 1973, I kmow of no

sessive. malady U .

- A favorite legend is that Uncle Sam.

.deliberately threw out- the- benevolent
President Saivador Allende Gossens in
1973 while sponsoring a military coup
d’état under Gen. Augusto . Pinochet
Ugarte, now chief of state.

It is sometimes contendéd that the
plot was engineered by C.LA. agents
‘who are held responsible nowadays for
everything from, foot-and-mouth dis-
ease to famine in Bangladesh. But
many argue that the two United States
“ambassadors {9 Chile under Allende
engineered events producing today’s
authoritarian regime.

Mr. Allénde, whom I knew, is4 not’

around. ‘to comment.. He committed
suicide during the putsch..But I have
taiked with. the Presidents. who pre-

ceded and “succeeded: him, Eduardo .

Frei Montalva and General Pinochet.
. About the only thing they agree on is
. that the U.S. had nothing to do with

Allende’s overthrow.” - .-

. In Santiago Mr. Frei told. me he
knew both American ambassadors well
during the Allende presidency: Edward
Korry, who left in late 1971 at the end

‘of Allende’s” first year, and Nathaniel".

“Davis, his successor.

Mr. Frei didn't pretend to know what
the C.LA. was up to. Nevertheless, he

argued it couldn’t possibly have stirred .

up the- massive oppasition to Allende
that followed a_15,000 percent rise in
inflatlon over three years and.2 1,000
percent drop in the value ®f Chile's
currency. L g i

He said: “As far as T have been able
to find out concerning what happened

- FOREIGN AFFAIRS

“by either Ambassador’

“afterward, even my family asked what

UByC. L Sulzberger -

act of intervention in internal politics
OITY. OF Am-

bassador Davis.” - R

As for General Pinochet, who planned
and led the coup, he assured me heres
“I can swear to you as a Christian that
I never had any kind of contact with
anyone from the C.LA. .or with any
ambassador, US. or otherwise. I
wanted to be free of any obligation to
anybody.” . ‘ .

“And of course I wanted to protect
‘my intentions by total discretion. Why,

kind of help I received from the United -
States. I told them: ‘Not even: good
will” In that L am very much dis-
appointed.™ - F e thio
- .While General Pinechet has. an’ im-~
pressive credibility gib, there is every

reason to believe this particular asser-

_tion.. He revealed to me details of his.

coup never- before disclosed.” -
These . show that he prepared his

_Vputsch virtually alone over a long .

period, taking hardly anyone into his

- confidence. “Anyope,”_includes the

C.LA. whose principal function in
Allende’s day seems to have been try-
ing to help moderate democratic forces
stay alive.. (The agency did oppose
Allende at the very start of his presi-
dency and was indirectly involved in
the Killiig of Gen. René Schneider in a
mysterious conspiracy just afterward.
But it was not involved. in the Pinochet
‘coup three years later.) - -

General - Pinochet began worrying
about .Commupisns-in 1947 when he
commanded #’smali security force at
a detengjpn amp.; He thought .Chite

1

around the city.

d reached the .end of tﬁe road when
Allende’ was elected - in 1970, .He be-.
came known for anti-Communism but

- . the regime. mistakenly dismissed an-°
- other general named Pinochet and left
. him untouched. - - S

*Thereafter he blandly concealed his.
opinions -and" was subsequently-- ap-i
pointed - army -commander: * He " dis--
cussed his intentions with only a hand-
tul of high army officers, never telling
anyone in the air force, navy or con-
stabulary because he felt these had.
already been dangerously infiltrated by
pro-Allende men. L

Finaily, 'in June, 1973, he ordered
the Army War College to prepare s
“game plan” 'to protect internal se-

7' curity. Each portion was drafted by

separate- groups.so nobody could unders

- stand- the project’s potentia] signifi-

cance. :
General Pinochet decided to act on”
Sept. 14, '1973—four days before an’

. independence: day parade. This would :

allow him_te-bring military units .into

“Santiago for the customary procession.

and billet -them in concentric ‘rings

- But' on Sept. 9, ‘air force Gen.
Gustavo Leigh and am ‘admiral repre-'
senting the navy commander, Adm.:
José Merino, visited General Pinochet:
on. his daughter’s. birthday. Leigh,.

.Merino_and the national police_ com-

mander, Gen. César Mendoza, now-

‘fotm the four-man ruling junta that

Pinochet dominates. They asked Pino-,
chet to ‘take action and he agreed to
move up his D-day te Sept. 11. But he

‘never disclosed details of his opera-

tionat plan, -- - . e
- Thus he adduces comsiderable evi-,

.dence_that rio foreigner, diplomat or'

intelligence- agent = knew anything
about - his. project -ahead of time—be-
cause hardly any Chilean did. On this
point it is logical to believe him.
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fPubH c’sEsteem for the F.B.I.

-

Bureau of Investigation, always
high i earlier "days, has de-
clined considerably: in the last
{decade and' particularly since
1970, the Gallup organization
reported in its latest poll, is-
sued yesterday. R

The polling organization said
that the “highly favorable” rat-
ing given. the F.BII In 1985
by 84 percent of those inter-
{viewed dropped-to 37 percent
in the poll conducted last
imonth. Even so, the bureau
continued ta hold the respect
of a majority, with generally
ipositive ratlngs ,utstripping
1 negative marks by a ratio of
;about 5. to 1.
! .The Gallup survey used_ a
Elo-point scale on which it

~ i . - .
Public esteem for the Federal|asked 1,515. adults, 18 and-ol-

Is Found Off»Sharply'[

der, in-more than 300 communi-|
ties to-rate the F.BI. from
plus-5 to minus-5. The two-top
ratings, plus-5 and plus-4; were

The poll was taken between
Oct. 30 AndNov. 3. .

The polling organization said
the. “highly favorable” rating
had slipped 13 points, from
184 percent to -71.percent, . be-

‘was another-drop of 19 points
by 1973 and still another de-

that early disenchantment with
the bureau began among youn-
ger adults, especially those

counted® as “highly favorableé.| With a-college background, liv-

that in the latest snrvey:'the
decline in esteem had bécome
across-the-board, coming after
such allegations of misconduct
Ia:"s the harassgentkof the Rev.
) : r. Martin Luther King Jr, prior
iween 1963 and '1970. There|y,” .o assassinationgin 1968,

- The Gallup organization.said|lic:s regard for the Central In-

ing in- the East. But it added

-A'parallel survey of the pub-

telligence Agency found - that|
the C.IA. had scored consider-
ably below the F.B.I The poli-
ing group said that 14 percent!
of those questiohed: had given
the CLA. a “highly favorable”
rating, -‘compared with the
FBL's 37 percent. In 1973,
the C.LA. also ranked well be-
hind the bureau but :still got
“highly favorable” marks from
23 percent of the sample, the
Gallup organization said.

cline of 15 points since then,
‘to reach the gurrent' low mark.
‘At the same time, 80 percent
of these questioned gave the

F.B.I. -plus-rating, against 16
percent minus-ratings, with 4
percent stating no opinion.

WASHINGTON POST™ ™
2 DEC 7S

Bruce Retirement

BRUSSELS—David K.E,
Bruce, U.S. ambassador to
NATO, said he will retire at-
the end of January—but not
because of a dispute with the.
White House, oo s

In a statement, Bruce, 77,
said he had told Secretary.of;

5

State Henry KissingeF In’
September he wished to retire
in January. He labeled asg
‘‘utterly - inaccurate” 2,
Newsweek magazine re i
that he resigned in anger after:
learning, via leaks, that his;
job had. been offered to:
outgoing: .CIA . Director]
wﬂ“ﬂm E, C‘ﬂb!- 2T comat ez
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Someone to Watch Over You

The Abuses of the

Intelligence Agencies

by The Center for National

Security Studies, edited by B

Jerry J. Berman -

and Morton H. Halperin,

‘Center for National Security Studies
(122 Maryland Ave., NE, -
“Washington, DC 20002) $2 25 e
Garry Wills - L

This is a dizzying computation\ of all
the snoopings, publicly known so far,.
performed by our public servants upon
their putative masters. With admirable
restraint the report attempts to collect
"and document every instance of illegal
activity undertaken by our various
intelligence agencies. It gives the de~
fense offered by .the agencies, the
authority under which each agency
operated, and the statutes apparently
infringed. It is- a_very. useful and’
complete handbook on official crime.
We can surmise that the tally-is not-
complete,. since it arose from spot
investigations, odd suits, and accidental-
confession. But already the count is:
.almost  self-defeating. The hundreds:
under surveillance, the thousands photo-
graphed, the hundreds of thousands-
filed. The “watch lists”” in readiness for
emergency detention. The blacks: The-
kids. Hit lists. Enemies. The ‘“‘enemy
within” is us. The deadpan recital of’it
all tends to dissolve in the mind. Everett
Dirksen- claimed, “A million here, a:

million there—in time that adds up to’:

real money.” It doesn’t, of course,:
That kind of addition turns—magically, "
at some unthinkable number—into sub-*
traction. We know fairly well what we
are-getting for $1.98. But not for forty™
billion. Much the same thing happens
by “the thousandth wuetappmg or’
break-in recorded here.

-~ We must summon up a gratitude to
E. Howard Hunt. One or two of -his
comic break-ins, complete with celebra:
tory . self—photographing sessions—or.
one intimidating “interview” “witl red-
wig - and voice-modulator—reminds us
what all these figures really mean. The
break-in at the Democratic National
Committee..was small potatoes set be-
side ‘the hundreds of FBI “‘black-bag”"
jobs; but its very $1.98 size smuggled it
in toward the imagination past TV com- )
mercials and situation comedies. Water-
gate, was the. sit-com of scandals,
“Haldeman and Son,” your friendly
garbage collectors tripping over each
other’s feet. .

’rhose who -found the Nixon -tenure
in office peculiarly sinister fail to
notice its redeeming feature: Nixon
distrusted everyone, even- J. Edgar
_Hoover. Even Richard Helms. Anyone

outmdé his sight. He had to rely on
private flunkies for everything—to con-
trol demonstrations around the White

"House (call over John Dean from the
Justice Department), to conduct the
war on drugs (use the scrubbed feroci-:
ty- of Egil Krogh), to keep track of
Teddy (put. Tony Ulasewicz on the,
trail of boiler-room girls); to draw up a
master plan for spying on everyone—;
including the spies- (have young Tom
Huston teach J. Edgar his tricks). .

Poor Huston, how .he wronged the-
Director: he. thought him remiss in the-
patriotic breaking of laws. He had to
admit, before the Church- committee,
~that Hoover had been doing the very
things he- proposed; but  Huston
thought Hoover was above all that—'
and Hoover had to slap down the kid
for being such a simpleton.

Nixon had the apparatus of a police
state at his disposal, but he was too
devious to use it. Right-wingers con-
stantly make the mistake of thinking
that liberals live up to their own
pretensmns The pretensions give them
license to sink down toward their
enemies’ level. If you want real and
systematic perfidy, you do-not.get_it
with Nixon, who sabotaged -himself
with a saving gracelessness. You get it
with Truman, with his tests for securi-
ty risks and front organizations. Or
with Kennedy, and his harassing of
socialist .-groups. Or with Lyndon
Johnson, who warred on Black Pan-
thers. (Eisenhower stepped up CIA
activity abroad—a _subject dealt with
g[ancmgly in this report, and one I
hope to returd to in 2 later piece. But.
Eisenhower had. httle if any, interest.
in nonmilitary—i.e., ideological—spying,
a taste -that made sophisticates of
“intelligence” consider him soft.)’ -
. It was during Truman’s time that the:
Attorney General’s List was published,
a proscription list unparalleled in our
history, the basis of all later black-
listings. It made a man’s job fair game
if he had given money to, or accepted
membership- in, or attended a meeting
of, any one of hundreds of - organiza-
tions branded’ for, discrimination but
not charged with any crime. A new
public._ categgr_y_‘_r‘:*a_d been created the
noncriminal non-American.

It was during Kennedy’s regime that
the FBI launched its “COINTELPRO”.
action against the Socialist Workers of
America—sending letters to employers,
planting “disinformation’’ to scuttle a
registered and - above-board political
party. There is something touching
about the FBI’'S own memos on this
operation. On the one hand, the party
was. flagrant. in its un-Americanism: it’
‘“has, over the past several years, been
openly espousing its line on a local and_
national basis through”—are you ready’
for the revelation of its dastardly
tactics?7—** running. candidates for public
office.” The FBI, thwarted by this
openness, had to zirrange a Disruption’
Program (its own term) to “alert the
public.” Alert it to what? To the

socialist “line”? Yet the party’s very
offense was the public dissemination of
this line. And how did the FBI alert
the public? By openly professing its
own line? No, by secrét slander, anon-
ymous notes, and forged provoca-
tions.* " - ST e
’B)at is what sinks in~ through the
reading of this dreary catalogue, this
list of spy work extended over dec-
ades desoendmg to the pettlest tricks—
the sheer lawlessness of ‘theactivity
used against legal - dissemination of
‘“un-American” ideas. The customary
defense of the intelligence agencies is
that they may.have been carried away
by their eagerness to capture criminals.
The constable’s. excess is an enduring
problem when dealing with a wily
crook. But what we see documented
here, on page after page, is. the
conscious and deliberate and extensive
breaking of laws by a whole series of
public agencies-(the CIA, the FBI, the
IRS, military téams, the NSA) against
people who have broken no flaws,
whose proscribed activities are not
even preliminary to .the breaking of
laws, whose real offense is not criminal
activity but disloyal thinking. Under
liberal regimes, fpr decade after dec-
ade, we have had a thought-control
approach to internal surveillance. This
was known; it was supported by the -
public; it was: endowed .by the Con-
gress—and even now there is little
compunction about what occurred.
The reaction of a majority of Ameri-
cans," to this report, shocking as it 1s ’
_will be: So what? -

What_makes _this: reaction_ possx_b;e‘ﬂ

: Not merely thz press of a cold war or

the quirks of a single senator. We have
to grants J. Tdgar onc thing—he called
things un-American, and Americans
agreed with him, for years, emphati-
cally. The rejection of Nixon (and of
Watcrgate) has nothing to do with the
morc scrions and dangerous spying on
Americans by olher Americans that has
been accepted as “the ‘American way”
for decades, and maybe for centuries.
Maybe it is thc American way.

In- 1921, Gilbert Chesterton applied
for entry lo America as a visiting
lecturer. te was stunned by the ques-
tions he had to answer. Was he an
anarchist? A polygamist? Did he advo-
cate the -overthrow of America by
force? le .was applying in thc after-
math of the Palmer raids, but the
procedures _of admission had - been
settfed for ycars; and lhey amused a
man who h1d traveled wxdely without
*Thanks to pretrial dlscovery, there is
a particularly full account of the FRL
activities against the- Socialist Workers
Party” and the Young Socialists Alli-
ance. All these documents will soon be
published in a paperback by the Path-
finder Press- (410 West St., NYC
10014; $1.95). 1t is no wonder that
intelligence agencies try to stay out of
court, .
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. . o . s zae .
ever -undergoing such an inquisition:

“I have stood on the other side of
Jordan, in the land ruled by a rude
Arab chief, where the police looked so
like brigands that one wondered what
the brigands looked like. But they did
not ask. me whether I had come to

subvert the power of the Shereef; and

they -did not exhibit the faintest

curiosity about my personal views on..

the eth;ca.l basis of civil_ authority.?

Only America, the land of the free,.

asked him" what he thought ‘about the

kind of freedom it was peddling—and

asked him not as a settler or possible
immijgrant, but merely as a visitor. He
especially loved the idea that sub=
verters of the nation would be docile
in declaring, ahead of time, their
intention to subvert.

T;'Lere is a naive aséumption, among
Americans, that everybody knows what
his or her ideas on government are,
and that they will declare this. mental
baggage whenever challenged: We make
such- challenges not only to visitors or
prospective citizens; but to- people
already certified as American—are they
American  enough? Hence.
oaths, security checks, Americanism
committees of the Legion, un-Ameri-
can activities committees of the Con-
gress, and Freedom Trains to teach
Americans how to be more Amencam

America is not merely a country,
but an Idea.” An Ism. So we do not
settle our Amencamsm by . immigra-
tion, by citizenship, by obedience to
the law. We have to prove our Ameri-
canism- by recitals of a catechism about
our inmost thoughts.. Chesterton, being
as generous as he .could to this odd
trait, noted a certain danger of tyranny
in it but supposed that we raised an-
ideological test because we had not
gathered ourselves together as a nation
by the more gradual methods of
Europe, with a racial or geographical

or historical unity inbuilt by our"

circumstances: “America is the only
nation in. the: world that is founded on
a creed. That creed is set forth with

dogmatic and even theological lucidity '

in the Declaration of Independence,
perhaps the only piece of practical
politics that is also theoretical politics
and also great literature.” Chesterton
restated Lincoln’s claim that this coun-
try was conceived immaculately in
freedom by its “dedication to the
proposition that au men are created
equal.” -

It is very dangerous to derive citizen-
ship from a proposition. That means
that every citizen must subscribe to
the proposition. And that __Imean
we must know the citizen’s mode of
thought in order to grant him a charter
of participation in the national life.
Unless we know the inner workings of
his mind, we have no clear assurance
of his citizenship. Living within ‘our
borders is not sufficient. Attending our”

loyalty

means -

schools is ‘not sufficient. Even sub-
mitting to our electoral process is not
sufficient.

‘Those surprised by McCarthylte ex-
cesses of the cold war had no excuse
for their surprise. The readiness. to clap
Nisei info detention camps was hot:
‘questioned by liberals during World'
‘War H. Liberal organs of thought cried-
out” against G‘érman-speaking_ citizens i
World War I (and threw Karl Muck into
jail without legal process). Even those:
who attacked the House Un-American
Activities Committee attacked it as un-
American—by that very process saying
there was gn American way of thinking
and acting that had been violated.
Liberals did -not protest the harass-
ment, the provocation, the infiltration.
by illegal means of the Ku Klux Klan
or various fascist organizations. Indeed,
the FBI has lived many years of its
red hunt by blunting criticism with
the question: Do you want to be dis-
armed against the fascists or the Klan? -

Since ‘Americanism is something to:
be striven for daily, and to be demon-
strated on demand there is a presump-.
tion that any citizen is not- American
until he or she proves it. That is why
politicians are introduced as “‘great
Americans,” or real Ameéricans, or true’
Americans. There are no un-English
activities committees ~ or un-French'
committees.. Why un-American?  Be-
cause the full protection of our laws is
not. given automatically. You must
earn it by demonstratmg a patnotlc
mentahty )

ne record of thls mpott is: a3 long
series of incursions on the legal rights-
of~Americans, of-men and women who
were ideological. suspects and therefore
second-class citizens, open prey to
anyone with a purer ideological claim.
For instance: In 1968, the Ku K!ux
Klan was going to hold a meeting in
the conference facilities of an Alabama
motet, The FBI, as part of its general
harassment of the Klan, went to the
national headquarters of the motel
chain and asked that the Klan - be
denied this - site.. The bureéiu also used*
the IRS; a dummy organization of its
own, ‘and forged materials to discredit’
the Klan. What has any of this to do
with law enforcement? Nothing at .ali;
It was conscious war against 1deas—war‘
not conducted openly by politicians
and publicists, but secretly by our
national police force. It was an ideo-

‘logical 'ﬁ:’u;ge, in which any means’were

sanctified by the holiness of the cause.
People wers slandered, set against zach
other, intimidated—all with our tax
doilars and without our knowledge.
Laws were broken; but. by ‘the law
enforcers. A second<class citizenship,
outside the law, was established for
Klan members. .

What was done to the ‘Klan was

done even more zealously against com-
munists, leftists, black activist groups,

;

B

> The ‘FBI may have estabhshed the

and civil rights leaders. Provocateurs
were sent into organizations, to prod
them into breaking laws.. A 1968
memo on the New - Left. “set the
bureauw’s goal:' “‘to expose, disrupt
and otherwise negutralize the activities
of this group.” The actmnes of the
group—not its illegal actmhes The FBI
long ago gave up the narrow aim of
investigating crimes. It now pohces the
mentai health of Amenm trying to
destroy any group it does’ nctapprove
of.’

pattem for. our modem ideological

Apohcmg, but this - report shows how

readily -all other enforcement agencies
followed that lead. Military-intelligence
units .moved ‘into the. area of citizen

" harassment .very actively  in .the wake

of 1967’s rtiots. The army center at.
Fort Holabird opened files on at least
80,000‘_nonmm'tary citizens of the US,
and’ spread its lists by. computer to
many -other bases, The files were
FBl-inclusive, with material .on sex
lives and other private habits for use in

“ideological . blackmail. Military agents

were sent to- infiltrate groups that
might take part in any demonstration.
The center at Fort Holabird set up a

-cede for 770 organizations, and. by

1969 it was receiving 1,200 reports. a
month, to build up a surveillance
record on -domestic activities that
‘would outreach .even the FBI's. This
information was ordered destroyed in

1970, but a Senate investigating com-
mittee found solid evidence that it still

exists in various forms, thanks to the’

.computer system thai spread the infor-

_smation. - =

Local police” forces when they do’

not cooperale with the FBI, compete

with it. The FBI's war on the Black
-Panthers used “local arrests on - various
charges (like” defective lights on’ cars)

"to harass the Panthers and dry up their
bail fund. At times the harassment

became entrapment—but who cares,

"since they w¥re Panthers. The IRS has
-long been trained to get people on tax
‘counts, when they are really wanted

for something else. This practice goes
back to Al Capone. We declared him a

-second-class citizen and . then. -found
-some law to put him‘3iway with. It was
‘Robert Kennedy’s approach to hmmy

Hoffa. L

Tl‘le National Security' Azency has
added its own .expensive talents to the.
zftort. It automati<
cally plucks out of cables and radio-
grams information keyed to proper
names or certain words. The CIA uses
citizen fronts as caver for-its foreign
activities; it claims to have infiltrated
student Orf’a.mzatxons to train agents
for work. ‘with overseas leftists. It
prefers to manipulate even friendly
types (like writers for Encounter) to
maintain control over tha chunnels of

American spooping
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ideological exchange. The reaction of
people like Arthur Schlesinger Ir. to !
the Encounter revelations shows how :
we have come to expect ideological -
self-policing. The CIA was working-on
the right side, wasn’t it? The inappro-
priateness of having a secret police :
covertly run the magazine and radio |
stations did- not strike people, so long :
as the operations were well run, were
onour side. " 11T E . - :
Indéed, the CIA was long welcomed
by liberals as a kind of-good FBI, an
FBI of -our very own. “The ‘good guys
were doingthe ‘m2nipulating - in this
case. But ‘of-iCourse {thiat s what most
of the nation has'all.along thought of
* the FBI itself. ft was the-good guys,
and it was out to get the bad guys.
Who cared how that was done? Since
they were bad guys, you could not
- handle them with kid gloves. Agencies
that deal with them have to destroy
the law in order to save it. Un-Ameri-
cans don't deserve the protection of
the law anyway. And who was un-
American? We all are, until we prove
different—take our lgyalty oaths, sub-
mit to security checks. Stand up and
be counted. If you are .not willing to
be snaoped on, manipulated, obseryed,.
-then you must have something, to
hide—foundation in itself for a prior
assumption of un-Americanhood. The
only good American, the only one who
-deserves to be free, is the one who;
puts his freedom at the disposal of our |
“secret police system. Alas, that ‘makes
most- of us pretty good Americans.
%It happened—all the':long tale of
‘deceit,” Jaid ouwt in -pattérns_in this
straightforward -account—because we
let it happen; in some méasure, wanted
it -to happen. .We had :an American
‘proposition’ we must, be :dedicated to,
‘I the Klan did not accept the abstract
proposition’ of human ‘equality, its
thoughts could be persecuted, entirzsly
aside from the enforcement of laws.
And so we -advance the 1984 equa-

tions: freedom can only be guarded by‘
destroying privacy; only -secrecy can;

protect the open society; a_nd -the Iaw_;
must be-denied those Americans who|

are “sneaky enough to obey-the law|

‘while thinking things we go'*npt ljke.:
Right;:Comrade? -~~~ . O
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Anti-C.LA. Plan Rejected -
. SAN DIEGO, Nov. 27 (UPI)~
The Academic Senate at the
‘University of California’s San,
Diego campus has rejected a
Iresolution that would have pro-
jhibited members from doing
research for the Central Intel-
ligence Agency. Fewer than half
of the -organization’s eligible
nfembers,~all. tenured faculty
members, took part in the mail
{ballot. The vote was 232 against
lthe motion and 152 in favor.
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L]
Tigers
 Or
. . ‘A ) p
Jellyfish?
©  “The time has come to bring
- [the] investigations of this. mat-
ter to an end.” One year of
Watergate is enough.”
—Richard Nixon, Jan. 30, 1974
“It is time . . . to end the self-
flagellation that has done so
much harm to this nation’s ca-

pacity to conduct foreign policy.”
—Henry Kissinger, Nov. 24, 1975

By Anthony Lewis

BOSTON, Nov. 30— Suppose that
during the Senate Watergate investiga-
tion President Nixon had directed Gov-

ernment officials not to appear as.

witnesses in public session. Would the
Senate committee meekly have dropped
its plans to question H. R, Haldeman
and the .others in open hearings?
Would the press have let this pass
without a murmur? -

Of course not. Senators and editors
would have been outraged. But move
to 1975—from Watergate to the C.LA.,
from Richard Nixon to Henry Kis-
singer and Gerald Ford—and outrage
is in short supply. -

The Senate intelligence committee
has publie hearings this week on Amer-

ican covert' activities in :Chile, . But -

Secretary of State -Kissinger has re-
fused to appear, saying it would be
“wholly inappropriate” to discuss in

public “any real or purported covert '

operation.” ‘And President. Ford in-
structed C.LA. officials not to ap-
pear. .

The U.S. role, in upsetting the con-
stitutional government of Chile is as
important as Watergate on any rea-
sonable scale of valies. Yet there have

been no loud noises from Capitol Hill °
about the Ford Administration’s pe-

ABROAD AT HOME

remptory refusal-to take part in what
could’ be highly -instructive hearings
on the subject, And the affair has
had ‘scarcely any notice in the
press. . T

Will Senator Frank Church and his
committee really stand still for a new,
unilateral privilege allowing executive
witnesses to decide when their appear-
ance is “appropriate?” Is the committee

going to forget about evidence sought”

from Kissinger long agoe but not sup-
plied? One such item is a desk calendar
that might show whether C.I.A. offi-
cials were truthfl when they said

8

Kissinger never called a halt to the
coup attempts begun in Chile in
September, 1970, - .

The Senate committee’s seriousness
will also be tested by Richard Nixon’s
attempts_to set terms for his appear-
ance. He says he must he questioned
in California, by just two committee
members, and he Teserves the right
to invoke “executive privilege.” Two
courts have already given short shrift
to the notion that he retains any such -
privilege, He is subject to subpoena
like anyone else. Is. the- Church com-
mittee afraid to issue one?

There are questions for the House
of Representatives, too. Its intelligence
committee has subpoenaed vital evi.
dence on covert actions from Secretary
Kissinger, and moved to hold him in
contempt for failing to produce it.
But there is talk that the House leader-
ship plans to kill the contempt
citation. Is that true?

And why is the House committee’s
chairman, Otis Pike, not maving to
extend the artificial J anuary deadline
for its work? There have been delays
beyond the committee’s control, and
the deadline is nowr quite unrealistic, It
it were lifted, Secretary Kissinger and
others would have to take the House
inquiry’s requests for information _
more seriously, .

The press also has some questions
to answer. It rises in a chorus of out-
rage when a’ judge prohibits stories
that might prejudice- the defendant in
a criminal trial, But it Yyawns when the
Secretary of State and the President
try to keep the public from learning
facts crucial to an understanding of
the way' America operates in the
world. . N

Time magazine, which did hard
investigating in Watergate, dismissed
the Senate committee’s assassination
report in a page, devoting its cover to
shopping. Most of the press let the
subject drop after a first flurry of -
stories. A week later the Washington
Post began pursuing some intriguing
clues in the report, such as the indica-
tion that Nixon was roused to covert
warfare on Chile by his friend Donald
Kengau of Pepsi-Cola. =~ .

A Congressional investigator of co--
vert- activities remarked sadly the
other day: “We ‘8¢t all kinds of pres-
Sure ‘not to da things—and almost
none to go on with our job.” Why are
Congress and the press so much more
pliant now than they were in Water-
gate? - :

One reason is a natural respect ‘for
secrecy in “the nation’s intelligence
services, though in fact plots to mur-
der foreign leaders or overthrow theip
governments are not: “intelligence.”
But there is also a personal reason,
Henry Kissinger is a genius at soften-
ing up legisiators and journalists—at
co-opting them. One person on Capitol
Hill said:

“Every time we get close to a nerve,
we find that it leads to Kissinger. And,
then, soon, we get the pressure to
protect him.” ‘
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ROSENBERG FILES |
10 BE RELEASED

Justice Agency and the C.L.A.
Waive $35,000 in Fees'

WASHINGTON, Dec. 1 (UPD)
~~The Justice Department and
the Central Intelligence Agency:
have waived nearly-3$35,000 in
search fees for release- of the
files on the convicted atom
spiés, Julius and Ethel Rosen:
berg, officials said today.-

‘The Justice Department said.
it .was waiving $20,458 in
search fees because of the
“public interest and historic
significance” of the espionage’
case. The C.I.A,, meanwhile,
disclosed that it waived last:
week its $14,155.30 fee on 953:
pages of Rosenberg documents:

The Rosenbergs” sons, Robert
and Michael,, won a Federal
court order releasing the files
under the Freedom of Informa-
tion' Act. But.they have been
unable to 'pay the large fees
for searching through the files;
and copying them. - KRR

. Both. the Federal Bureau of
Investigation and the C.LA. had/
said anyone- seeking copies of}
the -documents "would have to
pay a copying charge of 10
cents a page. But Deputy Attor-
ney General Harold R. Tyler
Jr. said he had ordered the
search fee waived after receiv-|
ing several requests. :

Mr. Tyler said, “The Rosen-
berg case is close to being
unique in terms of both current
public interest and historical;
significance. R
- “I.am convinced that my;
action is.in the public interest
in this particular case inasmucix
as release of these records willl
beriefit the general public far
more than it will any individual
requester.” B

“In taking this action,” he
said, “I. wish to affirm my
belief that public examination
of. these records will.demon-
strate beyond reasonable doubt
the integrity of the investiga-
tive, prosecutorial- and judicial
processes as they were carried
out'in the Rosenberg se. - - M

" The Rosenbergs were efectro-
cuted in 1953 after being con-
victed of passing atomi¢ secrets.
to -the Russians.” Their -sons,;
who use.the ‘name: Meerepol.-
which is the name. of. their:
adoptive parents, had not re-
quested the waiver but had.
threatened court action* to get|
the charge removed.

The waiver requests were
made by Prof. Allen Weinstein,:
a professor of history at Smith-
College, and by- reporters for
The Washington Star and The
Washington Post.

. Mr. Tylér ordered the F.B.I
to make the papers available
as soon as possible to all who
wish' to see themm. The entir
bureau file consists of about
29,000 pages. . . .. e

The F.BI. had already waived!
a charge for the time that ex-j
ecutives. spent reviewing  the|
documents to remove informa-}
tion that would encroach on
the privacy of innocent persons{
.and other matter exempted by
e Freedom of Information Act.

o

Mr. Tyler said this charge|
“would have totaled $215,000. ‘

L

-deral . Bureau of Investigation
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ROSENBERG FILES
IFLAELIS)

@igt;mn “of 'sfq\}fetg Afomic
Research and.Reports on;
< Klaus Fuchs Described:

i+ Special to-The Kew Tork Times: ~ ° :

WASHINGTON, Dec. 4—An
initial- batch of 894 pages of
Central Intelligence Agency
files have been released’ on
the 25-year-old case that sent
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg to
their deaths for plotting atomic
spying in behalf of the Soviet
Union. . .

‘A look at the documents,
released under the Freedom of
Information Act suit brought
by: the Rosenbergs’ two sons
hoping.to clear their parents’
names, supplied some footnotes
to history today-at a Rosslyny
Va., C.LA. office, ¢ H
' They included the following:

- §Two. pages.of a study of!
Soviet military intelligence,
contending- that the Soviet's
atomic quest started relatively
unplanned, as a resuit of pre-
World War II. Comintern re-
cruitment .Gf scientlsts for
foreign Commumist fronts. By
1943, the study said, Soviet
officers were receiving detailed
informatios.on atomic reséarch
by their allies—England, Cana-
da and the United States. & 7 3

QA 1960 report from a source
in'East Germhany onr Dr.-Klaus;
Fuchs, termed in the other stu=

-dy the first “atomic ,spy for
.the' Soviet military, ‘asserting’

that he carried out “extensive

" calculations for a breeder reac-i

tor with a relatively high burn-
out of about 60 percent” while
in prison in Britaim. o .
- @A CIL:A. report to the Fes

dated ‘May 19, 1950;. citing ‘a
Nazi security booklet as having|
listed Dr. Fuchs before the 1941
German invasion’ of. the Soviét
Union as an “extremely dange-
rous ‘security risk” who might
be used by the Russians.
_Start of Investigations
+ Dr. - Fuchs -had ~ worked at]
the Los-Alamos, N.M., afomic
bomb ".project, as a..German
refngee with the British scienti-
fic mission. His volunteered spy,
confession led to his- arrest
in England Feb..2, 1950, and]
a 14-year prison term, and set]
off Americaft investigations
that led to thie Rosenberg case. .
Harry Gold, a Philadelphia
chemist, was “arrested as- the;
agent to whom:Dr. Fuchs.gave
information. This led to the;
arrest of David Greenglass, a

by _[the- blanked-out name].”|

wartime" ATTBY TACRIRISt &t IIE‘s?
Alamos, for giving data to Mr.
Gold. Mr: Greenglass identified
Julivsy Rosenberg, his brother-
in-law, & Ethel Rosenberg;i
as other contacts.
ewly released do-.
cumenté:showed that the C.T.A.
}ned;;gemece A}x:atoﬁ;ﬁ." Yakov-
ev, ‘dgaigst. whom the- Rosen-
berg, -iddictment.is still outa]
standing: as:Mr* Gold’s spy

Su-
perior:“T}ié-agency reported Mr:
- Yak !’ng‘who sleft -the Uni
States’ iffer serving ‘as- Soviet
vice. consul in New York: frony
1941 t6:-1946, had become vice
consul in Paris. B
‘A June 29, 1962, C1.A. report,
long- aftér the 1953 electrocu-
tions of' the Rosenbergs, said
that the Soviet official’s true
name - was Yatskov, that he
served in' France from 1946
to' 1948 as a_ scientific and
technical intelligence officer;
and that. he then returned to
the Soviet Union; where he
got into some, unexpldined
troubles “because of- relatives”™]
and then wound up.ir an intel:
ligence \“illegals directorate?
- Fuchs Called ‘Bitter' .
An Aprit 5, 1960; C.LA., do-
cument- said' that- Dr. Fuchs’
had - recently” been - appeointed!
&aputy director of- the Centrai;
Physics Institute for Nuclear
Physics in Dresden, East Ger~
many. -, . ¢« R
He ‘was termei “still a- briki
liant seientst...dedicated politi-
cally to communism...now mar-
ried to’ & devout Communist]

seven years his senior.” . B

“Fuchs is now very bitter
as a-result’ of his years im
British prison and’ has ‘com-
pletely. withdrawn' himsetf from,
social ‘contacts in. -Dresden,’®
therepox;tsiid-. s L

Thewinding Qirailé’ of the;
investigations were . indicated;
by i-Feb.-2I,.1950, C.LA. me-
morandum to the F.B:I;, report-
ing that. an- informant whose
name,_is blanked .out .had told
of an incident’ of Dr. Fuchs's
last trip’ to. the United- States;
which he “new considers {m-
portant.”. : :

“Fuchs had borrowed a hat
from an acquaintance,” the me-j
morandum - refated. - “When'
Fuchs- forgot it, the acquain-!
tance refused to pick up the
hat at-a certain restaurant and
insisted that it be brought over

. Newily: “released F.B.I.. do]
cuments here include an-inter-
view with Dr. J. Robert Oppen-
heimer, director of the Los Ala-
mos atomic’ bomb.project, call-
ing Dr, Fuchs's wartime “scien-
{.iﬁic_ contributions. commendab-
e e
A March’9, 1964, C.1LA: me-
morardum reported that .in
“usually - religble” informant
had reported that “all the So-

‘viet ‘state security personnel

invalved in the Fuchs case -in
England received awards.” ’

The " material. was obtained
by the Rosenberg sons, Michael;
and Robert Meeropol, who won
the release yesterday of 29,000
pages of F.B.I data on the
case. e

9
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CAMPUSES ASSAIL
C.LA”REGRUITING

Efforts to Enlist, Minorities
Protested at U.C.L.A.

~ By EVERETT R. HOLLES

Special to The New York Times
SAN DIEGO, Nov. 22—The
Central Intelligence Agency’s
renewed efforts to recruit
blacks and other minerity stu-
dents at large. universities has
led to protest rallies and picket
hngs on. three campuses of the
University of California.
- Faculty members joined stu-
dent demonstrators this week
in San Diego, Los Angeles and
Berkeley, demanding not only|
_Expulsion of on-campus agency
reruiters but also “full disclo-
sure ‘and immediagg cancella-
- Hon- of allother. associations”

,Witli the agency. .

15 The intensified- fecruiting of
: §m0rﬂy students™-foz. foreign
. imteltigencs- work, ordered by
| ' William E:. Colky, -the ‘oufgoing|

!
|

! INrector of Central Intelli ence;;
i because of "“d meed for C%I.A.’sf
istaff to' reflect  the -~ diversity;
! of American society,” centered]
-ofl tHe. three campuses, wher
+the: ~agency has encountered]
«sharp hostility in the past.
i~ The aﬁncy has’ nat.changed
-its. recfuiting- - techniques, a
i spokesman said in Washington.
[ Y ““We. have abeut-a dozen|
‘regional recruiting’ offices, .as
1before, across the; counjry,” he
;sagd.- “We place ads. i college,
{REwspapers, we work through
lcolle_gc'placgment ‘agencies, and
iWe -have a fair number of walks|
{in8, The samg. as it has been
;Since the inceftion of the agen,
AL Lt SN T

1 :.The: spokesman-said that ap-|
IpHcations were “way up.”

i 7 The’mast forceful aMiC.LA.
laction. came on- the San Diego
rcampus Tuesday when the fa-
iculty Senate, with support from
ithe Black Studies Third College|
iand the Center for Chicano|
}'S_tudles, mailed out ballots. to}
dts 700 members for a referen-
«irm on' severing all ties with
1the. agency, including any fund-
ledt activities as well  as recruit-

£ University officials dériied the|

sexistence -of " any  agency-fi]

§n§nced projects on the campu-]
5

¥ A straw’ vote taken' at an
searlier faculty meeting showed
yfour out ofsix of those attend:
.Ing opposed to ‘what speakers
idenounced as. “this. shocking
Anvasion of the campus by an
:agency of proven involvement
Jn; political assassination and
other insidious attions.””

. 'At Berkeley, 300 sturents and
faculty attended two. rallies in
Sprou! Plaza, organized; by a
‘coalition of student organiza-
tions- that passed 'resolitions
copdemning the presence of the
‘agency recruiters “on campus
‘and demanding repudiatior®of
all. connections with agekrjxcy
‘programs. R
A picket line was set’ up
around the campus placemént;
office where minority students]
were-._being,_ interviewed . for}
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agericy, positions, ™
* .§peakers at the Berke]eyral
lies” included State Assembly=
man Kenneth Meade, “several
professors. and leaders' of th
‘Agsociated Students Couricil,
the Education Liberation Fronty
the Sparticus Youth:
nd the Peace- and

. Los Ange}es campus whe 1
00 students ‘picketed the. Fé-
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Students in Saxon Melee Face Ouster
‘ UC San D:ego Orders Probe of CIA Recrultmg Fracas -

=3 FannsUfneSeﬂun ”5 -
" SAN DIEGO-—-Students wha

'roughed up University of California.
“President David Saxon during a visit.
.to UC San:Diego Tuésday face" possi*
“ble’ probation’ and perhaps

dismissal,
university officials said Wednesday.
-Saxon, who- was jostled and spat’
upon during a demonstration protest-
ing his refusal to ban Central Intel-
ligence Agency recruiting on cam-

" pus, said he was "both saddened and

shocked" by the incident.

"I abhor the recently revealed re-
prehensible activities carried out. by
members of that agency (CIA) in the
name of national security," Saxon.
said in a statement issued Wednesday

“But I abhor even more the vi-
olence done to reasoned discussion-orr.
the San Diego campus in the nanie af‘{
righteousness.. .-, -

"1 refuse to acknowledge that even

the most proper ends are served by

suchnnpropermans,apemanysoatv'

. 't.he umvemty. where intellectual

freedom is of central importance.”
Saxon said he was. "ashamed" of
the."attack_on the integrity of our

commiuinity"and "especially ashamed -

thabxt was.necessary for me to leave
.-ina police car."

*"William McElroy, UCSD charicel-
lor, said he had ordered his vice
chancellor to investigate the incident
and recommend probation or possible
dismissal for the students involved.

-Saxon was surrounded by jeering
students Tuesday as he walked from
a meeting he had agreed to on the
gymnasjum steps to answer questions-
of students and staff.

A campus security offxcer said
there was no indication of trouble be-
forehand but that tension mounted as’
Saxon answered questions about pos-

sible CIA recruitment on the campus. -

As Saxon walked away toward a

classroom to address an Academic-

Senaté meeting, his way was blocked

" One student spat at him and one
tore at, his coat. Campus police
formed a wedge and forced a way.
through the crowd for him. One offi-
cer said Saxon. appeared: shaken but
maintained his compostre.

The demonstrators; cﬁantmg ant1~

_CIA slogans and waving signs, forced

their way-into the room where the
Academic Senate was meeting, forc-
ing the session to end abruptly.

Saxon, followed by students, was.
guided throtigh a side door by plain-
clothes campus police who took him
gway in'a police car.

~ During the- confrontation on the
gymnasium steps, Saxon did not say-
whether the CIA had recruited at
UCSD. He did say he would not set

* himself up as-"a moral God to others" "

and would not ‘interfere with the:
right of citizens to choose for them--
selves what.is moral or proper” In
reference t0 the CIA; he said the
agency was "a perfectly legal organi~’

gt.‘timosby studentswi;h-loegeq:_mns. " “zation

- Sun.m.so,ms

Faculty at UC San Diego
_Rejects Move Agamst CIA_,

- Eronv 3 Tinves Staff Writer- -1

fet upat the UC.L.A: Graduate'l

ool of "Management. for
gency job interviews. %
Winston Dcby of - the vxca,
ncellor’s office defended the :
gency recruxtmg fore one$
bt the meetings. N A
"We have. to- recogmze v.heu
%LA. is a Jegitimate agency:

erned. By the sanie employ<®
t rules as any other . OV
ént agericy,” he said,. .- eé
Eha campus: pra protests. erupt
omng the - disclosure’ ‘ﬂla’t’
ddmitristrative ~ représéntativesi
from the San Diego, Berkeley)
and Los Angeles campuses had
attended a conference on Oct.
23 and 24 at the C.I.A.'s head-
quarters in ‘Langley, Va, in
response to an. Aug. 23 letter
from Mr. Coiby fo the Universi-
ty of California’s president, Dr:
David Saxon. -

Mr. Colby asked specxﬁeally
for representation from . the
threé-campuses because- of their
heavy minority enroliments, ex-
plaining that although "the gen-
eral volume and quality of
applicants for "C.LAJ employ-
ment has never been higher,”
the agency was having difficuity
in attracting young people from
the minorities, . . .

Members of the Faculty Sen-
ate acknowledged that, what-

- ever the outcome of their mail
refenrendum, it would have no;
binding force on.the university
adunmstra'uon

N

U sAN DIEGO—Faculty members

have-rejected a resolution calling for

Aa hait 10 all. Central Intelligence’

Agency activities at: UC San Diego
and a fult'diselosure of all CIA opera-

- tions at University. of California cam-

puses, a2 UC San Dxego spokesman an- .
- nounced Saturday, .

The actior. eame.: four days after
-UC San Diego students protesting the

- CIA's presence on campus jeered and

spat on UC President David Saxon

during-an- outddor discussion of the

" €14 role there.

After the confrontation, a meeting -

between Saxon and the university's

. Academic Senate was disrupted by .

- students who forced their way into

the conference room, causing Saxon
to be escorted off campus in a police
car.’

The defeated resolution was put to.

the faculty for a mail vote after fa-
‘culty critics of the CIA assailed the

agency's campus minority recruit-

ment program. They charged the
CIA with being "at the center of the
corruption of this society."

10

The controversy was fueled by dis-
closures that ‘outgoing CIA Director.
William E. Colby invited administra-
tors from UC San Diego, UC Berke-
ley-and UCLA to Washington to dis-

_cus the agency's recruiting needs.

Faculty and student critics of the
CIA's campus involvement have
sought the banning of all act.mhas
by the agency at UC schools.

San Diego's Academic Senatg had
asked Saxon to form. a statewide

‘committee to look into and make

public the CIA's UC {functions, and
Saxon's ill-fated appearance before
the body Tuesday was to discuss that
request.

Saxon has emphasized the agency
is "a perfectly legal organization" but
added he would not "interfere with
the rights of citizens to choose for
themselves what.is proper." -

UC San Diego Chancelor Williamy-
McElroy was not available for com-
ment on the ballot results released
Saturday but is on record as defend-
ing the CIA's campus presence. - -
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Yog Angeles Times  Sun, Novc' 30,1975

) An Attack

A university is a sanctuary of the intellect. The
Suppression of ideas by force, even those.ideas we -
think are fraught with death, is alien to the spirit
and ‘purpose of a university, where intellectual dis- ..
course must be free from coercion. : - T
. ‘Fhe ‘point would be clear enough' to students of

on the University

school's gymnasium. His position that the CIA was -
a legal organization with a legal right to recruit on_
campus brought a chorus of obscenities from. the-
protesters. One student spat at him and another

tore at hiscoat.: .. -

" Saxon; who' demonstrated his awn commitment ,

the-University of California at San Diego had the ‘:PO academic freedom by quitting the university.

palice invaded the campus to stop their discussion
of:the Central Intelligence Agency and ban their
demonstration against the agency. i

But the attack on the integrity of the university
origittated within the community itself and came
from’a minority of students who
into a classroom and forced an adjournment of an -
Academic Senate meeting with University Pres-
ident David Saxon. Ten campus policemen had to
formi:a protective guard for Saxon to get him safely
through the crowd of protesting. students and. he
had to leave the campus in a police car. N
* The issue was the volatile one of possible CIA re--
cruitment on.the campus, and Saxon, before meet-

shoved their way

rather than sign a loyalty oath in the McCarthy "
era, told the:students he would not set himself up .
as a "moral God to others" and would not "interfere
with the right of citizens to choose for themselves
what is moral or proper." :
Saxon later said, "I abhor the recently revealed
reprehensible activities" of the CIA, but he added in
reference to the protesting students, "1 refiise to ac-
knowledge that even the most proper ends are:
served by such improper means, especially so at the
university where intellectual freedom is of central
importance;"‘_-‘ . B . .
That should be the first lesson taught at-any uni.’
versity, and it should be reinforced by the example-

ig’with the Academic Senate, stopped to answer-“of those who' have long left the universities and’

students on the steps of the hold positions of power in this society, _

i Y S U

;_ge;stions from- the

Christian Science quitsr
25 November 1975

CIA on campus -
Given the recent unsettling revelations of
abuse of power by the FBI and CIA, it is
understandable that some students-and fac-
ulty members at“several University-of Cal-:
ifornia branches are protesting -Central In-
telligence Agency recruiting ‘on campus:
‘While protesters’ certainly have-a. right to,;
voice their opinion, we think they miss an:
essential point. | - T R
For too many years the FBI and CIA:tended-
to be staffed largely by persons of similar
background. There was too- little room for:
dissentor any questioning of the activities that-
eventually got these departments into so much
trouble. While there has been arecent trend to
upgrade the status of women and include more
minorities in government, the intelligence:
agencies lagged behind and thus missed out on',
-avaluable segment of society.. - - .
A comparison can be made -to military.
officer training programs on campus. Now
that antiwar -sentiment has' died down and:
many schools have divested themselves of the;
research contracts which brought with them a:
‘degree of financial dependence on the federal
government, it is interesting to note that’
ROTC programs. are enjoying renewed inter-
est — particularly among women and minor-
ities. .- - . .
Like the military services, . intelligence
agencies should, as outgoing CIA director
William Colby. recently said,_‘“reflect the
diversity of American society.” Too, there is.
no reason why departments. of government-
should not have the same access to potential
employees as private corporations. Having
CIA representatives on campus could afford
an opportunity for skeptics to probe the extent
to which the .agency is getting its house in
order, as well as provide direct and valuable
criticism to the CIA. :
-The rebuilding of confidence in government’
could well be aided by such things as CIA
recruiting on the nation’s campuses.
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Ay L
By LINDA CHARLTON ~ *
Speciatty The New York Times -
WASHINGTON, Nov. 24—
The Ceatral Intelligence
Age:}cgly, -a harried. hggzeobv;n-“
er ate, is worried about
leaks-—and *&baut cracks. in
its foundatior; worn linoleum®
in the terig and deterior-
;\ﬁnx curbing in the parkin
ot. 3T
These - sotry details were -
'disclosed in an application”
for 3 millioa: worth of
building repairs filed by the
agency with the House Public-
Works Committee Nov. 3.
They document the condition

of the $48 million headquar- - Protection regulations.... -,

ters, completed in 1962, that
is sitaated on: 201 -wooded,.
fenced, guarded and secluded .
acres .in McLean, Va., eight |
miles from downtown Wash-
inigou.: o s k -
- An  agency - spokesman,
asked if it would be possible
to" have Q?hbtograplz's_ taken
of-some of the items needing
Tepair, laughed and ' said
that the building was, indeed,
‘“falling down,” but that se-
curity wag not, No.press pho-
tographers. have ever been
allowed in, he said, and none
will be now.

. The application said that
the headquarters had en-

FEhe

. 'CI.A. Seeks Money to Repair Leaks

"dured more tham a normal’’

burden.- of wear- and - tear. -
“This* facility has been in~

_use continuously 24 hours

a day, 365 days a year for -
more than a decade,” it said.
. - Other Items Listed- -,
The largest single ‘iteme— _
$2,350,000—is fqrg{ -installa-

. tion ‘of “an* automatic fire

sprinkier system:to  meet’re-
vised - ‘Federal+ fire safety- -
standards, An  additional
$495,000 is' saught to install.
electrostatic precipitators on
the chimney’ stacks, to com-
ply with  environmental
) e
The parking lots need new.
lighting,, and, in spots, new

roadways’ or curbs; elevators’

require overload alarms, and
the dining and kitchen areas.
need- $75,000 . worth- of new-
linoleum and - “refurbish--.
ment,” the C.LA. said. .
With such little extras as
$8,500. for a sewer connec-
tion, $363,000 for new- heat-
ing lines. and $907,000 for
new heating and cooling sys-
tems, it all adds up to .$6.3
million. o
The site of the. headquar-
ters is no secret. On several
of the surrounding highways,
there are signposts reading

- be:seen, The agency bought

-offer tenants an unauthor-

“which requires committee ap-

. would have .a “useful life”

‘is the number or -parking

g

“C.LA.” ang suburban buses
stop at .its gates.’ But the
buildings—there is a huge
central building plus several
much smaller ones—cannot

up adjacent’ acreage -when
it. was .lgarned that there
were> plans - to: build apart-
ment buildings. that would

ized view of the C.LA.
The alteration application,

proval, does give some bare
facts and figures. It cost the
Government $36.3 million to
acquire the land and existing
buildings; it costs $3.8 mil-
lion annually for operation,
maintenance and repair, and
the agency estimated that
the: :“renovated facility”

of 40 years. ,

There is, -.the application
said, about one million
square feet of “occupiable”
space, What it does not state

spaces. for employees, or
even for visitors. The C.LA.
does not disclose how many
people work for the agency,
but it is unofficially estimat-
ed that there are 12,000 em-
ployees at the headquarters.
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THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR

In the shadowy worldwnde

" struggle between intelligence and

counterintelligence agencies, the
Soviet Union’s KGB. is expanding,
steadily (it now numbers an esti~
mated 300,000, sources say) even
while the U.8. Central Inteiligence
Agency faces a continuing-barrage
of investigations and headlines.
Here is an inside look at the
KGB through the eyes of veteran
uU. S mtelllgence sources.

C By Benjamin Wellee
Special to ’me Chnsnan Scxence Momto:
- Waﬂnngm

Almost a year ago the KGB the huge Soviel
espionage conglomerate, received a totally unex:
pected bonus in its se&w battle with the CIA 1ts
American rival.

CIA Director William E. Colby fired James J*
Angleton, the veteran eounterespionage chief, and
three senior deputies in a power struggle marked
by press leaks of suspicious accuracy from the
CIA’shighest levels. Mr. Angleton was a veteran of
31 years who had helped detect such top KGB spies:
as Harold *‘Kim’’ Philby and George Blake.

According to Mr. Colby’s associates, Mr. Angle-
ton was too independent and too intent on
expanding his.authority. Moreover, it is said he had
developed intimate cooperation -with Israeli in-
telligence, one of the world’s best, and both Mr.
Colby and Henry A. Kissinger had decided to wrest
this plum back for themselves. ,

The abrupt dismissal of Mr. Angleton and his
three top aides — Raymond Rocca, Newton Miler
and William Hood — represented the loss of more
than 100 years’combined experience in possibly the

" Monday, Decem ber 1, 1975

"most secret aspect of US. Govemment operations? —————— o
* counterespionage. Without it there can be no true

Security. .

For the last year the CIA and its. sister
intelligence agencies have been reeling between
internal squabbies, press exposes, and vice-presi-
dential and congressional investigations.

What has the KGB been doing in the meantime?-
“Expanding steadily,”. say those in a position to
know. Moreover, it has been maintaining a highly
professional silence. There was, for instance, no
gloating over the CIA’s discomfiture: The con-
trolled Soviet press merely reprmted brief news
extracts.

KGB remains powerful B s

A huge, rich, and powerful' bureaucracy, the
KGB numbers 300,000 including border pohce and,
internal security. detachments. Created in the
1920s, even before the Red Army, it is the
U.S.S.R.’s “senior” service aiid, despite various
name changes, has remained all-powerful. Its:
chief, Yuri Andropov, holds Politburo (Cabinet)
rank. Its colleague service, the GRU, the arm of
military intelligence, is_smaller, defers to_the

KGB, and in fact is headed by an ex-KGB officer,’
Piotr Ivanovitch Ivashutin.

_ Between the KGB and the CIA there is a
fundamental difference, specialists note. The CIA
‘is licensed by the 1947 law creating it essentially to
-conduct espionage, counterespionage, and political
subversion overseas — not against Americans at
_home. From recent congressional exposures, how-
“ever, it would appear that the law has been violated.
‘by successive CIA directors. One of them, Richard
Helms, told Congress recently they ‘‘made their
-Jegal peace”’ with such-violations.

-~ The KGB, by contrast, is empowered both to
police 200 million Soviets at home and also to carry
out abroad espionage, counterespionage, dis-
information and “‘wet affairs” (Soviet jargon for

12
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personal " violence¥..
“legals” and “illegais
uThe: “legals™ have official cover mde em-;

ies, trade, or-airline offices, or even as Sov:eh
newsmen The “illegals” are the “moles’ who:
b_urrow deep and. stay hidden deep in varumsf6
private guises for years until activated. The better.
trained are virtually undetectable-unless betra yedg
by defectors, and their numbers are unknown: The:

Pt T Types of spies:

l

P NATO, mtelhgence inf ) had;, detected3,
KGB legals outside the Soviet Utiion andtoday hasi
its eyes om,*perhaps; 9,000. In the. U USS. alone; the:
United Nations, Washington,.and in Soviet offices:
across the country, there were some 300 known
legals in 1959; today there are at least 900.

* “Presumably with this constant rise in numbers
they must be-getting more results ' said a Western..
source..
~ Ever smce 1959 specxahsts say, the KGB has
been cooperating closely with services it has
trained to: high proficiency, such as the ones i
Cuba, Hungary, Romania, Czechoslovakia, -and*
Poland. Each service relentlessly ‘seeks recrmtSa
ammgntsownethmcrefuge&mﬂmUS PR »‘j

» The Western “intelligence - comm\m:ty\ using
meuculms record-| -keeping” such- as tlme-tested,
passpert. controls; ‘can often_ track KGB dﬁcers
from post to.post despite false names = : gr even;
false beards. Thexr operating: methods are closely::
studied. -~

The KGB has a “simplistic slogan “Any Amer-
4mn canbe bought,”* said an experienced observer::
The annual visit of more_than 130,000 Amencan
tourists to: the-U.S.S.R. makes recruiting easier;j
although the KGB’s:main interest lies in Americani
officials such as code clerks or; diplomats wmx;
access to government mformatmn Col]egeage

Americans ideologically- hostile to their own.

administration also are sought as long~term pene--
) tratmn agents into k ygovemment divi mssuch"

By rough rule of thumb:-Western. intelligen:
officials estimate that 40 percent of Soviet citizens;
abroad areon KGB wsxgnment.Why sn many’ 3

;Essentially,:” they" say,vbecatse espionage *ist
reranvely ‘cheap “and" highly " cost-effective, Itsg
economic and military benefits to the U.S.S. R, are,
incalculable — and often overlooked. ™. S

By stéalifig. U.S. military and. industrial wcretsa
the USS.R- eansavebﬂhmsofrubl_g&mer

Chrlst' versu‘"fmC’astr

- wmmmsmauofms - 'y :

Washington—'rhnmas Parrott, a CIA oiﬁcer gave !us

sarcasm fuil rein in testifying before the Senate Select.

" Committee on Intelligence Activities about Gen. Edward

. Lansdale, a non-CIA man brought in by President Kennedy-
_ to oversee the'agency’s major covert action program..

“Tl give you one example of Lansdale’s pexspmmty »

. Mr. Parrott said in. testimony. “This plan- consisted. of

spreading the word that the Second Coming of Christ was

immment and that Christ was against Castro [whol was an-

, “And you.would spread th!s word arotmd Cuba and then

.- on- whatever date it was, that there would be a manifesta-
tion of this thing. And at that time—this is - absolutely true
—and at that time just over the horizon there would be an
American submarine which would surface off of Cuba and:
send up some starshells. And this would be the mianifesta~
tion of the Second Coming and Castro would. be over--

- thrown. . . . Well, some wag called this operation. . . Elimi-.
nation by mummatxon.

T“Defente’ may  be a Conveniént cosinetic to the:
pdiheal leaders in Washington and Moscow; say’
the experts; to the intelligence profmonals it:
means nothing: Theif work goes on, irrespective of
polmwl climates. Soviet dignitaries who meet U.S’;

ists, bankers, politicians, union leaders, :

‘or. art:sts are either' KGB graduats o, on KGBj
mgnmenU .y S

-One-typical e)rample is*Alekssandr Shelepm wl:o1
1|as successively headed the Young Communists;
(Komsomotl), the KGB:and, latterly,’ ‘the so-called: %
Soviet trade’ union movement. In- this latest role;;
h:s' ‘mission;was.. {o", penetrate’ a_nd ‘destroy.
: sthe” noncommunisk in lernahonaP mig'g

- Ostensibly: Mr. Sbelem_m ‘was. fetired “in - dxs-'
grace" after a recent'visit to> Britain where his-
sinister' fame led to noxsy protests. But he is
reported- active agam in the KGB "ﬂlegals'"
directorate: . :

.The only eft‘ectxw answer - to steady KGB
expansion- is. counterespionage, say U.S. in-
telligence veterans: recruiting agents already in.
the enemy service — admittedly difficult;though
not impossible: — or- lurmg defectors for. theu"
information. .

_During the “cold war”!%ﬁsand 60&. defectlons
were frequent and helped the CIA-catch such- KGB,
spies as Philby and Blake in  Britain, and othem
NATO and West Germany: e

- Itwas in'1950that the CIA’s Mr. Angleton. and hlS
staff ascertained on the basis of defectors’ reports
that Philby, the British embassy’s liaison man: m
Washington, was a top KGB agent. But successwe,
British governments were loath to-believe it, and:
not.until 1963 did: Philby’s bluff end in his. flight to.
Moscow.._Today, 25 years after his exposure,
Philby is still “in,” working for the KGB-
controlled-press service: Novostiy on U.S. and-.
British developmaxts His nemesis M.r Angleton
on the other hand is “out”” - - - Kt

- Starting in the mid-1960s, however — along w1tb~
‘the U.S. escalation in Vietnam — defections such,
-as the ones that unmasked Philby began falling off,
and with them authoritative insightinto the KGB: i

» Moreover the U.S. intelligence community began;
squabbhngthhxmtself I 1969 the late J. Edg
Hoover abruptly canceled all FBI liaison with- thq
ClAon cwntwpnonage because President John-.
son hiad refused to defend him publicly against;
senatorial charges that the FBI was tapping, the;
phones of U.S. senators. Mr. Hoover’s pique erided’
telephone taps on some 2,000 or_more Soviet “bloc”
personnel across the U.S...

-~ ‘‘Maybe it was Viemam, or the student nots or:
the race t!nng or exposure journalism or Congress_x
== yowname it,” sald an experienced. mformant’,ﬁ

"but sincer, had | uable;

RO 3 lﬁﬂﬁd
shouldaKGBofﬁcercemeove:tomnow"‘l‘hey rm
running shead — inintelligence work, m’n‘ﬁ

R S P LA

. WASHINGTON STAR
e 3 MOV 1975

- " ﬁ*

MOSCOW Radxo Moseow saxd yesterday that CIA
laﬂs to; assassinate foreign leaders ‘s revealed in ai
enate report were ‘‘contrary to elementary norms ot“

tiumanity; .internationai law and morals.™ : “v=: 5% =

... The reaction to. the report from Radio’ Moscow and‘
other.Soviet news: media-came on the same-day that;
the official press crowed over the U.S. withdrawal. of,
its U.N., resolution ntgmg amnesty for the world’s po-:
litical prisoners:.; - .u o v

" .Tass, the Sovxet news agency “said th revelatmns o
the CIA ‘plots have resulted. in **a wa¥é of Indignation®
from the public in the United States*” and-added that’;
gxe assassmanon plots had “the approval-‘os th ‘

ouse.
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WASHIKCTCH FOST
2 DEC 1975

Richard Harns Smtt v

Allen Dulles

" Three years after His reulgnatlon as’
‘Director of Central Intelligence, Allen
Dulles was asked by a friend if he would -
have been :willing to-‘take. the heat ; 3
.during; the U-2.and Bay of Pigs af-*
fairs—to- state publicly, and fa}sely.
that he alone had been ultimately
responsible for any errors of secret -
service committed in those times of
crisis. - :

“I've always felt,” he replied, "thatI :
should -assume full responsibility for
anything the Agency has done. I should °
shield and protect the President in any-
way I can.”

Were he alive today, Dulfes might ..
well stand before the Church Com- -
mittee and solemnly swear that he had :

never d:scussed Cla assassuutinn plots “
i3
]

Mr Smuh ‘who served as g ]umor

intelligence analyst for the Ccmmt
Intellzgence Agency in 1967-1968,

is the author of a book.on the |
World War IF Office: of Strategic: .-
Services. He is currently at work
on a biography of Allen' Dulles. e

with Presidents Eisenhower and

Kennedy. Given his personal ethic asa |

public servant in seven presidential

administrations, it is entirely con-’
ceivable that he would: protect’ the;
repitations of those ¢hfef execuhves.,
even il .it were. _personally ‘em-_

barrassmg, of to the detriment of hls

beloved intelligence service.

But it is inconceivable that D\xlles
would have hidden such sensitive state .
secrets-from the President. "1 am!’
under his orders,” Dulles would often:
say.Heismyboss.” . ¢
- No plots for political- murder cauld
have ‘gone forward in CIA®without a'

“gentleman's agreement” betweun the-
CIA chief and his -“bogs:"" “Nor jwas:
Dulles one to shy away from raisitig the’
questiom-with the man on high if, under:
extreme circumstances, he. feit the-
practice of assassination mlght serve,
the nationatinterest. N

He had struggled with this i issue even-
beforehe took chargeof CIA. . - -

As chief of the 0SS office. in Swit--
zerland during World War II, Dulles.
was approached by dissident Germans
of the Third Reich who propesed to cut,
short the life of Adolf Hitler. With
Washington’s know ledge and approval, ..
he gave an encouraging wink to their
efforts, The plot ended, of course. in-

Reﬂeclmg, after the. war on that
experience; he tqJd an audience of the,
New York Bar Association that, in a
totalitarian state, assassination might B
be the only means available to over- -
throw a modern tyrant. Those words
were.spoken. in 1947—weeks before.the..

ool Centl‘al !ntelhgence Agency came mto

e

andthe POlltlcs of

existence.. Six years later, Dulles

-1 N "a. visxlmg:‘
West' Germa:n general suggested to am
assembled groupiof C1A eéxecutives that! !
the Agency ‘“‘liquidate’’ East Ger-!
many's Communist. strongman Walter,
Ulbricht. An immediate objection was®
heard from Richard Helms, the future,
CIA director, then one of Dulles’ mp
aides. Political ‘murder, said Helms,
was simply riot a viable practice for an.
intelligence service. But Dulles cut him.
short. 'Don’t atake my people too-
seriously,” he told the géneral.- “We re:
prepared to consider anything."" -
Others at the.table tried to suppress 5:1
grin. They knew Dulles would never:
give serious thought to having Ulbricht;
killed; but he was.always eager tol
au:bhsh the reputation: of: his Ageney!
tparticula rly among conspirators of the:
Old World) for sinlmp expedlency and

In reahty, assassmatxon was then‘
‘considered:-*‘counter-productive” by_l
most. practitioners of secret service.i

" When CIA overthrew the left-wingi
Arbenz regime of Guatemala in 1954,
extreme care was taken to insure that
President Arbenz and his top advisers:
should escape unharmed, lest they:
acquire political. 1mmortallty through
manyrdom ' Lo 4

The questumwas raxsed anew m 1957 i
after. the Suez debacle, when. Egypuf
Nasser was Washington's bete noir of”
the day. After. a dinner a-party at the:
hore of Walter-Lippmann, as the men:
were segregated for brandy and cigars,:
conversation turned to the ‘‘Nasser.
problem.” -~ . - e

“Allen,”’ said one of America’'s,
leading foreign "correspondents with;
tongue-in-cheek, *‘can’t you find an!
assassin?" Dulles’ face assumed a},
deadly. ‘serious expression. Leaning?
back in a large leather chair, he struck/
a matceh, lit his pipe, took a few puffs”
then replied, “Well, first you would’
need a fanatxc a'man wha'd be willing;
to kill himself if he were caught. And he.
couldn't be an outsider. He'd have to be
an Arab;’* Dulles stopped and shook his
head in apparent consternation, “It,
“would be very dm‘lcult ta find Just lhe
right man.”

Most of the listeners were astounded.’
The usualffdiscréet Mr. Dulles, having:
delivered a reasoned response to.a
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‘morbld jest, had shown
consideration of political m

It wasn't fong before Fidel Castro
outshone Nasser as leading political’
villain in- Washington’s eyes. At
President Eisenwhewet's direction,.
CIA worked out a plan, on the
Guatemala model; for Castro's over-:
throw. The‘objectofthe operation, as it
followed a complex and confusing:
course of development in the year
preceding the Bay of Pigs disaster, was

-to ptovoke a general insurrectxon

throughout the island,

Dr. Richard Bissell, then chief of;
CIA's Clandestine Services and Dulles’;
technical alter-ego; presented to thel
director a scholarly dissertation on howi
this political upheaval was to be ads
complished, In Bissell’s academi¢
scenario, the revolt would receive ani
enormous boost from Castro’s demise
The Cuban dictator seemed more the
dynamic “evil genius'® of his regime
than Guatemala’s Arbenz had ever
been: his removal from:the scene thus*
presented a certain grisly logic. Wxth*

the Cuban Army- bereft of its com-*
mander and thoroughly ‘demoralized, ;
the.insurgents \»omd mtheory have .emj
open field, ° :

.There was much about the finak
Cuban plan, particularly the militaryi
details of a half-baked ‘invasion;
strategy, that Dulles never funy*l
grasped. ‘But he did take a personal:

Jinterest in Bissell's blueprint for:

i

revolution. Castro's assassination was#
integral to that blueprint. Dullés un-
derstood that. And when he finally gave-
his nod to political murder, it could be
only because he-had himself received a
green light—tacit or explicit—{rom
Divight Exsenhower and John Kennedy. 1
Dulles might. “consider anything” if :
he felt it would preserve.and protect the :
imperial: power .of the United States. -
But he was too politically astute, toos
dedicated. to"American representative:;
government, to allow his Agency to-
become a “‘rogue elephant,” hatching -
plots abroad without the sanetion of the.,
nation's highest £lected official. i
Allen Dulles liked to remind his aides .
that he and they served at the pleasure
of the President. If his CIA committed
acts seen in-hindsight, as morally
reprehensible the final responsibility?
must be sought in the Oval Office,

Colombia: The government has decided not to
renew the contract of the United States-owned

Summer Institute

of Linauistics,

frequently

accused of acting as an information network
for the cra. Its work will be taken over gradually
by Colombian scientists. Peru’s attitude towards
14 the institute’s activities is still under discussion.
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Piffiab fo the Rescue

. . By William Safire .
.- WASHINGTON—For the fun of pub-

licly. examining the .spy. system we.
have called in from the cold, a blown-,

eyes-'vﬁhen 'A'leksa'ndr-‘ Solzhenitsyn:“

..came to Washington, the- Soviet writer
-, was: the house guest of Lane Kirkland
.and his' wife, Elena, who- is also un-*

ashamedly pro-Israel.

.. Secretary Kissinger” gave no specia:l

‘cover charge must be paid:- America’s- -reason fbr opposing Mr. Casey, but.

much-needed intelligence community. is
rattled and . depressed, and finds' it
difficult to function.

In .White House offices, the word :

“Piffiab” is heard in connection with
rebuilding the morale as well as the
control. structure. of our intelligence
system. It is an extruded acronym of
the President’s Foreign Intelligence
Advisory Board: PFIAB. -

* For years, this has been the most
blue-ribbon of all the boards and com-
missions that abound in Washington.
Its monthly sessions are "regularly
attended by a dozen of the nation’s
most respected citizens, including
inventor Edward”Land, scientist Ed-

ward Teller, publisher Gordon Gray, .

lawyer Leo Cherne, writer Clare Booth
‘Luce and: ex-everything George Shultz.

Unfortunately, Piffiab in-the past six’

years has been dominated by Henry

‘Kissinger through Nelson Rockefeller,.

a member before becoming Vice Presi-
dent; its staff and budget are small, its
oversight capability, theteby. limited.

" . The idea.now is fo change all that

by bringing in a few more prestigious
people and giving the board much
more to do. A féw. weeks ago, Presi-

dent Ford intended to expand the - ) )
. This.is known as. the “Option Three,
routine’: Option One will be to leave -
everything, the: way: it is, with the*

board to fifteen members, including:
- §Lane Kirkland, secretary-treasurer
of the AFL-CLO, the number two

man in -organized labor and well- '

‘versed in C.LA. affairs after his serv-
ice on the C.LA. investigative panel,

9John Connally, who had served on
Piffiab twice before, resigning'when

he was indicted; in. fairdess, acquittal -
ought to be followed by reinstatement.-

QEdward Bennett Williams, whose
representation of unpopular clients and
ownership of the embattled injury-
ridden Washington Redskins uniquely
qualified him for C.LA. involvement;
like Kirkland, Williams is a Democrat
—in fact, treasurer of the party.
< GWilliam J. Casey, retiring president

‘of the- Export-Import Bank, ex-S.E.C.-

head who was one of the organizers

of allied intelligence in World War II -

White House. aides went -over this
list’ with. Henry Kissinger, who will not.
be criticized in this space on a natioenal
holiday. The Secretary of State had
no objection to Williams, in whose box
he sits to cheer the Redskins on, or
to Connally, whose use of power he
had come to respect in years past, but
Kirkland and Casey were anathema.

Mr. Kirkland’s sin was in his fierce

denunciation of appeasement in the

name. of détente, and his warm ap-
proval’of some of Senator Scoop Jack-
son’s speeches; worst of all—in State's

- House aides:assumed -that he remem-.

bered the work. of ‘the Murphy' Com-.
mission: Or that panel, Bill Casey was
one who insisted that the National
Security Adviser not also wear the
hat of a Cabinet officer: .
.President Ford yielded to Kissinger.

' on, Kirkland, but not on Casey, who

had also been slated for Piffiab’s
chairmanship to replace George W.
Anderson, the former Chief of Naval
Operations. The President decided to
appoint Casey as’' a. member but to
keep Admiral Anderson on as chair-
‘man; after the firing of James Schles-

- inger, it suddenly seemed a good idea

to keep aboard a man suspicious of.
Soviet SALT intentions. S
-THese appointments are scheduled to -
be made. “between Pgking and Vail,”

in the: travel-marked White House.

calendar, and will dovetail with some-

far-reaching structural recommenda-

. tions. about the scope of -Director of
* Central Intelligence’s job and the de-

gree of intelligence oversight to be
exercised within the exeeutive branch.
An Office of Management and Budget'i
task force is_now working on options
about the mature of the assignmefit
George Bush has been nominated for,

Director of Intelligence trying to play

. the dual role of C.I.A. chief and over-

-all - intelligence-community defender

- (which is now impossible); Option Two*
. will be to appoint -a. White House in-

‘telligence czar (which would frighten
everyone and raise an uproar); and"
Option Three (which is the one usually
chosen), to ask Congress to separate
the job of director from the job of
administrator of CIA. :

That's not all. Plans call for Piffiab’s-
staff to be beefed up so as to handle-
an important new source of informa-'
tion: copies of -ali reports by the In-,

= spectors General of the various intelli-’

gence agencies. Every spook knows:
how -significant that would. be: The:
Inspector General’s report of May 2L,
1973, was the basis for almost all the:
information brought out by all the sub--
sequent committees and commjssions.

With such changes, and despite the
separate pressures of church ana State,
America’s  intelligence system can-
come out of.its bunker. We will better
be able to know what our opponents.
are doing and how strong we need to.
be. On this weekend, the prospect of"
having our intelligence community
again doing its job—and only its job—
is no small matter to be thankful for.
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Cloak, dagger,
poisoned cigars

Washington, DC

Which tactics are appropriate for a
western democracy to use in imple-
menting its foreign policy? Although
proud of censtitutionalism and orderly
processes at home, is it entitled to fight
fire with fire overseas? If the KGB, the
Soviet “committee on state security”,
employs methods of subterfuge, decep-
tion, covert intervention and even
assassination to achieve its goals, does
that mean that the western inteiligence
services must respond in kind?

Difficult though they may seem to be
today, those questions had self-evident
answers for a generation of Americans
who felt that the United States had a
responsibility to go to the ramparts in
the cold war and hold back the com-
munists at every turn. Towards that end,
and towards an ordering of the world
that would comply with what were con-
_ceived to be vital American interests,
almost anything could be justified.

So it was that high government of-
ficials, whispering and conniving and
talking in codes with the abandon of
children at play, plotted to take the
lives of Mr Fidel Castro, and Patrice
Lumumba who led the Congo for a
short time after its independence from
Belgium. .

Those plots and the paraphernalia
for them—poison pens, tainted cigars,
exploding  seashells, contaminated
diving suits and other playthings—were
detailed last week in an interim report of”
the Senate select committee on intelli-
gence. Although no official of the Central
Intelligence Agency could ever have
been found actually holding a symbolic
smoking gun, according to the report
the CIA men in effect loaded the
weapons and encouraged others to do
the dirty work. A foreign leader did not
have to be a communist or a pro-
communist to get-such attention from
the CIA; he could have displeased
Washington in some other way, or even
have been a former friend. i

The committee said that the agency
had also become involved in other plots,
albeit ones originated overseas, against
Rafael Trujillo, the dictator in the
Dominican Republic, Ngo Dinh Diem,
the president of South Vietnam, and
General Rene Schneider, the chief of
staff of the Chilean army who refused to
block the accession of Salvador Allende
to his country’s presidency and therefore
became a candidate for kidnapping by
American-supported right-wing elements.

Plotting was a bipartisan pastime,
and the names of Presidents FEisen-
hower, Kennedy, Johnson and Nixon
all emerge sullied from the committee’s
investigation. It is clear that assassina-
tion, and other forms of intervention
that stopped just short of it, were delibe-
rate aspects of national policy. What is
less clear is how direct and efficient
the chain-of-command really was—
whether presidents actually’ ordered
deathly deeds or were spared the un-
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pleasantness of doing so by intentional
vagueness and what the committee called
“circumlocution” in government com-
munications. Precise blame is thus dif-
ficult to assign.

The Senate committee, led by Mr
Frank Church of Idaho, released its
much-delayed report with a good deal
of fanfare and emotion. As television
cameras- whirred away, Mr Walter Mon-
dale, a Democrat from Minnesota,
said that the investigation documented
that “Americans are no good at killing
and lying and covering up—and I'm
glad that that’s the case.” The White
House made an unsuccessful last-minute
attempt to prevent publication of the re-

port, and Democrats in the Senate,
during . a secret session, blocked any
vote on its release, lest the tally be too
close and thereby stir doubts about the
propriety of public disclosure of such
delicate information. But most mem-
bers of the committee remained de-
fiant. “There may be temporary in-
Jjury” from its publication, conceded Mr
Richard Schweiker, “but I believe
the countries of the world will recognise.
that our willingness to examine our
past and. seek a better future openly,
without flinching, is an indication of the
greatness of our country.”

Indeed, the importance of the unusual

document—peppered with codenames
and embarrassing euphemisms—lay
less in its substance, much of which
was already widely known, than in the
phenomenon of its publication. The
process is, in the view of Mr Henry

‘Kissinger, the secretary of state, a simple

matter of “self-flagellation”; but as far
as the Senate committee is concerned,
it is a matter of high patriotism, a
demonstration of the resilience of the
system of checks-and-balances in the
American. system of government. “The
story is sad”, the committee concluded,
“but this country has the strength to
hear the story and to learn from it”.

NE4 YORK TIMES
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By JOHN.M. CREWDSON
Special to The N+w York Times
WASHINGTON, Nov. 25—The
Senate Select Intelligence.Com-
mittee’s.report on assassination-
plots inspired by the Central:
Intelligence Agency against.
foreign leaders has served to
refocus atterition on the record
compiledtby Richard M; Helms,,
now the~American Ambassador;
to Iran,’ during - much ‘of hist
26-yedr career with the agency.
The- principal ~ finding con~
cerning Mr. Kelms in- the -com-
mittee’s long creport, released
last - week, . was* that. he had.
failed, while a Deputy Director
lof the C.LA,, to inform-.agency:
and:White House' superiors of,
efforts to klil Prime Minister
[Fidel Casiro of Cuba,.something,
ithe Seriate panel termed! a;
“grave error in judgment.” -
-Ron” Nessen, the Presidential
press secretary,’ said  fGHowing
the report's release that Pres-
ident Ford had seen nothing
in its findings that would cause
him_to feconsider Mr. Helms’s
icontinued service as Ambassa-
dor., A State Department
spokesman said today. that he
had seen no indication of any
such reconsideration either.
Mr. Helms served.for. seven
years as Director of Central
Intelligence, the agéncy’s top
post, before being named Am-
bassador in-1972. . .
. The Rockefeller Commission,
set up by President Ford earlier,
this year to inquire: into the
C.LA’s domestic activities, cri-
ticized Mr, Helms in its report
last June for “poor judgment’
in destroying tape recordings
and ocuments that might have
related to the Watergate scan-
dals. .

The commission said thé
destruction was ordered after
Mr. Helms had received a re-|
quest from Senator Mike Mans-
field of Montana, the majority
leader, to retain in agency files
all’ materials of possible rele-
vance to the Watergate case.
““Some of the C.I.A.is activities,
including domestic surveillance
and the assassination plots, are
undér study by Justice Depart-
ment prosecutors, who are also,
according to department offi-
cials, examining . for possible
perjury some of Mr. Helms's
testimony during his February
1973 confirmation hearings for

holds.. -~ ) .
“Mr. Helms told the- Senate
Foreign- Relations Committee|
during those hearings that the
CJ.A. had never attefnpted to
overthrow the Chilean Govern-
ment -of President Salva droAl-
lende Gossens or passed money
to political opponents of the
Marxist leader,. =~ . *% -

. Testimony. About Hunt.
. Mr. Helms also_told the com-
mittee that E. Howard Hunt
Ir., one of the convicted Water-

te conspirators, had not
tained®a relationship with
LA. -after Mr.. Hunt's re
. officer u;i

im
?th »
firement as_a C.I.
1970. ¢ ¥

Mr,- Helms; als& said,

, in an-]
Swef' to” a. question; that "he
couid not recall whether duringi
his tenure ag director, the CLA.
had been asked to become in-
volved in- an interagency effort
to share intelligence relating
to the anti-Vietnam war move-
ment in the United States.

V:#1 ‘don’t recall whether -we
were asked,” Mr. Helms: testi~
fied, “but we were not in-
volved, because it seemed to-
m that.this was a .clear viola-
tion of what our charter was.”’
The - National Security - Act of
1947, which “established the,
C.LA.,, prohibits. any domestic
police or surveillance ‘functiods
by:theagency.«. - - 0
|- *Justice . Depdrtment lawyers
‘are unders to be comparingi
those statéments by Mr. Helms,
with subsequent evidence. thal
Mr. Hunt received unwitting:
assistance -frém the C.LA. in
the 1971 burglary of the Cali-
fornia office of Daniel EIl-
sberg's psychiatrist;. that the
C.LA. spent upwards of $10

‘million in .an effort to over-
throw the Allende Government;
and. that the.C.I.A., under Mrs
Helms, was involved in the
surveillance of domestic dis-
sidents and in formulatifg the
Nixon. Administration’s- abor-i
tivé- Huston- plan for broadened’
domestic surveillance.

* Oge well-placed Justice' De-
parfment source, askeqlabouc
it§ investigation of the eVidence
published in the Senate panel’s
assassination report, indicated
that no determination on. the
illegality of such plots had yet
been made, and that in Mr.
Helms’s particular case there
was . “no law against lying”

Plots Report Draws Attentionto Helms

the Ambassadorial post he now!~

to one’s superiors in Govern-
ment.

The source predicted, howev-

er, that Mr. Helms would even-
tually “have to answer”: {or:
some aspects of his conduct.
- The Justice Department is
understood to.be reluctant tos
proceed with any prosecutions
stemming from- the alleged
C.LA. activities until lawyers
there obtain cobies of the testi-
mony ~'and evidence " collected”
by the Senate intelligence com-
‘mittee, something that, "com-
mittee sources-have suggested,.
may not be forthcoming.
- One committee aide said to-
day; however, that the pafel,
did intend to turn over to the
department for investigation
some_ of.the. conflicts in the
testimony produced by .its: in-
quiry. . .

A spokesman at the American
Embassy™in Tehran said last
week that Mr. Helms would
have “no comment” on the
findings made in the assassina-
tion report, ‘which inciuded the
following: . - e e e

GThat Mr. Helms, following
the unsuccessful :Bay- of Pigs
invasion of Cuba in April 1961,
ordered;.the -reactivation_of” an
effors:involving Amiericanis
derworld., figures, to kill Mr.,
Castro that had been. initiated |
i conjupction with' the in
sion; Mr. Helms, the panel said,f
did- not tell John McCone, then*
the Direetor of Central Intel-
ligence, that the assassination
efforf Had been renewed. Mr.j
iHelms was then Deputy- Diree-’
Itor for plans: '

! QThat . Mr. Helms npever’
|stepped forward to cortect the -
record when he learned in 1962+
that Robert F. Kennedy, then:
| the Attorney General, had- heen’,
imisled into hbelieving that the-
plots against Mr, Castro’s lifzs
had ended after the Bay of;
‘Pigs invasion, and®that when;
Mr, McCone was inférmed by!
Mr. Hélms the following year!{
of the Bay of Pigg assassination;
plot, he was not told of the!
subsequent-effort in 1962. ¢
! QThat Mr. Helms authorized
a CJA. subordinate. to. ap<

16

-.services subcommittee that the

proach a prospective Cuban as-
sassin in 1963 and represent
ihimsef as Mr. Kennedy’s perso-’
‘nal'representative, although the
Attorney General's approval
“to speak his name” in such.
a- fashion had. not been sought.
. The Senate report also said:
that Mr, Helms had failed to.
inform. the Warren Commis-
sion; which investigated the
mugder. of President Kennedy,
of, 'the " pléts jon Mr. Castro's]
life because the, “precise ques-!
tion” had not been asked. /
' ARer Mr. Helms became the
7 d.A. chief in: 1966, the report
«id; he told Dean Rusk, then
the Secretary of State, that a.
Cyban C.LA. operative who had
éxpressed_a_ deire to kill Mr.
Castroy: and: to - whom the
agency ‘had offered an assas-
sination: device,” had not been
part of “an. assassination plot.
- Finally,  when President
Johnsorr asked in 1967 for a
complete report on the C.LAMS
involvement in attempts on Mr.
Castro’s life, Mr. Helms briefed
,the President orally on an in-
iternal agency report on the
imatter but.did not mention at
ileast- one such plot that had
:taken place during Mr. John-
wson’s Presidency. -
Although Mr. Helms’s testi-
'mony during his confirmation
‘hearings in.1973 were the only:
'statements thus far reported to
‘be’ under éxamination by the
1Justice Department ‘for a po-
ltential perjury charge, public
jrecords show that the Ambas-
isador has apparently been less
ithan. candid with congress on,
‘other occasions. © !
i In May 1973, for example,.
[Mr. Helms, recalled- from Teh-,
;ran to answer questions about|
‘the C.LAs involvement in the
,burglary of Dr. Ellsberg’s psy-
.chiatrigt, told a House armed

;C.LA. had no authority or cap-
.ability to place under surveil-
‘lance newsmen to whom sen-
|sitive- national security infor-
mation had been leaked. .

The C.IA. later acknowl-
edged, however, that it had
placed five reporters who had
‘been the beneficiaries of such’
leaks under surveillance in 1971t
'and 1972. . - S i

i
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CI4A No
‘Rogue
Elephant’
P
' (\_.' By Laurence Stern, 3
_Wasning!an Post Staft Writer : \
The U:S.. espionage’
establishment was carrying
out its basic' institutional
role—though one little un-
derstood by - most
Americans—in the
assassination case studies
described by the Senate in-
telligence committee report.
Although in its epilogue the
committee described the
assassination plots as :
“aberrations,” the mass of
evidence in the 347-page
report suggests that each of
the episodes took place within '
a firm-context of national
policy going all the way to the,
Qval Office. . ,
In one way or another, the
five assassination targets-
were-regarded as persenages
inimical to U.S. national:
security interests. At the same
time, the (various ad-
ministrations in the White
House did not want to be-
saddled: with .the opent
responsibility for the downfall
of the individual leaders or
their governments. -
But the testimony of wit-"
nesses who were. central -
-

- News Analysis-

participants in the events
covered by the assassination
report tends to push the trail
of responsibility to the door of-
the White House.  *

Richard Bissell, the Central
Intelligence Agency deputy
director. for plans (head of the
dirty tricks division) and a
principal Castro assassination
plotter, told the committee the
schemes were authorized by
‘‘highest authority’’—by*
which he meant the President. |

As Sen. Howard H. Baker’

(R-Tenn.) pointed out-in a
supplementary report, Bissell
testified that it would not have:
been ‘‘consonant with the
operations of the CIA” to
conduct operations of such-
extreme sensitivity without
the President’s knowledge and.
permission. : ’
. The recurrent theme in the.
testimony of the upper-level
CIA functipnaries was that,
they were acting within a
framework of authority within
which all their programs and
schemes had an ultimate.
presidential sanction.

The CIA has been described
as a ‘“king’s army” at the
disposal of the President when
he has to resort to secret.
aétion to carry out his foreign
policies. And the. Senate
committee, in its un-
precedented detailed portrait;

‘of "the, ipper levels oF. the.

Carl T. Rowan

_The Washington Star

Wednesday, December 3, 1975

- U.S. likely to continue
* fomenting coups abroad

One of these days the
"Church and Pike commit-
tees will drop their last
‘bombshells about U.S. plots
to assassinate foreign lead-
ers and overthrow foreign
governments. Once the
cries of shame and outrage
have faded, the American
people are going to have to
come to grips with a simple
question: ’

Do we want to control the
ideology, determine the
leadership, of foreign gov-
ernments, or do we not ?

I know what the public
pretense is. We've endorsed
a U.N. charter-and a hun-

dred other - documents

pledging not to interfere in
the internal affairs of other
nations. . . .
But everyone has always
known such declarations
were merely hypocritical
gestures toward the kind of
world that ideally ought to
exist. Lo .

Since World War [ it has
been. accepted as routine
that the Soviet Union would
spend billions of rubles, em-
ploy thousands of agents, to
ensure the existence of 're-
gimes friendly to Russia in

v

Czechoslovakia, Hungary, -

Poland, East Germany,
etc., and would intervene
with troops where money
and espionage failed.. .

It has been accepted as

part of international compe-
tition that the Soviets would
finance newspapers in
Latin America and Africa,
the Chinese would arm
rebels in East Africa, the
Indians would: subvert any

“WhiteHouse, .~
- William Harvey, the CIA

regime in Bangladesh that
seemed even a remote
threat to India.. .

v N \

The U.S. contribution to
this atmosphere in which
there is no such thing as an
‘“‘independent’’ small or
weak nation, and in which

“even the strongest are con-

stantly in danger of subver-
sion, has been:

® The use of billions of
dollars to finance “friend-
1y’ labor unions, political
parties, newspapers and
magazines all over the
world. .
* ® Thé supplying of
money, arms, damaging
information and even man-

power with which to destroy

any person, party or politi-
cal force that a handful of
Americans deemed to be a
“threat” to the U.S. or its
power position in the world.

President Ford said in his
press conference last
Wednesday that he has
ordered the CIA not to plan
or participate in the assas-
sination of any foreign lead-
er. But Ford- insisted that
ander certain circum-
stances the United States

must ‘‘undertake covert .

operations.” .
. What the President really
was saying is that despite

. all the idealistic charters

and joint communiques we
have signed, we will go on
interfering in the internal
affairs of other countries.

Perhaps all the great
powers ought to cut out the
phony baloney. Israel, the

k]
‘

Soviet Union, the. People's
Republic of China, Canada,
West Germany (to name a
few) will be interested in
who our next presidential
candidates are. All of them
will drop a few subtle
speeches, even sneak
around-a few dollars, to
influence the outcome.
My guess is that the

-American public will go
along with Ford in approv-
ing “‘covert foreign opera-
tions.” .

.~ The dilemma then is: how
does anyone guarantee that
a covert operation to deny
an Allende the presidency
in Chile will not lead direct-
ly or indirectly to Allende’s
.murder? S

- We pumped millions of
dollars and vast quantities
of arms into Chile to bolster
right-wing forces opposing
the Marxist president
Salvador Allende. Our
agents encouraged and fi-
nanced the coup in which
Allende was killed. Do we
say we engaged in “‘covert
-operations,”’ which Ford
will continue to sanction,
but that he had nothing to
do with the murder of Al-
lende? .. . -

Only shameful sophistry
permits the drawing of any
such line. - . )

The likelihood™ is that
Americans will go on med-
dling and scheming abroad.
And that conniving and sub-
verting will continue to
mean death for a lot of for-
eign leaders. And occasion-
- ally some of our leaders.

would call his brother, Alleri
the CIA director, who would

American espionage system,
describes an agency that is:
anything but the “‘‘rogue’
elephant™ that the committee
chairman, Sen. Frank Church;
(D-Idaho} once suggested it.
was. : .
. Former ClA Director:
Richard M. Helms, recalling;
his departure from the White'
House on Sept. 15, 1970, with
President Nixon's orders to
prevent the election in Chile of
Salvador Allende, a Socialist, -
later testified: “ _If [ ever
carried a marshal's baton in
my Knapsack out of the Oval
Ottice, it was that day.” .
Despite titillating” accounts
of exploding ~seashells, con-
taminated diving suits and
exotic poisons that fill the
pages of the report,.the un-
derlying truth is that the CIA
has functioned as a strongly
hierarchical bureaucracy that
owes its final allegiance on
operational matters to the

Approved For Release 2001/08/08
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agent put in. charge ~of.
recruiting underworld figures.
for the Castro poison schemes, :
repeatedly followed this line of :
testimony: ",
"I was completely con-
vinced during this entire
period that this operation had
the full-authority of the White
House. either from the
President or from someone
authorized and known to be.
authorized to speak for the:
President.” -

The CIA's involvement in.
.covert political warfare got its
start in the idiosyncratic
velationship between the
Dulles brothers during’ the*
Eisenhower administration. :

John Foster Dulles, the-
Secretary of-State, according:
to intelligence veterans of that .

era, did not trust the State
Department bureaucracy on-

ARBB A5 K60 50380

deploy the-clandestine ser-
vices of the CIA to the task.

The tradition of CIA covert
operations with its clubby,
swashbuckling, secretive.
panache, took firm root in the-
Dulles’ days. During the
1950’s, the clandestine
programs of the CIA were.
rated within the government
as a success, primarily in.
battling Communist mass
organizations in Europe.

The agency survived the
humiliating fiasco of the Bay
of Pigs in 1961 to entangle'
itself in a continuing series of
misadventures during the
1960's—some ~ of  them
chronicled in the
assassination report.

It had once-been a boast of .
Allen W. Dulles that
Americans never heard of the
CIA's. successes—only jts;
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The assassmatmn

The interim repott of Senator Church’s select
-committee on intelligence, “‘Alleged . Assassina-
tion Plots Involvmg Foreign Leaders,” probably
will do us harm abroad, as President Ford has
'said. Tt will be "explo:ted .to do maximum -

‘damage to the reputauon and forexgn policy o£ )

the United States.”’
A number of senators must agree w1th Mr.

Ford, yet they chose not to suppress tlus SOI‘dld N S
report. Why? . *x
"Perhaps some of them feel that 1t would be -

inappropriate for the United States to doctor or -

embrmdet its offxc;al record. Amerians have no

“official” hxstory, in the totalitarian sense. You
can’t imagine a report so-injurious issuing from
the Kremlin or the Winter Paldce, but the con-

trast is not altbgether unfavorable to.American )

custom.

Even when a free socxety mes hard to hxde
discreditable truths about the past, the effort
“often fails.. Someone: tells. So maybe it is better
to have the full story, carefuny told and evaluat-
ed, than to have the bits and ‘pieces of old skele-
tons falling out of the closet one by one: .

These, however, are mainly tactical consxder-

ations. What we need to digest are the 1ong-term
lessons, which are often dull.
Nothmg is duller, for instance, than perspec- -

P . s e ey

busmess

Globalxsm mvolved “further,. an uluswn -that’
.~ with the. right plans and tricks We would seize"
history.by the throat and exert control over dxs-
tant events, however petty: -

The, Senate report must be seen not only as a
comment on the perils and follies of* globalism,’

. but as’ a scalding. self-indictrfent by Congress;;
which makes the laws$ and handles the monéy.

One can’t expect Congress to rise above- the
prevailing standard of judgment and ethics at
large, and Congress in the Fifties. and Sixties-
was-as much under the spell of globahsm as the'
rest of us. What we can expect is that Congress
rise to the prevailing level of judgment and
morality, which probably would have condemn-
ed.the assassination of foreign heads of state.

» Certainly Congress ought to exceed its constitu-,

tive. /Assassmatmn as an instrument of policy -

.did not originate in the U. S. nor with the CIA.
The exceptional’ thing about the plots agamst
Lumumba, Allende, Castro and Trujillo < none
of which panned out — is that they were aimed
at forexgn leaders in ‘“‘peacetime.’” We view it-as

unsportmg perhaps, but not morally repugnant -

in quite the same way, that this country success-
fully plotted to intercept and shoot down a plane
cdrrying the Japanese general, Yamamoto, who.

had commanded the attack on Pearl Harbor. -
That was in ‘‘wartime.” In our age, the dlstmc- .

tion is not always easy to make ‘In the years
covered by the report, many of the accustomed.
differences between war and peace had collaps-
ed. . :
What we have here, accordmgly, isa mamfes-

‘tation of that doctrine called *‘globalism™ — a

‘¢

doctrine having at its base the notion. that vital -

American interests were 1mpenled by.a crum-
bling colenial order in" the" Congo, or a_
Caribbean dictatorship, or the alignment of an

offshore island with the communist bloc. Ameri- .

can mterest 14 the world was a seamless whole.

\ L . . CEIEPS

ak

ency in vigilance. One can expect Congress to’
know more and do more, when it’s nmely, about.
the secret projects of creature.agencies than:
‘Congress knew or did in this period about the
CIA. Executive secrecy was involved; but- Con-
. géss has ways of penetrating that veil when it’
w:shes And‘in the present case, exposure came’
toolong after the fact. = . e e

i

In a recent Columbia Joumahsm Rewew artis;
cle, reprinted in. The Star last Sunday, former
Sen. J. Williarm Fulbright had some wise obser-
, vations about the present natienal mood. of,
rewelatmn and self- ﬂage]lanm) Of these; per-
haps the wisest was that as w\é open the old !
" closets full of dusty skeletons Wwe tend to dwell!
‘-omthe sensational facts and nge “shortshnft to’ﬂ
theyolxcy questmns "o 9

i

The policy questions ralsed by: the Churclg

- comﬁmttee report may be too ‘obvious.to nee
.. dwelling on. Some are questions of propeﬂ
administrative procedure — for instance the un~
..checked capacity. of a President to overbear-the'
“Cautions of the professionals, as Mr. Nixon did
in his design against Allende. Others. are broad-.
er: Can a democracy be nrich good at cloak andj
dagger stuff? Do these operationg: even when
they sucéeed, sufncxently affect events, or}
’ Amerjcan interests to: justxfy the risks and®
opptobmxm? Can Congress.give the CIA the dis-~
cretion it needs and also protect the country and;
‘the country’s good name agaxnst its blunders
‘and abuses? These quesnons may be dull, but!
they beat’ po:soned c1gars 1& ulnmate impor-;
tance. o . T 4

THE PHIIJ—D‘?LPHIP INQUIRZZR
25 Novemper 1975
Government: That CiA Again

It seems that the security-tight oifices of tha CIA are Fuil

of leaks. There are water leaks, steam leaks, chimney leaks
and even foundation leaks. The problem was lsaked out in a
five-year, $6.3 miliion plan the CIA filed with the House Public
Works Commitiee for renovating 1t~ 10-\ear~old headquaners
in Langley, Va. . . ..
You can now add another a‘ouse to the list oE charvea aaamst
the CIA — abuse of the English language. .
The assassination report by the Senate Select Committee on
Intelliigence said the CIA had a cardmal rule of never calliag it
muarder. It mentioned such things as ‘‘stand- by assassination
\.apao'hry ’* “incapacitating,” ‘termmaunc' " “removing f{rom
the scene” and “altering the health” of the victims. There was
evan a"con:ultanz group called the “Health Alteration Com-
mirtee,

‘failures. However now that so’
much of the agency’s clan-’
destine history has been laid
bare in congressional and.
executive investigations, the-
claim does not stand the test of
public scrutiny.
| ] AU 18
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Warren Comn

. -GeorgeLardnerJr. . §
- Waskington Post Statt writer© - 4
~ The . most - outspoke:
defender: of ;the - Warre
7 Comimission’s inquiry im
President Kennedy’s,
-assassination said' yesterday!
that it should bereopened. . .,
% David. W. Belin, who served
4s. a staff lawyer on thel
" Warren Commission-and more:
‘ recently as executive director:
‘of the’ Rockefeller Com-~
mission, called on Congress to
‘order” a thorough new in--
vestigation in light of.
_widespread skepticism about,
.the Warren Commission’s'
‘work and the withholding of
-evidence-from it.by govern:!
ment officials. and agencies.
" The Centrah.Intelligences
Agency, the FBI and-the lates
Attorney General’ Robert. F,.
Kennedy himself, - Belir
-protested, .in: -a —publ
statemént; - all- failed . tg
disclose™- to . :the.- Warren:
‘Commission’ eviderice con-
cerning plots to assassinate:
Cuhan Premier FidekCastro.
" Belin, a Des Moines- at-!
torney, also:pointed out that
{he FBI'has recently admitted:
its failure to disclose evidence
of threats made to the FBI by:
Lee Harvey Oswald several
days before the Nov. 22, 1963;
“assassination; of the President
inDallag., . @ . R
. -Speaking out on the 12thi
anniversary of the. murder,
Belin maintained that a new;
inquiry would reach the same?
central conclusioft ~ that
Oswald “killed both President g
Kennedy and (Dallas Police)
Officer' ¢J.D.)Tippit,” but he;
said a fresh. investigation
might also shed additiona
light ‘“‘on what motivate
Oswald. .-=.”" - - -
"Belin’ voiced doubt that aj
reopening of the investigation®
se .many years after. the
assassination “‘would disclos
conspirecy” BeE B G
,? but_he did: not|
rule,out tﬁyat possxbihtyis\ -3
Although  the., Warren.
Commission found no credible
evidencé of “any foréign;
conspiracy, he pointed . out,:
““the Warren Commiission did?
not-have any information’
concerning CIA assassination:
plans- directed against Fidel
Castro = and possible;
ramifications of such plans.” *.
In the past;, Belin has
resisted’ suggestions that the:
investigation be. reopened, on;
the grounds that some wit-
nesses have died -and-the
recollections of others are not
likely to be as accurate now as
they weré in 1964. Despite~
that, he said he felt.a fresh,
objective and independent
inquiry would “greatly con-
tribute toward a rebirth-of
confidence and trust .in,
government.” R
™ Belin remained silent about ,
the relevance . of - CIA-
assassination, . scheming

(R P S T

tirried Up by thé Rockefeller *
Commissjon earlier this year:
becauseiof the secrecy’im-:
posed by the administratfon,s
but the: Senate’ infelligence;
‘committee last week released:
-an even’ broader, study, ofCIA
murder attempts and cony
spiracies’ " g
The" Senate report showed
that the CIA and to.a lesser
extent the FBI and Attorney
General Kennedy were ail
aware of some of the efforts to
kill Castro when the Warren
Commission asked for any.
‘information bearing on
whether the- ostensibly ‘pro-.
Castro Oswald' might have.
been part of a conspiracy. 5
Belin also called for release:
by the CIA—as well as by the
National Archives—of . alk
ihformation it has o Oswaldi
and .. on: “the Kennedyr,
assassination: Included in the!
archives, documents ave the:
jautopsy photographs: and X
rays=of. President Kennedy,

uission

which the  Warren:. Com.
Mission decided to “sup
because, ] fgelin (s,aid;, of “the
personal family desirés of t
Kennedy family,™ He. 1
this- ‘‘perhaps ‘the worst,
mistake made by the com-.
mission.” -
Belin said he feit ‘reopening;
the: Warren inquiry would’
serve to refute ‘‘the- most:
extreme and vocal
assassination critics,” who, he
charged, have deliberately
misrepresented the overall
record of evidence that the;
commission had beforeit,
- Finally, Belin asked in his
statement for a review by the
National' News Council or
some similar forum of the
news media’s continuing

-overage®of President Ken:

‘nedy’s.assassination. e
' In any case, he maintained
that a reopening of the Warrem
investigation itself would
show how- the public can at'
times’ '‘be misled by sen~

Lawyer Asks
ng of Probe

‘satignalisni, “demagoguery,
and ~  deliberate
misrepresentation of thei
overall Tecord,” especially:
when: there ,is insufficient
public-, knawledge - of .the
record. T

ey oV VR |
The disclosures of ~the:
Senate intelligence committee
in the past week would also
appear to give the Warren
Commission critics something
to complain about. FBI
Deputy Associate Director
James B. Adams
acknowledged at a Senate:
hearing Wednesday that the-
FBI'submitted secret reports
on seven Warren Commission
critics to the Johnson White-
House in 1966 at the request of:
then-W}ﬁteste_aide,_‘ i
Watson= - LS e
_Included in the FBI pa¢ et, i
Adams acknowledged, was:
{eatfic record information and
photographs of at least one off
the critics in the course of

BALTIMQORE SUN
25 Nov, 1975

“sexualactivity,”

B
Shen doot i

'~ The Death of JFK

For years “conspiracy theorists” have been
charging that the Warren Commission (1) in-
competently failed to follow all leads in the
John F' Kennedy assassination case, or (2) de-
liberately conspired to keep the truth hidden.
Last spring Senator Church responded to a new
wave of sensational charges with-a promise that
his committee studying the intelligence com-
munity would take a new look at the assassina-
tion investigation. Vice President Rockefeller
said his commission conducting a similar study
would take a similar look. Both commission-and
committee had their hands full with other mat-
ters and as a conseguence could deal with the
assassination only in passing. But it is interest.
ing to note that today the executive director of
the Rockefeller Commission, David Belin, and
two members of the Church Committee; Sena-
tors Schweiker and Hart, have called for re-
opening the investigation into the murder of
John F Kennedy. - .

These calls proceed from different perspec-
tive and with different anticipation. Mr Belin,
who was also assistant counsel of the Warren
Commission, believes the new investigation
would prove the commission came to the right
conclusion, He believes a new study would res-
tore public faith in government institutions and

‘demonstrate to the public how easily it can be

misied by clever sensation-mongers. Senators.

Schweiker and Hart believe the study will prove
the Warren Commission did a poor job and
came to the wrong conclusion. .

We believe that the preponderance of the ev-
idence suggests that Lee Harvey Oswald.was
the assassin and that he probably acted alone,
or at least without the assistance of any organ-
ized group or government. But it is troubling to
learn from Church Committee that both the
Federal Bureau of Investigation and the Central
Intelligence Agency lied to the Warren Commis-
sion during its investigation—and that one
member of the Commission, former C.IA.
Director Allen Dulles, was aware of that and al-
lowed: his fellow members to be deceived This
makes it possible to believe there was a conspir-
acy after the assassination.- Until this is ex-
plained, the conspiratorial-minded will always

- believe the most bizarre theories.

For a mare important reason. Congress
should take a new and detailed look into the
Kennedy assassination. If the F.B.I and CIA
could get away with lies to a special commis-

- Sion once, they could agdin. Congress needs to
find out how this happened and what can be
- done to keep it from happening again.

19
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CIA Schemes,

Gadgets Would

Amaze Even Ian Fleming

By RobertG ‘Kaiser
N wasnm_g‘nn Pos! Staft erlzr

The late Ian-Fleming, whe mvented
James Bond, the archetypal spy oh
our age, llked to-imply that Bond was:
more than ]ust ah'invention—that hxs’
“license to kill > his exotic partnersin
espionage and his remarkable
gadgets were more than flgments of
Fleming’s imagination.

That hint of verisimilitude helped
explaih the success of Fleming’s
James Bond novels. Now the Senate:
intelligence .committee ‘has demon-
strated that Fleming's hints could
have been stronger. It was all true. ‘2

Well, nearly all true. ]

Bond usuallg got his man. The¢
Central lnteﬂ‘ggence Agency exgents£
exposed by the Senate commjttee.
-—spies with cocle names like QJ-WIN
WI- ROGLE-—-n%ver gottheirman. °

an acronymical’

SR U

‘pseudonym). an essentially
stateless soldign of fortune . . . &
forger and former bank robber,’

.according. todasi}] gternal CIA report..
‘He was “a-igamiwith an unsa;ory
utation whozgould try anything
i?llc):e atleast, ’gggdordmg tothe CIA's
station officenjithe Congo. .
The CIA dispatched WLROGU tor
the Congo “after providing him with:
plastic surgery and a toupee so ‘that,
Europeans travelmg in the Congo
would ngt recognize him,” according
to the Senate committee. The
Agency’s Afriea Division had
recommended him for the mission: ~
‘“‘He is indeed aware of the precepts.
of right and wrong, but if he is given
an assisgnment which. may be
morally wrong in the eyes of the
world, but necessary because his case:
ofﬁcer ordered him to garry it out,
then it is right,"and he will dutifully?
undertake appropriate action for its:
execution without pangs of con:}

science...”’ So reports the Senate .
Committee quoting the Africa
Division; :

WI-ROGUE was in the Congo at the-

same time as QJ-WIN. QJ-WIN “was
a foreign citizen with a criminal
background recruited in Europe,” the
Senate pane! learned, “not. . .a man
of many scruples,” in the words of:
another CIA operative.
* These men. were “assets’ of the’
Leopoldville ‘station” of the CIA."
though neither knew of the other’s
status. Then one day they met. ACIA
agent in “the Congo reported on the
encounter in a cable to Washington:

-“QJ-WIN, who resides same hotel
as WI-ROGUE, reported WI-ROGUE
smelled as though he in intel (in=
telligence) business. Station denied

, ;any mfo on WI-ROGUE .

QJ-WIN
reported WI-ROGUE had offered him
$300 per month to participate in intel
net and be member ‘execution squad.”
When QJ-WIN said he not interested,:
WI-ROGUE added there would be
bonuses for special jobs. Under QJ-
WIN questioning,, WI-ROGUE later
said he working for (America) ser-
vice (i.e,,CIA) . .. "

- The CIA’s department of gadgets,
the Senate committee discovered, is
called - the Technical "Services
Division, or TSD. In 1960 TSD con-
sidered a number of schemes “‘to
undermine (FideD) Castro’s
charismatic appeal (in Cuba) by
sabotaging his speeches For
example: -~

“ .. ..A scheme to spray Castro s
broadcastmg studio with a chemical’
which produced effects similar to
LSD,.but the scheme was rejected
because the chemical wa um'ehable

.TSD unpregnated a box of cigars
W1th a chemical which produced!
temporary disorientation, hoping to
induce Castro to smioke one of the
cigars before delivering a speech,”-
but that one also apparently did not’
get off the ground.

The most ambitious scheme of- 1960
was a plan “‘todestroy Castro’s image:
as “The Beard’ by dusting his shoes,
with thallium -salts, a strong
depilatory that would cause his beard
to fall out_The depilatory was to be
administered during a.trip outside’
Cuba, when it was anticipated Castro*
‘would leave his shoes outside the door
of his hotel room to be shined: TSD
procured the chemxca) and tested it on
apimals.. . ."”

" But that idea was dropped, ap»
‘parently: because- “Castro canceled
his trip.™" B

(The commxttee remld these stones
from a report prepared by the CIA st
inspector general.) =~ - i

Some of TSD’s inventions failed to:
work. , The division produced some:
capsules of lethal poison. for potentiali
assassins who hoped to drop one of the:
p|1ls inte something Castro was
drinking. But “the first batch of pills
prepared by TSD ... would not

20

'dxssolvemwater”“ IR

Another of TSD’s- inventions. could,
never be used because of the un-:
witting generosity of James Donovan,i
a New York lawyer who negotiated:
the release of Cuban exiles . captured
during the 1961 Bay of Pigs invasion.

Someone in the CIA had 'the idea
that Donovan could make a gift of a
diving suit to Castro, known to enjoy
deep-sea diving. According to the

. committee report:

“The Technical Services Dw1sxon
bought a diving suit, dusted the inside
with a fungus that would produce a
chronic skin dieases (Madura foot),,
and contaminated the breathing}
apparatus witha tubercule bacillus.” ;

. But Donovan, who had been
negotiating personally with Castro,
subverted-this.plan by giving the
Cuban leader —on his own mltxatlve,,
without consulting Washington—a:
different new diving suit, untainted by:
Madura foot or tuberculosis. After
that, , it_seemed inappropriate to’
present Castro with a second diving
suit.

" The Senate committee learned that
the CIA has had a committee to pass
on the use of biological and chemical.
substances. In one CIA document it
was referred to as the: “Healthr
Alteration Committee.” :

1n1960 the CIA’s Near Fast Dwxsmu
asked the Health Alteration Com-
mittee to endorse a ‘‘special
operation’ to ‘‘incapacitate” an Iraqgi
colonel who was thought to be
“promot'mg Soviet~bloc political
interests in Iraq.” The committee
said a “dlsablmg operatmn" could be
undertaken.”

According to the Senate comxmttee
report, “The approved operation was
to mail a- monogrammed han-
dkerchief containing an in-
capacitating agent to the colonel from
an Asian country .

The CIA mformed the Senate
committee that the colonel in question
“suffered a terminal illness. before a
firing squad in Baghdad (an event we
had nothing to do with) not very long,
after our-handkerchief proposal was
considered.”
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JFK and the

AP e DIRCC I,

POOR HOWARD HUNT. After Watergate people
were ready to blame him for just about everything, and
considering his background — spy, burglar, devotee of
plots and assassinations — it wasn't.really surprising.

The cruelest charge, of course, was that he and his
friend Frank Sturgis (who Hunt said wasn't all that good'
a friend, since they had only met in 1972, althqugh
Sturgis put the beginning of their acquaintance in 1961)
had been two of the ‘‘tramps’’ arrested by the Dallas
police behind the grassy knoll shortly dfter the
assassination.’ - S U

The accusation reeeived considerable publicity, es-
pecially after comedian Dick Gregory repeated it on
national television. David Belinand the Rockefeller CIA-
commission went. to-great pains to prove there was:
nothing to it. Belin really didn’t mind the effort; indeed
he was delighted, since the accusation was so patently
preposterous. Photo experts were called in,.
measurements taken, witnesses interviewed, and in the.
end the Rockefeller commission was ableto report what’
virtually everyone knew from the beginning: whoever
the “tramps’ were, they were not-Howard Hunt and
Frank Sturgis. The height was all wrong. Sowas theage.
As a matter of fact, except to Gregory and a few others,
they didn’t look like Hunt and Sturgis at all. .

Such, however, typifies the investigation of whether-
the Central Intelligence Agency was involved in the
murder of President Kennedy. There was, there has:
never been, any investigation at all. E

The CIA was an inevitable suspect. Kennedy and the’
agency had long been at loggerheads. The CIA’s failure’
to correctly estimate the resistance of Castro’s forces'
at the Bay of Pigs was only one of a number of incidents
Almost on. the eve of the missile ¢rfsis the agency,
without the President’s authority, pulled off one of its
patented anti-Castro capers which had at first amused.
Kennedy. Kennedy did not.find this one funny; nor did;
the Russians. - . R Lo

What the men from Langley did was sabotage a ship-

ment of Cuban sugar bound for the Soviet Union. The op-
portunity presented itself in late August, 1962, when a,
British freighter filled with sugar bound for Russiasail~
edinto San Juan harbor for repairs. The CIA managed to
contaminate 14,000 of some 80,000 sacks of sugar by in="
Jjecting them with an-allegedly harmiless substancethat

would give the sugar a foul taste, The purpose was toun--,

dermine the Russians’ confidence in Cuba’s chiet export
crop. When Kennedy found out what had happened he:
warned the Russians, prevented the ship from sailing,,
and excoriated the agency for creating a ‘‘dreadful’
‘precedent for chemical sabotage.”” The Russians, who-
were busily installing missiles in Cuba, strongly*
protested the incident in a series of diplomatic notes. -
After the missile crisis and the growing rapproche-
ment with Castro and the Soviet Union, the agency:
defied Kennedy’s orders to turn off exile raids on the
Cuban homeland — just as ithad prepared todefy himat
the Bay of Pigs. Before the invasion the agency
prepared a plan for the operation to go forward even if
Kennedy got cold feet at the last moment and tried to
stop it.
. The President’s orders had also been-disobeyed in
Vietnam, where, three weeks before his own death, Ngo
Dinh Diem had been overthrown and murdered, ap-
parently with the active complicity of the CIA. :
The disobedience, at whatever level, enraged the
President. At the time of his death he was planning a full-
scale review of the agency’s activities. He did not like

" Thisis anexcerpt from “They 've Killed the President!

Dallas Revisit

.~ publisked last week by Bantam Books, Inc.,

o - RObertsSam Anson. Anson, national poli
respondent for New Times magazine and

e television producer in New York, is a former:

| being embarrassed, and the agency embarrassed him:
Inotonly in Cuba and in Vietnam but in the Soviet Union,-
where in 1963 the Russians arrested a Yale history
professor and charged him with committing espionage
against the Soviet Union. Kennedy, after receiving
assurances from the agency that the professor was
“clean,” had personally appealed to Khrushchev to
release him, and Khrushchev, as a gesture of his esteem
for Kennedy, had agreed. But when the professor
returned and met with Kennedy in the Oval Office, he
reportedly admitted that he had indeed been $pying for
the agency. Kennedy was livid.
« The President had already sacked CIA director Allen
Dulles and hisdeputy, Richard-Bissell, and installedhis
own brother to honcho: the agency’s covert operations,
but apparently more shake-ups' were required. His
desire-to splinter the CIA into a thousand pieces and"
scatter it to the winds did net escape the attention of the
agency. . S : 2 T

- THE.AGENCY had grievances against the President-

as well. Hunt was not the only CIA man to believe that

Kennedy had betrayed the agency and its people at the:

Bay of Pigs. The bitterness was increased by what Hunt
termed Kennedy’s ‘‘heaping guiit on the CIA.” Even:

John McCone, whom Kennedy had appointed to succeed

Dulles and who was supposedly his ally, deeply dis-
agreed with the President's moves to normalize
relations with Cuba. . R
The agency was also fearful of a whole range of Ken+'
nedy initiatives that.grew out of his American Universi-:
ty speech in the summer of 1963, from arms control to’
the banning of atmospheric testing of nuclear weapons :
to accommodation with the Communists in Laos to the
reevaluation of the entire American commitment to
Southeast Asia. Shortly before his death Kennedy had
approved the first withdrawal from South Vietnam of
American advisers. A thousand advisers were tobe call-
ed home by the end of the year — a token number
perhaps, butaclearsignof where Kennedy was heading..
©On his return from Texas he had said he would conducta
_tuil-scale policy review of U.S. relations with South.
:Vietnam. One of the first moves was meeting with Am-_
bassador to Saigon Henry Cabot Lodge. He and Kennedy:
were.to have lunched at the President’s Virginia estate:
on:Nov..24. CIA liked none of it. - S
.. Indeed John Kennedy was. one of the agency’s op-
ponents, potentially its most dangerous adversary. The
CIA had a motive. It had the means. It had the experien-
ce. It had the disposition. The agency could have killed
him, and far better than anyone else covered its crime.
But did it? [f Lee Harvey Oswald was the assassin (ora
member of an assassination conspiracy), and if he was’
still an intelligence agent (as he certainly seemed to
havebeenduring hissojournin the Soviet Union) on Nov.
22,1963, and 1f, finally, he was acting with the agency’s
approbation when he killed Kennedy, then, of course,
the answer is self-evident. But there are a number of
hurdles to cross before reaching that conclusion..

It is by no means certain, in the first place, that:
Oswald was an assassin. Much of the evidence, along
with his casual behavior immediately after the shots
were fired, points to the contrary. However cool and
calculating killers are supposed to be;.it is difficult to-
imagine someone who has just shot the President of the:
United States pausing to drink a Coke, thenstrolling out-
side in no evident hurry, getting on a bus, getting off,
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hailingacab, offeringituptoalittleoldlady, and finally,
as the police and FBI closed in, makmg good his escape,
which turns out to be to a local movie theater.

Oswald’s excuse for *‘fleeing’’ the scene of the crime-
was that he thought that, because of the assassination,:
work would be suspended for the rest of the day. The:
assumption was not illogical. Work, as it happens, was.
suspended for the rest of the day, and besides Oswald11-
other workers left the Book Depository after the:
assassination. There may havebeena conspu'acy, butit-
wasn t that big.

Some critics have found Oswald’s going to the movie.
theater suspicious, a sign perhaps that Oswald was an’
intelligence agent. George O'Toole, a formeg CIA man-
who suggests that the FBI may have been involved in‘!
Kennedy’s killing (a not surprising contention, con-
sidering the bureau’s and the agency’s mutual
detestation), points out that movie theaters are a
favored rendezvous for agents.

Oswald’s apparently having been dn agent does not
necessarily mean he was a CIA man. Army intelligence,
in particular, has nearly as large a budget as theagency,
and more than three times as many agents. Far better.
than the CIA, Army intelligence was in a position to
know thearrangementsof the President’s tripto Dallas,
as well as the security precautions the Secret Service
was taking to ensure his safety. Chronically short-
handed, the Secret Service worked vmh Army in-
telligence asa matter of routine.

o

ALMOST SURELY Oswald was an intelligence agent
of somg sort. While in Dallas, New Orleans and Mexico’
City he was in close, even intimate contact with other in-
telligence agents or contract employees of the CIA. On
Nov. 22, however, he could just as well have been
operating without theagency’s sanction, or,though this
seems less likely, without its prior knowledge. There
are numerous instances when the CIA has lost control of.
its own people, and, one presumes (though the agency
has yet toadmit it), when one of its agents has been turn-
ed against it.

Another possibility is ‘that Oswald was. “taken over’”
by an extremist faction within the agency, or a group.
close enough to it to be aware of-Oswald’s background.
Again; there are a number. of cases when this has hap-
pened, when individual agents have acted not only con-
trary. to, the: orders; of the. President but those of the
leadershipof CIA. Onelongﬂmeob rverof meagency,
j 3 Mccmloch,_savs !

rt of thmg:sine‘ntable given the sort of peo-

toqgh; naturally competitive. Ideology ‘does not mean
pearly as much as the instinct to win. If you take one of
these guys:.and give him a job, well, he’s going todo it; :
whatev: - takes,- -Maybe there are things the agency
does _ant ‘Bim’ to . do;:—.tells’ him: he
"But he does them-anyway. “How- will the
agency ever. ﬁn¢ out?’It’ s Just part of wmmng ‘l'hese
wAn .

that (eeling in y geuts of whom
: Howard Hunt is merely the best known; ;Thecauseof the
exiles came intimetobethe causeof the Amencans who

THE COMINGto power of Fidel Casn'owas ad;saster
not only for U.S. foreign policy but for organized crime.
The mob was anxious to-see Castro.removed {rom the
scene at the earl[st Ppossible moment. So was the CIA.

During the agency ’s plannmo of the Bay of Pigs inva-
sion one of the sources it turned to for intelligence infor-
mation on. the disposition of Castro’s forces was the
mob, Which at the time stﬂr maintamed a considerable
apparatus 6n' the- xsland L .

Before and a.fter the invasion the mob was also n‘ymg
-tb secure Castro’s assassination, sometimes with the
agency’s help, sometimes without it. Frank Sturgis,
who as a casino operator in Havana had lines to both the
CIA and the mob, was twice approached shortly after

ple’the.CIA recruits.. CIA Jooks for guys who are bright,

‘the. Cuban :revolution  by- organized- crime figures.
wishingloenlisthunasanassassm Sturgis declined,
but reported the conversauons to CIA fnends in
Havana Cn o . -

The C[A itself had been ta.lking of ehmmating Castra
since ‘the_closing days of the Eisenhower ad-
ministration, and Sturgis’ report may have freshened
interest in the project. A mob hit rather than an
assassination by the agency itself would providethe CIA
‘with what was known in the trade as ‘“‘plausible
denijability” if, as ummately turned out, the attempt
went askew.

By early 1961 the agency and organized crime were
deep intodiscussions onhow best toeliminate their com-
moa foe. Reports vary on how the initial contacts were
made. What tae stories agree on is that after protracted
discussion John Roselli, the suavely vicious Mafia capo
of Las Vegas, agreed to recruita team of hit men for the
CIA.

All of this was unknown to all but one of the men of the
Warren Commission in 1984. The exception was Allen
Dulles, and he was hardly talking. The mob, after all,
worked for him.

Even now the full truth about the CIA and the mob is
far from clear. What the few brief glimpses down the
.corridor have provided is chilling enough the mmcst
secret and powerful organizations in America working
hand and glove in a relationship so intimate that forall;
practical purposes there has ceased to be a distinction.
between what is done In the name of intelligence 4nd
whatis-done in’ the name of crime. Everything, even-
murder, comes together under a single heading “fhg‘

;nan naj mterest." ’

'I'HE MELDWG togﬂther of American mtelngeij:e
and organized crime is the key to understanding J ohn:
Kennedy’s murder. Without that understanding thecgn-
‘'spiracy is like the jumbled pieces of a puzzle, eachrof
them odd-shaped, impossible to connect. But lay in that
keystone and suddenly what has all:seemed so bxza?re
for so many years ‘makes temfymg sense, : ;

-- One way or another all the major ﬂgum connectedto
‘the assassinanon are also hnked to’ the agency and:he
mob. : e

" Thereis Oswald r.he appareut agent, nconstant ﬁn-
tact with other CLA men, many of whorm have their o-wn
ties to the mob. He lists as the address for his fictitigas-
pro-Castro organization a building whose tenants in--
clude both mob and intelligence figures. After the
assassination a large quantity of Oswald’s literature
turns up in the office of one of those tepants, Guy
Banister, 2 private investigator' employed by New
Orleans crime boss Carlos Marcello and a man wha-in
the past worked on CIA operattons. One of his close
friends in New Orleans is David Ferrie, an identified
agent who also works.for the mob. Another reported
associate is Clay Shaw, like Ferrie an identified ageat. .

After the assassination Oswald is shot todeathby J ack
Ruby, a man withnumerous connections to Cosa Nostra.
figures, who is also involved with Cuba and Cuban ex-
iles. When a story arises that Oswald has met with a
prominent exile figure to plan the assassination, the
man who conveniently appears to debunk it turas out to
.be a reported gunrunner for an agency-backed
“organization. Later, an Oswald look-alike is found to be
one of the leaders of an exile organization reportedly
backed by both the agency and the mob. Ll

Finally, when the pressures fora new mv&sn,,anon of
the assassination are bmlmg over, the man who announ-
ces he has solved the case is a district attorney who by
his own admissior has numerous contacts with Cosa
Nostrafigures. During the trial he dismissesall referen-
ces to the Cosa Nostra and fixes blame on an odd-lot
assortment of conspirators. The trial ends in farce and
the prospects for anew mvestxganou areobliterated. ln
the process the CIA gains sympathy. EEUPRPN

Just how many coincidences can be piled atop'one
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another before one has to wonder? One especially won.
ders when the groups involved are neither Boy Scouts
nor, as Jim Garrison once put it, “retired circus
clowns.” They are two secret violent societies whose
fates are inextricably intertwined. Many things bring
them together. Oneof them is Cuba. Anotherishatredof

Friday, November 21, 1975

"~ By Jeremiah O'Leary
Washington Star Staff Writer
At the very "moment
President John F. Kennedy
was shot on Nov. 22, 1963,
two CIA- officers were
handing a specially made
poison pen to a Cuban offi-
cial to be used in assassi--
nating Fidel Castro. . = .
That meeting with a.
highly placed but anti-Cas-
‘tro Cuban official known by
the CIA cryptonym of AM/
H';vas ltme ofe;% le?hst
eight plats launched by the
B

rom 1960 through 1965

to kill the Cuban leader; ac-
cording to the interim re-
{;ort of the Semate Select
ntelligence Committee.

Testimony made public
yesterday by the committee
disclosed that the late De-
.smond Fitzgerald, head of
€IA " covert operations
against Cuba, and an; uni-
-dentified CIA case officer
met AM/LASH in a foreign
‘city to give him a ball-point
pen rigged with a hypoder-
‘mic needle so fine that the
victim' would not notice its-
insertion. At the meeting, -

bably in Mexico City, .
_Fitzgerald recommended
that the Cuban agent use a
deadly commercial. poison
called Blackleaf<40. The
two CIA men also assured
AM/LASH that the CIA:
would give him everything
he needed, including -
high-powered rifle, a tele
scopic sight, a silencer and
all the money hé wanted to.
kill Calstro from a distance.. .

ONLY WHEN Fitzgerald-
and the other CIA officer
left the Cuban agent did
they learn that President
Kennedy had been assassi--
.nated by a pro-Castro ex-
Marine named Lee Harvey
‘Oswald at the very moment
. the poison device was being
handed over for use against

Castro. The committee ob-
tained the infarmation
about this bizarre meeting
from a CIA inspector
general’s report and inter.
views conducted in 1967.
The CIA plots to kill Cas-
tro spanned the Eisenhow-
er, kennedy and Johnson
administrations and involv-
ed.CIA attempts.to use both
Mafia figures and anti-Cas-
tro Cubans. The means for-
assassinating Castro in-
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Castro Survived a Way

“ cluded ~firearms, “deadly '~ and offer

poisons and explosives and
the liquidation of the Marx-
ist leader was discussed
openly in the highest coun-
cils of the government, in-
cluding the White House.
The first serious plots
against Castro were brewed:
in the CIA as early as Au-
gust 1360. The committee.
report said Richard Bissell,
deputy director of plans,
autherized the two attempts
to murder Castro and other
Cuban leaders in the period
before the 1361 Bay Pigs:
invasion. Bissell was dépu-
ty director from January 1,
1959, until he was fired by
the Kennedys in February
1362 because of the failure
of the Cuban exile invasion

-run by the CIA. - -

The committee said
Ims, - who suc-
ceeded Bissell as deputy:

i r and is now ambas-
sador to Iran, authorized a
second attempt on Castro's-
}.ife trough e uhd%rworéd’
igures in the year aftet the'
Bay of Pigs disaster. The
committee - developed evi-
dence that CIA Director:
Allen Dulles knew and ap-
proved of the: first plots.
-against Castro in 1960. The
committee said there is a
note in Dulles’ handwriting,
joining with Bissell.in ap-
proving a memoraindum by
J.C. King, then head of the
CIA’s Western Hemisphere
division. King recommend-
ed “thorough ccusiderat@on
be l;iveti to the elimination
of Fidel Castro.™ . . .

" BISSELL AND Col. Shef--
field Edwards, director of.
the CIA Security Office,
testified that they were cer-
tain' both Dulles and his:
de?uty. Gen. Charles Ca-
bell, knew about and au-
thorized the first phase of
the plot -involving the
underworld figures. ~ = -
The first concrete evi-
dence of the initial under-
world' operation, the com-
mittee said, is Edwards’
statement ‘that Bissell
asked him to locate some-.
one who could assassinate
Castro. Edwards said he
called on- ex-FBI agent
Robert A. Maheu, later an
aide to muitimillionaire
Howard Hughes, to handle
the job. eu and one of
Edwards’ men agreed ‘to-
approach Las Vegas gam-
bling figure John Rosselli_

John Kennedy.

Few beople know of their ailiance, and only oneisina
position o do anything about it. He has sworn that he
will. Before he can, he is murdered in Dallas on Nov. 22,

1963,
Coincidence.

tro's assassination.

Rosselli went to Miami to’
recruit Cubans to carry out.

the contract and in the
process brought in two
other criminals, Sam Gian-
cana. and Santos Traf--
ficante. The two Mafia men
recruited the Cubans while-
the CIA undertock to fur-
nish poison pills for them to.
use 1n killing Castro. But
Maheu and Giancana en-
gaged in a keystone come
dy caper by hiring a detec
tive who got caught in-
stalling an illegal “‘bug’’
in a Las Vegas room be-:
cause of Giancana's com-’
plicated love life. The FBI
also picked up word that
Giancana was involved in a
‘‘contract' on Castro’s life..
The CIA had to step in with-
great difficulty to persuade:
J. Edgar Hoover and the
Department of Justice to.
spare their Mafiosi aides
from prosecution and
presumably ‘from telling
everything they knew. .

THE ‘POISON. PILLS fur-
nished by the CIA finally
were smuggled into Cuba:
just before thé Bay of Pigs:
invasion but the would-be.
Cul assassings did not’
accomplish their mission
and returned the pills.

Late in 1961, another CIA
official, William K. Harvey,
who was in.charge of a pro-
gram called Executive Ac-
tion for disabling foreign.
leaders: or assassinatin

.them as a last resort, took

over- the anti-Castro effort
from Edwards at. Bissell’s:

request. ', o

Harvey’s ‘program, with.
the code name of ZR/:
RIFLE, was then tailored:
to resume dealing with the
syndicate figures for anoth.
er attempt against Castro.-
Meanwhile, Helms suc-:
ceeded- Bissell- as deputy
director of plans in Febru-
ary 13962 and ordered Har-
vey to get. in touch with
Rosselli but to avoid Maheu,
and Giancana. The poison
pills were., brought out
agdin and Rossellj testified
that this time the Cubans
would go after not only~
Fidel but Raul Castro and
Che Guevara as well.

Harvey- obtained arms:
boats and radios for the
Cubans but they never left

$150,000 for’ Ca;‘" st D |

e of

Plots]

Florida. The connection
was broken off but nobody
ever told the Cuban assas-
sins that the $150,000 offer
had been withdrawn. .

EARLY IN 193, Fitzger-
ald laced Harvey and
hea what was called
Task Force W. Fitz Id’s:
efforts were turned to ex-
B The expleseap s such
as the g seashell’
and. the contaminated div-
ing suit for the Cuban lead-
er. But his principal activi-
ty was ‘contact” with AM/
LASH, who could not make
up-his mind whether to kil}
Castro or defect. The CIA
finally termimated relations:
with AM/LASH in 1965.

. The- committee was far
from precise about how
much of these assassination.
plots was known by or au-
thorized at higher levels of
the government John:
McCone, who ‘' succeeded:
Dulles in November 196l
said he knew nothing of the:
assassination plans. Helms:
testified he -didn’t know-
whether McCone- knew or
not but said' McCone had
never told-him not to assas-
sinate Castro. Bissell re-
called that he and Edwards
bn'ef]ed] Dulles and Gen. Ca-

be but that
‘‘circumlocutious’’ lan-
guage was used. : .

Edwards, according to
testimony, deliberately
avoided using any ‘“bad
‘words™ such as assassinate,
orkill, . )

THE COMMITTEE was'
inconclusive also about
what was known b% Presi-.
dent Kennedy, his brother,
Atty. Gen. Robert Kennedy,
"and later by President Lyn-’
don B. Johnson. The Kenne:
dys, after the Bay of Pigs;
never-¢eased in their deter-
mination. that Castro’s
regime had to be over.
thrown as a menace to the
U.S. and the Western Hemi-
sphere. President Kennedy
ordered creation of Opera-
tion MONGOOSE in April,,
1962, and placed it under;
control of Robert Kernedy;
and Gen. Maxwell Taylor.'
In turn, the chief of opera-:
tions was. Gen. Edward]

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380003-3




Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380003-3

‘Larisdale, who had a repu?
tation for dealing with)
situations like that in Cuba.;

' The committee developed:

festimony. that Lansdale
labored ceaselessly on
plans for disrupting the.
Cuban regime and that he
was prodded hard by the:
Kennedys to produce more:
sabotage infiltration.’
Lansdale dealt wth the,
attorney general and the
‘White House Special Group
in the months prior to the'
missile crisis of 1962 and he:
was in contact with Harvey
and Helms at CIA on carry-
ing out the many objectives
of MONGOOSE.

Most of the testimony
agrees that the word
‘“‘assassination’”  was not
used in.dialogue involving:
the Kennedys, Lansdale or
the White House group. But’
at a Special Group meeting
on Aug. 10, 1962, someone:
raised the question of
“liquidation of leaders.” in
Cuba. The testimony differs:
on who- raised “liquida--
tion”. Harvey testified that-
Defense Secretary Robert:
S. McNamara brought it.
up, sayin&. “*Shouldn’t we.
consider the elimination or.
assassination of C§stro?"

McNAMARA SAID he:
does not recall that.
McCone and, the late Ed--
ward R. Murrow of USIA
raised vehement objections:
‘at the August meeting and:
the matter was dropped..
Nevertheless, Helms con-
tinued to consider that he
had continuing authority to:

ress on with the plots and:

nsdale told Harvey to.
develop a plan for *liquida-
tion.’ of Cuban leaders. *

The missile crisis, the
death of Kennedy and the
accession of Johnsom to the:
White House appear to have.
ended the assassination
plots against Castro. Helms;
said he banned assassina~
tion, five years after he be-
gsaﬁ?e director of the CIA in

NEW YORK TIMES
Dec, 197 ;
Seymour Hersh fs Winner
0f John Zenger Award

The University of Arizona’s
11975 John Peter Zenger Award
{has been won by Seymour M.
Hersh of The New York Times
for his -articles on domestic
_surveillance by the Central L-_;-
telligence Agency and other
.investigative reporting.

Mr. Hersh, a 38-year-old
University of Chicags gradu-
‘ate, won a 1970 Puliizer Prize
jfor his exclusive reporting of
ithe. My Lai massacre. in Viet-

NEW YORK TIMES, FRIDAY DECEMBER s, 1975

Power and Corruption

By Tom Wicker -~

No wonder thelatest Gallup Poll
shows a sharp decline in'public esteem
for the Federal Bureau of Investigation
and the. Central Intelligence Agency—
from 84 percent “highly favorable” to
the F.B.I in 1965, for example, to only
37 percent today. And only 14 per-

cent of a sample of 1,515 adults were’

any longer; “highly favorable” to the
CJ-A. s

‘These figures clearly reflect the
long, dismal series of disclosutes that
both’ agencies have abused their pow-
ers, been misused by their political
masters, threatened in various ways
the constitutional rights of American
citizens they were supposedly protect-
ing, and participated in such repre-
hensible schemes as murder plots
against foreign leaders and character
assassination plots against Americans.

The latest of these unlovely dis-
closures is that the F.B.I. has been
supplying secret dossiers, conducting
illicit bugs and taps, and carrying on
other "forms of political surveillance
for every President at least back to
Franklin Roosevelt,

That. merely confirms what most

critics of the security agencies have
believed all along—that they were not
so much evading or thwarting politi-
cal control as- succumbing to it. So
far from operating, against the wishes
of Presidents and their advisers—in ail
Administrations of both parties in the
last forty years—they were mostly
doing either what they were told, or
what they correctly perceived that
their superiors wanted them to do.

- Several things need to be said abouz
this—the first of which is that, as apol-

-ogists for Richard Nixon have insisted, _

a certain double standard of accounta-
bility has been at work. Whatever Mr.
Nixon’s misdeeds, it is now undeniable
that he was by no means the first
President to order wiretaps, punitive
tax investigatipns, political survejl--
lances of his “enemies,” and the like.
His critics should be careful, also,
about too glibly suggesting that Mr.
‘Nixon was a worse offender than his
predecessors. There is .no great dif-
ference ih wiretapping the Democratic
National Committee and the Mississippi
Freedom Democratic Party. : o
 In one sense, it might even be to

Mr. ‘Nixon's credit that he used his

private “plumbers” in 1972 rather than
perverting the F.B.I. as Lyndon John-
son appears to have done in 1964. Nor
does it seem likely that Mr. Nixon
knew more of what was being done
in his service than Mr. Johnson did, or
President Kennedy before that. -
Presidents can hardly be impeached
in retrospect, and that Mr. Nixon was’

-
~

Inam. . »

i The Zenger award, which
‘consists "of $500 and a cita-
.tiop, is to be presented Jan, 17
at the annual convention of the
Arizona Newspapers Associa-
tion near Phoenix.

~aot doing much that other Presidents
had not done—save his deliberate par-

- ticipation in the post-Watergate cover-
-up — is not a reason to regard his

forced resignation as. unfair or unwar-
ranted. Times changed, and placed
Mr. Nixon in.a different public atmos-’
phere, in the midst of which; more
became known about the seamier side
of "his - Administration' than had been
known about any before. '

That truth will not spare those of
us who condemned Mr. Nixon from:
the charge of his partisans that we
were looking the other way when ear-
lier Presidents were trampling over the
Bill of Rights. Nor should it. But a
more important point is.implicit in
that charge although it is not usually
conceded by those who make it.

1t is that to a great extent such
abuses of power as we are learning
about are inherent in the existence
of this kind of power. That is not to-

- apologize for efforts to drive Martin
- Luther King to suicide, or to poison

.Patrice Lumumba; or to wiretape re-.
porters to learn the sources of [eaks,,
as unfortunate aberrations or unavoid-
.able evils—regrettable, but just a part

IN THE NATION

of necessary inteiligence and security.
work. .

Most of the repellent events recently
disclosed had nothing to do with real,
rational intelligence or security con-
cerns. Instead, they represented self:
serving political acts, the obsessive
pursuits of men. corrupted by power,
the capricious exercises. of that power,
by those who had it, simply because
they did-have it. - o .

Thus, whatever resk problems of -
Communist subversion from within and’
without may have threatened the
United States sinceé the 1930’s, they:
could hardly have been greater threats
to constitutional rights and individual
ltberty than those that came to be
posed by the great security agencies,
with their power to operate both in
secrecy and in the name of national
security, their unlimited budgets, their
freedom from supervision—above all,"
their subservience to political masters
who were enabled by the mere exist-
ence of such agencies to” flout” the
Constitution and the law for their own
political purposes or obsessions. -

No one in Congress or the executive.
branch has even begun to face—let
alone answer—the consequent philo-
sophical and institutional questions:
Can secret police agencies ever be
made compatible with political and in-
tellectual liberty? By what methods of
comtrol and accountability can they
be made so? ControlL by whom, ac-
countability to whom? .

24
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Christian Science Monitoer
2y November 1975

Erwin D. Canham - .
The new
cover-up?

Under pressure of . pubhc indignation, the
special prosecutors appointed by former Pres-
ident Nixon, the Ervin committee of the
Senate, and the House Judiciary Committee
pressed their inquiries of Watergate and its.
related crimes right up.to the highest sources:
inthe Republican administration. ;

When will public indignation force similar
investigations, right to the top, of the abuses in
domestic politics by the FBI and with the
‘apparent knowledge if not instigation of
Democratic Presidents Kennedy and John-
son? Congressional probes so far have only
gone part of the way.

The harassment of the Reverend Martm
Luther King Jr. took place largely during the
Kennedy adminstration, while Robert Ken-

nedy was Attorney General. How much-did he.

and his presidential brother know about it?.
How much did they authorize? And at the
Democratic Convention in Atlantic City in
1964, wiretapping by the FBI of Mr. King and-
others seems to have been directly demanded
by President Johnson. What-are the facts?
Political use of .the FBI is even more
appalling than the clumsy burglarizing of the-
Watergate offices of the Democratic National
Committee. Beyond that event, of course,
were many other developments_culminating

in the effort to cover up and lie about it. -

What kind of cover-up has there been of the

espionage abuses in the last two Democratic.

presidencies? And what were those abuses?’
‘What was Lyndon Johnson’s relationship to_
the FBI? What role have congressional lead-
ers. themselves played? Is the Church com-,

mittee really getting to the bottom of these”
matters, or is it seekmg to protect Democranc:

leaders? :
© It will be hea.lthy to bring these matters to
light, no matter how painful. Disclosure can
lead to clean-up. Attention mustbe focused, as
Attorney General Edward Levi is evidently
focusing it, on ways of preventmg FBI abuses
in the future.

One way will be to see that no future FBI
director - attains the "political and " personal
untouchability of J. Edgar Hoover. Whatever
may have been Mr. Hoover’s services to his
country, and many of them will not be denied,
the build-up. of dictatorial authonty shou]d
never happen again. -

It is now clear that the CIA mtemat\onal]y
and the FBI domestically were doing for years
things which are contrary to basic American
principles. - They were the - tactics of the
enemy. In the end such tactics are self--
defeatmg Now, to the nation’'s shame, they
are coming to hght Are we sure they will not
be repeated?

Steps are being taken to draft new rules
within the Justice Department and in Con-
gress to render effective at last legislative
oversight of how vast sums of taxpayer money
are being expended for ways going far beyond
intelligence-gathering to murder and sabo-
tage. If there is any category which should be
labeled un-American activities, it is in this
realm of lawless, bloody deeds.

There is a madness_in power. There is
delusion in self-justification and self-right-
eousness. It is easy to believe that deéds in a
righteous cause are all themselves right. But
the end does not justify the means, and usually
disgraceful means do not even attain the
desired end.

‘The United States has partially awakened:

THE BALTIMORE SUN
30 November 1975

Jemes J. Kz!natrzck

@ccasmnaﬁy Our Leaders -

Musi“ Think the Unthmka?ﬁe

o Wa,shmgtou

Now that the dust has settled from the
great ClA report, perhaps a couple of
sober questions may be asked. Was this
particular report in the national inter-
est? Is tyranmcxde ever morally justi-
fied?

I would answer the first question, no,
and the second question, uncertainly,
yes; but on these issues there is abundant
room for reasonable-minded men to dis-
agree. The questions defy easy answers.

Copsider, first, the report itself. It is
described by the Senate Intelligence
Oommmee, with emphasis, as an inter-
im report. The implication is that other
findings on other attempted assassina-
tions are yet to come. The committee’s
cenclusions, tentative as they are, are
something less than final. What compel-
ling necessity, we may inquire, dernand-
ed release of such an mtenm report? I
know of none.-

Even as an interim re;;orf~ the com-
mittes’s conclusions are rernarkably in-
conclusive. Descriptive words recur: Un-
certain, incomplete, Insufficient, doubt-
ful, speculative, unclear, conflicting.
The committee studied our govern-
ment’s role as to five- men: Lumumba in
the Congo, Castro in Cuba, Diem in Viet-
pam, Schneider in Chile, and Trujillo- in
the Dominican Republic. o .

The findings boil down to this: In two
‘of the cases (Lumumba and Castro), as-
sassination propesals went beyond mere
discussion and reached a stage of specif-
ic planning. In the other three cases,
there was talk only. In none of the five
.cases did CIA agents make an actuai at-
‘temnpt. There i8 a “reasonable inference”
that President Eisenhower authorized
an assassination effort as to Lumumba,
but the inference is offset by evidence to
the contrary Other pmldems are
cleared.

That is the sum total of 8, 000 pages of
testimony, thousands of hours of work

-by staff members, and 347 pages of an

interim report. What a mountain of la-
bor, one is minded to observe, to produce
so small a churchmouse. For these un-
certain, incomplete, and inconclusive
conclusions, what price must be paid?

The committee report provides a rica
meal for America’s detractors to feed
on. By reason of this publication, the
Cl1A’s vital task will be made more diffi-
cult; the intelligence services of friendly

from the era of disgraceful deeds but it has not
yet fully clarified the record and agreed upon
remedial measures.

New rules on paper wﬂ1)0t do it. Possibly
the greatest lesson to emphasize is that
presidents of the United States and those on-
whom they rely should be persons of integrity
and character, capable of looking into them-
selves and saymg of some pmposal ‘“That just:
isn’t done.”

nations will thmk twice about cooperal-
ing in the future. A mass of highly sensi-
tive material has now been compiled in
written form; it will be a miracle if this
material is not leaked or stolen. It is-a-
strange exercise in nationsal masochismy«
thus to flagellate ourselves before‘the
World.

The committee, of course, k'eels pih-
erwise. “The committee believes the
truth about the assassination allegations”
should be told because democracy dev
pends upon a well-informed electorate..
We reject any contention that the facts’
disclosed in this report should be xept.
secret because they are embarrassing to
the United States™ No one can quarrel
with the committes's abstract defense of”
the people’s right to know. But do the.
people have a right to know everythinz?-
Do the people have a right to know'the*
intimate, sordid details spelled out~in:.
this interim report" For my own pan., L
deny it.

The plot against Lumumba evotyad'
from an apprehession, soundly based at"
the time, that the Soviet Union, through !
Lumumba, was about to take over-the”
Congo. Look at a map of Africa; contern~ |
plate the cousequenm The plot :aganzs*c~
Castro evolved from the actual physical+
presence of Soviet missiles in Cuba—tha.|
first such Communist penetration i in the
Western Hemisphere.

The civilized mind recoils from an‘yj
thought of murder in cold biood. In the~
two cases, this was what the CIA was”
plotting. The specific schema—deadl;w
bizarre and ludicrous—both repel and
fascinate the reader. Each of us may
form his own judgment on presidential
involvement. “It is my personal view,”
says Senator Howard Baker (R., Tenn.),
“that on balance the likelihood that pres-
idents knew of the assassination plots is
greater than the lixelihood that they did-
not.” This is a chilling business to brood-
on.

But is there no case—no case whatev-
er—in which tyrannicide could be justi-'
fied? If it had been possible to arrange
the murder of Hitler in, say, 1938, and-
thus to have averted the fearful consequ-
ences of his madness, would this have’
been a moral act? My own feeling is that,
in the dangerous world we live in, our
leaders must occasionally think unthink-
able thoughts; and in the overriding ne-
cessity, must not flinch from domg t"xe

y__.unthinkable deed. . z
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Lo Angeles Timeg
SHUNNED BY PBS °

KCET to Air
- CIA Critique

BY DICK ADLER |

: - Times Statt Writer .
Knocking the usually lugubrious and occasionally pain-
ful fund-raising antics of a public television station has
become almost a national pastime. Most print critics can't
resist wishing out loud for a few well-made commerdials,
and both Cher and Johnny Carson have taken very funny
shots recently. o

But in case you wonder where those membership dol-
lars so lumpishly cajoled from your wallet go, take a look -
at a fascinating documentary called "The Rise and Fall of'
the CIA" on KCET this Sunday-evening at 7:10. For $850,
the amount raised between an Alistair Cooke blurb and
yet another smiling demand from Jean Marsh, Channel 28
has purchased exclusive local rights to an important pro-
gram turned down by the networks, the PBS and most in-
dependent commercial stations. . :

“The Rise and Fall of the CIA" was originally made in
three 30-minute segments by World in Action, the excel-
lent documentary unit of England's commercial Granada
Television, and aired there last June to corisiderable ac-
claim and ratings. The programs were screened by PBS in
‘Washington this past summer, in hopes they would be
purchased for use on the entire public network, But the «
PBS screening committee objected to certain aspects of
the programs, found them "fairly superficial and shallow"
and claimed that they "said some questionable things
about the CIA" (according to a PBS spokesman), so they
were turned down. Other prospective buyers also balked;
only WNEW.TV, Metromedia's New York outlet, the Dal-
las public station and KCET have so far decided to let
their viewers see the programs.

PBS, of course, is entitled to make. its own program-
ming decisions. What is somewhat disturbing in this in-
stance is that, according to reliable sources, at least two
representatives from Corp. for Public: Broadéasting—the ,
governmental agency which is designed strictly to.admin.
ister . funds for PBS—were present at the sereening in’
‘Washington, and that these CPB representatives-played a°
role in the rejection. - - L :

Joe Dine, a CPB'press. official in Washington, -admits
that a senior CPB programming executive and hi§ assis-
tant were present at a screening-of "The Rise and Fall of
the CIA;" but doesn't see any impropriety. "I couldn't say.
categorically that.the CPB's opinion didn't have anything:
to do with the rejection by PBS, but it wasn't an official--
decision on the part of CPB not to use the programs. We
don't make programming decisions," he says. Others ques-
tion- ever_the -overt-presence: of .3 government agency:
such as CPB at the screening of a series of programs criti-
cal of another government agency. . . . - . .

THE QUESTION.

A Senate panel reported
that the CIA insiigated
assassinationplots
against two foreign lead-
ers, and hecame involved
in plotting that led to the
death of three others. Do
you think a tighter reign
shouid be kept on CIA ac-
tivities?

- HQOW YOU VOTED .
NO. 76.6 percent. COMMENTS: “How can they rgmain an

- oo .Alred First.in England i
~ KCET'S program ‘chief, Charles Allen, says that he first
heard of the Granada programs when they were aired in
England in June, and that when PBS turned them down
he moved to buy the package for Channel 28. The fact
that CPB may or may not have been part of the original
rejection doesn't bother him. "In a sense, a turn-down by
CPB might be considered the highest form of praise,” Al--
len says. "It was CPB who told producer Lewis Freedman .
that a series of oné-minute programs on the Bicentennial
wouldn't work.” - 170 T b . Sy

‘The three Granada programs, smoothly welded into one :
T5-minute unit, certainly leave’ themselves open to a cer- !
tain amount of eritieism, but charges of superficiality and
shallowness wouldn't immediately seem to be among’
them. The research, by producers Mike Beckman, Allan
Segal and their staff, appears to be prodigious. It is true
that they rely for on-camera information largely on the
words of disaffected former CIA .employes, notably .
ex-deputy director Tom Braden. But the producers say
that current CIA officials turned down their requests for
interviews, :

And even allowing for an. extra portion of axe-grinding
by these disgruntled former CIA types, “The Rise and Fall
of the CIA" presents such a wealth of documented infor-
mation in such a cool and lucid manner that the overall
indictment is impressive. Visual imagery is as important
here as on-camera interviews: a- party. of retired OSS and-
CIA veterans, looking mostly like the sort of people you
see at the ball game; newsreel film of the Cuban invasion
force in Miami which helped blow the project's cover and
led to the Bay.of-Pigs fiasco;-paid Vietnamese CIA agents
bringing in the heads of Viet Cong prisoners bounty.

A

Braden—a Credible Image .

If there is a star in the program, it is Braden—he is the
central thread which weaves the rest of the material -
(from such former CIA links as E. Howard Hunt and
army liaison Col. Fletcher Prouty) into a generally believ-
able scenario. Braden has the jaded, cynically wise and
droopy-eyed manner of a spoiled spy, most effective when
he is talking about things like "the Battle for Picasso's
Ming" (the CIA's attémpts: to recruit intellectuals to its .
cause, including the Secrét subsidy of Britain's Encounter
magazine) and the way one phone call from CIA chief Al-
len Dulles to his brother John Foster Dulles helped.to win
over a recalcitrant State Department official.

Unless you're an.ex-agent yourself or have some other
special interest in the CIA, there will be a lot;of new and
perhaps startling information for you in' the program.
How the CIA overthrew the Moussadegh government in
Iran, for example; or how much the "secret war” in Laos -
cost U.S taxpayers ($2 billion); or how the CIA. tipped off
the US. Army that My Lai was a supposed Viet Cong
stronghold. R L -

What ordinary viewers can do with such information is
another question, but at least it will be there for possible
future use. For that, no thanks to PBS—and many thanks
to KCET for giving us the chance to-decide for ourselves
what wg should know. o .

effective secret service if we make all of their activitias pub-
Jic?” . . . “We're already exposing ourselves tco muca 10 our
enemies” . . . “Who would hold tha reign, the Russians?” .. .
“I balieve id functional autonomy for tae CIA" . . . “The whote
wave of concern (o expose the CI4 is merely a communist plot
to weaken<he U.S. security.”

YES, 23.4 percent. COMMENTS: “Somecne should be heid
accountadle for all of these CIA awrocities” . . . “The CIa’s ac-
tivities should be 100 percent undar conirol of a six-man Sen-
ate commiitee, maybe then the CIA will remain within its
legal and moral boundaries’™ . .. “What kind of nation are we
when we attempt to assassinate any world leader whose par-
ticular phillosophy ditfers from that of the United States” . . .
“It's a sorry state of affairs wanen the CIA has to stcop to
murder’” . . . “The CIA should not act like the mafia.,””
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BALTIMORE SUN
29 Nov, 1975
FBI, CIA Criticized

- Sir: The Orwellian and dread-
ful disclosures that have been re-
vealed by the U.S. Senate (Le.,
Senate Intelligence. Committee).
investigation of the FBI and
CIA’s clandestine and invidious
surveillance of Dr. Martin. Lu-
ther King, Jr. and thousands of:
other citizens are chilling and:
stultifying. Thoughtful and ra-:
tional citizens must be grateful’
to Senator Frank Church and
his coileagues for their courage,
persistence and sedulous efforts
in ferreting out the facts in this
matter. .

The revelations graphically
dictate the need for stronger and:
more effective control and moni-
toring of the manifold activities
of the FBI and CIA by the Con-
gress. Moreover, steps should be
immediately taken by the Presi-
dent and Congress in order to as-
sure all citizens that their human
and constitutional rights will not-
be violated by their government.

The petulant and reprehensi-
ble actions of J. Edgar Hoover
germane to Dr. King and other
citizens. convey a- frightening
perspective to. the ‘Actonian ad-
monition: “Power-tends to cor-
rupt and absolute power cor-
rupts absolutely.”. The escutch-
eon of our nation has been tar-
,mshed by the dlegal and inhu-,
mane actions oi the FBI and
CIA. .

_~The Bicentennial, gjven the
grim and dispiriting Watergate-
debacle and the current CIA and
FBI revelations, provides a-basis-
for a stronger resolve to effect a.
recrudescence of decency, civili-'
ty and respect for the rule of law
in a free society.

Samuel L. Banks.
-__Baltimore. ‘

COLUMBIA JOURNALT3M REvVITy
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A famous dissenter

- calls for a halt to media ‘inquisitions’

and challenges some versions
of his own legend

by L WILLIAM FULBRIGHT

Heresy though it may be, I do not subscribe unquestion-
ingly to the Biblical aphorism that ‘‘the truth shall make you
free.”” A number of crucial distinctions are swept aside by
an indiscriminate commitment to the truth — the distinc-
tion, for instance, between factual and philosophical truth,
or between truth in the sense of disclosure and truth in the
sense of insight. There are also certain useful fictions — or
“myths’” — which we invest with a kind of metaphorical
truth. One of these is the fiction that ‘“‘the king can do no
wrong.”” He can, of course, and he does, and everybody
knows it. But in the course of political history it became
apparent that it was useful to the cohesion and morale of
society to attribute certain civic virtues to the chief of state,
even when he patently lacked them. A certain dexterity is
rcquired to sustain the fiction, but it rests on a kind of
social coatract — an implicit agreeinent among Con"ress,
the press, and the pzople that some matters are better
left undiscussed, not owt of a desire to suppress in-
formation, but in recognition, as the French writer Jean
Giraudoux put it, that “‘there are truths which can kil
a nation.”” What he meant, it seems, was that there are
gradations of truth in a society, and that there are some
truths which are more significunt than others but which are
also destructible. The self-confidence and cohesion of a
society may be a fact, but it can be diluted or destroyed by
other facts such as the corruption or criminality of the
society’s leaders. Something like that may have been what
Voltaire had in mind when he wrote, **There are truths
which are not for all men, nor for all times.”* Or as Mark
Twain put it, even more cogently, “*Truth s the most
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valuable thing we have. Let us economize it.’ B

In the last decade — this Vietnam and Watergate decade
— we have lost our ability to “*economize”” the teuth. Tha
Puritan self-righteounsaess- which is never far below the
surface of Amerjcan life has broken through the frai}
barriers of civility and restraint, and the press has been in
the ‘vanguard of the new aggressiveness, This is not to
suggest in any way that the press ought to pull its punches,
much less be required to do so,.on matters of political
substance. I myself have not been particularly backward
about criticizing presidents and their policies, and 1 am
hardly likely at this Jate date to commend such inhibitions to
others. I do nonetheless deplore the shifting of the criticism,
from policies to personalities, from matters of tangible
consequence to the nation as a whole to matters of personal
morality of uncertain relevance to the national interast,

By and large, we used to make these distinctions, while
also perpetuating the useful myth that “the king can do no
wrong.”™ One. method frequently: ployed when' things:
‘went wrong was Simply to blamé someone else —in 4.
ceremonial way. When 1 began publicly to criticize ths
Johnson Admiristration, first over the Dominican interven-
tion in 19635, then over the escalating Vietmam war, I was at
some pains to attribute the errors of judgment involved to
the “‘president’s advisers’” and not (o the president himsel{
— although I admit today that 1 was not wholly free o
doubts about the judgment of the top man. - : -

Our focus was different in those days from that of more
recent investigations, especially Watergate, but also the
current inquiries conceming the Cla and the multinational
corporations. It was sometimes evident in hearings before
the Foreign Relations Committee on Vietnam and other
matters that facts were being withheld or misrepreseniad,
but our primary concern was with the events and policies
involved rather than with the individual officials who chose
—— or more often were semt — 10 misrepresent the
administration's position. Our concemn was with correcting
‘mistakas rather than exposing. cmbiﬁmﬁingl or punishing
thosz who made them.

Ia contrast, a new inquisitorial style has evolved, which
is primarily the legacy of Watergate, although perhaps it
began with :ie Vietnam war. That protracted conflict gave
nise o well-justified opposiiion based on what seemed to me
—- and still does — a rational appreciation of the ‘national
intazesi. But it also set loose an emotional mistrust — even
hosiility — to government in general. Somehow the policy
misiakes of certain leaders became distorted in the minds of
many Americans, especially young ones, as if they had
been acts of premeditated malevolence rather than failures
of judgment. The leaders who took us into Vietnam and
Kept us there bear primary responsibility for the loss of
condczace in government which their policies provoked. 1
am as ceridin today as I ever was that opposition to the
Viztnam war — including my own and that of the Senate
Forzign Relations Committee — ‘was justified and neces-
sary. Nonztheless, I feel bound to recognize that those of us
who criticized the war 2s mistaken in terms of the national
interest may unwiltingly have contributed to that surge of
vincictive emotionalism which now seems to have taken on
a virulent lifz of its own. ’

he emotionalism has not survived without
“cause, 0 be sure. The Watergate scandals
provoXed z justified wave of public indigna-
" tion, aad a wholly necessary drive to prevent
“such abuses in the future. Moral indignation,
howsvar — even justified moral indignation

.. = creaies c2rain problems of its owa, notably
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i the tendency of indignation, unrestrained,
to become self-righteous and vindictive. Whatever the
cause and antecedents, whatever too the current provo-
cation, the fact remains that the anti-Watergate movement
generated a Kind of inguisition psychology both on the part
of the press and in ths Congress. ’

If once the press was excessively orthodox and unques-
tioning of govemment policy, it has now become almost
" sweepingly iconoclastic. If once the press showed excessive
defzrence to government and its leaders, it has now become
excessively mistrustful and even hostile. The problem is not
so much the specific justification of specific investigations
and exposures — any or all may have merit — but whether
it is desirable at this stage of our affairs — after Vietnam
and Watergate — to sustain the barragé of scandalous
_revzlations. Their ostensible purpose is to bring reforms,
but thus far they have brought little but cynicism and
disiflusion. Everything revealed about the cia or dubjous
campaign practices may be wholly or largely true, but 1
h2vz come to feel of late that these are not the kind of truths
we most need now; these are truths which must injure if not
kil the nation.

Cousider the example of the C1A. It has been obvious for
yeurs that Congress was neglecting its responsibility in
ailing to exercise meaningful legislative oversight of the
nation’s intelligence activities. A few of us tried on several
occasions to persuade the Senate 1o cstablish effective
oversight procedures, but we were never able o muster
more than a handful of votes. Now, encouraged by an
enthusiastic press, the Senate — or at least its special
investigating committee — has swung from aputhy to
crusading zeal, offering up one instance after another of
improper Cla activities with the apparent intamt of =liciting
all possible public shock and outrage. It seems to ma
‘unnecessary at this late date to dredge up every last
jgruesome detail of the Cra’s designs against the late
| President Allende of Chile. Perhaps it would be worth doing
|— to shake people up — if Watergate were not so recently
behind us. But the American people are all 100 shaken up by
that epic scandal, and their need and desire now are for
restored stability and confidence. The Sznate knows very-
well what is needed with respect_to the c1a — an effective
oversight committee to monitor the agency’s activities in a
careful, responsible way on a continuing basis. No further
revelations are required to bring this about: all that is neaded
is an act of Congress to create the new unit. Proddin g by the
press to this end would be constructive, but the new
investigative journalism seems preoccupied instead with the
tracking down and punishment of wrongdoers, with giving
them their just deserts. o Co

My own view is thar no one should get everything he
_dessrves — the world -would become a charnel house.
Looking back oni the Vietnam war, it néver occurred to me
that President Johnson was guilty of anything worse than
bad judgment. He misled the Congress on certain matters,
and he misled me personally with respect to the Gulf of
Tonkin episods in 1964. I resented that, and I am glad the
deceit was exposed. But I never wished to carry the nraiter
beyond exposure, and that only for purposes of hastening
the end of the war. President Johnson and his advisers were
tragica!ly mistaken about the Vietnam war, but by no
standard of ‘equity or accuracy did they qualify as **war
criminals.”” Indeed, had Mr. Johnson ended the war by
1968, I would readily have supported him as my pariy’s
candidate for reclection. s

Watergate, one hopes, has been consi gned to the history
books, but the fame and success won by the reporters who
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uncovered the scandals of thz Nixon administration seem to
have inspired legions of cnvious colleagues to seek their
own fame and fortune by dredging up new scandals for the
delectation of an increasingly cynical and disillusioned
public. The mediz have thus acquired an unwholesome
fascination with the singer to the neglect of the song. The
result is not only an excess of emphasis on personalities but
short shrift for significant policy questions. It is far from :
obvious, for example, that Watergate will prove to have;:
been as significant for the national interest as President:

.Nixon’s extraordinary innovations in foreign policy. The

Nixon détente policy was by no means neglected. but it
certainly took second place in the news to Watergate.

imilarly — to take a more recent topic of interest

to Congress and the press — it strikes me as a

matter of less than cosmic consequence that

certain companies have paid what in some

cases may be commissions, and in others more

accurately bribes, to foreign officials to ad-

vance their business interests. Such laws as

may have been"violated were not our own but

those of foreign countries, and thus far the countries in-

volved have exhibited far less indignation over these pay-
ments than over their exposure by a United States Senate
subcommittee. I should not have to add, I trust. that I

do not advocate corporate bribery either abroad or at home;

nor would I object to legislation prohibiting the practice.

At the same iime the subject does not strike me as de-

serving of a harvest of publicity. It distupts our relations

with the coq'nirigs concermed, and what is worsg, it smacks

of that same moral prissiness and meddlesome impulse

which helped impel us into Vietnam. Furthermore, *‘com-

mission’” payments are not unknown in govemnment bus—
iness in the United States, -and hypocrisy is not an at-

tractive tait. Even in our business dealings with ltaly

or Saudi Arabia, there is relevance in the lesson of Viet-

nam: whatever the fzilings of others, we are simply not

autherized — or qualified — to serve as the self-appointad
keepers of the conscience of all mankind.

A recent instance of misplaced journalistic priority,
which came within my own domain, was the media’s
neglect of the extensive hearings on East-West détente held
by the Foreign Relations Committee during the summer and
fall of 1974. The issues involved — the nuclear arms race
and the saLT talks, economic and political relations between
the United States and the Soviet Union and China — were
central to our foreign policy and even to our national
survival. At the same time that the madia were ignoring the
détente hearings, they gave generous coverage to the
nomination of a former Nixon aide as ambassador to Spain,
a matter of trapsient interest and limited consequence.

To cite another example: the press and television gave
something like saturation coverage in 1974 to Congressman
Wilbur Mills’s personal misfortunes; by contrast I do not re-
call reading anything in the press about the highly informa-
tive hearings on the Middle East, and another set on iater-
national terrorism, held in the spring of that year by Con-
gressman Lee Hamilton’s House Foreign Affairs Subcom-
mittee on the Near East and South "Asia. The crucial
ingrédienr, it seems, is scandal — corporate, political, or
personal. Where it is present, there is news, although the

_event may otherwise be inconsequential. Where it is luck-
ing, the event may or not be news, depending in pari. to be

sure, on its intrinsic importance, but hardly less on compet-
ing events, the degree of controversy involved, and whether
-it involves something **new’’ — new, that is, in the way of
disclosure as distinguished from insight or perspective.
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The national press would do well to reconsider its
priorities. It has exeelled in exposing wrongdoers, in
alerting the public to the high crimes and peccadilloes of
,persons in high places. But it has fallen short — far short —
;in its higher responsibility of public education. With an
exception or two, such as the Natjonal Public Radio, the
media convey only fragments of those public proceedings
which are designed to inform the general public. A super-
star can always command the attention of the press, even

i with a banality. An obscure professor can scarcely hope to,
geyen .with a striking idea, a new insight, or a luci~
.f simplification of a complex issue. A bombastic accusat
:a groundless, irresponsible prediction, or, best of aji.
f‘leak,’f will usually gain a congressman Or senaior his
ihean's content of publicity: a reaspned discourse, more
-often than not, is destined for entombment in the Congres-
sional Record. A member of tha Foreign Relations Commit-
tee staff suggested that the committee had made 2 misiake i
holding the 1974 détente hearings in public; if they had bee~
held in closed session and the transcripts. then leaked, 1hx
press would have covered them generously,

We really must try to stop conducting our affairs Jike -
morality play. In a democracy we ought to try to think ¢
our public servanis not as objects of adulziion or of
revilement, but as servants in the literal sense, 1o be lauded
or censured, retained or dispensed with, according to the
competence with which they do the job for which they were.
h.nrcd. Bitter disillusionment with our leaders is the other
side of the coin of worshipping them. If we did not expect
our leaders to be demigods, we would not be nearly as
shocked by their failures and transgressions. i
Tf'le press has always played up to our national tendency
to view public figures as either saints or sinners; but the
practice has been intensified since Watergate. President
Ford was hailed as a prince of virtue und probity when he
.came 1o office. Then he pardoned President Nixon ard was
instantly cast into the void, while the media resounded with
 heartrending cries of betrayal and disillusion. Many
j theories, often conspiratorial, were put forth in explanation:
of the Nixon pardon — ali except the most likely: that th=
president acted impulsively and somewhat prematurely out
of simple human fecling, ‘ .
Secretury Kissinger, for his pact, has been alternately
hailed as a2 miracle worker and excociated as 2 Machiavel.’
jlian schemer, if not indeed 2 Watergate coconspirator. 1
myself was criticized by some of the Kissinger-hating
commentators for *‘selling out™ by cooperating with the
{secretary oa East-West détents and the Middle East. Until
that time it had never occurred to me that opposition itself
constituted 2 priaciple, and one which required me to alter
my own long-held views on Soviet-American relations and
the need for a compromise peace in the Middle East.
My point is not that the character of our statesmen is
irrelevant but that their personal qualities are relevant oaly
;as they pertain to policy, to their accomplishments or lack
.of them in their capacity as public servants. Lincoln, it is
'said, responded to charges of alcoholism againsi the vic-
torious General Grant by offering to send him a case of his
favorite whiskey. Soniething of that spirit would be refresh-
ing and constructive in our attitude toward our own contem-
porary leaders. None of them, I strongly suspect — includ-
ing Dr. Kissinger, President Ford, and former President
Nixon — is either 2 saint or a devil, but a human like the
rest of us, whose proper moral slot is to be found some-
where in that vast space between hellfire and the gates of
heaven. - )
A free society can ramain free only as long as its citizens
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exercise restraint in the practice of their freedom. This
principle applies with special force to the press, because of
its power and because of its necessary immunity from
virtually every form of restraint except self-restraint. The
media have become a fourth branch of government in every
respect except for thelr immunity from checks and balances.
This is as it shouid be — there are ro conceivable restraints
to be placed on the press which would not be worse than its
excesses. But because the press cannot and should not be
resirained from outside, it bears a special responsibility for
‘restraining itself, and for helping to restore civility in our
public affairs. .
or a start, journalists might try to be less thin-
skinned. Every criticism of the press is not a
fascist assault upon the First Amendment. One
recalls, for example, that when former Vice-
President Agnew criticized members of Con-
gress and others, the press quite properly re-
ported his remarks, taking the matter more or
less in their stride. But when he criticized the
media, the columnists and editorialists went into transports
of outraged excitzment, bleeding like hemophiliacs from
the vice-president’s pinpricks.

More recently, since Watergate, the press has celebrated
its prowsss with a festival of self-congratulation, and
politicians have joined with paeans of praise. The politi-
cians’ tributes should be taken with a grain of salt in any
case — they have seen the media’s power and few are
disposed to trifle with it. The real need of the press is
seif-examination, and a degree of open-mindedness to the
criticisms which are leveled against it. Joumalists bear an
exceediagly important responsibility for keeping office
helders honest; they have an equally important responsibii-
ity for keeping themselves honest, and fair. ’

1 make these general criticisms of the press iwith some
embarrassmment, because during my thirty-two years in
public life I was treated for the most part with understanding
and generosity by the press, most particularly by the major
newspapers in my home state of Arkansas. Such complaints
as I have — and 1 have a few — are essentially aspects of
the more general problems cited above. . L

To my considerable personal discomfort I have found
myself from time to time under journalistic examination. to
determine — it would seem — whether I was a saint or an
agent of the devil. Knowing full well that 1 was not the
former, and daring to hope that I was not one of Satan’s
minions either, I have sometimes experienced a curious
sense of detachment when reading- about mysetf, as if the
subject were really someone else. In truth, 1 have never
thought of myself as anything but z politician — until my
recent retirement — trying to advance the national interest,
as best I understood it, while also doing my best to service
my constituency, readily if not happily compromising be-
tween the two when that seemed necessary.

The Arkansas press — including the twe statewide
newspapers, the Gazette and the Democrat — came closer
than others to accepting me on those terms, reposiing my.
often herétical views on forsign policy with reasonable
objectivity while also noting my efforts on behatf of
agriculture, education, aad industry in Arkansas — efforts
in which 1 took and still 1ake considerable personal pride.
Even in my last, losing primary campaign in 1974 I was

pleased and proud to have the support of the Gazerte and the:

Democrat.
The sophisticated national press — theugh usually gener-
ous and sometimes flaitering to me personally — has
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nonetheless had a tendency to pose certain rather tedious —
and in my opinion largely meaningless —— “‘paradoxes®”
about my personality and my role. Is Fulbright truly a
humanitarian idealist, or a racist under the skin? An
“‘international peace prophet,” as one friendly writer re-
cenily put it, or *“plain old Bill,” regaling Arkansas rubes
with talk about the price of cotton and chickens? How too,
they have asked, anguishing on my behalf, can an “‘ur-
bane’* internationalist like Fulbright survive in a southern
*“hillbilly™ state like Arkansas? But most of ali my friends
. in the national press have pointed — more in sorrow than in
anger — to the **paradox’” of my ‘‘humanitacianism on a
global scale®” as against my early opposition to civil-rights
“legislation and, more recently, my dissent from aspects of
our Middle East policy and my differences with the Israeli
lobby in Congress. ) )

All these questions have been posed as a “‘moral’’
dilemma, in much the same way that our presidents have
been viewed as either saints o¢ sinners. What I perceive in
this approach is not a genuine moral dilemma, or even an
authentic paradox of personality, but another manifestation
of that Puritan dogmatism which pervades our national life,
including — to a far greater degree than is recognized —
our liberal intellectual community. In the case of the eastern
liberal press, the dogmatism is reinforced by arrogance —
the arrogance of people who regard themselves as duly
appointed arbiters not only of the nation’s style and taste but
also of its mocality. The *‘paradox™ posed about me by a
number of writers has never greatly impressed or interested

; me because it is not really my paradox but theirs. **How,’’
"they are asking, *‘can a man who shares so many of my
opinions and prejudices fail so woefully to share them all?”’

In fact there are a few rather simple explanations to the

j so-called **paradoxes’ in my career. While believing in the
!necessity of intemaiional cooperation and of the United
Nations idea, I have also believed that education and
! economic opportunity were the best avenue to racial justice
in the United States. I did not vote for civil-rights legislation
prior to the late sixties for two very simple reasons: first,
because I doubted its efficacy; second, because my con-
 stituents would not have tolerated it. I felt able to challenge
some of their strong feelings on such matters as the Vietnam
war; I did not fee! free to go against them on the emotionally
charged issue of race. And as far as the *“paradox’’ of world
"peace as against the price of cotton is concerned, 1 see no
conundrum at all — I have always been interested in both.

Coming finally to the ‘‘paradox’’ of my ‘‘urbane’’
internationalism as against my *‘provincial’” Arkansas con-

stituency, I take this as no more than a conceit of the eastern
“‘establishment.” It has not been my observation that the
representation in Congress of New York, Massachusetts, or
California has been notably more responsible, intellectual,
sophisticated, or humane than that of Arkansas. I have
always felt attuned, responsive, and at one with my home
state, and although the voters of Arkansas decided after
thirty years that they wanted a change, I have little doubt
that I'survived a lot Jonger in politics in Arkansas than I ever
would have in New York or Massachusetts.

Rather than for my moral qualities I should prefer to be
evaluated for my specific positions on specific issues, for
my contributions or lack of them as a public servant. That is

" what counts in a democracy, or in a mature secisty. It
matters little to the nation or to posterity whether a president
or senator met some individual’s or group’s or newspaper’s
particular standard of political **purity.”’ For my own part |
do not regard myself as a fitting or even interesting subject
for priestly exorcism. If my career is judged worthy of
review by joumnalists or historians, 1 very much hope that it
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will be for what I contributed or failed to contribute to my
country and my state. The purity or lack of it in my motives
is an issue strictly between me and my Maker. . :

By cannot stress too Slrongly that my criticism of the press
in this regard is not especially personal. Looking back
over my long career — to my many speeches on
foreign policy, to the hearings, legislation, and other
4. activities of the Foreign Relations Committae during
my chairmanship — I am bound to conclude that I
have been treated by the press with overall faimess.
and generosity. It is the general practice of moral-
izing to which I object, rather than the moralizing which
has been directed taward me, most of which has been
generous, some of which indeed has been flattering.

I have been more distressed personally by what has often
seemed to me an arbitrary and prejudiced standard of
“‘newsworthiness™ in the national press, particularly as
applied to the Middle East. I have noted repeatedly, for
example, the quantitative disparity betwzen the press cover-
age of Palestinian guerilla attacks within Israel and of Israeli
attacks vpon South Lebanon, although the loss of civilian
life in the latter has almost certzinly been greater. I even
made a statement on the subject in the Senate in August
1974, but the statement itself was ignored, consigned to
entombment in the Congressional Record. T

Another instance of dubious *‘newsworthiness’ arose
following my final major speech as a senator, a discussion
of the Middle East at Westminster College in Missouri. The
New York Times reported the main theme — which was the
danger of a world crisis arising out of the Arab-Israeli
conflict — with reasonable accuracy, although the headline
— FULBRIGHT, AT FULTON, GLOOMY ON WORLD — sug-
gested that the gloom lay not so much upon the world as on
the speaker. The Washingtor Post — not for the first time
involving a statement critical of Israel — did not report the
speech at all, although it was otherwise widely reported
around the country. Some months later, by contrast, the
Post found prominent place, including a picture, for an
article reczlling adverse comments 1 had made on black
voting in the Arkansas Democratic primary back in 1944,

Still another iastance of dubious “‘newsworthiness™ in
my experience occurred in April 1971 upon the occasion of
a lecture | delivered at Yale University, again concerning
the Middle East. On that occasion too 1 was eritical of
Israeli policy. The New York Times and other newspapers
provided fair and accurate coverage. The Washington Post
did not report the speech at all, but on the following day
carried an article on the Israeli reaction to my speech,
hcadlired 1SRAELL PRESS LASHES (_)»gjr_.a;r‘_rgiamcﬂr.' Later
sttt oz of the Past™s columnists devoted 2 whole column of
vituperation to my uareported speech. Recenily, the Post
'm:}'_ have sad 2 change of heart as thay did publish on the
02-2% Tage of July 7, 1975 a statement of my views con-

he cppropriaic seitlement of e conllict in the

Middiz East. i
The uitimate test of the press’s faimess is its coverage of
piniens of which the writens and editorialists do not ap-
prove. In my own experience as a critic not of Israal jtself,
but of the Isrueli lobby and of what has seemed to me the
excassiva responsiveness of the United S:aiss goverament
10 demands made upon it by the goverament of Israz],
the press has frequently failed to mest the test of fair-
n2ss 2nd objectivity, tending both to an arbitrary standard
of rawsworthiress and to a shifting of attention from’
he event (0 its author, from statement to motive, from
song o singer. I have ia recent years been called *‘cranky,”
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“crochety,” and **obsessive’® about Israel and the Middle
East — by contrast, it is sometimes lamented, with my
*‘courageous’” or **inspiring”’ leadership on Vietnam. All
this signals to me is that the writer does not sympathize with
my vizws and has davised an excuse to avoid reporting
22z To my'knowledge the reporters who have made these
personal charges have neither general psychiatric
quaiiiications nor specific familtarity with my state of mind.
If indeed 1 have bean ““crochaty”” about the Middle East, it
is not Ismel which has brought me to that state but
 journalists who have thwastad my efforts to communicate
vizws which could, I readily concede, be judgad mistaken
under dispassionate examination, but which 1 myself have
long believed and sl believe to be rational, at legst
;arguzble, and percizent 10 the national interss:.
1 have always hzd 2 good deal of admiration for
Washington's overshacowed evening newspaper. The Star
j'suffers from the ignominy of having achieved few if any
Wetargate scoops, but over the years it has demonstrated
ceriain less flamboyant virtues, such as confining its opin-
iozs to its editorial page. The Star has rarely been friendly
1o mz or my positions on foreign policy in its editorials; at
the same time it has usually given fair and ohjective
trzzimant to my statements and to ths proceedings of the
Sznzte Foreign Relations Committee. The Star even pub-
ished 2 favorable review of my 1972 booX, The Crippled
“int, elthough the paper's editorial writers could hardly
2 approved its main thrust, while the Post sought out as
i's reviswer an obscure controversialist from Pine Bluff,
. w523, who had little to say about my book but a great
=t 1o say about my sigaing of ths **Southem Manifesto™
in 1955 and my many persoaul shostcomings ws ke pors
ceived them. Ca .
In addition to The Wa}l:ing:‘m: Star and the press in
i general in my home state of Arkansas, | have always f2lt 2
spesial regard for the smellee, regionost newspasers around
i the couairy. The steady decline in their numbers ari variety
is 2 substantizl oss to the couniry. Few of them have scored
any graat scoops of investigative journalism, bug many of
l them combine a genuine regard for objactivity in ths news
' with 2 good deul of comuuon sense 2ad sound judgment in
their editorials. Their principal [ziling in my opinion has
been an excess of deference 1a the large, rational naws-
papers. : Catl e S '

|
| SETIN

'_E‘-,Ege;' S ‘5 he special strength of the writers for the
l ¥ smaller newspapars is journatistic **distance™™
i o

!

!

" — a virtuz much celebrated but rarely prac-
ticed by their more famous Washington-based

. - colleagues. The latter tend to oxpress *‘dis-
tance’” through vituperation, but more com-
monly cultivate alt possible intimacy with the
high officials whosz activities they report. The
officials in tum usvally find it advantagzous to respond,
with the result that some of the elite of the Washington
press corps have effectively made the teansition from ob-
Servers 1o participants in the making of public policy. Free
as their writers are from such tempiations and aspirations,
the smaller newspapers seem to me, by and lurge, 1o come
closer to fulfilling their jouinalistic obhigations lo report the
news accurately and interpret it with personal detachment.
They often secem better able, as the historian Barnard A.
Weisberger expressed it, **to see men and events in whole
and human perspective — that is, always fallible, and not
always the masters of their own destiny. Or, in short,
hisiorically. L R
1 ¢commend to the press, in conclu}xion, a r'enewedv
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awarzness of its great power and commensuraie rasponsibil- |

ity — a responsibility which is 2ll the gremer for the fact
-that there is no one to resirzin the press except the press
itself, nor should therz be. After a long cra of divisiveness
and acrimony in our national life, we are in need of a
reaffirmation of the social coatract among people, govem-
ment, and the media. The essence of that contract is a
zasure of voluntary restraimi, an Implicit agreement
among the major gronps amd interests in our socisty that
rone will apply their powers to the fullest. For all the
ingentousness of our system of checks and balances, our
uliimate protection against tyranmy is the fact that we are a
people who have not wished to tyrannize ore anoiher. **The

republican form of governmznt,”” wrote Herbert Spencer in
1891, “‘is the highast form of government: bui because of
this it requirss the highest typz of human natures — a type
nowhere at preseat existing.” We have shown in times of
adversity in the past that we are capable of this “‘highest
typ2 of human nature.”” We would do well, if we can, to
cail it into existence onge again. It has never been needed
more. : . ict

J. Williaon Fulbright is the former Urited States senator from
Arkansas. He was chaireren of the Senate Foreign Relaiions
Commitrze from 1959 to 1973 arud is now of connseb to the law fire:
of fogan and Hartson in Washington.

WASHINCTCN STAR
2 4 NOv 1975

(:harles Bartlet;

Today's morahty and yesterday S

The Senate Select-Com=
mittee has issued an assas:
sination report. 'whicfg
should never have bee
published about activities}
that should never have beem
contemplated. “These:
deeds must not be thought

after these ways,’” whisper-
ed Lady Macbeth, ‘“‘so it
will make ys mad.’”" Sen.

Frank Church, D-Idaho,
and. his “committee’ col4
leagues, confronted by the’
dark deeds of three admin-:
istrations, chose the risks ofy
stirring  indignation- againsts
the nation over the risk to:
themselves of affronting the®
publlc s right to know.

. Their report documents‘
the ‘arrogance of power'’
phase of American foreign
policy but it has already
been discredited by the out-
come in Indochina, the brii-
liant perceptions of William
Fulbright and a pronounced
shift in the political mood.
The report holds the initia-
tives of an era in which the
struggle was the main thing
up to the judgments of an
era. of which - pohtlcal
meorality is everything: -

The committee did its Job
thoroughly, exploring. each:

"We Need the ClA

It is no secret that’ the Central

theory is that: exposure

- CIA flmg at_ Macbethxan

diplorhacy with such zealas
to leave the nation na resort,
to- the refuge of ‘“plausible
denial.’” Since these mar-
ginal, illegal plottings gain-
ed justification. from the
great care that was taken to

enable U:S. officials to show’
clean hands, this absolute:
disclosure has the result of
making all these operations

seem doubly ridiculous. °

" The senators maintain
the mation is obliged.to suf-
fer the embarrassment. of‘
their clean-breasting. in
order to secure-a :moral
base. for the future. Their,

the bunuhanon of. ‘. publi
“mea culpa’™. will* make
policy- makers more caus
tious and covert operator:
more aware that ;thei
machinations ‘must uln
mately face- the test of ope
scrutiny.

But was it really neces
sary to muddy the past tcg
insure conformity with th
guidelines of the new mioral<
ity? The-intelligence.pre:
cept of cold war days. u-z
which *‘acceptable norms ot
human _behaviog. do..nek

apply’ had been fully re--

pudiated by President Ford:
and CIA Director Colby:
Congress can affect the fu,
ture by -enacting edicts!
against the Macbeth optioni
and by obliging CIA duec«f
tors to forswear it on confmg
mation. : ;l,
Toying with-the theory'
that the CIA was an animal
on the loose, the senators'
suggest that full disclosure!
was crucial to restore dxscx-g
pline within the govern-!
ment. Their report tries to]
soften its impact upon the}
records of dead Presidents]
by impugning the CIA’ 8
chainof  command in thos:
days of derring-do. Puttin
the personalities ahead ofj
the institution. was an easyi
chmce for the senators. i

However it does not'
make an"Honest historical
record. Protecting the chief?
executive was a crucial as-
pect of these operations.
The lesson of the U-2 deba«
cle’ was: that Presidents
must never be involved inf
‘any way. But while the lmesjv
of authority kad to. be ob<
,scured, the agency 's neem
for. mhcy guidance from
the top, was. implicit_in. the

‘TRIBUNE=-DEMOCRAT
Johnstown, Pa,
1L Nov. 1975

Intelligence 'Ageney strayed beyond
its sphere of intfluence when it got into
the domestic security business: but
that does not alter the fact that the
United States needs the CIA.

For example, it has been suspected
for vears that the Russians have been
pouring more into military spending
than :zey said they were. Just how
much or to what extent was not
Knowa,
understandably,
.bragging about it.
+ Something of substance, however
has come to be known; and the CIA is
responsible for brmcmg it to light.

The agency has estimated that since

don’t go around

for the Soviets

1971 the Russians have been spend-
ing more each year on military
preparedness than has the United
States; further, the CIA says that a
reduction in such Soviet spending is
unlikely.

The importance of this information
lies in the tact that the United States
now kaows that it caanot, or at least
should not, drastically reduce its
military spending in the face ot
continued Russian emphasis on that
front. .

We do not. of course, know how or
where the CIA got its information: but
we wouid like to-bet that none of us

'kuid be aware of what the Russians

doing if it were not for the
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misdeeds

‘Fash nature of ‘these 1 vens i

tures. The. plotters: were.
after all career government:
officials, hardly types: who
go-off on theirown to slay,
heads of state. . .

d

“Do it but don’t tell me," o
is a machination which has‘
become second nature 9
polmcxans They learn it inj
coping with campaign fi-
nance laws. But just as the’
Watergate burglary wasi
triggered by the Nixon'
aides.who prodded Jeb Masj
gmder _the assassmanon!
‘plots “were launched: by:
‘proddings from the Oval -Of-|
fice. Those were day's 1m
which it was fashionable for{
the ablest officials to re-,
spond with alacrity to theu'
readmge of the President’ sa
wishes.

The damage of this act of
pénance may outweigh its
fruits. But the senators are:
solemn in avowing that this:

country “‘must not adopt the’
tactics of the enemy." The:
can be assured.at least thag
the enemy will not adopt]
their method of conscxencew
cleansmg, 2

4
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GENESIS
December 1975

Now, for the first tims, exclusively in
Genesis, an ex-ClA intafligence officer
exposes the perpetratars and the victims
of the bloodiest and most frightening
conilict yet—the war within America’s
Central Intelligence Agency.

The dirty little dramas played out every
Gay in the secrecy-shrouded offices of
the CIA are a time bomb, ticking steadily
and inevitably toward destruction-
threztening to blow the Agency apart
even soongr than the catalog of dirty
tricks surfacing daily in your newspaper.

The author of this brutally frank, explo-
sive raport is an insicer— who, after six
ysars with the Agency, remains in daily
furtize contact with colleagues who re-
main behind to carry on the internecine
corrzat. Jesse James Leaf, now manag-
ing =ditor of this magazine, tells here the
shatiering and shameful story.

t this moment, while Congress
media probe the rarefied heights
rty tricks—assassinations, bug-
iiegalitiss of every description—

151720 more dangerous war is being
fougnt witnin the halis of Agency head-

quarters itself. This is a civil war which
has already torn the Agency apart, re-
sulted in two bicody purges and has
reduced the efficiency of this once-
respected organization to practically nil.
It is a sorry spectacle of pettiness,
bureaucratic bumbling, hypocrisy and
indifierence which has caused untold
misery to loyal employsas and irrepar-
able damage 10 our national intelligence
effort.

The decline of the CIA didn't come
about avernight, and it hasn't ended yel.
The Agency is an organization without a
heart. It has virtually ceased functioning
undzr attacks from its critics and con-
servative direction from within. It is torn
by ideological suspicion, held back by
unimaginative and frightensd leader-
ship. y

... Colby will be the next
sacrificial lamb ... A new
gensration of old boys is on
the way up...”
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The trouble stretches back to the
1980's, "a time of agonizing reappraisal”
to quote a current nen-cola commereiat.
Qur national priorities were under ques-
tion and under fire—Viet Nam, cities
under the tarch, the moral strength of our
nation encduring daily tasting.

First Kennedy, then Johnson and
Nixon sought to defuse the explosive
unrast igniting the youth in this country.
The word came down to hire the dissaf-
fected, to get the dissidents into the
establishmant—let them ses how it feels
to be on the frent line. The hope was that
the pondzrous machinery of governmant
would buraaucratize them.

The Central Inteiligence Agency was
no exception. During the 40's and 50's,
CIA recruiters had an easy time looking
for the best and the brightest. Tha
formula was simple enough—love of
Ged, love of country. They scored in the
best places, and the product was com-
fortably uniform. CIA's rate of defecters,
dropouts and the disgruntled was far
below comparable Government agan-
cies. It was a tight, happy little ship.

But came the halcyon days of the 60's
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‘operations in which they were forced to

participate. The decline in the Agency's
' clandestine operations abroad meant
| that large’ numbers of the younger oifi-
cers had to mark tims, somstimes for
years, in dead-end clerical jobs or
maxa-work assignmants.

In ihe Directoratz of Inteligance, in-
coming personnel wers thrown into a
mire of conflicting egos, ironbound
cliques and petty prejudices. Trained to
be political and economic analysts, and
chosen for their intelligence, ambition

ard-changes were taking place-—social

changes the ClA establishment misun- -

dersiood. In an orgy of seli-confidence,
it absorbed hundreds of bright, young
professionals, funneling as many as 400
a year through its Career Training
Program—ihe Agency's six-month in-
tensive course where the craft of intelli-
gence snares equatl billing with building
the mystique of CIA esprit dz corps.

What reaily- happened during this
period was thz setting of a time bomb—
the Agency was sowing the seeds of its
own destruction. They had marchad
blindly into new territory without taking
the troudie to piot the land. They had
suppcsed that the world outside the
weii-guarced gates of Agancy head-
quarters in Niclean, Virginia, iiks the
cloistered world inside, had not really
changad. Trapped with an ideclogy that
stood still, they paid no attention to the
waves of dissent that had already
washecd through the Washington Civil
Service Corps. At the State department,
junior officers had successiully or-
ganized and were eifecting changas in
the oid-line, pin-stripad ranks. HEW,
Labor and HUD were zli suffering and
growing under the impatience of their
youngser praofessionais. Membar de-
partments of the President's Cabinet
were being carried, kicking and scream-
ing, into the 1970's.

Not so the CIA. The inccming. recruits
found an organization that was begin-
ning to ossify. The gung-ho warriors who
made up the OSS during World War i
and the cold warriors who followed in the
50's had become bureaucratized. The
Agency, which had prided itself on its
cocked hat professionalism and free-
wheeling organization had become a
refuge for fattening civil servants with
expanding waistlines. Small men with
narrow vision—empire builders, petty
political infighters and gossip
mongers—ruled the CIA. The games
that had to be played shified from the
world stage to the smaller halls of
Agency headquarters. Like old, mangy
lions, they coveted their lairs—secure,
workiess jobs, fat pay checks, gilt-
edged iringe bensfits. The CIA was full
of white-shirted, crew-cut, big-assed
ofd-timers petrified that they were losing
control of events, thati time was overtak-
ing them. Tha new Agancy professional
represented a new corder they didn’t
understand and were therefore suspici-
ous of. So thay sat on them.

And discontent grew.

. In the Directorate of Operations (then
caited Plans), many of ihe younger case
officers had trouble justifying to them-
selves some of the stupid and illegal

and initiative, they quickly became
aware that the way !o the icp lay in
keeping your mouth shut and your nose
clean. And they socon l2arned of an

~ invisible “shit list" which predetermines

the future of every employee at the CIA.
The “list” is totally subjective and irrefut-

- able. Work, ability, dedication have no |

effect on its judgements. An evar popu-
lar topic of discussion over lunch or
drinks is the “list.” How far will Ed go?
Well, he's a New Yorker, and pushy—no
more than a 13 (GS-13, lower level

supervisory). Dick—a playboy, too wild.-

He's going nowhere. Noal—dutl-witted, a
square. He's gaing places.

Not that being a clod is a preraquisite
for promotion at CIA, but it helps. It
means that Neil poses no threat, he does
what he's told, won't step on anybody’s
toes. A non-entity. Perfect CIA supervis-
ory material.

The ethical bankruptcy of the CIA also
took: its tafl, working against itself and
alienating precisely the kind of intensaly

moral, seli-righteous people it tried to !

recruit. Well-documented are the
Agency operations in southeast Asia
rand other questionabie activities per-
formed in the name of saving the world
Efrom Communism. But I'm talking about
the dirty little dramas played out every
‘day in the offices of the CIA.

During cne of our bull sessions, a
member of the group, a Mormon, told us
that during a routine discussion with a
‘personnel officer, a number of photo-
graphs {ell out of his 201 (personnel) file.
They showed him in various stages of
undress, and from all angles—
‘apparently taken during his entrance
physical three years before. He tried to
obtain an explanation for this invasion of
privacy and to have the photographs
removed from his file. Unsuccessful, he
was left with no alternative but to resign
from an organization he felt had so littie
decency.

| must admit that the incident was
amusing to some of us—but not to the
women who were part of our coterie.

The role of women in the C!A is a
little-known, but particularly unsavory
chapter in its history. The Agency has
bowed to sccial oressures and s'2goad
up its hiring of femaie professicnais
recruiters carafuily scraen cut oulright
libbers and poiantial iroubiemakars. The
end procduct, the CIA professional wo-
man, is almost universally ugly, silly,
incompetent and, as it turns out, easy
bed bait.

Think about it. These were the sarious
girls in school. Wallflowers at dances.
Studious. Unattractive. Socially zand
psychologicaily immaiure, they would
have languished in big cily singles bars,
or as political science teachers at some
small university, or spent their lives as
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housewives.

But the Agency gives them new Jif=
Surrounded by their male counterpar
in a flamboyantly one-sided male-femai:
ratio, they become the office sex abject:
in an essentially closad ‘and chauvinistic
society. Sex, or its promise, becomsa:
the way to hold their jobs and then the
way up. The aging; middle class subur
ban husband types who make up tn:
supervisory levels at CIA go ape. .

Of the professional women | knew
jmost were having alfairs with otne:
1Agency men, not surprising given the
:closed nature of the company. But o
‘these, most were cavorting with their
superiors, and | can name sevara
women who owe their jobs directly ic
sieeping with their bosses or thair boss-
es' friends. | know of several diverces
directly resulting from these liaisons. W
lost respect for the people involved anc
the Agency lost competent peogle who
were passed over or iransferred in favor
i of bedmates.

i Left in the backwash are the truly
bright women who have something more
to oifer the government than a willing
vagina. Almost without exception, they
have had it made abundantly ciear ihat
their future with the Agency holds limitad

.promise. Those in the forefront of

" change have either quit or remain locked
in lower level jobs. With no outlet at work,
“and little opportunity to devalop normal

outside interests, they are a pool of

disenchanted and bitier people at emo-
tional war with the Agency.

Let me stress {hat these relaticnships
'are carried.on with the full knowladge of
.the higher-ups. It fits into the peculiar
sense of CIA morality that such activity is
condoned so long as the men involved
| are part of the club—the "old boys” who
irun the CIA. Similar activity by any
| other mamber of the staff is greeted with
the seif-rightzous indignation reseried
| for the morally hypacritical.

This is the atmosphere those hun-
dreds of impatient, idealistic profession-
| als who led and followad me into the CIA
+ found. With jobs lacking challenge, ad-

vancement a matter of putting in your
time and wearing a clean shirt, anc
chaffing under the ccniines of an ex-
tremely consarvative and stagnating
bureaucracy, the youngar professionals
| grew restive. Their growing discontent,
coupled with the highest dropout rats in
the Agency's history {70 percent of my
incoming class resignad within three
years), fcund notice at ise top. Annoyed
| at this unseemly display of insclencs, the
. brass decided to squsich the growing
mutiny—but ‘without actually. endanger-
.ing the ideological or administrative
iStructure " they found so personally re-
‘warding. This is the typical Agency
reaction, the "catalyst” reaction—to en-
gineer an appearance of doing some-
thing without actually doing anything. It
is a device Agancy insiders soon learn to
expect and they consaquently beceme
programmed intc chronic inaction.

ltwas decided lo call an Agency-wide
meeting of youngar profassionals to dis-
cuss the state of CIA, entertain discus-
sion and criticism and offer possible
solutions. | think you can pinpoint the
beginning of the end for the Central

Inielligence Agency to that meeting heid
at tha Agency's futuristic auditorium in
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1970.

The mesting was coomed from the
first. It was set up by invitation only, the
invitations dispensed, of course, by the
brass. Needless to say, the people who
should have been there weren't. Those
who did turn out, the bootlickers and
chosen fair-haired boys (and girls), were -
wincdow dressing for the.brass. They sat
through seif-serving public relations,
speeches, and listened to each other.
ask meaningless questions.

Absolutely nothing of substance was
raised or solved at the meeting. The
Director was' satisfied that he respond-
ed to demands for change and had
shrewdly disarmed the budding re-
volutionaries. The lackies who attended
had the chance to show their faces to
Richard Helms and his beaming hon-
‘chos. i

Under the naive belief that the meeting
markad a turning point in CIA employas
relations, a band of young professionais
organized the Junior Officers Study
Group, a self-styled employee action
committee patterned after similar or-
ganizations in other Washington
agencies—but with one major diifer-
ence. Where other groups, such as the
one at State, were seriously trying to
eiiect change from below, and playad to
generally responsive ears, the Agency -
group served to draw out the troub- .
lemakars for easy disposal. Of the 20
members who formed the hard core,
most have left the Agency, some to
better jobs in Defense, State or private

industry. A handful have had curiously
explosive records of promotion within
the CIA.

The history of the JOSG is a depres-
sing chronicle of what happens when
Young Turks, even castrated Young
Turks, buck the established CIA authori-

'Flushed- %mm géod intentions, they
began a modest program of gentlemanly
reform. “We started with a low profile,”

says one member of the group. “We feit-

that if we made constructive recommen-
dations to office chiefs, they would pay
attention to us. Rather than attack the
system because we were fed up with it,
we took a more conservative tack than
comparable employee action groups,
say at State.” _

What the group was unprepared for
was the Agency's paranoid distrust of
criticism and change. '

JOSG's first substantive action was in
the area of Equal Opportunity Employ-
ment. In 1970, the CIA, contrary to
established procedure in other Govern-
ment agencies, had no full-time Equal
Opportunity Employment Officer. The
group tried to obtain statistics on how
many minorities were employed at CIA,
but were refused the data. Representa-
tives of the group appealed to Col. Red
White, then Executive Director of the
CIA. Despite the innocuous nature of the
request, White exploded. Unable to

abida this insolence, White ordered the-

group to end the investigation and dis-
band immediately. :

Group members were shocked by the
negative intensity of the reaction. They

dropped their name and went under-

ground, meating secretty and infarmally.
Through a contzct at the Office of Per-
sonnel, they were abia to secure the

statistics, which they published as a
report and distributed to every office and
division chief in the Agency.

The response was pradictable. At the
middle level, they were greeted with
stony silence. The most libaral of their
supervisors offered lukewarm (but clan-
destine) encouragament. When copies
of the memo reachad the upper levels,
the catalyst response was applied.
Richard Helms, then Dirsctor of Central
Intelligence, a figurehead who serves as
pubiic image of th2 Agarcy, but who
rarely diriies his hands in the day-to-day
operations of the littte peogple, was pub-
licly impressed (or, more likely, was told
to be impressed). With graat flourish, he
ordered a fulltime EQE Officer-to be
established at CIA. To this day, there has
been no substantive changs in the racial
makeup of the Agency. .

. This apparent early victory buoyed the
group, and it began to aitract hangers-
on and draw cut the discontented. The
Agency Suggestions Committee was re-
ceiving an increasing number of radical
solutions to the ills which afficted the
ClA—hiring and firing procedures, or-
ganizational weaknesses, poor produc-
tivity, unrespaonsive personnel proce-
dures. As is their custom, the Committee
had a difficult time deflecting the spata
of suggestions it received. One of the
more radical suggestions—which hap-
pened to be my brainchild—was a total
.reorganization of the Ofiice of Current
Inteiligence. It called for tha elimination
of several supervisors—one of whom
was my boss. The Suggestions Commit-
tee replied that it couidn’t act on my
suggesticn without my first plotting out
the work flow of the 300 analysts in the
OCl, that is, supply productivity reports
on each supervisor, map input of raw
“data and outfiow of finished intelligence
reports, and apply salary figures to
output. In addition, my suggestion,
which was supposed to have been
confidential, found its way to my super-
visor's in box. This made for a strained
confrontation and assurad my place on
his shit list—bronzed for posterity. To-
day, he is Director of QCt.

till under the critical eye of suspi-
cious superiors, the Group continued to
press for modast reform—establishment

“of a day care center, changing the dress
'‘code, improving the company
‘magazine.

The meetings and memos continued
fitfully for two years until William Caloy
‘(now Director of Central Inteiligenca)
‘replaced White. Wnere White was bla-
tantly hostile, Colby was a snake. He
openly encouraged the JOSG, even
invited members to working lunches in
the Executive Dining Room. Privately, he
quashed tham at every turn.

" Meanwhile, employse discontent was
reaching alarming proportions. Security
leaks, which were virtually unkrown in
tha past, became a roaring deiuge. Jack
Anderson was receiving more classified
documents than he couid count. Report-
ers and columnists knew more about
what went on in the Agancy than insiders
themselves. Viet Nam and Watergate
were beginning to take their toll as well.

In addition, the Agancy was visibly
‘faliing down on thz job. Operations
. overseas were being bicwn or subvertad
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‘ing whole operaticns. At home, mis-
takes, oversights ancd misiaken judge-
ments were affecting zoiicy action deci-
sions. Clearly something was wrong. The
old confidence was failing.

- To his credit, Nixon correctly asses-

, sed the ‘probiem, putiing the blame on

ithe “old boys,” the siudgy holdovers
from earlier days. Now carrying the

‘weight of middle age and stagnant
ideology on their shcuidars, the career
Agency upper level had slowed to a
snail’s pace and worse. They were hold-
ing the Agency back, keeping their fat
thumbs on the younger members. When
innovation and dynamism were desper-
ately needed, they plodded their old
ruited roads—and the Agency was sul-

fering.

Realizing this, Nixon brought in a
‘professional hatchetman—James
Schlesinger. His job was to move in
quickly, institute a purge, and move out
again. This would l2ave the Agency lean
fand tough, yat protect Colby (who was
‘next in line for the Directorship) and the
rest of the upper echzlon.

The excuse fer cleaning the Agency's
house was the Governmant-wide Raduc-
tion in Force (RIF) Program which had

iearlier helped Nixon justity slicing

. 1budgat requests from pariah agencies

|ike HEW and HUD. The word came
'down that 10 percent of the Agency's
17,000 employess were geiting the ax.
| But Schiesinger, an overrated ad-
ministrator with the perception of an ox,
never bothered to study the agency he
was supposed to reform. He never un-
.derstocd ihe protective mechanism so
-expertly constructed over the yaars. He
was supposed to remove the deadwood,
i-but what Schiesinger didn't realize was
[that dead wood floats to the top. By

" working through Colby, he put the chick-

‘en coop in the hands of the fox. He tried
to get the blood flowing again with the
clots who blocked it in the first place.
, The purge lists were drawn up by the
middle level, precisely the decaying
undergrowth that should have been
| hauled off years before.
! _lt was like a mandate from heavan.
“The old boys saw the chance to secura
their empires; settle old scorss and
eliminate those smart-assed young guys
with their long hair and wise sugges-
i tions. Rather than deadwood, the 1973
1RIF (followed by a second purge in
' 1974) removed the live wires, the Agen-
cy's most valuable assets—the uncon-
ventional, the most innovative, the ques-
tioning, the impatient. One empioyee
‘who survived the bicodletting says that
i “Everybady with ‘spark’ was cut. It's no
;fun to ride the efevators anymore.” (Rid-
/ing the elevators is a popular Agency
pastime—a place o catch up on the
[ latest news and gossip.)

Perhaps the saddast cases were
ithose older employees who, in some
-distant past, crossed the wrong person.
'CIA employees work for years under the
cloud of past grudges—petty people
who wait for an opportunity to strike at
old enemies for slights, mistakes or
prejudices sometimes a decade old.

. One colleague, an Agency employee for

22 years, was marked by his Division

. Chief and forced into early retirement
“during the RIF. Early retirement is a
by foreign intelligenca sarvices, negat-

particularly effective weapon because it
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denies the RIFee the gsnerous benefits
available to other employees. Before he
ieft, he waged a three montn battle to
save his job. He circulai=d the depres-
sing history of Agency indifference to
younger officers, writing at one point:
“This is what you can expect after
serving your country with loyalty and
dedication for a quarter of a century.”

The 1973 and 1974 RiFs had a
traumatic effect on the CIA. They sent
shock waves through the organization
that are being felt today. Those who
were left heard the warning loud and
ciear: Don’t make waves, dan't criticize,
don't stand out.

It has been downhill ever since. The
depteted agency has basn shaken by
reassignments, reorganizatiens and rev-
slations in the media azcui Watergale
and other dirty tricks. Thare is & come-
plete breakdown in morale. A new
ideological split has devsloped—this
time a cleavage along political lines.
Liveral employses are shocked and
disheartenad by revaiaticns implicating
the CIA in the use of experimental drugs,
murders and other unsavery business.
The conservatives are keaping quiet and

out of sight. The result is a CIA whose
effectiveness as an inialligence gather-

ing and interpreting agency is next to.

useless.

Concernsd over taeir S2naie tas-
timonies, the higher-ups have removed
thamselves from the daily operations of

. the Agency. Directives have come down

to analysts instructing them to ba espe-
cially alert to substantive praoblems
suggested by incoming intelligence be-
cause nobody upstairs is minding the
store.

Without diraction, and with y2t another
RIF threatening this year (this time di-
rected mainly at the Directorate of Oper-
ations), agency people are playing it

close to the vest. There is a lack of-

orofessional pride and concern in the
product—the finishad intelligence re-
porting which is tha bread and butter of
the Agency. Whole branches are un-
dermanned and nobody seams to give a
darm. There is a "who cares” attitude
prevalent today that would have been
unthinkable five ysars ago. Employees
now think of their Agency work as just a
job they hold at a tinte when they're lucky
to have a job.

 Nobady is really worriad that the ClA

will be abolished—organizations have
an inslitutional momentum that can't
easily be stopped. And it is expert:in
cavering its tracks. People are pro-
tected, jobs diffused, blame defocused.
Colby will be the next sacrificial lamb.
More and more “gray” types are being
promoted to higher positions—facealess
men who won't rock the toat, who have
families to worry about, whose main
concarn is their pension security. A new
generation of old boys is on the way up.

Incoming professicnais are cut from
the same mold. No more chances taken
with ideologues. No more boy geniuses,
no more sparring with the ambitious. No
mare creativity, it's too risky. “This new
crop of youngsters,” raporis an old
Agency hand, "iooks lxe they all came
out of the late, late show.”

The result is a scared, rump CIA
whose intelligenca product has declinad
and whose ovarseas operations are im-
potent. It is an organization of people
keeping quiet, unwilling 1o take a
chance, afraid io take a stand.

And that's no way © run an intelli-
gence organization. >

NE4 YORK TIMES
1 DEC 1975

'l'he interest in a.nd the skeptzcxsm about the conclu-
sxons reached by the Warren Commission investigating,
Presxdent Kennedy’s assassmanon are greatet now tham
at.any - time since the.
David- W. - Belin,a  fo er commxsswn lawye: a.nd.a
smunc}» defender of "its- w
mqmry be. reopened. - g

“The most powerful a.rgumen S fdr dmng so. cqme not.
from any-of the veteran assassxnancn buifs, but” emerge“
from the secret recess&s of the FBI an& tbe, CIA.
themselves. .

oAIthough ‘the C. LA. was actwely workmg on ways
to achieve the death of Fidel. Castro—-mcludmg arming:
‘a would-be. assassin on. the “day- of President Kennedy’s
murder—Allen Dulles, then director of G114, failed t0°
inform -his fellow commission-members of that program,:
nor did any employee of the agency come forward VVltha
such information. . .

- -@Having faxled. ta' inform the- comnussxon of the antje
Castro plotting;- the. agencys.also- failed. to- promde _the:
potentially* ‘significant information-- that. -it mvoived
members of the Mafia.

" @The F.B.L . failed to-inform- the commission that xt
had received a threatening letter from Lee Harvey
Oswald, the President’s assassin, less than,a month
before the President’s death; and it went on-to datroy
the letter.

®The failure of the F.BI and the C.LA. to disclose
these items of information incréases the importarce of’
such still unanswered questions as the extent and nature,
of Lee Harvey Oswald’s relationship with the F.B.I; the
explanation of the ease with which he was able to travel.
in the Soviet Union; the reason for the smoothness of’
.his.re-entry into American life after recanting his defec-

.

tion to the Soviets, etc., etc., ete.

Mr. Belin, while continuing to believe that the Warren‘
Commxssxons conclusions are correct, hotes that many-
Aniericans think. otherwise. He suggests that a new
investigation by itself will restore governmental credi-
bility. That- is' hardly likely. Few. Americans were’
prepared a decade ago to believe in, official cover-ups
and murder plotting; yet even then.they grew increas-:
ingly skeptical of the Warren Commission’s findings.:
Having. learned to. their horror all those hitherto.
unthinkable revelations, their damaged faith is unlikely:
to be entirely repaired by one more-investigation.

™ - . :

Nevertheless, some highly desirable. goals. are within-
reach and it is essential 'that they'be pursued. Much.
skepticism about government in-general flows from the
belief that-secret agencies of government are unaccount-
able and out of control and that there is an-automatict
reflex’ it Washington- to sweep- embarrassments undet’
the'rug. This belief was bolstered just a few days ago-
by the Administration’s frantxc efforts to smother the4
assassination report. .

Such- skepticism can only be eroded over txme, but*
the flaws in the Warren Commission investigation offer:
an excellent opportunity to begin dealing with such’
issues ‘and to dispose of some questions about the-
Kennedy assassination as well, The American system,
of self-government can hardly be deemed to be working:
effectively so long as major questions relating to cover-
ups in the investigation of a PI’BSIdEDtlal murder remain,
unanswered. .

" & Congressional mvmt:gatxon Iaymg out: all the now-
sequestered evidence and-seeking to establish the extent’

of the cover-ups, the reasons why they were undertaken
‘and the identities of. those responsible for them might

help in the restoration of the. Governments reputatxon
for integrity and responsibility.

56

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380003-3




Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380003-3

JGENERAL

DAILY TELEGRAPH, London

13 November 1975 . o
OF SAKHAROV -

T MOSCOW’S FEAR

WILL ANY LEADING Western J)olitician in office speak
up about Russia’'s refusal, reported from Moscow yesterday, -
to allow Dr ANDREI SaKHAROV to go to Oslo to.collect *his.
Nobel Peace Prize? Wil Mr WiLson? ~ Will President
Forn? Will President GiscaRp D’ESTAING? Alas, it is
to be very much doubted. Yet all three, along with many
other heads of Government, signed the Helsinki declara-
tion, which among other things sought to promote the free
movement-of individuals and ideas. All have since praised
it, adding solemnly that, of course, the test will be in its
application. Mr WiLsoN even went so far as to express
the opinion that, if the Helsinki agreement had been in
existence at the time, the invasion of Czechoslovakia by
Russia could. not have taken place. Dr SaxHarov is the
leading campaignér for civil rights in Russia. His
eminence_ as a scientist is such that Russia dare not

suppress-him or do away with him, as would happen to
lesser mortals. Yet they dare not let him accept his Nobel
prize because it would spotlight their weakest point, the
lack of law and freedom for their citizens. -

.~ The record of Western leaders on such matters is
nota good one.. President Forp originally refused to accept
a visit to the White House by ALEXANDER SOLZHENITSYN
when he was in America, because Dr KISSINGER had
advised him it would be bad for “détente.”” When he
belatedly changed his mind, SoLzHENITSYN was no longer
interested. Shortly before his visit to Moscow last month,
President Giscarp D’ESTaING received a letter from Dr
SakHAROV urging him to intercede with Mr BREZHNEV
to secure an amnesty for political prisoners in Russia. It
was not even acknowledged. Why are the leaders of the
West so mealy-mouthed and timorous? It must be a
source of amazement in Moscow.

Sunday, November 23, 1975

Why d

By Arthur Miller

Detente at present is a body without a
soul, but its promise is énormous if we will
seize it. . :

The fact is that the Helsinki accords
bind both sides to respect elementary
human rights. Why are we so powerless to
speak to this issue? Is it that we fear the
other side will start making noises about
the race situation in Boston? The tortures
in our client-state, Chile? The re-arrest’
under fake charges of the South Korean
poet, Kim Chi Ha? RN

‘The answer to the dilemma is, not to
Sweep our own sins under the same rug as
the Soviets’ — or for that matter, the sins

of South Affica — but to rise to the chal- -

lenge that detente implicitly raises: to

open our own actions to the same measure .

and standard that we and the Soviets have
signed and agreed to. The truth of the mat-
ter is that with all our failings, we are still
the freest country in the world, and if it
should turn out that foreign criticism
forces us to take a new and resolute look at
our own injustices, why must we fear such
acompetition?” .

The truth is that such criticism is. going. '

on anyway, but from the other side, not
from ours, at least not openly, not as part
of our relationships with repressive re-
gimes. And [ repeat, this super politeness,
at least in part, stems-from a clouded con-
sience. But the Congress has the power to
begin clearing that conscience by requir-
ing certain minimal standards of respect
for civil rights at least in_those countries
whose dependence on our support is nearly
total. And if you say that we cannot be
held responsible for what another govern-
ment does, I can only answer that we are
already responsible when that government
cannot exist excepting with our support.
This is not a question of coming out with
high-class speeches. supporting academic
or intellectual freedom. We are supporting
repression. We can stop doing it. And in
the process we can turn to our new trading
partners and say, ‘‘We meant what we
signed to in the Helsinki accords; we are
actively working to eradicate injustice and

unfreedom within our country and in those-
countries dependent on us — what are you -
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O we cut our tongues out on
human rights in other

"doing to carry out the obligations in regard

to human rights that you signed to?’* This
is not interference in another country’s
internal affairs; it is an attempt to imple-
ment a signed agreement.

———
This article is excerpted from a state-
- ment American playwright Arthur Miller
gave last week at a hearing of the Senate
Permanent Subcommittee on Investiga-

tioas..

'

- The question inevitably arises as to
whether we should refuse, for example, to
sell wheat until the human rights provi-
sions of the Helsinki accords are lived up
to. I believe it would be unwise and unpro-
ductive to equate so many bushels with so
much liberty. Besides, enlarging com-
merce not only benefits both sides
materially, it is also a manifest of good
will and good faith and as such can serve-
as a base upon which to build a new forth-:
rightness in. our relationships with the.
Soviet world. To again think in either/or
terms at all-times and in every instance
can only lead back to impotence, and on
the Soviet side must lend justification to
those who can see only a threat to Soviet:
power.in any deepening relationship with
the United States. i

Detente may indeed be a gesture empty
of human content, but so is a letter of in-
tent that precedes a binding contract. As-
with such a letter, everything depends on
the next steps, and we apparently-have no-
intention of taking such steps. It is the
business of the Senate and Congress to de-
cide whether such steps should be taken to
implement the Helsinki agreement.

For example, a specific number of
writers in Czechoslovakia (a country
where large numbers of .Soviet troops are
stationed) is denied the right to publish
their works in the Czech or Slovak lan-
guages. Certain of them have had their
unpublished manuscripts. seized from their
homes. Many, if not most, of these writers
are former members of the Communist
party and have never advocated a return

R ' o o
countries:

to capitalism, nor do they now. Their chief
sin is to have advocated an indigenous,
independent Czech culture responsible to
their own people rather than the demands
of Soviet authorities. The blacklist against
these writers is so broad that the regime
has found it impossible to staff a literary
‘magazine or newspaper. )

It should be added that even in other So-
cialist countries the Czech situation is an
embarrassment. In Hungary, for example,
I could walk with Hungarian writers and
meet with them in restaurants without a
secret policeman dogging my footsteps.
Not so in Prague, where a plainclothesman
will take a table a few feet away, openly
and brazenly warning all concerned that
the regime is observing them. Czechoslov-
kia.lives under a permanent state of
McCarthyism from which there is no ap-
peal. .

The situation of the Czech writers and
intellectuals is not unique in a world where
repression, jailing, and the outright mur-
der of writers by their governments is
ordinary news. But there is one respect in
which they are special; they have nowhere
to appeal for relief. As citizens of a Social-
ist country, it is futile to look to other So-
cialist states for support, and their case is
ambiguous in the eyes of the European
Left whose anti-capitalist stance mutes its
indignation against repression in the East.

‘In am not telling you that the Czech
writers look to us for help. It is far worse
than that. I believe they have long since
assumed that we have decided to collabo-
rate with the Soviet Union as a trading
partner and that it is unrealistic for them
to expect us to rock the boat. And- this is
why their situation is so meaningful; it has
all the earmarks of the long future in
which small nations especially must settle
for a modicum of prosperity in exchange
for which their souls will be excised, quiet-
ly, remorselessly, all for a good cause, the
cause of peace between the giants.
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I do not believe we have to cut out our
tongues in order to reassure any other
country of our peaceful intentions, or that
we must adopt the impotence of moral eu-
nuchs so that the volume of trade may
grow. The Senate and the Congress, it_
seems to me, have the obligatijon to decide
whether Czech repression is in contraven-
tion of the Helsinki accords. If it is, then
the State Department should be instructed
to ask the Soviet government what it in-
tends to do about the matter as a signatory
to the agreement. If, for example, the

‘existence of this blacklist is denied, the
Senate can discover evidence that it in-
deed exists. If the Soviet government still
refuses to attempt to correct the situation
— indeed, if no concrete result comes of
the whole effort — something vital will
nevertheless have been gained. ’
The United States will have at least

begun to establish before its own citizens .

and the world that its power exists not only
to make the world safe for American busi-
ness, but te hasten the evolution of hu-
manity toward a decent respect for the
human person. And if such approach can

Christian Science Monitor
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Charles_; W. Yost

only lead to counter-charges against our
selves, so be it. The failures of American
society are known everywhere now; w

can only gain by learning how others real
ly see us. Perhaps our rightful pride in our
freez:lom does need to be measured agains

our injustices, and so openly.as to be an
element!in the ‘diplomatic process. W

have nothing to hide for those with eyes to|
see. And if we have to take it once we dish
it out, perhaps this new necessity will help
us, if only for our pride before the world,
to revive that will, that insistence and
faith in our capacity to make a soecity that
isjusttoall. .

NEW YORK TIMES

Should U.S. tie aid to human rights?

. Washington -
- One of the numerous subjects of controversy
between the executive and legislative
branches of our government is whether the
United States should extend assiStance to
nations persistently violating human rights.
Last year’s Foreign Assistance Act included
a “‘sense of Congress’” amendment that called
-on- the President, ‘except in extraordinary
circumstances,” to reduce or deny-security-
assistance to “‘any government which engages
in a consistent pattern of gross violations of
internationally recognized human rights.”
Since many of our regular military aid
recipients, such as South Korea, the Philip-
pines, Brazil, and Indonesia, have been ac-
cused of violating human rights, this poses a
serious dilemma for the President and Secre~
tary of State. Liberals in the Congress. think
the administration is evading application of
the amendment. They threaten to put forward
legislation reserving to Congress itself a voice
in determining which countries are in viola-
tiort and should be denied-assistance.
This controversy arises from a con-.
frontation between two contradictory cur=
rents in American foreign policy. The first is

an evangelistic concern, going far back in our ;

“history, for liberty versus oppression, democ-
racy versus authoritarianism, free enterprise
versus communism - a belief-that what is
good for America must be good for the rest of
the world. : -

_The second current, arising in part from the
same source but bent by the cold war, is the
presumed need to assist any country, -what-
ever the character of its government, which
seems threatened by commumism and whose
“'loss to the-free world" we believe might tilt
the balance of power. ;

The administration’ conceives of the latter
imperative as being overriding, whereas the
Congress — reflecting the post-Vietnam pub-
lic mood of skepticism about military ‘aid in
general — sees much less need to be inhibited
hy strategic considerations. T

The~difference is aggravated by consid-
erable fuzziness about just what “human
rights” comprise. o

Most people would agree that genocide,
large-scale domestic slaughter such as was
practiced in Burundi and Uganda not too long
ago, constitutes a gross and outrageous viola-
tion of human rights.

There is also widespread revulsion against
systematic torture as it was practiced by the
colonels’ government in Greece.

More difficulty arises, however, when we

attempt to equate human rights with the
democratic political rights to which Amer-
icans are accustomed — free elections, free’
speech, free emigration, etc. ° .

Not only communist countries but almost all
“third-world” countries seriously limit the
exercise of such rights. i .

Is it appropriate for the U.S. to insist that
other peoples-adopt its form of government
and its.political liberties, even if their tradi-
tions and experience have not_equipped them
to do so effectively or meaningfully? )
_ Leaders of third-world .countries contend,
moreover, that economic rights and freedoms -
— sufficient food, health care, and employ-_

.ment — are far more important to~ their

peoples than political rights.

They sometimes: claim that the U.S-is in
violation of ‘“‘basic human rights” by its
economic neglect of the substantial proportion
.of its population still living below the poverty
level. Others point out that Americans are
quite ready to denounce restrictions on
- emigration as a violation of human rights, but
have for 50 years been severely restricting
immigration. which equally denies freedom of
movement. .

This whole subject of human rights has
many gray areas.. There is therefore serious
doubt whether the U.S. .should apply its
political and economic standards to others, or
wage ideological crusades of the sort it has
condemned when carried‘on by communist
states. R - -

On the other hand, the U.S. is certainly -
under no obligation to provide aid, particu-
larly military aid, to governments whose
behavior it strongly disapproves, which en--.
gage, in the language of the Foreign Assis-
tance Act, “in a consistent pattern of gross
violations of internationally recognized hu-
man rights.”” A widely, if not universally,
recognized human right is the right not to be
imprisoned, certainly not to be tortured, for
the expression of dissident political views.

There would seem to be only two or three
cases where sfrategic considerations are still
so overriding that the U:S. should feel obliged
to continue military aid to governments which
display a consistent pattern of violation of
human rights of this gross and internationally
recognized character. In other cases the U.S.
could in good conscience terminate its aid. -

The author of this article writes from a
background of 40 years as a United States
~ diplomat.
©1975.Charles W. Yost
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SOVIET SUSPECTED
OF ARMS VIOLATION

US. Inteligence Offiials
Raise Questions About |
. a New'Radar Station

‘ By BERNARD GWERTZMAN
P Speciasto The New York Times

! 'WASHINGTON Dec. 4—Amer-
ican intelligence officials have
reported to the Ford Adminis-
tration that the Soviet Union
recently constructed a large-
scale.radar station on the Kam-
chatka Peninsula, raising new
questions about possible viola-
tions of the 1972.treaty limit-
ing strategic. arms. ; .
" Actording to well-placed Ad-
ministration officials, the Rus.
sians havg built- very modern
“phasedearray radars” in the
Kamchatka area of the north-
eastern Soviet Union for use in
testing systems of defensive
weapons known as antiballistic
.missiles.

This suspected. violation of
the strategic arms agreements,
is similar to the other alleged
viclations in that it points up’
the fuzziness: of some aspects
of the 1972 agreements.

‘Current_’ Ranges Questioned

Article Four of the 1972 trea-|
ty allowed two operational sites,
-in Moscow and at Grand Forks,
N.D.—the latter site has subse-
‘quently been mothballed — and
provided that in addition ABM
‘radars ‘could be emplaced. “for
!development or testing within
current or additionally agreed
test ranges.”

Because this raised questions
as to where each side had its
“current” test ranges, the United|
States delegation to the nego-
tiations told the Russians on
April 26, 1972, that it under-
stood that the Soviet Union had
only one ABM.test range, near
Sarysagan in Kazakhstan, Cen-
tral Asia. :

High-level ~discussions

are
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now under way within, the Ad—f
ministration on whether the
Kamchatka radar violate the
19972 treaty on defensive mis-
siles, and what to do about it.
The sophisticated - “phased-|
array radars” scan by electfonic
means. The smaller, dish-shaped
rddars scan mechanically, and
are less suited to protect]
against incoming missiles.
Adm. Elmo R. Zumwalt Jr;
the retired Chief of Naval Oper-
ations, who was told about the
Kamchatka site, told the House
Select Committee on Intelli-
gence this. wéek that it was a
“clear and precise” violation,
Some . Administration officials
are not so sure. :
- As with other alleged Soviet
violations of the 1972 ABM
treaty and the accompanying
limited accord on offensive
weapons, it is almost impossible
to prove that the Russians did
not technically comply with the
agreements.
' Despite several charges of
Soviet violations, the. Adminis»
tration has consistently. con-
cluded that, at worst, the Soviet
Union was not living up to the
spirit of the agreement. Presi-
dent Ford has stated there were

Political conservatives” such
as_Admiral Zumwalt, a possible
candidate for the Senate in|
Virginia, or Senator Henry M.|
Jackson, an anneunced condi-
date for the Democratic Presi-
dential nomination, are arguin
that the—actions -demonstrate
that the Russians cannot be
trusted and. that the Admin-
istration was-naive. -

Secretary of State

Kissinger in- negotiating.“the,
1972 accords and current ef-
forts to conclude a treaty on
offensive weapons is a factor.
Charges about the Russians
have been turned into argu-
ments that- Mr. Kissinger was
deliberately closing his eyes to

Moreover, the direct role of|:
Henry A.

| to mean that ABM components| the Russians’ ~hav

€ replaced

will not be located at any other| their light missile, the $S-11,

test ranges without prior agree-
ment between the governments
that there will be such addi-
tional ABM test ranges.” Unit-

g ed States ABM ranges are at

White Sands, N.M., and at Kwa-
jalein Atoll in tne Pacific:

No Soviet Yes or No

‘not confirm or deny the Ameri-
can statement, merely replying
on May 5, 1972, that “national
means permitted idemtifying
current test ranges.” -

Presumably, the new radar
in Kamchatka would be useful
to monitor Soviet leng-range
offensive missiles that are fired

violations, deceiving the Prtsi-
dent, Congress and. the public
—something he vehemently
denies. P
The issue has been clouded
by its complexity. Very few|
people can understand the tech-’
nfcal aspects. The Administra-
tion, moreover, to protect its
confidential diplomacy, has re-
fiised to disclose the allegations!
publicly. Thus, information is
provided, for the most paxt,
in-a: eontentious way by'critics
such as Admiral Zumwalt, or!
in highly selective and incom-!

“no violations.” L
A Storm in Washington - |
Nevertheless, the. Soviet ac-|
tions have created something of |
a political storm in Washin,
only the latest flurry.

Thursday, Dec. 4, 1975 o

) hington,! delegation to the negotiations
of which Kamchatka issue~is! said in April, 1972, “to ‘ad-
. . l.dftionally agreed test ranges’}

THE WASHINGTON POST

pleté briefings by Administra-
tion officials.
“We interpret the reference

in- Article Four,” the American

regularly either from Kazak-
hstan or Siberia, land in Kam-
chatka or go over it and en
up in the Pacific Ocean.

The Saryagan range has been
used in the past to monitor
Soviet intermediate-rafige mis-
siles fired from a test site east
of Volgograd, officials said.

What trouble American offi-
cials-'is whether there is proof
that the Russians have built
a new ABM test range in Kam-

The Russians, however, did|!

chatka or whether they have|
merely modernized an old one.
There have always been old-

| fashioned dish-shaped radars

in Kamchatka; the Russians
eould say that it always was
an ABM test range'and thus
permissible. ' !

1t has also been charged that:

+

Schlesinger Backs

A War

By Murrey Marder
Washington Post Staff Writer

Former Defensé Secretary
James R. Schlesinger said
yesterday that the United .
States must pursue detente
“without illusion’” that the :
Soviet Union is prepared to
live peacefully with the West.” ~

“To _ the ' contrary,”
Schlesinger told the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee, -
Soviet leaders **. , . have
indicated that-detente is itself
a reflection of their growing
military power, which in their
interpretation~ has forced
concessions from the West.”

A detente poliey is desirable
to try to reduce political
tension, but “strictly on the
basis of mutuality,” he said.
Schlesinger warned that
‘‘concessions granteq in order
to elicit future goodwill will
fail in that objective.”

This was Schlesinger’s first
public testimony since he was
fired by President Ford on
Nov. 2. The reasons given for
his  dismissal included
Schlesinger’s differences with
Secretary of State Henry A.
Kissinger about the conduct of

y Detente

detente policy.

Schlesinger spoke in
philosophical vein yesterday
without personal
recrimination, although his -
differences with Kissinger on
approach to the Soviet Union-
were evident. Schlesinger )
repeated the same points *
yesterday afternoon in an
address to the Pacem in :
Terris conference at the
Sheraton-Park Hotel, where:
he was paired against Pen-
tagon critic Rep. Les: Aspin
(D-Wis.). - >

Before the Senate com-
mittee, Schlesinger said he
saw  no evidence that
Kissinger withheld from
President Ford information
about alleged Soviet violations .

of 1972 nuclear arms accords.
Retired Adm. Elmo R.
Zumwalt told a House com-
mittee on Tuesday that there
were ‘‘gross violations” by the
Soviet Union, and that
President Ford was “badly
briefed” by’ Kissinger about
them. - L
Schlesinger, in response ta._
questions by Sen. Clifford.B; -

N

Case (R-N.J.) said, “I would
be ‘inclined, until I see
evidence, to disagree.” He .
said information about the
allegations was known to only
a few officials, - but ‘‘the-
President was aware of the
alleged violations,” "' :

He said the Soviet Union

‘“clearly stretched” in-
terpretations of the
agreement, exploited “am-_

biguities,” and one action
“could be interpretedasa. . .
violation.” Schlesinger said
that was “the use of radar in
an  ABM (anti-ballistic
missile) mode.”

Soviet deployment of the

heavy $S-19 missile was *“not a
violation of the treaty,”
Schlesinger said, but “‘may
‘have been a violation of the
spirit of the treaty.”
. John Trattner, a State
Department spokesman
speaking for Kissinger $aid
yesterday: . “We have no
evidence that there have been
any violations of the SALT I
agreement.” -

Schlesinger reiterated to the
Senate committee his con-__

With a much larger weapon,
the.SS-19, after both sides had;
agreed not to convert light-mis-,
sile launchers into heavy ones:

Two years-ago the Russians
began  digging - underground;
works identical to their missile
silos, in possible violation of
|the treaty’s prohibition against]
inew missile silos. But the - So-
viet. Union said the 150 to
1200 new silos were for com-
mand - control  centers,. and
-American intelligence accepted
that explanation. The Russians
have also been accused of
covering up work on submarine
construction and .on mobile
missile launchers, contravening
the accord. |

In turn, the United  States
has been charged by the Rus-
sians with covering up some
Minuteman missile sites while
new concrete was being
poured. The accords called on
each side not to impede the
ability of the other to check
on compliance.

Admiral  Zumwalt - also
charged this week that the Rus-
sians had begun interfering in
other ways with American
fatellites flying aver the Soviet
Union, bnt Administration offi-,
cials denied that American ca-|
rabilities had been impaired.

1
B

tention that the United States
is endangered by the Sowiet.
Union’s  swiftly’ growing
military power. He again said
that the Seviet Union by the
1980s can overtake present.
U.S. advantages in numbers of
nuclear warheads and missile
accuracy. -
“Given the current con- -
tiguration of world power. he
said. “it is our historic destiny
to - be the guardian of
freedom.” . .
Several members of the
generally pro-detente Foreign -
Relatioris Commiittee disputed :
Schlesinger’s.: “*historic ,
‘destiny” theme. The sparsely |
attended hearing, however,

* .was. never acrimonious, and |

speakers on both sides often
were barely audible. .
Schlesinger said he agrees -
with the need ‘‘to control the
wholly needless expansion of

" the strategic nuclear forces on

both sides, which continue to
grow without in any way
augmenting security.’’ His
prime concern, he said, is “the
dwindling of American con-
ventional power’’ which
“forces us in-the direction of
greater reliance on the threat
of nuclear response.”

At the Pacem in Terris
conference, Schlesinger
echoed his theme that if the
United States is strong enough
to resist Soviet “exploitation”
of detente, in-time the two
nations may move toward “‘a
live-and-let-live policy.”” This, -
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Schlesinger said, would be
“true detente.”

Aspin countered that the so-
called ‘‘spending gap,”
through. which' the Soviet
Union is allegedly out-
distancing the United States in
military expansion, “'is in its
own way as phoney as the

|

missile gap of the early 1
19605.”

In addition. as a result of-
tension between the Soviet
Union and China, Aspin said,
23 of the 31 divisions added by
the Soviet Union in the last
seven years ‘‘have gone to the
Chinese border.”

WASHLNGTON SEAR
D5 NOV 1975

Aspin maintained, *‘The
question is not *How much are
the Russians spending®’”’ but,

**How much is enough for the
‘defense of this country and its

vital interests?”

¢ e e

The war of Moynihan’s tongue

It was inevitable that Ambassador Pat Moyni-
han’s blunt diplomatic style would become con-
troversial at the United Nations. This war of
‘Moynihan’s tongue, as one might call it, has
been brewing for weeks. Its intensification —
now that the British ambassador to that body
has compared Mr. Moynihan to Wyatt Earp and
King Lear — gives us yet another opportunity to
express our enthusiasm and support for the
.ambassador. i ‘

We are aware that deft circumlocution is-a
more customary norm in diplomatic language.
Nations having vital business to transact do not,
for good Teason, clobber one another every day
with ripe words from Roget.

. But what is going on at the General Assembly
these days is not. diplomacy. Unlike the Security
Council and some of the UN’s specialized agen-
cies, the General Assembly has no-vital business’
to transact. Its agenda is crowded with symbolic
issues. It is not deliberative; most of the voting
is doné in predictable blocs. Its voting system,
in which nonentities like Byelorussia have equal
weight with the U. S, is the ultimate parody of
the majority principle. Faute de. mieux, the
General Assembly has turned more and more to

theater. Its idea of a high old good time is to -

bring before the assemb)ed nations a posturing
blowhard like Yassir Arafat orIdi Amin, and to
“hang upon his words as if hé were a Winston
Churchill or a George Washington — or even a
Solomen. -Indeéd, that shrewd political realist
Nikita Khrushchev caught the drift of things at
the UN years. ago when, failing to register suffi-

ciently with words, he commenced banging the )

table with a shoe. e
" The professional diplomatic community in this
city and elsewhere, having a certain vested
interest in quiet diplomacy, has not yet recon-
ciled itself to General Assembly theater. It is
reluctant to patt with the pleasure of meek sub-
mission to rabid speeches ard resolutions that
contravene every political and social value the
Charter is supposed to represent. )

This may explain why Mr. Moynihan, whose
working principle is to tell the truth even when

it hurts, has become the target of an intrigue to
banish him to the decent obscurity of Harvard.

: The selection of the United Kingdom’s UN

Ambassador, Mr. Ivor Richard, as its spearcar-
rier is a bit odd, of course. Mr. Richard is de-
scribed to us as a Labor Party politician of no .
special consequence, but it is remarkable that
his superiors in London unleashed him. It must.
be disconcerting to Mr. Moynihan, as it is to us,
to see good friends running for cover during the
shootout. : )

But we think it would be a great misfortune if
Mr, Moynihan lost heart and quit, as he came
near doing last Friday. The. only grievance .
against him is that he is saying what has needed
saying for years, and saying it with the bite and
passion to'make himself heard even in the din of
Turtle Bay. ) ' .

Indeed, his recent sayings do an undeserved
service to the General Assembly — a service
probably recognized as such by a number of
delegates who are in no position to make their
silent approval clear.

1t is the counsel of despair to think that the !
General Assembly-is beyond redemption.:Enjoy- ..
ing as it does a certain importance in the world,
the General Assembly should not be allowed to
sink into absurdity and irrelevance. It is, if you

" want to put a label on it, néo-colonialism at its :

most condescending to take the view that since ’
the views of some UN. majorities are fatuous, .
they should be heard in timid silence. '
_Ambassador Moynihan takes the view that
what is said and done at the General Assembly
does matter — that if its words-and acts go
unanswered they may give a color of respect to .
_causeés'and principles which this country funda-
mentally opposes. :
We take the same view, and we are glad that
Mr. Moynihan is there to speak for the silent
millions. He should not conclude that because
our friends in London are momentarily shell- ~
shocked by the sound of eggshells popping it is
time to give up and go home. And we are glad
that President Ford has emphasized that view

- to Mr. Moynihan this week.
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President Kennedy was assassinated,
the .pain we felt. for ‘America and

the bewilderment and disillusionment a
experienced by the many former

soldiers in World War II and former 3
inmates-in Soviet camps. and prisons,

It was all the worse because of the *
inability or the lack of desire by the
American judicial authorities to un-
cover the assassins and to clear up
the crime. C

We had the feeling that powerful,
open-handed and generous America,
so boundlessly partial to freedom,
had . been smeared in the face with
dirt, and the feeling persisted. Some- .
thing more than respect was shaken— -
it was our faith. L0

Despite the dissimilarity of events,
I had a very comparable feeling at the
time of the abrupt dismissal of Secre-
tary of Defense James R. Schlesinger,
a man’ of steadfast, perceptive and
brilliant mind. Orice again,. the feeling
was that America had been insulted.

I realize that President Ford acted
in full conformity with the Constitu-
tion. But woe betide a system in which
it is sufficient and expedient to govern
guided only by one’s personal or
party’s election interests.

There is something higher than jur-
isdiction, and that is decency. There is.
something beyond juridical right, and. -
that is good sense. There should at’
least be decency toward one’s allies.
After all, the Secretary of Defense is
not merely a member of the American
Government. He is in fact also respon-"
sible for the defense of the entire free
“world. - o ..

It would -have been a friendly act-
first to have received consent from
the allies. As for.good sense, this in-
volves the way things are handled. A -
leap-frog succession of officials in such
a post can only impalr the defense of
the country. (It was noted who was
pleased by the dismissal). .

There-are rumors that the dismissal -
was linked to another name. It is an

irony of history that the two names !
almost rhyme. ~ . - ... ..

' When I was-In the United States .
last summer, 1 avoided direct. ques-~
tions from the press on assessing the ,
character of Secretary of State Henry{
A. Kissinger. But his present triumph: ;
and the blinding misinformation being "
spread to this day about his activities :
compel me to speak out bluntly.

Defending his policy "of unending *

concessions, Mr. Kissinger repeats the

- one and same argument almost like an +
incantation: “Let our critics point out
the alternative to nuclear war!” More -
than anything, it is this phrase.that -

exposes the nature of Mr. Kissinger; -

in particular, it exposes that he is
“least of all a diplomat, '

“Alter” in Latin means “other (of
two).” An alternative is a choice be-
tween two possibilities. This is a sci-
entific concept, but even scientific
situations often allow a much broad-
er choice. But diplomacy is not a. sci-

- Schlesinger and Ki“s“é_ihgerj

" ZURICH~TI shall never forget. when -

By AleksandrI. 'Solzhenit'éyn

-is on the high diplomatic intellectual i

wice. Tt 15 AR ar.one-of ihe” afs 1"press,"in its rage agdinst Andrei D.

concerning the nature of man: To con-
struct diplomacy on an “alternative” is
to put it on the lowest and crudest
level. ’

An art goes not recognize alterna-
tives within itself; it would fall apart
if it developed only on the basis of
two possibilities. No, in every instance
art has a thousand choices. Every art

.has a spectrum, a keyboard of possi- -

bilities. From ancient times to the
present, the art of diplomacy has con-
sisted of playing on this keyboard.

How many great diplomats of the )
past have won negotiations even with
empty hands or backed by inadequate
power, in circumstances of military |
weakness, conceding nothing and: pay- ;
ing nothing, defeating the opponent
only by intellectual and psychological
means. That is diplomacy, i

Mr. Kissinger endlessly deafens us--
with the threat * .-, but otherwise,
nuclear war.” He obscures the fact
that this' same nuclear war hangs
equally over the head of his oppo-
nents (at least as of today, until new
successes by Mr. Kissinger).

And in these equal clrcumstances,
under the same threat, his opponents
are always winning and he is always
yielding. Let him learn something from
his_opronents—how is it that_they
operate so- successfully in the nuclear |
age? The answer would be: They study '
the psychology of Mr. Kissinger.

What an_ absurdity: The United

States was..the first -to- introduce
nuclear weapons to the world., Should

[t because of this have become weaker,

and should it because of this surrender
its positions in the world?

I dispute not ~only that Mr.
Kissinger has the life experience
necessary to understand-the psychol-
ogy of Communist leaders, and as a
result sits. at the negotiating table as
if blindfolded. I also dispute that he
level ‘ascribed to him.. . R

It is not diplomacy to- negotiate |
with a preponderance of power behind b
one’s back, with an abundance of
material means in one’s pocket, to
submit to all participants in the
negotiations, to pay them all off and
thereby to create unbalanced and
temporary grounds for transition to
further concessions.

The celebrated Vietnam agreement,
the worst diplomatic defeat for the
West in 30 years, hypocritically and
very conveniently for the aggressor '
prepared ‘the way for the quiet’
surrender of three countries - in
Indochina. ’

Is it possible that the prominent
diplomat’ could not. see what a house
of cards he was building? (The Soviet.

bl

Sakharov, damned his Nobel Peace
Prize as “the ultimate in political
pornography.” The press aimed in the
wrong direction and was three years
too late. This abuse would have been
more suitable for the Nobel Prize
shared by the aggressor and the
capitulator in the Paris agreement.)

A similar alarming feeling of shaki-
ness is’ aroused by the Middle East
agreements of Mr. Kissinger (as far as
I know, many Israeli leaders do not
regard them any higher), although
there has not been-the“kind of open
capitulation to which Vietnam “was -
doomed by the same pen.

Mr. Kissinger does:not concede that
any concessions whatsoever are being
made. Thus, it appears: “The Western

_countries %ave not set a goal of ideo-

logical détente™ (that is, they have not i
even tried to eradicate the coldest

aspect of the cold wars, so’ what is’

their goal?), Or as he said on Aug. 15,7
1975: “It is not we who were on the i
defensive in Helsinki.” Three months °
have passed and we ask: If it was not
you, who was it? . ’

The very process of surrender ‘of
world positions has the character of
an avalanche, At every successive
stage. it becomes more difficult to -
hold: out and one must yield more and b

more; This is evident in the new
conditions across entire continents, j
in the unprecedented encroachments.*
by the Soviet.Union . in southwestern .,
Africa and In votes in the. United:§
Nations. *°° : o

Mr. Kissinger- always has an emer- .

gency exit available to him. He can .
transfer to a university to lecture to

- credulous youngsters about the art of

diplomacy. But the Government of the

United States (just as those youngsters)

will have no emergency exit. =
There is. another favorite argument

-by Mr. Kissinger: In the nuclear age,

we shall not forget that peace, too,
“is a moral imperative.”” Yes, that is .
true and not only in the nuclear age
(indeed, this- nuclear age is an obses-
sion for Mr. Kissinger) but only if one
correctly understands peace as the .
opposite of violence and does not

“consider -Cambodian genocide and

Vietnamese prison camps as the attain-
ment of peace.

But a peace that tolerates any
ferocious forms of violence and any
massive doses of it against millions
of people—just so long as this does
not affect us for several years yet—
such a peace, alas, has no moral
loftiness even in the nuclear age.

Aleksandr I, Solzhenitsyn, the dissi-
dent Soviet writer now in exile, won
the Nobel Prize for Literature in 1970.
This article was translated from the
Russian by Raymond H. Anderson.

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380003-3




Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380003-3

Near East

NEW YORK TIMES, FRIDAY NOVEMBER 28, 1975

. By JAMES M. MARKHAM
Spel:u_l to The iew Yark Times
BEIRUT, Lebanon, Nov. 26—
As would-be mediators from the|.
Vatican, France and the United
Nations come and go,
American. role in the Lebanese
crisis has been obscured.
Moreover, that
role remains a sub-

overt support for

the Prime Minister, a Moslem,
and of questions about the
supplying of guns to Christians.
In 1958, shortly after United
States.. marines. . landed onj
Beirut’s beaches in the mmidst-of
a civil- war, they established|
liaison- with a highly disciplined|!
Christian party called the Pha-
langes ‘Libanaises, which was|-

anti-Communism ‘in Lebanon.
The Americans reportedly fur-
nished the Phalangists with
weapons and a radio trans-
mitter.

An identity of interests was
created—at least in the Arab
mind—that the Americans are
still living with.” Times -have
changed, though, and today the|!
hardly disguised official palicy
'of the United States Govern-
ment is sympathetic toward the
Prime Minister, Rashid Karami,
who is a centrist, and chilly
toward President Suleiman
Franjieh, a Christian allied with
the Phalangists. )

Signal from Kissinger

The policy was signaled on
Nov. 6 in a letter from Secre-
tary of State Henry A. Kissinger|
—conspicuously addressed to
Mr, Karami, not to Mr. Franjieh,
and made public by the embassy!
~that said: “I want you to
know that my Government very
much hopes to see an end to the
fighting in Lebanon and fully
supports your Government in

thei

" News _ ject of speculation!
Analysis and  controversy
. becauses of the

thought to be the: bedrock of| =

1ts efforts to bring this about.”!

[to Mosiem demands for modifi-
cation of the requirement of
Moslem-Christian balance, Mr.
szsmger wished Mr. Karami

“well in your effort to encour-
age all concerned to show the
moderation and spirit of com-
promise that would seem to be
necessary if there is to be an
end to the v1olevxce and the:
commencement of a process of
political accommodation lead-
ing to a new basis of stability:
with secunty for all your coun-
trymen.”

Mr. Karami has been the
champion of gradual change in
Lebanon’s  political system,
which has the effect-of giving
a predominant role to the
Christian commiunity though it
is .pow a2 minority. American
| officials ¢ do not hide their belief
that it is- partly the intransi-
|genice’ of some Christian lead-
jers, including the President,
that is_ blacking: reform.

. 'Infrequent Contacts

The letter is- said to have
outraged Mr. Franjieh, who has
been irritated at the ‘American
Government _ since last year,
when narcotics' detectives, lead-
ing specially trained dogs, in-;
spected the luggage of his en-
tourage when he arrived in
New York to address the Unit-
ed Nations General Assembly.

[ President Franjich and the

'Americans Still Try

to Live Down Old
Phalangist Link

American .Ambassador, G.. Mc-
Murtrie Godley, see each other
infrequently. However, Mr:
.Godley is on good terms.with

U.S. and Lebanon Echoesof 1 958

‘smau town; such sngnals “are
not missed. .

Though the Americans seem
to be backing Mr, Karami, their
policy remains the sub]ect of
some mystery as well as con-
troversy because it is not clear
whether they are arming the
Phalangists or some favored
faction in the Christian camp.

American officials insist that
their hands are clean—that the

United States interest in Leba-
non, they maintain, is that it
should remain stable since in-
stability endangers the much
larger enterprise of Mr. Kissin-
ger’s painstaking Middle East-
ern diplomacy: If Syria and
Israel were to come to blows
in Lebanon, the Sinai agree-||
ment between the Israelis and{;
Egyptians ' and. other accords
still in embryo would-be- shat-
tered

This assessment is widely
accepted by European diplo-
mats and others essentially
sympathetic to American pohcy
in the Middle East.

Third World’s Assessment

Another view, sometimes
voiced by third world diplo-
mats, is that the Americans
need the Phalangists to keep|.

ment preoccupled and om the
defensive, so it is less likely to
upset Mr. Kissinger’s diplomacy. )
- Partisans of the second|i
school of thought recall a
quickly forgotten incident last
July, when Representative Les
Aspin, Democrat of Wisconsin,
pointed an accusing finger at

a Lebanese representative of|;

‘Colt Industries named Sarkis
G. Soghanalian, 'who had re-
ceived embassy and State De-

IMr Karami and is .a -friend!

{of Raymond Edde, a Christian
jcentrist who would like to suc~
‘ceed Mr. Franjieh next year.

* lively ‘conversatienalist;
VIr Godley, in what appeacred
to be a series of calculated
indiscretions, aired his- feelings
on the remains of the coektail

partment approval for the sale
of $250,000 worth of handguns
and ammunition to-unspecified
clients here.
* Mr. Soghanalian, who s
known- te have contacts on
the Lebanese right, denied that
,he had intended to sell thej:
jweapons to the Phalangists, the
{Palestinians or- .any of the
‘'growing private armies. None-|

! also before the Sinai dis: -
days of 1958 are over. The, ° e oeneage

the Palestinian guerrilla move-|

ficlal ‘assured’ a reportsr thati .
the 2,000 Coit pistols were des-
tined for “responsible elements
—that is, Christian elements.”]
That was before the factional
conflict exploded into z confla-
gration that has taken at least
4,000. lives and “assumed inter-
national dimensions. It was

ment accord and before a}
ymarked _evolution in " offieialf
{American” thinking on- .the
{Palestinian question, which. cul-t
minated two weeks ago in tbe;
testimony of Harold H. Saun-
|ders Deputy Assistant Secreta-
ity of State for Near Eastern
‘and South: Asian Affairs, who
isaid: “The issue is not whether
{Palestinian_interests should be
expressed in a.final settlement,
but how. There will be no peacej
until an'answer'is found.” ~ -

‘Hard-Liners Have Lost O\it’

This attitude, which has un-
settled the Israehs has not
been lost on the Palestine
Liberation Organization nor 0N
other Arabs who closely follow
American decisions.

“I think the hard-Jiners have
ilost out,” an Arab diplomat
{who- knows- the United States
said of-Lebanon. “I think thel
,Americans . have decided to
iback the mainstream rather
‘than to try to profit from the
divisions in Lebanon for short-
term gains.”

“T wouldn’ t calliit a construc-
tive attitude,” he continued,!
“but at least it's not divisive.”]

A well-placed Palestinian
guerrilla echoed the theme:
‘We are even hearing that the
Americans are not selling guns
to the Phalangists,” he said.

If it is a fact that the Ameri-
cans are not arming the con-
servatives or sanctxonmg indi-
rect sales, the United States
may begm to shake off the
Jimage that has stuck since
{1958. But a number of skeptics.
remain to be convinced that it
is not sanctioning gun sales

:Them, _in. an apparent bow! and dinner circuit. Beirut is aj

Christian Science Monitor
L, December 1975 "

Israel grows wary
U.S. may desert it

There is a crisis in relanons between Israel
and the United States.
sraelis are more apprehensive than ever
about being deserted by the U S. on the issue
of the Palestinians.

theless, a State Department of- }ireﬁg_ e

Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) to a
special council debate on the Middle East
scheduled for Jan. 12,

They were not assuaged by the US. —ina
note to the Soviet Union Tuesday — proposing
a preparatory meeting, from which the PLO
would be excluded, to discuss reconvening the
Middle East peace conference at Geneva (as
distinct from the Security Council). In any
case, Soviet Foreign Minister Andrei A.
Gromyko lost no time in rejecting the U.S.
proposal later Tuesday.

Accommodation with
PLO urged by some

By Francis Ofner . They were alarmed wben the US. last  Things may well be brought to a head long

) Special correspondent of weekend let go through the Security Council before Jan. 12. Egypt has taken the initiative
- The Christian Science Monitor an agreement that they bitterly opposed at the UN to have the PLO represented in the
) Jerusalem pecause it-included an invitation to the immediate Security Council debate which the
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Lebanese are seeking after Tuesday’s Israeli
air raids on Palestinian refugee camps in
Lebanon said in Israel to be guerrilla centers.
For Israelis, the key and agonizing question
now is: What price will the U.S. extract from

Israel for a U.S.

veto of ‘any future Security

Council resolution deemed inimical to Israel, i
pameularly on the PLO issue? : <

- Israeli Foreign Ministry sources here as- They,mclude Justice M
sume that Israel could expect an American
veto for a resolution that would: =
1. Expressly recognize the PLO before the
PLO has recognized Israel and unda'taken to:

live in peace with it, or -

2. Impose on

the Israeli-Arab dispute.

But the Israeli

Israel by force a solution to

diplomats who maintain daily

move on the Israeli side on the Palestine issue.
Mr. Rabin, as well as his Minister of Defense,
Shimon Peres, are still against. any recogni-
.hon ofthePLO evenxhtwereﬁrstto

Israel.

fﬂ“’r &%

Minister Chaim hdok,
| Housing Minister Avraham Ofer, and Health:
Minister Victor Shemtov. Foreign Minister
Yigal Allon is somewhere between Mr. Rabin
and this ministerial group.

At the weekly Cabinet meetmg last Sunday,
it was decided to discuss the question of ‘“‘new
- foreign pohcy initiatives” at one of the next

Indeed, that much anerges fmm ‘a cable meetmgs Unofficially it was confirmed that
that President Ford sent to Israeli Premier
Yitzhak Rabin on Dec. 2.

’ “initiatives” was. meant Israel’s approach
to the PLO.
David Anable reports from the United

contacts with the State Department and the Nations:

White House still expect to be asked by  Israel mmderexmepresmehere And
. now, ironically, Israel’s air raids on Palestin-

Washmgton to pay a price for a veto.
_Because of this, something has started to ' mnremgeecamps'l‘tmdayhavepreupntated

‘Garry Wle

‘the very issue against which-the raids are
thought partly to have been in protest —
participation of the PLO in a Security Council
debate. -

That had been expected Jan. 12 at the
earliest, but Egypt moved Wednesday to have
the PLO represented at the immediate Secu-
. POsition. | rity Council meeting requested by Lebanon to
discuss the raids.

The Arab aim is to drive a wedge between
Israel and the United States, not least over
,acceptanceofaroleforthePLO

. This week the Israelis were under fire here

in yet another General Assembly debate on
thebﬁddleEastaswd]asmnearlyan the
Assembly’s seven committees.

“You can move from committee to com-
mittee today,” said Israeli Ambassador Chaim
Herzog to his General Assembly au-
dience,“and you will discover that this obses-
sion with Israel, which has been imposed upon
you, has become a mania which has by now

. perverted this organization into . .- a body
.which is rapidly losing any v&stige of “cre-
dxblhtymtheeyesafdecentpeople "

Monday, November 24,1975 " The Washmgion Star -

.

Why U. S should flght

‘new racist crusade’

Is there racism in Israel?

“ Ungquestionably. It is a na-

tion made up of human
beings, and one of the most
persistent of the human
vices is racial antagonism.
There is a prejudice agamst
Arabs within Israel’s origi-
nal borders, and a denial of

" civil rights to those within

the occupied territories,

But Israel’s record of ra--

cial prejudice is positively
angelic next to America’s.
Our treatment of Indrans,
blacks, the Nisei, Puerto
Rxcans, Chicanos ha's been
desplcable in the.past and

. has-risen,’in recent years,

v

to a level merely bad. But
remember that, with only

" one- exception (the Nisei),

our prejudice was loosed on

people who were not ailied:

to enemles in war time.

Israelxs have been fight-

. =‘mg Arabs, off'and on, for 30

years, and. there is a long
hxstory of cultural antago-

" nism before-that. This had

- to -affect the treatment of .

Arabs within the Israeli na-
tion. But this tréatment has
been so careful that one of
the charges often made is
that Israelis patmmze the

Arabs by demandmg less ‘of

them!

- If the General Assembly N

were to-vote that Ameri-
caps are racist, the charge
would have a great deal of
truth to it. But it- would be
hypocritical and irrelevant.
It would not be mounted by
"people with records much

bettér. It would not help us -

or anyone wipe out the re-
maining stains of racism in
our; country.

“Then why the ‘equivalent
assault on Israel? Because
the assault is not equiva-

- lent. The General Assembly~

" was not attacking Israel for
the incidental traces of rac-
ism in its practice. It was
attacking the very basis of
the State of Israel’s exist-
ence. It was saying that
Israelis had no right to the
ingathering of their perse-

-cuted brothers within the
sanctuary of Israel.

. when he sai

call the mdlvzdual Jew a:
racist, arnd to’ deny his or
her civil rights in other
countries.

The response of Congress
was entirely in order. The
President s‘roke too soon

we should not
even consider pulling out of
the U.N. That is exactly
what we must consider, -
very cautiously but very
thoroughly. Moreover, the
President should order
Rogers Morton to stop play--
ing games with Commerce
Department information on

" . the Arab boycott. We should

~ The monstrous reversals
in this General Assembly
vote are hard to exagger-
ate. Israel was founded as
an asylum for the principal
-victims- of racism in. this

- century. It took its origin, in
large part, as a remedy to
racism at its worst. Yet for
trying to escape the racism
of centuries of European
practice, it is now called
racist. . N

‘And those great defend-
.ers of racial equality, who
voted for ‘the General
Assembly resolution, are
thevmselves renewing the
very racism that led to Is-
rael's. foundation. They are

- proscnbmg a whole country

-~ not.its faults or correct-
able practices, but its very
reason for being.

-In‘doing this, they pros-
cribe. as well a whole
.people, each member of the
Jewish faith nc matter

~where he or she lives. The.
cannection of any Jew to Is-
rael’s hopes will be used to

make sure that our aid and .
trade with other countries
in no way lends de facto as-
sistance to the racists’ cam-
paign against the State of

.Israel,

* Anti-Semitism has been
in the world a 'very long
time; yet the shocked re-
sponse-to Hitler's obsceni-
ties offered us hope that we
would see its demise in our .
lifetime. There. has been
motion toward the realiza-
tion of that hope — e.g., in
the way Christian churches
have expunged the remains
of prejudice against the -
Jews from their theology
and llturgxes

That is why it comes as
such a blow to see the force
and reach of the new anti-
Semitism expressed in that
vote of the General Assem-
bly. Whatever obstacles we
can place in the path of this
new racist crusade, we are -
obliged to place there, while
seeking peace for all man-
kind. :

L3
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The American withdrawal from
Southeast Asia unleashed a spate of
national soul-searching. Americans
began to ask themselves and their
government uncomfortable but long
overdue questions ‘concerning the
origin of US. involvement, the dyna-
mics of escalation, the covert war-
making powers of the executive
branch, and the perception of US. in-
terests abroad, and assured them-
selves that no such venture would
happen again, L

Yet something similar is happening
again. Once again the United States

Gerald Bender, former director of
the UCLA Interdisciplinary project on
Angola, Mozambique and Bissau, is
the author of several articles and a
forthcoming book on Angola, and has
consulted with the State Department
on the country. He lives in Los An-
geles. -

is'involved in a foreign civil war, this
time in the newly independent Afri-
can-nation Angola. .

While publicly the State Depart-
ment either denies or refuses to com-
ment on allegations of American in- -
volvement in Angola, the CIA has
been quietly intervening. The pat-
tern is familiar, but there is one ma- .
jor difference: The Administration:
and the CIA have not been able to .
hide their activities-from the Ameri-
can people. .

Harlier this month while Secretary
of State Henry A. Kissinger was
strongly condemning the "extra-con-
tinental" interference in Angola, Wil- .
liam Colby, the lame duck director of
the CIA, and Joseph Sisco, undersec
retary of state, told a closed session
of the Senate Foreign Relations Com- °
mittee that the CIA has been covert-
ly supplying two of the contending
Angolan parties with rifles, machine
guns, vehicles, ammunition and logis-
tical support.

What are the origins of the Ango-
lan war, which has prevented the
emergence of a unified nation and
claimed between 20,000 and 30,000
lives in 19757 What are U.S. interests
in the area? How did the United
States become involved and why? -

Ethnic, racial, class, regional, and
ideological differences divide the
three Angolan nationalist movements
—the Popular Movement for the
Liberation of Angola (MPLA), the
Nationalist Frront for the Liberation
of Angola (FNLA), and the Nationa-
list Union for the Total Independence
of Angola (UNITA). In addition, an
intense distrust and personal animosi-
ty exist among the movements' lead-
ers.. . .

i

s U.S. Bein
el

© v e

Each of-the movements draws
most of its supporters from one of
three major ethno-linguistic regions.
The FNLA is located among the ap-
proximately 700,000 KiKongo speak-
ing peoples of the northwest; the
MPLA has traditionally received sup- -
port from the 1.3 million Kimbundu -
speakers in the north-central part of
the country around the eapital Luan-
da; and UNITA is firmly based
among the more than 2 million Qvim-
bundu in central Angola. S

~Angolan nationalists were never °
able to form a common front during
the 14 .years of armed -struggle
against Portuguese colonialism. The
principal rivals have been the MPLA
and FNLA, whose relative strengths
vacillated throughout the colonial
war as well as during the past year.
At the time of the Portuguese coup
in April, 1974, the FNLA was almost
universally acknowledged to have.
the largest and best equipped army.
_‘The FNLA has received most of its
Wrms and fraining from Angola's
northern neighbor, Zaire, whose
President Mobutu apparently feels .
that the best means of securing his
1,300 mile border with Angola would. ;
be to have his brother-in-law, FNLA
President Holden Roberto, ‘at the
helm of gevernment. Since 1973, the
FNLA has also received considerable
arms, money. and military training -
from the Chinese who, fearing the
MPLA's growing dependence upon
Russian assistance, have thus extend-
ed the Sino-Soviet rivalry to Angola. .

- The MPLA turned to its foreign
supporters for help in avoiding an
FNLA onslaught. Russia, which had -
been the principal supplier of arms
‘and money during the long colonial
struggle, enthusiastically responded
along with. Yugoslavia, Cuba, and a
number of African countries.

By late spring of this year, the fre-
quent minor clashes between the two
nationalist movements grew into an
all-out war. By the end of September
the MPLA controlled 12 of the coun-
try's 16 district capitals.

The third movement, UNITA,
which has received the least amount
of external aid and is consequently
the weakest militarily, tried to stay
out of the fight between the other
two movements. But neutrality was
possible only for so long: UNITA had
to choose to fight with one group or
the other to avoid being crushed by
them. .

Ideologically, UNITA is closer to
the MPLA, but now has thrown its
lot in with the FNLA. One important

rawn Into

Conflict?

reason for UNITA's decision is that
‘the party could obtain weapons from
the FNLA's patrons (e.g. Zaire, Chi-
na, the CIA, France and South Afri-
ca) while the Russians and other
MPLA suppliers had little interest in
arming a potential rival. Angola is at

“war and UNITA, above all, wants

For the past two months, the com-
bined forces of the FNLA and UNI-
TA—with" considerable help from
Portuguese, South African, Rhode- -
‘sian and French mercenaries (many
of whom admittedly fought in Biafra)
—have dislodged the MPLA from
most of the territory it held in the
central and southern regions of the
country. According to one State De-
partment analyst, "These white
troops have made the difference and
turned the war around.”

The introduction of white mercena-
ries into the conflict seriously esca-
lated the war. In only three weeks '
they moved 600 miles with tanks and
armored cars from Angola's southern
border, They are now close to Luan-
da, the MPLA stronghold, and threat -
en to provide Holden Roberto with
the necessary firepower to carry out .
his vow to “flatten the capital." To
stave off this threat, Cuba and Mo-
zambique- reportedly have sent be- .
tween 2,000 and 3,000 troops to help
the MPLA defend the capital. )

The ailiance between the FNLA
and UNITA is tenuous and destined
to collapse if they ever defeat the
MPLA. UNITA was initially founded
in the mid-1960s by dissident mem- .
bers of the FNLA, led by UNITA
President Jonas Savimbi, who once
served as. FNLA President Holden .
Roberto's ‘foreign minister. Savimbi
charged at the time of his break with
Roberto that the movement was
dominated by one man (Roberto) and
"flagrant tribalism.” He has repeated
similar charges during the decade
which has followed, including only a
few months ago. .

In fact, after almost 20 years, Hold-
en Roberto has been unable:to dele-
gate meaningful authority or to at-
tract sigrificant non-Bakongo cadres.
Moreover, at the outset of the coloni-
al war in 1961, the principal victime
of Bakongo attacks were thousands
of Ovimbundu coffee plantation
workers. When the FNLA assumed
almost total control of northern An-
gola in the fall of 1974, one of their
first acts was to expell 60,000 Ovim- -
buindu working on the coffee estates.
Today the tension between the two
groups is manifest in Huambo-—the
capital of the FNLA-UNITA newly
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proclaimed Popular and"Democratic:
Republic of Angola—where UNTITA
and FNLA soldiers have frequently
been exchanging gunfire. Unless An- -
gola is partitioned, it is highly proba-
ble that the FNLA and UNITA will
"meet as enemies, not allies, on a fu-
ture battlefield

‘U.S. covert support for the FNLA
and UNITA has been largely indirect,
and disbarsed mainly through neigh-
boring Zaire. Zaire has supplied arms
and equipment from its own forces
which the United States has been re-
plenishing. In fact, Zaire turned over
So much materiel to the FNLA over
the past 12 months that President
Mobutu was forced to tell Holden
Roberto in late May or early June
that he could spare no more. Furth-
ermore, the Chinese warned Roberto
about the same time that they could
promise no further military aid be-
yond 1975. The Zairian and Chinese
warnings to Roberto, which coincid-
ed with some- of the MPLA's most
impressive victories, apparently wor-
ried Kissinger; since it appears that -
US. covert aid to the FNLA in- .
creased substantially this past. sum-
mer.” . .. . oo :

In addition to using Zaire as a con-
duit for covert aid, the State Depart-
ment is trying to persuade Congress
to agree to a more than five-fold in-
crease in overt military assistance to
Zaire (from-$3.5 million to $19 mil-
lion), and a three-fold increase in
economic aid (from $20 to $60 mil-
lion).

The drop in the price of copper and
the increase in the price of oil are
two important factors, along with the
heavy burden of the intervention in ,
Angola, that resulted in a- major eco-
nomic crisis which caused Zaire to
default on over $8 million in loans
during the past two.months, US,
firms have about $750 million invest-
ed in Zaire, which could be jeopard
ized if this crisis continues. Kissinger

sees Mobutu as one of Washington's

strongest allies in opposing Russian
interests in Africa, and therefore he
would like to help him out of his dif-
ficult economic circumstances: If ‘the
war continues, the United: States-
probably will have to assume an -
ever-increasing role as the supplier -

of military equipment. .

U.S. involvement in this cjvil war
appears aimed . at preventing the
MPLA from €xercising power in An-
gola, in the belief that the party's ad-
vocacy of socialism and its heavy de-
pendence on the Soviet ‘Union for -
arms and - financial support imply -

“that it is a danger to .S, "interests."

But what are American interests in
the area: Economic? Strategic? Dip-
lomatic?

The total value of fixed US. in-
vestment in Angola is very small—
under $70 million, the overwhelming

" majority of which comes from one
company, Gulf Oil Corp. Ironically,
and significantly, Gulf does not ap-
pear to-share Kissinger's or Colby's
fear of the MPLA. Saydi Mingas, the

MPLA finance minister in the transi-

tional government, recently re-

marked in Washington that relations .

between- his party and Gulf were )
"very good.” The company does not
perceive the MPLA to constitute a -
greater threat to its operations than
the FNLA or UNITA. The oil compa-
1y is concerned about U.S. interven-
tion—a concern which -has- been
quietly communicated” to- the State
Department. *- S
- Does the United States have strate- :
gic interests in Angola? In'a 1970 Na=
“tional Security Council study (NSSM
39), Kissinger argued that the United
States had no strategic interests
there. Colby made it clear in his re-
cent testimony before the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee that
the United States still perceives no -
strategic interests at stake in Angola.
Is the United States then interested
in scoring diplomatic- victories -
through its Angolan involvement?
Sen. . Richard C. Clark (D-Iowa), -
chairman of the Foreign Relations |
Subcommittee on Africa, argues that *
rather than bolstering American dip-
lomatic efforts in Africa, we- are’
alienating a number of African leads -
ers. Moreaver, Kissinger has little -
support for his policy. within his own -
.African bureau. After a thorough re:
view of the Angolan situation within
the State Department this past June:-
the bureau almost unanimously rec-
ommended that the United States
. stay out of the conflict. .
1f no solid case can be made to sup-
port American intervention to
protect economic, strategic or diplos .
matic interests in Angola; why .has-;
the United States become involved in.

..the Angolan tragedy? "To.stop So=
| viet domination,” Adminisiration offi.
| cials argue in an accent which has a

decidedly cold war, rather than de-
tente, ring to it. ) .

- Unquestionably an MPLA-dominat.
ed Angola would be more sympathet-
ic to the Soviet Union than to the

" United States. After all, the Russians
gave them the means to resist Portu-
guese colonialism which had been ia-

, Citly supported by the United States.

. Moreover, some leaders consider

themselves marxists, which places

“them closer to Soviet, not American,

“perceptions of the world. But does

.this really spell Soviet domination?

.Does this really Justify putting mil- -

- lions of dollars worth of American -
weapons into the hands of other An-
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A Russian ‘Vietnan

THE MOST IMPORTANT political event of the year in

" gelans and white mercenaries?

; Similar concerns were recently ex-
{ pressed about Soviet aid and manxist
{ Thetorjc in Guinea-Bissawr and Mo- -
| zambique, but neither country -has
|-shown signs of Russian domination.
;-In' fact, FRELIMO already has dem--
{-onstrated its independence from the
+Soviet Union on at least two impor-
~-tant issues in recent months. And Idi
- Amin's recent rupture with Moscow
i should have put t6 rest the myth-
j that Russian arms are tantamoun to

Russian domination..It is a dangerous
- trap to measure the politics of Afri-
., €an leaders By-the source of their
.. arms. Pride is a more reliable guide..
- --'No American official has suggested .
i.that Chinese arms to the FNLA or
- the flattery bestowed upon China by
 Holden Roberto indicates that he or
- his party are Maoists. Nor has it been

suggested that South African arms to
+UNITA bind them to a support of
- apartheid.. Neither can it be argued.
.ithat CIA: support: of both groups.
- guarantees they will be friends of the:
. United States in-the future. Both
. UNITA's . Savimbi - and FNLA's-
- Roberto have: strongly: attacked-the -
> United States in the past and:they:
* will undoubtedly do.it again in. the
- future, o

-sz.Rather than emulating the familiar :
ieourse of intervention and escalation -
: in-Vietnam, the United States should
take a second look :at-Angola. If de-
~tente still has any meaning, the Unit. .
‘ed:States should be exhausting. all.
sdiplomatic means to reach an accord:!
« With the: Soviet Union to reduce the
“Jevel of violen than fintly
Tdising jt7%. o ' .
- As long. as! the. major . pow in,
< conjunction with dozens of secondary
‘' powers pursue policies of unilateral -
*intervention instead of multilatéral
“reconciliation, any hope for peace in .
Angola Temains dim. Until the Rus-,
~sians,” Chinese. and - Americans can:
" ‘agree-1o end this war by proxy, the
- ‘carnage in-Angola will continue. The :
3 cessation of international interven.
“tion”is no ‘guarantee that Angolans
*~ will reconcile their differences, but it

=*would at least afford them the oppor-

~tunity. to try to resolve these differ.-
“-ences at the conference table and not

3

e

’ ?

~ the Third World i§ the Kremlin’s burgeoning intervention
it'the Angolan civil'war, N othing faintly like it has been .
‘seen since the.period 10 years ago when the United States
Started sinKing' deeply into the quagmire of Vietnam, -

Now _as .then; a

great power is committing military ;

supplies.and manpower to help a favored client in alocal
-struggle for power, Now as then, the other great power is )

coming more ar-less relu

ctantly to the support of the ;

other side. It is, frankly, inconceivable, that the Russians ;
.will end.up-putting haif a million men. ashore in Angola. ;
But already they seem to have furnished some hundreds :

Ls

of “‘advisers,” plus tens of millions of dollars in military .
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~

supplies, plus a few thousand Cuban proxies to take a
role in or at least near the actual battle. From a random ]
and intermittent guerrilla conflict, the struggle in Angola ;
has become—thanks mostly to Moscow—the- most
savage war currently going on in the world. - AL
What is behind this rampant Soviet adventurism? Why
’as the Kremlin gone halfway to the SouthPoleto all but .
openly. commit: its- prestige to- the fortunes. of a rather :
“routine - African- politician; - the Popular Mavement’s
‘Agostinho Neto, who may or may not remain. a loyal -
-¢lient- when—or-if—he’ establishes real power?- Angola
‘does” offer certain conventional great-power lures: a
‘good-Atlantic port opening on the sea lanes'aroynd the .
-Cape, -oil and minerals in apparently plenteous quan-
tities, the -opportunity to stick a thumb in China’s eye.
One wonders, though, if the real point of Soviet policy is
_not something else. Moscow perhaps sees a post-Vietnam
international setting in which its own power is waxing
and .American’ power, or American,resolve, is on ‘the
‘wane. Angola may be a test case to establish how much .
Soviet intervention the international traffic will now
bear.. . , ., ..
. » Sinee Angola'is jmportant in itself, and since the Soviet
performance 'daes, suggest'.an. experiment in power- -
flexing, it makes:a difference how the- United States.
responds. We would not want this country to:stand idly by %

Friday, November 21, 1975

.while the Russians play out their imperialistic game.
That would be an invitation to further power plays. But
-we -doubt the need;and correctness. of getting back into
-Covert-.competition with Moscow, as the United -
‘States—30 far with uncertain results—is in fact doing in
~Angola: The United States would do better to come before
-the’international community with clean hands, produce |
“the évidence of Soviet intervention, and use the means of
diplomacy and public pressure to call on theé Riissians to. .
g0 home. Surely some members of the Third -World .
understand their own self-interest in discouraging great- |
power military interventions. Secretary of State
Kissinger was entirely correct to warn the other day that
Soviet intervention in Angola is inconsistent with
professions of detente. : -
Alternately, the President could consider leveling with
the American people. He could, for instance, send up a
message to Congress saying that it matters, for the
following good strategic, economic and political reasons,
which group of Angolans runs Angola, and that the
United States should consider supporting a modest open
program to give a little help to its friends. Why not? If the
case for support cannot survive disclosure and debate, -

i _then let that be the end of it. Meanwhile, the important

thing to-do is to keep the eyes of the world sharply .
focused on,efic‘qy;wha_t the Russians are up to in Angola.

T CHRSTANASENGE MONTOR

a: rising East-West test

Angola: ris

~ By Joseph C. Harsch

=~ Nov. 11 to begin rival supply operations. Both seem to have reached full

: -Suﬁeﬂil'&émwwﬂsNEfmoﬂuAﬁd&w e e - ‘ﬂood by this past week, There is still the decisive military campaign

S tegr rtuguese {ahead. .
gg;w ?f&l&zwiﬁ%;s golony. : i The Soviet-backed MPLA forces are al the moment on the defensive.
" Russian trucks, tanks, guns, planes, “advisers” and pilots are Their main base is Luanda, but it is almost on the firing line.

reported seen in Luanda, capital of the Soviet supported MPLA Everything north of Luanda itse is in

(Popular Movement for the Liberation of Angola). - - .

_ American planes are reported landing cargoes of guns at Kinshasain .
neighboring Zaire. From there they are reported going to the northern-
forces of the combined National Front/Unita groups which control both :
the northern and southern parts of Angola. British pilots are reported.

. flying men and weapons to the southern National Front/Unita forces.

Western correspondents are getting as fast as possible to Hua.mbo
(formerly Nova Lisboa) which has been designated as the capital and
command center for the National Front/Unita forcs._ They rgpprt
white troops speaking with a South African accent, Americans training
local troops, and military equipment of American and West European.

. manufacture. B )

News reports suggest that the military supplies going to the no;them,
anti-Soviet forces are following the same supply line-from Beigzmq to"
Kinshasa which was used during the civil war in the former Belgian
Congo. Supplies to the Soviet-suppbrted MPLA are supposed to have .

. come by sea. Supplies to the southern anti-Soviet front prsurpably—
come from and through South Africa or through Zambia: - - -~ ¢

Cuban troops are said to have arrived in Luanda. The Chinese are’

- giving sympathetic' support to the anti-Soviet side. This aligns the .
Chinese with both Americans and South Africans. .

For an explanation, pull out your map- of Africa and note that Soviet
naval forces based at Luanda, or any other of the several gopd harbors

. of Angola, would be on the flank of the oil supply line which carries
Persian Gulf oil to Europe. The great tankers must go around me/Qapg.
The Suez Canal is not.deep enough. West Europe’s industrial fabrie

would come to a balt in a few weeks if anything ever cut off that flow of.

oil. : B - :

Soviet naval forces have a protected harbor on the Somali coast at.

Berbera. They also enjoy harbor facilities at Conakry in Guinea. So far,

they have no naval facilities on either side of the southern part of

Africa. A base at Luanda would be of only marginal value to their North

Atlantic submarine patrols, but would make it possible for their surface

forces to circle the African continent. This would help them in both the

South Pacific and the Indian Ocean. ’ - .

If the local communists in Portugal and. Spain could drive t!;e
Americans from the Iberian peninsula, the naval balance of power.in
both North and South Atlantic would be altered to Moscow’s advantage..

For the above reason the Western countries have obﬁggly
undertaken a substantial military supply operation to aid the anti-
Soviet factions in Angola. It would appear from reports that both sides
waited only for the official Portuguese withdrawal from Angola on

National Front/Unita hands. The northern
anti-Soviet forces claim to hold even the
power station which supplies electricity to
Luanda itself. . : -

* On the southern front the anti-Soviet forces-
have had a spectacular advance up the sea
coast. They have taken nearly 700 miles of
coastline and now are within 200 miles of
Luanda. They think there 'is nothing of
military importance between their present
front at Porto Amboim and the outskirts of
Luanda. ) -

The military prospect would seem to be for
the southern forces to push on up to the
Luanda area and dttempt to join their porth-
ern allies for the encirclement of Luanda.

Diplomatic observers point out that the.
Angola affair is a reversal of what had long .
been the usual pattern in such matters.

_Previously, American supplies moved openly -
to anti-communist forces while Moscow sup~
plied its clients indirectly or clandestinely.

In this case Soviet supplies have come
ashore at Luanda openly. Aid to the anti-Soviet
forces is unofficial, indirect, and more or less
clandestine, Newsweek Magazine’s correspon-
dent Andrew Jaffe asked a British pilot who
had flewn him to Huambo from Lusaka who
had hired him. He got the facetious reply,
“You can say we work for MI6%.” (MI6 is
British military intelligence.)

The Soviets had the legalistic advantage that
their clients were in control of Luanda which
had been the Portuguese capital of the whole

“of Angola. Their movement has been recog-

nized by meost countries which tend to vote

with Moscow as being the legitimate new

government of Angola. Hence they can claim

to be backing the legitimists while anti-Soviet

forces are backing the rival faction which as
___yet does not control the old capital.

16
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East Asia

WASHINGTON POST
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Jack v'Ar‘zderson

‘The Threat in Korea

Despite a slight cooling of tensions in

Korea, the north’s recklessly ambitious
-Kim 11 Sung could rekindle the Korean
War at any time.

But General Richard Stilwell, the U S,
commander in Korea, has concluded from
computer studies that he has the military
power to stop an invasion in its tracks. It

would take a blizzard of bombs from .
Guam-based B-52s, however; to do the job.

These are the findings of Rep: John
Murphy, D-N.Y., who has just spent a
week in Korea questioning the top com-
manders and browsing through secret

papers. He headed a congressional !

delegation of Korean War veterans, who

retiirned to their old battleground to assess -

) thedangerofanewwar_. L
" In a “Personal and Confidential” report
to House Speaker Carl Albert, the blunt-

spoken Murphy warns tersely: ‘“‘The.

problem in the near future is that Kim 1
Sung is essentially irrational and could
spark a deliberate attack with a resultant

4

‘

massive military response from South

Korea.”

. The U.S. intelligence directorate in the -

Pacific has a similar opinion of Kim but
expresses it in more bureaucratic
language. “Kim is a zealous nationalist
and a dedicated Communist wholly
capable of executing faulty judgements
. based on mi
has stated. ““He also suffers from tunnel
vision where the Korean peninsula is
concerned, and he is not interested in
global detente, which can only hinder his
goal of reunification by force of arms.”

According to Murphy, both China and

Russia have a restraining hold upon the-

jon,” the directorate..

impetuous Kim. “It is generally known -

that since the ‘shocks of Spring’~the fait '

of Saigon and Phnom Penh—Kim has

attempted to exploit what he perceived as -

a weakening U.S. stancein Asia.

*“He went to Peking to ask for help, buk-
‘adventure was not encouraged.
there...”” Murphy asserts. “Kim: is looked:

his

f

Republic of China. I do not believe that
China is interested in a new war on the
Korean Peninsula... .
“With a longstanding invitation to visit
Moscow, he has (also) attempted to visit
Soviet leaders, ostensibly to persuade
them to support a move south, whereupon
-the ‘longstanding invitation was with-
~drawn.” ’

Nevertheless, Murphy warns that Kim’s
ties to the twoCommunist superpowers are
sufficiently secure that “in the event Kim .
‘unilaterally invades the Republie’ ofy
Korea, China or Russia would not let North:

. Korea be extinguished.”. %
+In Murphy’s view; Kim is csught in an’?
economic vise and !‘his time i running '
out.” Murphy cites the apprehensions of+
US. officials, therefore, that “Kim may-
think this winter is ‘now or never,’-and he
may go for broke trying to reach Seoul.”

Using computers to calculate the moves -

" available to Kim, the U.S. command
believes a push down the traditional
central invasion routes could be stopped in
five days. Therefore, Kim’s best bet, the
computers indicate, would be to_ drive
down the shorter, northwestern route. .

But the computers show that the com-
bined Korean-American forces, with the
artillery- firepower, tactical air support
and- B-52 ‘bombing’ strikes available to

" them, could stop the North Koreans “in
‘their tracks.” Declares. Murphy: “The

' command- assumes -North Korea could
only. last from 30 to 60 days without
massive aid from their Russian.and
Chinese allies.” - ) <

"~ In case of a North Korean attack,
Stilwell is prepared for “an immediate,
violent and successful response,” and he
has “supreme confidence” in the South

- Korean Army which is “weil trained and
fit.” ) ' . S

-~ But Murphy S gravely alarmed over the

: substandard equipment; which the South
Koreans are stuck with. The supplies that
the U S. left behind after the Korean War,

f

upon as unstable by his former ally, the:  he reports, were mostly World War' 1T
- 'THE WASHINGTON POST — Thursday, Nov. 27, 1975

vintage and are now *‘woefully obsolete.*”
Yet 80 per cent of the military ex-
penditures since 1950, he alleges,- “has
been used to maintain the old equipment
originally left by the U.S. forces.” T
" The result is that “large units” of the
South Korean Army “are still equipped
with the old M-1 rifles—or no rifles -at
all—while the North Korean Army is
equipped with fully automatic AK 47
riﬂﬁ‘ " - L.

And half of the South Korean Air Forpe
sconsists of F86-F sabrejets. ..

Although the North Koreans -have
superior equipment, he notes that. both
Russia and China are withholding-their
advanced arms from an indignant Kim...,

Reports Murphy: “Kim 11 Sung, ac-
cording to our intelligence, has ‘com-
plained bitterly’ over this practice andhas
been .refused access to. the much .more
advanced MIG-23, the so-called Fox:Bat,
which the Russians provided the Arab.
~nations during the 1973 Yom Kippur War.:

“China has followed the same pattern as
Russia and has provided the North
Koreans with a lower level of military
technology than it currently possesses.”

Murphy calls for the US. to bring the

- South Korean Army “to parity with the-
North Korean Armed Forces in terms of
sophisticated weapons and weapons
systems.” :

Quoting from actual speeches, he also
warns that Kim “promises to violate the
truce- and-start a new war if the United-
States pulls out of Korea."” The U.S.
presence north of the Han River, Murphy
therefore- contends, “is the peychological

“and military obstacle that prevents North
Korea from attempting an invasion of the
south.” g ; .

-~ He urges: ‘“The Congress should make
‘no mistake that the relatively symbolic-
forces of the United States in South Korea

‘are’ maintaining peace and security ot
onfy on the.peninsula, but ultimately in the-
Western Pacific.” L

United Feature Syndicate, Inc. ot

" Indonesian Funding of Costly

* . ByMartin Woollacott
v ' Mfl!thtsﬂf@ulfﬂ}lﬂ -

i JAKARTA— When the J1.S,
‘space agency shoots
“Palapa” into orbit in July,
Indonesia will share with the
United States, Canada and the
Saviet Union the distinction of
actually possessing one of
those icons of modern .
technology, a communications
satellite. :

One of the poorest nations in
Asia is joining one of the mast
expensive clubs in the world — |

another example of the
Indonesian government’s
fatal fondness, its critics say,
for illusory and gimmicky
shortcuts to “modernity’” and
economic growth. )

Thus ‘““Palapa,” which will
crown a. communications
improvement program
costing $1.5 billion has become
“a focus of controversy as welt *
aspride. e

That $1.5 billion would buy
an awful lot of the little dams,
roads, bridges, health centers,
schools and small factories
desperately needed by-the
impoverished peasant mass of
Java, 80 million people living
at the highest agricultural
density in the world. The same
is true of the many smaller but
only slightly better-off

- chipelago.” The exaggeration
communities on the outer . is pardonable as a means of

pace Project Stirs Criticism|

islands from Sumatra to the
Moluccas.

‘“Instead,” said . an
Indonesian journalist, “‘they
are going to get President
Suharte live on television, plus
the facility, which none of -
them will ever use, of being

- able to telephone someone at

the other end of the "ar-

L7

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380003-3




Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380003-3

‘dramatizing the difficult
choices the Indonesian
government inevitably faces.

The archipelago come-
munications program was
conceived in the afterglow -of
the oil boom, when Indonesia
thought it was going to have so
much money the only problem
would be how tospendit. ,

That Euphoria has vanished
now, but the program is not -
one of those projects the
government plans to scale
down or postpone, for it is of
central . political and .-
psychological importance to
the army generals, assisted by
technocrats, who have run -
Indonesia since the fall of
Sukarno. - :

The very name assigned to
the satellite is indicative; it
refers to one of the most
famous events in Javan
history. Gajak Madah, prime
minister of the Empire of
Majapahit, swore an cath, it is
recorded, that he would not |
eat white. coconut meat |
(palapa) until the unity of the ‘
realm was restored.

That was in- the 14th cen-
.fury, - but' ' ramshackle
medieval ‘empires . -~

- Majapahit itself lasted less
than ‘100 years —. are
Indonesia’s  only real :
historical claim to have |

existed as a nation, rather
than a as a collection of
separate societies unified only
by the experience of Dutch
rule. .

Thus *“palapa’ means

unification, which Indonesia’s
rulers, despite the everyday
rhetoric . of speeches and
propaganda, see as a task only
half completed at best.

In this they have good
reason. In Java itself, three

- separate sub-societies, each

with its own language and
history — Javan, Sundan, and
Maduran—share the crowded

", island territory. Outside Java,

on the 3,000 islands of the
archipelago, another 11 major
sub-societies, and hundreds of
smaller ones, exist. .
“Palapa” will carry about
3,000 simultaneous phone
conversatans and one color TV
channel.
capacity appears to have been
earmarked for military use

and the Ministry of Education,

with some “spare.”

All this, however, will cost
“only’ $150 million. The other
$1.35 billion is being spent on

the upgrading of conventional

telecommunications — ‘the _

- extension of the existing
microwave system and of the ; .

telephonenet in urban areas.

From the government’s

The rest of the.

| —pottit of view, the program will -

do four important things.”

First, it will- provide swift
military conmunications for
an army still fearful of revolt,
riotand rebellion, :

Second,” it will - make
nationwide
broadcasting possible,
leading, it is hoped, to the
cultural and - ideological
unification of the country.

Third, it will permit
nationwide education
television, seen as a quick way
to better education in a
country where 40 per cent of
the 6-to-14 -age group still
receive noschooling.

Finally, it will greatly
improve existing telephone
links between main centers
while at the same time
bringing into the system —

- through the satellite — small .
and distant but politically or

- economically important
‘communities.. B
But the program. faces a
number of problems:
- —Existing phone lines are

already badly overloaded (it -

costs $1,500 in:bribes to get a
phone.installed) and: clearly
could net easily accommodate
the new traffic., B e

—There is little TV
programing and what there is

television ..

educational TV, although a
crash program is under way to’
train 1,000 producers,

directors, and writers abroad. -

. Educational TV has not really
worked anywhere else in-the -
underdeveloped world,
skeptics point out, asking why:,
it should work now in
-Indonesia. .
The government has great
hopes that the program will be-
{ of immediate political use in »
| the 1977 elections and has a-
‘ vision of villagers all over
Indonesia gathered around the |
communal TV set to listen to~
pre-election chats fromr:
! President Suharto or toabsotb,’
the gospel of Sukarno's “five;
principles” night after night. ..
“It's not so laughable,” said"
a diplomat. “The new"
programs will go on about’
i development and moders:
*. nization — and, right in fronts
of you, in the shape of the very®
-TV itself, will be proof of thag®
development.” The govern.:
ment, an heir of the magical:
and. mystical tradition oft

.i~ Java, is putting its faith this?

time in a piece of Western®
i scientificmagie, | 4
_'_ The program can bef
i defended on rational grounds;fi
' but in the end it is an actof?
aith,

.—And there now is no -
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 The US.-Vietnam Relationship

; AMERICAN POLICY TOWARD Vietnam has come
full circle. From regarding. that Asian land as a place
where our very national destiny would:be shaped,
Washington has withdrawn to the view that we must first
of all care for the welfare of the few American citizens
who happen still to be there. This is a prudent policy; one
wishes it had been adopted, say, a decade earlier. It also

isshowing some signs of success.

- For months after the Communist triumph in April, the
Vietnamese insisted they would not deal with the United
States in any way until Washington acknowledged its-aid
commitment in the Paris accords of January, 1973. That
commmitment, however, was hedged on the “(an-
ticipation) that this agreement will usher in an era. of
reconciliation.”
Thieu’s, no loriger exists. Washinigton has, correctly,
pronounced the agreement “dead”—dead as a basis
for policy and dead in terms of public support for it. By -
releasing nine Americans (mostly missionaries) out of
the 50-odd who stayed on after April, and by accepting
1,600 Vietnamese refugees back from Guam, Vietnam
demonstrates in deed if not word that it thinks the Paris
accords are dead, too. . ’

The Ford administration, which had taken a rigid
bargaining position, at once relaxed a bit and authorized
some token private relief shipments by the American
Friends Service Committee. Secretary of State Kissinger
explained that there was “no obstacle to the principle of
normalization’” and that the United States was ready to
reciprocate Vietnam's “gestures.” Vietnam at once
made its own response, inviting the House Select Com:

One government that signed it, Mr.

FH s

mittee on Missing Persons in Southeast Asia to meet its

representatives in Paris. This committee, set up last
September under the chairmanship of Rep. G. V. Mon-
tgomery (D-Miss.), has a membership spanning the

" familiar spectrum-of American opinion on Vietnam.! It

. seems to have successfully conveyed to the Vietnamese,
however, that on the particular issue of the 820
Americans officially listed as missing in aot{:n in
Indochina, it speaks with a single voice. Mr. Mon-

tgomery is going to Paris with Mr. Kissinger’s "
blessing—an all too rare example of congressional-. N
executive collaboration on an important foreign policy .

matter.

Whatever their previous views, most Americans, we |

surmise, have lost their zest for engaging any of the
issues still posed by Vietnam. Neither revenge nor, guilt
nor strategic purpose stirs more than small eddies. This
makes it impossible for the Vietnamese to play on
American divisions and passions, as they once did, for
ends of their own. It makes it feasible, however, for a
careful policy of normalization to be worked out with
adequate public support. We think Vietnam would be
foolish to expect a nickel’s worth of American aid. But
the Vietnamese still have political reasons of their
own—offsetting the pressures they feel from China and
Russia—to cultivate a relationship with the United
States. In brief, they need us more than we need them.
This is the reason one can hope the Vietnamese are
coming to realize that they cannot treat the few
Americans left in their country as hostages, and that all
Americans share an interest in receiving what
satisfaction is possible with respect to the MIAs.

L8
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’l‘he Washingioi MEFry-Go-

Latin America

o-RKound

By Jack Andersou‘
- and Les Whitten

L}

. Despite . the balmier

- Caribbean breezes blowing

. between-Cuba and the United

. States,. secret Senate
t’estlmony warns that Fidel
Castro is still trying to spread
Jhis - revolutmn Cto U S ’
- territory. :

. The veteran‘mvesngator

. Alfoniso Tarabochia, testifying

- behind. closed doors of the .

. Sgnate Internal Security
:subcommlttee charged that
' the ' Cuban leader. 'is-

. collaborating with the Soviet -

. KGB toundermine democracy
: m.PwertoRlco_
Mog:c than 200 Puertcv

o, “were ' trained in.
terronsm .This number does
- tiok.include the 60 or 70 Puerto
Rmens who traveled to Cuba
o Venceremos

Briga
'Ehls ﬂbrigade has been
portxayed as: -fresh-faced-
young- /Americans., eager

" merely to help Cubans’.chop
- sugar cane. But Tarabochia
. testified that the Venceremos
Brigade “i# contralled by the
KGB through the: Cuban

- under a cabinet”
* Rico.
. detonation devices were found
_with the bombs.

‘:-Afbuquerque’

e IntelhgenceDrrectorate ” The

DGI, as the. directorate:is
better known; reported
directly ta Castro:
Selected. members of the
brigade,  according to
Tarahochia, are hip deep in.
Puerto Rican revolution. His
tale of intrigue and sub-
version, incidentally, has been

~.confirmed to us by US. in-

telligence sources.

- “Detente and the lifting of

the blockade of Cuba™ may be
the tune Castro is whistling,

said Tarabochia, but below
“the surface...
indications that ‘the. Cubans _

there are no.

have renounced theu- policy of .

subversion.” ;
- Castro’s main’ front Fnr.

- Puerto-Ritan revolution, said

Tarabochia, :is .the ;Puerto'

Rican Soc1ahst Party. One of

its leaders was caught with a

.cache.'of bombs sunk in a
five-foot-deep hold covered

by a concrete slab located
in Puerto
"Exotic acids and

h-the United States, the
revolutionaries have enhsted
Puerto Ricans in New York
City, Chicago, Philadelphia,
Boston

i

- btuldmg,

g E -

Senate Testimony Accuses Castroz

Brldgeport and several .other .
cities. Although Castpo’s siren .
song of peace began early this *
year, one key Puerto Rican.
revolutionary ' front was
founded as late as March.

Tarabochia, using elaberate
charts, traced the Puerto
Rican and Cuban activists to
such citadels of terrorist
training as North Korea.

He found a trail of 16"
bombings traceable to Puerto !
Ricar revolutionaries in’
Newark, New York and.
Chicago. The bembers, using;
timers  ranging from cheap!
Timexes to 17-jewel watches,
hit pohce stations, an Exxon]
nion Carblde and al i
-bank

Durectmg the terror cam-
palgnjor Castro and thé KGB, |
according .to' the secret,

_testimony, is Manuel Pineiro -

Lozada, former “‘dirty tricks” ,
chief of the Cuban intelligence
service. .

To legitimatize the cam- -
paign for revolution; Pineiro
Lozada has tried to bring in
liberal leaders and has even
lured some American Indian.
activists. So far, however,,
Tarabochia reports-that the-
Puerto Rican people are firm.
in their desire to remai thh,

MDI{LNG”'O" STAR i
C 1975

Wmuckley Jr. L

. —-Look who's ta]kmg about ev1ls in Chile

matter of Chile? If one
Teads the cosmopolitan
‘press and views the tele--
‘vised ‘media, one would
think Chile the ganglion of .
‘all social and political evils:
of our generation, Now
there is a great deal going-
on in Chile that is unpleas-
‘ant, and there are some

things going on in Chile that . .

-are outrageous. But the
fixed stare in the direction
of Chile, given the circum-

stances of its recent histo-
Ty, can,only be compared
with the outrage that swept
the ' manipulable world
when Franco executed five
murderers a couple of
months ago.

The perspective is pro-
vided by scanning the spon-
.sors of a resolution carried
through the United Nations

General Assembly, excori- _

What is going on in the

atmg Chile for its denial of
human rights. These spon-
.sors ‘included Algeria, '

|

Bulgaria, Cuba, Czechoslo- |

vakia and Poland, There
‘isn’t an Algerian, Bulgar-
.ian, Cuban, Czechoslovak
'or Pole-who would not con-
sider as idyllic, in compari-
son with his own, the life of
a typical Chilean.

We voted for that resolu-
tion, but with a gesture of
reluctance that becomes a
great power singling out for
alarm a williwaw while
ignoring the typhoons in the
big- and sassy parts of the

~world, most conspicuously

the Communist states.
-Ambassador-Moynihan, in
Bis electric motion calling

for world-wide amnesty fof.

political prisoners, deliver- -

ed a brilliant speech sin-
gling out the important dis-
tinctions. _ He  quoted

Stephen Spender, who went
to Spain during the 'civil

war to act out his con-
science in protest against.

France — only to.discover,
as George Orwell did, and
‘eventually, Arthur Koes-
tler, that the other side was
at least equally guilty of
atrocities. “

“It came to me,’* Moyni-
han quoted Spender at the
U.N., “that unless I cared
about every murdered child
indiscriminately; I  didn’t
really care about children
being murdered at all.”
Thus Moynihan, quite
properly,.deplores the sup-
pression of peaceable politi-
cal dissent everywhere —

and asks his colleagues to -

meditate on one or two
anomolies that don’t re-

ceive much at.tenuon at the :

U.N.
He pomted out _that 23 of

L9

¢ the co-sponsors of the usual”
anti-South African resolu-
tion of the assembly have’
political prisoners. of theit*
own, and of course the fig-3 :
ure for Chile is comparable.’
He went on to say that there
are, in South Africa —:
which shares the general-
obloquy along with Chile — *
about 100 political prison-
ers, so far as we know. And
how do we know? Beécause '’

. there is a vigorous opposi-

tion press in South Africa.-
He quoted from the Monthly.
Bulletin of -the impeccable
International Press Insti-
tute, whose African director
recently wrote, ‘‘The un-
palatable fact is — and this
is something that sticks in
the throat of every seif-re-
specting African who will
face it — that there is more -
press freedom in South Afri-
ca than in the rest of Africa °
put together.”

" “The press is not that free
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in Chile, but it is freer than
in most of the countries that
have criticized Chile,
Moynihan progressed. How
do we know what is going

on inside these countries? '

Much has been made of
Gen. Pinochet’s refusal-to
permit a U.N. “working”
committee -investigating
human rights into Chile.

“This is true,” Moynihan .

said. “But it is only part of
the truth. The whole truth
would include the fact that
Amnesty International and
the International Red Cross
were permitted to visit
Chile. Moreover, if the visit
of the working group had
gone through, it would have
been the first time in histo-
ry that any government had
permitted such a visit.”

- talks on ‘The Fragility of

.itly-characterized the exist-.
_taining a free society, the

“and the urgency of estab-

- -And then Moynihan quot-
ed a letter of Prof. Milton
Friedman published in the
Wall Street Journal: “‘On
the atmosphere in Chile, it
is perhaps not irrelevant
that.at two universities, the :
Catholic University and the |
University of Chile, I gave

Fréedom,’ in'which I explic-

ing regime as unfree, talked
about the difficulty of main-

role of 'free markets and
free enterprise in doing so,

lishing those preconditions
for freedom. There was no
advance or ex post facto
censorship, the audiences !
were large and enthusias-

tic, and I received no subse-
quent criticism.”

“More and more,”

:Moynihan said, “the United
Nations seems only to know

of violations - of human
rights in countries where it

is still possible to.protest .

such violations.” Causing
one to ponder the question,
yet again: what is it that
accounts for the extraordi-
nary success of the orga-

nized left in- training the.

attention of the world on the
Chiles of the world — while
ignoring the Cubas.

NEW YORK TIMES
26 NOV 1975

+"SANTIAGO, Chile — From 1970 to

1873 Chile’s Allende Government ex. _

perimented with a. socialist medley
and ended up with chaos, bankruptcy,

- falling production and anarchy. Since

1873 the Pinochet Government has
held the country in leaden dictator-
ship’s vise,

~Salvador Allende Gossens, a likable
pelitician with a record of humanitar-
ian ideas, was like a tubby fox, a good
talker, popular with the ladies. But he
simply wasn’t up to the job of.control-
ling left-wing extremists in his coali-
tion. Revolutionists called. MIR took
matters - into . their. hands, _seizing

farms, factories and “destroying all’

semblances of order.

Augusto- Pinochet Ugarte is of an-
other cut, Hefty, with slate-blue eyes
and brutal mouth, he practices karate
at 0. Possessed of a hooded counten-
ance, he would have made a fine poker
player. He seized power by force and,
keeps it by force. ' X
“His Government is headed by a
junta of .armed forces commanders

* whom he dominates. But the army has
.been outside politics for two genera-~

tions (although by no means always)
and {s ‘unaccustomed to civilian ad-
ministration, consensus and public re-
lations. So it coldly makes war—the
one thing it knows, The enemy is the
people. , .

. This is not fascism with one mono-

lithic party and fake elections. There

are no parties. It is plain old-fashioned
dictatorship helped along by five
secret police forces (the most in-

- famous. of which is called Dina) and

no inhibitions about locking' up, tor-

turing or even occasionally killing

those suspected of opposing it.
_General Pinochet told me the sit-

" uation when he took over two years

ago could be summed up as: “Chaos,
misery, destruction.”- Today it is ter-
sl s .

FOREIGN AFFAIRS
By C. L. Sulzberger

ror, unhappiness, despair. He assured
me there were no convicted political
prisoners in jail, only 516 “detainees
waiting to be tried under the state of
seige.” Diplomats estimate over 4,000
are locked up and moderate opposition

leaders claim the figure is even higher..

The President says perhaps . 2,000

people died in the 1973 fighting but.

that only 100 have been killed in guer-
rilla and anti-guerrilla shootouts since.
The opposition believes between 10,-

000 and 15,000 have been slain or

simply -“disappeared,”

General Pinochet admits there is a_

police toughness but denies the Gov-
ernment “accepts the principle of tor-

ture:”” Neutral observers ‘say -“sadistic-—

and ‘refined torture” exists. The Chris-
tian Democrats--acknowledge reports
abroad on torture are exaggerated but

it is “frequent” despite protests by:

some army officers,

. The official line :is- that the press
and education are unrestrained, That
is nonsense. Education is a tragedy.
Unsuitable military rectors have been
appointed to all universities. Leading
intellectuals were fired, others fled.

Economically Chile was left 2 sham-
bles by Mr. Allende—and remains a
shambles. Unhappily, the price of the
main export, copper, fell by two-thirds
while the cost of oil imports soared.
Up to 23 percent of the workers are
unemployed. Hunger is common.

It is often said the monetarist
theories of Prof. Milton Friedman and
his Chilean acolytes are ‘the mode.
However, President Pinochet told me:
“The Friedman philosophy cannot be
applied effectively here although many
of his suggestions to us were interest-

. The WOI‘S'C of "Both Worlds

ing.” The right-wing financial establish.
Dei, the conservative Cathelic lay or-
ganization. 4

By contrast the Catholic Church
hierarchy, which opposes Opus Dei,
contains a large majority against Gen-
eral Pinochet, Cardinal Raul Silva Ene
riquez, the primate, takes a firm antj-
Government position. Pinochet claims
he and Cardinal Silva are “good per-
sonal friends” but the Cardinat “is sur--
rounded by hostile people.”

‘The President assured me. the his-

torical personage who most influenced’
him was Diego Portales, an. early.
Chilean statesman. Strangely enough,

Portales destroyed militarism, jailed '

independence war heroes, and institut-
ionalized open opposition, . .
Having abruptly experienced two
contrasting governmental systems,
Chileans have become politically pol-
arized. Destroyed on the surface,Com-~
munism’s infrastructure remains intact
underground. Even the Christian Dem-
acrats don’t demand quick elections

: begause they see no current alterna-»i

tive to the detested military.

What should the United States at-:

titude be? One cannot recommend
economic sanctions, which would
heighten the suffering of a hungry

people. But a strong Washington posi-.

tion against dictatorship and torture

will be of long-term help in encourag-’

ing eventual democracy.
There is a story that Cardinal Silva

:warned Mr. Allende he couldn’t sur-:

vive unless he cut his ties with the
extreme left and that he has warned
General Pinochet he can’t survive
unless he cuts his ties with the ex-
treme right, Allende, a clever leader,
wasn’t strong' enough to control his

zealots. Pinochet, a strong leader, isx_l_’g .
clever enough to control to control his »
zealots. Meanwhile  schizophrenic

Chile has been eviscerated.
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